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trict of Missouri is not now represented on the floor of this 
House. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Then the resolution states what is false. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentlemen were mistaken. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I call the attention of the 
Chair to the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 25, part 3, Fifty- 
third Congress, first session, page 289883-—— 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I call for the regular order, 
Mr. Speaker. (Confusion in the Hall.) 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is trying to find out what the 

entleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT] desires to present. 

he House will be in order. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I call the attention of the Chair to the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 25, part 3, Fifty-third Con- 
gress, first session, page 2893, where it appears that the question 
ofanelection in the State of Michigan was brought up by amem- 
ber from that State, Mr. WEADOCK. That question was brought 
up in thissame way. Itwasplainly nota question of privilegeon 
the part of the gentleman himself, yet his motion was entertained 
by the Speaker. 

Mr.HEARD. But, Mr. Speaker, in that case the question had 
not been determined by the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman [Mr. BARTHOLDT] will bear 
in mind that the Michigan case to which he refers was one where 
the memorial alleged that a gentleman who was on the roll and 
acting as a member of the House had not been duly elected. 
That memorial was referred. But the case presented here is one 
in which there was a contest under the statute, notice given, 
evidence taken, a decision by the Committee on Elections, and 
a decision by the House after full debate: and the matter pre- 
sented by the gentleman from Missouri is simply a resolution 
adopted by some individuals in St. Louis declaring their opinion 
that there is no Representative of that district, although the 
House has already decided that the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. O'NEILL] was the duly and lawfully elected member and 
entitled to the seat. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Then, Mr. Speaker, I respectfully ask 
unanimous consent to present this matter. 

Mr. McMILLIN and others objected. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. For the purpose of making a per- 
sonal statement. ’ 

[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!”’] 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. I rise to a question of privilege. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. What is the gentleman’s question of privi- 
ege? 

r. O'NEILL of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I consider ita ques- 
tion of privilege when any member on this floor desires to offer 
a resolution or to have read a charge thatthrough the improper 
action of this House there is no Representative from a certain 
district. Ihave this statement tomake: Waiving all the results 
of the action of this House in regard to seating me on this floor, 
I do not desire for one moment to hold a seat here unless, not 
only so far as the action of the House is concerned, but in jus- 
tice and right, I am entitled toit. And Idesire here and now 
to say that, waiving all technical questions, waiving all ques- 
tions of law and considering only the matter of justice and the 
evidence in the case, if this House will appoint a committee to 

e—— 

Mr. WISE. LI rise to a question of order. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri. Letany committee take the sworn 
testimony that appears in the record of the wholesale frauds 
practiced against me in that election, and if I do not by the facts 
ram the lie down the throat of - member who dares to ques- 
tion my right to my seat, I am willing to surrender my seat in 
this House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri will sus- 


nd. 

a WISE. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WISE. I make the point of order that the resolutions 
offered by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT’] have 
been declared out of order, and the other gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. O’NEILL] is now addressing himself to those resolu- 
tions which have been declared out of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see that any question 


of privilege is —— 
r.WISE. That is the ground on which I make the point of 
order 


Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri. I do not propose to hold a seat on 
this floor to which there can be any — of right. 
Mr. WISE. I insist on my point of order. 
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Towa rise? 
Mr. LACEY. Fora parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
| 


may perhaps have the hearing which he asks from the 
| 


The SPEAKER. 
order. 

[Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri endeavored to make himself heard, 
the Speaker rapping for order. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri will resume 
his seat. 


Mr. LACEY. 


The gentleman from Missouri will be in 


I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. One moment. The order of the Chair has 
not yet been complied with. 

Mr. O’NEILL of Missouri resumed his seat 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 


Mr. LACEY. During the pendency of the Joy-O' Neill elec- 
tion case the gentleman from New York [Mr. WEVER] made a 
motion to reconsider, which the Chair held was not then in or- 
der because it was an ‘‘intervening motion.” | ask whether it 
would be proper now to havea vote on that motion to reconsider, 
it having been made in time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand the gentle- 
man. Is there pending a motion to reconsider? 

Mr. LACEY. That is the question I asked. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal will disclose the fact whether 
there is or not. The gentleman in raising this point should 
know whether there is such a motion pending. 

Mr. LACEY. The motion was made, and the Chair held that 
it could not be submitted on account of the special order under 
which the House was then acting. Now, that motion having 
then been entered within the time prescribed by the rule, I 
claim that it is still pending, and that the gentleman from Mis- 


House by a vote on that resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please turn to the 
RecorD. The Chair has no recollection of the matter. 

Mr. LACEY. The question was raised by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. WEVER]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please indicate the mo- 
tion. The Chair has no knowledge of it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. According to the gentle- 
man’s own statement the Chair did not entertain the motion, 
and there has been no otner motion to reconsider made- 

The SPEAKER. 
be called up or voted on now. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman states that 
“ Chair did not entertain the motion, but ruled it out of 
order. 

Mr. LACEY. The motion was made by the gentleman from 
New York, who changed his vote for that purpose. As the gen- 
tleman from Missouri seems now to desire the action of the 
House, we might gratify him by voting upon that motion to re- 
consider. 

The SPEAKER. Itis nota question of gratifying the gen- 
tleman from Missouri. The question is whether any such mo- 
tion to reconsider was made and is pending. 

Mr. LACEY. The question was whether the motion to re- 
consider could be cut off by the special order. 

The SPEAKER. Asthe Chair is informed, no motion to re- 
consider was entered; therefore no such motion can now be 
considered. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I rise to a question of order. 
The Missouri election case can not be brought up in this way, and 

| this discussion is out of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I call for the regular order. 

The committees were called for reports. 

RIFLE RANGE AT FORT SNELLING, MINN. 

Mr. LAPHAM, from the Committee on Militury Affairs, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H.R. 6037) making appropria- 
tion for the construction of a permanent rifle range at Fort 
Snelling, Minn.; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

o further reports were presented. 

‘ ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill 
(H. R. 3713) to provide for the division of the eastern district of 
Michigan into the northern and southern divisions, and for hold- 
ing the circuitand district courts of the United States therein, 
and for other purposes; when the Speaker signed the same. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I move that the House 

resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


If the motion was not entered, it can not 








— 


Union for the purpose of considering general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole [Mr. Hatcu in the chair], and resumed the consideration 
of the bili |H. R. 6016) making appropriations for the service of 
the Post-Olffice Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1895. 

The CHAIRMAN. By special order of the Committes, there 
is but one paragraph of this bill left unfinished, which the Clerk 
will report. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, [ desire to ask unanimous 
consent to offer an additional section to this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Let the Clerk first report the pending 
paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines from apctogea4. Mass., 
via New York and Washington, to Atlanta and New Orleans, $196,614.22: 
Provided, That no part of the appropriation made by this paragraph shall 
be expended unless the Postmaster-General shall deem such expenditure 
necessary in order to promote the interest of the postal service. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now read the pending 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
KYLE]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out lines 23, 24, and 25 on page 4, and lines 1, 2, 8, and 4 on page 5— 
the paragraph just read. 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, before 
going on with the discussion I wish to ask unanimous consent 
that all debate on the pending paragraph and amendments 
thereto be closed in two hours and fifteen minutes, of which the 
gentleman from Mississippi {Mr. KYL&] shall be entitled to fif- 
teen minutes, the gentleman from California [Mr. Loup] one 
hour, and [ may have control of one hour. 

Mr. HOOKER of an. Mr. Chairman, this paragraph 
was passed over when the bill was read through, with the dis- 
tinct understanding that there was to be unlimited debate as to 
this particular subject. If there is to be any arrangement we 
shall ask for full time to give every member of the committee an 

vortunity to be heard. I ask that there be a liberal grant of 
aoe. so that all can be heard who desire to be heard. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I will say to the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi that if one hour is granted to me under 
this arrangement, I will try to give an opportunity to all gentle- 
men to be beard who wish to be heard. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. That is a very indefinite state- 
ment, 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I will give the gen- 
a from Mississippi a part of my time. How much does he 

esire? 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I shall want twenty minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I will agree to give 
the gentleman twenty minutes. 

Mr. HOOKERof Mississippi. That is satisfactory. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from North Carolina? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Before consent is given I desire to 
ask a question. So far as the debate on this item is concerned, 
I presume it is satisfactory, and I have no objection to it. But 
T want to state that there was an amendment adopted during 
my absence from the House touching an increase of postage on 
certain class of mail matter—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair must insist that the gentleman 
from Illinois either object or consent to the — on, which 
is to limit the debate te two hours and one-quarter. 

Mr, CANNON of Illinois. I will state to the Chair that by 
unanimous consent I supposed I might ask the gentleman from 
North Carolina a question. Now, ifthe Chair will not make ob- 
see to my doing so, I think this matter can be accommodated 

tween us, 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, Mr. Chairman, I object to any discus- 
sion on any other subject until there is some understanding 
about the length of time to be occupied in this debate. 


Mr. DOCKERY. They are trying now to reach an under- 
standing on that very point. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the parliamentary 


status. All of the remainder of this bill by order of the com- 
mittee has been disposed of, xcept the one paragraph which 
has just been read by the Clerk. Now, except by unanimous con- 
sent,a separate and distinct matter that has already been passed 
over can not be taken up for consideration. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I am not oa If the 
Chair will allow me to seek an accommoda with the gentle- 
man inc of the bill I think it can be . 

As to the amendment to which I have just referred it seems 
to me that there was hardly a proper debate. It could be de- 
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bated in a left-hand manner on this provision, it is true, but if 
soit would require more than two hours. I wish toask the gentile- 
man from North Carolina, therofore, if he will assent to this 
proposition, that when that amendment is reported with the bil! 
to the House, that he allow two hours’ debate on the amendment 
before demanding the previous question? 

A MEMBER. What amendment is that? , 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
ing postage. 

Mr. PICKLER. On a certain class of serial literature. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I think that is too 
much time. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. An hour on a side would scarcely 
be asking anything unreasonable. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
of time. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 
side. 

Mr. CANNON of Iilinois. This is a pretty important matter, 
and I think the gentleman ought to be willing to allow the time 
i have matt, 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Why not say an hour and a half. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I would suggest to the 
gentleman from Illinois that there be three-quarters of an hour 
on aside. 

Mr. PICKLER. I think there ought to be an hour. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I beg leave to suggest to the 
gentleman from North Carolina that whatever debate we have 
in regard to the matter ought to be in Committee of the Whole, 
so that when we report the bill to the House, we report it as a 
complete measure. 

Mr. PICKLER. I think there ought to be at least an hour in 
the discussion of this matter. Thereare certain objections, one 
of them being as to the time when that amendment should go 
into operation. Ido not think it was fully discussed or clearly 
understood. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Why not have in the commit- 
tee whatever discussion you are going to have? 

Mr. DUNPHY. That matter has been passed. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. What is the objection to an 
hour ona side? We have plenty of time. The House is away 
ahead and we can accommodate everybody. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary in- 
quiry. Can we, by agreement in committee, fix the debate 
which is to be had in the House hereafter? 

The CHATRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. MONTGOMERY] that he has never known 
an instanee where unanimous consent was given in Committee 
of the Whole, affecting a billreported by the committee, where 
the agreement was not carried out in good faith by the House. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I wanted to know whether the House 
would be bound by such an agreement. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman states to me that 
he will not move the previous question in the House until after 
there is an hour and a half discussion upon it. 

Mr. QUIGG. On this paragraph? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. On the bill and amendments. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts. I object. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I understand that manimous con- 
sent - now asked to limit debate in committee upon this para- 
graph. 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon the pending paragraph. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. To two hours. 

Mr. PICKLER. I object to that, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have no objection to that, be- 
eause the gentleman has indicated that on the other matter he 
will not move the previous question for an hour and a half after 
we get into the House. 

Mr. QUIGG. ‘Will the gentleman say that he agrees to that? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman so informs me. I! 
will take his word for it. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the committee will be in order, the 
Chair will again state the question. The gentleman from Nort! 
Carolina[Mr. HENDERSON] asks unanimous consent that all gen- 
eral debate on the — ph and amendments thereto 
be closed in two hours minutes, upon terms already 
stated by the Chair. Is there objection? 

Mr. ' N of Washington. I object. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Then I will make a 
motion that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Several gentlemen about me 
ask me to withdraw my objection. If I can have just one min- 
"the CHAIRMAN. 

The C AN. The gentleman from Washington with- 
draws bis objection. Is there objection to the request of ths 


I speak of the amendment increas. 


Besides that, we have plenty 


Say ahalf hour one 
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gentleman from North Carolina? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. ‘ 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. We want to havo some time 
to discuss some of these questions. We can not getit. If tbo | 
majority want to come in here and suppress discussion, let them 
do it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi | Mr. | 
KYLE] is recognized. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I should like toknow 
whether it was agreed that debate upon this paragraph and 
amendments should be limited to two hours and fifteen minutes? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman 
from Washington [Mr. WILSON] to withdraw hisobjection. No | 
other gentleman objected, and the Chair stated that there was 
no objection. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 
stood. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. KYL], who is entitled to fifteen minutes. 

Mr. PICKLER. How is the time to be divided? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair distinctly stated that one hour 
and fifteen minutes was to be oceupied by those in favor of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
KYLE], and one hour to be controlled by the gentleman from | 
North Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON], who is in charge of the bill. 

Mr. KYLE. Itwasagreed thatI should have twenty minutes. 
That was the arrangement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
KYL} is recognized for twenty minutes, the time to begin now. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. Chairman, when this bill was before the 
House a few days ago, I stated that when this question was 
properly understood, and when it was known what was meant by 
this appropriation, I did not believe the House would vote to re- 
tain it. Now, Idonot propose to go over the ground which I 
traveled over when I first presented this matter. Istated then, 
however, that the Postmaster-General did not recommend this 
appropriation. He did not think it was necessary to have an 
appropriation made for this purpose. Lalsostated that his pred- 
ecessor, Mr. Wanamaker, was opposed to the appropriation, 
and that in his report made to Congress he made an argument 
which, it seemed to me, would be satisfactocy to any member of 
the House who would take the trouble to read it. I also stated 
that the Postmaster-General who preceded Mr. Wanamaker was 
opposed te this proposition, and 1 read from his report a state- 
ment to that effect. 

The other day, when we were discussing the matter here, [ 
asked the gentleman from North Carolina |Mr. HENDERSON] for 
the letters from which he was reading toestablish the fact that 
this appropriation had long been favored by the Postmaster- 
General. He handed me these papers,and I read from them a 
memoranda from among his own papers which said that Mr. 
Dickinson himself was opposed to this. ButI was informed by 
the gentleman from Nerth Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON] that that 
was a private memorandum made by himself. I want to assure 
the House now that I had no purpose then to take up his private 
memoranda and develop them to the House. I thought I was 
reading that which was legitimate. Now, I want to call theat- 
tention of the House to this fact: that these very roads to which 
they propose to give this subsidy are receiving pay largely in 
excess of that received by other railroads in this country for 
like service. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] the other day said that 
he was opposed to taking out this proposition, for the reason 
that the mail in his country was expedited. I appealed to him 
to know what road he referred to that was rendering such ex- 

dited service. He named the road, and by referring to this 

k which I hold in my hand, which contains a statement of 
the amount paid to every railread in the United States carrying 
the mail, I find that these subsidized railroads are, some of them 
at least, receiving more than twice as much as the road that the 
gentleman referred to that runs through the State of Iowa. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in my first statement here I said it was 
my opinion that this fund did not expedite the mails, and Ihave 
had no reason tochange that opinion. I said then that these 
trains upon these roads that get this $192,614.22 do not move as. 
fast now as they did when they did not receive a dollar of it. 
Now, gentlemen, that is a propositionin which Lam either right 
or wrong; and I say before you votefor thisappropriation in this 
bill, you ought toinvestigate thatquestion and ascertain whether 
Tam ee: the truth about it or not. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Did I understand the gentleman. to say 
that the mails do not go as fast since these trains were put on as 
they did before? 

r. KYLE. I say that there is no train that carries the mail 
upon these subsidized lines that moves with as great rapidity 
and transports the mail as rapidly as before they got this money. 


That is what I under- 
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Mr. STALLINGS. 
right there. 

Mr. KYLE. My time is limited. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I want tocall your attention to on 
beeause I do not believe you want to missiate the facts. 

Mr. KYLE. I know i donot. 

Mr.STALLINGS. Let meceall your attention to the fact that 


, before this subsidy was 


I would like to correct the «& 


put on, at 9.05 at night, the same train gots to Montgomery 
Ala., at'11.05in the morning. You cin make the caleulation 


yourself. That is a fact beyond any peradventure; and it leaves 
at the same time. 

Mr. KYLE. Lhold in my hand a statement taken from the 
official letter from the Postmaster-General, whose duty itis to 
keep up with and be advised on this subject, and I am not wil- 
ling to depart from that, and take the statements of gentlemen 


| who may have some vague ideas about how these trains move. 


I want to call the attention of the House to it. There are 
two trains on this road that go through to Montgomery, Ala. 
Formerly there was but one. There were two trains that went 
as far as Atlanta; but now there are twothat goto Montgomery 
This fast mail train, the train that makes the quickest tin 
leaves New York at 4:30 p.m. It passes Atlanta at 4:10 p.m. 
it arrives at New Orleans at 7:35. Now, bear that in mind. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Now, I want toask the gentleman a ques 
tion just for one moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi has de 
clined to yield. 

Mr. KYLE. I will yield to him for his question. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Is it nota fact that the train that leaves 
New York at 4:30 a. m. is the train that gives the fastest service? 

Mr. KYLE. Now, it is this train that makes the trip. Asa 
matter of fact it takes it ten minutes longer to make the trip 
than it did before, whenitdid not yet a dollar of money; and 
that is the fast train. Well, now, they have got another train 
that makes the trip in forty-two hours. 

This train formerly ran as far south as Atlanta, and to At 
ianta it makes the time an hour and fifteen minutes faster than 
it did formerly, but as a matter of fact it takes forty-two hours 
to get mails through to New Orleans, and the trainarrives there 
at 10 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.; so that, as the Postmaster- 
General says, that train, so far as the mail to New Orleans is 
concerned, doas not expedite it at all, becausoa it arrives so late 
that there is no distribution until the next day. Is there any 
gentleman upon this floor who believes for a momeut that there 
is any advantage to the people of New Orleans in having the 
mail arrive there at 10:25 p. m.? I challenge the judgment of 
every man here upon that point. Everyone knows that there is 
no mail distributed in New Orleans, or in any city,, at that hous 
of the night; so that the Postmaster-General is stating the sim- 
ple fact when he says that the train arrives at New Orleans too 
late for the distribution of the mail that night. 

Mr.COX. While the train carries the mail into New Or- 
leans at an hour too late for distribution, and while, therefore, 
there may be no special advantage to the people of New Orleans 
in having the mail arrive at that hour, how does this fast mail 
train affect the people at points along the line before it reaches 
New Orleans? 

Mr. STALLINGS. At Montgomery, for instance? 

Mr. KYLE. Well, this fast train gets to Montgomery at 
forty minutes past 9 p. m., and the slow train arrives at 11:20 a. 
m. the next day. 

Now, I want to call attention to another fact. 


how 


The minority 


say in their report that thisis wrong in principle. This ! be- 
lieve. I believe that every section of this country ought to be 
treated alike when it comes to the matter of handling the mails. 


Mr. STALLINGS. May I interrupt the gentleman again’ 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be permitted to 
go on without interruption, as I have only twenty minut 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. KYLE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I was about -to call atten- 
tion to the fact that these very lines of road that are the benefi- 
ciaries of this ‘‘ facility ’ fund are receiving forcarrying the mail 
pay largely in excess of what is allowed to the majority of rail- 
roads in this country. In 1893 the mails were weighed. Gen- 
tlemen, understand that the mailsare weighed every four years, 
and the rate of pay is fixed according to the amount of tonnage 
{n 1893 the mail that passed over this line was weighed, and 
there was an increase of the pay to the amount of $459,568.54; 
that is, they now get that much, nearly half a million dollars 


more than they received a year ago. I hold in my hand a book 
of an official character showing the pay for carrying the mails 


that is allowed tothe differentrailroads inthe State of Alabama, 
This statement shows that the Montgomery (Ala.) and 


West Point road receives now, without this subsidy, $401.48 
per mile for carrying the mail. 


The other linein Alabama that 
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leans Railroad, receives $385.24 without this ‘facility ” grant. 
The road in that State which receives the next highest pay gets 
$159 a mile, and the pay of some of the roads runs down as low 
as $50.62amile. Now, [submiteither that these railroads which 
are receiving these enormous sums for carrying the mail are re- 
ceiving too much, or those that get only $50.62 a mile are receiv- 
ing too little, and herein is found the demonstration of what is 
set out in the views of the minority, that this is adiscrimination 
which is unfair and unjust to the balance of the railroads of this 
country, and I believe in justice being done among the railroad 
companies as well as to others. 

The Postmaster-General, in his report, states that he has not 
yet made any arrangement with the road from Springfield to 

ew York because the schedules have not been agreed upon. 
I want to call attention to the fact that that road is now receiv- 
ing, without this subsidy, $2,206.21 a mile for carrying the 
mails. Gentlemen will bear in mind that there has been no re- 
duction in the pay for carrying the mails since 1878, and that 
there has been a constant Snorenss all the time all along the 
line. That is, the pay for carrying the mails has been growing 
larger and larger all the while, and on this particular line to 
which I am now referring it has been increased nearly half a 
million dollars a year. 

I have not time to go into statistics, but I state this as a fact 
which will not be and can not be controverted—that there is 
scarcely | comparison between what is now allowed for carry- 
ing the mails and what was allowed prior to 1873. In 1876 Con- 
eres reduced the pay for carrying the mails 10 per cent, and 
n 1878 it was again reduced 5 per cent. Thereis nocomparison 
between the pay then received and what is received now, the 
pay is so much greater now than it wasthen. Yet we find that, 
notwithstanding this immense increase, and notwithstanding 
the immense volume of business, and notwithstanding the fact 
that one of these roads receives in the neighborhood of the nm 
compensation paid to any road in the United States—and of 
them receive more than the average pom pc al have 
here a proposition to dump in on them $192,614.22 more, extra 
pay—for what? For carrying the mails, they say. Why, these 
roads are now receiving more than the average pay of the rail- 
roads of the country, more than twice as much as the majority 
of them receive. I submit, Mr. Chairman, that according tom 
humble way of understanding things and getting at facts an 
figures and justice and right, there is no reasonable excuse for 


is a panies of this subsidy, the Montgomery and New Or- 
’ 


this ont eee It is simply and clearly a donation to these 
railroad companies without any corresponding benefit to the 
public, 


Here the hammer fell. 

r. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I now yield five min- 

utes to the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. MEYER]. 
Mr. MEYER. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to enter at any 
length into a discussion of this question; but I must say that the 
entleman from Mississippi [Mr. KYLE], with all his skill and 
ogic, has failed to convince me that ‘here is any merit in his 
antagonism to this measure. The people of New Orleans, the 
city that I have the honor in part to represent, more particu- 
larly the commercial portion of that community, are very much 
agitated by the efforts that are being made to cut off the appro- 
priation for special mail facilities between them and the great 
Northern points. They would regard such action as a serious 
_ blow to the commercial interests of that city. I think you and 
the committee will agree with me, Mr. Chairman, that business 
men generally study their interests and that which facilitates 
their transactions; and I take occasion to read some communica- 
tions which have been sent to me on the subject, showing how 
unanimous is the sentiment that these facilities should be main- 

tained and that their needs demand it. 


NEW ORLEANS BOARD OF TRADE, LIMITED, 
New Orleans, March 30, 1894. 
DweAR Sre: Ihave the honor to confirm telegram sent you this day, ed 
by Mr. Maximilian Herrmann, chairman of our Committee on Postal Serv- 


ice, as follows: 

“The Board of Trade respectfully urges your vigorous opposition to the 
contemplated discontinuance by Congress of the present fast mail service 
into New Orleans, via Atlanta, and further urges your zealous support of 


any measure tend to increase fast mail facilities of our city.” 
Very respectfully, 
HY. H, SMITH, Secretary. 


Hon, ADOLPH MEYER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Here is a telegram to the same effect: 
NEw ORLEANS, LA., March 29, 1894. 
Gen. A. MEYER, House of Representatives; 
It is the wish of the Chamber of Commerce and Industry that the Louisi- 


tion for fast service be- 
a ch action as would 
members. 


New Orleans. e 
secure thisend. Please communicate this to the 


A. K. . 
ROBT. BLEAKLEY, Secretary. 
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The New Orleans Cotton Exchange and other commercial 
bodies have sent me telegrams and letters of similar purport. 
And it is not alone the city of New Orleans that is interested in 
this fast mail; the whole country tributary to New Orleans is 
equally interested. From all directions I have been urged to 
vote for and to urge the continuance of this service. 

As you are aware, sir, the city of New Orleans is the second 
exporting city in this country. The foreign mails from all sec- 
tions of the Southwest are sent through that city; and these 
embrace a vast amount of matter an¢. correspondence requiring 
the promptest dispatch. Itis of the utmost importance that this 
should be expedited as much as possible always. 

Even the difference of a few hours may affect important trans- 
actions to a vital degree, and as all this foreign mail matter goes 
via New York, the urgency of speed can well be appreciated. 

New Orleans and the Southwest has fewer mail facilities than 
the North and West. This is the only special service which 
they have. So far from approving any curtailment in this di- 
rection, my constituents are urging and clamoring for additional 
aid to place them in equal position with the more favored North- 
ern and Western cities. They are even now pressing for fast 
service from their city to Chicago and St. Louis. 

It is more needed. Unfortunately, the people of that section 
are poor, and can not afford the luxury of travel in same degree 
as their countrymen of other sections, hence the railroad com- 
panies, without the stimulus this subsidy affords, could not and 
would not run fast trains as the business conditions require. A 
- city like New Orleans would be in a deplorable condition 

ndeed and at a great disadvantage with only one mail train 
daily, and that perhaps not a fast one. 

The mails of the Southern cities should not be submitted to 
the uncertain fate on the ordinary schedules of passenger trains 
only, whose movements are irregular and liable to be held over 
at way stations for connecting trains or other causes. 

Under the provisions of this bill the Post-Office Department 
regulates the schedules; otherwise we can not depend upon fast 
mails. Certainly we could have no guarantee if left to the sweet 
will of the railroad companies, guided only by their own inter- 
ests and guided only by their own convenience and disposition. 

Under it we have now two double fast mail trains from New 
York to New Orleans, where we had but one before. 

The same is true as to the Florida connections, and these ad- 
vantages are shared by and afforded to all the sections of coun- 
try to which New Orleans and other cities on the route dis- 
seminate their mails and trains. 

The benefits to business interests can well be appreciated. 

Letters and remittances made from New Orleans up to 7 p. m. 
reach New York by 1 p. m. of second day, in time for bankable 
use, andin time to enable orders for merchandise to be con- 
veniently filled and shipped. 

The train that leaves New York at 4:30 a. m. carries news- 
papers, distributing the greatand important metropolitan jour- 
nals along the route with arapidity that gives tothe inhabitants 
thereof almost all the advantages they would have if they were 
printed and published in their own localities. The 4:30 p. m. 
train from New York carries the letter mail. 

Mr. Chairman, the distinguished and able chairman of the 
committee has already demonstrated that there is absolutely no 
warrant for the contention that the trains are not faster and 
the mails not more speedily delivered than under other condi- 
tions. Ineed only to refer you to the schedule published in con- 
nection with the chairman's remarks on page 36.0 of the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, April 11, 1894. That schedule shows a 
gain in time of thirteen hours and ten minutes between New 
York and New Orleans,and corresponding gains to other and 
intermediate points. It seems a peculiar system of arithmetic 
which would force a different conclusion from such facts. 

Mr. Chairman, after all this expenditure can only be made in 
the discretion of the Postmaster-General. We know that offi- 
cial to be faithful, economical, and true. With true instinct he 
is, I am sure, sincerely desirous to signalize his administration 
uf postal affairs with economy, and a due regard to the public 
interests. The conditions of the service are of a character to 
warrant this expenditure, and there is no reason to believe that 
the authority — will be abused or inj ene caer 

T trust, Mr. Chairman, that the appropriation will be sustained 
by a vote of the House. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I yield fifteen minutes 
to the gentleman from Louisiana |Mr. ROBERTSON]. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, the gentle- 
man from Mississippi, inaddressing the House afew daysago upon 


this question, stated, in answer to an interrogatory propounded, 
I believe, by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox], that no 
one, so faras he knew, waseither benefited by, or desiredacontin- 


uation of, the appropriation for extra facilities Mee this Southern 
mailroute. Mycolleague from Louisiana{Mr. MEYER] has shown 
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by the reading of the communication from the Board of Trade of 
New Orleans that that body, interested as every board of trade 
is in the expedition of business, not only indorses the proposi- 
tion, but earnestly requests this House not to discontinue this 
appropriation at this time. 

The press of that city has also spoken; and I wish to have read 
from the States, a oe of that city, acommunication pub- 
lished a few days ago on this question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


MAILS TO THE SOUTH—\VHY CONGRESSMEN ARE OPPOSING AN APPROPRIA- 
TION THAT WILL BENErIT NEW ORLEANS AND WHICH IS IN THE POST- 
OFFICE BILL—THE IMPROVEMENT IN THE SERVICE BETWEEN BOSTON AND 
THIS CITY IN RECENT YEARS. 

The objections urged against the clause are that the remainder of the 
country is suffering because special appropriations are being made for the 
Richmond and Danville, the Louisville and Nashville, and two or three other 
roads by way of Washington, Atlanta, Montgomery,and New Orleans. The 
answer is that improved facilities have been imperatively needed in the 
South, and that they can only be obtained by special appropriations. It has 
been said that the appropriation of similar amounts any has not had 
the effect of improving the schedules of the roads benefited, but the state- 
ment does not seem to be borne out by the facts, for there has been a nota- 
ble improvement between Boston and New Orleans and all points between, 
and the mails reach here now fully six hours earlier than they did formerly. 

Those coming in over the Louisville and Nashville and getting here at 
10:25 p. m., the second day out from New York, are distributed and ready for 
delivery the first thing the following morning, and the advantages to the 
business community have been valuable. The improvement in the service 
in nearly all the Southern States between New Orleans and Washington has 
kept pace with the improvement between the twocities named. 

Phe special committee of the Board of Trade yesterday wired our Repre- 
sentatives in Washington urging them to use every effort in hehalf ofa con- 
tinuance of the present mail facilities and of improvement in the same, and 
Congressman MEYER answered that the committee was doing all in its 
power to accomplish what is desired by the business community. 

Inthe proceedings of the House reference has been made to a paragraph 
in the Post-Office appropriation bill in which New Orleans is vitally inter- 
ested, and which an effort is oe made to have knocked out. The Louisi- 
ana delegation is making every effort the keep the clause in the bill because 
its defeat would injure to a considerable extent the present fast mail service 
from Boston to this city, and which has been giving much satisfaction. 

The paragraph referred to is as follows: 

‘“* For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines from Springfield, 
Mass., via New York and Washington, to Atlanta and New Orleans, $196,- 
614.22: Provided, That no part of the appropriation made by this paragraph 
shall be expended unless the Postmaster-General shall deem such expendi- 
ture necessary in order to promote the interests of the postal service.” 

The same | ade ea was voted by the last Congress and similar ap- 
propriations have been voted before. Previous Postmasters-General have 
ethorined the expenditure of money of this kind, and there has been no 
protest that the Postmasters-General have exceeded their authority in the 
matter. The expenditures have generally been approved by the country 
because the result has been better mail facilities, and the Southern roads 
have been benefited in that they have been enabled to strengthen their 
through passenger and trafiic service while at the same time making better 
mail schedules. The improvement has been marked between Boston and 
New Orleans and the service between intermediate points has likewise been 
improved. 


Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Now, Mr. Chairman, I care 
nothing whatever about what may be the railroad interests in 
this matter. It is not a question with which I intend to deal at 
this time. What I desire to reach in the determination of the 
question is whether or not any benefit has been derived by the 
people living in the Southern section of the country, and in the 
Southwest, from the payment of these extra facilities on lines 
of transportation for our mails. I know it to be a fact, because 
I frequently travel the route over which this extra money is 
paid, that about a year and a half ago the Richmond and Dan- 
ville system put on a fast train of vestibuled cars to run to New 
Orleans; and I know from the conversations I have had with 
gentlemen on that route, all along the line, that the road was 
struggling to keep up the schedule time which it had attempted 
to carry out when it put on the fast train. There was no route 
between New York and New Orleans by which the mail could 
reach New Orleans before, I think, about 3 o’clock in the after- 
noon, previous to that time. The schedules over that road were 
made swifter and swifter until they arrived at 7:30 a. m. at tre- 
mendous expense. 

Now, it was probable that this road would take off this fast 
train. So faras I know Iam convinced that would have been the 
result had the Departmentand Congress determined not to give 
the extra compensation for the special mail facilities that it af- 
forded. This vestibuled train leaves New York at 4:30 in the 
afternoon, after the business of the day has been pretty well 
transacted, and carries the mail over a route via Washington 
and Atlanta to New Orleans. It must be borne in mind that 
eyery bit of the mail from the city of New York south goes on 
this line now, for there is no other through railroad line from 
this point that takes mail south except this one.. This train 
can not exist, as it has been shown, without these special facili- 
ties, and I claim that this is not asubsidy. 

Mr. LOUD. You refer to the through mail? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Yes; to the through mail; 
but I will touch the other later on if you will give me an oppor- 
tunity. I was making reference now, however, to the through 
mail trom New York to the South—the question that is mainly 
Involved here. 
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Mr. LOUD. The gentleman spoke of this being the only line 
that carried the mails. I assumed,of course, that he meant the 
through mail. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana, Yes; the through mail. 

Now, that mail train, terough this extra compensation for 
special mail facilities paid under authority of law, leaves New 
York as I have stated at 4:30 in the afternoon, arrives in New 
Orleans at 7:25 the next day—that is, it arrives at the depot of 
the Southern Pacific Railroad—but it carries the mails to New 
Orleans for distribution for Texas and all that Southwestern 
country. Look at the tremendous expanse of country supplied 
by this extra mail facility. Why the Atlantic Coast Line could 
in no way compete with it. The ramifications of the roads run- 
ning from it, like arteries permeate ‘he entire South Western 
country, and thereis no road that supviies so large an extent of. 
country by the special mail facilities as this one. 

But the gentleman from Mississippi speaksof the tremendous 
compensation the company receives under the ordinary laws 
applicable to the conduct of the mails over the railroad lines of 
the country. 

I wish to state to him that the weighing of this mail took 
place, it must be remembered, when it was being carried over 
the Atlantic Coast Line, and that the weighing takes place only 
once in fouryears. The Richmond and Danville Railroad Com- 
pany to-day is carrying probably 40 to 50 percent more mail than 
was carried over the Atlantic Coast Line, and is carrying itat 
the same price given by the Government for the transportation 
of a less quantity over the other line. 

But the gentleman from Mississippi speaks of a ‘ subsidy ” in 
connection with the matter. Where was he, Mr. Chairman, in 
that committee when they passed through this very bill which 
subsidizes the foreign mails on steamships? Where was he and 
where was his protest when that subject was being considered by 
his committee? Why did he not raise his hands in holy horror 
at that subsidy? Why did not the minority of the committee 
come in with a record and a report protesting against that, if 
the principle is so heinous? 

Mr. LOUD. Perhaps some of us were not members of Con- 
gress at that time. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Well, we are members of 
Congress now; and at this time we are considering this subsidy, 
a question of some importance in the consideration of this « 
tion. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I have said that this mail train leaves 
New York at 4:30 in the afternoon for the South. It carries all 
the business letters and the communications of that character 
tothe South. It carries the checks and statements of account 
and other business matters between these points. The train 
can leave New York at 4:30 o'clock on Saturday evening, and on 
Monday morning at 7:30, when a business man in New York goes 
to his office he can receive telegrams from his correspondents 
1,500 miles away in answer to the business letter he had sent the 
preceding Saturday afternoon. This is all that we have in the 
way of fast mail facility. I know that it is probable the Govern- 
ment is paying well for the transportation of the mail; but this 
is the only one in the South which is of very much importance 
to our people, as far as through mails are concerned; and it must 
be remembered that by reason of having a sparsely settled eoun- 
try conditions exist there which do not exist in the Northwest 
or elsewhere. 

But we hope, Mr. Chairman, that the time will come, and 
that it may be soon, when the great business of that section of 
the country will pay for these extra facilities, without special 
compensation from the Government. 

Now, I have carefully read all the reports of the Postmasters- 
General, and I have particularly read those to which the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. KYLE] has referred. It must be 
borne in mind that these appropriations for extra mail facilities 
have been in operation for nearly seventeen years; and I assert 
that not a single one of the Postmasters-General, except Mr. 
Wanamaker, has ever made a report against these special facil- 
ities; and Mr. Dickinson, in making his report, did not inveigh 
against the system, and the Superintendent of the Railway Mail 
Service, and the Second Assistant Postmaster-General, reported 
totheir superior officer under his administration the absolute 
necessity for the continuation of this appropriation. 

The present Postmaster-General has not reported against it. 
The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. KYLE] seems to dwell at 
great length upon the fact that the Postmaster-General said 
nothing about it. 

Mr. Chairman, in the great multitude of duties which sur- 
round him, why should he particularly pick out this one subject 
of a little extra mail service on one railroad line, or to magnify 
it as it would be magnified through the eyes of the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. KYLE}? 


I know that the mails arrive in New Orleans under this appro- 
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the Richmond and Danville road carried them. I know another 
fact—that this fast mail not only supplies New Orleans, but it 
supplies the whole of Southern Texas, Houston, and Austin twelve 
hours earlier thanever before when the Atlantic Coast Line car- 
ried the mails, which I believe itdid for fifteen or sixteen years 
under this particular service. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this is all that the South has in the 
way of fast mall facilities. I appeal to gentlemen on both sides 
of this House to permit us at least to continue this appropria- 
tion until we are in a position where the development of the 
country will permit the railroads to attain such a degree of 
yrosperity as will permit them to relieve the Government of the 

urden of extra compensation. 

Now, as to the other train. It will be a year on the 30th of 
July since this other fast mail line began its operation over the 
Richmond and Danvilie route. 

Mr. Chairman, the train which leaves New York at 4:30 in 
the morning, under that schedule, leaves at an hour most un- 
profitable to the railroad company; so unprofitable that the At- 
lantic Coast Line, which had this appropriation before, aban- 
doned that schedule, and its passenger train now leaves New 
York at 9:30 in the morning. TheSecond Assistant Postmaster- 
General told me that he held the control of these schedules; that 
the Government would not pay a cent, and did not pay a cent, 
unless the schedules which were adopted by the Department 
were properly carried out. I regret that further time can not 
be accorded 1ae to show the great advantages of this train. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. CRAIN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had 

sed with an amendment the bill (H.R 6442) to protect the 
birds and animals in Yellowstone National Park, and to punish 
crimes in said park, and for other purposes, asked a conference 
with the House on the bill and amendment, and had appointed 
Mr. CAREY, Mr. WHITE, and Mr. VEST as the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee again resumed its session, Mr. HATCH in the 
ehair. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Nerth Carolina. I 
utes to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. 


ield twenty min- 
OOKER]. 

r. Chairman, I understood 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON] to state 
that he would yield me twenty minutes out of the hour which 


he had, and I wished, before I ke, to hear what gentlemen 
who are in favor of striking out this provision had tosay; though 
of course the gentleman from North ina is properly entitled 
to conclude the debate, and I do not want to intrude upon his 


_ rights in that regard. 

Mr. Chairman, I am op to the striking out of this por- 
tion of the bill reported by the Committee on Post-Offices and 
} Pest-Roads, because | think it would be going back on the policy 
which the Government inaugurated nearly twenty years ago. 

tn 1878 this appropriation was first make for the purpose of 
- expediting the carrying of the mails by the railways from Mas- 

sachusetts to New Orleans, via certain cities and towns on the 
line of the route. 

i say it has been the settled policy of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment; and I desire to call the attention of the committee to one 
significant fact. honorable colleague [Mr. KYLE], in the 
speech which he delivered some two weeks ago, when this mat- 
ter was under consideration, read from the report of Mr. Post- 
master-General Wanamaker in order to show that he was op- 


to this law for expediting the mails. I arose in my place 
and put the inquiry to my colleague as Smee the 
General from whose report he was had not 


Postmaster-G 

expended every dollar of the 

the years in which he held the 

that he had. Well, I shovld 

maker may have said in his 

Department, that the fact 

money is the best 

Wanamaker thought the 

of k up this expedi 

New Orleans and the intermediate points. 

tainly ae not have expended the money so appropriated if he 
tas ‘ 


this purpose 
it was made cularly at the instance of the 
partment, but it was reported by the Committee on Post-Offices 
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I will refer to the 
table which has been furnished by the chairman of the com- 
mittee [Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina] for the purpose of 
showing what have been the appropriations in the respective 
years embraced in this period. 

The appropriations which were made as long ago as 1878 have 
been as follows: 

Appropriation for special Jacilities. 


| 1887 $291, 000. 00 


-. 295, 987.00 
. 295,987.00 
eoe 205, 6355. 38 
. 205,421.79 
196, 614, 22 

196, 614. 22 

196, 614. 22 


have gone up very much higher than that contained in this bill: 
and I take it for granted that all of the former Post-Office appro- 
riation bills like this one makes no absolute appropriation, 
ut makes an appropriation of so much money to be expended in 
the discretion of the Postmaster-General. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, my honorable colleague from Mississipi 
Mr. KYLE] criticised the action of the committee, and he and 

is colleague from California [Mr. Loup] make a minority re- 
port against this appropriation and say that there has been no 
expedition of the mails. Why, Mr. Chairman, in 1879 to come 
from New Orleans to the city of Washington it took you about 
——— or sixty-two hours, and you do it now in about forty- 
one hours. There has been an expediting of the mails not only 
between the terminal points in Massachusetts and New Orleans 
and in Texas, but there has been an expediting of the mails «'| 
along through this Southern country. Every star route thn: 
crosses the line of railways benefited by this appropriation has 
been expedited. It has carried its benefits not alone to the 
great cities, but has extended to the star routes carried by 
horses, buggies, and stages in every — of the country. 

There is not a member who is not daily receiving petitions, | 
presume, as I do, that these routes may be expedite 
that are run in connection with this great line of railroads 
along the lines from the point named in Massachusetts to New 
Orleans; not one. And why? Simply because these railroads 
expedite the delivery of the mails between the two great ter- 
minal points; and the consequence is that it expedites every 
star route that crosses this great line, diverging from this point 
to that and the other. 

Now, some hostility has been attempted to be created against 
this appropriation on the ground that it was given to railroads 
and that it does not go to every railroad. Still, sir, if there is 
a portion of the country where the railroads ought to be favored 
it is this very country that this appropriation is intended and 
designed to benefit. Many of these railroads are in an embar- 
rassed condition Many of them are at enormous expenses, in- 
creasing from roan ce day. 

I have no h ty to railroads, Mr. Chairman; I have no en- 
mity toward railroads; and I do not believe because they can 
be designated as corporations that they should be considered 
enemies of the country. Sir, it takes millions of dollars to con- 
struct railroads, and at one of these roads which leads from here 
to New Orleans, at one point there is a single mile, passing 
through the tunnel in the great mountain, that cost $6,000,00 ». 
It takes millions and millions upon top of millions to construct 
these railroads. It takes millions on top of millions of dollars 
to run them daily; and if the business interests of the country 
require expedi of the mails I do not believe that the ap- 
propriations can be better made than in giving it to those lines 
of railroads which at so great an expense, at the order of the 
Post-Office Department, perform this function. They run by « 
schedule fixed by the Post-Office De t, from which they 
can not depart; and if they do depart from it they would not be 

tion 


paid one dollar of this \. 

The amount bill, $196,000, is but one-fourth of 
what was wae for one year that I have referred to. If they 
fail to carry the mail according to the schedule now adopted 

r of the appropriation, and the 

ht to withhold it. I say, there- 

is appropriation because it goes 

re were moreof them, in order that com- 

petition might control their prices for freight and ngers, 

and in order that we might have more expedited mails through 
every portion of the country. 

I say I have no hostility to these lines of railway. On the 
contrary, I wish they were increased in number. Sir, the ruail- 

have built up this country; they have made it what it is. 
have bound together with bands of iron the Atlantic and 
Pacific Geeans, crossing the Mississi River with the 
magnificent structure which the genius of Eads erected in your 
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own State of Missouri, Mr. Chairman, at the great city of St. | 


Louis. They havecrossed the Alleghenies, they have crossed the 
Mississippi, they have crossed the Rocky Mountains, they have 
climbed the Sierra Nevadas, and the shrill whistle of the loco- 
motive is daily heard in the great city of San Francisco, min- 
gling with the sound of the waters ofthe Pacific that break upon 
the Golden Gate of California: 

Mr. LOUD. They do not get any mail subsidy, though. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. The gentleman says they do 
not receive any subsidy. Why, sir, before the gentleman from 
California had a seat upon this floor I heard itstated here again 
and again that millions of acres of public land had been appro- 

oriated for those railways, and in reply to that I said “ yes;” 

ecause those railroads have blotted out the great ‘‘American 
desert’? which lay between the Atlantic and the Pacific; they 
have swept it from the map of the United States, and the region 
which once bore that name is now blooming with villages and 
towns and cities and sovereign States, all helping to boar aloft 
the grand entablature of this Union, stretching from ocean to 
ocean. The railroads have’ done all that for you, sir; and be- 
cause they have done ail that I, for one, haye, I repeat, no feel- 
ing of hostility towards them. On the contrary, I believe that 
thess weaker roads, especially those leading in the southern di- 
rection, on which the mail facilities were so broken down imme- 
diately after the civil conflict terminated, ought to be strength- 
ened and sustained, and not crippled or opposed. 

I have no hostility therefore to this appropriation because it 
is to go to lines of railway. Those great instruments of civili- 
zation can only be constructed by associated capital, and be- 
cause it requires associated capital to build them, and because 
that can come only by the union of men in what are called cor- 
porations—I do not care, sir, if you do call them even ‘‘ soulless 
corporations”—I have no hostility to this appropriation because 
it goes to them. Mr. Chairman, those railroads running north 
and south have done more for this country by building up cities 
and towns, und by the bringing about closer commercial inter- 
course between the people of the North and the people of the 
South than any other single agency, and therefore they have 
done more to bring about the permanent restoration of the Union 
and permanent peace between all sections of the Union. Talk 
aboutthe railroads not having facilitated the transportation of the 
mails! Why, there are two lines running now where there was 
only one before, and they do not dare to diverge from the sched- 
ules which the Post-Office Department requires them to maintain, 
and, as was very well said to me by the Second Assistant Post- 
master-General, while, so far as the possibilities of speed are 
concerned, they have not been advanced to their utmost capacity, 
yet they have been advanced to the highest point which it was 
possible to reach and maintain, in view of the connections they 
were reguired to make with other lines of railway traversing 
this portion of the Union. [ trust, therefore, Mr. Chairman, 
that the motion to strike out this appropriation, whose benefi- 
cence has been feltall over this broad land, notalone on the main 
line from Massachusetts to New Orleans, thence to Texas, and 
thence to Florida, but in every town and city and hamlet of the 
South with which those lines connect. I trust, I say, that the 
motion to strike out this beneficent appropriation will not pre- 
vail. 

Sometime ago this fast mail train left New York, as I pre- 
sume it still does, at half past 4 o’clock in the morning, and it 
carried some few passengers. On one occasion, being in New 
York, I happened to miss the evening train, so [ took this fast 
mail train at half past 4 o’clock in the morning, and I regretted 
it only because of the rapidity with which the train ran. At 
that time, as I have said, some few passengers were carried, but 
now that fast train carries none. 

Mr. LOUD. Itis onlyasix-hour train between New York and 
Washington, so the gentleman need not have been startled by 
its speed. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. My dear sir, if you had been 
on it you would not have got your breath again in two years. 
fhamehter.] It ran so rapidly that you could not count the 
milestones; it ran so rapidly that the telegraph poles along the 
routeseemed all to merge intoone. The gentleman has never 
been on that train and T have, and I regretted that I was on it 
because it ran so fast, and I have taken care never to be on it 
since that time. [Laughter]. 

Therefore I say, Mr. Chairman, that while the trains which 
carry these mails had not been required by the Department to 
run 100 miles an hour, they have n required to deliver the 
mails at the cities and towns along the route at stated hours, 
and they havedone it with wonderful fidelity. Now, if you take 
away this appropriation and carry out the notion of the minor- 
ity of the Past-Office Committee, composed of two persons, my 

nored colleague from Mississippi [Mr. KYL&], and the gentle- 
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man from California [Mr. Loup], you will cripple th 
post-route and you will alsé cripple the commerce of tl 
try. You will cripple the communications which facilitate and 
promote that commerce, for, in proportion to the rapidity of 
communication between the seller and the buyer, between t 
people whoare engaged in commercial transactions, is comm 
itself facilitated and promoted. 

There can be no good argument over 
appropriation, because the Postmaster- 
authority, in his discretion, not to use a. 


1 in opposition to this 
‘ral is invested with 
w of this money, or 


to use it all as he may think best for the interest of the service 
But, Mr. Chairman, svery Postmaster-General from 1878 down 
to the present time has used a certain proportion of the mone: 
appropriated for this purpose, in the exercise of the discretion 
with which he has been clothed, to maintain this fast mail 


route, and certainly no good reason can be offered for | 


away that discretion from the present Postmaster-General who, 
as we all know, has manifested great efficiency and great a 


in the administration of his high office. 

He has continued it at the advanced point it has attain 
has even made an advance in the way of increasing the 1 
facilities from one portion of the country to another. [| ho) 
therefore, the Committee of the Whole will not adopt the prop 
sition of the minority of the committee, but will maintain th 
bill as it has come from the hands of the committee, approved 
by all of them save the two gentlemen to whom [ have referr 

Mr..Chairman, if I have any time left [ reserve it. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, it is almost needless to say 
to what little remnant of this House remains to hear this debats 
or to investigate the question now before this body. A person 
might almost be led to believe that the ‘sacred richt of peti 
tion,” or I might say the sacred right of-personal application 
had had its result in the minds of members of this House, and 
that members are perfectly satisfied on this question without a) 
investigation whatever. 

Many statements have been made regarding this case; but 
any member should investigate this quéstion from its very in- 
ception to the present time, he might perhaps see how wild are 
the statements which persons may be led to make when the 
have but little conception of the subject they are talking about 

The gentleman from Mississippi has just made a statement 
that is akin to many statements which have been made in thi 
ase. The gentleman from Mississippi, with his strong poctic 
eloquence, has described with what rapidity this train which 
leaves New York at 4:30 in the morning travels in order to ar 
rive in the city of Washington so that it may leave at 11:01 
a.m.—six hours and thirty-one minutes later. Why, I would 
say tothe gentleman that I have traveled from here to New 
York, making the transfers at Jersey City, and have made the 
trip repeatedly in five hours on a regular train receiving no sub 
sidy. Why, sir, a trip of six hours and thirty-one minutes be- 
tween New York and Washington will never take my breath 
away; I assure you of that. [{Laughter.]| 

| wish members of this House would investigate the amount 
of this appropriation; and I would like to have some member of 
the committee state why this extraordinary amount, $196,614.22 
appears in this appropriation bill. The chairman of th 
mittee can not assume that this amount is being used, beca 
the Postmaster-General tells us that he is now using only $18! 
000. But why, if you wish to subsidize roads,do you not : 
= $190,000, or $195,000, or $200,000, or some ordinary amount 

Vhy cumber the books of the Post-Office Department with this 
extraordinary 22 cents? I will try and tell you why. Because 
some years ago another line of road was the recipient of this 
subsidy, and the Postmaster-General in the distribution of t! 
money for fast mail service from Springfield, Mass., to Tampa, 
Fla., paid those roads in the aggregate #196,614.22. 

The Postmaster-General has refused to make any recommend- 
ation to Congress covering this special amount; but your com- 
mittee in its wisdom imagines, I suppose, that it will require 
just the same amount of money to transport the mails on these 
extraordinarily fast trains from Springfield, Mass., to New O 
leans that it did for the transportation of the mails years ago 
from Springfield to Tampa. It is farther to New Orleans than 
it is to Tampa, and if the reasoning of the gentleman is t 
the amount should be greater. But let it be borne in mind you 
are not transporting these mails now from Springfield; you 
only transporting them from New York. [I think if gentle- 
men would investigate this extraordinary amount, they would 
discover that the committee in making this recomme tion 
have done so without any investigation whatever. 

Mr. EVERETT. Will my friend from California 
him a question? 

Mr. LOUD. Certainly. 

Mr. EVERETT. Does theline from Springtlield to New York, 
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operated under the New York and New Haven system, receive 
no part of this extra appropriation? 

Mr. LOUD. That line has received nothing this year. The 
Postmaster-General or his Second Assistant has stated that no 
arrangements so far have been made. And I want to say here 
that there are systems of road in thiscountry that to-day recog- 
nize the fact that they are being well paid for the transporta- 
tion of the mails under the present ordinary mail pay, and do 
not desire to continue this constant strife before the country 
with regard to extra compensation. The New York Central 
road makes no application to receive any portion of this money, 
claiming that it is now well compensated, and desiring to meet 
any suggestion of the Department by which the mails can be ex- 
poaiee That company claims it is rendering good service and 
s getting good pay for it. 

The gentleman from Mississippi went back to the early days 
of this appropriation. If the gentleman wants to read a little 
ancient history let him turn to the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of 
1877. He will there find how this appropriation originated. It 
was placed on the Post-Office appropriation bill in the Senate 
upon the motion of Mr. Hamlin, then a Senator from Maine. 
By turning to page 1737 tae gentlemen will find that Mr. Ham- 
lin’s object in having made at that time the appropriation of 
$500,000 was to place mail cars upon the trains. In 1876 the sub- 
sidies had been withdrawn from the various roads throughout 
the United States. 

You may remember that there had been a fast mail train from 
New York to Chicago and other points—what I claim as a fast 
mail train is one composed exclusively of mail cars, with no 
passengers traveling upon it. In that year the extra compen- 
sation was withdrawn, which resulted in a complete disorgani- 
zation of the service. The railroad companies, feeling that they 
had been aggrieved, pulled one way and the Departinent another. 

Mr. Hamlin at that time offeredan amendment appropriating 
$600,000, and urged as a reason for the appropriation of that 
amount of money the necessity of placing 60-foot cars on the 
mail trains to enable the mails to be distributed en route, and 
he says—I do not desire to weary the committee by taking the 
time to read the whole of this, but will simply read a paragraph. 
He said: 

I thin’, Mr. President, that the good sense of this body will admit, and 
that the good sense of the American people will demand that the business 
communications of this country shall travel along our railroads as fast as 
the passengers may travel— 

And it must be borne in mind in this connection that by a 
prior amendment adopted it was provided that the railroads 
should be compelled to carry the mails on the fastest trains— 
bu! wader the preseat arrangements the mails must go in bulk, lie over at 
St. Louis, lie over at Baltimore, lie over at Cincinnati, lie over at Pittsburg, 


lie over at your large points, and be distributed in the post-offices, and 
there they lie by until the next mail shall go. 


The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] will remember 
this discussion. 

Now, in the speech to which I have just made allusion, Mr. 
Haralin fully explains the object of the amendment, simply to 
allow the placing on these lines of 60-foot cars, whereby the 
mails might de distributed in transit. 

Mr. Bogy, a Senator at that time, I believe, from the State of 
Missouri, opposed the proposition and advanced some ideas in 
connection with it that have occurred tome. He said: 


Mr. President, the amendment offered by the Senator from Maine, or the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads rather, is not as extensiveas the 
speech of my friendfrom Maine. It is very possible that I might agree with 
him so far as his speech goes, but I can not sustain the amendment. That 
amendment gives the power to the Postmaster-General to use in a very in- 
definite way the sum of $250,000— 


Out of the $600,000 it was proposed that $250,000 should be used 
for mail cars. 

It does not specify that the money shall be used for the purpose of putting 
these cars upon the roads upon which this distribution is to take place. 

And there is just where the trouble arose, for the amendment 
was not specific as tothis requirement re ing the cars. This 
appropriation, Mr. Chairnian, continued from year to year, I 
will say to the gentleman from Mississippi, and was discussed 
in the House at various times. In 1878 $125,000 was appropri- 
ated; in 1879, $150,000; in 1880, $350,000, and so on. In 1878, it 
will be observed by an examination of the REcoRD that $25,000 
of the appropriation was to be used on the Coast Line for the 
purpose of ae the mails to Cuba, and out of that has 

on the provision inthe present bill for necessary and special 
acilities. : 

This question was again most thoroughly discussed in the 
Forty-seventh Congress, and in fact it has n carefully con- 
sidered for ten or twelve years past. The gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HOLMAN] took part in the debate, the tleman 
from Lllinois [Mr. CANNON], and several other gentlemen who 
are now members of this House. But one year ago the Coast 
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Line stated to the Post-Office Department—and I have oftentimes 
thoughtit wasamere bluff, and the Post-Office Department called 
them—that they could not transport the mails hereafter for this 
rate of compensation; that is to say, at the speed they were 
then making, for the amount of money then paid them. There 
was no recommendation made. 

The Post-Office Committee had completed its bill, when an- 
other system of roads, the Richmond and Danville and the 
Louisville and Nashville, came before the committee and de- 
sired to have the appropriation go to their roads. The result 
was that the committee included last year the sum of $196,614.22, 
taking it from the Coast Line and turning it over to an entirely 
different system of roads. 

Now, no one can contend but that the Coast Line is making as 
good time to-day as it was then. They made this bluff, they 
were called, and they still had to maintain these fast trains: and 
so far as this Richmond and Danville road is concerned, the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana [Mr. ROBERTSON] stated that these fast 
trains—and I might pause here to say that he designates one 
train as the fast train and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
LIVINGSTON] another as the fast train, but I will let both 
have their fast train—thse gentleman from Louisiana states that 
it would have been taken off if they could not have obtained this 
money under the appropriation for special facilities. Now, they 
have been running the train for some time to my knowledge, for 
I have ridden on it myself. They could not have taken it off, 
Mr. Chairman, because there was too much competition; for 
these roads running their fast trains from New Orleans would 
be compelled to keep them up in order to secure the passenger 
traffic over their lines. 

But let us see whether this $196,000 appropriation does expe- 
dite the mails. On March 13 I wrote the following letter to the 
Postmaster-General, and this involves the question also as to 
whether he recommended the appropriation:. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., March 13, 1894. 


Sir: The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads of the House of Rep- 
resentatives has arenes an item in the Spero riation bill of $196,614.22 for 
necessary and s al facilities on trunk lines from Springfield, Mass., via 
New York and Washington, to Atlanta and New Orleans, etc. After a care- 
ful search of your report, also the Book of Estimates, I fail to find mention 
of suchitem. I would as request that, if consistent with the rules 
and customs of your office, you will inform me: Frst, if, in your opin- 
ion.’such appropriation is conducive to the best interests of the postal serv- 
ice in the transportation of mails; second, whether the so-called ‘Coast 
Line,’ which system has heretofore for a number of years been in receipt of 
this subsidy or extraordinary ee is not now rendering equally 
good if not better service than while in receipt of said extra compensation; 
and, third, whether the Richmond and Danville system and its connections, 
now in receipt of said extra compensation, is now rendering any better or 
more rapid service than was rendered prior to the time of receipt of said 
— me so, to what extent. 

espectfully, 
_ " E. F. LOUD, 
Member of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
House of Representatives. 
To the Hon. PoSTMASTER-GENERAL. 


Mr. KYLE. What is the date of that letter? 

Mr. LOUD. March 13, 1894. Now, the Postmaster-General 
very cenenmpensess me. Idid notknow whether he would 
answer or not, but it seems he has defined his position here 
very explicitly, and I want particularly to call the attention of 
the House to it: 

OFFICE OF THE PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 
; Washington, D. C., Mirch 19, 1894. 

Sir: In reply to your favor, dated 13th instant, requesting information 
eempectag Seer? and special facilities on railroads, I have thought it 
worth while, as best explaining the relationship existing between the Post- 
Office Department and therailroads in the effecting of the most sacisfactory 
seven of the mails, to make the following extract from my annual 
report for : 


And I want to call the attention of the House to this, to show 
how emphatically the Postmaster-General recommends the ap- 
propriation of $196,000! 


So far as I have been enabled to acquaint myself with the details associ- 
ated with the transportation of the mails by railroads,I am impressed 
favorably with the spirit of willingness on the part of railroad managers 
toc te with the Department in rendering the mail service effective. 
Ihave knowl of instances in which there has been an unwillingness to 
do all for the advancement of the mails which seemed essential, but with 
few exceptions the suggestions of the ees are favorably entertained, 
and it is thereby made possible to steadily render the mail service by rail- 
road routes more uent and compiete in the extent of its distribution and 
in the time occupied between route termini. 


Now, the Postmaster-General, I say, emphatically approves 
of tais $196,000! You can see how well he has answered the 
question that I asked him. He refers me to a portion of his re- 
port where hesays that the service is being constantly increased 
throughout the country. 

To your second inquiry as to whether the mail service upon the so-called 
“Coast Line” is as satisfactory now as it was or to a 1893, I would 


say that the schedules over that route to Jacksonville, ., are possibly 
more satisfactory now than they were a year ago. 








1894. 


And he furnishes the following table: 


Comparative Coast Line schedule, 


Leaving New Arriving at Jackson- 
York. ville. 
{9 p. m. 12 noon, second day. 
Prior to July, 1893... ......-------- 1 4:30 m. 9 2 m., second day. 
- } 8:30 p. m. :40a.m.,second day. 
Since July, 1893.......-.......----- 19:30 a. m. | 1:35p.m.,second day. 


To your third inquiry I would say that prior to July, 1893, there was but 
on® continuous mail schedule between New York and New Orleans, via 
Washington and Atlanta, as follows: 

Leaving New York, 4:30 p. m.; passing Atlanta, 4:10 p. m.; arriving at 
New Orleans, 7:35 a. m. 

There are now two through schedules over that route, as follows: 

Leaving New York, 4:30 p. m. and 4:30 a. m.; passing Atlanta, 4:10 p. m. 
and 6:25 a. m.; arriving at New Orleans, 7:35a. m. and 10:25 p, m. 

It is in consideration of the maintenance of the two now existing schedules 
that the special ae appropriation is being paid. 


Yours, respectfully, w. @ menemtt 
Postmaster-Generat. 





Hon. E. F. Loup, , 
TTouse of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


That is the comparative time according to the Coast Line 
schedules. Prior to July, 1893, a train left New York at 9 p. m. 
and arrived at Jacksonville at noon. Since July, that is since 
the subsidy has been taken away from this road, since they have 
lost the $196,000, they leave New York at 8:30 p. m. and arrive 
at Jacksonville at 8:40a. m., leaving New York half an hour ear- 
lier and arriving at Jacksonville three hours ard twenty min- 
utes earlier. So as a matter of fact they are making-more than 
three hours better time than they did before. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The Coast Line train 
formerly left New York at 4:20 in the morning. 

Mr. LOUD. That is another train, and I will come to that in 
a moment. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 
train they had. 

Mr.LOUD. Iam giving you the Postmaster-General’s letter. 
I shall not deviate from it a particle. 

Mr. KYLE. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr.LOUD. Yes. ‘ 

Mr. KYLE. I hold in my handastatement of the Postmaster- 
General which shows that the highest price paid any road in 
that Coast Line system is $200 per mile, while these railroads 
in Alabama get over $400 per mile, without exception. 

Mr. LOUD. [ will come to that later, although the point has 
been well presented by my colleague on the committee. As to 
whether there was a train running prior to that time or not, I 
can not say of my own knowledge. The Postmaster-General 
gives the time of that train, and I assume that he knew what he 
was talking about when he gave me the time of it. He gives 
the time of two trains, one that left at 9 p. m. and the other at 
4:30a.m. At the present time one train leaves at 8:30 p. m. and 
the other at 9:30 a. m., and so thereis no doubt but what the two 
trains ran before, and the two trains run now. One train isa 39- 
hour train and wasformerly a 52-hour train. The other train is 
now a 36-hour and 10-minute train and was formerly a52-hour 
and 5-minute train. 

Mr. EVERETT. 
friend. 

Mr. LOUD. Certainly. 

Mr. EVERETT. Take a different line into New Orleans. 
Take the mail from Chicago to New Orleans, which of course 
goes by adifferent road. Does that suffer from the want of a 
special grant? Do the letters go more slowly from Chicago to 

ew Orleans? 

Mr. LOUD. I will come to thatin a shorttime. I think by 
examining the schedules of the fast mail trains throughout the 
country, it will be found that the trains to which the gentleman 
refers make faster time, really, than those trains which we are 
now considering. 

Now, then, coming to the train from New York to New Or- 
leans, the Postmaster-General gives the time table of the trains 
Poke to July and also the time since. The vestibule train 

eaves New York substantially at the same time that it did for- 
merly, and arrives in New Orleans at substantially the same 
time. I state that this train was in existence before any sub- 
sidy was paid it. It is the- train on which all the mails going 
through the South are concentrated. It is the train that car- 
ries the through mail into Texas, into Mexico, New Mexico, 
Arizona, and California; and it therefore has an immense weight 
of rezular mail to carry. 

The other train formerly left New York at 4:50 and ran to 


That was the only fast 


I should like to put another question to my 
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Atlanta. Now, I am willing to admit that the gentleman who 
lives at Montgomery, Ala., is getting expedited service. I am 
perfectly willing to admit that. This $196,614.22 has given to 
the people from Atlanta, Ga., to New Orleans an extra mail per 
day; but from New York to Atlanta there is no perceptible in- 
crease. They had two trains before and have two now. It is 
true that this slow train, that they call the fast mail, makes one 
hour and twenty minutes quicker time into Atlanta than it did 
formerly. 

Now, there is a section of country from Atlanta to Mont- 
gomery, and perhaps a little further, where the mail is expe- 
dited. Iam perfectly willing to admit that they are getting 
additional mail servicve in that limited section, receiving the 
mail probably eight, ten, or eleven hours earlier than they did 
previously; but the question is, shall $196,000 be spent upon a 
little piece of road running from Atlanta to Montgomery to ex- 
pedite the mails. I do not think so. 

The gentleman from Georgia |Mr. LIVINGSTON] stated on 
April 11, ‘‘ these fast trains are put on by the Department and 
controlled by the Department.” Now, I desire to say there is 
not a mail train in the United States but what is controlled by 
the Department; thatis, where thereis any competingline. The 
representative of a railroad company goes to the Department 
for instance the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy Road —and 
says, ‘‘ We will give you a train out of Chicago at 3 o'clock in 
the morning (as they do) and make certain connections at 
Council Bluffs, if you will concentrate all the Western mail 
upon our road.” And the agreement is entered into by the De- 
partment,and the Department do control that time, and they do 
upon every railroad in the country where there are any compet- 
ing lines as there are through this whole country. 

‘The gentleman further said, ‘‘that their schedules are made 
by the Department.” These schedules are offered to the De- 
partment, it is true, but they are not controlled any more than 
to this extent, if they do not make as fast time as other roads 
they will take the mailsaway from themand send them by some 
other route. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Is not the gentleman 
aware that if the schedule is not satisfactory to the Department 
that the railroad would not get a cent of the money? 

Mr. LOUD. Wait until next year, when the present Post- 
master-General becomes more familiar with his duties, and they 
will not be paid a dollar of it. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 
argument is unnecessary. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman from Georgia said the schedules 
are made by the Department. ‘They are positively forbidden 
to do any local business on the line,” he said. Now, let us see. 
He also stated that ‘‘they only stopped to change engines.” 
Now, train 35, to which he refers, makes forty stops between 
Washington and Atlanta, and over a large portion of the road 
is wholly local, stopping at every station. 

Mr. GEAR. Is not that largely due to the fact that they have 
to stop at the crossing of roads? 

Mr. LOUD. If the gentleman will allow me one moment he 
will see. The old train which has run for years without extra 
compensation, and still runs on the same time, makes only four- 
teen stops, I will say to the gentleman. 

Mr. GEAR. The fast mail trains in my State stop at all the 
county seats and all cross roads between Chicago and the Mis- 
souri River, which probably involves thirty stops; but they only 
stop for amoment, and the mail at the wayside stations is taken 
by hooks. 

Mr. LOUD. Iunderstand. The gentleman from Georgiasaid 
this train, No. 35, was forbidden from doing any local business. 
Why, train 35 is the forty-two-hour train to New Orleans, and 
train 37 is the the thirty-nine-hour or fast train. It has been 
urged upon this fivor, of thisso-called fast mail, that the Depart- 
ment controls it; and the gentleman from Georgia says it only 
stops ‘‘for the purpose of changing engines;” that ‘‘ they are 
positively forbidden,” the gentleman says, ‘‘ to do any local busi- 
ness.” Why, lam informed that those are the only trains be- 
tween Washington and Atlanta. Now, in God’s name, how are 
the people going to travel if they do not travel on these two 
trains? How are the peopie going to travel at all, if they dono 
local business, when they are the only trains they have? Now, 
if the members of this House desire to know something about 
real fast mail trains, and which to-day are receiving no subsidy, 
[ call their attention to the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of Febru 
ary 21, Fifty-second Congress, where I printed a table of mail 
trains. Take, as illustrations, the train from Cincinnati to Jack- 
sonville, making 35 miles an hour; the train from Cincinnati to 
New Orleans, making 35 miles an hour; the train from Chicago 
to New Orleans via Cairo, making 32 miles an hour; the train 
from Washington, D. C., to New Orleans via Bristol, making 33 


Then the gentleman's 
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miles an hour; thetrain from Washington to Jacksonville, mak- 
ing 36 miles an hour. 

i desire to call attention now to a fast mail system which runs 
from the city of New York to Green River in Wyoming Terri- 
tory. That is what I term a real fast mail train. It runs none 
but mail cars, and it is impossible for a human being outside of 
the train hands to travel upon that train unless he has a permit 
from the Superintendent of the Railway Mail Service. ‘That is 
a solid fast mail train, not carrying a single passenger and run- 
ning from the city of New York clear out to Green River, a 
thousand miles, into what some gentlemen would term the des- 
ert, a region where even passenger trains will not pick upa pas- 
senger once ina hundred miles. That, I repeat, is a genuine fast 
mail train, and it receives only the ordinary mail pay. To show 
how this subject is misunderstood, I will mention an incident 
that occurred here the other day. A gentleman who was leav- 
ing the House desired to pair with me on this question, and he 
said to me, ‘‘ You do not want to take off an exclusive mail train 
do you?” isaid, ‘‘ No, but these are not exclusive mail trains; 
these are regular passenger trains,” and he was astonished. 

The train from New York to Pittsburg via Philadelphia 
makes 37 milesan hour. The train from Pittsburg to St. Louis 
makes 33 miles an hour. The train from Si. Louis to Kansas 
City makes 33 miles an hour. The train from Chicago to Min- 
neapolis makes 34 miles an hour. The train from Chicago to 
Council Biuffs makes 36 miles an hour. The train from Boston 
to New York makes 36 miles anhour. I might continue to read 
these figures, but it is unnecessary. And, Mr. Chairman, it 
must be understood that these trains whose running time I have 
— reading are trains on roads which do not receive any mail 
subsidy. 

Now ict us see what the roads that are the beneficiaries of 
this appropriation are receiving. 

In my statement on this subject made last year, applying to 
two years ago, it was shown that these roads were receiving 
$2,170,331.32. For 1893 the amount was $3,203,590.84. For con- 
venience I present these figures again in tabular form, as they 
were presented in my remarks last year, and from them it will 
be seen that these roads had been receiving nearly one-sixth of 
the total amount paid for carrying the mails in the whole United 
States. These are the figures: 


ORDINARY COMPENSATION. 


The ratiroad systema to which the $196,614.22 has been awarded in bill H. 
R. 10349, for special facilities, have received, and will continue to receive or- 
dinary per annum compensation as follows: 


a vic, n-cicindk dbl ain cetniindaseseiniadinlcwel te kieniednataadiahes 
This year .. 


sosninventtenntits aap % 170, 331. 32 
Next year, per IR a oa a 


wseoe-------. 3,208,500. 84 
----.--. 3,663,500. 84 


9, 027, 513. 00 


Increase this year over last, 47} per cent. 
Increase next year over 182,68 per cent, per day 


Now, Mr. Chairman, in relation to this second train which 
has been mentioned here, I wish to say a word. This second, 
extraordinarily fast mail train to which the gentleman from 
Georgia |Mr. Livingston] refers, and to which the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. ROBERTSON] refers ticularly as expe- 
diting the mails to New Orleans, is a which leaves New 
York at 4:30 in the morningand arrives at New Orleans at 10:35 
at night.. Now, no person who merely desired to expedite the 
mails would have a train leave New York for that purpose at 
4:30 in the morning, when the same road was running a train 
late on the preceding afternoon; and no person whose desire 
was to expedite the mails would have a train arrive at its ter- 
minus at 10:35, when the same road had another train arriving 
at 7:35 the next morning. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Will the gentleman 
explain, then, why the Postmaster-General selected those hours 
for schedules? 

Mr. LOUD. I beg to say that the Postmaster-General did not 
select those hours for the schedule. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I will read what he 
says on that subject. 

Mr. LOUD. He has accepted them. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. No, he has ‘‘selected” 
them. That is his own word. 

that a person who se- 
val of a train 


Mr. LOUD. Well, Mr. Chairman, I say 
lects the hour of half past 10 at night for the 
with the idea of expoditi the mails knows —— little about 
the expedition and the distribution of the How much 
time have | left, Mr. Chairman? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has ee minutes. 
Mr. LOUD. My friend from Iowa [Mr. GEAR syne Sees the 
other day of the fast mail service from Chicago to Bluffs 
running through his part of the country, and cited that train 
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which makes fast time without extra compensation as a reason 
why extra compensation should be given to these lines which 
run down through the Southern country. 

Now, I desire to nr to the gentleman that the Chicago, Bur- 
lington and Quincy line, exclusively a mail train remember, 
carrying nothing but the mails, not carrying a single passen- 
ger, receives $610,187.18. The Richmond and Danville (part es- 
timate for the years 1893 and 1894) received—this is regular mail 
pay—8668,282.75. 

Mr. MALLORY. 
mails? 

Mr. LOUD. Certainly it is based on the weight of the mails, 
without extra compensation. I think if the gentleman had 
fairly investigated this subject, living as he does in a country 
that has remarkably fast mail service, and had examined the 
amounts of money paid these roads asking for this extra com- 
pensation, he never would have made that statement on this 
floor. 

And I wish to refer to the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy 
system again, a system embracing more than 5,000 miles of road. 
This line consisting of trains carrying mail and passengers, re- 
ceives only $1,226,693 mail pay, while this system of road which 
is asking for this extra compensation is receiving to-day nearly 
$4,000,000 in mail pay regular. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 
mile. 

Mr. LOUD. That was given by another gentleman. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LOUD. I should prefer not to do so, but I will yield for 
a question. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want to suggest that in all fairness 
the gentleman ought to give the amount per mile. 

Mr. LOUD. Thegentleman from Mississippi has given that 
and it is unnecessary for me to travel over the same ground that 
he traveled. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. He has not given the 
ga the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy line is receiving per 
mile, 

Mr. LOUD. You may give it; and it can go into my speech. 

Mr. HENDERSON of NorthCarolina. The Chicago, Burling- 
ton and Quincy receives for transportation of the mails $1,254.29 
per mile. 

Mr. LOUD. That applies to only a small and most thickly 
settled portion of their road. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 
taken about that. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman takes but a small portion of that 
line and quotes the compensation per mile as against the pay 
given te the whole a of the Richmond and Danville. 

Mr. KYLE. I call the gentleman's attention to the fact that 
a partof this system which we propose to subsidize receives 
over $2,200 a mile. 

Mr. LOUD. The more gentlemen investigate this matter the 
more _ they will have upon it. 

But there are some things about this subsidy that appear re- 
markably strange tome. Therecre, infact, manystrangethings 
in this world; and you can probably find as good an illustration 
of that remark here as anywhere. ButI have often wondered 
why the personification of agen A he who has ‘“granger” 
stamped all over his face—the gentleman from Georgia—ad vo- 
cates this iniquitous subsidy. Why, it seems as if we could still 
hear the echo of that famous speech of his delivered on the floor 
of this House upon the Military Academy bill when we reached 
the item of $1.50 for saddle blankets. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman—— 

TheCHAIRMAN. Does thegentleman from California yield? 

Mr. LOUD. I prefer not to be interrupted, but I will yield 
for a question. 

Mr. NGSTON. I distinctly stated in my remarks tho 
other day, and I now aoe gentleman to contradict that state- 
ment — s that this is not a subsidy. 

Mr. LOUD. Idesire to call the attention of this House to 
another thing. How, with apparent tears streaming down his 
weather-beaten cheeks from his sunken eyes, the gentleman 
pleaded with his Democratic brethren not to become so lost to 
all sense of economy and reform as to squander money for soap! 
Why, we can still hear him pathetically exclaim, ‘‘ What do the 
cadets want with soap?” But of course he was fresher then, and 
some have claimed he was pandering to his late Populistic 
allies. But, whatever his motive then might have been, the 
mask of economy has fallen to the ground when a robber sub- 
ot sg view for a soulless corporation that penetrates his own 


Is not that based on the weight of tho 


Give the amount per 


The gentleman is mis- 


But we have ever found you thus. Not alone when it came to 
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the extravagant expenditure of the people’s money in the South 
have we found our chivalric Southern brethren saying amen! 
but that long delayed, fondly wished hope of tariff reform has 
undergone severe revision when your local interests are to fee! 
the effects, and while ata distance the halo of sincerity, patriot- 
ism, and devotion to principle surrounds you, close contact 
dispels the illusion, and you are but the ordinary human In dis- 
guise. Our Democratic friends are opposed to all measures of 
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subsidy of a national character that will benefit the whole na- | 


tion, buta large appropriation for their own districts, a subsidy 
to a railroad that runs through their own country they always 
support. With equal favor do they support sectional protec- 
tion, but condemn it for the nation, and you stand before the 
country as local protectionists and national freetraders. Locally 
extravagant, nationally parsimonious. 

Mr. Chairman, how much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. Fifteen minutes. 


Mr. LOUD. Iyield that time to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BINGHAM]. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, [ was absent on account of 


sickness during the previous discussion of this general Post-Olfice 
appropriation bill, and was therefore unable toexpress my opinion 
and views upon certain propositions contained in several para- 
graphs. Therefore, by consent of the committee, Iwill ask the 
privilege of departing somewhat from the line of this debate upon 
the pending paragraph in order thatI may place myself onrecord 
in connection with one of the sections already passed in commit- 
tee. I refer to the paragraph concerning the manufacture of 
adhesive postage stamps. The Postmaster-General has recently 
made his award of a contract for the four years beginning July 
1, 1894. This bill, as approved in Committee of the Whole, has 
appropriated $163,000 for the manufacture of adhesive postage 
stamps; and the contract, so far as a contract can be made, has 
been given to the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 
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1888 the Postmater-General madea recommendation for the e 














authority, but neither the committee nor Congre 
recognition to the recommendation. 

We find in the report of the Secretary of the T ) 
present Congress a specific request that this a i ) 
given to the Bureay. He this language: 

At present this Bureau executes all of the work of engraving and printin 
required by the Treasury Department and much of that required the 
other Departments of the Government ‘he most considerable work of this 
kind now executed outside of the Bureau is th 6 stamps and | 

| notes required by the Post-Ofice Department. Iit1 ve Well for Congr 
to consider the advisability of having this portion of the work of the Go 
ernment also executed by this Bureau, as it has all the f for execut 
ing it and would afford pe: curity to the Govern vould seem 
tan anomalous condition of affairs for the Govern: to main 
rge establishment for the execution of t cha and 
yet have a part of it done in private establishm 

It is well to remember, Mr. Chairman, that this report of th 
Secretary of the Treasury came to Congress on the lth day « 
December last. Remembering that fact, the bids or proposal! 
under the general statutes were inserted and advertised for 


The law organizing this Bureau in no wise expresses, either | 


directly or indirectly, a purpose to manufacture general sup- 
plies for the Government. By the terms of the statute its func- 
tion is confined to the engraving and printing of notes and bonds, 
etc. 
The statutes are: 
TREASURY NOTES. 


Section 3577 (Revised Statutes): 

**The Secretary of the Treasury may cause notes to be engraved, printed, 
and executed at the Department of the Treasufy at Washington, and under 
his direction if he deems it expedient to procure them to be engraved and 
printed by contract; and he may purchase and provide all the machinery 
and materials, and employ such persons and appoint such officers as are 
necessary for this purpose.” 

Section 8578 (same): 

“The necessary expenses of engraving, printing, preparing, and issuing 
the United States notes, Treasury notes, and fractional notes shall be paid 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 


INTERNAL-REVENUE STAMPS. 


“For dies, paper, and stamps, $466,000; said engraving and printing to be 
done in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing of the Treasury Department, 
provided the cost does not exceed the price paid under existing contracts.” 
(Legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation act, page 152, volume 19, 
of United States Statutes, i878.) 

This provision was reénacted in appropriation bills for the four years fo! 
lowing, (See Statutes, volume 20, page 187; volume 2!, pages 223, 395.) 

* For dies, paper, and stamps (internal revenue), $500,000; the engraving 
and printing to be done in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing of the 
Treasury Department, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Treasury." (Statutes, volume 22, pages 311, 312. ) 

In the act authorizing the issue of postal-notes (United States Statutes, 
volume 22, page 527), there is a clause aig ee | that the work shall be ad- 
vertised for and let to the lowest bidder, with this proviso: 

** Provided, That the Public Printer and the Chief of the Bureau of Engrav- 


ing and Printi shall submit, respectively, estimates for the cost of fur- 
nishing such printed and engraved matter as may be required for use in the 


money-order business; and they shall furnish such printed and engraved 
matter whenever, upon their estimates of cost, the expenditures therefor 
will be less than upon proposals made as above provided for.”’ 


Every extension of the work of that Bureau has been done by 
a special act of Congress. Whatever additional work it now 
does, other than the work provided for in the original statute 
creating the Bureau, has been by aspecial act of Congress. Three 
or four times Congress has refused to extend to the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing the right or authority to manufacture 
adhesive postage stamps. In 1879 in the appropriation bill, by 
accident it was afterwards claimed on the part of the clerk, 
with no improper purpose, an insertion in the bill was made of 
an item giving such authority tothe Bureau. Immediately fol- 
lowing that in the next Congress the act was repealed. Again 
in 1885 the Post-Office appropriation bill was amended in the 
House to authorize the Bureau of Engraving and Printing to 
becomeacompetitor with private parties for the contracts for the 
manufacturing of adhesive postage stamps, envelopes, and postal 
cards. After anexhaustive debate in the Senate the paragraph 
in the bill was rejected and confirmed in conference. Again in 
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thirty days for competitive bids in connection with these sup 
plies of postage stamps. The advertisement calling for prop 
sals was issued on October 17, and the bids wero ceived and 
opened on November 15. These bids were made public and no- 
torious. Three or four bidders were on the list as having sub 
mitted bids, and of them all, Mr. C. F. Steele, of Philadelphia, 
Pa., was the lowest bidder. Five days after the bids were 
opened and made notorious, the Bureauof Engraving and Print- 
ing, knowing what the competition of manufacturers in the va- 
rious establishments throughout the country could do the work 
for, came to the Postmaster-General and submitted a bid that 
gave the sum total $30,000 in four years less than the lowest 
bidder mado in the competitive bids after the advertisement of 
the Department. 

The Postmaster-General having allowed the Bureau after 
these bids had become known to submita bid, Mr. Steele, the 
lowest competitive bidder, claimed the right to submit a supple- 
mental bid. He therefore presented to the Postmaster-General 
a bid of $3,000 less than the proposal of the Bureauof Engraving 
and Printing. 

Now, from the facts I have presented—and [I regret my time 
is limited—I make and submit these conclusions: 

First. Thatthere must have been doubt in the mind of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and the predecessors of the present 
Secretary of the Treasury, because no predecessor ever went to 
the Bureau for this work, there must have been a doubt in the 
mind of the Secretary as to the right under the statute to have 
the Bureau of Engraving and Printing perform the work. 

Second. Congress was on record three times against it, and in 
the report of Secretary Carlisle made December 19, to which I 
have just referred, he invites the attention of Congress to the 
fact that there ought to be legislation covering the question of 
allowing the Bureau to do the work. 

Third. We are also confronted with the fact that on Decem- 
ber 19, when his recommendation was made to Congress, he had 
a month before allowed the Chief of the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing to submit a bid to the Postmaster-General. 

Fourth. The fact presents itself also to us that the bid of the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing is not the lowest, because 
the supplemental bid of the lowest bidder, Mr. Steele, in com- 
petition under the advertised proposal, made a bid of $3,000 less 
than that of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 

The estimates of appropriations required for conducting the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing for the year ending June 30, 
1895, called for $130,000 for a new building, and $1,111,400 for ex- 
penses. The letter of the Chief of the Bureau submitting the 
estimates was dated the 16th of October, nearly one month be- 
fore the proposals for furnishing stamps were received by the 
Postmaster-General, and in that letter no mention was made of 
any intention to manufacture the postage stamps for the Post- 
Office Department. The need of a new building was based on 
the overcrowded condition of the space in which the existing 
work was being done, and so, too, the estimate for expenses was 
predicated upon the regular work of the Bureau without any 
reference to the additional cost of manufacturing the postage 
stamps. 

The amount actually appropriated by the sundry civil appro- 
priation act was $38,000 for additional room and $1,028,000 for 
expenses, This was a reduction of $92,000 for additional room 
and of $83,400 for the running expenses of the Bureau. The 
Committee on Appropriations, of which I have the honor to be 
a member, in considering the estimates, were governed solely 
by the needs of the existing work, and no allowance was made 
in any way, shape, or form for the additional room and expense 
required for manufacturing postage stamps. Indeed, the ques- 
tion of having the Bureau make the stamps was not considered 
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2 all by the committee in fixing the amounts of the appropria- 
tion. 

The regular appropriations for the expenses of the Bureau for 
the present fiscal year amounted to $1,053,000, and the urgent 
deficiency bill (H. R. 6556) recently passed carried a further 
amount of $150,255.66, making a total of $1,203,255.66 allowed 
for conducting the pene of the Bureau for the year ending 
June 30, 1894. The letter of the Chief of the Bureau, dated 
January 25, 1894, to be found on page 65 of Executive Document 
No. 103, asking for a deficiency appropriation, based this re- 
quest upon the requirements of his regular current work, with- 
cut mentioning or, so far as appears, contemplating any in- 
creased expenditure on account of postage stamps. As already 
stated, the appropriation made for the expenses of the Bureau 
for the next fiscal year amounts to $1,028,000, and this is $175,- 
255.66 less than the amount appropriated by the regular and de- 
ficiency appropriation acts for the — year. 

In other words, the Chief of the Bureau, after being curtailed 
83,400 in his original estimate of the amount needed for his 
regular work for the next year, has undertaken to do $163,000 
worth of additional work for the Post-Office Department, for 
the expenses of which no provision whatever has been made by 
Congress. The inference is obvious, either that he expects todo 
work much more cheaply during the next year than he is doing it 
during the present year, or that he will come knocking at the 
doors of Congress in the future for large deficiency appropria- 
tions. And in October last the Chief of the Bureau declared that 
the building in which he was doing his work was 80 crowded as to 
compel him to ask Congress for $150,000 for an additional build- 
ing; but since then he hasfound that he hasample roomin which 
not only to perform his regular work but to justify him in under- 
taking the additional work involved in the manufacture of the 
postuge stamps, a work that in itself willcall for the employment 
of nearly two hundred persons, much machinery, and require, as 
Iam informed upon excellent authority, not less than 15,000 
square feet of floor space. Surely there can be no room for doubt 
that if the Bureau is allowed to carry out the purpose of making 

‘the postage stamps, it will not only lead to large deficiency ap- 
propriations for regular expenses, but it will be made the pre- 
text for a still more urgentdemand for a new building. 

What, Mr. Chairman, is this new work which the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing is proposing todo? Three billions of 

ostage stamps a year. The Bureau would have to put out 10.- | 

00,000 stamps every working day. They have got to ship their | 
work to 70,000 ee that is the work proposed to be given | 
to the Bureau if the award of the Postmaster-General is allowed 
to stand, 

Now, what are the conditions? The Committee on Appropri- | 
ations have reduced by nearly $100,000 the amount which the | 
Chief of the Bureau claimed would be necessary to perform his | 
regular work, and they have refused to give him the new build- | 
ing which heasked for. Not acent has been appropriated to en- 
able the Bureau t> meet the expense connected with the mak- 
ing. of the postage stamps. 

his bill appropriates $163,000 for the manufacture of postage 
stamps; but that is to enable the Postmaster-General to pay for 
the stamps procured by him under contract as provided by ex- | 
isting law. Even if he could lawfully turn over this money to 
the Treasury Department as a contractor, there is no authority 
of law for the Treasury Department to spend it in the absence 
of an express appropriation for facilities, material, and labor for 
doing the work, The onlything that the Treasury Department 
om do with the money would be to turn it in to the credit of 
miscellaneous receipts, under the act of August 4, 1886, as fol- 
lows: : 

Provided, That hereafter receipts for miscellaneous work authorized by 
law to be performed by the Bureau of Engraving and Printi for the sev- 
eral Departments of the Government and the amounts eae ae! y chargeable 


to — banks for engraving their plates shall be deposited and covered 
into the Treasury as miscellaneous receipts. 





Even if the money to be paid by the Post-Office Department 
for the stamps was available for the expenses of the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing in making them, nota cent of it could 
be used until after the Ist of July when this bill goes into effect; 
and yet by the arrangement with the Post-Office Department, 
if carried out, the Bureau is under obligation to put out ten 
million of stamps per day, beginning on the Ist day of July, 1894. 
Out of what appropriation is the plant for making the stamps, 
and of a sufficient supply to begin the issues to be paid? In 
connection I will quote from the Revised Statutes, as follows: 

Sec. 8782. No contract or purchase on behalf of the United States shall 
be made, unless the same is authorized by law or is under an = 
adequate to its fulfiliment, except in the War and Navy Departments. 

If the two honorable Secretaries are satisfied with this condi- 
tion of affairs all I can say is, Amen. The responsibility is with 
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them; but after they have acted, the responsibility of criticism 
and examination is with Congress. 

Further, as to the economy in this matter. It was stated in 
the debate that it was economical. The Bureau pays higher 
wages than the mechanical and engraving establishments of the 
country. They work eight hours aday; they have thirty days’ 
leave of absence and thirty days’ sick eave. That is the condi- 
tion; and yet it is claimed that they can do this work cheaper 
than private establishments. I shall say nothing of the ques- 
tion of patronage. Patronage depreciates the high standard of 
labor in every department of this Government. 

Further, on the question of economy, I have the record here 
that the three great bank-note companies of the country in 1874 
came before the Department, and in official communications to 
Congress offered to do the work of the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing for a quarter of a million dollars less than it was then 
being done; and within three months the American Bank Note 
ae came before the Postmaster-General and Secretary of 
the Treasury and offered to do the entire work of the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing for from 25 to 30 per cent less than it 
is now being done. And yet in this debate I have read in the 
RECORD that it was economy for the Government to do this work. 
I herewith submit the official statements: 


In 1875 a memoria! was presented to Congress by the American Bank Note 
Company, the National Bank Note Company, and the Continental Bank Note 
Company, then the three largest and most important bank-note concerns 
in the country, offering to do theentire work of engravin ee tee then 
performed vy the Bureau of Engraving and Printing for $250 , less than 
the same was costing the Government. (See report No. 150, H.R., Forty- 
third Congress, second session, Committee on Banking and Currency, Feb- 
ruary 16, 1875, pages 137, 139, 297.) 

Upon a hear before the Secretary of the Treasury and the Postmaster- 
General on the 26th day of January, 1894, on the question of accepting the 
offer of the Bureau of merer ng. and Printing to perform the stamp con- 
tract, counsel for the American Bank Note Company was authorized by it 
to offer to perform the entire work of the Bureau for 25 to 30 per cent less 
than the amount expended by the Government therefor. 


I am opposed to the Government doing any work or furnish- 
ing any supplies that private individuals canfurnish. The sup- 
altos of the Government should be obtained by competition fn 
trade and in manufacture. I recognize the necessity for the 
Public Printing Bureau; I recognize the necessity for the com- 
pletion and full equipment of our navy-yards; I recognize the 
necessity for a complete establishment for the manufacture of 
ordnance, both for the Army and Navy; but when it comes to 
the general wants and requirements of the Government I be- 
lieve the furnishing of them belongs to the people and not to 
the Government, and that there should be that competition 
which comes from awarding contracts to the lowest bidder, as 
the statute distinctly requires. 

I can see in this proposition nothing but a striving to secure 
a subordinate force of about two hundred employés. If that is 
the ambition of the secretaries they are welcome toit. There 
has never been any criticism of the work as now performed by 
contract. There has been a public and general criticism, how- 
ever, of the work as performed in the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing. The engravers and printers of the country will tell 
you the work of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing is not 
up to the required standard of what is called finished work. 

Ihave many other points that I should discuss had I longer 
time, and had I been here during the general debate I should 
have availed myself of the advantage of ionger time, but an op- 

rtunity will be given when the bill comes from the Senate. 

f there is a contract to-day between the two Departments of the 
Government, if such a thing is ible, under the alleged law 
and its forced construction, the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
ing can never come to Sangrese for deficiency in the matter of 
adhesive stag stamps. It is a contract the Bureau has made 
and must be bound by under the same conditions an individual 
or firm would be subjectto. They are to be paid so much per mil- 
lion, and neither the Treasury Department nor the Bureau can 
come to Congress, as they could in other lines of Government 
work, for a deficiency oes and I give notice now, so 
far as I am concerned, the Bureau shall, by resolution of this 
House or otherwise, be held to strict observance of its contract 
should this bill allow the pesegters of $163,000 for the manufac- 
ture of adhesive postage stamps to remain as passed in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole and the contract stand as awarded by the 
Postmaster-General. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. i yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Florida [Mr. CooPER]. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
California [Mr. Loup], who addressed the House to-day, made 
some remarks about the effect of this so-called subsidy, or this 
allowance for the expedition of mails, in its relation to.the At- 
lantic Coast Line and the transportation of the mails into Flor- 
ida. Now, personally, or as a representative of Florida. I have 
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no interest in this question, except that I believe that the al- 
lowance of the extra compensation does facilitate and does ex- 
pedite the delivery of the mails to Florida, and along the whole 
southeast Atlantic coast, as well as to Montgomery and New 
Orleans. 

The gentleman from California is mistaken in some of his 


facts. Hespeaksof the passenger schedule of the Atlantic Coast 
Line. I have nothing to say derogatory to the Atlantic Coast 
Line. It has done a good deal for Florida, and has run as good 


a passenger schedule as anv other line. But I have this to say, 
that when that line lost this allowance, much to our regret, we 
did feel the effect of it. It did delay the mails from the North. 

The result was that the line took off the fast train that deliv- 
ered the New York mail in Florida several hours earlier than it 
would have been received otherwise, and that we had our mails 
delayed and received it much later. Now, within the last few 
months there has been a connection made with the Richmond 
and Danville road that affords us the same facilities that we 
formerly received through the Atlantic Coast Line. 

The result of that is we receive the mails at Jacksonville at 9 
o'clock in the morning. They are then distributed by rail con- 
nections through Middle and West Florida by way of Pensa- 
cola, and through the Central Peninsula and the Southwest to 
Gainesville, Ocala, Orlando, and Tampa; also down the east 
coast via St. Augustine, Titusville, and Rockledge to Lake 
Worth. In short, it expedites the delivery of the mails several 
hours, and amounts substantially toa whole business day through- 
out the whole of the State of Florida. What is true of Florida 
isnecessarily true of South Carolina, because we get our connec- 
tion by way of Columbia; and it is also true of Southeast Georgia, 
whereitcomesfrom Savannah. Itisnot amere question of rush- 
ing the mails through by one line or the other to Montgomery 
or New Orleans, but it is like a great canal, a great fertilizing 
canal, you might say by way of illustration, with lateral branches 
irrigating the country on either side for hundreds of miles; so 
does that country feel the beneficial effects of this appropria- 
tion. 

Now, I know by actual experience that when they cut off the 
allowance from the Atlantic Coast Line, which was our only 
through mail connections, we did lose our fast mail. Since that 
time we have effected a connection with the Richmond and Dan- 
ville that gives us the same expedited service rendered before, 
and while I do not care what line gives it, [do not want the 


whole appropriation cut off, so that we will not get any benefit | 


of it. But this is said to be a Southern demand and made for 
ihe benefit of the South. It seems to me that that is a very 
narrow way of looking atit. It expedites just as much the bus- 
iness of the people in the North who send their lettersas it does 
those who receive their communications. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. How much time have 
I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has fifteen minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, the 
paragraph under consideration has been discussed long and 
carefully. The objections that have been urged against this 
item have been gone into very elaborately by the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. KYLE] and by the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Loup]. I wish to call attention to some of these ob- 
jections. It is alleged that the schedules of the railroad com- 
panies that are the beneficiaries of these fast mail appropria- 
tions are not made by the Post-Office Department. i donot see 
how anyone who has ever investigated the matter can say that. 
The evidence is plain, that the schedules made are selected by 
the Post-Office Department, and by nobodyelse. The evidence 
is also very clear thatif these railroads fail to act on these sched- 
ules or to run according to these schedules this special facility 
appropriation will bewihdrawn. I quote in this connection a 
letter from Mr. Bell, Second Assistant Postmaster-General, 
dated February 28, 1894, and published in the Recorp of April 
1], on page 4444, in which he says: 


There exists at this time two continuous fast mail train schedules, via 
Washington, over the Piedmont system, which two schedules are those se- 
lected by the Department as the ones to be desired for the accomplishment 
of the most satisfactory through-mail service between New York and New 
Orleans via Atlanta. 


Mr. STOCKDALE. From what are you reading? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I am reading from a 
letter of Mr. J. Lowrie Bell, Second Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 
eral. 


In connection with the through service with New Orleans it has been ar- 
r , commencing with February 1, ultimo, to utilize the same schedules 
for the advancement of a considerable extent of the Florida mails that will 
be deflected from the Piedmont line at Charlotte, N. C., and reach Jackson- 
ville, Fla., over the route recently opened south from Savannah, Ga. 
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_To your inquiry concerning the character and extent of the existing 
through-mail service as compared with that of the past, I would say that 
the present schedules are improvements over those which have heretofore 


been enforced. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, if these schedules, selected by the Post- 
Office Department, are not the ones that will best expedite the 
mails, why does not the Post-Office Department make other 
schedules that are more satisfactory? 

It is stated by gentlemen here that the speed on the Coast Line 
is as fast as it was before. That was not what the gentleman 
from Mississippi contended for in his first speech. In that 
speech he said that the mails had not been expedited a purticle 
by the change. Now, what is the fact? The mails are carried 
over this Piedmont Air Line to Florida just as rapidly as they 
were before over the Florida line, while the Florida line has its 
schedules now arranged in such a way as to benefit its own in 
terests so faras passenger traffic and local mails go; but the 
through mails from New York City are not carried either on the 
morning or the evening trains. As to this appropriation of 
$196,614.22, the gentleman from California wants to know why 
we recommend that particular sum; why we do not recommend 
a greater sum this year than last year. I will tell him the rea- 
son why. It is true that the mails are now expedited over a 
range of country four times as great in extent as was the case 
one year ago, and the benefits to the people are increased four- 
fold, but the committee did notfeel that it was propor to increase 
the amount of this special facility appropriation, and therefore 
they recommended that the same amount be appropriated for 
next year that was appropriated last year and this year. 

We have also been asked why we selected this particular 
amount. We selected this particular amount because it is the 
amount that was expended from this appropriation by the Post- 
master-General last year. Attention has been called to the fact 
that no contract has yet been made by the Department with the 
railroads from Springfield to New York, and that about $25,000 
of the present year’s appropriation is still unexpended. Why 
has not that been expended’ Because the Postmaster-General, 
looking to the best interests of the service, has found it impos- 
sible to make a satisfactory agreement with the railroads be- 


| tween Springfield and New York City, the schedules selected 


by the Department being such that those roads were unwilling 
to accede to them for the compensation which the Department 
was willing to give. So, Mr. Chairman, we have recommended 
that this amount of $196,614.22 be appropriated, because that is 
the amountrthat was expended last year, and if the Postmaster- 
General shall not, during this year, expend all the money appro- 
priated, then we shall have no occasion to recommend in the 
next appropriation any greater sum than shall have been judi 

ciously expended during the current year. In other words, the 
obiect of the committee has been to recommend to the House the 


| appropriation of such a sumof money for special facilities as was 
| necessary and was being used, and no more. 


Attention has been called to the fact that certain railroad 
companies receive very large amounts of money for carrying the 
mails. Now, sir, I know perfectly well that railroad compensn 
tion for this service in this country is unjust and unequal, and for 
rs and years Congress has endeavored to change the s, stein, 

utitremainsunchanged today. Ithas been found impossible to 
make asatisfactory changeof thelaw. In 1876Congress reduced 
the compensation. It made a horizontal cut of 10 per cent. but 
that was unjust, and thesame injustice and inequality continued 
to exist after the cut was made that existed before. Again, in 
1878 a horizontal cut of 5 per cent was made, but the same in- 
justice and inequality as before continued to cxist. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have nothing to conceal about this 
whole matter. I hold in my hand a table, which has been care- 
fully prepared, and which shows exactly the number of pounds 
per mile per year carried by these lines and the amounts paid 
therefor, and which makes a comparison with the amounts paid 
to other important lines of railroad. I have another statement 
showing the compensation per mile for transportation and the 
compensation per mile for railway post-office cars paid to the Rich- 
mond and Danville line, and to about fourteen other important 
railroads. I have here also another statement making a com- 
parison between the mail service of the Richmond and Danville 
and its branches and certain other railroads. [I will publish in 
full the statements in relation to Richmond and Danville Wail- 
road and its connections, merely stating that fourteen other 
roads can be enumerated of not much more importance than th: 
Richmond and Danville and connections, whose mail compensa- 
tion, also number of passengers handled per annum, more than 
quadruples that of the Richmond and Danville and connections. 
On these fourteen roads the highest compensation paid per mile 
per year for transportation is $2,093.04, and the averaye com- 
pensition per mile is $1,078.67. 
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Statement of passengers carried and 
Richmond and Danville 





aasenger earnings per mile of road of 
ailroad and connections. 


| Per mile of line. 





Number | Pas- 


Name of railroad. Termini. of pas- |senger 
sen- earn- 
gers. ings. 

Richmond and Danville ......| Washington and Atlanta, 47.748 | $1,287 
Ga. 
Atlanta and West Point......| Atlanta, Ga., and West| 75.77] 2,441 
s Point, Ala. 
Western Railroad of Ala-| Montgomery, Ala. and 51. 287 4,775 
bama. West Point, Ga. 
Louisville and Nashville... Montgomery, Ala, and 77.497 2, 204 
New Orleans, La. 
Florida Central and Penin- | Columbia, S. C., and Jack- 23. 807 708 
sular. sonville, Fla. 
TD wisn 1 bbadilihdlche eleihaiuadiltl At WOE icine « Sud betaine cai sae ae 708 
Average number of passengers handled per mile be- 
ween— 
Washington and New Orleans, La ..... cesebiticpeneiees 63. 078 
Washington and Jacksonville, Fla ..................-- 35. 778 
Washington and Tampa, Fla ..........-.-.-.---...--..--| 35.778 
Average passenger ooeuanes per mile between— 
Washington and New Orleans, La..................-.-.-|----------| 1,949 
Washington and Jacksonville, Pla ............-........-|.-...----- 1,701 
Washington and Tampa, Pla .......2..--.cc-----seeevessleceeweeeee| 1,535 





Richmond and Danville Railroad and connections. 


Average compensation per mile for mail transportation on Rich- 


mond and Danville Railroad and connections.............-.-.-.--- $322, 48 
Average compensation per mile for mail transportation on four- 

ROOM OHNE WOU is chins vock nck dai Kdbud cate ilidiberduduvle cont bends #1, 078. 67 
Average compensation per mile for railway t-office cars on 

Richmond and Danville Railroad and connections................- 876. 45 
Average compensation per mile for railway post-office carson four- 

COON CURIE MMIII. 6 kts enbwictinnide cb diduk odvvceld sade Wes iptlewsegievenaws $293. 44 
Number of passengers per mile of road on Richmond and Danville 

EREETORE Ge DUOC IIE ahi. ees oo din bre onde ubncd cheiedndedorssionce 44, 878 
Number of passengers per mile of road onfourteen other roads.... 232. 612 


Average passenger earnings per mile of line Washington to New 

Orleans, Jacksonville, and Tampa, Richmond and Danville Rail- 

DON CUE INNING 6. ou sisi tists bbo cod bibs qin antenep eats $1, 728. 00 
Average passenger earnings per mile on fourteen other roads. .... $5, 507. 00 


Slatement showing mail ange neation of Richmond and Danville Railroad sys- 























em and its connections 
Compensation 
per mile for— 
No. of -_ooOo 
route. Between— Railroad. Trans- | Railway 
porta- t-of- 
tion. ce Cars. 
114002 Washington, D. C., and | Richmond and Dan- | 9534.38 $125. 00 
Lynchburg, Va. ville. 
114016 | Lynchburg and North |...... a oe ee - 445. 46 125, 00 
anville, Va. 
114088 | North Danville and Char- |...... SD. 4 hese diamine 440, 80 125. 00 
lotte, N.C. 
121001 | Atlanta, Ga., and Char- }......do .....-.......-.5 464. 27 100. 00 
| lotte, N.C. “ 
121003 | Atlanta, Ga., and West] Atlanta and West | . 331.74 80. 00 
Point, Ga. Point. 
124001 | Montgomery, Ala., and | Western Railroad of 
West Point, Ga. Alabama. 
124012 | Montgomery, Ala., and/| Louisville and 
New Orleans, La. Nashville. 
DORR BU GRA 16 boii cvvinsnsae minclieapes 
Washington to 
New Orleans. 
118007 | Charlotte, N. C., and} Richmond and Dan- 
Augusta, Ga. ville, 
120041 | Columbia, 8. C., and Sa- | Fiorida Central and 
vannah, Ga. Peninsular. 
Savannah, Ga., and Jack- |...... PD dba cbcctintu weil 
sonville, Fla, 
123001 | Fernandina, Fla., and |......d0 .............. 


Tampa, Fla. 


Average pe: mile between Washington and 
Jacksonville. . 

Average per mile between Washington and 
Tampa, Fla. 

Average per mile on fourteen other roads, 
for comparison. . 


—- 


Slatement showing mail compenentn of Richmond and Danville Railroad and 
ranches. 

















” RRR Sais: Com tion 
per mile for— 
No. of ie Richmond and Dan- 
route. Between ville system. _|'Trans-| Rail 
porta- —— 
cars. 
114019 | Mil N. C., and Suther- | Richmond and Dan- | $42.75 |.......... 
lin, Va. ville branch. ; 
114022 ea Rocky Mount, |......d0-..... lanip eonel S096 7..5...-... 
a. 
119018 | ene N.C, andChapel |...... OD avccpaddnencceu WP Tepdnceccce 
| Hin, N.C, 
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Statement showing mail compensation of Richmond and Danville Railroad and 
branches—Continued. 








| Compensation 
| | per mile for— 














No. of ae Richmond and Dan- |——--—— 
route, Between | villesystem. | Trans-| Railway 
porta-| post-of- 
tion. | fice cars. 
| 
118050 | Winston, N. C.,and Mocks- |'Richmond and Dan- | $2.75 |_......... 
ville, N. C. ville br. ne>, | 
120009 Hodges, S. C., and Abbeville, |...... OD ds Kani dbeutll: Wh FO Rtetioes. 
| 
121032 | Suwanee,Ga.,and Lawrence- |.....-do-.........-.-..- 42.73 j..... 
ville, Ga, | 
121085 Chentblee,Ge.,ana Roswell, |.-..-.- aii icsieteil 42.75 |. .....--- 
a. 
118046 | Salisbury, N. C., and Nor- |.....- Mie 42S GIES decdoue. 
wood, N.C. 
121026 Tqueoe, Ga., and Elberton, |...... OR dh nitons th atau Go 3 re 
a. | 
118014 | Oxford, N. C., and Hender- |...... se Shee ak \ We aden ce. 
son, N.C, 
118021 | High Point, N.C.,and Ashe- |...... 190 us i evemeunien 4 ae 
|__boro, N.C. | 
114024 | Calverton, Va., and Warren- |.....-do-............-- WINE Pecaws <o-. 
ton, Va. 
118009 | Charlotte, N.C.,and Taylors- |... ... iiss ects «tak 53,87 |.... 
ville, N.C. 
120012.; Newberry. S. C., and Lawu- |...... eet ce fe ETA vod cae. 
rens, S.C. | 
120016 sane. S. C., and Walhalla, |......do.........-...-- | _k S 
111016 | Asheville, N.C., and Mur- |...-.. Oo laos bere ae eeerse>~-- 
phy, N.C. } { 
114008 | Manassas, Va., and Stras- |...... i isc wnnaenctl | 68.40 |..... 
burg, Va. 
114007 | Richmond, Va., and West |.-..... MN cs cadet cake 78.08 |...... 
Point, Va. | 
114032 Ke ville, Va.;and Durham, |---.-.- DD aian Rbitsigd ech 73. 53 | Eee Scud 
120011 —T N.C.,and Alston, }|..-.-.- A RR of Ease ree | Dialed ibe 
114004 | Alexandria, Va.,and Round |...... BO died RRD | 76.10 I. a 
Hill, Va, 
120001 | Columbia, S.C.,and Green- |...... PP vastecusswabase | 88.07 | euabebanse 
| ville, S.C. 
126005 | Greenville, Miss., and Bir- |...... do eat Se 
mingham, Ala. 
118012 | Greensboro, N. C., and |...... OE take tte ce ccee 
Wilkesboro, N.C. 
118005 een C., and Paint |....-. Pio aS icwawdse i. 8 ee 
Rock, N.C. 
118004 | Goldsboro, N. C., and Greens- |... ... > vince waeibabeibal BORTEE lewse caver 
boro, N.C. | 
114006 ee, ee Danviile, |.....- RO...28i0 sees] _ 
| Va. 
118007 | Charlotte, N. C., and Au-|....-.. 10 in cteviievouime 149. 63 |.......-.. 
gusta, Ga. 
121042 | Atlanta, Ga., and Birming- |...... Bb ivi cnsidiivcnd OG8,G0)| -caeix we. 
ham, Ala. 
114088 | North Danville, Va., and | Richmondand Dan- | 440.30 | $125.00 
Charlotte, N.C. ville main line. | i 
114016 | Lynchburg, Va., and North |...... DP dc shedduhesueed 445. 46 125. 00 
ville, Va. | 
121001 | Charlotte, N. C., and At- |...... SP aiAcwd AuSaibierd | 464. 27 100, 00 
lanta, Ga. } 
114002 oe aD, “OG; ORT cas oc ccc net eee | 584. 38 125. 00 
Lynchburg, Va. 
Average compensation per mile on Richmond | 75.09 |......-..-- 
—— ville branch } nm ae nice * } mn os ann 95 
com tion per e on Richmon 23. . 7 
and Banville system, m4 | —_ 


Average compensation ‘per mile on thirty- | 410.90 
three other roads, for comparison. | 








Mr. Chairman, there is only one other point I wish to notice. 
It.is said that this appropriation is wrong in principle. I am 
surprised that gentlemen should present such an argument. I[ 
am surprised that they should stand up here after the bill has 
been gone over item by item and select for their opposition the 
single peregren) with reference to special facilities on trunk 
lines from New York to New Orleans, while they make no at- 
tack upon any other item of the bill. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I would like toask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. Is not the same Se involved in this subsidy (if we 
may Call it such) as is involved in the subsidy to ocean steamers 
for mail service 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Iwill answer the gen- 
tleman. In my opinion, this is no subsidy. In my opinion, the 
railroad companies earn every dollar that is given to them in 
this overs tion. 

Mr. STALLINGS. But I ask whether the principle is not ex- 
actly the same as that involved in subsidizing the ocean mail 
steamers? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I say, whether this is 
a subsidy or not, we certainly have also a foreign mail pomeney ; 
and more than $1,000,000is appropriated in this very bill for sub- 


sidies for the tation of foreign mails. 
Mr. KYLE. Will the gentleman oo to me? 
Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I will yield; but the 
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gentleman has had his own time, and I did not have any oppor- 
tunity to interrupt him. dt 

Mr. KYLE. 1 will not press any interruption if the gentle- 
man is unwilling. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I am limited to fifteen 
minutes; but I will cheerfully yield for a question. 

Mr. KYLE. I willask the gentloman whether these subsidies 
for the carrying of foreign mails are not fixed by law, while this 
is not? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. That is the very point 
I thought the gentleman was coming to. The foreign mail sub- 
sidies are in pursuance of law, and this very appropriation is 
made in pursuance of appropriations that have been made con- 
tinuously for eighteen years by every Congress. Thereis prac- 
tically no difference between the two measures; both appropria- 
tions are in pursuance of law, and the gentleman can not de- 
fend himself in that way. If he was opposed to subsidies for 
foreign mail steamers he ought to have asked that that provi- 
sion be stricken out from the bill, just as he has asked that this 
paragraph be stricken out. And tt is very remarkable that the 
gentleman fromCalifornia has selected this special-facility item 
of all others for his attack. There is no particular reason why 
he should have done so. Everybody who has heard this de- 
bate, everybody who has investigated this matter, knows that 
this appropriation, small as it is, is of infinite importance to 
the entire tine of country from New York via Washington and 
Atlanta to Florida, to a Orleans, 
tributary to this great trunk line. 

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from North 
ne has expired and debate on this amendment is ex- 

austed. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 
my remarks in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Pursuant tothe leave 

anted me, I will publish as a part of my remarks the follow- 
ing: 


and to the whole country 


I ask leave to extend 


OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTBER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., April 13, 1894. 

Srk: Your letter of the 7th instant, advising me of the passage of an amend- 
Tent to the Post-Office appropriation billnow pending in the House of Rep- 
Tesentatives, by which the publications of fraternal, educational, and other 
organizations and societies ‘are to be admitted to the privileges of second- 
class Matter, and asking me for a statement of my views thereon, and the 
effect of the enactment upon the posta! revenne, has been received, and I 
have. given the subject careful consideration. 

‘The total ee of mail matter dispatched from all the post-offices in the 
Untied States during the year ending June 30, 1898, is estimated at 453,834,000 
pounds, the cost of carrying which overrailroad, steamboat, andstar routes 
Was $36,563,450, or an average of a little over 8 cents apound. Of this mass 
of matter over 300,000,000 pounds, or nearly two-t s of the whole, con- 
sisted of matter of the second class, on about 256,000,000 pounds of which a 
revenue of a cent a pound in postage was derived. 

The clear loss, therefore, to the Government on the carri 
ter—not into consideration that which was carried 
S ‘ve counties of publication— was 7 cents a — or, in the aggregate, 
about $18,000,000 during the year. This, it must be remembered, is the loss 
on transportation alone; if the cost of distribution, deliver, and every- 
thing else Serene out of the mailing of this matter, were added, the an- 
nual loss would be immensly ater. 

In view of these facts, 1t seems to me that the passage of the amendment 
to which you refer is very much to be regretted. By opening the door still 
wider to the en’ of this class of mail matter, the natural effect of the en- 
actment mut be to increase postal expenditure while reduiing postal rev- 
enue, and the estabtishment of a precedent to give opportunity, very 
likely, to still greater innovations hereafter upon the existing classification 
of mail matter. 

Some idea of the direct financial result may be got from the following 
statement: 

The amendment seams to let into the second-class— 

Publications issued by or under the auspices of a benevo ent or fraternal 
society or order organized under the lodge system, and having a member- 
ship of not less than 1,000 persons. 

Publications issued by a regularly incorporated institution of learning. 

Publications issued under the auspices of a trades union. 

Publications issued by professional, scientific, literary, and historical so- 


cieties. 
Bulletins issued by State boards of health. 
ating the yearly issues of these several classes of publications, and 
multiplying them by the number of societies, orders, and organizations 
that would probably at once be the beneficiaries of the act, with a fair al- 
lowance of such large additions to the list as will unquestionably spring 
into existence under the encouragement of so liberal a law, it is not un- 
reasonable to assume that the present volume of second-class matter will 
be increased at least 5 per cent, Which, upon the basis of the actual business 
of the year ending June 30, 1893, would produce an increase in the weight of 
this matter of about 15,000,000 pounds a year. 

The increased to the postal service, therefore, of carrying 
this increased Mass of matter, on the basis above given of & 
Certs & pound, WOuld be .. ..- ... - 1.2.2. ese - 500s -- ibawiee debits 

To this should be added the cost of extra distribution and de- 
livery by and through post-oflices, postal cars, and in the free de- 
livery force, sa@y............... 


of this mat- 
© in the re- 


#1, 200, 000 


300, 000 


1, 500, 000 


Gross increase of expenditure 
Add to this the loss in postage on such proportion of the general 
class of matter comprehended in the amendment as is now sent 
by mailat the third-class rate, say 3,000,000 pounds at an average _— 
° , 


8 cents a pound 
Fi. EERE IC SOURD OL. 2)... .naccovcg-esnn <épucciiipapahemaccenesiedas: Agee eee 
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CS OO ii ctitirecitiaitttin: Merten dtpn cena Rinitwtiitnnene seen $1, 740, 000 
From which should be deducted the revenue in postage, at the 
cent-a-pound rate, upon the increase of 15,000,000 pounds of 
second-class matter, as above stated .............. ome 150, 000 
Which leaves as the net loss to the Government. 


1, 590, 000 


Of course year by year this loss may be expected to imcrease 
With reference to the suggestion in your letter relative to the propriety of 
such a general modification of the present laws governing second-class 
matter as will result in benefit both to the poate and the Government, I 
beg leave to say that [ will probably be able to submit to you my views 
thereon in ‘the course of a few days from this date. 
Yours very respectfully, 
W. S. BISSELL, Postmaster-Gener 
Hon. JouN S. HENDERSON, 
Chairman Committee on the Post-Ofice end Post-Roads, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-G ENERAL, 
Washington, D. U., April 23, 1804 

Sir: Incompliance with asuggestion made in your letter of the 7th instant, 
I have the honor to submit herewith draft of a bill which is intended to lib 
eralize to some extent the present law, and to remedy several abuses now 
connected with the entry and mailing of newspapers and periodicals as sec 
ond-class matter. I should be glad to have you Introduce this bill Into the 
House of Representatives, and to urge its passage. 

The special objects of the bill are— 

First. To exclude ‘sample copies’ of newspapers and periodicals from 
the privileges of second-class matter. 

Second. To admit to the mails as second-class matter the publications of 
fraternal, educational, scientific, and other socteties, but to limit their dis 
tribution by mail to actual subscriber- 

Third. Toexclude books andpamphiets from the privileges of second-clas 
matter. 

Fourth. To require that extra copies of second-class matter matied in the 
interest of advertisers and purchasers, or to addresses supplied by them 
shall be charged with postage at the rate of 1 cent for every 4 ounces 

Fifth. Todefine more certainly what is a “ legitimate list of subscribers." 

Sixth. To permit the mailing of sold second-class matter back to pub- 
lishers, as Well as to news agencies, at the pound rate of postage. 

The two most important of these provisions are those relating to sample 
copies and to books, the present practices concerning which is the source of 
most of the abuses connected with second-class Matter that now exist. The 
provision relating to periodicals of fraternal and other societies is prac- 
tically the same as an amendment, recently me tothe Post-Office ap- 
propriation bill now pending in the House of Representatives. The provi 
sions regarding extra copies mailed in the interest 6f subscribers and the 
definition of a legitimate list of subscribers agree substantially with past 
rulings of the Department, but they ought to be engrafted upon the law 
The final provision, giving the right to return unsold copies of newspapers 
and periodicals to publishers, as well as to news agencies, is intended to re- 
move an unjust discrimination now existing. 

If you desire any further explanation of the bill, or a statement of facts 
in support of it or any of its provisions, I shall be glad to furaish it. 

Yours, very respectfully, 
W..S. PZSSELL, Postmaster-General. 

Hon. JoHNS. HENDERSON, 

Chairman Committlee.on the Post-Ufice and Post-Roads, 
House of Representatives, Washington D. C 


Statement of Chief of Bureau of Engraving and Printing about postage-stamp 
printing. 
THE LAW COMPLIED WITH. 

The Postmaster-General complied with the law (sectign 3709. Revised Stat- 
utes) requiring advertisement for proposais. In response to advertisement, 
issued in October, 1893, he received bids from three parties. The lowest bid 
der was an individual possessing no facilities for the execution of the work 
The next lowest bidder was the American Bank Note Company, there being 
a difference of about $16,000 between these two bids. The Postmaster-Gen 
eral was confronted with the problem of either awarding the contract to 
the lowest bidder, with failure staring him in the face, or to the American 
Bank Note Company at a much higher rate. While the Postmaster-Genera! 
was considering this subject the Chief of the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
ing addressed a letter to him fully setting forth the advantages in the way 
of security ahd economy which would result from having the work executed 
by the Bureau. This offered to the Postmaster-General a complete solution 
of the difficulty. Here was a Government establishment fuliy competent 
to execute the work, and at a cost considerably less than that proposed by 
the lowest bidder, and at a very substantial reduction on the price that the 
lowest responsible bidder offered. It isabsurd to claim that the Postmaster- 
General was precluded from considering the proposition of the Chief of the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing. Having complied with the lawand havy- 
ing obtaimed bids thereunder, before fimal action was taken upon them, the 
Postimaster-General had the right to fully inform himself as to the facilities 
for the execution of the work the Govenmrent establishment and to de 
termine the matter for the best interests of the public service. 

DUE AUTHORITY OF LAW. 

The action of the Postmaster-General and the Secretary of the Treasury 
in transferring this work to the Bureau of Engraving and Printing is fully 
authorized by law. The Postmaster-General is charged with preparing the 
adhesive postage stanips, and Congress ———— the money necessary to 
thatend. The Bureauof Engraving and Printing is a Government establish 
ment duly created by law, and the Secretary of the Treasury is authorize 
to prepare therein the securities and other obligations of the United States 
of which stamps are expressly by law madeone. (See section 3577, Revised 
Statutes, act of March 3, 1877, and act of March 3, 1803.) 

ACTION OF CONGRESS IN THE PAST. 


The existence of the laws referred to show clearly that it has been the in 
tention of Congress to have all of the work on the securities of the Govern- 
ment executed in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. The three tr 
stances from which it is argued that the intention of Congress was ther 
verse of this, when fully understood, bear out this proposition. The first 
in 1879, was an effort on the part of a Representative from Illinois and other 
Representatives who had fully considered the question, to make it 1aanda 
tory on the part of the officers of the Post-Office Department (some of whom 
were hostile tothe Bureau of Engraving and Printing), to have the work on 
the tage stamps executed in that establishment, but the interests of the 

note com 8, While notable to defeat the proposition as a whole, so 
amended it by requiring that existing contracts be carried out, a3 to practi 
tically nullify it, as the contracts had some years to run. 
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The second, in 1886, was an effort on the 
Office Department who were hostile to the 
with the private companies for the purpose of forcing down i es 
The Chief of the Bureau opposed this proviso on the ground that the Bureau 
already had the authority to submit a proposition if it desired to do so, and 
on the other ground that the stamps should be transferred to the Bureau as 
@ matter of public policy, and without forcing a Government bureau into 
competition with private companies. In this view of the case he was sus- 
tained by Congress and the provision was rejected. The third, in 1878, really 
never came before Congress, it being a recommendation in the report ofthe 
Third Assistant Postmaster-General, and being on the eve of a change in 
administration, it was not pushed. On the other hand there has never been 
an occasion when the question of transferring work on the securities of the 
United States to the Bureau of Engraving and eae has been before 
Congress that it has not definitely and positively decided in favor of having 
the work done therein. The most striking instance of this kind is the pro- 
visiou in the act of March 3, 1877, whichis as follows: 

* For labor and expenses of apres and printing,namely: For * * * 
engraving and printing notes, nds, and other securities of the United 
States: * * * Provided (1) The work be performed at the Treasury De- 

artment: And provided further, That it can be done as cheaply, as per- 

ectly, and as safely, and all contracts already made shall be faithfully car- 
ried out.'’ (Supplement to Revised Statutes, e 136, paragraph 4.) 

The action of Congress in 1878, when, after a thorough examination and 
consideration of a bill submitted by the bank-note companies to abolish the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing, it rejected the bill, and provided for an 
appropriation for a new building for that Bureau, set the seal of its ap- 
proval of the policy to have all of the work of the Government executed in 
that establishment. 


ABILITY OF THE BUREAU TO DO THE WORK. 


‘The Bureau is amply able to do the work on the tage oes. There 
is no kind of work on these stamps that the Bureau is not now do on the 
stamps for the Internal Revenue Bureau, and sureiy, if it has without in- 
terruption successfully executed these stamps for the past sixteen yore, it 
can execute the work on the postage stamps. The number of sheets of in- 
ternal-revenue stamps executed annually is five times as great as the num- 
ber of sheets of postage stamps that will be required. 


THE LAWS WILL BE OBSERVED. 


The American Bank-Note Company is extremely solicitous that the laws 
shali not be violated. It is only fair to assume that the Secretary of the 
Treasury and the Chief of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing are 
equally as solicitous upon this point, and as they are responsible officers of 
the Government, Congress has the assurance that no law will be violatedin 
the execution of this work. 


NO INCREASED APPROPRIATIONS WILL BE NEEDED. 


The Chief of the Bureau of Engraving .and Printing thoroughly under- 
stands the undertaking he has entered upon and will faithfully carry out 
the proposition he has submitted. It is not ey to enter into a de- 
tailed explanation of how he proposes to do this; it is sufficient to accept 
his guarantee that he will do it. 


COST TO THE GOVERNMENT. 


The actual cost to the Government will be no greater than the rate stipu- 
lated by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, and the effort to make it 
appear that the cost of the work will be greater than this to the Bureau is 
misleading. The statement that the stamps are printed 200 to a sheet is not 
accurate. The l-cent and 2-cent stamps are printed 400 to a sheet, and they 
constitute the greater portion of the stamps required. At 400 stamps toa 
sheet, a thousand sheets on which there is one printing would produce for 
the Bureau #20 instead of $10, as alle; by the bank note company. It can 
safely be accepted as a fact that the Bureau will print the stamps in the way 
a will a the most economical and at the same time productive of the 

st results. 


art of those officers of the Post 
ureau to compel it to compete 


WHY THE BUREAU WAS CREATED. 


The Bureau of Engraving and Printing was created not only for the ater 
security that it would afford in the printing of the obligations of the United 
States, but for the economy that would be thereby secured. Indeed, this 


latter was the impelling motive that induced Secretary Chase to give his 
consent to its organization. : 

The bank-note companies have givers, when questions of this kind were 
under consideration, come forward with the proposition that they would do 
the work for so much per cent less than the price at which it was being ex- 
ecuted in the Bureau. They made the same proposition 1874 and in 1878, 
and on both occasions Congress ignored it, knowing well that the very mo- 
ment that the Bureau ceased to exist there would be no check upon the rates 
the bank-note companies might charge for the execution of the work. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING, 
18, 1894. 

Sir: In compliance with a request made by you this morning referring to 
the remarks of Hon. FRANKLIN BARTLETT, of New York, as contained inthe 
CONGRESSIONAL RecoRDS of the 7th and 11th instant, cri the opinion 
of the Secretary of the Treasury (Ex. Doc. No. 141), in which opinion post- 
age stamps are defined as a security of the Government, I have honor to 
quote from said remarks. In the REcoRD of the 7th instant, he says: 

* #* * “Itisa familiar ciple of statutory law that you can take no 
definition from a criminal statute and embody it in or apply itin any way 
to a statute regarding civil matters. * * © Itisa forced and unnat- 
ural and unsound construction. [have never known an instance where a 
definition has been taken from a criminal statute and embodied in an act 
relating to civilmatters like this. Iknow of no decision of any court where 
such a view has been takén of the law, and I submit that this opinion of the 
Secretary of the Treasury is unsound.” 

Again, on April 10, Mr. BARTLETT. referring to the same opinion of the Sec- 
re ; : 

i say, with all respect to that gentleman, that it is not sound law, and no 
good lawyer in this House familiar with criminal law will say that there is 
any authority for incorporating a provision of a penal statute in an act re- 
fe. to other matters." 

As this criticism seems to me unjust, Thave the honor to refer, first, to the 
soeies upon Which the Secretary's opinion was based, which reads as fol- 

OWS: 

“Seo. 5413. The words ‘obligation or other security of the United States’ 
shall be held to mean all bonds, certificates of inde national (bank) 
currency, coupons, United States notes, Treasury notes, tional notes, 
certificates of deposit, bills, checks, or drafts for money, drawn by or upon 
authorized officers of the United States, stamps and other representatives of 
value, of whatever denomination, Wich have been or may (be) issued un- 
der any act of Congress.” 


* 
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And then to section 5600, which is as follows: 

“Sxc. 5600. The arrangement and classification of the several sections of 
the revision have been made for the porposs of amore convenient and or- 
= arrangement of the same, and therefore no inference or presumption 
of a legislative construction is to be drawn by reason of the title under which 
any particular section is placed.” 

1t seems to me that a complete answer to Mr. BARTLETT’Ss criticism is con- 
tained in this section. As postage stamps are to be printed representing a 
value as high as $ each, with 400 stamps to a sheet, making a total value of 
$2,000 to a sheet, it would appear that any other construction of the statute 
than thatexpressed in the opinion of the Secretary to the effect that postage 
stamps are a security of the Government could not be sustained, as there is 
no security now issued which has less upon its face to identify it as a legiti- 
mate issue than the postage stamps. 

Very respectfully, 
CLAUDE M. JOHNSON, 
Chief of Buregu. 
Hon. J. S. HENDERSON, 
Chairman Committee on Post-Offices and Post Roads, 
House of Representatives, United States. 


MEMORANDA, 


The Superintendent of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing urges as 
oneof the reasons why he is prepared todo the work of manufacturing the 
postage stamps for the Government that nowy of his skilled employés are 
occupied only a portion of a day, and their time may be filled up to a full 
day’s work by being sesgee in the manufacture of the stamps. 

nother argument for the carrying out of the contract with the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing for the manufacture of the stamps is, that while 
they do the work for the least money and are the lowest bidders, as a matter 
of fact the work will not be done by the next lowest bidder in event Con- 
gress interferes with the contract with the Bureau. The work would go to 
the American Bank-Note Company if it is not done by the Bureau of En- 
graving and Printing. The American Bank-Note Company has bad a mo- 
nopoly of the manufacture of postage stamps ever since they have been in 
use in this country. 

Mr. Steei has no plant, and as the contract goes into effect the Ist of July, 
it would be im ble to have a reletting, and the work will necessarily go 
to the American Bank-Nots Company, the present contractors, if not done 
by the Bureau of Engra and P —. 

On page 17 of the report of the Post-Office appropriation bill, No. 501 (bill 
No. 6016), will be seen the appropriations for a series of years, and the 
expenditures for the manufacture of the stam During all these years, 
and for many years prior, the American Bank Note Company of New York 
have been contractors for supplying the stamps, out of which contract they 
must have made a very — sum of money every year, and the contracts 
lasting for four years each, in the aggregate their profits have been im- 


mense. 
For the er 1898 the appropriation was $219,701; for the current year, 
= —~ nderclose competition the bids for the next year have been ma- 
a 


reduced. 

Mr. Carlisle has reported to the House that this work can be done by the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing without any expense whatever, except 
within the amount appropriated in the pending Post-Office bill. All the 
securities of the Government are now made by the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing, with the absolute safety against robbery or peculation of any 
kind that surrounds that establishment. It is certainly safer for the Gov- 
ernment to do this work than to place it in the hands of any private indi- 
vidual. While no robberies are known to have occurred, and probably none 
have ever occurred in the establishment of private contractors who have 
made the stamps, yet they are liable to occur and may have occurred in the 
past without the knowledge of are except the perpetrators. 

Large denominations of stam been introduced, and this is an induce- 
menttocounterfeit. Designs of the stamps may be introduced bythe Govern- 
ment through its own Bureau, which will render their issue much safer 
against attempts at counterfeit. The American Bank Note Company is not 
the lowest bidder for the stamps for the ensuing contract, but the short 
time ffom now until the ist of July, when the stamps under the contract 
with the Bureau of Sr and Printing must be supplied, renders it 
absolutely certain that if Congress interdicts the arrangement that has been 
entered into with the Treasury Department to gappl the stamps, that the 
work will remain in the hands of the American ote arr which 
corporation has for many reasons a monoply of the work and is likely to 
retain the sameindefinitely, if it remains in hands of private contractors. 

In the matter of the Columbian stamps which have recently been ey 
this a, has realized a ly fortune in a anys year. The Post- 
ae eral’s report for , page 472, gives a brief history of the con- 
tract. 


All contracts for furnish 
stamps since their origin in 
Note Company or with com 
1879 under the name of the 


the Post-Office Department with postage 
1847 have been made with the American Bank 
aes that were subsequently consolidated in 
merican Bank Note ees. So this com- 
par has had a monopoly of the manufacture of postage stamps for the 
vernment and have received from it many millions of dollars. 


For the t ten years ending June 30, 1893, they have been paid annually 
the follo amounts: 
i siitbunnesuiscasebanttns eB cine ena weductasckis $139, 062. 71 
SC titackdes cnckes onecanteda SOUT 0 UES Sack c Scenccndecdeci cuss 155, 874. 00 
Tih cucwatakcwsdviikdubal ED Nis aos akan ko otgniccvounke 173, 000. 00 
Sita ath ih mci hiatal hina PD MN ida ccn ca dbewintcsceecs 192, 773. 82 
ECE PRE dg, Se eee 312, 110. 93 


Aggregating tos ten years the sum of $1,610,629.40. It will be observed that 
for the year 1893 the American Bank Note Company received $312,110.93 for 
su stam Under the contract with the Bureau of Engrav and 
Prin the es ted cost for postage stamps for the next year will not 
exceed $163,000. Thisisthe maximum. It will doubtless fall short of this 
amount for the reason that the estimated number of stamps required is 


usually in excess of the number purchased. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill as reported to the House recommended an wo 

ee of $87,470,599.55, a net reduction of the official estimates of #2,928,- 

78. The item fof adhesive postage stamps has been reduced by $80,000, 
and the item for stamped envelopes has been decreased, ent 
$150,000. The bill now varries an appropriation of $87,240,599.55, which will 
be a net reduction from the official estimates of $3,158,885.78. 

The CHAIRMAN. The questionis upon the amendment sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. KYLE], which 
the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend re | striking out lines 23, 24, and 25, on page 4, and lines 1, 2, 3, 4, and 
5, on page 











1894. 


The paragraph proposed to be stricken out was read, as follows: 


For necessary and special facilities on trunk lines from Springfield, Mass., 
via New York and Washington, to Atlanta and New Orieans, $196,614.22: 
Provided, That no part of the appropriation made by this paragraph shall 
be expended unless the Postmaster-General shall deem such expenditure 
necessary in order to promote the interest of the postal service. 


The question being taken on the amendment, it was rejected; 
there being, on a division (called for by Mr. KYLE)—ayes 26, 
noes 131. 

Mr. DOCKERY. lIask unanimous consent to offer an amend- 
ment to come in as section 5, on page 7. 

The CHAIRMAN. The proposed amendment will be read, 
subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 5. That no money order nor postal note shall be valid, nor shall it be 

aid by the Post-Office Department, after ten years from the date of its 
eee; andthe Secretary of the Treasury and the Postmaster-General sball 
cause to be destroyed, in such manner as they may deem best, all paid money 
orders and postal notes and statements of postmasters accompanying the 
same, which are now filed in the office of the Sixth Auditor of the Treasury, 
or which may hereafter be filed there, after ten years shall have elapsed 
from the date of their issuance. 


Mr. GEAR. I object to this amendment, but will withhold 
my objection, in order that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
DOCKERY] may be heard. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Does the gentleman object to the consider- 
ation of the amendment? 

Mr. GEAR. I will withdraw my objection, reserving the 
right to object hereafter. 

r. DOCKERY. Iask the Clerk to read a letter from the 
Postmaster-General fully explaining the necessity for this leg- 
islation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa reserves the 
right to object after the reading of the paper which has been 
sent to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Vazhington, D. C., April 24, 1894. 

Sir: The money-order systcm of this Department was established in 1854, 
All of the money orders and postal notes which have been paid since its or- 

anization, thirty years ago, are filed in the office of the Auditor of the 

easury for this Department. The resultis an immense accumulation of 
papers which seriously interfere with the business of the Auditor's Office. 
e money-order business of that office is transacted in the Busch Build- 
ing on Estreet northwest, opposite the main building of the Post-Office De- 
artment, 
° Some idea of the magnitude of this business may, be had when I state that 
more than twenty-one millions of money orders and postal notes are re- 
ceived during a year in this building; amounting, with the accompanying 
statements from postmasters, to about 2tons of paper per week. The weight 
of papers had become so great in the Busch Building thatin June lastserious 
apprehensions were felt for its safety. 
fter correspondence and consultation with the honorable Secretary of the 
Treasury, on the Ist of July last I caused several hundred tons of old money 
orders and accompanying files to be stored in the basement of the city 
t-office on G street northwest. This was done to relieve the Busch 
uilding of the great weight upon its floors, and to make room for orderly 
and systematic work by the force of clerks employed in that building. 

However, the steady flow of money orders and postal notes into the Busch 
Building, and none going out, is rapidly filling it up again, and the necessity 
will soon be upon us to again empty the building; not only to make room, 
but as a precautionary measure to secure its safety. 

The oid files are packed in sacks in the cellar on G street northwest, and 
are not in a satisfactory condition for reference, which fortunately is not, 
as I am informed, often required. 

The cellar is full, however, and the rental of additional room in which to 
store theincoming money orders and postal notes and accompanying papers 
is fy peel required, unless such provision is made by Congress that the 
old files may be destroyed. 

I suggest, therefore, thatif a statuteof limitations be oe upon the pay- 
ment of money orders and postal notes, say ten years after their issuance, a 
very large Ser of the papers stored in the cellar on G street northwest 


ht be destro 
mis would relieve us of the necessity of procuring more storage room for 
the old orders, which will go on indefinite so in increased ratio if the 
are not destroyed. It will also prevent ag overloading the Busch Build- 


ring the period of nineteen years there has not been issued to exceed 
one anired uplicates of orders twenty years old. There have been issued 
per year about fifty duplicates of orders ten years old and about ten dupli- 
cates per year of orders fifteen years old. 

From the organization of the system to June 30, 1893, there was issued 518,- 
684 duplicates, very nearly all of which were duplicates of orders less than 
five years old. 

I inclose a copy of correspondence of the former superintendent of the 
money-order business with Switzerland, Italy, Germany, Sweden, Canada, 
and Great Britain, which give the rules prevailing in these governments as 
to the destruction of international money orders. 

‘In consideration of these facts I have the honor to urge speedy action upon 
this subjectas a matter of relief both tothe Post-Office and Treasury Depart- 
ments. 

Very respectfully, 





W. S. BISSELL, Postmaster-Generai. 


Hon, A. M. DOCKERY, 
Chairman Joint Commission on Executive Departments. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. WEVER. I object. 

Mr. McMILLIN. hope the gentleman will not object. 
This is a very important matter. 


, Mr. DOCKERY. There are over 200 tons of this old matter 
XXVI 
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[I trust the gentle- 


that ought to be disposed of in some way. 
man will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
minutes to consider the matter? 

Mr. DOCKERY. The request is for consideration. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. It comes in here ata late pe- 
riod. If we could take time to consider it [ think the gentleman 
from New York would withdraw his objection. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I only offer it for consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will state that debate has been 
closed on this bill by two orders of the committee; and without 
unanimous consent nofurther debate can be had. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam asking unanimous consent. 
gentleman insist on his objection? 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection hus been made, as the Chair 
understands, by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. DOCKERY: ‘Then I desire to offer another amendment 
as section 5 of the bill, and ask unanimous consent for its present 
consideration. 

Mr.GEAR. Letit be reported first, all rights of objection 
being reserved. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 5. The Secretary of the Treasury and the Postmaster-General shall 
cause to be destroyed, in such manner as they may deem best, all money- 
orcer statements rendered a? postmasters, and all paid money order and 
paid postal notes accompanying the same now filed in the office of the Audi- 
tor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department, or which may hereafter 
be filed therein, after ten years shall have elapsed from the expiration of the 
time covered by such statements: Provided, That the Postmaster-General, 
upon evidence satisfactory to him, and under such special regulations as he 
shal! prescribe, may cause payment to be made in the manner prescribed in 
sections 4 and 11 of the act approved January 27, 1804, of the amount of any 
ene eae remaining unpaid after the lapse of ten years from the date of 

Mr. DOCKERY. That amendment is prepared as a result of 
suggestions by the Post-Office Department. I hope there will 
be no objection to its consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. GEAR. As I understood, the former amendment was a 
virtual repudiation by the Government of its obligations after 
ten years, but this permits the Postmaster-General to ndjust 
these accounts. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
from Lowa to object. 

Mr. GEAR. No, I do not object. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I should like to ask the gentleman 
a question before consent for consideration is given. 

The CHAIRMAN. But all debate upon the bill has been 
closed by the order of the committee, and without unanimous 
consent no debate can be had. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. [f ask unanimous consent that 
we may have a few minutes to consider this matter. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I trust that request may be granted. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I supposed, Mr. Chairman, that 
consideration meant unanimous consent to debate it and amend 
it if necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. That was not embodied in the request of 
the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I hope unanimous consent will be given, as 
this is avery important matter. It isan amendment that ought 
to be adopted. I had occasion to examine the question myself 
lately, and I find that it will save the Government a great deal 
in the way of rent. I ask unanimous consent that fifteen min- 
utes may be allowed for its consideration. 

Mr. BAILEY. I would ask, Mr. Chairman, whether the 
order was made in the Committee or in the House to limit de- 
bate. I understand it was in the House. If so, we can not ex- 
tend the time here. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. No; it was in committee, as I understand, 

The CHAIRMAN. By two orders of the committee debate 
was closed by unanimous consent. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Now, I ask unanimous consent that fiftean 
minutes be given to consider this important matter. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, I understand ths gentleman 
from Missouri to say that there were 200 tons of accumulated, and 
substantially paid, money orders in the building he has desig- 
nated? 

Mr. DOCKERY. About 2090 tons, as Lam informed. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And the object is to have that mass 
of matter destroyed, being no longer of use? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes; and toallow the Postmaster-General, 
under such regulations as he may prescribe, to pay any orders 
more than ten years old. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. 


Why not take twenty or thirty 


Does the 


The Chair understands the gentleman 


I can ses how that would be proper 
as to orders hereafter issued. Because when they were issued 
it was without limitation. I suppose as a matter of fact of the 
millions of orders that have been issued, many have not been 
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paid, or have been lost and never will be paid; but let me ask 

the gentleman what is the objection now to further amending 

the bill, or the amendment, to provide that as to orders here- 

after issued there shall be a limitation not of ten, but of five 
ears? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do not object to the suggestion. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. In other words, as this business is 
growing, unless you provide a force of clerks, and storage, and 
all that kind of thing, which it is not practicable to do, you will 
be put to very great trouble and inconvenience. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let me say, Mr. Chairman, that I see no 
objection whatever to the gentleman’ssuggestion. The Depari- 
ment has had some considerable correspondence with foreign 

overnments, from which it appears that in Great Britain and 

reland, and nearly all foreign countries, money orders are 
* outlawed ” after five years. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Not payable after five years? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Not after five years. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Will the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. GEAR] allow me to ask him what isthe objection to making 
the legislation prospective, as to orders hereafter issued, that 
they shall be presented within five years? 

Mr. GEAR. The objection is simply this: The Government 
takes the money of the individual citizen for an order. If the 
individual citizen is unfortunate and loses his order, you bar 
him from collecting it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But if that is a part and parcel of 
the contract, what objection is there to it? 

Mr. GEAR. I donot think it is fair. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If there is only one man in a mil- 
lion who has his order lost or burned up, as I understand the 
fact to be, it is not a matter of very great hardship. 

Mr. GEAR. Judging by the accumulation of unpaid orders, 
[should judge that the percentage was greater; but whether it 
is one man ina million or one man in two, it makes no difference 
with the principle. The Government has no right to take your 
money and then bar you out of the payment of it because you 
happen to be unfortunate and can not find your proof. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. This is not an accumulation of un- 
paid orders, as I understand. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. They are all mixed up together. 

Mr. GEAR. Whena bank issues a note, it is bound to re- 
deem it whetherit is presented within five years or fifty years, 
the Government is just as much bound to do it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It is purely a matter of contract. 

Mr. GEAR. But I do not think it is fair. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. We have statutes of limitations 
everywhere. 

Mr. GEAR. Not on bank notes, and this is a quasi bank note. 
No statute ever runs against a bank note. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Was there not a statute of limi- 
tations as to postal notes? : 

Mr. DOCKERY. My recollection is that after three months 
they are not payable. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The postal notes which we have 
had heretofore were barred after three months. 

Mr. GEAR. The amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Missouri fairly covers this matter, I think, that the Postmaster- 
General is permitted to pay under such regulations as he may 
make. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. GEAR. Now, why burden it with any further amend- 
ment? 

Mr. DOCKERY. The suggestion of the gentieman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] is to fix the period for the future at five years 
instead of ten. 

Mr.GROUT. That is, upon orders to be issued in the future. 

Mr. GEAR. The gentleman wants a limitation in favor of the 
Government and against the citizen. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. You will find you will have to have 
statutes of limitations for the Government, against the citizen. 
it does the citizen no harm provided the statute is in force at 
the time the citizen takes his money order. It only begets dili- 

nce. 
ra. GEAR. Even if aman isas diligent as my friend from 
Illinois, he may be unfortunate. In the transinission of the mail 
which carries the order it may be burned and aman may not 
have his o pooane for reclamation. 

Mr. DOG ERY. Thisamendment was suggested by the Post- 
master-General, and possibly it would be better to allow it to 
stand ‘ust as it has been offered. It isa long step in the right 
direction and will save the Government the expense of renting 
a building in which to store paid money orders and postal notes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison theamendment offered 
by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DockERY]. 

The amendment was ag 
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Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I now move that the 
committee do rise and report the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina[Mr. 
HENDERSON] moves that the committee rise and report the 
bill, with the amendments, to the House, with afavorable recom- 
mendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HatcH, the Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee, having had under consideration the bill (H. R. 6016) 
making appropriations for the serviee of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1895, had instructed him 
to report the same to the House with sundry amendments and 
with the recommendation that, as amended, it do pass. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. In deference to the 
wishes of a good many gentleman I will say that there is one 
amendment in the bill which they desire to discuss; andI prom- 
ised that three-quarters of an hour might be given to one side, 
if Icould do so, and that I myself would reserve three-quar- 
ters of an hour. That is the amendment relating to periodical 
literature. I will ask that that be the order of the House. I 
will state that I do not think I will use my time, or very little 
of it. 

The SPEAKER. Withoutobjection, then, the Chair will put 
the question on agreeing to the other amendments, leaving out 
the amendment indicated. 

The other amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

: Sens by adding at end of bill, on page 7, a new section, to read as fol- 
Ows: 

Sec. 4. That all publications popes to be issued periodically and to 
subscribers, but which are merely books or reprints of books, whether they 
be issued complete or in part, whether they be bound or unbound, or whether 
they be sold by subscription or otherwise, when offered for transmission 
_— shall be subject to postage at the rate prescribed for third-class 

The SPEAKER. Thequestionisuponthisamendment. The 
gentleman from North Carolina, asthe Chair understands, yields 
three-quarters of an hour to the gentleman from New York. Is 
that the agreement? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. That is satisfactory. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York will control 
the time for three-quarters of an hour. 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Speaker, when this amendment was re- 
ported by the committee it was passed without the slightest 
consideration, and at a time when there were very few members 
present in the Chamber. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. I would suggest to the gentleman 
that if he will come around here and take his stand he can be 
heard better. 

Mr. QUIGG. Thisisavery imp: rtantamendment, andif it be 
adopted by the House it will strike down, without any warning 
whatever, a vast industry which has grown up under the oper- 
ation of the postal act of 1879. It isan industry which employs 
a great many meninvariouslines. It involves in different kinds 
of plants a capital which certainly amounts to not less than $6,- 
000,000. It relates to the book trade and printing trade, and to 
the paper trade, large interests in which will be stricken down 
in a second under the cperation of this amendment. 

Now, I want toexplain, Mr. S r, how this business arose. 
The present law defining what kind of periodicals are entitled 
to enter the mail as second-class matter paying 1 cent a pound 
was adopted in 1879. Since that time the conditions under 
which periodicals are published have altogether changed. Ex- 
ee ee have been madein the paper trade, the 
resultof which has been that the price of white paper to-day is 
only about 20 per cent of what it wasin 1879. Since that time 
inventions have been made, known as t; tting machines, that 
have reduced the cost of typesetting t 30 or 35 percent. It 
has therefore been made possible to print books in a very cheap 
form; and the question arose with publishers how they could 
create such a demand for these publications as would warrant 
the investment of the capital to produce them. It 
was nota mere question of printing them and getting them into 
existence, but of creating such a very large demand for them as 
would enable the business to exist. 

The law ait present on the statute books in regard to second- 
class matter afforded them an opportunity, for by issuing these 
books as libraries; that is, by issuing one every month, and en- 
tering them in the mail as Siammaalinb matter, by advertising 
the library extensively all over the country, by inducing 
the country newspapers to club with them, they obtaimed a very 
large market for these books. Under the operation of the law 
a tremendous industry has been built mas a great many mil- 
lion volumes of the best literature published—asd perhaps som9 
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of the worst, I do not know—are circulated in this way ‘through 
the mails. 

Now this amendment proposes to stop that at once. It is one 
of those Cheap John suggestions that come every now and then 
from the Executive Departments of the Government in order 
that somebody may acquire a reputationforeconomy. Isuspect 
that the first suggestion of this sort with regard to these books 
came up during the Harrison Administration. We had thena 
Postmaster-General whose virtues weall spoke of here so loudly 
aday or two ago, who was possessed of the idea that the service 
ought to be made self pram. and he either invented or re- 
vived this suggestion with regard to keeping these cheap books 
out of the mails. There is no doubt, Mr. Speaker, that the cir- 
culation through the mails of these books asseecond-class matter 
does cost a good deal of money. I do not deny thatatall. I 
dare say there would be a saving to the Government consider- 
able in amount if this amendment should pass. 

But the saving of the 3 or 4.cents per book, or of the 8 or 10 
cents per book, that would be saved to the Government by the 
adoption of this amendment would compel the people to pay for 
a novel of Dickens, of Thackeray, or for a volume of the Hum- 
boldt Library—a very great library of scientific publications by 
means of which the works of Tyndall and Huxley and all the 
masters of science are circulated over the country—a dollar or a 
dollar and a half instead of the 25 cents which they pay now; 
because this kindof books can not be put up in express packages 
and circulated through thedealers. Itcould be done, of course, 
but there would not be the greatdemand for them circulated in 
that way which would justify the printing of them, and the busi- 
ness would not pay. Therefore if this amendment passes it 
kills the business without doubt, and it takes away from the 
people their sole opportunity to get cheap books in this form. 

The news dealers can only cover the great cities or the large 
towns; they can not supply the country at all, and it isin the 
country that 75 per cent of these books are sold. It is in the 
country among the farmers, away from the large towns and cities, 
that these books mostly go, and they go there in connection with 
the country newspapers that offer them as premiums, they re- 
porting the names of their subscribers to the publishers and the 

ublishers sending the books directly to the subscribers. That 
is: how 75 per cent of these books are circulated. You are all 
familiar with them. You have all seen themat the news stands 
and you may have got the impression that they are generally 
circulated in that way, but that is a mistake. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Is there any way of knowing how large the 
volume of that business is? 

Mr. QUIGG. I dare say the Post-Office Department could in- 
form us how many pounds of them they circulate. They circu- 
late them undoubtedly by the ton, and my point is that the more 
of them they circulate, the more tons of them they distribute 
over the country the more chary we ought to be about passing 
this amendment, because the fact of the large circulation of 
these books through the mails shows that the people want the 
mails used in that way, and that the necessary expenditure, 
whatever it may be, is justified. There can bo no completer 
demonstration of the folly of this amendment than the figures 
which the chairman of the committee will undoubtedly give 
you, showing the quantity of books that are circulated in this 
way, because every additional pound that he can put into those 
= istics is an additional proof that the amendment ought to 

ail. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. You have suggested that 
amendment should prevail, a book which now costs 25 cents 
would cost $1 or $1.50. Do you mean that as a statement of ab- 
solute fact? Would not the increase in the price rather besim- 
ply the difforence between the postage at 1 cent and the postage 
at 8 cents a pound? 

Mr. QUIGG. No, indeed. I have tried to make that clear. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. It strikes me that that would be the 
only difference. 

Mr. QUIGG. Well, if the gentleman will give me his atten- 
tion I think I can make the point quite clear. These books can 
be printed in a cheap form only by purchasing paper in very 
large quantities. You can not get down the price of these books 
to any such figure as 25 cents in any other way than by work- 
—— a wholesale scale. 

r. WASHINGTON. 
ume was the price. 

Mr. QUIGG, That is the present price; butI am going to 
explain as clearly as I can why it is that the books could not 
continue to be furnished to the people at any such price if this 
amendment should prevail. 

In order to get these books down to any such prices as they 
sell for now, it is necessary to buy the paper in very large quan- 
tities. and to havea very large demand for the books. Other- 
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I thought you said 25 cents per vol- 





wise the paper-makers would not be induced to make the paper. 
It is a special paper—a very cheap kind of paper—lighter even 
k pat J I 


than the paper used for veWspApers. Different classes of paper 
are made by different kinds of machinerv. One kind of machin- 
ery will not produce two kinds of paper. Now the very light 
paper used in these bocks differs greatly from any other paper 
thatis made. Itis manufactured for thisspecial purpose. The 
paper used in newspapers, though very light, is extremely con- 
sistent, as it must be, because in the process of printing it is 


subjected to very great pressure. t lighter paper which 
is made for this special purpose could not be made at all un! 


But this 
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there were a very great demand for it, and this demand is de- 
pendent upon the fact that the mails can be used to circulate 
these books among the people. Have I made myself clear 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Toacortain extent you have—in re- 
gard to the kind of paper required, the way in which it is made 
and the demand forit. But does the gentieman know the aver- 
age weight of these books? Is it not about 4 ounce [s not 
that about the average? 

Mr. QUIGG. I should suppose 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Would not four of these books wei 
about a pound? 

Mr. QUIGG. I should suppose it would be a little more than 


that. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Assuming that four of these books 
would make a pound, the postage at the present would be one 
quarter of a cent per volume; and under this bill the postage 
would be 1% cents per volume. 

Mr. PICKLER. If that were the rate of postage they 
not be published at all. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. That is mere supposition on the part 
of the gentleman. Now, if my assumption is correct, that tho 
average weight of one of these volumes is 4 ounces, the cost 
of circulating these books under the provision now contained 
in this bill would be 1? centsavolume. Does the gentleman 
mean to say that such a rate of postage would destroy the cir- 
culation of these books? 

Mr. QUIGG. It would be more than enough to absolutely de 
stroy the business. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. 
that proposition. 

Mr. QUIGG. Asa matter of fact, the difference in the ex- 
pense of sending these books through the mails would be 709 
per cent, and that difference would stop the sale of these hooks 
in this way. [acknowledge that the books might be sold to the 
news dealers and by them distributed to the people if the de- 
mand for these publications when circulated in that way were 
great enough to justify the manufacture of the white paper and 
to enable the business to bs continued; but such would not 
the case. The only way in which these books can be sold in 
anything like the quantity that will justify the continuance of 
the industry isthe manner in which they are now sent through 
the mailsall over the United States. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Ican not understand how an addition of 14 
cents per volume to the cost of circulating these books through 
the mails would totally obliterate the business. 

Mr. QUIGG. The gentleman’s suggestion does not cover the 
case. Where now four or five or six of these books, making in 
all a pound, can be circulated at a cost of 1 cent for the lot, the 
cost would be increased to 8 cents a pound. The difference 
would not be merely the difference between a quarter of a cent 
a pound and 1% cents a pound. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Am I to understand my friend to say that 
these books now circulate by the single volume directly to in- 
dividuals upon the order of these newspaper publishers? 

Mr. QUIGG. They do. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. By the single volume? 

Mr. QUIGG. The gentleman from Lowa evidently does not 
understand how these books are sent out in such cases. Fach 
volume is separately addressed, but a stamp is not placed on 
each. A large number of volumes are sent in bulk, the postage 
being paid upon the whole of them. 

A MEMBER. Like newspapers. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Can my friend from New York state what 
is the margin of profits in the manufacture of these books? 

Mr. QUIGG. It is very small, barely enough to justify the 
continuanceof the business. But although the marginof profit 
is very small, yet just at this time, when so many of our people 
are out of work and when there is such great distress all over 
the land, the publishers of these books are very glad to carry 
on this business, and in that way to keep their people employed. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Idid not want todo anything, of course, to 
destroy the business, but asked the gentleman the question in 
order to. be assured that it depended on the narrow margin of 
postage. 
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Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I occupied? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has twenty-eight minutes 
of his time remaining. 
Mr. QUIGG. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER]. 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, when this amendment was of- 
fered to the bill in the Committee of the Whole I objected to it 
at the time and stated some of the reasons for my objection. I 
objected in the interest of my constituents because I believed 
the amendment would have the effect of depriving them of good 
literature which they have been able for years past to secure at 
alow price, Since then an examination of the matter has con- 
vinced me that the amendment was more iniquitous than I had 
even supposed. 
lam not interested at all from the standpoint which the gen- 
tleman from New York seems to have occupied in his argu- 
ment, that is, the interest of the publishers or manufacturers; 
but I am interested, and intabuotell solely, from the standpoint 
of say constituents, who desire to get good literature at low 
rices. 
: Now, following up the suggestion of the gentleman from New 
York, I desire to say this, in answer to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. WASHINGTON], that if you change this provision, 
if this postage is to be put up to 8 cents a pound rather than | 
cent a pound, you will drive the publishers out of the business 
of providing this character of literature altogether, and then 
ou will find them going around with bound books costing $1.50 
nstead of 25 cents, as they now cost. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. t me ask the gentleman this ques- 
tion: Does he suppose thata difference of 8 cents a pound on the 
circulation of these books wil! have the effect of materially in- 
terfering with or stopping their circulation? 

Mr. PICKLER. Why, that is the testimony before your com- 
mittee. The chairman will tell you so. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. It seems to me that that is entirely 
too strong a proposition to state here on the floor of the House. 

Mr. PICKLER. I thik it is not too strong. It is a fact. 
The business is carried on at a small margin of profit. It is in 
testimony that this business is done now at bottom prices. 

Moreover, Mr. Speaker, every newspaper in the land is ad- 
vertising these books and helping their circulation. You may 
pick up any of your daily papers or the weekly papers that cir- 
culate in the country districts—your home papers anywhere— 
and you will see that they give lists of the best of this class of 
literature that is published, saying ‘‘ send five or ten coupons,” 
as the case may be, ‘‘and 10 cents and receive the following 

k ” 





Now, this is not cheap and flashy literature either. These pa- 
pers know what class of literature is best adapted to the de- 
mands of the community. They know the character of the lit- 
erature published by these establishments. They do not adver- 
tise trashy literature, because the writers have no reputation 
and there is little demand for that class of books. But when a 
boy in my State, too poor to pay $1.50 for Scott or Dickens or 
Thackeray, sees in the newspaper that by the payment of 25 cents 
and five coupons cut from the paper, as the case may be, he can 
get one of these books, it is within his reach; he sends his money 
and gets it. I appeal to gentlemen here who are younger than 
myself if many of you do not remember back to the time, not 
very long ago either, when you had to pay very be in prices for 
the books you desired toread. I paid $15 foran edition of Mac- 
cauley twenty-five years ago, which I can buy to-day for $1.50. 
I was not really able to buy it then, but I wanted it very much, 
and there are thousands of boys and girls, men and women, in 
all parts of this country wh» will be deprived of the best class 
of literature that is now within their reach if such a provision 
as this becomesa law. There is no escaping it. The publish- 
ers will be driven out of the business. They cannot publish the 
books and circulate them at the rate of postage proposed here. 

Every newspaper is advertising them, and not only helps to 
distribute cheap literature, but it helps the country newspapers 
themselves. It gives them circulation and gives them business. 
It calls attention to them and it calls attention to these publi- 
cations. 

Now, in my opinion, there is a sort of undercurrent in this 
It is the bookbinders, the men who want to sell bound 
books, that are interested on the other side of the question. 
But the trouble is that we are not puying bound books as we used 
todo. The fact of the matter is, that the ple know more 
about books than they have ever did before, and they know 
that it pays better to buy literature, and not binding. Any or- 
dinary binding will last a lifetime if a man will take care of his 


book any way. 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. PICKLER. I hope I will be allowed a few minutes 


longer. 
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Mr. QUIGG. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from IIIi- 
nois [Mr. HOPKINS]. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
present. 

Mr. QUIGG. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER]. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would ask the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina, in charge of this bill, inasmuch as I opposed this amend- 
ment at first, if he will not yield me five minutes of his time? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Now, I would like to ask the gentleman 
from South Dakota a question. Here is a book published for 25 
cents. A proposition is made to increase the cost of the circu- 
lation of this book, so it can be given to the people for 27 cents. 
That is adding 2 cents to the price. I ask how the addition of 
2 cents to the price of this book is going to drive the whole 
reading world tothe necessity of buying dollar-and-a-half books? 

Mr. PICKLER. Because, as the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Qu1GG] has told you, they send these out in bulk, in pack- 
ages, and whereas they can send out a package now for | cent, 
they would have to pay 8 cents then. Thatis enough difference 
to drive these publishersout. These books will not be published 
if they have to Pay that much —- They can not continue 
in the business. This cheap literature will not be published, 
and all the alternative you will have will be to buy the expen- 
sive book. There is no escape from it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the reasons given by the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral why he is in favor of this amendment are the reasons, it 
seems to me, that argue in the other direction. He says: 

Besides, three-fourths of them are probably of foreign authorship. 

Now, is that an objection? Are not our people in this country 
to be allowed to have books of foreign authorship? Are they 
not to be allowed access to foreign literature as cheaply as itcan 
be had? Is not that the very thing we are seeking for? We 
teach in our schools the advancement of civilization. Is it an 
argument that these books should not be circulated cheaply be- 
cause they are nvreign books? 

Then the Postmaster-General says there is a Chicago paper— 
I do not know why he did not refer to a New York paper, but he 
says there isa Chicago paper—that has been circulating mil- 
lions of volumes through this means, and that is the fact. 

Now, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, I want to lay down this 
proposition, and I should like the members to consider it for 
one moment: As I have tried to show, it is the good literature 
that will be circulated, because when a newspaper says you can 
get Dombey and Son, or David Copperfield, or Dream Life, or 
the Reveries of a Bachelor, by Ike Marvel, for 10 cents, then 
the people know what they are getting. The newspapers know 
that is the kind of literature that will sell, and so the newspa- 
pers take up the good literature and do not sell the flash litera- 
ture. 

Now, my proposition is that the more of this good literature 
we can circulate in this country the better itis. And if it does 
cost the Government a little more, the more of that literature 
we put out the better the investment is; and if that kind of lit- 
erature is not circulated, then it will not cost the Government 
anything to carry it. . That is my proposition. 

t is for the people who live in the country districts that Iam 
speaking, although I understand that right under the eaves of 
the libraries these cheap books have a large circulation. The 
fact is that under this system books have become so cheap that 
there is nota boy or girl struggling for an education in this 
country but what is enabled to buy more than they can 
read. Every boy and girl can start a library, as you mencould 
not start one when you were young. Every boy can have his 
own books, and can have the best literature. He can start his 
library, and I do not care if his books are in paper covers at the 
start. He knows that he has the best literature, and after a 
while he will be able, if he desires, to have the books boundin 
style that will suit him. 

So the proposition is just this, whether we will cut of from 
the remote disfricts, especially, a hundred miles or 509 miles 
from any great library, this means of getting the best litera- 
ture. 

By this means any man or boy or girl can send to a publisher 
or toa newspaper, and procure these books and bring them 
home, and have them at their own firesides. 

So I say this amendment is against the circulation of your 
home newspapers; it is —— good literature; it is against the 
circulation of the best books throughout the land, and itought not 
to prevail. I care not if it does cost the Government a few dol- 


I will reserve my time for the 


lars more than it brings in, provided it spreads good literature 
throughout the country. 

I care not, gentlemen, if it does cost the Government a few 
more dollars, if it gives our country good literature. 
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Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM]. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iunderstand the gentleman from New York 
yields me five minutes. 

Mr. QUIGG. I suggest that the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia might wait a little while, and perhaps Ican give him more 
time. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will wait. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I will yield five min- 
utes to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER]. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina is en- 
titled to close the debate. 

Mr. QUIGG. The gentleman said that he yielded some time 
to the gentleman from Mississippi. I think the Speaker is mis- 
informed as to the situation. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair supposed that the gentleman did 
not reserve his time in oe 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I do reserve my time. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman has just yielded his 





me, 
. Mr. QUIGG. Iyield five minutes of my time to the gentle- 
man from Illinois{Mr. HOPKINS]. 

Mr. HENDERSON of NorthCarolina. Ihad made anarrange- 
ment that the gentleman from New York should have three- 
quarters of an hour and that I should have three-quarters of an 


hour. 

Mr. QUIGG. That was the arrangement. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that the gentle- 
man from North Carolina has one hour—— 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I reserve all my time, 
except that which I have yielded. 

The SPEAKER (continuing). And that he yielded three- 
quarters of an hour to the gentleman from New York. [Cries 
of “ Oh, no!”’] 3 : j 

Mr. QUIGG. The understanding with the gentleman from 
North Carolina, which I heard him state quite distinctly, was 
that there should be debate of three-quarters of an hour on 
either side. He yielded three-quarters of an hour to me and he 
reserved three-quarters of an hour to himself. 

The SPEAKER. That can not be done except by unanimous 
consent. The gentleman from North Cafolina has an hour. 
The Chair did not state the proposition in that way, because 
under that arrangement any gentieman having the floor might 
offer an amendment and would have the floor for an hour. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I may state that in 
making request my understanding was that no other amend- 
ment was to be offered. 

The SPEAKER. There was no suggestion of that sort made. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I will make it now, 
sir. That there be no amendment, and we will only consider 
thisamendment, and that I beallowed three-quarters of an hour, 
as the gentleman from New York has already been allowed that 

ime. 
’ Mr. QUIGG. That certainly was the understanding. There 
is no objection to that here. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. I will object to it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina stated 
that he did not desire to use three-quarters of an hour, but 
would like to use a part of it, and therefore the statement was 
put in that way—that he yielded three-quarters of an hour, so 
as to let the gentleman control that time, and not let it pass to 
some one else. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. What would be the effect of a con- 
versation of the gentleman in charge of a bill like the one I had 
with the gentleman from North Carolina, in which he agreed he 
would not call the previous question for an hour and a half after 
this bill was reported by the Committee of the Whole, the ob- 
ject being that there should be three-quarters of an hour’s debate 
on a side? ae 

The SPEAKER. If that was the understanding—— 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Itwas so understood by the House. 
He asked unanimous consent that there be an hourand a half of 
debate, three-quarters of an hour on a side;.and that was as- 
sented to; and it seems to me that the House understanding it, 
and the gentleman declining tocall the previous question on this 
amendment at this time, I think that the Speaker will not ob- 


ect. 

. The SPEAKER. The gentleman certainly has the right not 
to demand the previous question, and any gentleman who then 
gets the floor would have the right to offer an amendment and 
Occupy the floor for an hour. If the gentleman does not want 


Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parlia- 
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to control the time, any gentleman getting the floor will have 
the floor for an hour, and the gentleman will thereby lose con- 
trol of his bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The object of the agree- 
ment was to prevent that. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
quarters of an hour. 

The SPEAKER. There was no such statement made. 

Mr. QUIGG. There is no misunderstanding among gentle- 
men on the floor. Now, that is the understanding in this mat- 
ter; and the gentleman in charge of the bill and [ perfectly un- 
derstand one another; and it was so understood on the floor. 
Unless the Speaker objects, I do not think there will be any ob- 
jection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not object, buta gentioman 
on tue floor objected. The gentleman can notchange the rules 
of the House except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. QUIGG. I understood it was done by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. A proposition suggested and talked about 
between two gentlemen does not cut off the right of any gentle- 
man. 

Mr. QUIGG. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from IIli- 
inois [Mr. HOPKINS]. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois was recognized. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Will my colleague allow me a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. If it does not come outof my time. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, it was clearly under- 
stood that there should be three-quarters of an hour for debate 
on each side. Unanimous consent was asked for that, and [ will 
ask for the Reporter’s notes of what took place. Itseems tome 
that the Speaker ought to recognize that tact. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the notes, and the gen- 
tleman will see when he examines them that the Chair stated 
that the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON] 
yielded three-quarters of an hour to the geritleman from New 
York [Mr. QuiGaa@]. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
quarters of an hour? . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina yielded 
three-quarters of an hour to the gentlemuin from New York. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, is the Chair willing that the 
House should make its own agreement? 

The SPEAKER. Why does the gentleman ask such a ques- 
tion as that? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
agreement. 

The SPEAKER. What does the gentleman mean by asking 
that question, when the Chair has just submitted the question 
to the House and objection has been made on the floor? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But the submission was made be- 
fore we voted on the other amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Noagreement made by gentlemen on the 
floor is binding unlessit is submitted tothe House and agreed to. 
The gentleman ought to know that, if he does not. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But it was submitted to the House. 


To prevent that at the end of three- 


What becomes of the other three- 


Because the House did make the 


_ Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. It was not, Mr. Speaker. [f 
it had been, I would have objected. I was waitingtoobject. If 


the proposition had been put to the House I would have objected, 
and there were half a dozen men ready to object to unanimous 
consent being given. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Still, if the man in charge of the 
bill does not move the previous question—— 

Mr. O'NEEFL of Massachusetts. You have got your three- 
quarters of an hour on your side. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the amendment sug- 
gested by the gentleman in charge of the bill covers a subject 
which has been agitated by the Post-Office Department for sev- 
eral years, and has been considered by the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads Committee of the House during the last two or three Con- 
gresses. I remember that when I had the honor to serve upon 
that committee the then Postmaster-General of the United 
States, Mr. Wanamaker, was very desirous that this amendment 
should be adopted, and he had a full hearing upon the subject 
before the committee. Two different reasons were assigned why 
this amendment should become a law. The first was that the 
Government of the United States transports this class of mail 
matter through the country at a loss, and the other was that 
under existing conditions a class of literature is being circulated 
that will injure the morals of the rising generation. 

After mature deliberation the committee came to the conclu- 
sion, or at least some of us did, that neither of those propositions 
was tenable. The first proposition urged by the Postmaster- 
General we disposed of upon the ground that the Government of 
the United States is not organized to make money, that none of 
the great Departments of the Government should necessarily be 
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self-sustaining. We organize a regular army and maintain it 
in the remoter sections of the country. We do that, not for the 

urpose of bringing an annual revenue into the Treasury, but 

or the protection of the people of the United States in general, 
and particularly of the people in the sections of apuntey where 
the soldiers are stationed. We have our navy upon the high 
seas, not for the purpose of increasing the revenues that come 
into the Treasury, but for the purpose of protecting American 
citizens wherever they may be found in any part.of the world. 
We established the Post-Office Department, not with the view 
of making it self-sustaining, but for the purpose of benefiting 
the people of this country in all matter of mail in every section, 
East and West, North and South. 

Now, as my friend from New York [Mr. Qu1GG] has said, since 
the passage of the existing law in 1879 a class of literature has 
been published in cheap form and sent through the mails that 
has proved to be a wonderful educator of a portion of our people. 
A class of people who formerly were denied any large share of 
the benefits of that kind of literature, now have it placed upon 
their tables every week by the system thatisin operation under 
existing postal laws. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Has the gentleman any knowledge that 
those cheap publications would cease if the law were repealed? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Lllinois. I will answer thatlater. I desire 
to say, however, on that point, that the publication of the Eng- 
lish classics and other valuable publications in this cheap form, 
and their transmission through the mails to subscribers in the 
various sections of the country, has grown up since the law was 

ut into operation in 1879, and inasmuch as this method of pub- 
ication and distribution did not exist until after that law was 
placed upon the statute book I incline to the conclusion that the 
splendid results which we see today to every farmhouse, in 
every village, in the home ofevery laborer in our great cities, 
would not exist but for that legislation, and that to strike down 
that law means to strike a blow at the poor people of the coun- 
try not only upon the farms and in the hamlets, but also in the 
great towns and cities of the ee: English and American 
history, religious and scientific works, romance and poetry are 
all placed in the hands of the poor through the publications 
which this amendment seeks to shut out of the mails as second- 
class matter. No friend. of the masses can support this measure. 

{Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. QUIGG. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. WALKER]. 

Mr. WALKER obtained the floor. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
ae HOPKINS] a question. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentlemanfrom Illinois has 
expired. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I should be very glad to answer 
the question. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman has no time. 

Mr.WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I holdin my hand a book which 
ip the Printing Office of the Government .costs 21 cents a pound 
to make. Now, the postage on that book at 1 cent a pound adds 
5 per cent to its cost; at § centsa pound it adds 40 per cent to 
the cost. Now, every member of this House knows that an 
man ed in printing books and circulating them throug 
the mails would be driven out of business if his postage, costing 
him 5 per cent, is increased to 40 per cent; it would destroy the 
business at once. I need not go any further in that line, be- 
cause every man must recognize that when people have been ac- 
customed to a certain price, the prieecan not be increased by 35 

r cent. ; 

Posthermene, a profit of 3 per centupon the manufacture and 
sale of books is two or three times as much as profits will aver- 
age in this country. Gentlemencan readily imagine, therefore, 
how a measure of this kind would drive these men out of busi- 


ness. 

Again, here is an immense business, involving a vast capital, 
and furnishing employment to hundreds and thousands of peo- 
ple. Do you wish to put anend to this businessand drive these 

ple out of employment in such times as these? More than 
that, this cheap literature is a great means of education. A 
boy or girl or man or woman when induced to read one book 
will soon be eager to read a hundred. Cheap postage on books 
is.one of the very best means of popular education. 

vere the hammer fell } 

. QUIGG. Lyield three minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. CUMMINGS]. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, when a boy I picked up old 
iron, copper, and other waste stuff in order to get the money 
with which te buy a copy of Bourrienne’s Memoirs of Napoleon. 
i mas coger ta tomen aemenens Grate Seager. I ed for 
the book, and it was the only in which I could getthe mone 
to buy it. I paid 47 cents for ie, the bookseller, Rey. Abe 


Barker, of Honesdale, Pa., knocking off 3 cents because he sym- 
athized with me in my efforts to get the money to buy it. To- 
ay, owing to these circulating libraries, a copy of that book can 

be bought for 10 cents. 

I say that when you try to raise the price of literature to the 
American people you make a mistake. [Applause.] You do 
more; _— perpetrateacrime. [Renewedapplause.] You might 
as-well propose to raise the price of bread and corn. Indeed, I 
would prefer that you make me pay more for my mackerel and 
potatoes than raise the price of the books I want to read. By 
this proposed amendment you rob every poor boy in the country 
who is athirst for information. 

Now, what isthe meaning of thismovement on the .part of the 
Committee on Post-Officesand Post-Roads? It is as plain as the 
nose on a man’s face. They may not mean it, but itis either in 
the interest of the publishers whoissue deluxe editions of stand- 
ard authors, or in the interest of the express companies who 
can not afford to carry books to the little country towns at the 
rates at which they are carried by the mails, Yetwe have here 
Democrats in a Democratic Congress who favor the lowering of 
the tariff on the luxuries of life, and yet would raise the tariff 
on literature. What an anomaly! I hope, Mr. Speaker, that 
this amendment will be rejected. [Applause.] 

[Here the hammer fell.] ‘ 

Mr. QUIGG. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM]. 

Mr. BURROWS. I understand that the gentleman from 
Perasylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] would like a little more time. I 
ask unanimous consent that he may be permitted to speak for 
ten minutes, the additional five minutes not to come out of the 
time of the gentleman from New York {Mr. Quiac]. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, after a service of some years 
in Congress and lo association with the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-lioads, I am justified in declaring that in 
all my experience of legislation covering postal questions, this 
is the first time that there has been an attempt fogo from lower 
rates to higher rates. The whole trend of postal legislation has 
been toward a reduction. During my experience here I have 
seen letter pos reduced from 3 cents to 2 cents per half 


ounce; and then have seen the half-ounce limit increased toan - 


ounce, making letter postage 2 cents an ounce. 

I participated in the debate here when postage upon this sec- 
ond-class matter was reduced from 2 cents a pound to 1 cent a 
pound. In that debate I am on record as favoring the carrying 
of newspapers and periodicals under careful restrictions free 
through the mails. I believe the time is not far distant when, 
in view of the educational advantages, not only newspapers, but 
in addition books will be carried free; I am in favor of it to-day. 
Lapplanes.} If I would make any change in our legislation on this 
su , that would be my proposition. But if I ean net accom- 
pl that, I desire to have the law maintained in its present 

terpretation by the Department, so that all these serials may 
be carried at 1 cent a pound. Third-class matter because a 
book has a superior or hard-back binding is rated at 8 cents a 
gems. Instead of the proposed increase of rates, I would take 

book from third class and give it the cheap rate of second 
class. 

The whole theory of our tal laws is that e on news- 
papers and other " Atications should be chain aevtine benefit 
of and education of the people. If we subsidize anything we 
ought to subsidize the mailserviee. Let us consider the matter 
foramoment. Wesubsidize two distinctive features in this Gov- 
ernment; oneis the newspaper press, the periodicals, and books, 
which are allowed to through the m at a low rate for the 
education of the people; and the other is the icultural De- 
partment, for the development of agriculture. These are the 
two features of Government wherein we absolutely subsidize. 

Now, whatis this position? Your county circulation, from 
time immemorial, pememapars has been free. 

Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey. Not always. 

Mr. BINGHAM (continuing). What does it amount to? Four 
hundred and fifty-one thousand dollars a yee What is the 
other? Periodicals, newspapers, and serials. What do they 
amount to? Two million five hundred and fifty-four thousand 
dollars the past year. Thatis the revenuethe Government de- 
rives at 1 cent a pound for all literature circulated in the shape 
of paper-backed ks, papers, or periodicals. It is estimated 
by the Department that it costs 8 cents a pound to carry all 
mail matter. What does that cost the Government? What is 
the amount that is paid by the Government by allowing cheap 
postage for the information of the people, for the education of 
the people? The Government receives a little more than two 
and a half million dollars. What does education receive? Be- 
tween what yougive and what it costs the Government we find 
a difference of $17,894,000, on the basisof 8 centsa pound. We 
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give to the people $3,508,000 on this cost basis of free circulation. | 
So that you are giving to the second class and free mail matter | 
throughout the counties for education and for the broadening | 
of the information of the people $21,403,000. Why do not you | 
make it free and give the other two and a half millions? [Ap-| 

ause. 
PDO ‘hat and you will have made a long step in the direction of 
the education of the masses. In addition, there would be noac- 
counts; you would have no adjustments, but you would have a 
free service in a character of literature that would to-day and | 
in the future broaden and elevate 65,000,000 people. 
do you do again for education? It is not only through the mail 
service we are doing this great work. Three new States are | 
awaiting admission. I asked my friend from Washington what | 
the average of acreage given for the purpose of education by the 
Government in the admission of a State to the Union. Inevery 
bill there is provided for these three States a million of acres of 
land for their common schools. You are anxious for free raw 
material and an increased free list. Place second-class mail 
matter there and the people will bless you. 

Mr. DENSON. Free transportation. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes; free transportation, as the gentleman 
suggests for the newspapers and periodicals. I would not lift, | 
as the amendment directs, serials into the third ciass, but | 
make second-class free. Better take books altogether from the | 
third class and place them into the second class rather than in- | 
crease the postage as is here proposed. sel 

What has been done in the way of reductionof postage during 
the past four years? We have reduced almost 100 per cent in 
money orders, and almost 100 per cent inregistration fees. We 
have reduced seed, bulbs, and cuttings for the farmers from 16 
cents to 8 cents per pound, and many other reductions. 

I want to emphasize one thing. I discuss this question om a 
wholly different line from that pursued by the gentleman from 
New York. I think the whole trend of public sentiment has 
been to cheapen postage; and to-day is the first time there has 
ever been, in the history of this country, a disposition exhibited 
to lift a class of educational matter from one grade to another, 
and to a higher rate of postage. What makes the Post-Office 
Department in deficiency? The Agricultural Departmentsends 
its products free through the mails. We carried every census 
document of the census of 1890 free by a special act of Congress. 
The Departments of the Government send their mail matter 
free. The great work of the Bureau’of Printing—the greatest 
and largest establishment in the world—spending millions of 
dollars and printing more books than any other establishment, 
sends all its matter free. 

It is estimated by the Post-Office Department that $10,000,000 
of postage on matter goes free. And who pays it? Why, you 
pay it and I pay it every time wesend a letter. Wo pay 32 cents 
@ pound for first-class letter matter, and that is what pays the 

- expenses of the Post-Office Department. Weget only $2,500,000 
for postage on second class. I do not know the exact estimate, 
but about eight and one-half or nine-tenths of the money received 
for carrying the mailscomes from first-class letter matter. This 
you and I pay every time we senda letter. We pay our propor- 
tion of the free-mail service for the Government. The defi- 
ciency is usually about five or six million dollars, but that amount 
does not equal the amount of work done for the Government 
free. 

Therefore, I say, let the Government meet its obligations, and 
we can start without a declaration that there will bea deficiency, 
and instead of increasing rates of postage we can reduce postage 
in a general way, reducing it specially in the lines of education. 
We have been and ee to lift our people to the highest con- 

p- 





ditions of citizensh 

The mail service is the best channel through which we can 
operate. Cheap postage is doing it. Let us continue and re- 
duce, not raise. Our people will be better, truer, wiser, and hap- 
pier. [Applause.] 

Here the hammer feil.]} 

r. AITKEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes. 

Mr. AITKEN. I would ask the gentleman—— 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The gentleman has no more time. 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr.Speaker,I yield two minutes of my time to 
the gentleman from New York | Mr. DANIELS]. 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, there is no greater source of 
education for the masses of the people than this cheap litera- 
ture,and the doing of anything that would increase the expense 
of its circulation would jeo ize the publications themselves. 

This literature is now published at a price that will not pay 

the printing and the paper. This volume of the Pickwick 
apers, that I have in my hand, is sold now for 25 cents per 
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copy. It can not be published for that sum, simply taking 
cost of the paper and printing. 

The manner in which the circulation is secured is by obtain- 
ing a few advertisements, of which there are three in this book 
which I hold in my hand. Thé book is sold for 25 cents a copy, 
and the revenue secured from the advertisemeuts makes up the 
difference between loss on these publications and the amount 
Without the additional assistance of 


the 


upon the market at the prices for which they are sold. 

This system disseminates among the people ideas of an exalted 
character and does more to secure the education of the masses, 
probably, than any other source of publication in the country. 
Therefore I oppose any increase whatever in the cost of the cir- 
culating of these books. [Applause.] 

[Here the hammer fell.] 


Mr. QUIGG. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. O’NretL]. 
Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I want the mem- 


| bers of the House to take notice that when I objected to the ex- 
| tension of the time the effect of the objection was to shut off 


the time, not of those who oppose this amendment, but of those 
who favor it. 

Iam as heartily in favor of striking out this amendment as 
any man on this floor can be, and I believed that the proposi- 
tion needed merely to be stated to the House to arouse the just 
judgment of the House and tosecure the voting out of the amend- 


|} ment. 


Lagree with what has been said by the members who have 
spoken against this amendment, that this is legislation in the 
wrong direction. If we want to legislate on postage, wo want 
to reduce it, in the interest of the people, and not to increase it. 
[Applause.] I believe that of all the items in this bill, this is 
the last item that this or any other House could afford to in- 
crease the postage upon. Thisis aclassof literature which goes 
to every home and fireside in the land. This is a classof litera 
ture which poor boys all over the country seek for, and which 
they ought to have given them at the very lowest possible cost. 
This Democratic House of Representatives last year placed free 
text-books in the public schools in the appropriation bill for the 
District of Columbia, and it is against that kind of legislation 
to allow this amendment to remain in the bill. I hope that the 
chairman of the committee will consent to its withdrawal, and 
that the vote in the House will be unanimous against it. [Ap- 
plause. } 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from New York [Mr. QuiaG] 
has four minutes. 

Mr. QUIGG. I yield four minutes to the gentleman from IIli- 
nois | Mr. CANNON}. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I do not know that I can add any- 
thing to what has been stated. I will say, however, that I have 
some objections to this amendment. [I recollect very well when 
the primary legislation was had in 1874, fixing the postage upon 
this kind of matter at 2 cents a pound, along with the newspa- 
pers. Later on, in 1879, itwas reduced tol cent apound. Since 
that time this class of literature has become universal through- 
out the country. It is the privilege of the poor boy and the poor 
man, the privilege of the country boy and the country man, cut 
off from the town, cut off from the city. By judicious advertis- 
ing it has been buiit up, and in my judgment there never was a 
time in the history of the world when so much good literature 
went to the masses of the people so cheaply as it does now. 

It has been multiplied a hundred and a thousand fold, and all 
you have got to do is to make the matter so that they can reach 
everybody, and then they get the advantage of this literature. 
Thereare men before me now, representing many portions of the 
country, that would feel it, and their constituents would feel it, 
in the event thisamendment were adopted. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!”] 

Mr. PICKLER. Willthe Chairman of the committee have 
read by the Clerk the short address of the publishers of New 
York addressed to him as Chairman of the committee? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I will not have time 
todo that. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!”] 

I want to say a few words on this subject. The object of this 
amendment is to exclude books and pamphlets from the mails at 
second-class rates, so that periodical books and pamphlets pub- 
lished four times a year, or at least four times a year, by pub- 
lishing houses, should not have the advantage of the present 
second-class rate, which is 1 cent» pound. This amendment is 
to require them to pay 8 cents a pound. In other words, to 
let these novels and books that are published periodically pay 
the same rates that Bibles pay, that school books pay, and that 
scientific and religious works and other standard books pay. 

Mr. COOMBS. You mean bound books? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Bound books. 
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eon ee The Bible in this way would go just ascheap 
as they do. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, No; it must be issued 
asaserial. The only way that Bibles can go at this rate is 
when they are issued serially and without binding. Now, what 
is the effect of this cheap rate with reference to these books? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Before the gentleman comes to 
that, let me ask him does not Harper’s Magazine, the Century, 
the North American Review, and the Forum go through the 
mail at the rate of 1 cent a pound? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Then why not give the poor 
people this classic literature, that costs half the price of the 

azines I have mentioned. 

r. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The gentleman’s 
proposition is not for the benefit of the poor any more than the 
rich people. 

Mr. HOPKINS of I'linois. Oh, yes, it is. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The poor people wish 
to read their Bibles, do they not? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Kight here, let me ask the gen- 
tleman if it is not a fact that when he and I served on the com- 
mittee it was demonstrated that the Bible is published and is- 
sued in this form——- 

Mr. HENDERSON of NorthCarolina. If it is issued in serial 
form it is entitled to this rate, if unbound. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Is it not a fact that it was in evi- 
dence that it was issued in that form? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. It was in evidence, 
as I remember, that there were very few Bibles of that sort is- 
sued, and we have evidence which shows that the books circu- 
lated in this way are very many of them bad books and not good 
books. [Loud criesof‘* Oh, no! at If I had time I could show it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to call attention to the fact, as stated 
by the Postmaster-General, that the total weight of all mail 
matter dispatched from all the post-offices in the United States 
during the year ending June 30, 1893, is estimated at 453,834,000 
pounds; the cost of carrying which over railroads, steamboats, 
and star routes was $36,563,450, or an average of more than 8 
cents apound. Of this mass of matter over 300,000,000 pounds, 
or very nearly two-thirds of the whole, consisted of matter of the 
second class, on about 256,000,000 pounds of which a revenue of 
acenta pound in postage was received; so that the clear loss, 
therefore, to the Government on the = of this matter, 
without taking into consideration that which was carried free 
in the respective counties of publication was 7 cents a pound, or 
in the aggregate about $18,000,000 during the year. This it 
must be remembered is the loss on transportation alone. If the 
cost of distribution, delivery, and mb me else that grows 
out of the maiiing of this matter were added the annual loss 
would be immensely greater. 

Mr. AITKEN. I would like to ask the gentleman if these 
books were published in Canada, under the present postal regu- 
lations with that country, we would not be compelled to carry 
them free;and if they are now admitted in the mails of Canada 
free, could not these publishers go into Canadaand get the bene- 
fit of free postage? ; 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. We have a law by 
which books printed in Canada come in free or at the pound 
rate,as the case may be. Thatisa part of the postal agreement 
made with Canada. But all such foreign publications must pos- 
sess the same statutory characteristics as our domestic publica- 
tions in order to entitle them to admission at the domestic rates. 

Mr. AITKEN. Then they can be carried free just the same 
®@8 any newspaper which is ‘published in Canada comes in free? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I am not prepared to 
go that far. 

Mr. COOMBS. Then would not this proposed change transfer 
the printing of these books to Canada? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Idonot think so; and 
if this amendment is adopted, Canadian publications could only 
be admitted at the changed rates; but if we found that not to be 
the case we could easily change the law. 

Mr. QUIGG. Let me ask the chairman of the committee 
whether it would not be a fairer statement to say that the figures 
he has given show the expense at which the Government does 
this business, rather than to talk about a “clear loss”? Are we 

expected to make money out of the Post Office? 

r. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Well, we do make 
money out of some parts of the postal service, although as a 
whole the system is not self-supporting. 

Mr. SICKLES. Out of the New York post-office the Depart- 
ment makes money. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. But weare going to 
have a deficit this year of from twelve to fifteen million dollars; 
whereas if it were not for the fact of allowing this second-vlass 
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matter to eo through the mails at 1 cent a pound, instead of 
having a deficit we would probably have a surplus of $25,000,000 
a year, and the tal deficit is wholly caused by carrying printed 
matter at less thancost. The Government isnot trying tomake 
money out of the Post-Office; but I do not see why these peri- 
odical books which gentlemen are so delighted with should go 
through the mails at 1 cent per pound while other books, stand- 
ard works, and good books, and Bibles, and prayer books, and 
religious and literary, professional, and scientific books should 
be required to pay 8 certsa pound, although even 8 cents a pound 
is less than the cost of carrying any of them. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The gentleman can get Bunyan's Holy 
War and the Pilgrim’s Progress just as cheap in this form as 
any other book. 

fr. HOPKINS of Illinvis. The Bible itself is published and 
circulated in this form. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I wish to ask the chairmanaquestion. He 
states that there is no reasox why these other books should pa 
8 cents a — for carriage through the mails. I wish to as 
him whether there is any reason why he should charge me 32 
cents a pound for the carriage of letter matter when it costs 
only 8 cents? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Thatisa very different 
question. The gentleman was at one time chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and I suppose he then 
had an opportunity to formulate a bill uponthatsubject. Atany 
rate, I am not discussing that question now. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I wish to ask the chairman 
whether it is nota fact that in the investigation held by the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads in the Fifty-second 
Congress, of which he wasa member, it was shown that the large 
rection in the price of these books was due, in the first place, 
to the expiration of copyrights, and in the second place to im- 
ee in machinery; and thirdly, that a large mass of vile 

iterature, dime novels, and works of that class, were issued in 
serial form so as to take advantage of this law? 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. That is true. [Cries 
of ‘‘Vote!” ‘*Vote!” 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I would ask the gentleman 
from North Carolina, in the spirit in which he has spoken here, 
to allow me time enough to offer an amendment to the proposi- 
tion, which I hope will be unanimously agreed to. [Laughter 
and renewed cries of ‘‘Vote!” 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I demand 
the previous question on the bill and amendments. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Let me have my amendment 
read for information. [Cries of ‘‘No!” ‘‘No!”] 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I ask the gentleman to yield 
to me to have this read. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I can not do that 
without violating the agreement made with the House. I will 
print in the RECORD as a part of my remarks the following: 

Object of this section: 


To prevent the circulation of books (other than magazines, etc.), in the 
mails as second-class matter at 1 cent a pound. 

Reasons why: 

(1.) It was not the intention of Congress toadmit books into the mails at 1 
centa pound. The legal postage on books is 8 cents a pound. The loss in 
revenue is $1,400,000 per annum on the present volume of matter. 

(2.) The amount o pered covered books carried in the mails at 1 cent a 
pound, from a careful estimate, is 20,000,000 pounds annually, and it is in- 
creasing at the rate of 2,000,000 pounds a year. 

(3.) The actual cost of transportation alone of the mails is about 8 cents a 
ound. These books are carried entirely from publishers to newsagents at 
cent a pound, It costs the people of the United States, in actual cash, 

$1,200,000 in excess of postage received for the privilege of carrying these 
books, to say nothing of clerical work at post-offices, 

(4.) All books (other than this class) are carried only at 8 cents a pound, 
and other merchandise at 16 cents a pound, and the weight of all such pack- 
ages are limited to4 pounds. Papered covered books are carried from pub- 
lishers to news agents in packages weighing several hundred pounds each, 
at 1 cent a pound. 

(5.) About 90 per cent of these books, carri@d at 1 cent a pound, are for- 
eign novels. One of the best catalogues of this class of publications shows 
that out of 1,142 books 1,031 are novels. In another out of 619 books 510 are 
novels, and only 20 are by Amerioan authors. In another, out of 2,080 
books, less than 75 are by American authors. Other catalogues make a 
much worse showing. 

(6.) All the ‘flash story books,” or ‘‘yellow-covered novels,’ and all the 
% ent a boys’ and girls’ story books are carried in the mails at 1 
cent a pound. blishers of some of the latter class issue six each week. 

The worst French novels are in this tlass. In Great Britain some of them 
are not allowed to be published or sold at all, and a publisher was imprisoned 
six months for issuingthem. In France not a ony of certain publications 
are sold atany railroad news stand, being excluded on account of their filthi- 
ness. The attention of the French Government was called to this exclusion 
in the French Senate, and it was successfully defended on the und of the 
immorality of the publications. In America all such novels, filled with im- 
purity as they are, are notonly sold everywhere, but entire editions are car- 
ried in the mails from the Atlantic to the Pacific at 1 cent a pound, or at a 
cost in cash to the people of 6centsfor each pound carried any other for- 
eign win gg equally bad and receive the same favored entry to the United 

States m 

(7.) The postage on school books, Bibles, prayer books, scientific, religious, 
and Imisesiianecus books, bound and unbo (other than those entered as 
second-class matter), is 8 cents a pound. 
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cent a pound, and those for which 8 cents a pound is charged. i select the 
former almost at random from catalogues containing thousands of the same 
kind: 

AT 1 CENT A POUND. 


Creeping Cat, the Cadoo; or the Red and White Pard. 

Red Skin Tom; or, the Demon's Trail. 

Little Quick Shot, the Scarlet Scent; or the Dead Face of Daggerville. 
Denver Doll, the Detective Queen. 

Manhattan Mike, the Bowery Blood. 

Wild Emma, the Girl Brigand. 

Eagie Kit, the Boy Demon. 

The Queen of Fate’s Revenge. 

The Girl Avenger. The Girl’s Dead Shot. 

French and other foreign novels. 

Five to 10 per cent of helpful and unobjectionable publications. 


AT 8 CENTS A POUND. 


Bibles. Medical books. 
School books. Scientific books. 
Prayer books. Religious books. 
Law books. Miscellaneous books. 


In this section is no discrimination against any book or class of books. 
No objections are offered to novels of home or foreign authors, whether good, 
bad, or indifferent, but it is insisted all books shall stand on the same level, 
and that foreign novels shall pay as much postage as is exacted for good and 
helpful books. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question was taken upon the amendment reported from 
the Committee of the Whole, and the Speaker declared that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 26, noes 183; so the 
amendment was rejected. 


The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and read a third | 


time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 
On motion of Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina, the mo- 


tion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid | 


on the table. 
GAMBLING IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to enter a motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the House yesterday refused to 
pass the bill (H. R. 6109) to amend an act approved January 31, 
1883, entitled ‘‘An act to more effectually suppress gambling in 
the District of Columbia.” 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. HAYES, for ten days, onaccount of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. TERRY (on motion of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas), 
indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, a few days ago I asked leave 
of absence for my colleague, Mr. MARSHALL, on account of sick- 
ness and he was excused, but only for that day. I now ask that 


he be given leave of absence indefinitely on account of sickness. | 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. STORER. Mr. Speaker, I have ascertained that my col- 
league, Mr. WHITE, has no recorded leave of absence. I know 
that he is ill athis home in Cleveland, and I ask that he be given 
indefinite leave of absence. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 5 
o'clock p. m.) adjourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2o0f Rule XITI, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. MCNAGNY, from the Committee on War Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 3513) for the relief of J. B. Newcomb, of Marion 
County, Ind. (Report No. 745.) 

A bill (H. R. 561) for the reiief of John and Sarah Griffin. 
(Report No. 746.) 

By Mr. ENLOH, from the same committee: 

A bill (H. R. 737) for the relief of I. G. Harden, administrator 
of W. K. Hardin, deceased. eee No. 747.) 
wine bill (H. R. 5392) for the relief of John Hagy. (Report No. 

8. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the same committee: 

A bill (H. R. 582) for the relief of the Methodist Church of Point 
Pleasant, W. Va. (Report No. 749.) 

A bill (H. R. 1065) for the relief of John Rhodes and wife. 
(Report No. 750.) 

By Mr. GOLDZIER, from the same committee: A resolution to 
refer to the Court of Claims the bills (H. R. 3860, 665, 667, 668, 
669, 670) for the relief of Holmes Sells, deceased, Omer Bandry, 
David and Barbette Cash, John R. Elliott, Joseph Knight, Pierre 
Garrott, and Louis V. Porche. (Report No. 751.) 
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By Mr. GEISSENHAINER, from the Committee on Naval 
| Affairs: A joint resolution (S. R. 74) for the proper enrollment 
of Thomas R. Proctor in the Navy of the United States. (Re- 
port No. 752.) 
By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: 
A bill (H. R. 5659) for the relief of Zimri Elliott, of Wilsey, 
Kans. (Report No. 754.) 
A bill (H. R. 4802) for the relief of Phillip Milbauhr. 
No. 755.) 
A bill (H.R. 6069) to reimburse John Nelson for money paid 
in 1863 to avoid adraft. (Report No. 756.) 
By Mr. HOUK, from the same committee: 
A bill ( 1. R. 923) for the relief of John T. Brown. 
foi.) 
A bill (H. 2.921) for the relief of Horace L. Bradley, of Knox- 
ville, Tenn. (Report No. 758.) 


(Report 


Report No. 


VIEWS OF MINORITY ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Mr. MCDANNOLD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

| submitted the views of the minority on the bill (H. R. 3693) to 

| pension Louisa B. Hall. 

Mr. ERDMAN, from the same committee, submitted the views 
of the minority on the bill (H. R. 811) to pension Harriet Wood- 

| bury. 





| CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


| Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from theconsideration of thefollowing bills; which were referred 
as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6769) to refund internal-revenue taxes paid by 
| owners of private dies—the Committee on Appropriations dis- 
| charged, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
| <A bill (A. R. 6761) for the relief of Edgar H. Bates, for the 
loss of his minor son, Millard F. Bates, who was killed on or 
about September 3, 1872—the Committee on War Claims dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1860) to authorize Prof. Asaph Hall, of the United 
States Navy, to accept a gold medal from the Academy of Sci- 
| ence of France—the Committee on Naval Affairs discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 6809) 
to amend the act approved March 3, 1879, making appropriations 
for the service of the Post-Office Department, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

re Mr. PAGE: A bill (H. R.6810) to prevent the manufacture 
of clothing in unhealthy places and the sale of clothing so man- 
ufactured—to the Committee on Manufactures. 

By Mr. TUCKER (by request): A bill(H. R. 6811) to coin gold 
| and silver money, establish a parity between gold and silver 
coin, and provide a means of maintaining the same with legal- 
tender notes, and to equalize the utility of the national banks— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H. R.6812) to refer to the Court of 
Claims certain claims of the white adopted citizens of the 
Cherokee Nation, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R. 6813) to establish a de- 
partment of public health—to the Committee on the Judiciarv. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHBN: A bill (H. B.6814) extending the time 
of payment to purchasers of lands of the Omaha tribe of In- 
| dians in Nebraska, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
| on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMINETTI: A bill (HB. R. 6815) to provide for the 
division of the northern district of California into the San Fran- 
cisco and Sacramento divisions, and for holding the circuit and 
district courts of the United States therein, and for other pur- 
| poses-—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
| By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (H.R. 6816) to 
| waend the charter of the District of Columbia Suburban Rail- 

way Company—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
By Mr. GEAR: A joint resolution (H. Res. 168) instructing 
the Secretary of War to return to the State of Iowa the flag of 
the Twenty-second Regiment of lowa Volunteer Infantry—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 6835) to amend Title LX, 
chapter 3, of the Revised Stati:'es of the United States, relating 
to copyrights—to the Commi tee on Patents. 














4058 


CONGRESSIONAL RECQRD—SENATE. 


Apri 25, 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, —— bills of the following 
titles were presented and refe as follows: 

By Mr. BOWER of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 6817)for the 
relief of M. L. Mott—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BUNDY: A bill (H. R. 6818) ng a pension to 
Madison Wall, late of Company K, Fifth West Virginia Volun- 
teer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R, 6819) for the relief 
of k. N. Smith—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: A bill (H. R. 6820) for the relief of F'ran- 
cis Merriman Newton—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 6821) for the relief of Hanna 
L. M. Frye—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 6822) granting a pension to 
Mary Hodgson, a hospital nurse during the war of the rebel- 
lion —to the Committee on Invaiid Pensions. 

By Mr. KRIBBS: A bill (H. R. 6823) for the relief of Fannie 
Moseley Lorain—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 6824) for the re- 
lief of members of the Missouri Home Guards—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public.Lands. 

By Mr. McCULLOCH: A bill (H. R. 6825) for the relief of Dr. 
J. i. Seegraves, surgeon United States Army—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 6826) granting an increase of 
pension to Elizabeth Ellery, of Castleton, Vt.—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PASCHAL: A bill (H. R. 6827) for the relief of Julius 
E. Mugge—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Me. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 6828) for the 
relief of B. Glatt, Baton Rouge, La.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. TYLER: A bill (4. R. 6829) granting a pension to 
Minerva Ellen Land—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6830) granting a pension to Anna J. Be- 
langa—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 6831) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Mary E. Wyse, widow of Lieut. Col. F. O. 
Wyse—to the Committee on Pensions. 

y Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 6832) for the 
relicf of the estate of T. J. McFariand, deceased, late of Yalo- 
busha County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H. R. 6833) for the relief of L.C. 
M. McIntosh, Richland Parish, La.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr.GORMAN; A bill (H.R. 6834) for the relief of Richard 
H. Marsh—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ENLOE: A bill (4. R. 6836) for the relief of Robert 
M. Reed—io the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BALDWIN: Protest of members of the faculty of the 
University of Minnesota, against abol the Coast and Geo- 
detic Survey—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of 33 citizens of Philadelphia, 
for a Christian amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr.CALDWELL: Petition of Cincinnatus Council, No. 82, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, in favor of House 
bill 5246—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of Trades and Labor Assembly of Sandusky, 
Ohio, in favor of Governmentownership and control of telegraph 
lines-—to the Committee on the Post- and Post-Roads. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for the relief of J. R. Cobb—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Petition of Edward Dolliver and others, 
of Gloucester, Mass., for legislation ia re to the fraternal 
beneficiary press—to the Committee on the ffice and Post- 
Road 


8. 
By Mr. GRIFFIN: Petition of Detroit Council, No. 103, of 
Germania Cirele; No. 29, Patrons of Husbandry; General Custer 
Council, No. 517; of Nelson K. Riddle, and of W. M. Lerch and 
others of Detroit, Mich., in su of the Hainer 
bill—to the Committee on the ffice and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. HARMER: Memorial and data to accompany a bill 
ting a pension to Mary Hodgson, a hospital nurse during 
the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


war ‘ 
By Mr. HAYES: Petition cf citizens of Benn D. C., in 
favor =) House bill 6725—to the Committee on the trict of 
Columbia. 
By Mr. HENDER <i of Iowa: Paper from A. Littlejohn, of 
Independence, Iowa, setting forth the inyustice of the Wilson 


tariff bill as affecting national building and loan associations— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. W. Roe and 26 other citizens of Manches- 
ter, Iowa, urging upon Congress legislation authorizing the is- 
suance of joint interchangeable 5,000-mile tickets—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce 
of San Francisco, relative to dangers to navigation in the ap- 
proaches to San Francisco Bay, and asking for anappropriation 
to have said obstructions removed—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of Humboldt Chamber of Commerce, of Eu- 
reka, Cal., asking an appropriation for the purpose of publish- 
ing a monthly pilot chart of the North Pacific Ocean—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Also, petition of J. A. Brunner and others, of San Francisco, 
in favor of the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

+ Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of San Fran- 
cisco, in opposition to the passage of the income tax—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of San Fran- 
cisco, urging an appropriation for the purpose of publishing a 
monthly pilot chart of the North Pacific Ocean—to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Protest of St. John’s Evan- 

elical Lutheran Church, of Good Thunder, Minn., signed by 

v. John Grabarkeurtz, pastor, and Frank H.Sohre and Aug. 

T. Gross, trustees, mppresea tas 475 communicants, against any 
change in the preamble of the Constitution of the United States— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia: Papers to accompany bill for 
the relief of Pleasant M. Craegmiles, of Bradley County, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Protest of St. John’s and Trinity Evan- 
gelical Lutheran Churches, of Fosco and Waltham, Minn., 

inst any change in the preamble of the Constitution of tho 
nited States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of A. M. Clark and 25 other citi- 
zens of West Troy, N. Y., favoring the passage of the Mander- 
son-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


ads. 
By Mr. TYLER: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
—— Ellison, of Norfolk, Va.—to the Committee on War 

laims. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, April 25, 1894. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBuRN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


. EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, with his 
approval, a letter from the Third Auditor of that Department, 
submitting a draft of a posneced oe to make the 
necessary investigation of claims for reimbursement of expenses 
incident to the last sickness and burial of deceased pensioners 
under section 4718 of the Revised Statutes and laws amendaiory 
thereof, etc.; which, with the accompanying papérs, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


inted. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Comp- 
troller of the Currency in reference to the ap ropriation con- 
tained in thesundry civil approPriation bill for the suppression 
of counterfeiting and other crimes;” which, with the accom- 
panying pees, was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 

ons, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, with his approval, a letter 
from the Chief of the Seeret Service Division of the Treasury 
Sere an appropriation for suppressing counter- 
feiting and other crimes, which it is desired shall be substituted 
for the itera relative to that object on 40 and 41 of the sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill: which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, annou that the House had disa- 
greed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 6442) to 
protect the birdsand animals in Yellowstone National Par‘, and 


. 
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to punish crimes in said park, and for other purposes; agreed to 
the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. MoRag, Mr. 
Hake, and Mr. LACEY managers at the conference on the part of 
the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R.6016) making appropriations for the service of the Post- 
Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolution; 
which were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 3713) to provide for the division of the eastern 
district of Michigan into the northern and southern divisions 
and for holding the circuit and district courts of the United 
States therein, and for other purposes; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 77) providing forthe placing of a tab- 
let upon the Capitol to commemorate the laying of the corner 
stone of the building, September 18, 1793. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Last- 
ers’ Protective Union of America, of Boston, Mass., remon- 
strating against the ratification of the proposed Chinese treaty; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of Council No. 507, Jun- 
ior Order United American Mechanics, of Port Marion, Pa., 
and a petitionof Council No. 181, Junior Order of United Ameri- 
can Mechanics, of Erie, Pa., praying for the passage of House 
bill 5246, restricting immigration; which were referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 
242, of York, Pa., and the memorial of Gibson Weber, of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., remonstrating against the ratification of the pro- 
posed Chinese treaty; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Barr Farmers’ Alliance, No. 
74, of Nicktown, Pa., praying for the passage of the so-called 
Hill oleomargarine bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of W. F. Winslow and 
78 other citizens of Winsted, Conn., and a petition of Win- 
chester Council, No. 755, Royal Arcanum, of Winsted, Conn., 
praying that fraternal society and college journals be admitted 
to the mails as second-class matter; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Arthur Sikes and 103 other 
citizens of Suffield, Conn., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to enable the States to enforce State laws regulating the 
sale of substitutes for dairy products; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. WALSH. I present sundry petitions of citizens of At- 
lanta, Columbus, and Macon, in the State of Georgia, praying 
that nation%i building and loan associations and local building 
and loan associations be exempted from the provisions of the pro- 

income tax. I ask that the petitions lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My attention hasbeen called to the pres- 
entation of a number of petitions from different ts of the 
United States in respect to the clause in the tariff bill in regard 
to building associations. I am authorized to state that that 
prayer of the petitioners will be granted. I have already been 
tiation, at the proper time, when the question comes up, to 
offer an amendment that I think ‘vill remove the objections of 
the petitioners. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from Ohio state the pur- 
port of that amendment, and whether it is broad enough to 
cover all that the petitioners pray for? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it will. It will cover all building 
associations whose business it is to loan money or to receive de- 
posits (and it is confined to their depositors), not only for the 
purpose of erecting homes but for the purpose of relieving them- 
selves or for any other lawful purpose. 

Mr. CULLOM. The reason why I make the inquiry is be- 
cause I have myself had a good many letters and petitions stat- 
ing that the bill as reported to the Senate is not broad enough 
to cover the requests that they make. 

Mr.SHERMAN. My impression is that it will be broad 
enough. I have had a great number of letters from the labor 
organizations of Cincinnati and other parts of Ohio complaining 
of the provision, and they are satisfied with the proposition that 
will be made. The Senate, as a matter of course, can change it 
toanyextent. 

Mr. WALSH. I wish to ask the senior Senator from Ohio if 
I understood him correctly as stating that anamendment would 
be offered to the income-tax provision exempting loan and build- 
ing associations from the operation of that tax? 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, substantially. I have not the lan- 
guage of the amendment before me, but it relieves them to the 
extent that is supposed to be safe. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me I will undertake 
to state, I think accurately, what theamendment agreed upon in 
the committee is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 

Mr. VEST. I can only speak of my personal knowiedge in 
regard to it, butit proposes to exempt from income tax the divi- 
dends and profits of loan and building associations where they 


make loans to their shareholders for the purpose of enabling 
the shareholders to purchase grounds and erect homes for them- 
selves. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Shareholders and depositors. 

Mr. VEST. In other words, all loan and building associations 
whose funds are used for speculative purposes are subject to the 
income tax, but where the money of the association is loaned to 
its shareholders in order to provide homes for them, then the in- 
come tax does not apply. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petitions prese: 
Senator from Georgia will lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 


was referred the bili (S. 1252) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act 
to provide for the times and places to hold terms of the United 
States courts in the State of Washington,” reported it with an 


amendment. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregan, from. the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 557) for the relief of George 
FE. Roberts, administrator of the estate of William B. Thayer, 
deceased, surviving partner of Thayer Brothers, and others, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted areport thereon. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1490) to pension Molly Crandall, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 967) to remit the penalties on 
gunboat No. 3, the Concord, and gunboat No. 4, the Benning- 
ton, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 6126) to amend an act to authorize con- 
struction of a bridge at Burlington, lowa, approved August 6, 
1888, and amended by act approved February 21, 1890, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 814) for the relief of the representatives of 
Daniel C. Rodman, deceased, and others, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WALSH, from the Select Committee on the Quadro-Cen- 
tennial, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by 
Mr. VILAS on the 12th instant, intended to be proposed to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill, reported maverdiy thereon, and 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and printed; which was agreed to. 

AD VALOREM AND SPECIFIC RATES OF DUTY. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Isubmit. from the Committee on Finance, 
a report of replies from collectors of customs concerning ad 
valorem and specific rates of duty on imports—replies to inqui- 
ries made by order of the Finance Committee. I ask that the 
report be printed as a document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 1950) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge over the Delaware River between the 
States of New Jersey and Pennsylvania, to regulate commerce 
in and over such bridge, and to establish such bridge as a mili- 
tary and post road; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce 

Mr. PEFFER. I desire to introduce a bill, and before doing 
so I wish to make a very brief statement in relation to it. 

It is evident from what we see here that within a short time 
at least there will be a considerable number of persons within 
the District of Columbia more than are here now, who are not 
only in search of employment but who will be in need of employ- 
ment. As the Senate knows, I am trying very hard to find some 
way for the employment of those people, and in connection with 
that, for the relief of the moral pressure that is being brought 
to bear on the part of a great many people. 

With that view I propose to introduce a bill and have it re- 
ferred to the Committee ou the District of Columbia, and I will 
call the attention of that committee to its provisions to this ex- 
tent. Itis rather suggestive than declaratory; and if the com- 
mittee are of opinion that there is any merit in the conception 
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of the bill in its scope, any needed amendments can very readily 
be made. If anything is done it ought to be promptly done. 

The bill (S. 1951) to provide work for unemployed persons in 
the District of Columbia was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the bill be read in full. 

The bill was read the second time at length, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the Committees on the District of Columbia for the 
Senate and House of Re tatives shall, for the purposes o act, 
during its continuance, act asa joint commission, whose chairman shall be 
the chairman of the Senate Committee. 

Sxo. 2. The said joint committee shall forthwith proceed to ny out plans 
for the improvement of the grounds of the District of Columbia, by opening 
highways wherever there is reasonable need of the same, by improving high- 
ways already opened or projected, by gr lands | adjacent to such 
highways 80 as to vent washing away of the r by floods, 
overflows, and the like, by the construction of bridges, culverts, and stone 
water ways or conduits, by opening sewers where needed, and by such other 
means as will insure Foes and permanent roadways, a and drainage 
of the sald District of Columbia: Provided, That the provisions of this act 
shall not be constrvied to include the streets and sewers of the city of Wash- 
ington: but, in arias out the plans of improvement as herein rdquired, the 
commission shall have due regard to the location and direction of such 
streets, so that the outlying improvements. taken in connection with those 
of the city, shall make one congruous and convenient arrangement. 

The work on such improvements shall be begun without unnecessary de- 
Jay, and the commission, under proper regulations by them made, shali em- 
ploy such persons, within the District, as have no other present employ- 
ment and who desire to work at a daily wage of $1.50 for eight hours work, 
beginning at 8a. m. and mopping 5 p. m., allowing one hour for dinner. 

he coinmission sha}! make full and detailed report of their work to Con- 
gress at its meeting each year in December. 

The sum of #1,09),000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereb 
appropriated out of any moneys in the Treasury, not otherwise appro ce 
to carry out the provisions of this act, and the money shall be paid out on 
the order of the chairman of said commission, specifying that it is to be 
used for carrying out the provisions of this act. 

This act shall take effect immediately, and shall remain in force until the 
ist day of April, 1896. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 1952) to amend an act 
entitled *‘An act to incorporate the Washington and Great Falls 
Electric Railway;” which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 1953) to construe the 
act of Congress passed January 6, 1893, to incorporate the Prot- 
estant Episcopal Cathedral Foundation of the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MCPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 1954) to amend sec- 
tion 1379, chapter 1, Title XV, Revised Statutes of the United 
States: which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 1955) granting a pension to 
Jonathan H. Glenn, of Lyndon, Osage County, Kans.; which was 
eee twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 1856) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary Doubleday, widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Abner 
Doubleday; which was read twice by its title,and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAREY introduced a bill (S. 1957) to increase the pension 
of Joseph W, Fisher; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon introduced a bill (S. 1958) granting 
an increase of pension to Enoch G. Adams; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 

mmittee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 1959) for the relief of Hanna 
L. M. Frye; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Patents. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1960) to authorize the Great Falls 
Power Company to sell electricity for light and other purposes 
in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 196i) relative to securing 
fair and impartial trials of causes, either at law or in equity, 
and of indictments or criminal proceedings, in the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1962) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to provide a temgorney oes for 
the Territory of Oklahoma, to enlarge the jurisdiction of the 
United States court in the Indian Territory and for other pur- 
poses,” approved May 3, 1890; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CAMDEN introduced a bill (S. 1963) for the relief of the 
sureties of Dennis Murphy; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

AWARDS UNDER FOX AND WISCONSIN RIVER IMPROVEMENT, 

Mr. VILAS submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and to: 


Ress!ved, That the Attorney-General be, and he is hereby, directed to fur- 
nish to the Senate a statement of the awards and judgments rendered by 


the commissioners or courts on file in his office against the United States 

an act of Conaesee entitled ‘‘An act to aid in the improve- 
and Wisconsin Rivers in the State of Wisconsin,” approved 
ch awards and j ents no appeal has been taken, 
and the time for such appeal having expired which have not been hereto- 
fore reported to Congress, and if he knows of any reason why the same 
should not be paid. 

RIGHT OF PETITION. 

Mr. ALLEN. I submit a resolution for which I ask present 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas it is currently reported that unarmed, law-abiding, and peacea- 
bly disposed but unemployed citizens of the United States of America are 
about “to peaceably assemble’ in the city of Washington and ‘to petition 
the Government for a redress of their grievances; ’’ and 

Whereas threats of arresting such persons have been made upon their en- 
tering the District of Columbia and the city of Washington; Therefore be it 

Resolved, That under the Constitution of the United States of America cit- 
izens of the United States, regardless of their rank or station in life, have 
an undoubted and unquestionable right to peaceably assemble and petition 
the Government for a redress of their grievances at any place within the 
United States where they do not create a »reach of the peace, menace or en- 

r [am or property, or disturb vhe transaction of the public busi- 
ness or the free use of streets and er = the public. 

2. That such persons have as undoub' aright to visit and assemble in 
the city of Was on for any and all peaceable pespows as in any other 

tion of territory belonging to or under the jurisdiction of the United 
tates, at all times being amenable to the law for any violation thereof. 

8. That such persons have a right to enter upon the Capitol grounds of the 
United States, and into the Capitol building itself, as fully and to.as great 
an extent as other citizens a Eee so long as they do not disturb or hin- 
der the transaction of the public business, menace the public peace or rights 
of persons and property, and any threat of violence to such persons under 
such circumstances would be aclear violation of their constitutional and 
inalienable rights. 

4 That wecommend the prompt enforcement of all just and constitutionay 
laws looking to the preservatien of the pom peace and the prevention of 
crime, but under the pretense of preserving the __ ace and the pre- 
vention and punishment of crime, peaceable and law-abiding citizens must 
not be distur in the full and free exercise of their constitutional rights. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the resolution be printed and go over. 
Mr. GRAY. I did not hear what was asked? 

Mr. HARRIS. Consent for present consideration. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask consent for the present consideration of 
the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to its present 
consideration. : 

Mr. GRAY. I never heard any of the doctrines set forth in 
the paper denied anywhere at any time. 
Mr. ALLEN. They have been denied recently. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theresolution will go over and be 
printed. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 6016) making appropriations for the service of 
the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1895, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

OREGON LAND GRANTS. 

Mr. MARTIN. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
resume the consideration of Senate bill 1649, which was under 
consideration yesterday morning. I think it will occupy the at- 
tention of the Senate but a few moments, and it and the Okla- 
homa billare matters which ought to be disposed of immediately. 
I hope no Senator will object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Kansas? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 1649) peeriaing 
for the survey of the land described in the grant to the Willa- 
mette Valley and Cascade Mountain Wagon Road Company, in 
the State of Oregon, the pending question being on the amend- 
ment ameeeer ye r. COCKRELL. 

Mr. HELL of Oregon. I think the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. COCKRELL] in the statement he made yesterday was 
under a oupeees nm as to the apore and effect of this 
bill, espec 2 its third section. The bill does not provide a 
new way of d of the public lands of the United States. 
It simply prov that the certificates of deposit issued in pur- 
suance of the provisions of the bill shall be used in the os 
of lands taken under any of the exising land laws of the United 
States. That is all there is toit. It does not po for float- 
ing scrip or anything like the Valentine scrip or the Sioux 
scrip. 6 certificates mentioned in the bill can simply be used 
in nt of lands taken under the homestead and preémption 


or other land laws of the United States. 


Mr. DOLPH. If epee will permit me, the bill does 
not wee the right to purchase an acre of land. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Not at all. : 

Mr. DOLPH. It woe oe that the scrip proposed to 
be issued may be used u of money where money is to be 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
heretofore proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocK- 
RELL], which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Insection 3, line 8, after the words “ United 
States,” it is proposed to strike out: 

Or for any public lands of the United States entered orto be entered under 
the laws of the United States. 

The amendment-was rejected. 

Mr. CALL. It seems to me that the bill ought to be very 
carefully considered. The question of disposing of the public 
lands to any one except actual settlers I think is a very danger- 
ous one to deal with, and particularly so at the present time. 
The area of the public lands has been greatly diminished; there 
is but little left compared with the needs of the people of the 
United States; and it seems to me that the scrip provided for 
by the bill, although limited, as the Senator from Oregon de- 
scribes it, which may be used to pay whatever may be due to 
the Treasury from the public lands, ought to be very carefully 
considered before it is adopted. . I did not hear the entire bill 
read and do not understand its provisions, but I know this is a 
very dangerous subject to legislate upon, and that very great 
care ought to be taken in extending the location of lands or the 
payment for lands with scrip issued to any one, or issued under 
any circumstances. 

Mr. WHITE. The -Senator from Florida, I submit, is mis- 
taken as to the object of the bill. It grants no land to any one; 
it provides for the issuance of no scrip which may be used in 
any way to extend the operation of the land laws of the United 
States. The bill simply provides for the making of a survey, 
not for the benefit of any particular company. The grant re- 
ferred to has already been made and held to be valid by the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, and neither the company nor 
the parties who desire to be settlers can utilize any of the land 
in the neighborhood until the survey is made. 

The passage of this bill is not in the interest of any corpora- 
tion, but it is in the interest of every one who desires to utilize 
these lands. It grants no rights to any company. The com- 
pany’s rights have already attached and been recognized by the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and until the company is 
able to segregate its lands under a public survey no settler can 
occupy any of the territory covered by the general grant. It is 
in the interest of the settlers that this measure is here. 

Mr. CALL. I understood that there was to be some use made 
of the scrip. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator will permit me, under ordinary 
circumstances the Government of the United States makes the 
surveys, and of course they must be paid for. Owing to the 
fact that there isno money in the Treasury which can be de- 
voted to the purpose, the Secretary of the Interior accepted a 
proposition from these grant owners to advance the money for 
the making of the survey. The scrip is merely issued to them 
that they may obtain the money back. The bill does not author- 
ize them to locate one acre of land under the scrip. Of that I 
can assure the Senator, for, with him, I am opposed to making 
any grants. 

Mr.CALL. That being the case, Mr. President, I see no ob- 
jection to the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amendments made yesterday as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


LANDS IN OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 


Mr. MARTIN. I now ask the Senate to proceed to the im- 
mediate consideration of the bill of which I gave notice, House 
dill 5065. I wish to say to the Senate that this is a bill simply 
providing for the leasing of certain lands in the Territory of 
Oklahoma. The law now authorizes the Secretary of the In- 
terior to lease the lands. He is anxious to get rid of this re- 
sponsibility and refer it to the officers of the Territory of Okla- 
homa—the Legislature finally, but temporarily the governor, 
the secretary of the Territory, and the superintendent of public 
instruction. The bill has been carefully examined by the Pub- 
lic Lands Committee, carefully considered and unanimously fa- 
vored by the committee, and it has the indorsement of both the 
Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office. That is the whole of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 5065) to ratify the 
reservation of certain lands made for the benefit of Oklahoma 
Territory, and for other purposes. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands 
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with an amendment, in line 12, after the words * ratified, and,” 
to strike out: 

The governor of said Territory is hereby authorized to lease the s»me for 
& period not excerding three years, under regulations to be prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Interior, for the respective purposes for which the said res- 
ervations were made: Provided, That at the expiration of any lease of said 
lands the same may be re-leased for another period of three years. 

And insert— 

All of said lands and all of the school lands in said Territory may be leased 
under such laws and regulations as may be hereafter prescribed by the Legis- 
lature of said Territory; but until such legislative action the governor, sec- 
retary of the Territory, and superintendent of pubiic instruction shall con- 
stitute a board for the leasing of said lands under the rules and regulations 





heretofore prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, for the respective 
purposes for which the said reservations were made, except that it shall not 
be necessary to submit said leases to the Secretary of the Interior for his ap 


proval; and all necessary expenses and costs incurred in the leasing, man- 
agement, and protection of said lands and leases may be paid out of the pro- 
ceeds derived from such leases. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendinent was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

ST. LOUIS RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. VILAS. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of House bill 4765. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I should like to inquire whether the morning 
hour expires at 1 o'clock or at 2 o’clock to-day? The reason | 
ask is that, while I do not ubject to the request of the Senator 
from Wisconsin, I should like to have the Senate go to the Cal- 
endar after the Senator’s bill is disposed of. 

Mr. VILAS. The bill will be very quickly disposed of. I 
think it will occasion no debate. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 4765) to authorize 
the St. Louis River Bridge Company and the Duluth Transfer 
Railway Company to construct, maintain, and. operate a bridge 
over the St. Louis River from a point at or near Grassy Point, 
in the village of West Duluth, Minn., tothe most available point 
opposite, in the State of Wisconsin. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LIQUOR TRAFFIC IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. FAULKNER. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate 


for the present consideration of the bill (H.R. 3740) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘ An act regulating the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in the District of Columbia.” The bill is to amend the 


act referred toso as to enable hotels, which are now selling 
liquor in violation of law, to sell under a proper license. 

Mr. DUBOIS. The first bill on the Calendar is a bill for the 
relief of citizens of the States of Oregon, Idaho, and Washiagton, 
who served in a war with the Indians, which was once or twice 
called up when I was away on business connected with the Sen- 
ate. When the bill came up it was read twice. It isa very im- 
portant bill and affects a great many people in the Northwest 
country. I think it will only take a few moments to dispose of 
it. If the morning hour does not expire until 2 o'clock, I have 
no objection to the billof the Senator from West Virginia being 
considered, but | think we ought to go to the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the re-juest of 
the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. FAULKNER. The bill I desire to have considered is 
very importantfor the proper preservation of order and decency 
in the District of Columbia, and it is very short, only a page. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to ask a question. I sawina 
newspaper in this city a statement that the hotel-keepers had 
gilt-edged authority for selling liquor, that they had «# letter 
sent either tothem or to the Commissioners, by which they were 
authorized to sell liquor. If that is so, I should like to ask the 
Senator what is the need of legislation? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will state to the Senator from Oregon 
that he is entirely mistaken. This bill has been passed by the 
House of Representatives. It has been found by a construction 
of the law of 1893 that no hotel, such as the Arlington or the 
Shoreham, or other hotels within 400 feet of a church, can sell 
liquor under a license. When that construction was put upon 
the act of 1893 by the Commissioners, at once the Committee on 
the District of Columbia of the House of Representatives re- 
ported and the House passed a bill authorizing those hotels 
which were in existence prior to the act of 1293 to have their 
licenses to sell liquor. That bill is the one I ask to have taken 
up and acted upon by the Senate. 

Mr. DUBOIS. As I understand, there is no agreement as to 
the morning hour this morning, and, if so, naturally it will run 
to-day until 2 o’clock. So I shall not object to the Senator's bill. 
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Mr. HARRIS. I beg to state to the Senator from Idaho that 

I thiak there is an agreement to the extent that the tariff bill 
is to be proceeded with at 1 o'clock. Idonot think the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] and myself will differ about 
that. . 
Mr. DUBOIS. But there is no agreement, as I understand, 
in regard to the morning hour, Heretofore the morning hour 
expired at 1 o'clock, butif there is noagreement as to the morn- 
ing hour will it not run until 2 o’closk to-day? 

Mr. HARRIS. My impression is that it will be the duty of 
the Chair at 1 o'clock to lay the tariff bill before the Senate. 
Does not the Senator from Rhode Island understand the agree- 
ment in the same way? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do; for to-day the understanding is that 
the first paragraph of the tariff bill shall be read at 1 o’clock, 
but there is no agreement after that. 


THE REVENUE BILL, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 1 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which is House bill 4864. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, before proceeding to the read- 
ing, I desire to say that the consent agreement heretofore made 
as to the number of hours that should be devoted to the consid- 
eration of the bill expired at 50’clock yesterday evening. The 
reading of the bill commences this morning by peregra hs for 
amendment. In view of what I conceive to be the most impor- 
tant of all questions pending before the Senate, I ask unanimous 
consent that for the remainder of this week the bill shall be laid 
before the Senate at 1 o'clock as heretoforeand its consideration 
proceeded with until 6 o0’clock each day except Saturday, the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] having given notice 
that he will call the attention of the Senate toa matter at 3 
o’cloc': on that day to which none of us can afford to object. I 
ask unanimous consent that from this day on until 3 o’clock on 
Saturday, when we yield to the suggestion of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, we shall proceed with the consideration of the 
tariff bill until 6 o’clock each evening. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think there will be no objection on this 
side of the Chamber to an agreement to take up the bill at 1 
o'clock each day, but I think the agreement should extend no 
further than that at present. I have no doubt the Senators 
upon this side of the Chamber will be willing to keep up the 
Eousaiion uatil the hour or near the hour named by the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee, but there are other business matters be- 
fore the Senate that are constantly ran ae GRE and it 
seems to me that the ordinary course had better be followed 
with the pending bill, at least for the remainder of this week, 
that the bill be taken up at 1 o'clock, the adjournment to take 
place at the convenience of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senater from Rhode Island and 
other Senators will consent that we shall proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill without interruption as heretofore until 6 
o'clock. If 1 adopt the suggestion of the Senator from Rhode 
Island, Iam warranted from my e rience here in saying that 
along at 4 or half past 4. or 5 o'clock motions to go into execu- 
tive session or to adjourn will be made by some Senator, and we 





_ will fritter away day by day from one to two hours in calling 


the yeas and nays upon such motions. In view of the great im- 
rtance of an early determination, so as to allow the business of 
he country to know wnat import duties are to be in the future, 
I hope that the Senate will consent to devote at least the num- 
ber of hours I have indicated to the uninterrupted consideration 
of this, the most important measure new pending before either 
House of Congress. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. DUBOIS. I object. 

Mr. HALE. Why will not the Senator from Tennessee allow 
the consideration of the bill to go on through the day, and see 
if any trouble does arise? So long as no movement is made for 
delay specially, and no motion is made that antagonizes the bill, 
itwill be before the Senate and will be considered, and the Sena- 
tor can find out in the course of the day whether any trouble arises. 
If no trouble does arise, and we continue until about 6 o’clock 
considering the bill and debating its provisions, then when to- 
morrow morning comes the same thing can bedone. Would 
it not perhaps be wise to wait until some trouble does arise? I 
do not anticipate any trouble. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Maine will allow me, I 
will state that we had an experience of a few days without an 
consent agreement, and that experience was that.from 4 o'cloc 
until we adjourned we made no progress with the bill; we were 
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vibrating between roll calls and motions to go into executive 
session or to adjourn. 

Mr. HALE. We had not then come to the consideration of 
the pee of the bill, the business portion of the debate. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is very true, but we were considering 
the bill. It was before the Senate, and it wasas urgently pressed 
then as it is now. Now, if Senators are willing to stay here un- 
til 6 o'clock, why can we not come to a unanimous-consent agree- 
ment and have no further controversy about it, and have no in- 
terruption in the consideration of the biil? 

Mr. HALE. One trouble about such a course is that the same 
result will follow that has occurred during the last two weeks. 
If you are bound up by an agreement of that kind, Senators dis- 
appear from the Chamber. During the discussion which has 
taken place in the last three weeks four-fifths of the time there 
have been, with the exception of the distinguished Senator from 
Tennessee, who is championing and managing the bill, no Sen- 
ators present upon the other side of the Chamber, and very few 
upon this side; while if we proceed from hour to hour in dis- 
cussing the bill withoutany agreement that nothing else is to bo 
done it will keep Senators here. [think the Senator from Ten- 
nessee will find that he is better off without an agreement. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senatorfrom Maine allow me to sug- 
gest to him that up to 5 o'clock yesterday evening we were pro- 
ceeding with what is called general debate, making arguments 
upon the general policy of tariff taxation? The Senator from 
Maine did not care tosit and hear anybody upon that general 
subjeet, nor did I, nor did any other Senator. Those speeches 
were not made, I takeit, for the Senate somuch as for home con- 
sumption. But now that we come to read the bill for amend- 
ment, I take it for granted that every Senator who is interested 
in the general question or in any detail of the bill will remain 
in his seat and be ready to respond either by argument or vote. 

Mr. HALE. What led Senators to stayaway was not the lack 
of interest in the speeches, which I think were very able, but 
the ironclad agreement that no motion of any kind whatever 
was to be made. Everybody understood then that nothing but 
discussion would go on, that there would be no motion testing 
the strength of the two sides; that there would be no motion for 
an executive session, and no motion for adjournment; and there- 
fore everybody went off. It will be just so nowif there is an 
ironclad agreement. The Senator from Tennessee will, in man- 
aging the bill, find himself without a quorum in spite of all he 
can do. He will be better off by allowing the consideration of 
the:bill to proceed without an agreement as it runs from day to 
day; and if trouble arises let him put the screws on when the 
time comes. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ido not choose to cross the bridge until I get 
toit. Now that we are liable to take a vote upon an amendment 
at any hour of the day, 1 take it for granted that Senators on 
both sides will stay here as long as the bill is under considera- 
tion. [again express the hope that we may reach a unanimous- 
consent agreement to continue the consideration of the bill until 
6 o'clock. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to make a suggestion to the 
Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. I always hear with pleasure the suggestions 
of the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. I have not any personal responsibility for the 
bill. [Tam not upon the Committee on Finance, and [ do not 
feel any great responsibility for the bill in any shape or man- 
ner. I remember that at the last session of Congress when an- 
other bill was under consideration we met at 10 o’clock and sat 
until 6, and sometimes until 9 and 10 o’clock. I would suggest 
to the Senator from Tennessee, if he is in a hurry with the bill, 
that we repeat the experience of last session, and begin at 10 
o'clock. I myself am quite ready to vote to come here at 10 
o'clock. 

Mr. GRAY. Soam I. 

Mr. COKE. SoamI. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iappeal to the Senator from Tennessee to 
confine at present his request for unanimous consent to taking 
the bill up at 1 o’clock, and let us try the —— of going on 
until the Senate shall see fit toadjourn. Thenif we find that 
the Senator from Tennessee is not satisfied with the progress 
made, or if the Senate sees fit to adopt some other rule, if can 
be adopted, and we can consider the question. I believe with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HAL&) that we shall get ahead 
faster and more satisfactorily even to the Senator from Tennes- 
see by the method I have suggested than by that he has sug- 


gested. 

So far as any precedent in the Senate is concerned, I will state, 
not pe in response to what the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] has said, but as fone the discussion of this great 
measure, that when the shall have been before the Senate 
three months I shall expecta codperation between the Senator 
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from Tennessee and the Senator from Colorado, and possibly I 
shall not then object to an agreement to meet at 10 o'clock in 
the morning and continue in session until 6 o'clock at night. | 
But we have not yet reached the first item of the bill for con- 
sideration. 

Mr. TELLER. We shall reach it to-day. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope so. 

Mr. HARRIS. We are going to reach it as soon as I can get 
an agreement with the Senator from Rhode Island and his asso- 
ciates. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is objection. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is objection by the Senator from | 
Idaho to the suggestion made by the Senator from Tennessee. 
So it is evident that we can notmake anarrangementupon that 
basis, and I suggest to the Senator from Tennessee that he now 
request that we shall take up the bill for consideration at 1 
o’ciock every day. 

Mr. DUBOIS. 
moment? 

Mr. HARRIS. 

Mr. DUBOIS. The Senator from Rhode Island misunderstood 
me. I did not object to the agreement. The point I make is 
that there are a number of small billson the Calendar which 
we ought to dispose of. Some of them are of a great deal of 
interest to my part of the country. The first bill on the Calen- 
dar is of considerable interest tothe Northwestern section. It 
has been reached once or twice, and I was in hopes to-day that 
we could go on with the Calendar until 2 o’clock, or that in some 
manner we could go to the Calendar fora half hour in the day 
and dispose of those bills. Since the tariff discussion has com- 
menced I think we have not gone to the Calendar at all. Sena- 
tors have asked unanimous consent occasionally for the consid- | 
eration of individual bills and it has been granted sometimes, 
but almost all the morning hour is taken up with routine busi- 
ness. My impression is that everybody will be better natured 
and we shall make more progress if the Senator from Tennessee 
will allow us a little time to get rid of these bills. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the unanimous-consent agreement that I 
ask shall be consented to there will be at least an- average of a 
half hour during each morning hour when at the request of the | 
Senator I have no doubt the bill to which he refers can find con- | 
sideration. If that shall not happen [ will promise the Senator 
to stay with him after 6 o’clock to any hour necessary to con- 
sider that bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Tennessee allow 
me at this point to ask him a question in reference to his re- 
quest for unanimous consent? J myself am notunwilling to stay 
until 6 o’clock on the business of the Senate, if it is important. 
Indeed, we have during the lasttwo weeks remained in session 
usually until 6 o’clock. WhatIask the Senator from Tennes- 
see is, whether it is his purpose to time the consideration of the 
tariff bill until 6 o’clock and then take up other business after- 
wards, going on for an hour longer and keeping the Senatehere 
until 7 o'clock, or whether he desires to have it understood as a 
part of the agreement that the Senate shall adjourn at 6o0’clock? | 
What is the Senator's purpose in reference to executive and 
other business than the tariff bill, and to what extent does he 
incorporate into his request for unanimous consent a request 
that there shall be an agreement that other business shall be 
done after 6 o’clock? 

Mr. HARRIS. I must be absolutely frank with the Senator 
from New Hampshire and the Senate. If this agreement isen- 
tered into [shall insist uponevery moment of time from 1 o’clock 
up to 6 being devoted to the consideration of the tariff bill. 

Mr.CHANDLER. What is to be done after 6 o'clock? 

Mr. HARRIS. If we have executive sessions I shall favor 
having them after that hour. If Féan get this agreement shall | 
not undertake to interfere with the question as to how long we 
may sit here, in executive session or otherwise, after 6 o’clock; 
but I shall take care that the time until 6 o’clock shall be de- 
voted to the consideration of the tariff bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I understand the Senator from Ten- 
nessee to say that during the hours from 1 o’clock to 6 he would | 
not listen to a request to take up any other subject, to present a 
petition, or introduce a bill, or allow a motion to go into execu- 
tive session? 

Mr. HARRIS. 
to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam not prepared this morning to consent 
to the suggestion made by the Senator from Tennessee. Later 
on in the week perhaps we may be able to enter into an arrange- 
ment, but I am not ready this morning to enter into an agree- 
ment to that effect. 

Mr. WASHBURN. 


Will the Senator from Tennessee allow me a 


Certainly. 








[ should only listen to the extent of objecting 


T call for the regular order. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to tho request 
| of the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that hereafter, and until otherwise or- 
dered, the Senate shall meet at 11 o'clock each day. 

Mr. PLATT. Let that motion go over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let it go over under the rule. 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes, it may go over, and I shall ask for a vote 
upon the motion to-morrow morning. I give notice that I shall 


each day thereafter, immediately upon the conclusion of the 
routine morning business, move that the Senate proceed to the 


consideration of the tariff bill. At the hour that it is entitled 
to the right of way it will consume the timo in its own right, 
and the Senate may adjourn when it pleases. 

Mr. FRYE. Will not that course require that Demo 
shall be present in the Senate Chamber? 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think it will require every Senator who 
recognizes his duty to the country to be present in the Senate 
Chamber. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam delighted that no more unanimous consent 
agreements can be made, because for a month now the Demo 
cratic side of the Chamber has had immense relief. It has 
not averaged an attendance of four a day during the whole 
month. 


Mr. WHITE. 


How about the Republican side? 


Mr. FRYE. There have been on this side six at any rate 
[Laughter.] 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will proceed to read 


the bill by paragraphs. 

The Secretary read the first paragraph of the bill. 

Mr. VEST. Has the amendmentof the committze n read 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the committee amendment bo 
read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 1, after the word “ that,” in | 
3, the Committee on Finance reportto strike out the words ‘ 
and.” 

Mr. HARRIS. Before proceeding further, in order that our 
proceedings may be in strict accordance with precedents, [ ask 
that the first formal reading of the bill be waived. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the roq 
of the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. SHERMAN. There ought to be connected with that re- 
quest the usual motion that the Senate shall proceed toconsider 
the bill by paragraphs. 

Mr. HARRIS. We have already agreed that we shall cog- 
sider the bill by paragraphs, but we have not yet formally 
waived the formal r_uiding of the bill for information. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The two ought to go together,as a matter 
of course. The formal reading of the bill should be dispensed 
with and the bill read by paragraphs for action upon amend- 
ments. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is exactly the agreement [ ask. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to know whether the bill will 
then be open for amendments other than the committee amend- 
ments? 

Mr. HARRIS. Oh, necessarily. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is understood. 

Mr. HARRIS. The committee amendments are open 
amendment, and the text of the bill is open to amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Tennessee? The Chair hears none. It is 
The first amendment of the Committee on Finance 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page |, line 3, after the word ‘‘ that,” 
strike out ‘‘on and,” and in thesameline strike out “ first” and 
insert ‘‘ thirtieth;” so as to make the paragraph read: 


ha 


he 


on 


Lest 


to 


That after the 30th day of June, 1834, unless otherwise specially provided 
for in this act, there shall be levied, collected, and paid upon all articlesim- 
ported from foreign countries, etc 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to know from what print the 
Secretary reads. We have a different print of the bill here—— 

Mr. PLATT. Itis the print of March 20. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will give the Senator 
from Colorado the information. It is the print of March 20. 

Mr. TELLER. Calendar No. 307? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is correct. 

Mr. TELLER. Ali right. 

Mr. ALLISON. That there may be no misunderstanding 
about the proper print, I will state that we are using now inthe 
consideration of the bill the print of the bill that was made 
March 20, when the bill was reported by the Senator from In 
diana{Mr. VOORHEES]. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thatiscorrect, the Chair will state 
to the Senator from Iowa. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, it is no exaggeration to sa 
that there is scarcely a paragrape or a line of the pending bill 
which, if given the force of law, would not strike a cruel and 
destructive blow to some American industry. No measure has 
ever been presented to the American Congress making such rad- 
ical changes in tariff rates as the pending bill. No revenue 
measure has heretofore been suggested for adoption in the his- 
tory of the country antagonizing the policy which was adopted 
a‘ter full consideration by the fathers a hundred years ago, and 
which has controlled the tariff legislation of this country from 
that time to the present moment. It is not my purpose, how- 
ever, at this stage of the proceedings to consider in detail the 
character of these destructive changes. I do propose to ask the 
Senate toconsider seriously the question involved in the amend- 
ment of the committee; and in this connection I[ desire to call 
attention first to the extent of the changes in rates proposed by 
the pending legislation. 

According to the tables furnished by the Treasury expert the 
average ad valorem rate upon dutiable merchandise by the 
terms of the bill will be reduced from 49.58 per cent to 34.15 per 
cent, or a reduction of 31.12 per cent of existing rates. As I 
have already said, no change so radical, so revolutionary, has 
ever in the history of this country been suggested in any tariff 
measure. Heretofore whenever a reduction of tariff rates has 
been adopted or a reduction of internal taxes made, it has been 
set athrard the policy of the Government to postpone the day 
when the act should go into effect toa period sufficiently far 
away to enable the people interested to be prepared for the 
changes. In the case of the reduction of internal taxes it has 
been the policy to pay rebates upon stocks of goods held by mer- 
chants upon which a higher tax had been paid. 

Now, if the bill is to become a law the policy which has been 
foliowed by tariff enactments in the ay should certainly be 
adopted in this case. We have had but a few acts reducing 
customs duties, and I propose to call the attention of the mem- 
bers of the Finance Committee on the other side of the Chamber 
to the fact that in every one of those acts a time not less than 
four nor exceeding nine months has been given from the time 
ofappreval. I need not say to Senators that a general revision 
of the tariff must always cause a disturbance in business. But 
the effect of a radical change like this must be widespread and is 
felt to-day in a paralysis of trade and business of every descrip- 
tion. Whatunder existing conditions is involved in the amend- 
ment reported by the committee? When the bill was first re- 
ported to Congress it had in it a provision that it should go into 
effect on the Ist of March, 1894, 

I take it for granted that there was not a member of either 
House of Congress who, when the bill was reported, did not know 
to a certainty that it could not pass and become a law by the Ist 
day of March. There was nointention onthe part of the framers 
and supporters of the bill to pass it by that time. The date was 
afterwards chunged elsewhere to the Ist day of June, 1894; and 
now the suggestion of the Committee on Finance is that the bill 
shall take effect on the 30th day of June, 1894. Is there a Sena- 
tor upon the other side of the Chamber, a supporter of the bill, 
who is so sanguine as to believe that the bill can become a law 
by the approval of the President by the time named in the bill? 
Unless the suggestion made yesterday, apparently in behalf of 
the Democratic side of this Chamber, by the Senator from Texas 

Mr. MILLs], is to be carried out, and revolutionary methods, 
nvolving the coSperation of the Vice-President of the United 
States, are to be adopted to force this measure through, then, I 
ask,is there any Senator on the other side of the Chamber so 
sanguine as to believe that the bill will become a law before the 
30th day of June, 1894? 

Now let us consider the reasons why this amendment should 
not be adopted. Thereare throughout this country large stocks 
of imported or other merchandise held by merchants for which 
the higher rates of duties or higher prices have been paid. In 
view of this fact is it to be the policy of the party in power to 
make destructive legislation of this kind imperative upon the 
day that the bill shall pass Congress? Is that the purpose of 
the gentlemen oe upon the other side of the Chamber? 

Now, whatare the facts that confront us in regard to this bill? 
I am speaking of what every Senator upon the other side of the 
Chamber knows, what the country understands, that this bili is 
not yet in the complete form in which the judgment of the Sen- 
ate is to be invoked; that every day and every hour of the day 
conferences ure being held between Senators on the other side 
of tho Chamber and with the representatives of interests all over 
the country looking to a thorough revision of the measure. 

My. VEST. ‘What is the Senator's authority for that state- 
ment? I deny it absolutely and con gy cag RR 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from mean tosay 
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that what the newspapers state and what everybody understands 
to be the fact, that negotiations, if that is the proper word to 
use, are not this minute going on between the Senators upon 
the other side of the Chamber looking to such changes in the 
= of the bill as will secure for it the votes necessary to 

8 it? 

Mr. VEST. Passing by the absurdity of any United States 
Senator undertaking to hold anybody in this Chamber or out of 
it responsible for what newspapers say, [ propose to make the 
assertion that no such negotiations within my knowledge are 
going on—nothing of the sort. The bill is here to be acted 
upon. The Senator’s statement was without any foundation, so 
far as I know and believe. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Missouri has been un- 
doubtedly more or less acquainted with the consideration this 
bill has received from the time it left the Senate Chamber and 
went to the Committee on Finance. If. he says that no such 
thing is going on, then, in my opinion, it is going on without 
his knowledge, because I know it to be a fact (it is not a mat- 
ter that any Senator can deny with any appearance even of 
truth) that changes are being made and proposed in this bill 
from day to day to secure the votes of Senators upon that sida 
ofthe Chamber. I say that no man now lives who can tell the 
condition the bill will be in when the Senate is asked to vote 
upon it. Will the income tax be init? Will the sugar tax be 
in it? Will any of its provisions from one end to the other re- 
main as they are at this moment? Who can answer that ques- 
tion? Is there any one Senator on the other side of the Cham- 
ber, the Senator from Missouri or any other, who will rise in 
his place and say that he will oppose amendments submitted to 
this bill hereafter? 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator want any answer? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. I thought I had already stated to the Senator 
from Rhode Island that the bill is here for the action of the Sen- 
ate and we are prepared to stand by it. As to what the Senate 
will do, neither the Senator from Rhode Island nor myse!f, with- 
out an arrogance of which I shall not suspect him, would under- 
take to state. But if the Senator wants to meet the issue before 
the country, here is this bill, let him take it up without enter- 
ang oe conjecture or imagination. 

r. ALDRICH. Within one week the Senator himself, from 
the Committee on Finance, reported forty or fifty important 
amendments to this bill. 

Mr. VEST. That is not true. Here are the amendments. 
There are not forty or fifty. A great many of them are verbal 
amendments. 

Mr. ALDRICH. How many are there altogether, I ask the 
Senator? 

Mr. VEST. Ihave not counted them—fifteen or twenty, pos- 
sibly. 

r. ALDRICH. Fifteen or twenty? 

Mr. VEST. The Senator is as accurate as he ever is. Forty 
or fifty will do. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think by a mathematical demonstration I 
shall be found to be more nearly correct than the Senator from 
Missouri. But that is not a question, it seems to me, of very 
much importance in this matter. 

Mr. VEST. Then why bring it in? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Lask the Senator from Missouri if he does 
not expect the Finance Committee to report other and impor- 
tant amendments to this measure before it is finally acted upon 
by the Senate? 

Mr. VEST. I know of none. 

Mr. ALDRICH... I know of several that representatives of in- 
dustries in various parts of the counfry in various States have 
been assured, by members of the committee sitting upon the 
other side of the Chamber, would be made. 

Mr. VEST. I can not tell what the Senator has heard. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator says consider this bill as it is, 
I propose to consider it as it is; but I simply called his atten- 
tion, and the attention of the country, to the fact, which I re- 
iterate, that no man can tell what form or shaps this bill will 
have when it comes to be voted upon. If it is to become a law 
after it shall have been perfected, after the various industries 
and interests in States represented by Senators sitting on the 
other side of the Chamber shall have been heard and their de- 
mands complied with—I say after all that, the people most in- 
terested in this question ought to have six months at least withir 
which to arrange their affairs to meet the radical changes sug- 
gested by the bill. 

I have already said that in the past history of the country we 
have had but few measures reducing duties. The act of July 
14, 1832, was passed in response to some of the serious criticisms 
which were made in regard to the actof 1828. That act went 
into operation on the 3d day of March, 1833, or seven monthe and 
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a half from the time of itsapproval by the President. Before it 
weut into effect, however, the so-called ‘‘compromise ” bill of 
Mr. Clay, the act of March 2, 1833, was passed, providing for a 
considerable reduction of duties. That act went into operation 
on the Ist day of December, 1833, or nine months from the time 
of its adoption. It provided a reduction by a sliding scale of 10 

r cent of existing rates once in two years, until the duties 
should reach the level of 20 per cent ad valorem, based upon a 
home valuation. This act went into effect, it will be seen, nine 
months after its passage. ae 

The famous act of July 30, 1846, which has become the politi- 
cal bible of Democratic Senators, went into operation on the Ist 
day of December, 1846, or five months from the time it was 
passed. ae i 

The act of March 3, 1857, also making a reduction in duties, 
went into operation on the Ist of July, 1857, or four months from 
the date of its approval. wk 

The act of July 14, 1870, which made a large reduction in du- 
ties, went into effect on the 3lst day of December, 1870, or after 
a period of five and a half months. 

Now let us examine for a moment the nature of these acts and 
the extent of the reduction made by them as compared with the 
reductions suggested in the pending bill. The famous compro- 
mise act of Mr. Clay went into operation, as I said, in 1833, and 

rovided for a gradual reductionof duties. Theduties collected 
in the year 1840, nine years after the passage of that act, were 
30.37 per cent ad valorem, as against 40.81 per cent ad valorem 
in 1831, or a reduction 10.40 per cent ad valorem in nine years. 

The suggestion is made by Senators upon the other side of 
the Chamber that this a act, making a reduction of 31.12 
per cent in the duties, shall go into effect from and after its pas- 
sage, while the act of 1833 nine years after it went into opera- 
tion had only reduced the duties 10.4 per cent. 

The act of July 30, 1846, which went into operation five months 
from its approval, reduced the average ad valorem rate on im- 
ported goods from 32.57 per cent in 1845 to 24.97 per cent in 1848, 
or a reduction in a period of three years of 7.6 per cent. 

The act of 1857, which reduced the duties from 25.5 per cent in 
1856 to 22.46 per cent in 1858, or a reduction of 3.59 per cent, 
went into effect four months from its passage. 

The act of July 14, 1870, which reduced the average ad valo- 
rem rates on imported merchandise from 47.22 per cent in 1860 
to 41.35 per cent in 1872, or a reduction of 5.87 per cent, went 
into effect five and a half months from its passage. 

Now, there are several classes of people interested as to when 
this bill shall go into operation. They are not only the mer- 
chants, who, I said have large stocks of goods to be disposed of 
and do not know at the present moment what is to be the effect 
of the bill, but there are manufacturers in every part of the 
United States who have been running their establishments for 
the last three or four or five or six months without any hope 
of profit, simply to give employment to their operatives, and 
who also have large stocks of goods on hand which must be dis- 

of under new conditions. 

It is due to all these classes of people, to the persons engaged 
in these various occupations, to the workmen engaged in these 
industries, that the policy which has been the policy of the coun- 
try in the past shall be followed in this case, and that this pro- 
posed act shall not go into effect at least for six months from the 
time of its adoption. 

There is another reason which exists to-day which I trust will 
not exist at the end of this discussion, why the bill should not 
go into effect immediately, and that is that the bill is not under- 
stood in thecountry. We have the spectacle here of a bill which 
has been Ts under consideration in the Senate for nearly a 
month. Isay with the utmost respect toitsdistinguished chair- 
man that no member of the Committee on Finance who is fa- 
miliar with the terms of the bill has said one word in this Cham- 
ber in its defense nor has answered any criticism made from this 
side of the Chamber. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Every one of them has criticised it himself. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The distinguished Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. GRAY] has occasionally made some remarks upon the gen- 
eral question, and the Senator from New York [Mr. HILu] and 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH] have severely criti- 
cised the measure, but no man has yet risen upon that side of 
the Chamber, not even the distinguished Senator from Texas 
Sa MILLS], who has expressed unqualified approval of the bill. 

ere has been nothing upon the other side of the Chamber but 
adverse criticism during the whole of thisdiscussion. Wehave 
had no explanation of the bill, no estimate made as to its effect 
upon the revenue, or upon industries, or upon the condition of 
workingmen. 

Now, is it possible that this bill is to be made a law, as sug- 
- the Senator from Texas yesterday, before the first 
ph of the bill has been read and before any explanation 
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of any nature or description has been vouchsafed to the country 


by the committee who reported it? Where are the men who be- 
lieve in the provisions of this bill if there are any such? Is this 
bill to be put through as a partisan measure by whip and spu»y 
when no man in the Senate Chamber is willing to raise « single 
voice in its defense or approval? What has become of the voice 
of the distinguished Senator from New Jersey |Mr. McPuEr- 
SON], who is now honoring me with his attention? In other 
times when we have had tariff measures before the Senate for 
discussion he has been foremost in pointing out the merits or de- 
merits of the measures pending. Like the distinguished chair- 
man of the committee, his veice has been heard on both sides 
of the question, but he has never before been silent. The distin- 
guished Senator frem Arkansas | Mr. JONES], who is popularly 
supposed to be the father of the bill, has remained entirely and 
absolutely silent in his place when criticisms were made on the 
other side of the Chamber or upon this. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Rhode Island yield to the Senator from 
Maine? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Rhode Island does a gross in- 
justice to the distinguished Senator from New Jersey. I re- 
member very well indeed that that distinguished Senator did 
in regard to one item, that of lime, assert that its labor cost 
was 6 cents a cask, and that it was used asa fertilizer. That 
conveyed to the country an immense degree of light for which 
the Senator from Rhode Island should give the Senator from 
New Jersey due credit. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I apologize to the Senator from New Jersey 
for having overlooked the fact. The distinguished Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. VEST], who is also a member of the com- 
mittee, has been wont at other times and on other occasions to 
give the country and the Senate in eloquent terms the benefit of 
his advice upon tariff questions. I remember so well the speech 
which that Senator made two years ago in denunciation of trusts 
and combinations. I remember so well the long list of combina- 
tions and trusts to which he called the attention of the Senate. 
He then said that the Senators upon this side of the Chamber 
had been guilty of fixing the duties in compliance with their de- 
mands. Where are those trusts to-day? 

Mr. MORRILL. In the present bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are, as my venerable friend from Ver- 
mont |[Mr. MORRILL] suggests, in the present bill, and if they 
are not in it to the satisfaction of their representatives they will 
be before the bill passes the Senate. 

The Senator from Missouri has always been eloquent in defense 
of what he calls the rights of the people. Why is this tribune of 
the people silentatthe present moment? L[amnotsure whether 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] is a member of the com 
mittee or not. He certainly was selected by the Democratic side 
of the Chamber to make a speech closing, as they said, general 
debate in their behalf. [ am sorry that his speech is not in the 
RECORD; but if it bears out the promises made in its delivery I 
am sure it will become one of the curiosities of tariff literature. 

The Senator from Texas undertook to show by a series of 
elaborate computations that we could produce manufactured 
articles in the United States, by reason of the greater efficiency 
of our labor and its greater intelligence, at a less cost than any 
other country on the face of the globe. I wish toGod that were 
true. After that Senator convinces the farmers of the North- 
west that they can produce wheat ata labor cost of 2 cents a 
bushel—when he succeeds in accomplishing that task, I invite 
him to go to Rhode Island and to try to make the operatives 
there, many of whom have worked in foreign countries and 
know the earnings and the cost of production in those countries, 
believe that they can produce cotton yarns and cotton cloths 
cheaper than can be made in England. 

The proposition of the Senator from Texas in its terms was 
this: We imported, say, $400,000,000 of manufactured goods last 
year, which paid a duty of $200,000,000 in round numbers, or 
about 50 percent ad valorem. He insists that those goods can 
be made in the United States cheaper than in the countries of 
production. We are therefore irresistably led to the conclusion 
that the manufacturers of the United States make more than 50 
per cent profit upon their goods, or else that the foreign manu- 
facturers have contributed $200,000,000 annually out of their 
own pockets gratuitously to carry on the Government of the 
United States. 

If that statement had not been made upon the authority of a 
distinguished tariff reformer, who is understood to be a candi- 
date for the membership of the Finance Committee of the Senate 
of the United States, there is not a school girl in my State who 
might not characterize it as absurd. 

But I am departing somewhat from the question immediately 
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before the Senate. I desire to consider this question with all se- Chamber looking to the interests of a manufacturer is idle; 
riousness, as becomes a question of its importance, and I appeal | words are wasted upon their hearing, or if not upon their hear- 


te my colleagues, members of the Finance Committee, on the 
other side that they are not treating the people of this country 
fairly. 

Me. PLATT. Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island, 
in the remarks he has just submitted, made a suggestion which 
is very interesting in this connection, and I think it deserves a 
little elaboration. I understood that the average amount of re- 
duction of duties by the pending biil is between 31 and 32 per 


cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Thirty-one and twelve one-hundredths of the 
duties. 

Mr. PLATT. Say 31 percent of the duties. Now, the tariff 
reformer, as he is called, a more a signification or 
term for a free trader, insists that the duty upen foreign articles 
is added to the amount of the cost or the amount at which the 
domestic article of the same character is sold, which we do not 
believe. Then,from the standpoint of a tariff reformer, a re- 
duetion of 31 per cent decreases the value of all goods on hand 
at the time this bill takes effect 31 per cent, or practically one- 
third. 

I do not think those Senators who have been framing the bill 
and insisting thatit shall take effect practically upon its passage 
can have considered from their standpoint the reduction in 
value of the stocks of goods which are in the hands of the mer- 
chants of this country. I know that they wish to punish the 
manufacturers. I know that the bill is aimed purposely at the 
manufacturers of this country, and with a determination to pun- 
ish them for some supposed iniquity which they have 
guilty of; but I did not suppose that the Senators desired to pun- 
ish the merchants of the country. I never heard in all the de- 
nunciation of protection a said about the “‘ robber” mer- 
chants of this country. It been the “robber manufacturer’’ 
who has bad to bear the outpouring of the vials of wrath of the 
free trader or tariff reformer. Why, then, this haste to punish 
the merchants? 

I sup that any estimate of the amount of dutiable goods 
or sof similar character of domestic manufacture carried 
im stock by the merchants of the country must be largely hy- 
pothetical, but the census tells us that we manufactured in the 
year preceding 1890 $9,000,000,000 of in this country, in 
round numbers. What proportion of t stock of is car- 
ried by the merchants of the country in their stores 

Of course it must be conjectural, and yet I think anyone will 
say that more than a third of the an product must be car- 
ried all the while in the hands of the merchants. If that be so, 


me ts are to-day carrying, and have been and will be 
ay ing, at the e of this proposed act at least $3,000,000, - 
worth o 


If it be true, as our opponents say, that the duty upon foreign 
sis added to the of the domestic manufacture (and 
it is supposed to be trueon the other side of this Cham- 
ber is the reason for the of this bill), then a reduction of 
31 per cent in the duties seen taking a one-third of 
the value of the stock of goods carried by the 
in trade, speaking in round numbers. In other words, to put 
the bill inte operation, until the merchants of this country have 
pportunity to dispose of the 
on hand at the time cf the of bill, is to impose penal- 
ties u them amounting to $1,000,000,000. 
Per my arithmetic is not accurate. Iam —_ —* 


speech. It may be that the 
of salts seek the’ Semoadinaee ak Gh eames te dias enti 


me that I have underestimated the value of goods held 
bs merchants for-sale, but accuracy as to the pone amount of 
loss to traders which this bill will entail is not important. 
Tho loss will be enormous, and every consideration of justice and 
fais and even decency demands that the dealers who are to 
be the first to feel the effect of the ee ee 
and ruin business should have sufficient time in w to pre- 
for the new conditions of trade. 


ing upon their comprehension. 

here was a book published a good many yearsago by Charles 
Mackay entitled Popular Delusions, in which the great delu- 
sions of the world were set forth and described, but there never 
was a great popular delusion like that which has taken posses- 
sion of the free-trade portion of the Democratic party, to the 
effect that the manufacturers of this country were robbing. the 
other people of the country. But I know that any word which 
I may say here to show that this proposed legislation would be 
unfair to manufacturers who have large stocks of goods on hand 
will have no weight upon the other side of the Chamber; and 
yet there must be a very large stock of goods on hand which 
must be disposed of by the manufacturers who have kept their 
mills running, as the Senator from Rhode Island says, this past 
year, not for profit but in order that their employés may not 
starve, 

Treat the manufacturer as a public enemy if you will, for that 
is the light in which he is regarded by the tariff reformer, but 
do not extend the hatred which the tariff reformer has for the 
manufacturer to the merehants of this country. Give them an 
opportunity to adjust themselves to the new relation and the 
new prices which the tariff reformer supposes must follow for 
all the goods which they have in hand. 

I cannot see why this desperate haste to put this proposed law 
in operation should exist. I can notsee why it should be thought 
necessary all at once, without giving any time for preparation, 
to change the entire system on which the business of the country 
isdone. Is that necessary in the estimation of those who have 
decreed this cruel change? Why this hot haste to put the bill 
in operation? 

The proposed legislation, Mr. President, is a erime—a crime 

t the nation, a crime against society, a crime against hu- 
— It is not a mistake; it is worse than that; it.is crimi- 
nal. hy de I say this? Because in a republic, if there are 
two systems of finance or two industrial systems, the republic 
must adopt that system which will provide the greatest amount 
of work for the people of the republic. I do not believein pater- 
nalism. I do not believe inc legislation. I deny emphat- 
ically that protective tariff laws are in any sense class legislation, 
aud it is only because of that appeal pneeeen that protection is 
not supported by a great majority by the people. But every 
country that pretends to civilization and progress must havean 
industrial system and a financial system, and the growth and 
development of that country is the test whether its industrial sys- 
tem is corrector not. Underthatcrucial test protection has been 
shown to be the best system for the United States. We have 
grown and developed as no nation ever improved and developed 
under any other system. 

On the 8th day of November, 1892, there was not a man in the 
United States who was willing to work who could not find em- 
paeens at remunerative wages, at wages higher than had ever 

fore been paid in the history of ind anywhere in the 
world. Thesystem of protection then provided work for the work- 
Spqceemed the United States; and by the working people I mean 

of our people who are notstrictly liv upon incomes. 
I do not mean the man who works for daily w . 
but every person in gainful occupations in the United 
— tae if he ante to + he a remunerative wages. 
pass question whether wages were equal to what 
they should have been; I eS ween whether the 
workingman was receiving 
was produced in the country; but I assert that every man who 
desired to be employed could find occupation, and at remunera- 
tive wages, at wages which enabled him by economy to accumu- 
late money and in turn become a capitalis 
e country on the 8th day of No- 
. peace; there were no great 
number of idle soonies, there was no great army of the unem- 


more contented, than the working- 
of time. Was not that 
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avowed purpose of enabling us to buy foreign goods to a greater | tries to these shores to better their condition; but when we 
extent we have been able in this rr purchase them | adopta bill, the purpose ofwhich and the avowed objectof which 


under existing duties. Every additional shipload of foreign 
s brought to this market deprives American workmen of 
work and gives it to the foreign workman. 

It is not a question of wages. I heard, I think, the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES} descant for a long time upon the 
proposition that those who are in favor of protection had told 
the workingman that the McKinley law, as it was called, would 
raise his wages. I do not know who told the workingman so. I 
know in many instances the wages of the workingman were 
raised under the operation of the McKinley law. What protect- 
ive tariffs do for the country is to give work to American work- 
men; and they can take care of the question of wages if they 
have work. 

But can the army of the unemployed fix their own wages? Can 
the men who are coming to Washington because they have no 
work determine what their wages shall be? When the system 
of protection is abandoned in this country men must be idle. It 
is no question of what wages they are to receive; itisa question 
of where the work is to be done; and the threat of the passage 
of the pending bill has made it im ble for business in this 
country to continue. The threat of the passage of the pending 
bill has thrown those who desire to be employed out of employ- 
ment, has reduced them almost to the horrors of starvation. 
Many of them who had laid up a little capital out of the wages 
which had been paid them under a system of protection, have 
already exhausted that capital. The deposits of the working- 
men in the savings banks of the industrial centers of the United 
States are largely exhausted, and now we are told when those 
little hoards of capital, made possible and secure only by the 
wages paid under a protective system, are practically exhausted, 
that a system of legislation should be adopted which will cause 
the goods consumed by the American people to be manufactured 
in foreign countries. 

Mr. President, in a republic the people must have work, and 
there is no excuse for a change of the American system, which 
has furnished work for our own people, for a system which is to 
deprive our own —_—_ of work. Hungry men do not act or 
vote intelligently. Ido not stand here as an alarmist; I try not 
to be a pessimist; I try to believe in the good sense of the peo- 
ple of this country; but I want to say that if the Democratic 
party succeeds in putting in operation an industrial and revenue 
system in this country which deprives out people of work, they 
will have succeeded in establishing that thing which will be 
most dangerous to the existence of the Republic. 

As I said, I would not indulge in class legislation. Ido not 
believe under our Constitution and under our system that we 
can previde work directly by the Government for the citizen 
who is unemployed; but I do believe that when two systems of 
finance are presented to the country, and one of them will give 
employment at remunerative wages to all our people and the 
other will deprive our people of work and force them into the 
great army of the unemployed, it is not only folly, but crimi- 
nality which adopts that system which must fill the streets of 
our cities and the highways of our agricultural community with 
idle men who have no means of support. 

Why should there be such haste to adopt this system? Why 
should this hatred of the manufacturers, this f h—and, if it 
be not unparliamentary I want to add another word—this idiotic 
hatred of the manufacture in this country, be extended to the 
merchant and the laborer of the country? In my judgment, 
there is not a single item in the pending in which the duty 
Ss is equal to the difference of labor cost of production 

tween this country and other countries. If there be one such 
item, I do not know what itis. Perhaps we shall be informed 
hereafter. 

It is not a question, Mr. President, of the reduction of wages 
alone. Of course, if the duty has been reduced so that itis below 
the difference in the labor cost of uction between this coun- 

and other countries, then it follows without question that 
the labor of the country must be reduced to a figure which will 
enable the goods to be produced in this country as cheaply as in 
foreign countries, or the uction in this country must cease. 

But it is more than t. If under this — miscalled 
tariff reform, a system which rests like anarachy upon the idea 


‘of destruction first, and reconstruction afterwards—if it only 


meant that oe must ee reduced in order to beet 
up manufacturing in this country, as that might be, it woul 
not be so bad as the result w must follow the enactment of 
the bill. It is the taking of work away from this coun- 
ny tis the inevitable necessity that a large number must be 
e while others are working at reduced and unremunerative 


We from 1890 to 1893 to keep allour people employed 
we work even for those who came from f pe 


‘ 
? 


is to buy goods in foreign countries, because, as is suppo-ed, 
they can be bought cheaper there than here, then we displace 
so much labo: in this country. It is no longer a question of 
whether wages are to be kept at their present standard or to be 
reduced; it is a question what is to be done with the men who 
want to perform the work which others are performing in other 
countries when they find no demand for their labor in this 
country. 

A revenue bill, Mr. President, with a reduction of 31 per cent 
in duties, means that if the same revenue is to be raised under 
this bill which was raised under former laws there has to be a 


very large increase in the importationof foreign goods. Weare 
growing all the while; there are more and more hands tobe em- 

loyed; there are more and more people who destre to work. 

iven if we were to have no further immigration—and the only 
thing that I have ever heard said in favor of this system is thatit 
will prevent immigration, because the country will be so poor 
that nobody will want to come to it, even if we were to have 
no immigration, the number of our workmen will increase from 
year to year, the number of our factories and the number of our 
farms should be increased in order to give them labor, and the 
capacity of our farms and the capacity of our factories and our 
transportation facilities should be enlarged in order to give em- 
ployment to the added number of persons who will desire em- 
ployment. Alli this is left unprovided for. 

On the other hand, this system contemplates a reduction in 
the amount of goods to be produced in the United States either 
in the factory or on the farm, and yet men call themselves pa- 
triotic who urge such a measure—a measure which will light up 
the forges in foreign lands, will set foreign workmen at work, 
will empty foreign pauper houses of the paupers and transfer 
them to the workshops. It is advocated by men who call them- 
selves patriotic, yet every factory lighted up ina foreign land, 
the smoke issuing from the chimney of a factory in a foreign 
land means a factory darkened in the United States and the 
smoke of its chimneys no longer seen here. That means idle 
people computing the number of those among us who now desire 
to work, or more idle people computing the increase of people 
who will desire to work. That means the reduced purchasing 
power of our citizens. 

Mr. President, I saw from a Democratic source, in a newspaper 
within the last week, that the purchasing power in this country 
had been reduced at least $2,000,000,000 since the threat of this 
legislation came upon us. That means that the farms are to be 
less profitable; that means that the farmer is to find less remun- 
erative oceupation; that means that production is to be curtailed, 
not only by the introduction of foreign goods, but by the dimin- 
ished power of the country to purchase our own goods. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Con- 
necticut yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. PLATT. Ido. 

Mr. FRYE. I[ suggest that there is no quorum present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine sug- 
gests the absence of aquorum. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Dolph, Lindsay, Proctor, ¢ 
Allison, Dubois, cols, Ransom, 
Bate, Paulknper, McMillan, Roach, 
are, e, MePherson, Sherman, 
Blackburn, Gallinger, Martin, Shoup, 
Brice, Georgs, Mitchell, Oregon Smith, 
Caffery, Gibson, Mitchell, Wis. Squire, 
Call, Gorman, Morrill, Teller, 
Camden, Gray, Palmer, Turpie, 
Cameron, Hale, Pasco, Vest, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Peffer, Vilas, 
Chandler, Hawley, Perkins, Voorhees, 
Coke, Hunton, Pettigrew, Walsh, 
Culiom, Jones, Ark. Platt, Washburn, 
Dixon, Kyle, Power, White. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty Senators have responded 
to theirnames. A quorum is present. The Senator from Con- 
necticut will proceed. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, [ had not intended whenI rose 
to — the attention of the Senate at any length. Indeed, I 
do not know that I can say that I have occupied the attention 
ofthe Senate. [Laughter.] I trust, however, before the discus- 
sion of this bill closes, when it becomes necessary for Senators 
to remain in their seats in order to vote upon pending amend- 
ments, that I may find an ss to discuss the provisions 
of the bill at some greater length. remember something in 
the Scriptures about the deaf adder, ‘‘ who will not hear,” and 
there is no way of which I know to compel Senators to listen to 
discussion upon this bill. They will. however,be likely to hear 
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next November the expression of a sentiment which os will 
not forget and which no running into the cloakroom will ena- 
ble them to avoid; for, Mr. President, the delusion which sup- 
poses that if the pending bill passes prosperity is to follow, is 
only equaled by the delusion which exists on the other side of 
the Chamber that the people are in favor of the passage of this 
bill. 

All over the land, wherever they have had an opportunity to 
express themselves, they have already set the seal of emphatic 
condemnation upon it. There is no man in business or in poli- 
tics outside of the Democratic side of the Chamber who does 
not understand where the people are upon this subject. It 
seems now as if it would require the passage of the bill by the 
party lash and the Executive decree to convince this Adminis- 
tration and its representatives — this floor that it is being 
urged and pressed against the will of a great majority of the 
American people. Thatis one reason why I plead for time for 
the discussion of the bill, why I plead for an extension of the 
tim’ when it shall take effect. 1t certainly ought not, if it is to 
be passed, take effect until another session of Congress can be 
assembled. If Senators pressing this bill to a conclusion will 
be both blind and deaf as to the sentiment of the country, if 
they will not listen to the warnings given in this Chamber and 
tc the mutterings and rumblings which are heard all over the 
country, they ought at least to postpone the time when the bill 
shall take effect until after the Ist of next December, when 
they can come together, and in view of the verdict of almost 
universal condemnation which will then have been placed upon 
the Democratic party, they may have their eyes and ears 
opened, and still have the opportunity to retrace their steps and 
save the country from the irreparable injury which they are 
proposing to inflict upon it. 

r. PALMER. Mr. President, Ido not propose to engage 
in a general discussion of the pendin measure, nor do I expect 
to employ the passionate language which has been used by the 
usually amiable Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]; still, I 
should. like to secure from him, or from those who are associ- 
ated with him, an a on a point or two. The Senator 
has told us that the threat of the repeal of the McKinley act 
has produced all the consequences of its actual repeal. The 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] insists that there are 
still interests in this country which have been so conserved by 
the act of 1890 that time ought to be given them to prepare for 
a change in the tariff. If it be true, as Senators say—and they 
would not say it unless they believed it to be true—that all the 
harm that could possibly follow the passage of the pending bill 
was the actual result of the threat to pass it, why delay it? If 
all the harm is done already, why delay the — of the bill, 
and why do the Senators from Rhode Island and Connecticut 
ask forfurther time, when, according to their view of the mat- 
ter, the country has had time? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. PALMER. With great pleasure. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I wish to say that I have made no such state- 
ment as that, that all the harm that is tocome from the passage 
of this bill has already taken place. I think that the harm has 
barely commenced, I will say to the Senator. I did say that we 
were suffering from a paralysis of trade and business, and I pre- 
ferred to have that paralysis removed as early as possible. If 
it can not be removed permanently,I propose to have it removed 
for six months at least. 

Mr.PALMER. The term “ paralysis” describes a condition 
just this side of death. I understand the Senator says that the 
election of Mr. Cleveland on the 8th day of November last ac- 
tually paralyzed thé business of the country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have not made any such statement as that. 
I did say that the fear throughout the country of the passage 
of this vicious bill, which is now under consideration, had cre- 
ated a situation of paralysis. 

Mr. PALMER. Then, I understand the Senator to admit 
that he does say, and did say, that the election of Mr. Cleveland 
did produce the paralysis of the business of the country. What 
more can be said! 

Mr. ALDRICH. If this billis the legitimate result of Mr. 
Cleveland's election, then the Senator is ne in his premises. 
If he is willing to say that this bill is here simply and solely be- 
cause Mr. Cleveland was elected and that he demands its passage 
simply because Mr. Cleveland is President of the United States, 
Bee Fave nothing more to say on that particular branch of the 
su t. 

r. PALMER. It is not important what I say now. Iam 
eaeee what the Senator himself has said. It is his state- 
ments which are interesting now. The Senator admits that he 
said that the election of Mr. Cleveland did produce a eae me 
in business. The Senator from Connecticut has used language 
siili more emphatic. ** that is true—and I must at least imag- 
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ine that the Senators believe it is true—the country has already 
had several months’ notice, quite as long as was given in the 
passage of most of the bills to which the Senator from Rhode 
Island has referred. He spoke of certain measures taking effect 
in four months or five months after their passage. 

The people in this instance have had much longer notice than 
that, and have had time to prepare for the possibilities of the 
passage of a law like this. If the statements of Senators are ac- 
curate—the difficulty in my mind is that I believe they are in- 
accurate, and that is the strongest term I can use; on the con- 
trary, I know that they are not accurate—the promise of the 
McKinley act was that whatever was depressed in our indus- 
tries should be restored to prosperity. ‘The further promise of 
the McKinley act was that, being made prosperous by thut act, 
prosperity should be maintained by it. I know that promise 
was fallacious, and therefore I do not accept the interpretation 
of the Senators. I know that prosperity was not established by 
the McKinley act, and has not been maintained by it, but that 
depression commenced under it. 

r. President, for years past all the agricultural interests of 
thecountry have been depressed, and the depression has almost 
reached the point described in the language of the Senator 
from Rhode Island, as being a condition of paralysis. 

Ona former occasion when the Senator from Oregon on my 
right [Mr. MITCHELL] was addressing himself to this subject, 
he said, in answer to a proposition very much such as I am now 
making, that the pricesof all agricultural products had fallen be- 
low the price of reasonable remuneration. The Senator said that 
there were causes which affected prices all overthe world; partic- 
ularly the prices of agricultural products. If that statement is 
true, if there were causes which prevailed all over the world 
affecting agricultural products, why is it not true that they have 
not affected other products of like character? But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, the concession made by the Senator from Oregon carries 
with it this fatal admission: If it be true that protection is not 
sufficient to counteract the universal causes which lead to de- 
pression, of what value is it, according totheir owntheory? Do 
Senators mean that So is an admirable thing when no- 
body needs it, but that protection is a failure when it is re- 
quired by the condition of business? That is the whole of the 
proposition, as I understand it. 

hy is it that the wheat of the Northwest has fallen to prices 
which afford no remuneration to the farmer? Why has wool 
and why have all products of the farm so fallen? Farming is 
now the rest a7 d business in the Sere 2 Why is it? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator allow me a 
question? 

Mr. PALMER. With pleasure. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Does the Senator from Illinois 
think that a reduction of duties on foreign imports to this coun- 
Bg increase the demand for our wheat in England? 

r. PALMER. I think so. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator thinks it would? 

Mr. PALMER. I do. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I do not. 

Mr. PALMER. There is a difference of opinion between two 
gentlemen, both of whom are worthy of great confidence, but I 
have more confidence in my own opinion. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me? ‘ 

Mr. PALMER. With gee pleasure. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator explain how the reduc- 
tion of our duties will reduce the wheat crop abroad or maxe 
mere more hungry abroad? 

r. PALMER. Of course the Senator hardly expects an 
answer to that question. That question is too profound for me. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is very ao 

Mr. PALMER. It is simple, and its simplicity is perhaps its 
great objection. I hope the Senator will be satisfied with my 


answer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will allow me, will he explain 
the process by which he expects the demand to increase for the 
eae the United States by reason of the passage of the pend- 
ing bill? 

r. PALMER. See that, so far as the passage of the 
bill is concerned, we will take that out of the question for the 
moment. I understand that it may affect us favorably in two 
ways; but principally in this, that we shall find an increased 
number of customers who will oe our products, and, sec- 
ondly, that we shall be able to exchange our products for their 
products; and those are the main causes whicn influence prices— 
a demand for that which I have and the facility with which I 
am allowed an ee of trading that which [ have for that 


which one e have. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator permit me further? 
Mr. PALMER. Certainly. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator says we shall have an increased 
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demand from abroad. Will that grow out of an increased de- 
mand for manufactures abroad? 

Mr. PALMER. It may be. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If it does, it will take the place, I take it, 
of the domestic market now in existence here. 

Mr. PALMER. Possibly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is it moré important tosend wheat to Great 
Britain or to France for food for people who are making goods 
for the United States than it is to send it to New England or to 
Pennsylvania? 

Mr. PALMER. We have tried the New England market for 
our wheat, and it is like many things that come from New Eng- 
land, avery sad failure. It is like the New England political 
doctrine, which radiates around itself largely. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will substitute, for the benefit of the feel- 
ings of my friend, Illinois for New England, as Illinois is about 
the third or fourth manufacturing State in importance in the 
Union—the third I think. Does the Senator think it better to 

_ have manufactured goods sold in this country which are made 
in England, than to have those goods made in Chicago, IIl., 
and is it more important to the wheat-growers of the Dakotas 
to send their wheat to Manchester or to Birmingham than to 
Chicago for a market? 

Mr. PALMER. I think it is better that they should send 
their products to both markets than to limit them to one, al- 
though Chicago is the best market in the world foreverything, 
I concede. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But it seems to me the Senator is not an- 
swering my question. He says if there should be an increased 
demand abroad for American wheat growing out of an increased 
manufactured product to be sent to the United States—— 

Mr. PALMER. I have said that if a demand exists in Eng- 
land for our products it is wise that the legislation of the coun- 
try shall permit us to send our products to those who need them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is there anything in the present legislation 
which prevents that? 

Mi. PALMER. Obviously there is, if the Senator himself is 
to be believed. We are told tbat in some way or other we must 
find the means of paying sufficiently liberal wages to American 
laborers. I understand that is the proposition. Who is to pay 
them? Are the farmers of the Northwest or the West to raise 
wheat to pay those increased wages? Who is to furnish the 
money? Is it not accomplished by maintaining the prices of 
American products to be sold to American consumers? If that 
is true, is it not the American consumer who is compelled to 
pay the increased wages to the American producer? 

Mr. President, I have never learned this method. I heard 
once of boys swapping jackknives and both making money by 
successive changes of their property. Iam not able to compre- 
hend this mysterious problem of how itis that American wages 
can be maintained at high rates, that the wages are to be paid 
practically by the American consumer, without, in some way or 
other, supposing that the American consumer pays more for 
that which he consumes than he would otherwise do. Then the 
proposition is, as I understand it, that the American manufac- 
turer shall levy an increased price upon those who consume his 
production in order that he may get the money to disburse to 
those who labor for him. Is not that the true statement of the 
question? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I should like to ask the Senator if he 
wants to see the profits of labor lessened? 

Mr. PALMER. By no means. I do not believe this measure 
willdo that. I simply want for the present to hold Senators to 
their utterances. I want Senators to be consistent if they can; 
I want them to tell me how it is thatthey expect to keep up the 
price of American manufactures to the consumer and compel the 
consumer to furnish them that increased amount of money, and 
at the same time confine them to one market according to this 
proposition? I want to know who it is that furnishes the money 
to pay the increased price tolabor? When Senators answer that 
question, I shall be ready to answer any number of questions they 
may os agen to me. 

It is not possible, Mr. President, that any system of legisla- 
tion can so control our systems of trade and business as to dis- 
tribute evenly the artificial burdens imposed upon the country. 
This country now extends from the Atlantic to the Pacific and 
from Canada to the Gulf; ouremployments are almost infinitely 
diversified; and it is not in the power of any mortal mind, or of 
any number of mortal minds, to take the control of the business 
of this country, and by artificial means make the operations of 
laws just and equal, especially revenue laws. I know—because 
I live among people who are engaged in the production of corn 
and wool, though of wool to a very limited extent—that the act 
of 180 did not restore remunerative prices. I know that under 


- operation of the act of 1890 these prices have continually 
en. 
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| Mr. TELLER. May I interrupt the Sen :tor? 

| Mr.PALMER. With pleasure. 

| Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator mean to say that the fall in 
| prices was produced by the McKinley act? 

| Mr.PALMER. By nomeans. On the contrary, I am insist- 
| ing that the promise of higher pricesas the result of the p issage 
| of the McKinley act is a delusion, is fallacious, and that it has 
no foundation in reason. That is what ! mean. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator mean to say that the Me 
Kinley act increased prices or reduced them? 

Mr. PALMER. So far as we are concerned, prices fe! 
the McKinley act. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Whoare ‘‘ we”? 

Mr. PALMER. I speak of Illinois now. I know that the Me- 
Kinley act promised to restore prices and maintain them, and I 
know that the McKinley act did not accomplish that result. It 
is promised now that if the McKinley act is maintained good re- 
sults will follow. Can the McKinley act accomplish any better 
results in the future than it has inthe past? [am not insisting 
that the McKinley act has lowered prices, That isnot my prop 
osition. I am insisting that protectionis afallacy. It proposed 
to accomplish results to which human wisdom is unequal, and it 
could not doit. Protection nodoubt stimulates production along 
certain lines, and perhaps warrants the payment of larger wages 
in those lines. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Does the Senator go to 1! 
tent of the Chicago platform on that subject, that there 
constitutional power to levy a tax to give protection? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes,I believe that, and I stand up to what- 
everl profess. I believe Congress never had the power to levy 
taxes for the mere sake of protection. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Then the Senator, to be en- 
tirely consistent, would do away with all customs laws which 
would give any protection at all. 

Mr. PALMER. If the country did not need money, | think 
I should never agree to pass a protection law simply for the 
sake of protection. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In other words, the Senator 
from Illinois is a free trader out and out. He would not levy 
customs duties on anything save and except for the purpose of 
getting revenue? 

Mr. PALMER. Iam a free trader in this: that if 
need revenue, | would never levy a tax. 

Mr. GRAY. The statement of the Senator from Oregon has 
no terrors for us. ‘ Free trade” is a good word. 

Mr. PALMER. I would not levy taxes ona reluctant people; 
I would not take the property of the citizen by force of law un 
less it was required for the needs of the Government. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator believes in incidental protec 
tion? 

Mr. PALMER. I believe we must impose taxes on imports, 
and this bill proposes, I believe, to raise $163,000,000, or about 
that sum, from duties on imports. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to call the attention of my friend 
from Illinois to one thing. I ask him if it is not true that the 

rices of all the staple products of the West and South have 
allen lower since the passage of the McKinley law than they 
ever were before? 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator from Nebraska is a good deal 
younger man than I am, and he does not recollect the time when 
we had no money beyond that which wis required to enter land; 
when all the money of the country went into the land offices. 
He does not remember the time when our habits were simple 
and our wants were few and trade was limited. I remember the 
time when pork was worth a dollar and a half a hundred. I re- 
member the time when I bought what was thought to be per- 
haps one of the very best horses in my county for $50; but the 
other day I found a man here from my State who owns one hun- 
dred and twenty-five head of horses, who told me that he would 
be glad to sell the whole lot at $30 a head. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I will suggest 
that in my section of the country he can buy good horses for less 
than $30 a head. 

Mr. PALMER. And yet the promise of the 
was that prices should be maintained. 

Mr. ALDRICH. A day or two ago [ induiged in a little col- 
loquy with the Senator from Illinois in regard to the prices of 
horses. [ asked him then, and] should be glad to have him now 
respond, how it is that the prices of horses and other products 
have gone down? 1 ask whether it is due to legislation or 
whether legislation has had any effect whatever upon it? 

Mr. PALMER. Iam not talking about the causes of the de- 
pression. [am speaking of the complaints of gentlemen who 

romised us good prices if the McKinley bil] should become a 

aw. Their prophecies have not been realized. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from [llinois, if there is any 
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force whatever in his argument, says in one breath that prices 
are higher one side, and in the next breath that they are lower 
on account of the McKinley act. I should like to know what 
his position is. 

Mr. PALMER. Iam talking about the prices of agricultural 
products. I have not said they were higher nor does the Sena- 
tor understand me as saying—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Dol understand thata different rule applies 
to agricultural products than to others? Does a different rule 
apply to rice and to sugar than to cotton cloth or woolen cloth? 

Mr. PALMER. A different rule? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. Do prospective duties affect rice and 
sugar differently from the way they affect cotton cloth and 
woolen cloth? 

Mr. PALMER. I rather think not; but if the Senator will 
show me the relevancy of that question I will take some pains 
to answer him. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senaior will allow me, I will show 
exactly its relevancy. The Senator has been trying to show 
that the farmers of Illinois have to pay more for what they buy 
on account of protection; he has also in the next breath been 
trying to show that everything they have to sell is lower on 
account of protection. How does protection affect one class of 
articles in one way and another class in another? 

Mr. PALMER. There is much in that question that would 
jead me in a direction I do not now wish to go. I am speak- 
ing of the products of the people among whom [ live. We nei- 
ther raise cotton nor sugar nor rice; but I am saying that these 
pledges had been made, and ‘they are pledges that were false; 
and to ask men of the West to maintain protection on account 
of any advantages they are given is an absurdity. I will ask 
again, if wages are increased by protection, who it is that fur- 
nishes the money to pay the increased wages? L[:apprehend the 
men who consume the articles the vaiue of which is increased 
by protection are the men who furnish the money to pay the 
increased wages. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator wants an auswer I shall be 
very glad to give it, so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. PALMIR, I shall hearthe Senator with great pleasure. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Every person who lives within the limits of 
the United States contributes to that fund. 

Mr. PALMER. For payment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. For the payment of the additional wages. 

Mr. PALMER. Very wail Thatis one point about which we 
are agreed. Then there are some persons who gain advan- 
meee by protection and some who do not. 

lr. ALDRICH. No; notby anymeans. Everyman who lives 
within the limits of the United States receives advantages, and 
receives them in as nearly equal proportion as possible. 

Mr. PALMER. ‘As nearly equal as possible,” but it happens 
that in that term there is a saving phrase. I have shown that 
producers of agricultural ucts have not been benefited 
»y it. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator permit me further? 

Mr. PALMER. a 

Mr. ALDRICH. As I understand the argument of the ‘Sena- 
tor from Illinois, it is this: He says the farmers of his section of 
the country, who are typical of the farmers of the United States 
I suppose, have to pay the same for manufactured products, or 
pr ucts other than agricultural products, on account of the pro- 

ctive tariff? 

Mr. PALMER. That I understand to be the assertion of the 
Senator. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It.is the assertion of this Senator ‘and of 
that Senator. 

Mr. PALMER. Weagree about that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. Does the Senator from Illinois think 
that it would be to the advantage of the farmers of Illinois, - 
vided they could buy ee es to buy outside of heir 
own market, in Belgium or in Ger or in France, cheaper 
then they can in the United States, they should buy every- 
thing that they consume in other countries? 

Mr. PALMER. I believe the farmers of Illinois ought to 
buy in the market that they select, and — where can buy 
chespest and sell in those markets in which they can the 
best prices. That iswhatI maintain. Lam notseeking to limit 
the people of the State of linois to their own market, the Chi- 
cago market, nor the New York market, nor the New England 

market. | ought to say that the Senator just now retorted — 
meand placed me in an attitude in respect to New England that 


I do not wish to occupy. Ido not wish to. a word against | 
New Eagland, nor do i mean to admit that w has been so 
from Connecticut, that we | 


Crome bean Tewil to manufacturers, or 


, or merchants, or 
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and from whom shall they be collected, and there is no feeling 
about it. I should despise myself if I entertained a sentiment 
of unkindness toward New England, or the West, or the South, 
or any part of this country. A good many years ago I enter- 
tained a good deal of bitterness toward the South, but I satis- 
fied myself by that process that men who carried muskets on the 
other side understand as well as I do. 

How shall this revenue be distributed? The manufacturing 
industries are in some sense local. The New England men de- 
fend them because they are the industries of their States and 
their localities—that is the better term—and no one can blame 
them for it, All that I complain of is that the promises they 
made in order to induce us to accept their policy are unsound 
and untrue, and the promises have never been fulfilled; on the 
contrary, all the industries that they promised to protect have 
declined, have become depressed, until long before the election 
of Mr. Gleveland the agriculture of the West was in a most de- 
plorable condition,and there is no hope for it in the continuance 
of the McKinley act. What were our hopes? Our hopes were 
by a fair and just distribution of the taxes, of the burdens of the 
country, we would not so much be enabled to get better.prices, 
but we should bear less burdens. 

The problem is to distribute those burdens so that they can 
be borne upon principles of equality; because, as was said yes- 
terday, equality isequity; and no part of this country, asI under- 
stand, desires to escape from its own just share of the burdens 
of supporting the Government. But when a Senator says, ‘I 
favor the protection Se industries and you are to be 
benefited by -it,” naturally I inquire how. The Senator from 
Connecticut speaksof manufacturing industries, and insists that 
they, for some reason or other, need protection, must have pro- 
tection, and can not be prosecuted advantageously without tho 
contributions of the ee toenable them to carry on their busi- 
ness successfully, that the law must give them more than they 
could get without the law; that a law must be passed that they 
may get better prices, and in some sense I am expected to con- 
tribute to the increased prices which this law will give to the 
men engaged in manufactures. I say why should I bear it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to ask him an- 
other question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pascoin the chair). Does 
the Senator from Illinois yield to the Senator from Rhode 
Island? 

Mr. PALMER. . Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Where-do the farmers of Illinois find a mar- 
ket for their products now? 

Mr. PALM They would like to find it everywhere. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But where do they find it? Where do the 
products of Illinois go? 

Mr. PALMER. They goover the whole country. I believe 
they go not so much to the Southern people now, because the 
cotton-raisers have gotten too poor; they have had no protec- 
tion, and they are notable to buy fromus. Hence our products, 
so far as they depend upon that market, have reached avery low 


rice. 
_ Mr. ALLISON. The ‘sugar producers are able to buy, are 
they not? 

Mr. PALMER. When the sugar people were receiving the 
bounty they were able to buy something, but they did not buy 
much. 

Mr.ALDRCHI. Isitnottruethatninety-nine one hundredths 
of the products of the farmers of Illinois are sold to people in 
the United States who belong to classes other than the agricul- 
tural class? 

Mr. PALMBR. I believe the Senator would not hold me re- 
sponsible and would not require me to answer as to the precise 


. ALDRICH. Practically, the whole of it. 

Mr. PALMER. Not practically the whole of it. I think itis 
true that the t portion of the products of the West are 
suld all over the United States, largely in New England, largely 
in New York, in the manufacturing districts. 

. ALDRICH. I have no doubt it will be proved to be true 
u inves tion that more than ninety-nine one hundredths 
of theagricultural products of Iilinois are sold to people in the 
United States who are not d in agriculture, and those 
live either in the State of [llinois or in the other States 
of the North. If the Senator’s argument is a good one, there 
will be no people in Illinois except those who are engaged in 
raising canivciienl products, and the manufacturing for those 
—— and their customers would be found on the other side of 
Atilantic—in Belgium, or in France, or in England, or else- 
where 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, let us see-exactly what the 
-of the Senator from Rhode Island is. It is, if there 
were no bounties paid in the form of tariff taxation to manufac- 
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turers there would be no manufacturers, and if there were no 
manufacturers there would be no purchasers for the products of | 


the farmers. I believe there would be manufacturers if there 
were no tariff, and I believe that the protected States are mis- 
taken as to their interests. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will permit me, if there was 


any manufacturing in the United States with free trade, of | 
course those manufactures would exist in the same condition as | 


they exist in other countries, and they could not exist otherwise. 
That means, and can mean only, on the conditions in regard to 
labor, the cost of plant, material, and everything else of foreign 
competitors. Ifthe Senator from Illinois desires to bring about 
that state of affairs, I am glad to say that I disagree with him 
whoily. 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator has no right to say that I desire 
to bring about that state of affairs, nor do I believe that the 
passage of this bill would ‘tend in that direction. 

The Senator seems to be blind to one fact. He seems to be 
entirely unconscious of the greater fact that there are interests 


in this country that ought to be fostered by legislation if any | 


one intefest is to befostered. It isabsolutely impossible to favor 
agriculture by tariff taxation upon imported agricultural prod- 
ucts, for there are practically none. Itis not possible, then, to 
give direct protection to agriculturallabor. I say ‘direct pro- 
tection.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 

Mr. PALMER. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator a little while ago 
very frankly stated that he believed in the declaration of the 
Chicago platform. 

Mr. PALMER. Oh, yes. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In other words, that he is op- 
posed to levying imposts or duties for tho sake of protection or 
which will result in giving protection? 

Mr. PALMER. That much the Senator must charge to him- 
self. I have said nothing of that kind. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I want to get down to precisely 
what the Senator believes in. I want toask this question—and 
I will come to the direct point—if the Senator himself were 
making a tariff bill for this country, would ‘he levy duties on 
those products the like of which were produced ‘in this country, 
or would he levy them on those products the like of which we 
do not produce in this country? : 

Mr. PALMER. Does the Senator want an answer to that? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like'to state, however, 


Will the Senator allow me? 


before the Senator answers, that necessarily whatever his an- | 


swer may ‘be, if he carries out the policy which he professes to 
believe in, namely, that he favors a tariff for revenue only, and 
not a tariff for protection, then it follows as a necessary conse- 
quence that in levying impost duties he must levy them in such 


away as to produce the greatest possible amount of revenue | 


from the least possible rate of duty. That being so, he must 
as a matter of course place duties on‘these foreign products the 
like of which we do not produce in this country, while he leaves 
those foreign products the like of which we do produce in this 
country to come in free in competition with the products of this 
country. 

Mr. PALMER. T have given'the Senator an opportunity of 
getting his-speech into the RecorpD, and I will answer it when 
T have time. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
point I wish to bring him to. 

Mr. PALMER. 1 do not understand the point. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Then I will state the question 
again. Would the Senator, in making a tariff bill, place high 
duties on those foreign products the like of which we produce 
in this country, or would he put them on foreign products the 
like of which we do not produce in this:country? 

Mr. PALMER. I think I can answer asan old friend of mine 
in Iilinois did. When he was asked his views on the subject of 
baptism he said, ‘‘ Brethren, whatever Paulsaysabout it, I say.” 
Says he, “I believe in the Scriptures.” 

ow, Mr. President, waving that point, I want to say that the 
question of the Senator from Oregon presents a proposition 
which hasnever beenauswered by anybody. I donotunderstand 
that anybody in this country would impose tariffs for protection 
alone wholly irrespective of all question of revenue, nor do I 
pose that anybody ever imposeda tariff for revenue purposes 
without keeping in mind something of protection. e never 
+had a tariff in which those views were entirely separate. But 
ean tell the Senator very frankly I mean to vote for this bill. 

if that.answers his question, it can be regarded as answered. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If that is the best answer the 
Senator can give, I am really very sorry, because I do not con- 
sider that the Senator has answered the questior at all. 
Mr.PALMER. Iam willing the Senatorshould put his ques- 


The Senator understands the 
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tion and his commentary into the RECORD, and if anybody cares 
about what either he thinks or I think about it there will be an 
opportunity to look into it there. 

I did not intend to occupy the floor so long. Idesired to meet 
| first the pretense on the part of Republican orators here and 
elsewhere that the election of 1892 produced the condition which 
the country now isin. I have thoughtif that was true, it was 
the strongest possible objection to protective legislation. I have 
thought if it is true that by the protective legislation of 1890 
such complete control was taken of the business of the country 


that it made considerations so artificial, so delicate, that the 
slightest breeze threw the business of the country into con- 
fusion, that is an argument against an artificial system of pro- 


tection. 

[ had supposed that if gentlemen believe what they say the: 
would absolutely realize that if prices depend upon law, and all 
the business of the country depends upon prices or wages, and 
| that condition is so delicate and so artificial that even a disc 
| sion endangers the whole superstructure, it is like a friend of 
mine told me one day of the Chicago court-house. He was anx- 
ious about an appropriation to build a new one, and [ bespenak 
the good will of the Senate now in favor of that measure. He 
said that a man was afraid to whistle in the Chicago court-house 
for fear it would fall around hisears. If the conditions pro- 
duced by the McKinley law are such as are described by the 
| Senator, no man dares utter a word of criticism or condemnation 
ofthesystem. Why? Because the whole superstructure is trem- 
bling now, anda whisper will bring the whole fabric around your 
ears and involve the country in disaster and ruin. Is that true? 
Ts that the result? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Iwill say to the Senator from 
Illinois it is not because of any criticism, but it is because of the 
threat that you intend to destroy the system entirely. 

Mr. PALMER. If it is true that the business of the country 
must be placed in strait laces because a threat to disturb it in- 
volves the whole country in ruin, it is a most alarming condi- 
tion; it is a condition that never existed anywhere in a civilized 
country until it existed as the result of the legislation of 1890. 
Think of it, Mr. President—we must not whisper! Such a con- 
dition of things never did exist in any civilized country. I do 
not believe itexists now. I believe that the present stite of 
business has brought about conditions that tariff legislation 
could not control. I believe that all promises of prosperity as 
the result of legislation are fallacious. These causes are too 
strong to be controlled by human législation; and the safe course 
is to allow the business of the country to proceed under natural 
conditions, so that ruin may not follow every change of Admin- 
istration. 

I have been betrayed into speaking much longer than [ in- 
tended. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I would like to ask the Senator from Illinois 
a@ question before he takes his seat. Is it fair to put the case in 
the way he did just now—that a word or whisper or a whistle is 
the kind of indication that we have to-day confronting the peo- 
| ple. of the country? I ask him if the people of the country are 
| not rather in the position of a city that is in possession practi- 
eally ofan armed force that proposes to levy contributions upon 
| them or to raze their walls to the ground? Is it not true that 
the dominant party in this.country has the power in the legis- 
lative halls ai the country and in the executive chair, with all 
the administrative function at their command, to do this act? 
Is not that true? 

Mr. PALMER. [am notso sure about that. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SQUIRE. That is what is claimed to be true, and that 
iswhatalarms notsimply the manufacturers of the United States, 
but the laboring peopie and all people throughout the length 
and breadth of the land. It is not a question of what we discuss 
here: it is not-simply the utterances of this Senator or that, or 
this member of the House of Representatives or that, or of some 
orator; it is the fact that the power exists now in the hand of 
the Democratic party to destroy this great fabricof industry that 
has been reared through years of effort, perhaps for a period of 
thirty years,and has been successful—a system under which the 
> of the United States: have prospered. 

Mr. PALMER. I can not answer all that the Senator from 
Washington has said, but I ask him whether ho means to assert 
that the protective legislation of the;party to which he belongs 
has put the business of the country in such a condition that if 
the support of tariffs and bounties is withdrawn from it it must 
involve the whole countryin ruin? Js that what he means to 
say? 

Mr. SQUIRE. What I mean to say is that we have at present 
a vast organized system, and that you can not safely change it 
ina moment. It will be impossible to precipitate such a revo- 
lutionary change as the present one is apn to be without 
the gravest disaster, without disorganizing labor, disorganizing 
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capital; and the menace to do this is not a whisper, not a whist- 
ling; but it is a threat, a menace, and a terror, that the people 
of this whole country have to take home to their hearthstones; 
it is one that affects them vitally; and therefore capitalists are 
intimidated, manufacturers have suspended their operations, 
and business is paralyzed, while the people are waiting for some- 
thing that they fear is to be done. 

Mr. GRAY. MayI ask the Senator from Washington a ques- 
tion? Does he not really think that if we have a system which 
he says is so highly organized and so artificial and delicate in 
its adjustment that the very discussion of a measure that is to 
modify it produces all this distress and suffering, we had better 
get some other system that is a little tougher and is able to 
stand criticism and talk without being made the occasion for 
spreading alarm and panic among the people? Does he not 
think a little more natural system and one less artificial and less 
highly organized would do better for all the — of this coun- 
try, as well as for the few protected people who have erected it 
and now defend it like a citadel that is protecting and covering 
them? 

Mr. STEWART. Ido not want the Senator to think that 
this proposed system is any tougher than the one we have now. 
{Laughter.] 

Mr. SQUIRE. The Ssnator from Delaware puts a hypothet- 
ical case, that it would be well for the country to change its sys- 
tem because there is peril connected with the threat of destroy- 
ing the present system. That does not seem to be logical, and 
I can not see any force in it. 

Mr.HAWLEY. Change the party. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Yes; change the party. Mr. President, if this 
hill becomes a law the people of the United States are going to 
see harder times than they have yet seen. I do not doubt that 
there will be an influx of importations for a time on the shores 
of the Atlantic; in the cities of New York, Boston, Philadel- 
phia, and Baltimore they may profit for a time; but in a short 
period of time the glut will commence and the importations will 
necessarily cease, because the people will not have the money 
to pay for the goods, and we shall see severer times than ever; 
but the manufacturing interests of this country, now suffering 

ralysis, will go into permanent retirement. Many of tae 
arge establishments are going out of business, and their oper- 
atives will suffer severely —— 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, no. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Yes, they will have to do it. 
and I believe it. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not, 

Mr. SQUIRE. Thousands and thousands of operatives are 
now lying idle, fed by contributions perhaps, the factories run- 
ning only a few days in the week so as to give their operatives 
bread, as they are doing to-day in the city of Amsterdam, N. Y., 
in [lion, and in Little Falls, N. Y., and other places that I have 
visited. Their business will come toa standstill, and it seems 
to me that the Senate of the United States should pause before 
it precipitates the country into the woes and throes of sucha 
struggle on the part of the labor and such a disheartening condi- 
tion of things as would relate to capital. It is not fair towards 

capital. Capital has been encouraged by legislative enactments, 
by existing law. It has rights. It is not fair to say that you 
should make such a rapid, sudden, violent, and unexpected 
change. Itis not reasonable. The operation is one —~ to be 
characterized as a piece of political surgery upon the y poli- 
tic of this country. ; 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me to ask him if he 
thinks the threat he indicated just now has had that effect? 

Mr. SQUIRE. No; it is the threat accompanied with the 
power to enforce it. The provision is so clear, so plain that the 
people of the United States understand it just as well now as 
they will understand it after the enactment of the law. It is ac- 
companied with the political power, and notice is taken accord- 


ingly. 

Kir. STEWART. Does the Senator think that the legislation 
he voted for last fall may not have had something todo with it? 
ets 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I did not intend tosay a word. 
Later I hope to say something on this subject of the tariff. Ido 
not wish to discuss the silver question now. 

Mr. PALMER. Does not the Senator know that in respect 
to one of the most important products of this country the United 
States actually purchased nearly the whole American product, 
and still in defiance of that fact the price fell? 

Mr. SQUIRE. The Senator from Illinois refers to silver. 
The present question is broad enough without taking up that 
subject at this time. I wish to say here that I stand for bimet- 
allism and for maintaining the credit of the United States. 

Perhaps I did not fully understand the Senator. Will he 
please state the point again? 


They tell me so, 


claim eet lia 





Mr. PALMER. Iask the Senator if it is not true that in 1890 
and along there the country undertook to purchase nearly the 
whole of the product of an important article in this country, but 
notwithstanding that protection the price still fell? 

Mr. SQUIRE. I do not want to enter into a discussion of the 
silver question. 


Mr. PALMER. Certainly the whole product was protected. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I think the pending measure sufficiently broad 
without taking up the financial question. 

Mr. CAREY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENG OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. PALMER. Certainly. 


Mr.CAREY. I wish to recall the attention of the Senator from 
Illinois to the agricultural products, where he spoke of horses. 
Under the McKinley law the high tariff on low-priced horses 
was $30 a head. It is proposed under this bill to make a uniform 
rate of 20 per cent ad valorem. Now, is this proposed legisla- 
tion in the interest of the farmer of this country? 

Mr. PALMER. It does not affect the interest of thg farmer 
in the slightest possible sense. The $30 duty was a miserable 
humbug, and the reduction and the whole thing will have no 
effect upon the farmer. It was intended tocheat and to deceive. 
It was intended to delude the American horse-producer to vote 
for the McXinley bill by the pretext of protection. 

Mr. CAREY. I wish to call the attention of the Senator toa 
fact. I have some interest in the matter of horses and cattle, 
and have been in the business fora good many years. The State 
of Texas furnishes thousands upon thousands of cattle every year, 
that are driven to the Northern States, wintered, and prepared 
for the Eastern market. Across the line from Texas, in Mexico, 
you can buy cattle for one-half the money that you can pur- 
chase them on this side of the line. Cattle are cheap enough 
to-day in the United States. The duty on horses is now $30 a 
head, but there is an ad valorem duty on the high-priced horses. 
It is proposed to put an ad valorem duty on all horses of 20 per 
cent under the terms of this bill. You will beable to bring from 
Mexico, where they raise the same kind of horses they do in 
Texas, the best horses they have by the payment of 25 to 50 
cents a head duty, or you will bring the best horses they pro- 
duce in Canada across the line into this country to compete with 
horses produced by the farmers of this country at $1 a Mead 
under your ad valorem tax. I want to ask the Senator if this 
duty is placed on this class of live stock for the purpose of rais- 
ing revenue? 

Mr. PALMER. I presume so. I have answered the Senator 
already. All the protection of the McKinley law has not kept 
up the prices of horses. Horses are lower than they have been 
for forty years to my knowledge. 

Mr. CAREY. Horses from the plains—the Senator is famil- 
iar with horses in Illinois—brought last year—that is, in the 
summer of 1893—after the depression commenced, about half 
of what they brought in 1892. I think the Senator acknowl- 
edges that we do not need. any more horses in this country 
at present. We have more than are necessary to supply the 
market. There is a reason why horses have gone down in this 
country. The reasonisverysimple. The marketis overstocked. 
Inside of fifteen months 500 miles of railroads now operated 
with horses in the city of Philadelphia will be operated by elec- 
tricity. It is about the same in all the cities of the country. 

Mr. PALMER. I have no doubt of it. 

Mr.CAREY. All the horses required to operate the 500 miles 
of railroad referred to in Philadelphia will be thrown outo/ use, 
and there will be no further demand for them, nor will a new 
supply berequired. Electricity and cables operated by steam are 
taking the place of horses. If the purpose of the item in the bill 
is to let horses and cattle from Mexico and Canada into the 
United States to compete with the productof this country when 
prices are low enough, we must certainly be in great stress of 
weather so far as revenue is concerned; thatis, if the purpose of 
the decreased duty is to get an increase of revenue. 

Mr. PALMER. If a Canadian was to bring a horse iuto IIli- 
nois and was to trade him for something that I should like to 
sell I believe I would be satisfied with the transaction. I think 
upon fair commercial principles if a Mexican would bring horses 
and cattle into Texas I should feel that it was a legitimate trans- 
action if he would trade them for something the people there 
had to trade. I do not quite appreciate the force of the diffi- 
culty of the Senator from Wyoming. He asks me if the purpose 
is to encourage the introduction of horses from Canada. He 
must object to the introduction of Canadian horses, because it 
would tend to lower the prices of our horses. Now, as to the 

rices, as he himself gives causes for the reduction, he will con- 
ess that the tariff has not kept the price up. 

Mr. CAREY. I do not say that the tariff kept the price up, 
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but I do say the great reduction in the price of horses has come 
within the twelve or fifteen months last past. 

Mr. PALMER. Owing to causes that tariffs can not control. 

Mr. CAREY. The better quality of horses that we raise in 
the West we could find a market for in Chicago and in other 

laces in the East—some of them in the South—but to-day there 

no demand for horses in this country. 

Mr. PALMER. Well, the McKinley lawisinforce. Nobody 
is disturbing it. The election of Cleveland did not have the ef- 
fect to repeal it. Iam only insisting upon the proposition that 
except to the immediate beneficiaries of protection, whether it 
is by discriminating duties or by actual benevolences, as in the 
case of sugar, nobody is benefited. Its promises are false. It 
has realized nothing except to those who get the money. 

Mr. CAREY. I want to ask the Senator another question, if 
he will answer it. He stated that he had seena time when prod- 
ucts were very low in price in this country. Now, if the Sena- 
tor had lived at the time the men lived who formed our Consti- 
tution, would he have had the same view with reference to these 
matters that he has to-day? 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator muSt know that this is a world 
of progress. 

Mr.CAREY. No; but a moment ago the Senator said that he 
did not believe these duties were constitutional. 

Mr. PALMER. Duties for protection alone. 

Mr. CAREY. The men who framed the Constitution believed 
they were constitutional. 

Mr. PALMER. I do not know about that. 

Mr. CAREY. The very men who participated in the Con- 
vention advocated protective duties. 

Mr. PALMER. [recollect that the argument of the states- 
men of that period was that by the imposition of duties revenues 
could be raised. The early statesmen of the country, in urging 
tariffs upon the atiention of the people, proposed them as a 
means of raising revenue and then did argue that they were in- 
cidentally advantageous. There is no doubt about that; but 
that is not the doctrine which is being involvednow. The Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, a few days ago, entered into a very 
elaborate argument, and demonstrated the impolicy of free trade. 
As a matter of course free trade is impossible. Nobody has 
been urging it, although seeking a greater freedom of trade 
than that which is permissible under the legislation of 1890. 
But the Senator must recollect that we are dealing now with 
conditions. As I remember, though I have not the figures be- 
fore me, the average of duties proposed by the first tariff act 
was about 8 per cent. Now 47 per cent is thought to be neces- 
sary. The fathers were responsible for their own acts and we 
are responsible for ours. Then 8 per cent was thought to be suf- 
ficient to nurse an infant industry. Now, 47—— 

Mr. GRAY. Forty-nine. 

Mr. PALMER. orty-nine, I am told, must be now main- 
tained to meet the wants of an athletic industry that has been 
fostered and nourished, and as some gentlemen say has pro- 
duced, all the prosperity of this country ever since there was a 
country. 

Mr. CAREY. I went beyond the Senator’s recollection when 
I asked him about the revolutionary period. I think I heard 
the Senator say on the floor that he is a Jackson Democrat. 

Mr. PALMER. Yes. 

Mr. CAREY. The resolution upon which Mr. Jackson ran 
for President is as follows: 

Resolved, That an adequate protection to American industry is indispen- 
sable to the prosperity of the country; and that an abandonment of the 
— at this period would be attended with consequences ruinous to the 

st interests of the nation. 

That resolution would suit the present time very well. 

Mr. PALMER. Itdoes. This bill proposes adequate protec- 
tion to the industries of the country. 

Mr. DOLPH obtained the floor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Oregon will excuse me 
fora moment. This morning, in the course of a colloquy with 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], he called in question a 
statementof mine in regard to the number of amendments which 
he had presented from the Finance Committee and proposed to 


make the accuracy of my statemert the test of my knowledge of. 


the provisions of this bill. I stated that from thirty to fort 
amendments had been offered by him. After conference wit 
the Senator from Delaware he said there were fifteen. I have 
had since an opportunity to count them and I have found that 
there are thirty-nine amendments. 

Mr. VEST. Idid not hear the Senator. What is his state- 
ment? 


Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator presented thirty-nine amend- 
ments from the Committee on Finance and he said fifteen. I 
have counted them and find there are thirty-nine. 

Mr. VEST. I said fifteen or twenty. I never counted them; 
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but a great many of them are verbal amendments and amount 
to nothing. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are verbal amendments, changing 25 
per cent to 20 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator thinks that is such a momentous 
question and is satisfied, I am. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the Senator himself raised the question 
to test the accuracy of my knowledge of the bill. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator said [ had presented forty or fifty 
amendments and I denied it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There are thirty-nine. 

Mr. VEST. Let us look at the RECORD and see. However, 
it is about as important as the rest of the Senator's remarks. 

Mr. DOLPH. The ReEcorpD will settle the question a; to the 
recollection of the Senator from Rhode Island and the Senator 
from Missouri. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, Ido not wish by my silence to 
appear to acquiesce in many things that have been said by the 
Senator from Illinois[Mr.PALMER!. The Senator from [\linois 
appears to ridicule the idea that the mere threat of hostile 
tariff legislation should have produced in this country the pres- 
ent disastrous condition of our industries, but I refer the Sena- 
tor to the fact that the reduction of duties provided by the com- 
promise act of 1833 brought about in 1837 a condition of business 
and of the finances of the country similar to that which we have 
been passing through. 1 also call his attention to the fact that 
the tariff of 1857, I think before it had taken effect, plunged the 
country into a similarly disastrous condition. Ha who sevks to 
find any other cause for the present disastrous business condi- 
tion of the country than the threat of hostile tariff legislation 
it ap ears to me has not read as he should have read the history 
of this country. 

I have asserted on a former occasion and now repeat, that this 
country has never enjoyed any real prosperity except under the 

rotective policy, and thatallits business disasters have followed 

rom the abandonment or the threatened abandonment of the 
rotective system. The Senator from Illinois talks about the 
ow price of agricultural products. Directly I will show that 
the price of almost every agricultural product was increased by 
the McKinley law; but before [ dothat I desire to call attention 
to the proposition of the Senator that free trade with England 
for instance would increase our market abroad for wheat. [very- 
body who has studied the question knows that the market price 
of wheat is fixed in London; that England admits free of duty 
wheat from every quarter of the globe, and that the price of 
wheat is fixed by that universal law which fixes the price of 
every product of human industry—the law of supply and de- 
mand. 

The Senator from Illinois should know that nations do not 
deal with each other; thatit is as individuals, the citizens or sub- 
jects of different naticns, who deal with each other and buy the 
productions of other nations. No subject of Great Britain de- 
siring to buy an article of American production will ever stop to 
inquire whether we levy duties on the products of England im- 
ported into this country. The law that governs commercial 
transactions between individuals is the law of self-interest. 
When a merchant in Liverpool desires to buy a cargo of wheat, 
or a cargo of any of the products of human industry in this coun- 
try, he will ascertain where he can get the better bargain, qual- 
ity and quantity considered. 

The Senator from Illinois is also wrong, in my judgment, in as- 
serting that anybody ever claimed that the McKinley law was 
enacted for the purpose of increasing the price of American 
products, or for the purpose of increasing wages. 

The enactment of the McKinley law was in pursuance of the 
demand of the people of this country, and the Democratic party 
were vociferous in their demand for a reduction of revenue de- 
rived from duties. The Republican party was commissioned to 
revise the tariff upon the principle of protection to American 
industries, for the protection of America, American citizens, and 
American industries, rather than those of England and of Europe. 
It proceeded to revise the tariff and to reduce the revenue by 

lacing many articles upon the free list that were not upon the 
ree list before, by reducing the duties upon many articles, by 
correcting the inequalities in the act of 1883 which experience 
had demonstrated existed, and by increasing the duties on some 
articles where previous duties were not sufficient to protect the 
American industry. 

I have heard it said over and over again here, ‘‘ Your Me- 
Kinley law did not increase wages.” The McKintey law was en- 
acted for the purpose of protecting American industries; it was 
enacted of course for the purpose of providing employment for 
labor and keeping up the then price of labor, which had been 
kept up by a protective tariff for thirty years. 


The Senator from Orevon is 
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Mr.GRAY. Was it necessary to raise the tariff in order-to 
keep up those wages? 

Mr. DOLPH. I do notchooseto repeatmyself. I havestated 
that the duty was increased on a few articles, the American pro- 
duction of which, by inadvertence or mistake or the change in 
the cost of production, the tariff of 1883 didnotprotect. But,asI 
said before, many articles were transferred from the dutiable list 
to the free list; upon many articles the duties were decreased, 
and ona few articles, which experience demonstrated were not 
sufficiently protected, the duty was increased. 

Mr. President, the McKinley tariff did increase wages slightly. 
I shali not now quote from the reports and statistics to show 
thatfact. [tstimulated existing industries; it caused the estab- 
lishment of new industries; it furnished employment to labor. 
It did more. I venture to contradict the assertions of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois. Itincreased the prices of many of the prod- 
ucts of the farm. I do not rely upon my own assertion for that 
statement. I hold in my hand the Statistical Abstractiof ‘the 
United States for 1893, just received a few days ago. Turning 
first toa table showing the ‘*monthly average range of prices per 
hundred pounds in the New York wholesale beef marketof car- 
casses of steers, of heavy and medium weights, during the years 
1890 to 1893 inclusive,” t find that in December, 1890, the:price 
of medium ‘was $6.25 to'$6.75; of heavy from $7.19 to $7.94. Un- 
der the McKinley law, in 1891, the for mediums from $6.25 
to $6.75 inpueenal to $7.25 to@8. There was.an increase of $l.a 
hundred pounds in a year under the McKinley law. In 1892 the 

rice was still greater than it was previous to the passage of the 

cKinley law. For medium it was from $6.67 to $8.33, and on 
heavy from $8.88 to $9.15, and in 1893 it was still her than it 
had ever been before. For medium it'was from $7.50 to $8, and 
for heavy from $8 to $8.90. 

Turning toa table showing the ‘monthly range of wholesale 
prices per pound of dressed carcasses of beef in the New York 
raarket,” I find that in 1889 the lowestaverage price was 59, cents, 
and the highest 74 cents; in 1890 the lowest was 6), cents, 1¢ 
—_ higher, and the highest was 7,%, cents, still higher than in 
1889. 

Mr.GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Oregon right there 
at what date the McKinley law took effect? 

Mr. DOLPH. The 6th of October, 1890. 

Mr. GRAY. So the McKinley lew would not have had any- 
thing to do with the prices in 1890? 

Mr. DOLPH. There was a part-of the year left. Then in 
1891 the prices were still higher. Admitting now, for the sake 
of argument (and I do not h to take up the time to deny or 
discuss it), the proposition that the McK law had nothing 
to do with the increase of prices from 1690 to 1891, I will:show 
that the prices still further increased under the McKinley law. 
In 1891 the lowest price for dressed beef was 77, cents, and the 
highest price was 9, cents. In 1892 the lowest price was 6} 
cents and the highest price was 8§4 cents. In 1893 the lowest 
price was 6} cents and the highest 9)-cents. Lalso wish to call 
attention to the price of pork. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Oregon allow me to 
ask him a question at this point? 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like toget through with the figures 
Iam presenting. ThenJ shall be glad to hear the Senator from 
Iilinois. I should like to put these figures in the RECORD in 
connected form. 

Mr. PALMER. [ should like to ask a question at this point, 
if the Senator will allow me. I should like to inquire whether 
the prices were not always regulated by the prices in Europe? 
Were not the prices in this country always higher when the 
prices in Europe were higher? 

Mr. DOLPA. Notas to meat. 

Mr. PALMER. We will see about that. 

Mr. DOLPH. Notatallas'to meat. It isnot-so, ‘but even if 
it were so it would not prevent the McKinley law from affecting 
the price of meat in London. for whenever you affect the price 
ia the United States, the United States being the great a: 
— — pork and beef in the world, it would necessarily affect 
t ce. 

Tn 1891 the price of mess k was $11.38 a barrel; in 1892 it 
was $11.562.a barrel, and in 1893 it was $18.35, aconstantincrease, 
as'the Senator from Itlinois will see. 

Now, take the price of wheat. The average price in the New 
York market in 1890 was 98.3 cents, ° 

Mr. GRAY. What was the price of wheat in 1889? 

Mr. DOLPH. In 1889 it was 88.3 cents. In 1891 it had in- 
creased to $1.094; in 1892 it decreased to 90.8 cents, and in 1893 
to 73.9 cents. There is a case of depreciation, and I have read 
it for that purpose, because it is about the only article of farm 

uction in which there was: decrease. 

Mr. GRAY. ‘That wes under the McKinley law. 
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Mr. PEFFER. I should like to ask the Senator from Oregon 
a@ question. 

Mr. DOLPH. I wish the Senator from Kansas would allow 
me to get the table in the Recorp. I did not intend to make a 
speech to-day. ' 

a Mr. PEFFER. I shouldlike to ask the Senator a simple ques- 
on. 

Mr. DOLPH. I hope the Senator will wait until I complete 
the statement of these figures as to prices. [ should like to get 
it in together. 

In 1889 the price of corn was 43 cents per bushel; in 1890, 48.1 
cents. Now listen. I find in 1891 it was 70.4 cents; in 1892 it 
was 54 cents and in 1893,49.9cents. In every year after the pas- 
sage of the McKinley law the price of corn was higher than it 
wasin 1889, the year before the law was passed, and higher than 
it was in 1890, the year the law was passed. 

Take oats. Oats in 1889 were 28.8 cents; in 1890, 28.9 cents; 
in 1891, under the McKinley law, the price of oats jumped up to 
46 cents; in 1892, it was 36.3 cents; in 1893, 35.9 cents. It was 
higher every year under the McKinley law than it was for the 
two years preceding. 

As I pass along I shall show the beneficial effects of the Mc- 
Kinley law on imported products, products which we do not 
raise. I will take sugar. In 1889 the price of sugar, raw, cen- 
trifugals, per pound in the New York market was 6.57 cents; in 
1890 it was 5.57 cents; in 1891, under the McKinley law, it 
dropped to 3.92 cents; in 1892, it was 3.82 cents, and in 1893, it 
was 3.69 cents per pound. Astogranulated sugar, the condition 
was similar, the price in 1890 being 6.27 cents per pound, and 
dropping in 1893 to 4.84 cents a pound. 

Lard is another illustrationof the benefit of the McKinley law 
on the prices of farm products. In 1889 lard was worth 6.88 
es: in 1890, 6.33.cents; but in 1891 it jumped up to 
6.59; in 1892 it was 7.69, and in 1893 it was 10.34 cents. 

Take the article of tallow. In 1889 it was worth 4.69 cents per 
pound; in 1890, 4.59; in 1891, 4.81; in 1892, 4.62; in 1893, 5.44, 
showing a continual increase in the price of tallow, lard, and 
other farm products under the McKinley law. 

Take bacon and ham. They were worth per pound in 1890, 
7.7 cents; in 1891, 7.6; in 1892, 8.1; in 1893, 9.1, showing a.con- 
stant increase in the price of bacon and ham. 

With respect'to salted pork and salted beef, the same thing 
is'true. In 1890salted pork was worth 6 cents per pound; in 1891, 
5.9 cents; in 1892, 6cents; in 1893, 7.8cents. Take butter,and we 
see the same beneficial effect under the McKinley law. In 1890 
the average price of butter was 14.4 cents per pound; in 1891, 14.5 
cents; in 1892, 16 cents; in 1893,19 cents. The average price of 
butter increased in the New York market from 14.4 cents in 
1890 to 19 cents.in 1893. Take cheese, and I find that increased 
in price from 1890, when it was 9 cents, to 9.4 cents in 1893. 
Take-eggs,and it-will be seen that the average price in the New 
York market in 1889 was 13.9 cents per dozen. It increased in 
1890 to 15.4 cents; in 1891 to.17.7 cents; in 1892+018 cents; in 1893 
to.22.2. cents per dozen, almost doubling from 1889 to 1893. - 

Mr. President, I might continue this quotation of prices.and 
show the beneficial effect.of the McKinley law. Now, I desire 
in this connection to put a witness on the stand. 

Mr.GRAY. Ido not quite understand the Senator from Ore- 
gon. The Senator says that he does notsay the McKinley law 
raised wages, or was intended to increase wages. 

Mr. DOLPH. I did not make any such statement. 

Mr. GRAY. Iwas very much surprised when the Senator 
maie it. 

Mr. DOLPH. iI did not make any such statement. 

Mr. GRAY. What was the statement, then? 

Mr. DOLPH. I stated distinctly that it did raise wages. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator ‘said distinctly that it was not pro- 
posed to raise wages. , 

Mr. DOLPH. I said the MeKinley law increased the prices | 
ofthe products of the farm, but I deny that it was claimed that 
the law was enacted for the purpose of increasing wages. That 
is what I deny. It has been asserted over and over again, and 
itis not true. I listened tothe whole debate in this body on the 
McKinley bill, and I defy the Senator to go to the record of the 
proceedings upon that bill in this and find the utterance 
of'a Senator who claimed ‘that the bill was for the purpose of 
increasing ° s or increasing the prices of products. I said 
that it was a bill forthe reduc of revenue in accordance with 
the demand of the _— of this country. It was a revision of 
the tariff upon the lines of protection, maintaining protection 
to American industries and reducing duties in the aggregate, so 
that the revenues would be reduced. 

Mr.GRAY. Will the Senator from Oregon allow me to ask 
hima tion? 

Mr. SOLPH. ‘Certainly; I do not object to it. 
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Mr. GRAY. Iam not wrong, then. I did not intend to mis- 


state the Senator. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator was wrong when he said I denied 
thatthe McKinley law had increased the price of farm products 
or increased wages. 

Mr. GRAY. I stated that the Senator had said both. He said 
that the law was not intended to raise wages, and that he did 
not know that it had raised wages. 

Mr. DOLPH. Oh, no. 

Mr. GRAY. Taking his last phrase that it was not intended 
to raiso wages, the Senator has just now been showing us by a 
long schedule that the McKinley law has raised the price of farm 
products; that it has raised the price of meat, the price of lard, 
the price of eggs, the price of ham, the price of bacon, all of 
which the workman has to buy; and yet the bill was not intended 
to raise the price of wages with which to buy them, 

Mr. DOLPH. Oh, Mr. President, our friends on the other 
side are very consistent. If they want to find fault with any- 
thing said on this side of the Chamber, then they say ‘' Your 
bill has not increased the price of farm products. The farmer 
is tho man who is discriminated against in your protective sys- 
tem. You are legislating for the benefit of the robber barons, 
for the great manufacturers; making the rich richer and the 

r poorer.” They draw such a pitiful picture of the farmers 
of this country that it would make the angels weep. When we 
show that the McKinley law has increased the price of farm 
products, then they say, ‘‘ You have increased the price of ham 
and eggs and beef, which the laboring mdn needs and must 
have.” 

Mr.GRAY. If the Senator will excuse me, I do not say that 
the McKinley law increased wages. I donot think it did; but 

ou have claimed that the McKinley law did have that effect. 

he Senator has claimed that all that the workingman buys to 
go upon his table has been raised in price by the McKinley law; 
and yet he has told us that the workingman’s wages were not 
intended to be raised by the McKinley law, and that they had 
not been raised by the McKinley law. Now, I wish to know 
whether the Senator wants to preach that doctrine to the work- 
ingmen in the cities. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will repeat, the Senator is misrepresenting 
me. I have not said, and the Senator can not find it in the 
RECORD, when my remarks shall be extended and oY in the 
RECORD, that I have said that the McKinley law did not in- 
crease wages. I have only said that it was not the intention of 
the framers of the measure to increase wages. It was the in- 
tention of the framers of the measure to maintain the then 
standard of American wages. The object was to maintain the 
present system of protection to American labor, to stimulate 
our industries and to increase the number of industries that 
gave employment to American labor. It was for the purpose of 
providing labor for every citizen of this country who is willing 
towork. That is the policy of the Republican party. It rec- 
ognizes the fact that labor is the only source of wealth and that a 
nation can not be prosperous and individuals can not be pros- 
perous unless everybody who will work has an opportunity to 
work. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DOLPH. I yield to the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. PLATT. Ithink the Senator will admit that wages were 
higher in 1892 than before the passage of the McKinley law. 

r. DOLPH. That is what I have stated over and over. 
There was anincrease throughout the country as shown by nu- 
merous Official reports. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Oregon say that ag- 
ricultural labor was higher in 1892 than in 1890? 

Mr. DOLPH. It certainly was no lower. 

Mr. PLATT. It was higher in our section. 

Mr. DOLPH. It should have been higher because the prices 
of farm products were higher. 

Mr. PLATT. It was in our section. 
was in the West. 

Mr. PALMER. If the Senator from Oregon will allow me I 
will state that there are millions of colored men engaged in the 
culture of cotton whose wages were poorer. I say that agri- 
cultural laborers in the West were paid less wages. 

Mr.DOLPH. I am inclined to take issue with the latter propo- 
sition. The first [ shall not dispute, and I shall not on this oc- 
casion enter into the reasons why. The wages of the colored 
laborers in the South are low. I shall not undertake to discuss 
to-night the reasons for the lack of prosperity among the col- 
ored people of the South, but I undertake to say, so far as con- 
eerns the es of agricultural laborers and all laborers in every 

in this country, that they were better during the year 
2 until the Presidential election than they had ever before 
n in this country or in any country upon the face of the globe. 


I do not know how it 
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I undertake to say that there has been a continual and not very 
gradual increase of the price of labor in this country from the 
time when the Senator from [Llinois and I were young men until 
the present day. I do not have to-depend upon my own state- 
ment in this regard. I shall quote from the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Texas |[Mr. Mis} who yesterday gave us such an 
elaborate exposition of the views of the Democratic party on the 
question of the tariff, and who, by the way, disagrees very ma- 
terially from the Senator from Illinois, because he distinetly 
says substantially—I shall not undertake to quote him literally— 
that if he had had the making of the measure now pen ; 
fore the Senate he would have put duties upon tea and coffee 
and such articles to raise the revenue for the support of the 
Government. 

I understand the Senator from Illinois to say to-day, which 
certainly is not so, that no man has ever claimed that the tariff 
should be revised in that way. I undertake to say that Mr. 
Manning, Mr. Cleveland’s first Secretary of the Treasury during 
his former Administration, advocated that kind of tariff reform. 
He said distinctly that revenues should be raised by imposing 
duties upon tea and coffee and then put sugar in the list, because 
he said so little sugar was raised in this country that the tax 
was mainly confined to the imported article, and very little was 
paid by the consumer upon the domestic article. Sothe Senator 
is wrong if he thinks that everybody in this country believes in 
so adjusting tariff duties that we can protect our own indus 
tries. 

I say the Democratic doctrine is that revenue shall be derived 
from articles which we do not produce, and that those articles 
which we do produce shall be required to compete with similar 
articles produced in the cheapest labor countries under the sun. 
But I was about to read for the benefit of the Senator from Illi- 
nois from the utterances of the distinguished Senator from 
Texas [Mr. MILs] in a very able and exhaustive speech which 
he made upon the question of the repeal of the purchasing clause 
of the Sherman law. He quoted from numerous tables to show 
that the great fall in prices had not been’ due to the fall in 
the price of silver, and that there had been a greater reduction 
in the prices of articles which the farmer consumed than in those 
which he produced. After enumerating a large number of arti- 
cles which are produced by the farmer he said: 


These are the articles which farmers sell. The average decline of the ten 
articles is 26.1 per cent between 1873 amd 1891. During the same t!me refined 
sugar declin 50 per cent, nails 62, bar iron 51, steel rails 75, Rio coffee I 
tea 73, sheeting 48, drilling 55, shirting 45, standard prints 47, print cloth 56 
quinine 89, giass goblets 70, 10 by 14 window glass 50, undershirts 5, ging 
hams 54, carpets 56, pepper 52, molasses 53. 

These are the articles the farmer buys. Now, if what he buys declines at 
anequal ratio with what he Sells he is just as well off at one time as another. 
But if what he buys falls more in price than what he sells he is benefited. 
When we average the articles he buys we find that the decline is 55.4 per 
cent. He has been benefited by the fall in prices, but the decline in silver 
has hadnothing todo withit. * * * 

These prices in the table show conclusively that the farmer has been bene- 
fited by the general fall of prices, because his products would buy more in 
1891 than in 1873. 


That is not my statement; it is the statement of the distin- 
guished Senator from Texas who is the representative of his 
party here in discussing tariff reform, and who was chairman of 
the Committee on Ways and Means of the other House and dur- 
ing the last Congress during Mr. Cleveland’s former Adminis: 
tration reported the bill which bore his name. But he went 
further. The Senator from Illinois has been discussing the ques- 
tion of wages. Let me read to the Senator what this distin- 
guished apostle of free trade said about the question of wages in 
this connection: 


Mr. President, the wages of labor in this country and all over the world 
fora hundred years have been tending upward. They are higher to-day 
than they have been at any time in the past, and the wage earner. in what 
ever occupation employed, is deeply interested in the preservation of a 
standard of values as fixed and immovable us itis possible to make it. A 
few years ago our friends on the otherside of the Chamber directed the Com 
mittee on inance to make an investigation and report to this body the 
movement of wages and prices for a number of years. They took the year 
1860 as a basis and Compared it and other years with 1890. They intended to 
use these figures In their tariff battle of 1892. They intended to show that 


ling be- 


wages had been rising and prices had been falling, and the credit was due 
to a protective tariff. 

When that time comes I will discuss with them the conclusions to be drawn 
from these facts. It is enough here to state the facts. Taking 186) as the 
basis and calling it 100, the rate of wagos increased to 1864 to 125.6 or 25.6 per 


cent, and to 1890 to 160.7 or 60.7 per cent. 

Tread those figures from a distinguished Senator who sits on 
theopposite side of the Chamber to answer the Senator from Illi- 
nois in regard to the matter of wages. I repeat that I have not 
said and | will not say that tho McKinley bill did not increase 
wages in this country. I have not said and I will not say that 


the McKinley law did not increase the price of farm products. 
Recurring to what the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] 
said, I say that if we show that the price of farm products has 
been increased and thereby the farmers of the country have 
been benefited, they forget at once what they have been claim- 
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ing ic regard to the effect of a protective policy upon the farm- 
ers. Thenthey say the laboring man is compelled to pay higher 
prices for his meat and his bacon and his butter and his eggs 
and other products of the farm. To compensate him for that 
the McKinley law gave him higher wages and gave him perma- 
nent employment. It made the country prosperous and every 
citizen of the country prosperous, and it so gave the laborer the 
power to buy what he wanted. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Oregon allow me to 
ask him a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. Did not the Senator say within the last five 
minutes that it was not the intention of the McKinley law to in- 


creas wages? 
Oh, no; I do not think I said that. 





Mr. DOLPH. 
said it. What I did say was that it was not claimed on the part 
of the authors of the McKinley law and on the part of those who 
favored it that the object and purpose of the bill were to do that. 
The claim was that it was for the purpose of msintaining wages. 
Under protection wages were better in this country than they 
had ever bec before; they were constantly increasing, and they 
were better than they were in any other country. The object 
of maintaining the protective tariff was to maintain that stand- 
ard of wages and to prevent wages in this country from being re- 
duced to the standard of European countries. The object was to 
give employment, to multiply industries, and so far as possible 
to enable our own people to produce in this country what they 


Imay have 


use. 

This whole question is as simple to me as the most elementary 
proposition. ow cap a nation become rich if instead of mak- 
ing itself the things it uses, instead of giving employment to 
its own people it gives employment to the people of other coun- 
tries and depends upon them for things it uses and sendsits gold, 
its money outof the country topay for the things which it should 
make at home? What would you think of a farmer who would 
allow his boys to roam the woods with dogs and guns and spend 
their time in hunting and fishing and then hire hands to work 
his farm and pay money to outsiders to do the work which his 
sons ought todo? What would you think of a farmer who, in- 
stead of producing the me in the family that ought to be 
produced in the family would buy them outside and let his farm 
go to waste and his bank account run down? You would say he 
was nota thriftyfarmer. But thatis precisely what our friends 
on the other side of the Chamber propose that the people of the 
United States shall do—that they shall Bee employment to the 
citizensof other countries; that they shall start into active oper- 
ation the industries of other countries; that they shall multi- 
ply the industries of other countries and let our own mills and 

actories stand idle and our own people be idle in order that we 
may give employment to the citizens of other countries. 

Mr.PEFFER. Willthe Senator from Oregon allow me to ask 
him aquestion? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly; I beg pardon of the Senator. Some- 
body else drew me off or I should bave oe long ago. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to inquire of the Senator from Oregon, 
first, whether in his opinion the prices of farm products, such 
as wheat, corn, and oats, were advanced by the operations of 
the McKinley law? Secondly, if his answer isin the affirmative, 
upon what theory or what process? How does it so happen that 
the law had that effect? 

Mr. DOLPH. I shall be very happy to answer. I say yes, 
they were advanced. They were advanced because the Meltin: 
‘ey law put a higher duty upon agricultural products we 
into this country than existed under the law of 1883. There- 
fore, as Ishowed in the matter of barley, and [might have shown 
the same condition in the case of eggs and other Canadian prod- 
ucts, it decreased importations from Canada and incre the 
consumption of home products. Then, o— by giving better 
and more employment to labor, by furnishing labor for every- 
body who would work, it created a home demand for farm peek 


ucts. Does the Senator from Kansas suppose for a moment that 
in the present disastrous condition of the country, which has 
been brough about by the threat of the repeal of the McKinley 


law and the reversal of the policy under which this Government 
prospered for so many years, so large a quantity of farm prod- 
ucts and other products of labor will be consumed as would have 
been consumed under a prosperous condition of the country? 
Mr. PEFFER. Does not the Senator from O n know that 
for a large number of years we have been exporting at least 25 
per cent of our wheat crop? Does he not know that we have 
roduced from one hundred times to one thousand times as many 
ushels of corn as have been imported into the country? Does 
he not know that the same proportion of oats produced in the 
country and imported into the country has prevailed for a num- 
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ber of years? That being true, I ask him to state, in view of 
those facts, our large exports of these products and our produc- 
tion so largely in excess of the consumption, upon what prin- 
ciple he determines that the tariff has anything whatever to do 
with affecting or raising the prices of farm products? 

Mr. DOLPH. I can not make myself plainer than I have al- 
ready. There was an increased tariff on many agricultural prod- 
ucts imported from Canada, which decreased the imports of 
those articles and gave the American farmer the whole market. 
Then there was an unusual degree of prosperity, caused by the 
increase of our industries, the enlargement of existing indus- 
tries and the addition of newones. There was increased em- 
ployment for labor, and there was increased prosperity to the 
country. 

In regard to wheat, as the Senator from Kansas knows, only 
one year since the McKinley law took effect has the price of 
wheat been increased. It has gone down. The price of wheat 
and cotton to-dayare determined, and must for years to come be 
determined, by the law of supply and demand of the world; and 
the London market will fix the market here. It is not so in re- 
gard to many other products, because we do not export largely. 

Mr. PFEFFER. I am particularly anxious that the Senator 
from Oregon shall express himself clearly upon the record as to 
whether, in his opinion, in view of the fact that as to wheat, 
corn, and oats, our production is so largely in excess of the im- 
portation, the tariff has any possible effect upon the price of 
those articles? 

Mr. DOLPH. Yes. 

Mr. PEFFER. That is what I wish to know. 

Mr. DOLPH. I have aspeech under way — 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator from Oregon permit me 
for a moment? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The McKinley tariff undoubtedly led to 
more people being employed in manufacturing than otherwise 
would have been so employed. I think that is clear. Now, if 
it had not been for an active system of protection and a gradual 
increase of manufacturing, and we hope for more, there would 
have been a still larger surplus of agricultural products going 
abroad, avd there would have been still stronger {competition 
and lower prices among the farmers. 

Mr. PEFFER. Wlll the Senator from Oregon allow me? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. PEFFER. Iam anxious further that we should treat this 
subject honestly, and I charge now—it is simply a repetition— 
that neither Republicans nor Democrats have been treating the 
people fairly upon this subject. That is the reason I am so 
anxious to have this matter go upon the record. 

My position was made very clear the other day that as to wheat; 
when we produce 600,000,000 bushels and import, say, 1,(00,000, 
when of corn we produce about 2,000,000,000 bushels and import 
less than 2,000; when of rye we produce about 66,000,000 bushels 
and import 16 bushels; and when as to oats we produce between 
seven hundred and eight hundred million bushels and import 
only two or three million bushels, it is not only utterly imprac- 
ticable and utterly improbable, but utterly impossible that any 
sort of tariff duties, even though they be prohibitory, can have 
any effect upon the home price of wheat, oats, corn, orrye. If 
the Senator from Oregon will allow me a little further, because 
it isa very important point, while we have the matter before 
us, [ willadd the remark that we =e take all the importa- 
tions of wheat, corn, rye, oats—I will even include barley— 
gather them into one great warehouse and dump them into the 
ocean, and it would have no effect upon the general prices of 
those articles so far as the American farmer is concerned. 

I admit as to barley and eggs, and a few other articles that 
may be mentioned, that along the borders and near the great 
cities the price is to some extent affected. But speaking gen- 
erally, the farmers of Kansas raise wheat, corn, oats, barley, 
and the price which our farmers receive is not affected the snap 
of a finger by the tariff, and I insist that in the nature of things 
it can not be affected, because we produce so much more than 
we import. Iam pleased to know that the Senator has finally 

laced himself on record to the effect that that is the truth so 
aras he is concerned, that he does believe, notwithstanding 
this immense production and the infinitesimal importation, that 
still the importation can affect the price. 

Mr. DOLPH. As I was about to say when the Senator from 
Kansas interrupted me, I have a speech in progress, of which I 
do not consider this a part, in which I shall further take occa- 
sion to discuss this question more elaborately. But I wish to 

now that the Senator from Kansas isentirely wrong. Every 
bushel of grain imported into this country has something to do 
with the price of grain. The amount of the production in the 
United States, of wheat even, has something to do with the 
world’s prices, because we produce so large an amount. The 
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production in the United States is a factor in fixing the price They would go out and meet them; they would bring them into 
the county; they would present them with the water power; 


in London. Itisa factor inthe matter of supply; it helps to 


supply the demand, and so affects the London price, and so af- | they would present them with a few acres of land; the) 


fects the general price of wheat in this market. 

To illustrate to the Senator the false position he has assumed, 
suppose there were 1,000,000 men engaged to-day in manufactur- 
ing who, by the removal of protection to American industries, 
were thrown out of employment. Suppose they should go into 
his State or my State and upon the plains of the great West 
become independent farmers and begin to raise wheat and other 
farm products. Does not the Senator from Kansas believe that 
the addition of 1,000,000 to the farmers of: this country would 
affectthe price of farm productsand the prosperity of the farmers? 
If he does not, [do. Without stopping to discuss the question, 
that is an illustration of how the protective policy operates. It 
multiplies the industries in this country, gives employment to 
labor, benefits the farmer. It prevents undue competition. It 
enables the farmers now engaged in that business in this coun- 
try to supply the home market as well as to export their prod- 
ucts. The questionof protection to American industries, of pro- 
viding diversified labor to the people of this country is as im- 
portant to the raisers of wheat in this country and to farmers 
as to any class of our citizens. 

Mr. President, I have occupied a good deal more time than | 
intended. I simply rose to take issue with the Senator from IIli- 
nois [Mr. PALMER] in regard to the effect of the McKinley law 
upon the prices of farm products. 
Senator and another 1 have extended my remarks, and I am 
afraid I have interfered with and kept from the floor those who 
intended to discuss this question and who would entertain the 
Senate better. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I was attracted by one or two 
remarks made by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER], and 


Being questioned by one | 
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I wish to give him a little challenge and to refer to certain | 


statistics which he can easily get at and examine for himself. 
He said it was never known that a protective tariff had been 
of any value to the farmers. If he will go to the census of 1480 
he will find certain figures. He will find a similar class of fig- 
ures in the census of 1590, whenever it comes. It will probably 
come after the tariff debate is over, when the figures are not 
much needed. But by this class of figures of which I speak he 
will find, going through the whole United States, making com- 
parative tables, State by State, and in many cases county by 
county, and certainly region by region, that precisely in pro- 

rtion, without an exception, to the prevalence of manufactures 
is the price of farm lands. We know that outside of blacksmith 
shops and carpenter shops there is not much manufacturing in 
Miss ssippi, where land is $5 anacre. He may gointo the manu- 
facturing regions of New England, though a considerable por- 
tion are sometimes hilly and sometimes sandy lands not worth 
much, and he will find land there, taking the worst in the county, 
far ‘above the average value in many of the Southern States 
where there is not much manufacturing. ButIsimply give him 
that general statement. I challenge him to examine it and see 
if itis not right. Precisely in proportion to the prevalence of 
manufactures is the price of farm land. 

Now, if he will wait a moment I will give him another illus- 
tration and aid his education a little. Suppose there is a county 
30 miles square containing 900 miles. Give it a population of 10 
to the square mile, which is a limited population after all, mak- 
ing 9,000 people. They are all farmers. We know that the 
farmers have some idle days, and we know also that not all of 
the people are inabusiness which they like. Weknow, further, 
that there are uneasy boys and uneasy women who want to go 
away somewhere and find something to do besides living in the 
dullness of the old farm. Ihave tried it and so has the Senator 
from Illinois probably. At any rate they are conscious of capaci- 
ties for something else; they are looking for something; they 
are anxious for something. Ths farmers have to carry every 
pound of their surplus product outside the limits of the county, 
perhaps, into another county, before they reach a railroad or a 
river. 

Now, there is the Senator's idea of asylvancommunity. You 
say that manufactures can not help them; that protection can 
not help them. The Senator does not need to be told that there 
are scores of industries that have been introduced within the 
last five and ten years and within thirty years, to say nothing of 
brand new industries. a some enterprising men shouid 
come along with a couple hundred thousand dollars of capital 
and take a fine water power there and establish a woolen or cot- 
ton mill, or establish a mill for tools, or iron or steel works of 
one kind or another. 

The people of that county would welcome them; they would 
go out with the sheriffand a band and meet them. They would 
give them a better meeting than thé Coxey people will receive. 


would 
subscribe to the stock at the risk of losing it ail. They would 
consider it the happiest day in the historyof the county. If the 


factory were built 500 people would be brought in—mostly men, 
some women, and some minors. We will suppose that they 
have 500 there, and they get on the whole $400 a head for their 
work. There is $200,000 of money to be distributed in that 
county. Besides the 500 people actually working in the shop, you 
can count at least three as members of the family. I will suppose 
that some are single women and some minors, ete. We will 
count three to four persons as depending on those waves: say, 
1,500. Then, as the village grows up, there will be the shoe- 
maker, the dry-goods shop, the butcher, the baker, the cirpen- 
ter, the candlestick maker, and all the usual accompaniments 
of a busy village, making at least 500 more. 

Out of 9,000 people 2,000 are supported by that factory, and 
$200,000, or an average of $22 for all the rest of the population, 
is distributed in thatcounty. All your market gardening, which 
before that was worth nothing, because each farmer raised all 
he needed in hiskitchen garden, will be built up, many concerns 
will be established, and you will see wagons going out in the 
village to sell all the green things of the spring and the mature 
products of a later season. In short, in three years that factory 
will change the faceof the whole county, and the farm lands will 
be worth from two to four times as much as before. That is his- 
tory; that is not imagination. That is the history a thousand 
times over in the country. As I tell you, if you doubt it, go to 
the census of 1880, to the figures of which I have told you, which 
were gotten up probably without a man having the least idea 
what they would prove. Thereare the figures, which show that 
precisely in proportion to the diversification of your industries 
and the prevalence of your manufactures is the price of your 
farm lands. 

Mr. HARRIS. Question. 

Mr. ALLISON. I trust the Senator having the bill in charge 
will not urge a vote upon the pending amendment at this time. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is wholly immaterial whether the Commit- 
tee of the Whole shall agree to the amendment at this moment. 
Later, and when the Committee of the Whole have considered 
the bill, the time when the law shall take effect will depend 
largely upon the time at which the bill shall have been finally 
acted upon, and it will be made to respond to that necessity. 

Mr. ALBISON. Then, in view of thesuggestion made by the 
Senator from Tennessee, I move to amend the amendment by 
striking out all after the word “ that” down to and including the 
word “ June,” and leaving it blank. 

Mr. GRAY. Leaving it blank? 

eMr. ALLISON. Leaving it blank. 

Mr. GRAY. Why? 

Mr. ALLISON. For reasons which I shall be glad to state in 
amoment. It has been my fortune to be a member of the Com- 
mittee on Finance for a number of years, and it was my fortune 
to be a member of the Committee on Ways and Means in the 
House of Representatives. During that time I have seenagreat 
many bills of this character passed either in one House or the 
other, and I have never known the date for the taking effect of 
a tariff bill to be fixed until the last moment. It should be the 
last thing dealt with here. 

Mr. GRAY. Thatis what the Senator from ‘Tennessee says. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, but he wants the amendment adopted, 
which isa misleading amendment. Therefore, if that is the view, 
and itis the proper view, then the date when the actshall take ef- 
fect, in my opinion, should be a biank date, so that when we have 
dealt with the bill by and large we shall knowexactly what date 
toinsert, My belief is that when we shall have debited the bill 
and shall have understood its provisions there will be no pres- 
sure here that the great body of the bill shall take effect onand 
after the day of its passage. That has never been done where 
duties were reduced. It is without example in the history of 
the country. Not only is that true as respects a bill, but it is 
true as respects the details of a bill. 

I remember very well in 1883, when we reduced very largely 
the duty upon sugar and some other articles in the details of 


‘that bill, we inserted in the bill a provision that as respects 


duties the law should not take effect for five or six months. I 
donot remember theexactdate. Thatwasin 1583. Why? Be- 
cause we were disarranging and disorganizing the trade rela- 
tions of all the people in all of the States. I have had cortainly 
a dozen letters as respects the time when the bill is to take ef- 
fect. I have uniformly answered that it was not likely to take 
effect certainly for three, four, or five months after its passage. 
It has never occurred to me that it was proposed that a bill of 
this character, reducing duties largely as this does, shall take 
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effect from the day of its passage and thus disturb all the trade 
relations in every State in the Union. There will not beamer- 
chant who will be informed of a project like this, 

So when we passed the law of 1890, which did not materially 
change rates, except in a few instances where rates were in- 
creased, and in which we reduced the duty upon sugar—upon 
raw sugar wholly, and upon refined sugar toa half cent a pound— 
we made the most elaborate arrangement respecting the condi- 
tions of trade with regard to sugar. We provided, although 
the bill was passed on the Ist day of October, that the duty on 
sugar should not take effect until the Ist day of April, 1891. 
We provided thatduring the month of March of that year sugar 
might be refined in bond, in order that a supply might reach 
every portion of the country by the Ist day-of April. I re- 
member it very well, and I called attention the other day to the 
fact that by that day sugar was distributed to every portion of 
the country. 

Mr. President, whilst, of course, Senators know that I am op- 
posed to the details of this bill, yet the time that this bill 
should take eflect should be no more a question of party politics 
in this Chamber than the time when we shall each take our din- 
ners to-night. It is a question of the public good and the pub- 
lic weal apenas all the great changes that are made here in 
regard to the tariff. There are certain duties in this bill which 
ought to take effect immediately. If we increase the duty on 
sugar, that should take effect immediately; if we increase the 
tax on distilled spirits, which this bill does, instead of provid- 
ing that that increased tax shall take effect two months after 
the passage of this bill, it should be provided that it shall take 
effeet on the day the bill passes. Why? In order that what- 
ever there is in the increase of prices as res 8 these duties 
may be shared in by the. public, and not by a few speculators or 
the holders of these articles. 

That isa different rule entirely from the rule which under- 
takes to put into effect diminishing rates of duty, if it be true 
that the diminution of duties will reduce prices. Therefore it 
is in the matter of the taking effect of this bill, if it should be- 
come a law; it should take effect at a time for us to agree upon, 
not ina political sense, because there ought to be some things 
in this bill in which there are no politics. [donot know whether 
there are or not. Judging from the observations of the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. MILus} yume it would seem that those of 
us who are on this side of the Chamber are to have no opportu- 
nity ef making even a suggestion for the improvement of this 
bill, that the bill is to be put through this Chamber without the 
dotting of an ‘‘i” or the crossing of a “t” er a suggestion from 


this side. 

Mr. CAREY. And to be passed within forty-eight hours. 

Mr. ALLISON. That was rather oratorical, I “9 I do 
not know when the time will come, but I am eeding with 
this bill in a decent and orderly way and dealing with amend- 
ments in the same way. Here i an amendment which, if it is 
insisted upon, will do great harm in the country, because it will 
throw out to the public mind an idea that it is the sense and 
judgment of the Senate that this bill by and large shall take 
effect on the 30th day of June. There is not a human being in 
this Chamber who believes it, nor, if he examins the bill care- 
fully, is there a Senator on this floor who will want it done. 

Where duties are reduced, as some of them are reduced, from 
80 per cent to nothing, is there to be no relation betwecn the 
consumers of these products and the men who engage in trade 
with them as respects the rates of duties which are thus sud- 
denly reduced? Such a thing bss never been done in the his- 
tery of the country. : 

The Walker act, referred to by the Senator from Rhode Island, 
was an act which by its terms did not go into effec? until the fol- 
lewing December. It is true that at that time the country was 
opera under a low tariffact and under one which wasexceed- 
ingly difficult of administration. There is not a tariff act upon 
our statute books under which duties have been reduced where 
time was not given for trade relations to adjust themselves. 

I say frankly that my attention was 
in the committee room, or I should have ob; 





date. I hope it will not be fixed until we have made 8S 
with the bill and that we shall leave the date blank until we can 
see whether it should be sixty days after its passage or ninety 
days or four months or six months. Thereshould be 


some 
for trade to adjust itself to the new conditions which must 


that it is very hard to 
other side in regard to 


this measure. I have understood 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRIL 25, 


complaint made all through this debate was that the Democratic 
party in charge of the bill had been dilatory; that the country 
was anxiously waiting to know the result; that business was dis- 
arranged; that men were unwilling and unable to make invest- 
ments because they did not know what duties would be imposed 
upon foreign goods. Now we are told that this uncertainty 
must be increased; that the date placed in the bill should be 
stricken out and a blank left there. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will allow me to intarrupt him? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not to increase the uncertainty, but it 
is to remove the uncertainty, so that every man who has any 
pene which would be invoived by this bill should know and 

ave time to know what his relations are to be with respect to 
those products. 

Mr. VEST. If we leave a blank, will not the country be un- 
certain then as to when this bill will take effect? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. As a matter of course. Then, why measure 
words about it? It can be changed afterwards. 

Mr. ALLISON. If we fix the date on the 30th day of June, 
does the Senator expect the bill to take effect by that time? 

Mr. VEST. It is a sad commentary on the intelligence of the 
peopleof the United Statesif every man inthis country,whether 
he can read or write even, does not know this bill will not take . 
effect until it is approved -by the President after passing both 
Houses? Is not that notice enough to them? 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator will allow me, we have not 
known what the final form of the bill was or was supposed to be 
until within a week or two, and we do not know now what the bill 
is to be. In regard to any interests of the manufacturers, I say 
they do not know what the bill will be. 

Mr. VEST. Is there any human being—if so, | want to pay 
reverence to him—who knows what any bill will be until Con- 
gress has passed on it? Where is the iegislative omniscience 
which can tell what any bill will be? I do not know what the 
Senate will do with the provisions in this bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. We have not known what the Committee on 
Finance would do with it. 

Mr. VEST. I remember a bill, the act of 1883, when we voted 
down all the principal provisions in it in both Houses, and 
finally it was passed in a conference committee at midnight. 
The eorference committee struck out or changed all the provi- 
sions that both Houses of Congress had assented to, and the bill 
went through both Houses of Congress without reading. I re- 
member the scene very well in this Chamber when we had a tie 
vote, and a Republican Senator, not now a member of the body, 
was angen’ or brought out of that cloakroom, after he had as- 
sailed the bill for two months, and voted for it. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Was it an appropriation bill? 

Mr. VEST. It was the tariff bill of 1883, if you call that an 
‘‘appropriation bill.” Yes, it was an appropriation bill—it ap- 
propriated a lot of money belonging to the consumers to enrich 
the manufacturers, 

Mr. ALDRICH. [If the Senator from Missouri will permit 
me at that point, I have heard that statement made or seen it 
made outside of this Chamber a number of times, but I never 
heard it made here before. I will say, so far as the act of 1883 
is Senate that the statement now made by the Senator is a 
pure fic 

Mr. VEST. The-Recoxp will show. 
tor say that before. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I repeat it now. 

Mr. VEST. I have examined the Recorp, and I say we did 
vote down in both Houses provisions which were afterwards put 
in that bill by the conference committee. I state more than 
that, that the outrage wasso infamous that they finally could not 
get Democratic Senators to serve on the conference committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Democratic Senators refused ic serve upon 
that committee before the conferees ever met. 

Mr. VEST. Oh, yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And so they could not have refused to serve 
on accountof theaction of the conference committee. There was 
not one thing done in connection with that matter in the Senate 
or in the conferencecommittee that was not done in strict accord- 
ance with parliamen usages and the of this body, and 
it was not until years afterwards, by men outside of the Cham- 
ber, who had no knowledge of the conference committee or the 
action of the Senate, that any such story was ever told by any- 
bedy as has now been repeated by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. The REcoRpD will shew whether it was done or 
not. As to why Democratic Senators would not serve on the 
conference Iam presumed to knew better than the 





I have heard the Sena- 


Senator from Rhode Island. .I say they refused toserve because 
they did not intend to be mate toa bill that they knew 
would be forced through both Houses and become a law. 








1894. 





Mr. SQUIRE. Does the Senator from Missouri intend to in- 
timate to the Senate that that is the expected course of legisla- 
tion with reference to this bill, whatever action the Senate may 
take? 
eS VEST. Iam not responsible for the imagination of the 
Senator from Washington. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Will it finally be settled in that way? 

Mr. VEST. I never thought the Senator had that much 
fancy; but let him enjoy it. [never made any such statement 
as that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will permit me, I will recall 
to him the fact that the act of 1883 became a law on the 3d of 
March, 1883, at the very end of the session of Congress. 

Mr. VEST. [I recollect it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And the Senator knows as well as I that un- 
less action had been taken then the bill would have been killed. 

Mr. VEST. Of course. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And the fact that the bill passed was owing 
to the votes of Senators now sitting upon the other side of the 
Chamber and acting with the Senator from Missouri in trying 
to pass this bill. 

Mr. VEST. I remember the circumstance very well; I re- 
member that midnight seene very well and that Democratic 
Senators voted with Republicans; but the casting vote was given 
by a Republican Senator not now a member of this body. I was 
standing within a few feet of him when he cast that vote, to my 
infinite surprise. 

As to irregularity, I do not know what you call irregularity. 
It has been claimed repeatedly that conference committees have 
a right to put original and new provisions in bills submitted to 
them even after they had been rejected by one body or the other. 
T do not know whether that is anirregularity or not. But that 
is thrashing over old straw. 

Now, the Senator from [Iowa says that he has never known a 
tariff bill to be passed here, as I understand him, unless there 
was a blank left for the time at which the act should take effect. 

Mr. ALLISON. I mean to say that the time fixed fora tariff 
bill to take effect has always been left to the last moment. Ido 
not say that we have not inserted the date; certainly not. 

Mr. VEST. The McKinley bill, the present law, came here 
with a date in it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. I do not say that it did not. 

Mr. VEST. This point was never made before, and that bill 
went through the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not make that point at all. 

Mr. VEST. And it went through the conference committee, 
was approved by the President October 1, and took effect Octo- 
ber 6. [have the history of it here. 

Mr. ALLISON. There can be no controversy about this ques- 
tion. The bill referred to by the Senator was one which did not 
largely diminish duties except in the case of sugar, and in that 
case there was a postponement of the time. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would remind the Senator from Iowa that 
the date, the 6th of October, was not fixed until the very close 
of the discussion of the bill. 

Mr. GRAY. We can fix the date here if Senators will cease 
talking. 

Mr. VEST. Is there anything in the rules of this body or in 
the law or the Constitution which prevents us from changing 
the date if we find we can not enact this bill into law at the time 
we have fixed? This date was put in sometimeago. We did 
not then assume that there would be the opposition and delay 
which has since taken place upon this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not want a controversy with respect to 
the date which has been fixed. What I say is, that the date 

roposed is impossible in the light of the present situation. If 

nators prefer to put in a date, let it be July 1, or October 1, 
or whatever date they choose; but I think the wisest thing to 
do is to leave a blank for the date. The point I make is that 
the time fixed here is an impossible date, and it will mislead 
good people all over this country. 

Mr. VEST. Then I assume from the statement of the Senator 
from Iowa that the Republican minority here do not propose 
that this bill shall pass before June 30. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suppose the Senator will give me an oppor- 
tunity of answering. Iam glad he has made that statement. 
This is a long measure, and if will require, in the nature of 
things, debate. We have seen to-day how the debate widens 
pal Ne out. I do not say that the bill will not pass before 
the 30th day of June; but I expect to stay here as long as I can 
and aid as well as I can in the progress of the bill. [ do not, 
however, believe, with all the progress wecan make, that itcan 
be gone over in this Chamber in less thansix weeks. It may be 
that we can go over it in a month, but suppose we do, there will 
en be differences between the two Houses, and all 
those q ons will have to be reconciled. 
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[ remember perfectly well, for I had charge of the tariff bill 
in 1888, that there was no controversy then about other ques- 
tions as there was in 1890, We began the consideration of that 
tariff bill in the last of September and continued its considera- 
tion for three weeks. I then made a motion that the billshould 
be postponed until the first Tuesday in December of the short 
session. We began it: discussion on the first Tuesday of De- 
cember, and we continued thediscussion of that bill by paragraphs 
as it had been commenced. [remember it perfectly well. We 
sat here from the first Tuesday after the first Monday in Decem- 
ber, adjourningover buta short time for the Christmas holidays, 
and that bill did not pass until the 2Zist dayof January. Nearly 
two months of ital consideration were given to that bill, to 
the exclusion of appropriation bills and to the exolusion of morn- 
ing business, except the ordinary routine matters; and, accord- 
ing to my recollection, nota single other bill intervened. That 
was a bill which left undisturbed more than one-half of all tho 
rates of duties in the existing law of 1883, and where it increased 
duties it only increased them in a small degree, and yet, with 
nothing else intervening, that bill took nearly two months of 
the time of the Senate, with no real controversy respecting it, 
except as to the rates of duty. 

So that when I say a reasonable time will be given, and must 
be given in the ordinary course of debate to the pending bill, I 
am only stating what has always been the history of this char- 
acter of legislation unless it is proposed, and I know the Sena- 
tor and no other Senator upon this floor has any such idea, to 
do what has been done elsewhere, pass this bill without read- 
ing, and without the opportunity of amendment, a thing which 
has never been done in this Chamber on any bill since I have 
been a member of this body, and I’believe has not been done in 
the history of legislation in this Chamber. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the party to which I belong is not 
responsible for passing bills without reading them. But I care 
nothing about that. lt is just as easy to change this date as it 
would be to fill a blank. 

Every Senator here—my friend from Iowa has disclaimed any 
partisan feeling, and I will meet him more than half way on that 
subject—every Senator here knows the condition of the country 
to-day in regard to this measure, every Senator here knows the 
depression which rests upon business inevery direction, and that 
the excuse or the cause given for that depression is said to be 
the uncertainty in regard to the enactment of tariff legislation. 
Whatever may be our opinions in regard to the cause, and [ en- 
tertain my own very decidedly, it is certainly our duty to arrive 
at some conclusion as soon as possible in the interest of every 
section and every individual throughout the land. 

Does the Senator from [Iowa not know that we have at least 
enough patriotism and intelligence to accommodate ourselves to 
Circumstances, and if we find we can not enact this bill intoa law 
to take effect on June 30, that we will change the date? If now 
we should accede to the Senator's request and change the date, 
what would be theimpression uponthe country? Thatthe Dem- 
ocratic party proclaims that it is unable to pass this bill by June 
30, and that the depression, uncertainty, and irritation ia the 
country shall continue. Is that to be desired? What would be 
thought of any member of the majority here if he would agree 
to any such proposition? If we find that we can not pass this 
bill by June 30, as a matter of course we will change the date; 
but we want the whole country to understand that if wecan pass 
it to take effect June 30 we intend to do it, and the responsibility 
of delaying its passage must rest upon the other side of the 
Chamber. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let me make a suggestion as to that. 
not pass this amendment over? 

Mr. VEST. Why not leave the date here and change itafter- 
wards, if we are compelled to do so? 

Mr. ALLISON. Wecan not change it afterwards while the 
bili is in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Missouri will allow me to 
suggest that the chief controversy, if not the entire controversy, 
over this bill is going to be in Committee of the Whwle. The 
Senator from Iowa knows as well as [ or any other Senator, that 
when this bill is reported from the Committee of the Whole to 
the Senate, every amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole, will be amendable as well as every phase of the bill. If 
when we have gone through with the whole bill, when the bill 
is reported to the Senute, neither the Senator from Iowa nor 1 
will fail to remember the time that is fixed here, and then we 
can determine perhaps more definitely than now what the neces- 
sities of the case are. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me a moment. the 


Why 


Senator from Missouri by his observation carries the idea that 
the bill is to take effect on the day of its passage. 
Mr. VEST. I hope we shall pass it inside of three weeks. 
Mr. ALLISON. 


The Senator knows that will not be done. 
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Mr. VEST. I donot know it. How could I know it? 

Mr. ALLISON. I donot want by a vote at this moment to have 
it decided that this bill shall take effect on the day of its ap- 
proval by the President, but that it shall take effect at a day 
subsequent, to be fixed upon, whether it be sixty days or ninety 
days or thirty days, or whatever time it may be. 

Mr. VILAS. The McKinley bill took effect in five days after 
its passage. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly, because that was acase where 
the duties were not reduced. The rule of law and the rule of 
morals is that a different course shall be pursued when duties 
are reduced than that which is pursued when duties are in- 
creased. Soit was with the McKinley law, when the duty on 
sugar was removed, the time of its taking effect was postponed 
until the Ist day of April, nearly five months. 

Mr.FAULKNER. The present bill does that as to wool. 

Mr. VEST. The Wilson bill proposes to postpone the opera- 
tion of the wool schedule. 

Mr. ALLISON. To the Ist of October. 

Mr. VEST. That is a different question from this. The Sen- 
ator now is talking about the whole bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; but we postponed that to the Ist 
of October. Does not the same rule apply to many other arti- 
cles put upon the free list as well as wool, where industries have 
grown up and where purchases have been made under the pres- 
ent duties? That is the point I make. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If my colleague on the committee will allow 
me, I suggest to him that the act of 1890 went into effect on the 
6th day of October, but as to all goods in bond, and in fact all 
the importations of the next year were then in bond in the port 

of New York, the bill did not go into effect until the first day 
of the following February, a postponement of four months. 

Mr. ALLISON. I remember that, but that rule should not 

revail, I think, in this particular case as respects goods in 
yond; that is to say, goodsin bond should follow the date of the 
taking effectof the act, whatever that date may be. 

Mr. VEST. Under the provisions of the McKinley act and of 
the present bill as reported here, any goods in bond can remain 
there for three years after the 30th of June, and the duties 
which are in force at that time can be paid upon them when 
taken out for consumption. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the existing law. 

a VEST. Of course it is, and that is the provision in this 
bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then such a provision need not be in this 
bill at all. 

Mr. VEST. The same section of the law is preserved in this 


bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will permit me a suggestion 
which may solve this difficulty, I will suggest that, by unani- 
mous consent, we put, whenever the time comes, into thissection 
that it shall take effect five months from the date of the ap- 
proval of the act. 

Mr. VEST. I object. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. So do I. 

Mr. VEST. On page 64 of the McKinley act will be found a 
provision which has been stated here. 

Mr. PLATT. What section? 

Mr. VEST. Section 50: 


Provided, That any imported merchandise de ted in bond in any public 
or — bonded warehouse having been so deposited prior to the Ist day 
of tober, 1890, may be withdrawn for consumption at any time prior to 
February 1, 1821, upon the ment of duties at the rates in force prior to 
the passage of this act: Provided rther, That when duties are based upon 
the weight of merchandise de ted in any public or private bonded ware- 
house said duties sh4ll be levied and collected upon the weight of such mer- 
chandise at the time of its withdrawal. 


That is the provision, and there is a similar provision in the 
pending bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I beg pardon of the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. In regard to weight the same provision is in the 
pending bill as in the McKinley bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Oh, yes. 

Mr. VEST. That is what I refer to. 

Mr. President, we do not propose now to strike out this date 
and assume that we can not ~ the bill before June 30. So far 
as I am | age yey | concerned, I want to notify my friends on the 
other side of the Chamber that I intend to press action upon this 
bill. I know under the rules of the Senate the other side can 
stop action here. Weare here now upon the first three lines 
of the bill, and have consumed a day on them, after having 
given some two weeks for what is called general debate. I sup- 
pose when we strike acetic acid we shall take two days, and 
when we get to wool and iron and other articles, I suppose it 
will take the balance of ths summer and a large portion of win- 
ter weather besides. 
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Mr. SQUIRE. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me a 
question 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I should like to inquire whether it is not 
accepted as areasonable principle of economics, that when duties 
are to be reduced there should be more notice given than in the 
case of a proposed enactment providing for the increase of du- 
ties, and I ask whether it is not reasonable and proper that that 
point should be made now? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I do not know that I can rise to 
the dignity of being a political philosopher, but I am somewhat 
of a politician, and claim to be a plain, practical Western man; 
and I take it that every man in this country who had intelli- 
gence enough to cast a vote knew, when Cleveland was elected 
on November 8, 1892, that tariff duties would be reduced. If he 
did not know it he ought tohave been disfranchised. There isnot 
a manufacturer in this country who did not know it, and who did 
not commence putting his house in orderif he was fit to manage 
a business of $500 a year. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I ask the Senator if it is not also true that we 
have noticed through the public prints and in recent elections 
that that disposition on the part of the people of the United 
States has been decidedly changed since thattime? [Laughter.] 

Mr. VEST. Well, Mr. President, I do not know what the re- 
lations of the Senator are to the people of the United States, and 
I do not suppose he will know until there is a general election 
throughout this country and these issues are brought before 
them. I know, and I think the Senator knows, that his party 
was wiped out politically in November, 1892, upon the tarilff 
issue, and now it is a miserable pretense to say that they had no 
notice of what issue they were defeated upon and what they 
might expect in the future. I repeat that under the rules of the 
Senate our friends can take the summer upon the chemical sched- 
ule, but they will take witb it the responsibility, and we intend 
to fix it upon them. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the Senator will allow me a 
moment, I find an interview published in this evening’s News of 
this city. If it be true—and I do not say whether it is or not—I 
think before fixing the date when the bill—if it becomes a law— 
shall take effect, we ought to wait a day or two atleast. That 
paper contains an alleged interview with a distinguished Sena- 
tor who sits on the other side of the Chamber, which reads as 
follows: 

COMPROMISE TARIFF BILL. 

* We have got a tariff bill which will pass,"’ said Senator Brick of Ohio 
to-day. ‘It will go through early inJune, or perhaps before that; at least 
as soon as the Republicans get throngh talking. 

“The bill which has been agreed = is one which will receive the support 
of the entire Democratic party in the Senate. It has been made up by Sec- 
retary Carlisle, represent the Administration and who has had frequent 
consultations with the President, and Senator JonEs, representing the Fi- 
nance Committee, Senators COCKRELL, GORMAN, myself, and others, who 
who have interested themselves, and the result has been a bill which will 
meet the a) val of the Cemocratic Senate." 

Senator Brice was asked as tospecific items in which it issupposed changes 
have been made, and said that he could give no specific changes. If those 
having actual charge of the matter cared to make known the changes they 

ht, but he did not care tosay anything about them. 


‘We have taken the Senate bill, the McKinley bill, the Mills bill and such 
information as has been hed and made a tariff bill that will pass ” 


DEMOCRATS WILL SUPPORT IT. 


‘*How will it be brought into the Senate?” 

“The ch: will be in the form of amendments offered as Finance Com- 
mittee amendments to the pending bill, and will be supported by the Demo- 
crats of the Senate.”’ 

Asked further as to cotails, Senator Brice said he could not give them. 
a he had not asked a thing, or undertaken to dictate a single 
sc e. 

“ft have aimed,” said he, “‘ to secure a reduction of about 30 per cent from 
the McKinley law, and that is about what the reductions will average.”’ 

‘“Theincome tax will stay?’’ he was asked. 

“Yes, with some changes and limitations.” 

Continuing, Senator BRICE said: ‘‘ When the bill passes it will go to con- 
ference. Astrong conference committee will be named, and there will no 
doubt be some changes made, but in the end a bill will pass. Then the Dem- 
ocratic will have redeemed the three principal promises it made—the 
re of the silver purchase act, the repeal of the election laws, and the en- 
actment of a reform tariff measure.” 


I take it that the bill referred to is some other bill than the 
one we are now considering here. ; 

Mr. ALDRICH. Was the name of the Senator from Missouri 
included in that interview? In view of his denial this morning, 
I suppose he was not one of the parties. 

r. MITCHELL of Oregon. The name of the Senator from 
Missouri is not mentioned in the article. 

Mr. VEST. What a pity it was notin the article. It would 
have made the Senator from Rhode Island entirely happy for at 
least twohours. [Laughter.] : 

Mr. President, have we come to this, that in the discussion of 
a tariff bill we are to step aside to dissect.and analyze and 

hilosophize, besides, with the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
Squire , the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], and with 
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newspaper interviews? Has the Senate of the United States, 
when the country is in its present condition, to stop to see what 
the newspapers say? I know nothing aboutany suchstatement. 
That is all I propose to say about it. I donot intend to notice it. 

Here is a bill reported by the majority of the Finance Com- 
mittee. We propose to press it and passit. We are ready to 
meet our friends —— every item in every schedule to the best 
of our ability, and I know their ability very well, for | have met 
them before. They have daalleenel us to this combat. For 
three months they have been taunting the Democrats with their 
delay, and they have said that we were responsible for the finan- 
cial depression and the business disarrangement in this country, 
because we would not act. I think the first opening speech made 
on the other side commenced with the declaration that this bill 
had been in the recesses of a committee room in the hands of a 
subcommittee for weeks and months, and then it was brought 
into this Chamber and is being delayed now systematically and 
purposely. Nointelligent man can fail to understand what is 
thedesign. You may put off its passage until the fall—you may 
do it—but if you do it, the responsibility shall rest upon you. 

Mr. GALLINGER. We will take it. 

Mr. VEST. You will have it. Icongratulate you upon the 
facility with which you take it, but you will get it. 

Mr. SQUIRE. By the courtesy of the Senator—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri 
yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Ido not wish to do aught that might be con- 
sidered obstructive or dilatory, but I should like to ask the Sen- 
ator from Missouri whether or not itis true that the majority 
of the Committee on Finance of the Senate did have an agree- 
ment as to this bill until a very recent period, and whether or 
not it is a fact that there were differences of views which took 
a long time to settle before the Democratic party itself knew 
what it wanted to present to the Senate of the United States? 

Mr. VEST. Oh, no, Mr. President. The Democratic Sena- 
tors went in like angels and agreed at once and had no differ- 
ences of opinion at all! [Laughter.] Whoever heard of poli- 
ticians, especially in the making of a tariff bill, disagreeing? 
We fell into each other’s arms and embraced like bride and 
oT” without regard to sex or previous condition. [Laugh- 
ter. 

I hope the Senator from Washington does not believe any of 
these idle stories that we have disagreed about a single para- 
graph—not one—and we are ready now; we are agreed now, and 
we stand here united and solid, without one ripple upon the 
surface. [Laughter.] We are ready to meet our friends on the 
other side and vote upon this bill now, at once. 

I hope, Mr. President, we shall hear no more about striking 
out the date which has been placed in the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

r.DOLPH. Mr. President, pending the amendment, I move 
that the Senate adjourn. 


Mr. FAULKNER and Mr. VEST. Let us have the yeas and | 


nays. 


Mr. DOLPH. With the consent of the Senate, I will with- | 


draw the motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is withdrawn. 

Mr. DOLPH resumed the floor in continuation of the speech 
begun by him on the 20th instant. After speaking for some 
time, he proceeded to read an extract from a speech of Hon. Tom 
L. JOHNSON of Ohio, delivered in the House of Representatives 
January 10, 1894. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Oregon whom he is 
reading from? 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam reading from the speech of a distinguished 
Democrat, a member of the other House. 

Mr.GRAY. From Tom L. JOHNSON? 

Mr. DOLPH. Tom L. JOHNSON. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I rise toa point of order. The 
Senator, I submit, is out of order in quoting and commenting 
upon aspeech of a member of the other House upon this bill who 
is not present here either to defend himself or to explain or an- 
swer. ; 

Mr. DOLPH. I think there is no rule of the Senate and no 

rliamentary usage that prevents me from reading it and talk- 

ng about it. 

Mr. GRAY. Ihave always understood that to be the rule of 
parliamentary law obtaining in the Senate. 

Mr. DOLPH. I submit the question of order tothe Presiding 
Officer. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will pass upon the point 
of order. 

Mr. PLATT. 


XX V I——256 


I should like to make a parliamentary inquiry, 
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and that is, whether the speech has been published in the Rec- 
ORD: 

Mr. DOLPH. It has been published in the Recorp and pub- 
lished in pamphlet form; and a copy was sent to me. presumably 
for the purpose of making it the subject of comment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not hear the inquiry 
of the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. PLATT. Iasked whether it was matter which had been 
published in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is not 
that. 


advised as to 


Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Oregon says that it has been 
published in the Recorp. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iwill state that I received a copy of that 
speech through the mail, and it will be a most extraordinary 
matter if we are to receive documents through the mail and not 
be permitted to discuss them here or elsewhere. That would 


be a very extraordinary rule if it should obtain. I do not think 
it does. 

Mr. GRAY. Isubmit the question with some diffidence, be- 
cause I do not profess to be a parliamentarian; but I think that 
the foundation of the rule must be that to preserve the proper 
relations between the two Houses it is improper that a member 
of either House should discuss what has been said by a member 
of theother body when he is not present to defend or explain or 
answer what is said in regard to his speech. 

Mr. FRYE. But does the Senator contend that a quotation 
can not be made from the public records? 

Mr. GRAY. Iask fora ruling by the Chair. 

Mr. FRYE. Ido not think any such rule has ever prevailed. 
This is part of the public records, and | take it any Senator 
may quote from the records just as much as he pleases to any 
extent. 

Mr. PEFFER. And comment on it. 

Mr. FRYE. And comment upon it. 

Mr.GALLINGER. I willsubmitfurther asimple observation, 
that if we can not make a quotation from a member of the House 
of Representatives in the Fifty-third Congress, it would equally 
apply to members of the House of Representatives of former 
Congresses, and we could notin this Chamber make an observa- 
tion or criticism upon anything that ever occurred in the other 
House; which is absurd to say the least. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will have the Secretary 
read an extract from Jefferson's Manual touching the point 
raised by the Senator from Delaware. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

It is a breach of order in debate to notice what has been said on the same 


subject in the other House, or the particular votes or majorities on it there; 

because the opinion of each House should be left to its own independency 

not to be influenced by the proceedings of the other; and the quoting them 

—— beget reffections leading to a misunderstanding between the two 
ouses. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under this authority the Chair 
| would hold that it would not bein order for a Senator to read a 
| speech made in the House of Representatives. 
Mr. DOLPH. From that decision of the Chair I appeal. 
| Mr. TELLER. I want to say a word upon the question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear the sugges- 
tions of Senators. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand the rule to be that itis not in 
order to read from a speech during the present session of Con- 
gress, but you may read from a speech that was made at the last 
session. 

Mr. FAULKNER, 
sion. 

Mr. TELLER. 

Mr. GRAY. 

Mr. TELLER. 
thissession? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes. 

Mr. TELLER. I think the ruling of the Chair is correct. 

Mr. HARRIS. May I ask the Senator from Colorado if he is 
not slightly inaccurate in confining it to the present session? 

| Mr. TELLER. To the Congress. 

Mr. HARRIS. My impression is that it is confined to the 
Congress and not to the session. 

Mr. TELLER. That is what I meant. 

Mr. HARRIS. Because it might lead to unpleasant relations 
between the two Houses of a particular Congress without re- 
gard to the session. 

Mr. TELLER. I accept the amendment. I meant the pres- 
ent Congress. As I understand it now, the ruling of the Chair 
is correct. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon appeals 
from the decision of the Chair. The question is, Shall the deci- 
sion of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 


This isa speech made at the present ses- 


What I want to do is to save the point. 
You want to limit the decision. 
T understand now that it is a speech made at 



































































4082 


Mr. FRYE. I should like to have the made a little 
more distinctly. The point made by the Senator from Dela- 
ware was that the Senator from Oregon has no right to read 
from the speech. I should like, if the Chair pleases, that the 
ruling shall be that there is no — to read from a speech made 
on the same subject in the same Congress. 

Mr. FAULKNER and Mr.GRAY. That is it. 

Mr. FRYE. I would not want it to go as a precedent that we 
could not read from speeches which were published in the pub- 
lic records thirty years b 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Maine that the Chair has made no such ruling. The rul- 
ing of the Chair applies to speeches made during the same Con- 

ress. 

. Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. To the same subject. 

Mr. FAULKNER. To the same subject. 

Mr. GRAY. The point of order that I desired to make was 
precisely as stated by the Senator from Maine, that the reading 
of a speech by the Senator from Oregon made at the present 
session, or made during this Congress, by a member of the House 
of Representatives is not in order under the rules governing 
this body. 

Mr. FRYE. On this same subject. 

Mr. GRAY. On the same subject now before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to inquire if what 
my colleague was reading was a speech made on this same sub- 


ect. 

; Mr. DOLPH. It was a speech made on this bill, but I think 
it would be a great stretch of the rule to say that a ch ona 
tariff bill embracing over a hundred pages, touch a thousand 
articles, and involving various propositions, made in the House 
of Representatives, is on the same subject when the tariff bill is 
under discussion in the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Oregon allow me to 
ask him if the tariff bill is half as broad as the speech that he 
is making? 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator can have his own opinion about 
that. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have it, and I think the country will have 
it when it sees the remarks of the r. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. BATE. Before that is put, Ishould like tolearn the time 
of the delivery of the speech from which the Senator from Ore- 
gon was reading? 

Mr. HARRIS. At this ae, eee 

t gress? 





Mr. BATE. In the presen 

Mr. FAULKNER. Yes, and on this bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Thisa very important matter, affecting the 
Senate now and hereafter, and J should like to understand the 
seepe of the decision of the Chairin this regard. I have heard 
read in the Senate by several Senators d this discussion 
extracts from the report of the Committee on Ways and Means 
in the other House, made to the other House by a committee of 
the other House upon this very bill. New, is the decision of 
the Chair so broad as to prevent a Senator from quoting from 
the public records the report of a committee? 

Mr. GRAY. No. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I suggest to ihe Senator from Rhode Is- 
land that it is not fair toask the Chair to decide a moot ques- 
tion. That question is not before the Senate for the Chair's de- 
cision, and the Chair ought not to goany further in its decision 
than is necessary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from West Virginiathat the Chair hasdecided the pointof order 
raise’ by the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Chair has decided that it is not in 
order to read from a certain s h. I do not quite understand 
how either the Senator from ware or the Chair could know 
whether the speech from which the Senator from Oregon was 

was made in the House of Representatives. 

Mr. GRAY. I asked the Senator from Oregon distinctly. 

Mr. FAULKNER. It wasso stated by the Senator from Ore- 
gon, and that the apeech is in the Recorp. 

— ce coe DENT. TheChair hastaken the statement 
of Senator from Oregon upon that point. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam inclined toagree with the Chair on the 
rule read from Jefferson’s Manual; but I should like to know 
whether the ruling is also to include documents of all 
kinds that have been presented in the o House? 

Mr. FAULKNER. That question has not risen. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That question has not been raised 
by the t of order of the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. I move to lay the appeal from the decision of 
the Chair on the table. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. DOLPH. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was ealled). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN]. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILs]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. My colleague[Mr. W1iLson] is detained from 
the Senate by reason of illness. On general questions he is 
paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON]. I am 
paired with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], but as- 
suming that he would vote in the affirmative, I will take the 
liberty of voting ‘‘ yea,” with the consent of his colleague. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Missouri would certainly 
vote that way, if he were here. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I am paired with the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. DANIEL]. Assuming that he would vote in the affirmative, 
I will take the liberty of voting. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. LODGE. Iam paired with the senior Senator from New 
York [Mr. H1nu}, and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr.GRAY. Thesenior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACK- 
BURN] was called from the Chamber by business, and asked me 
to announce that he is paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. MANDERSON],. 

Mr. GIBSON. ty having voted in the affirmative). When 
my name was called I voted inadvertently. Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE], and there- 
fore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. VEST. I ought to have stated before that my colleague 
| Mr. COCKRELL] is detained from the Chamber by sickness and 
is unable to attend the session. 

Mr. FAULKNER. [ was requested to state that the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] and the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania[Mr. CAMERON]are paired, and are both necessarily de- 
tained from the Senate this evening. 

Mr. BRICE (after having voted in the affirmative). I havea 
general = with the junior Senator from Colorade [Mr. WoL- 
cort]. I have taken the liberty to vote on this question, as- 
suming that it is not a party question. 

The result was announced—yeas 43, nays 2, as follows: 


YEAS—4. 
Aldrich, Frye, Mitchell, Oregon Squire, 
Allen, George, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 
Bate Gr s Potter Turpie, 
, ray, . , 

Berry, Harris. Perkins, Vest, 

Hawley, Proctor, Vilas, 
Caffery, Hunton, Voorhees, 

Jones, Ark. Ransom, Waish, 
Carey, Lindsay, Roach, Washburn 
Dubois, McPherson, » ite. 
Faulkner, Martin, Smith, 

NAYS—2. 
Doiph, Platt. 
NOT VOTING—39. 
Blackburn, Davis, Irby, Murphy, 
ma Dee ae ones, Ney. Palmer, 
utier, inger, yle, Pettigrew, 

Gibson, Lodge, Power, 

Gordon, McLaurin, Quay, 
Chandler, Hale, McMillan, herman, 
Cockrell, Hansbrough, Manderson, Stockbridge, 
Coke, Mills, Wilson, 
Cullom, 1, Morgan, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Hoar, Morrill, 


So the a — was laid on the table. 

The VICK-PRESIDENT. The decision of the Chair stands 
as the oon of the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE subsequently said: The senior Senator from Texas 
[Mr. CoKE] was called out of the Senate Chamber about an hour 
ago. I paired with him. When there was a roll call it escaped 
my tion and I yoted, but as he would have voted the 
same way I did no harmwasdone. I simply desire that justice 
shall be done to the Senator from Texas. He did not leave the 
Chamber without a pair. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, referring to the little side re- 
mark of the Senator from Tennessee [}r. HARRIS], I wish to say 
that I am quite willing the country shall judge of the character 
of my speech, and I shall expect quite as favorable a decision 
from the country as from the Senate. The Senator from Ten- 
nessee should not be too impatient of delay. This bill has not 
been pending nearly as long as the bill to repeal the qeraes 
clause of the Sherman act. I recollect being kept nighi 
after night and at unusual hours during the day when, if I re- 
member correctly, the Senator was in no hurry to reach a final 
vote on that bill. He was quite willing to see that bill discussed 
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toa great length and to see action upon it postponed indefi- 
nitely. Now,1 propose to discuss the pending bill, with the per- 
mission of the Senate, until I have examined to my satisfaction 
the various provisions contained in it, the general scope of the 
bill, and the general policy of protection. 

Mr. DoLPH resumed hisspeech. After having spoken alto- 
gether about twenty-five minutes, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will thank the Senator from Oregon if he 
will yield to me for a few moments. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ishall be glad to doso. 

[Mr. DoLPH’s speech will be published entire after it shall 
have been concluded. |] 

Mr. HAWLEY. Those of us who have a life and death in- 
terest in the provisions of this bill are interested in the side 
discussion which arose between the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH] and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] as 
to whether there was something going on outside which might 
change the bill. The evening paper, the Star, says: 

Senator Jonss, of the Finance Committee, when asked about the current 
report that a compromise had been reached on the tariff bill, said that no 
agreement had been made. He admitted that there had been numerous 
conferences among Democratic Senators with a view of adjusting tho dif- 
ferences supposed to exist, but said that there could be no agreement until 
all the persons interested in the changes on both sides of the question had 
given their assent, and also that if he felt disposed to go into details it would 
be impossible to do so at this time, and they had not been agreed to even by 
those who had the matter in hand. The Senator expressed himself as very 
hopeful that the party would soon be united on the bill, but farther than 
this he would not go. 

I think this is what the Senator from Rhode Island said. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Itis evident (and I say it with great pain) 
that the Senator from Missouri does not hold the position in the 
councils of his party which I supposed he did hold. I can only 
say now that it isevident from the statements made by the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES]and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
Brice] to the newspapers, that the Senator from Missouri has 
not been consulted in this movement which is going on. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Rhode Island makes a slight 
mistake, and he does not usually doit. He is very accurate, es- 
pecially about the tariff; but [ do not hold the same position 
with the newspapers as to the councils of my party. That posi- 
tion may or may not be very high, but I do not hold it with the 
newspapers. 

Mr. FRYE. Then the Senator really knows all about this 
new trouble? 


Mr. VEST. I never heard of it, and I do not believe a word | 


of it. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Oregon allow me? 

Mr. DOLPH. I yield with pleasure to the Senator from Illi- 
nois. 

Mr. PALMER. I wish to state that the Democratic party of 
the Senate, asI understand it, is united in the support of this 
bill as reported by the Committee on Finance. There may be 
slight modifications and changes, and if the Senators on the 
other side will simply withhold all their sympathy for the 
Democratic party on this side they will at least save their 
breuth and will secure to themselves a great deal of comfort. 

Now, having said that, the Senator from Oregon having asked 
what explanation can be given of certain provisions of the pend- 
ing bill, I ask him what explanation is required? What is 
needed? What is there to be explained in the changes pro- 

osed? 

Mr. STEWART. I should like tomakean inquiry of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois in regard to the silver bill. Does he think it 
unnatural that the veterans of the gold standard who fought to- 
gether here during the hot days of August and the long months 
of September and October for the gold standard and won such a 

lorious victory should have some sympathy among each other? 

his has been confined to that band. The sympathy is confined 
principally to that band, with the exception perhaps of the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. PALMER. IfI may interrupt the Senator from Oregon 
further, I will say that the want of sympathy in those who united 
in the repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sherman silver law 
is to mea surprising matter. We ought to be together in the 
sane of the tariff, but we are not. Still I repeat the ques- 
tion—— 

Mr. STEWART. The veterans of such a war against the in- 
dustries of the country, after making such sacrifices, ought to 
sympathize with each other now. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator allow me to say that no 
country in the world ever sacrificed as much or ever made as 
much effort to protect industries asthe American people made 
to See the silver industry? They almost fought for it, and 
did ever Seepomible to secure it. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, no; not everything possible. 


Mr. PALMER. The Senator from Colorado says ‘‘oh, no.” 
Will he tell me what more could have been done for silver? 
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Mr.STEWART. They did not even mourn over it after they 
destroyed it. They did not give it a decent funeral. 

Mr. PALMER, Will the Senator from Oregon allow 
further? 

Mr. DOLPH. 

Mr. PALMER. I have always estimated silver at its actual 
value. Icouldnotdomore. Icould never persuade myself that 
silver, which was only worth 60 cents an ounce, was worth more 


me 


Certainly. 


} 


than 60 cents an ounce. I have deplored the depression of 
prices. 
Mr. STEWART. Then you have deplored your own actin 


destroying it. You deplored your own act in striking it down 
if you deplored this proceeding. After having killed it by legis- 
lation it is very remarkable that the chief executors should be 
the chief mourners. 

Mr. PALMER. What is more natural than that the chief ex- 
ecutors should mourn the necessary death of that which the) 
love? Iask the Senator from Oregon again, what explanation 

does he require of the bill? 

Mr. DOLPH. I will answer the Senator directly. I wish to 
refer to this interruption first. I wish to say that [ am very 
giad the Senator from Nevada interrupted the Senator from Lili 
nois, because I doubt whether I can yield to the Senator 
Nevada. The truth is that the Senator from Nevada reminds 
me of that doctor who was death on fits. So when he gota pa 
tient he endeavored to throw him into fits that he might apply 
his skill. That is the way with my friend from Nevada. Ele is 
hell on silver, and when anything comes up in the Senate it is 
like they said in old times about the roads to Rome. Every 
thing leads to silver with my friend. We may not have been 
mourning over the repeal of the Sherman act, but it seems to 
me that the little conference between the Senator from Illinois 
and the Senator from Nevada will answer pretty well for a wake. 
[Laughter.] The reason why I would not care to yield to the 
Senator from Nevada is because he does not claim to be a Demo- 
crat; he says he is no longer a Republican; and my friend from 
Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] said the other day hé had not beena Popu- 
list long enough for his opinion to have any weight with 
Populists. [Laughter.|] So I should not like to yield to th 
Senator from Nevada to bring up the silver discussion, because 
he discussed it long enough when the repeal bill was before the 
Senate. 

| Mr. STEWART. 


from 


Will the Senator yield to me now? 
Mr. DOLPH. Oh, yes; I will yield. I propose to yield to 
| every body: 

Mr. STEWART. I am not surprised that the subject is un- 
pleasant to my friend from Oregon just at this time. [am not 
surprised that the murmurings of the people in consequence of 
the hard times and want of money when there is an election ap- 
proaching should be unpleasant. I think that is a pretty good 
reason why he should not yield to me to call attention to the 
condition of the country. 

I was amused to-day to hear the discussion between the dis- 
tinguished representatives of the gold standard as to prices 
They were discussing how the tariff had affected the price ol 
eggs, and chickens, and pigs, and reading theschedule of prices: 
and it amused me verymuch. They seem to think on both sides 
that it is a matter of great importance and a matter to be seri- 
ously discussed whether the tariff can raise and lower the price 
of nonprotected articles, and that they do not depend upon de- 
mand aud supply in the cities, orsomething of that kind. They 
appeared to think that everything depends upon the tariff. 

I see the anxiety of my friends to get the country into a con- 
dition of tariff fits. They have been resorting to the tariff game 
and putting the country into tariff fits a hundred years and we 
have not found a doctor who could cureit. Itisthe old history. 
They like discussion over the tariff because it is a perpetual dis- 
ease. All the ills of man have been attributed to tariff for a 
hundred years, and it appearsthey want to continue that discus- 
sion in regard to it. The silver question is only twenty years 
old. It is only twenty years since the crime of 1873. The other 
is a hundred yearsold. The object to-day is to make the tariff 
the issue for the purpose of concealing the distress of the coun- 
try occasioned by the gold standard that has produced distress 
throughout the entire country. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President 

Mr. STEWART. No;I will not yield now. 

Mr.PALMER. I merely wish to ask a question. 

Mr. STEWART. I shall not yieldnow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada declines 
to yield. 

Mr. STEWART. I will not yield now. I say this tariff dis- 
eussion at this time isa farce. The pretext that a threat to re- 
vise the tariff has sent misery to the homes of all the laboring 
—— the world isabsurd. I have heard distinguished men, 
ex-Presidents and aspirants for the Presidency, say thet the 
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trouble is the threat to revise the tariff. Has thatthreat created 
the necessity of increasing the army of Italy to make the people 
submit to starvation. Has that threat brought starvation to the 
people of Austria, and ee and England? Yousay England 
will be benefited by this tariff legislation. The laboring men 
of England are suffering equally with ours, as is shown abund- 
antly by their public menand the statistics. The disease is uni- 
versal, and the attempt to attribute it to a threat to revise the 
tariff is puerile. It is absurd. It is trifling with the sacred 
rights of the whole people. 

The tariff may be revised: it may be raised or lowered, and 
people may differ in opinion as to it; but whether we raise the 
tari? or lower the tariff we can not by mere tariff regulations 
co-sign mankind throughout the civilized world to poverty or 
raise them to affluence. The disease is too wide; it reaches too 
far to assign such puerile reasons as appear on this floor.  Dis- 
cuss something more important. This afternoon I have listened 
to the trifling running debate, which meant nothing. We wit- 
nessed the flippant wit, the miserable, trifling delay over noth- 





‘ing, while the country is suffering from contraction, falling 


prices, hard times, which have stopped your factories, stopped 
your industries, and filled the country with tramps. Still you 
go on talking about how the tariff affects the price of eggs in 
the city of New York. 

Mr. SQUIRE. May I ask the Senator from Nevada a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. STEWART. You may. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I wish to inquire of the Senator whether in 
his opinion the continuation of the purchases of silver by the 
United States Government at the rate of four and a half million 
dollars per month would have been placatory of the present 
conditions? Under such circumstances before the repeal of the 
Sherman act, taking the condition of things as they were then 
and perpetuating it along through the subsequent months, would 
that have ows the present stringency, the present pros- 
tration of labor and of industry? Would that have been the 
panacea? 

Mr. STEWART. Are you going to make a long speech? 

Mr. SQUIRE. Iask whether that would have been the pan- 
acea that was demanded of the country? 1 want to know the 
point of the Senator's remarks. ; 

Mr. STEWART. I re the Senator the point of my re- 

marks. If the purchases had continued, if the law had remained, 
if gold had been retained in the Treasury and silver used .as 
money under that act, the evils that we now suffer under would 
have been greatly mitigated. That act was absurd. All acts to 
purchase silver were absurd. They were compromises which 
were wrung from the gold-standard protectionists to do a little 
something for silver, but they did not recognize silver as the 
basis of circulation and credit equally with gold, as had been 
done during the ages gone by, and as must be done before pros- 
perity can ever be restored to this or any other gold-standard 
country. 
Mr. SQUIRE. By permission of the Senator from Nevada i 
will press the question alittlecloser. Let him calculate the mil- 
lions of dollars that would have been realized, no matter if it 
had gone to the people, by the purchase of silver since the pe- 
riod when the purchase was discontinued up to the present 
time, what effect would that number of millions of dollars have 
had upon the general effect of the country, upon finances, upon 
labor, upon capital? Is it not puerile to talk about it? Is it not 
silly to talk about the effect of discontinuing the purchases of sil- 
ver! 

Mr. STEWART. If the Senator from Washington had not 
by his vote assisted to tear down what was left of the fabric of 
our finances and assisted in entering a decree that four thousand 
millions of silver should be destroyed, that the gold standard 
alone should be maintained, and that the people should be de- 
prived of money, if he had not been a revolutionist by his vote 
at the extra session and had joined in an effort to restore silver, 
it would have restored prosperity. 

Mr. SQUIRE. With the permission of the Senator from Ne- 
vada—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator from Washington, and the 
Senator from Nevada, and the Senator from Oregon, who I be- 
lieve are all entitled to the floor at this moment, if they will 

ield to me in order that I may move that the Senate adjourn. 
Tao not think we will settle the silver question this evening. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon is en- 
titled to the floor. Does he yield tothe Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr, DOLPH. I will yield ina moment. I wish to say thatI 
started out to yield to everyone who wanted to propound a ques- 
tion or make a suggestion pertinent to what I was saying, but [ 
do not propose hereafter (or I shall never get through with my 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 25, 


speech) to yield to anyone who wants to make a speech in my 


time. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I rise simply to refer to the re- 
marks of the Senator from Nevada which I think were unjust 
to me in regard to my attitude on the silver question. They do 
not represent me properly. I do not desire to ask the attention 
of the Senate now that I may explain niy position on that ques- 
tion, but I simply deny the statements the Senator from Nevada 
has made as to my position on it, I explained my position very 
fully to the Senate at the time of the discussion, but I do not 
think it proper for me to sit here and rest under the imputation 
of his remarks this evening. I do not desire to discuss it any 
further. I simply say that I am a bimetallist; I am for silver 
and for gold, and I am for maintaining the credit of the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Oregon yield to me? 

Mr. DOLPH. I yield to the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 2 minutes 

. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, April 

5, 1894, at 12 o'clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, April 25, 1894. 


The House met at12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BaasBy. 
THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Journal as read 
will be approved. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The question, then, is on the approval of the 
Journal. 

The question having been taken, 

The SPEAKER. The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Division. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri, Mr. DocK- 
ERY, and the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. HEPBURN, will please 
take their places at the desk as tellers. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 246, nays 0, 
answered ‘‘ present” 7, not voting 100; as follows: 








YEAS—246. 

Abbott, Cobb, Mo. Gorman, Lynch, 
Adams, Pa. Cockran, Grady, Maddox, 
Alderson, Cockrell, Gresham, Mahon, 
Aitken, Coffeen, Griffin, Mallory, 
Aldrich, Compton, Grow, Martin, Ind. 
Alexander. Conn, Hager, Marvin, WN. Y¥. 
Avery, Coombs, Hainer, McCali, 
Babcock, Cooper, Fla. Hammond, McCleary, Minn. 
Bailey, Cooper, Ind. Hare, McCreary, Ky. 
Baker, Kans ‘ooper, Tex. Harmer, McCulloch, 
Baker, N. H. Cousins, Harris, McDannold, 
Baldwin, Covert, Harter, McDearmon, 
Barnes, Cox, Hartman, McDowell, 
Bartholdt, Crain, Hatch, McEttrick, 
Bartlett, m Haugen, cGann, 
Barwig, Curtis, Kans. Heard, McKaig, 
Belden, Curtis, N. Y Henderson, N.C. MeKeighan, 
Beltzhoover, Daniels, Hermann, McLaurin, 
Bell, Colo. Davey, Hitt, McMillin, 
Bell, Tex. Davis, Holman, McNagny, 
Perry, De Armond, Hopkins, Pa. McRae. 
Black, Ga. De Forest, Hudson, Meiklejohn, 
Black, Ill. Denson, Hulick, Mercer, 
Bland, Dingley, Hull, Meredith, 
Boatner, Dinsmore, Hunter, Meyer, 
Boen, Dockery, Hutcheson, Montgomery, 
Bower, N.C. Dolliver, Ikirt, Morgan, 
Bowers, Cai. Doolittle, Izlar, Moses, 
Branch, ~ Draper, Johnson, Ind. Neill, 
Breckinridge, Ark Dunn, Johnson, N.Dak. Northway, 
Bretz. Dunphy, Johnson, Ohio O'Neil, Mass, 
Brookshire, Durborow, Jones, O'Neill, Mo. 
Brosius, Edmunds, Kem, Outhwaite, 
Bryan Ellis, Ky. Kiefer, age, 
Bundy, Ellis, Oregon Kribbs, Paschal, 
Bunn, English, Kyle, Patterson, 
Burrows, paeee, N.J Lacey, * Paynter, 
Bynum, Enloe, Lane, Pearson, 
Cabaniss, Epes, Lapham. Pence, 
Cadmus, Erdman, Latimer, Pendleton, Tex. 
Campbeil, Everett, Lawson. Pendleton, W.Va 
Cannon, Cal Fletcher, Lefever, Perkins, 
Capehart, Funk, Lester, Pickler, 
Caruth, Funston Linton, Pigott, 
Catchings, Gear, Livingston, Post, 
Causey, Geary, kw ’ '<. 

ancy issenhain Loud, all, 
Clark, Mo. = ge 2 Loudenslager, y, 
Cobb, Ala. ldzier, Lucas, Rayner, 
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Reed, Springer, Tarsney, Warner, 
Reilly, Stallings, Tate, Washington, 
Richards, Ohio Stephenson, Taylor, Ind. Wells, ; 
Richardson, Mich. Stockdale, Taylor, Tenn. Williams, Il. 


Richardson, Tenn. Stone, C. W. Terry, Williams, Miss. 
Robbins, Stone, W. A. Thomas, Wilson, Ohio 
Robertson, La. Stone, Ky. Tracey, Wilson, Wash. 
Russell, Ga. Storer, Tucker, Wise, 
Ryan, Strait, Turner, Ga. Wolverton, 
Sayers, Strong, Turner, Va. Woomer, 
Scranton, Sweet, Tyler, Wright, Mass. 
Shel, Talbert, S. C. VanVoorhis, N. Y. 
Somers, Talbott, Ma. VanVoorhis,Ohio 
NAYS—0. 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT ’’—7. 
Dalzell, Houk, Powers, Shaw. 
Hepburn, Marsh, Russell, Conn. 
NOT VOTING—100. 
Adams, Ky. Donovan, Layton, Sickles, 
Allen, Fielder, Lisle, Simpson, 
Apsley, Fithian, Magner, Sipe, 
Arnold, Forman, Maguire, Smith, 
Bankhead, Fyan, Marshall, Snodgrass, 
Bingham, Gardner, McAleer, Sperry. 
Blair, Gillett, Mass. Milliken, Stevens, 
Boutelle, Goodnight, Money, Straus, 
Brattan, Graham, Moon, Swanson, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grosvenor, Morse, Tawney, 
Brickner, Grout, aeeee, Turpin, 
Broderick, Haines, Mutchler, Updegraf, 
Brown, Hall, Minn. Newlands, adsworth, 
Burnes, Hall, Mo. Oates, Walker, 
Caldwell, Hayes, Payne, Wanger, 
Caminetti, Heiner, Phillips, Waugh, 
Cannon, Il. Henderson, Ill. Price, Weadock, 
Chickering, Henderson, lowa Reyburn, Wever, 
Childs, Hendrix, Ritchie, Wheeler, Ala. 
Clarke, Ala. Hicks, Robinson, Pa. Wheeler, Ill. 
Cogswell, Hines, Rusk, White, 
Cooper, Wis. Hooker, Miss. Schermerhorn, Whiting, 
Cornish, Hooker, N. Y. Settle, Wilson, W. Va 
Crawford, Hopkins, Ill. Sherman, Woodard. 
Culberson, Kilgore, Sibley, Wright, Pa. 


So the Journal was approved. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I ask that the gentleman from In- 
diana, Mr. WAUGH, be excused indefinitely on account of sick- 
ness. 

There being no objection, indefinite leave of absence was 
granted. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: : 

Mr. BROWN with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. POWERS. 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BRICKNER with Mr. ADAMs of Kentucky. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri with Mr. CHICKERING. 

Mr. FORMAN with Mr. SMITH. 

Mr. CAPEHART with Mr. TAWNEY. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 

Mr. WEADOCK with Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. WHEELER of [ilinois. 

Mr. LAYTON with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. HINES with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 

For this day: 

Mr. BANKBEAD with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. HICKS. 

Mr. MUTCHLER witb Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. Moon. 

Mr. MARSHALL with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
of absence for three days, on account of sickness in his family. 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS FOR UNITED STATES COURTS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting a communication from the 
Attorney-General, submitting estimates of deficiencies in ap- 
propriations for United States courts; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

B. A. WOODS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings 
of the court in the case of B. A. Woods vs. The United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

JOHN CAMPBELL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings 
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of the court in the case of John Campbell vs. The United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


ACCOUNTING IN POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communication from 
the Sixth Auditor recommending an amendment to the act 
entitled ‘‘ An act to improve the methods of accounting in the 
Post-Office Department, and for other purposes.” 

Mr. DOCKERY. In viewof the legislation which has already 
passed the House on this subject I ask that this communication 
be referred to the Joint Commission Appointed to Investigate 
the Executive Departments. 

The communication was referred accordingly, and ordered to 
be printed. 


PROTECTION OF YELLOWSTONE PARK. 


The SPEAKER iaid before the House the Senate amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. 6442) to protect the birds and animalsin 
the Yellowstone National Park, and to punish crimes in the said 
park, and for other purposes. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House nonconcur 
in the Senate amendments, and agree to the conference asked 
thereon. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection that order wil 
be made. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas moves to 
nonconcur in the Senate amendments, and agree to the con- 
ference. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
HEPBURN) there were—ayes 153, noes 0. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. HEPBURN and Mr. McR a as 
tellers. ; 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 154, 
noes I. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. McRAkr, 
Mr. HARE, and Mr. LACEY as the conferees on the part of the 
House. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for re- 
ports. 

The committees were called for reports, when reports were 
severally submitted and referred as follows: 


BRIDGE ACROSS BACK BAY, MISSISSIPPI. 


By Mr. BARTLETT, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, the bill (H. R. 5478) to authorize the Biloxi 
and Back Bay Bridge Company to construct and maintain a 
bridge over that portion of the Bay of Biloxi,in the State of 
Mississippi, known as Back Bay—to the House Calendar. 


OATHS IN PENSION CASES. 


By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
the bill (H. R. 3511) providing that in the establishment of 
claims under the pension laws of the United States the oath of 
a private or noncommissioned officer shall have the same weight 
and effect as the oath of a commissioned officer—to the House 
Calendar. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr.Speaker,I move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of general ap- 
propriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. BAILEY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the un- 
finished business before the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 6108) making appropriation for the diplomatic and consular 
service for the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will resume the reading of the 
bill by paragraphs. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
RENT OF LEGATION BUILDINGS AT TOKIO, JAPAN. 


Rent of buildings for legation and other purposes at Tokio, Japan, for the 
year ending March 15, 1895, $2,500. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I am directed 
by the Committee on Foreign Affairs to offer an amendment, 
which I send to the desk. 
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The Clerk read as foliows: 

Amend line 6, p: 7, by striking out the words ‘‘two thousand five hun- 
= dollars,” and inserting in lieu thereof the words “four thousand dol- 
ars.” 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, Congress has 
uniformly for some years past appropriated $4,000 for the pur- 
se indicated in the paragraph just read. It is recommended 

y the State Department and is necessary. I hope the amend- 
ment will be adopted. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Why did not the gentleman in- 
clude that amount when he reported the bill? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. When the committee was 
considering the diplomatic and consular bill there were several 
members of the committee who believed this amount should be 
reduced. But when the Secretary of State made a statement 
before the committee the committee unanimously recommended 
that the whole amount of $4,000 be inserted in the bill. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I hope the gentleman will explain 
why it is that the committee believed this could be reduced to 
$2,500. Perhaps the House will agree with the committee. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I am unable to state what 
aren certain members to vote as they did. I myself be- 

ieved it would require $4,000, When the facts were presented 
to the committee, however, all were satisfied that $4,000 should 
be appropriated. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then the gentleman has no know!l- 
edge except what the Secretary of State recommends. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Yes,I have. I know that 
for years past $4,000 was required for this purpose. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. How much space or room have we 
rented there? : 

Mr. MCOREARY of Kentucky. Idonotknow. But we have 
a legation building there, and have appropriated 94,000 for a 
number of years past. 

Mr, CANNON of Illinois. Now, in the item before this for 
the rent of legation buildings at Peking, China, it appears that 
the legation building cost for its construetion $7,000, while we 
pay $3,600 a year rent for it—I fear to a favorite of somebody in 
the State Department. But nevertheless the House, after dis- 
ae the matter, concluded to do that, Now, I would like to 
know if the gentleman has any knowledge as to how much this 
legation building at Tokio cost, so that we may know whether 
we are paying one-half or two-thirds the cost of the building in 
the shape of annual rent. If so, had not we better buy the 
building, or had we better continue to go it blind? I do not 
care. I would simply like to know something about it. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I ask a vote. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, I suppose we will have to go 
it blind again. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

EXPENSES UNDER THE NEUTRALITY ACY. 

To meet the necessary mses attendant upon the-execution of the 
neutrality act, to be expen under the direction of the President. - 
ant to the requirement of section 291 of the Revised Statutes, %,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary. 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. I move to strike out the last word, 
for the purpose of asking the gentleman in charge of the bill 
why it is that this confidential fund is reduced from $15,000 to 
$5,000? If I have a correct understanding of this fund, it is to 
be expended under the section of Revised Statutes which pro- 
vides that the President may certify that it is not to the public 
interest for him to tell what it was spent for. In other words, 
it is the confidential fund. Now, I would be glad if the gentle- 
man would tell us how much of this fund was expended last year, 
and how much of it is being expended this year. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. jase $15,080 has been 
customary for several years to appropriate to pay ex- 
penses under the neutrality act; so much th ereof as was neces- 
sary wasused. The Secretary of State that the whole 
amount has not been necessary for a number of years, and he 


says: 
lation a Titec o reneotion of the oman to $5,000. Which 
regard as ample under all the circumstances. 

If the Secretary of State is able to get along with $5,000, I 
think it is right, and the committee believed that it was proper, 
to reduce the amount to $5,000. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will ask how much has been ex- 
pended this year? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I am notable to answer that 


uestion until I examine the Fifth Auditor’s report. It was not 
the duty of the Committee on Foreign Affairs to investigate 
that. 
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Now, this is the appropriation from which the paramount min- 
ister, Mr. Blount, was paid, as I understand it. Itis the appro- 
priation which is confidential, for the President—this item and 
the next. Thegentlemanalmost frightens me when he tells me 
that his committee have not even inquired how much has been 


spent. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. They frighten him by reducing 
the amount! 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Ifthe gentleman will yield 
to me I will make an explanation. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Inaminute. I say when the gen- 
tleman informs me that for this item and the next item, which 
are the confidential items, he can not tell me how much is being 
expended this year, he almost frightens me; because if this great 
body that holds the purse strings does not at least keep track 
of the aggregate of expenditures, then it seems to me we might 
just_as well disband and appropriate a lump sum, as much as is 
needed, and let the President run it. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, it is very in- 
teresting to me that the gentleman from Illinois |[Mr. CANNON] 
has become so economical. As the Secretary of State reported 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs that $15,000 was more than 
sufficient, and that he could get along with $5,000, the committee 
felt satisfied that that amount was sufficient. But as my friend 
from Illinois is anxious to know that which he could find out so 
easily by examining the report of the Fifth Auditor, I will tell 
him the amount expended under the neutrality act in the year 
1893. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I was asking about this year. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. The Fifth Auditor's report 
showsthat theexpenses under the neutrality act in 1893 amounted 
to $527.98. Mr. Blount was not paid out of this fund as alleged 
by the gentleman—— 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is not this item at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does my colleague withdraw the formal 
amendment? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I renew the amendment. I desire to re- 
mind my colleague of the fact that the heads of Departments re- 
port to Congress only once a year, and that the reports which 
accompany these estimates were for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1893. For that time the Secretary has stated what the ex- 
penditures were, and later, on the 30th of next June, another 
estimate and statement will be made, to be reported to the De- 
cember session, which would show the expenditures for this fis- 
cal year; and I am sure that the gentleman, who has been upon 
the Committeeon Appropriations so long, knows that Congress 
is not informed from month to month of the expenditures of the 
Government, but only in the annual reports do we get this in- 
formation, and he will be fully advised of every cent that has 
been expended by this Administration, not only for the foreign 
service but for the home service, in all the Departments of the 
Government, when the year is ended and the reports are made 
up. And I am certain that they will not oe him on ac- 
count of their magnituds or uncertainty, but t they will be 
sufficient in detail to give cleuriy the transactions of the Gov- 
ernment, and to show that every cent has been honestly and 
economicall er I withdraw my formal amendment. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Irenewit. I want to oppose this 
amendment. My genial colleague from Illinois rushes in to 
apologize; and I think it requires an explanation. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ido not apologize at all. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I did not ask an apology. Now, 
the gentleman in charge of this bill proceeds to say that last 
year, under the last Administration substantially, that so much 
money was expended of this item; and then proceeds to give a 
different expenditure altogether. Idid not want to be informed 
by him what was spent last year of thisitem. Ido not care what 
was spent last year. What I asked him was what has been ex- 

this year, up to this time. That I am entitled to know. 

he tleman, my colleague, s we will find out about it 

counties next fall. We are making appropriations for next 
year, and ought te know what has beenexpen d this year. 

I want to say now that noCommittee on Appropriations, in my 
judgment, performs its duty when it does not know when it re- 
= the annual bill how much has been expended upon every 

tem a the time the bill is reported for the current year; and 
when gentleman did not inquire as to that, he showed that 
where he wanted to re this bill without recommendation he 
it, and that in respects he did not follow the gen- 

eral rule as to changes. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The report of. the Vifth Au- 
ditor shows how much has been expended. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman has not shown how 
much was expended and has not answered my inquiry. 

















From this ee was paid Mr. Blount and other 
e.. How much it was no public report shows. And he says 

we will have to wait until next fall to find out. Now, you come 
in and say next year we will not make expenditures. In order 
to explain what is necessary, you ought to be able to do so in the 
light of what bas been done in the past, and we are asked to ap- 
propriate now in the absence of specific information. The gen- 
tleman had the power under the order of the House to send for 
the Secretary or any subordinate official and ask him for the 
necessary information, and when he fails to get the information 
he fails to perform the function for which this House designated 
him when it trusted this bill to him. 

Mr. LOUD. Does not the gentleman know that this is a very 
delicate question? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I withdraw the amendment. 
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me I show the propriety of abolishing this useless office. 
| 
| 


AUST 





ing that office. I do not know whether he is from Kentucky or 
from Illinois or where he is from, but he is there at an expense 
of $3,000 a year, with allowances of $3,000 moro, costing the 
United States $6,000 per annum, while his total business there 
yields only 356. Now, when I make that statement it seems to 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr.Chairman, Apia is in the 
Samoan Islands, and I will say to my friend from Mlinois that it 
is a very important place. The duties of the consul-general at 
that port are not only diplomatic, but they are also judicial. 
The consul is at present one of the executive officers of the is- 
lands, acting jointly with the consuls of Great Britain and Ger- 
many under that Berlin treaty which was made in the first 
months of Mr. Harrison's Administration, and under which King 
Malietoa was put upon the throne. This consul is acting ina 


Mr. WALKER. Just a moment; the gentleman withdraws | diplomatic and judicial capacity because of that treaty made at 


the amendment. I move to strike out the last two words. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment has been ex- 
hausted. Does the gentleman move to strike out the last word? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. WALKER. Irenewit. I will detain the House but one 
moment. Now, I submit that the House ought to appropriate 
$15,000 instead of $5,000 as proposed in the bill,and that that 
amount of money may be needed at any time for the secret serv- 
ice fund. I submit to this House that a contingency is liable to 
arise at any minute when the President ought to have at his dis- 
posal at least $15,000. This isa great Government, charged with 
taking care of the interests of this great country, and I do beg 
the House to leave it at $15,000. It will not make a particle of 
difference in the expenditure whether the amount appropriated 
is $15,000 or $5,000 if the $15,000 is not needed. Let us leave 
$15,000 at the disposition of this great Governmentas a fund that 
the President can use at his discretion. 

I withdraw my proposed amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: ? 

Detrazing the expensesof near n ae remains of diplomatic and con- 
sular cers of the United States, including consular clerks, who have died 
or may die abroad while in the discharge of their official duties, to their for- 


mer homes in this country for interment, and for the ordinary and necessary 
expenses of sugh interment, $3,000. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I move to strike out the last word, | 


and ask the gentleman why this was decreased $7,000? 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the section 
just. read refers to transporting the .remains of diplomatic and 
consular officers of the United States, including consular clerks, 
to their homes for interment. The Secretary of State sent a 
communication to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, in which 
he used this language: 

After a careful examination of the expendituresmade under this head for 
several years past, I have come to the conclusion that $10,000 is more than is 

ly necessary; hence I ask that the amount be reduced to %,000. I re- 
gard that sum as ample. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. How much was spent last year? 

Mr. MCCRBARY of Kentucky. I would suggest to my friend 
from Ulinois that information on all of these items can be found 
in the Fifth Auditor’s report. The amount expended last year 
was, 3354.37. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Why not further reduce it, if that 
isenough? Now, it appears that last year there was expended 
for this. purpose the sum of $300. The hang heretofore 
has been $10,000. I suppose that possibly there may happen an 

mic, and there may be a great mortality among these pso- 

; and that while it is said that none of them die, yet I suppose 

f is possible they may. This money will not be expended unless 

they die. Now you ask that the amount be decreased to $3,000. 

In light of the fact that only $300 was needed last year, I move 
to strike out $3,000 and insert $300. 

Mr. MONEY. It might not be enough. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. ‘‘ Vote!” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Cons’ eral at Apia, Constantinople, Dresden, G uil, Frankfort, 
ottawa, Rome, St. Petersburg, Singapore, and St. ‘Gall at $3,000 cach, 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I move to strike out ‘‘ Apia,” in 
line 17. Where is Ayes [Laughter. 

A MEMBER. It is in the Samoan Islands. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. What is the gentleman’s 


motion? 
Mr. CANNON of Lilinois. I move to strike out ‘‘ Apia” in 
line 17. I make that motion for this reason: I turn to the re- 


I find that the total business last year at Apia was $06 in 


fa i the committee and also to the Fifth Auditor’s report, 


ees, Official and unofficial, all told. 
~ At some time or other it was thought proper to have a consul- 


general of Apia, and I suppose there is somebody there now fill- | 


| Berlin in 1869, and under which, also, the people of the United 


States are required to help pay the expense of maintaining a 
chief justice and other officers. 

Mr. CANNON of Hiinois. Well, I think we ought to comply 
with all our treaty obligations, and if this consul is performing 
some other service let us pay him what that service is worth, 
whether it be $1,000 or $10,000 a year. [always believe in pay- 
ing liberal salaries for services actually performed, but when 
you carry this office year after year as a consul general, at a sal- 


| avy of $3,000, with other expenses amounting to $3,000 more, 
| Simply because he is required to do something else outside of 
| his consular duties, I object. Now, if this provision be stricken 


out, and if the gentleman from Kentucky will make a motion to 


| pay this man a proper salary for hisservices as commissioner, I 


have no objection. 

If the gentleman has examined the matter, and can fix the 
proper compensation, and will make a motion to that effect, | 
will vote for it; but I believe this ought to be stricken out, and 
the compensation of this official made for the duties which he 
really performs. 

The question being taken on the amehdment, the Chairman 
declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. [ ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 24, noes 83; so 
the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Consuls-general at Tangier and Maracatbo, at $2,000 cach, $4,000 


Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. I move tostrike out ‘‘ Tangier.” 
Here is an officer with the imposing title of consul-general,with 
a salary of $2,000 a year, and allowances for clerk hire, rent, and 
contingent. expenses, amounting substantially to $2,000 more, 
making $4,000 im all, and hecotlected last year in fees $231. He 
is not required to perform diplomatic services; the office is a 
businessoffice; and why should we noteither strike out the salary 
and let him live on the fees, or put the place down in the $1,00)) 
a year class? 

The question was taken on the amendment, and the Chairman 
declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CANNON of Lilinois. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 20, noes 7. 

| Mr.CANNON of Illinois. No quorum, Mr. Chairman. 

| The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being made, the 

| Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from Ken 
tucky [Mr. McCREARY] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr 
CANNON]. 

The committee divided; and there wero—ayes 31, noes 112. 

The CHAIRMAN. No quorum has voted. The Chair will 
cause the Clerk to read the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


2. Whenever a Committee of the Whole House finds itself without a quo 
rum, the chairman shall cause the roll to be called, and therewpon the com 
mittee shall rise, and the chairman shall report the namesof the absentees 
to the House, which shall be entered on the Journal; butif on such call a 
quorum shall appear, the committee shall thereupon resume its sitting 
without further order of the House. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois (during the reading). If thegentle- 
| man {Mr. McCreary of Kentucky] will agree to give me a yea- 
| and-nay vote on this in the House, I will not insist on the point. 
| Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. If the gentleman ean com- 
| mand a sufficient vote to order the yeas and nays in the House, 

[ have no objection. 
| _ The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ilinois with- 
| draw the point of no quorum? 
| Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes, with the understanding that 
| the gentleman is to give me a yea-and-nay vote in the Houseon 
this question if I desire it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pointof no quorum is withdrawn and 
the amendment is rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Cansul-general at Santo Domingp, 1,50. 
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Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I offerthe amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 11, lines | and 2, amend by including provision for a consul-gen- 
eral at Barcelona at $1,590; so that the said lines shall read: ‘‘Consuls-gen- 
eral at Santo Domingo and Barcelona at $1,500 each, $3,000.” 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the effect of 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from New York—— 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I reserve a point of order on the 
amendment. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. 
to say until the 


I will resorve what [ have 
oint of order is disposed of. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, no; I desire to hear about this 
question. I may not press the point of order. 

Mr. McCREARY of age eee, The effect of the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New York is simply to increase 
the rank of the consul at Barcelona. Hé now receives as consul 
$1,500; and the gentleman from New York has offered anamend- 
ment to make him a consul-general. Barcelona is the most im- 
portant commercial city of Spain, and is the place where the 
consuls-general of other foreign countries reside. Our greatest 
trade in Spain is at Barcelona and Malaga; and Barcelona is re- 
garded as the best location for a consul-general having supervi- 
sory jurisdiction over other consular oificers in that country. 
We have no consul-general in Spain at present; and the effect 
of the amendment is simply to make the consul at Barcelona a 
consul-general without increasing his salary. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. I will not just yet make any point 
of order. I notice that the fees at this important commercial 
city are less than $1,500, and with the salary $1,500 and allow- 
ances about $1,500, making the cost tothe Government inround 
numbers $3,000, with $1,500 net to the Treasury, this is not a 
very lucrative place. If the gentleman from New York really 
believes that this added dignity will be worth something to the 
gentleman who may hold this place, I do not know that I have 
any objection. I would add “ generalissimo ” if it would make 
the incumbent feel any better. So that I do not makeany point 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON] withdraws the point of order. The question is on the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. WARNER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HITT. Lhope the gentleman from New York will take 
note of the fact that a further amendment will be necessary 
when we reach Barcelona, in a subsequent part of the bill. 

Mr. WARNER. I have a memorandum to that effect. I ask 
unanimous consent that the total, in line 3, page 11, be changed 
to $102,000; that the total in line 5, page 11, be reduced to $402,- 
500; and that the word *' Barcelona ” be stricken out, in line 15, 


age 17. 
. Mr. MOCREARY of Kentucky. We have not come to page 
17 yet. : 
Mr. WARNER. Iam asking unanimous consent to fix that 
matter now. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I think we had better not go 
forward two or three pages in the bill. We can make the 
amendment when we reach that provision. 

Mr. WARNER. Very well; let my request for unanimous con- 
sent apply to that portion cf the bill which we have now reached. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. So far as the request is ap- 
plicable to the pending page, there is no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the request of the 

ntleman from New York for a change in the amounts named 
fa lines 3 and 5, page 11, will be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At $3,500 per annum. 
China: 


Mr. HERMANN. I move to amend by striking out ‘' 500,” so 
that the line will read $3,000 per annum, 
Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, in viewof the recent most 


. remarkable treaty entered into by the United States, through 


its representative, Hon. Walter Q. Gresham, Secretary of State 
and Yang Yu, who isentitled in the treaty the ‘‘subdirector of 
the court of sacrificial worship and envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary of the Empire of China,” American busi- 
ness at Chinese ports will very rapidly diminish. It has been 
shown to be the policy of the party in the majority here, through 
the Wilson bill, to open up the ports of the United States as 
wide as possible for the free introduction of the labor products 
from all foreign countries. And now it is proposed, through 
this iniquitous treaty which has been museialiie entered into, to 
admit the most objectionabie producers of these products into 
the United States. We had supposed, Mr. Chairman, since 1880 
the date of the first real cal achievement in the name of 
labor for the exclusion of cheap Chinese labor and especially 


ee 


EE 





the laborers of the Asiatic continent, that this question had 
been settled. Year after year it has been brought before Con- 
gress, and yearafter year substantial victories have been obtained 
upon the side of American labor. 

Only last year we supposed we had more definitely than before 
settled this question, when a law very strict and exclusive in its 
provisions was oe. But we discover now that we were mis- 
taken. The Administration in power has seen fit to open the 
doors in adifferent direction. Finding that the representatives 
of the people were inimical to any further admission of the cheap 
contract laborers of Europe and especially Chinese coolie la- 
borers, that Administratiun concluded that it had no other way 
by which to evade and avoid the enactments of this Congress 
except by treaty and it has now entered into a treaty by which 
Chinese laborers are to be admitted into this country in direct 
violation of all the exclusion acts which have been passed 
through this high council of the nation for the last fourteen or 
fifteen years. 

Sir, I pronounce that treaty to be a fraud and a deception, a 
national humiliation and a disgrace, as well as an inexcusable 
surrender of principle. It is a victory, sir, of Chinese over 
American diplomacy. It is a victory of Yang Yu over Wong 
Quong Gresham. 4 ughter.] The wily Chinaman has at last 
succeeded in his efforts. 

As has been said by the eminent poet, who originally came 
from the Pacific shores, in such striking language — 


Which I wish to remark, 
And my language is plain, 
That for ways that are dark 
And for tricks that are vain 
The heathen Chinee is peculiar; 
Which the same I would rise to explain. 

[Laughter.] 

Sir, this treaty permits the return of Chinese who go from 
this country to China under certain conditions. It gives them 
the privilege of returning to the United States on the mere pre- 
tense that they have left a wife in this country, the pretext that 
they have left a child here, or on the pretext that they have an 
indebtedness of $1,000 in this country, or that they have property 
equal to that amount in value. 

Mr. Chairman, we who know the wily character of these 
people, their utter disregard of the obligations administered in 
our courts of justice in this country, know full weli that all of 
such protestations or pretenses are mere excuses to gain some 
advantage for themselves. 

When I call attention to the act approved October 8, 1888, 
which reads so plainly and comprehensively, it can be seen how 
it is contravened, violated, and avoided by the proposed treaty. 
The act is in these words: 


That from and after the passage of this act it shall be unlawful for any 
Chinése laborer who shall at any time heretofore have been, or who may 
now or hereafter be a resident within the United States, and who shall have 
departed or shall depart therefrom and shall not have returned before the 
passage of this act, to return or remain in the United States. 


I believed then, and the American people believed, that that 
law had become the fixed and settled policy of the United States, 
instead of which we have now this treaty presented for its abro- 

ation. 

. Sir, as late as two years ago, when the labor conditions of this 
country were better, whea the avenues were open to any indus- 
trious citizen, when the industries of the country were pro- 
gressing, even then such an infamous treaty as is now proposed 
would have been inexcusable. But now, when all of the ave- 
nues of industry throughout the country are thronged with idle 
and unemployed people, stalwart and robust men seeking but 
unable to find labor, when their families are in want and des- 
titution, whem they are begging for bread, for nourishment and 
clothing, is there any possible ground of justification for what 
is proposed now in opening the doors to the further admission 
of that class of laborers who are so undesirable? 

But it has been said that there are certain obligations which 
are conceded to the American nation in the admission of Amer- 
ican laborers into China in consideration of the privileges which 
have been given them here. I imagine that the Chirese 
minister must have laughed in his capacious sleeves when that 
crafty provision was inserted in the treaty. It is a well-known 
fact that there is not an American laborer in all the Empire of 
China and never will be, so that the treaty is like a jug, with 
the handle all on oneside. Itisa victory of Chinese over Amer- 
ican diplomacy. Itis a surrender of American labor rights. It 
isa vidaiian of recent and deliberate legislation. It is astudied 
disregard of the expressed wish and policy of the American 
people, and it should be denounced. ’ 

fe ere the hammer fell. ] 

r. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I suppose the 
gentleman from Oregon moved to strike out the provision nere 
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| 
in order to have an opportunity tomakea speech. I can not be- | panies of this country. There never has been a time, and the 


lieve that he desires to have no consuls in China. 

Mr. HERMANN. I desire merely to correct the gentleman. 
The amendment does not go to the entire striking out of that 
provision providing for salaries. It provides for the diminution 
of the salary upon the ground that public business will here- 
after largely cease, and that there will not be that necessity for 
the service if this treaty should ever go into effect. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. We have been maintaining 
consuls at the places named for many years. In the Forty- 
seventh Congress, when the distinguished gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] was a member of the Committee on Appro- 

riations, the salaries were exactly the same ds they are now. 
here are no reasons for reducing them at present. 

China is very distant from here, and the consuls who are ap- 
pointed there should be good men and the salaries should not be 
reduced below what they have been for many years. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. STORER. I move to strike out the lastword. I suppose 
the gentleman did not intend to carry out the full effect of his 
amendment, for | apprehend that striking out ‘‘ thirty-five hun- 


dred ” and inserting ‘‘ three thousand” would cover the consuls | 


at Havre in France and at Callao in Peru, which I presume is not 
his intention. 


Mr. HERMANN... No; it is upon line 13, page 11, in reference | 


merely to the three consulships which are mentioned in that 
line. It does not refer to those in France or in Peru. 

Mr. STORER. But the amendment, strictly speaking, as pre- 
sented by the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN], would 
apply to Peru and France, too. 

Mr. HERMANN. No;I beg the gentleman’s pardon. It 
merely provides for these three. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. What is the object of the re- 
duction. 

Mr. HERMANN. The object is to reduce the salaries, be- 
cause the services will be correspondingly reduced. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Why so? 

Mr. HERMANN. There will not be that public business there 
hereafter in which we are now engaged; because if the Chinese 
laborers who have been brought to the United States do their 
manufacturing and so forth here in this country, there will be 
no necessity for so intimate commercial communications with 
China. ° 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman if this Chinese question, about which he has spoken, has 
not beenlargely brought about by the transportation companies? 
Is it not largely because of the efforts of these transportation 
companies to reintroduce the Chinese into this country? 

Mr. HERMANN. Undoubtedly it is true that the companies 
are really the inspiration of this thing. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I want toask the gentleman 
from Oregon another question. He is familiar with this ques- 
tion, having given it years of study. I should like to ask him 
if it is not the fact that at the time we were engaged upon the 
floor of this House in passing what is known as the Geary law, 
or the Chinese exclusion act, at the very time that the people’s 
repre-entatives here were giving expression to their wishes by 
enacting upon the statute books of the country a law to further 
prohibit and exclude the Chinese, if the Administration was not 
engaged secretly—the chief Mongolian at the head of Pennsyl- 
vania avenue, the Secretary of State, and one Yang Yu—in nego- 
tiating this secret treaty, and if that triumvirate, the Depart- 
ment of State, the President of the United States, and the Chi- 
nese embassy, were not engaged in an effort to suppress and 
nullify the laws placed upon the statute books by the people’s 
representatives? 

r. HERMANN. Yes. 

Mr. WiLSON of Washington. And if it was not then and 
there promised, that although the wild horses in the House of 
Representatives might be let loose to enact whatever law they 
might think proper, that this triumvirate, composed of the Sec- 
retary of State, the President of the United States, and the 
Chinese ambassador, would negotiate a treaty that would sup- 

ress and render nugatory the laws placed upon the statute 
ks by the representatives of the people in the Congress of 
the United States? 

Mr. HERMANN. Yes. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. And that whenever that treaty 
is ratified that effect will be ee 

Mr. HERMANN: Yes. They also took the further position 
that that act is unconstitutional, contrary to the Constitution of 
the United States, and so instructed the various agents of the 
Government all over the Pacific coast States, and therefore 
directed them virtually to suspend the execution of the act. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Then they have succumbed, 
as the Administration always does, to the transportation com- 





time has not yet come, when the President of the United States 
is able to stand up against the opposition of the transportation 
companies. The transportation companies of the Pacific coast 
are making this fight. They are going to reimport every one 
of these Chinese. You will not keep one out by this treaty if it 
is ratified, for every Chinaman will have a sweetheart or a 
thousand dollars’ indebtedness, or something here to bring him 
back. They can produce the necessary testimony. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amsndment sub 
mitted by the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN] 

Mr. CANNON of Lilinois. If the gentleman from Ohio |Mr, 


STORER] will withdraw the formal amendment [ will offer it 
again, and yield tothe gentleman from California |Mr. Bow- 
ERS]. 


Mr. STORER. I will withdraw it 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I should like to have two or 
three minutes upon this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was about to put the question 
on the amendment of the gentleman from Oregon. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman will withdraw 
it T will renew it. 
| Mr. HERMANN. For that purpose only, that we may have 
| more discussion. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then I yield to the gentleman 

; from California [Mr. BOWERS]. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, I had not in- 
tended to speak upon this Chinese question, but I happened to 
cut out of my home paper this morning a little extract which 
goes to prove what all these Representatives from the Pacific 
coast charge here, and have reiterated. I will read it rather 
than send it up to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 


TWO OFFICERS WHO SENT CHINESE ACROSS THE LINE IN TROUBLE, 


SAN DiEGoO, April 9, 
There is considerable dissatisfaction along the Mexican boundary over the 
recent action of the Mexican Governmentin imprisoning Judge Fuentes and 


Donaciano Cruz, of Tia Juana, for alleged complicity in smuggling Chinese 
across the American border. The specific charge is that Cruz and Fuentes 
interviewed the Chinese at the line and charged them so much a head to see 
them safely into the United States, and that afterwards, by agreement with 
two American officials, the Chinese were turned over to them at an increased 
rate per head. 

The queues of the five Chinese were tied together and they were driven like 
sheep into the hands of the Americans. The story of the capture has been 
told before. It was not thought thatthe Mexican Government would take 
measures against the guilty Mexicans concerned. 

Fuentes was removed from the office of justice of the peace, and has lan- 


guished in the Ensenada jail for two nronths. Cruz was also imprisoned, 
but afterward secured bail. The case stirred up a neighborhood row at Tia 
Juana, in which several prominent families have become involved. Threat- 


ening letters and insults to female members of the families have followed, 
until a feud has been started which will probably end only in bloodshed. 


I want to say, speaking in regard to the transportation com- 
panies, that there is a contract now in existence by which the 
steamers are to run from China to Mexico, bringing the China- 
men into that country, and then they can come by the thou- 
sands across thaé border line into the United States. They are 
doing iteveryday. Oversixty Chinamen were arrested by only 
two or three men at one place along thatline last year. China- 
men are coming into Mexico now and are being brought into 
the United States across the boundary. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. But the great obiective and 
strategic point is Victoria, where they pay %50 per capita to 
come into Victoria, and then theyare smuggled across the line. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. But they were otfered better 
terms than Victoria offers and they can come in cheaper from 
Mexico. There are more to-day coming across the line from 
Mexico than from anywhere else. 

Mr. HERMANN. And they will all have children and prop- 
erty to enable them to come in. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. There is not a Chinaman in the 
United States but will have had a wife and child. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I wish while you have the 
floor you would call attention to the fact—— 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I will yield my time to you. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. No; I just want you to callat- 
tention to this fact, that when we were passing this exclusion 
act, just prior to the election, passing it by almost unanimous 
consent, in the Fifty-second Congress, just before the election, 
every memberof the Democratic party voted vociferously for it; 
and I note they areall silent, especially the distinguished author 
of that act. I would like to hear from him on that question 
now, after the election. 

Mr. GEARY. Mr. Chairman, I never talk to this House un- 
less I have some question to answer or some idea to suggesi. 
have not heard anything this murning that requires a reply. 
{[Laughter. ] 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. You have been suddenly con- 
verted, I suppose, like Saul on his way to Damascus. 
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—_—— 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
for a moment, 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman will be 
allowed to proceed. The debate on this amendment has been 
exhausted, 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will withdraw it, and renew it 
again; and that will let me in. 

This is an amendment to decrease the salaries of certain con- 
suls as specified on page 11, under the head of Class II, from 
$3,500 to $3,000 per annum, offered by the gentleman from Ore- 
fe It seems to me that itis right so farasit goes. I think 

t might well have been decreased even to $2,000. Thore are 
not a great many ofthem. [ will read them: 

Oonsuls at Amoy, Canton, and Tientsin. 

Consul at Havre. 

Consul at Callao. 

That is all there are of them. Now, at Amoy the consular 
fees collected amounted to $1,687; $3,000 at Canton last year; 
$1,200 at Tientsin; $2,200 at Havre, and at Callao $165. 
each one of these consuls, business officers mind you, commer- 
cial officers, gets a salary of $3,500, and an average allowancefor 
clerk hire and contingent expenses of $3,500 more, making $7,000 
a8 the expenses of those officers, and averaging less than $2,000 
a year in fees. 

Mr.VAN VOORHIS of New York. Will the gentleman just 
allow me a word? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. The consul at Havre in 
a single year received, including a salary of $3,500, enough more 
compensation to amount to $12,000. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. When? 

Mr. VAN VOORGHIS of New York. Three years ago. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. They do not put in the nonofficial 
fees. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I am not speaking of the nonoffi- 
cial fees. It is the official fees to which I have directed atten- 
tion; and so much more reason why this salary should be cut 
down at Havre, because the official fees, touc the business 
of the United States, did not exceed in amount $2,200 at Havre. 

Mr. HITT. No; they were only $1,762 for the year ending 
June iast. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I accept the correction. It was 
less than I stated. 

Take Hongkong, that great se where we have a real com- 
merce with China, the salary is $5,000 and the fees amount to 
$8,000. Now, if $5,000 is not enough salaryfor that point, I 
would not resist a motion to make it $7,000, because there we 





I rise to advocate the amendment 






































bave need for a consul, and not for a dead duck. [Laughter.] 
But these other places are mere abid places, important per- 
haps when established, but in the { s of time they have 





become unimportant; and now, when the officers are to be 
changed, is the fittest time to either wipe out these places or put 
them on a proper business basis, because the new men have not 
et gone out to these posts. When they have once gone out 
ere is some cu in ting them for the long journey 
and all that; but they have not gone yet, and therefore this is 
the time. Here is a chance for economy, and I call the eco- 
nomical attention of my dis friend from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] to this opportunity. [Laughter.] 
[Here the hammer fell.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. MONEY having taken 
the chair as S er pro tempore, a message from the Senate b 
Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate h 

d without amendment the bili (H. R. 4765) to authorize the 
Bt. Louis River Bridge Company and the Duluth er Rail- 
way Company to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge over 
the St. Louis River from a point at or near Point, in the 
v. of West Duluth, Minn., to the most a e@ point op- 


posite in the State of Wisconsin. 





















The message also announced that the Senate had the 
bill (S,1808) to amend the act of June 22, 1892, “An act 
authorize the construction of a across the Missouri 





bridge 
vor at the-city of Yankton, S. Dak.;” in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested. 


CONSULAR AND ID‘ PLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The committee again resumed its session, Mr. BALLEY in the 


chair. 
Mr. BLAIR. Mr. Chairman,I renewthe amendment. I wish 


to have been brought before the committee this be 
consider the Chinese question far more an Eastern question 

a Western question, and more and more so. Itis 
quiteevident to my mind on the there hasarisen 
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a powerful property interest which really desires Chinese immi- 
gration, and I believe it has made itself felt in the negotiation 
7 bes nding treaty; and if the ordinary industrial interests 
of the 


iss ppl Valley, of the Atlantic Slope, of the North, 
and of New England, are not soon aroused to the situation, they 
will find themselves brought within a score of years, by the 
natural legitimate operation of this treaty, in direct competi- 
tion with the cheap labor of the Chinese Empire. 

I believe this treaty gives away everything that we have ac- 
complished by our recent legistetion: and the point to which I 
wish to direct special attention is this: The real difficulty in 
all the matter is that we have placed under the treaty-making 
aad a great question which really concerns the domestic con- 

ition of the American people and which should always remain 
under the lawmaking power. That question should never have 
been intrusted to the jurisdiction of the treaty-making power. 
All the difficulties that we have had in connection with it in the 
= have resulted from the fact that we gave up a matter affect- 

ng the industrial, domestic, and social condition of our own 
re practically to the control of a foreign power. 

t under the treaty-making power instea 
the lawmaking power of this country. 

I repeat, that our recent legislation will be nullified by the 

adoption of this treaty, which, in its turn will become the su- 

reme law of the land, and we shall be back again just where we 
ound ourselves after we had entered into the Burlingame treaty 
and the other negotiations which succeeded it. Having just 
worked our way out we egutsw forthwith to tangle ourselves up 
anew. This treaty might make more stringent provisions for 
the exclusion of the Chinese than even the Geary law itself, and 
yet it would be a most ceneners thing for us toassent toit. If 
this treaty be once adopted, no one knows how long it will take 
us to again recover control of our affairs, which we have just 
succeeded in doing bystruggles for the last ten years by alleged 
breaches of treaties and by the passage of the Scott and the 
Geary laws. It is to that point that I desire to direct the atten- 
tion of this House and, if possible, to direct the attention of the 
Senate and of all who are intrusted with this delicate but tro- 
mendously important question. We have recovered control of 
our own affairs wrongly involved in our relations with China by 
these ——— breaches of treaties and by the recent enactments 
which we have placed upon our statute books, and I trust we 
shall not easily surrender ourselves to these entanglements 


again. 

Mr. HERMANN. I will ask the gentleman whether there 
ought not to be a protest made against that treaty? 

r. BLATR. ere ought to be, and there is a protest from 
the country, and it ought to be brought to the attention of the 
people and of Congress that this proposed ee is a very seri- 
ous matter, because by it we may throw away all that we havo 
accomplished. It is said that we have broken our treaties with 
the Chinese Empire. If so, China has a rigbt to complain of us 
and to recover whatever d es she may have suffered by rea- 
son of those alleged breachesof treaty on our part. But we have 
taken our stand. The supreme law of the land now is a law en- 
acted by Congress and approved by the President. We have 

recovered of this question of immigration from 

and and we stand in the same relation to the question of 

imm from China as to the general question of immigra- 
tion from other foreign countries. 

Why, then, should we surrender that tion? Why should 
we give up, in relation to the Chinese Empire, the control of 
ee a question which directly affects the industrial and 
8 condition present and future of our whole country? Why 
should we surrender that control so far as these Mongolians are 
concerned, when we carefully retain the exclusive control of im- 
migration so far as all the white racesare concerned? Chinaall 
along has sought just this, the subjection of immigration to the 
treaty- power, no matter what the treaty may be. Any 
treaty will surrender all, and we ought to know it. 

Here the hammer fell.] 


We placed 
of keeping it under 


r. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I move that 
debate on the be closed. 


arag 
Mr. CANN Nof filmit How much does the gentleman 
mean by the “ ph”? 
The CHAIR - IftheChair were called upon tosettle that 
uestion, he would say that the paragraph included the whole of 
Rane 2 down to clause 3. 
Mr. CANNON of [linois. Well, I have no objection to the 


debate being closed nee as to the last item, C 

= Y of Kentucky. Then let us close the debate 
on 

The - Before passing from the. first line it will 
bo to submit the amendmert proposed by the gentleman 
from [Mr. HERMANN]. 

A MEMBER. Was not that withdrawn? 


i 

















1894. 


The CHAIRMAN. Theformalamendments were withdrawn; 
but the Chair did not understand the gentleman from Oregon to 
withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. HERMANN. I did not. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. HERMANN, 
there were on a division (called for by Mr. HERMANN)—ayes 29, 
noes 59. 

Mr. HERMANN. I call for tellers. 

The Chairman proceeded to put the question on ordering tel- 





lers. 
Mr. HERMANN. I make the point of no quorum and ask for 


tellers. . 

The CHAIRMAN. Where tellers are called for, the point of 
no quorum is waived. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. There can be noquestion that the demand 
for tellers waives the point of no quorum. The Chair is confi- 
dent that ifthe gentleman from Llinois [Mr. CANNON] will re- 
flect a moment, he will agree with the Chair on this point. 

The question being taken, tellers were not ordered, only 30 
voting in favor thereof. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I move to amend by striking out 
in line 11 the words ‘‘ three thousand five hundred,” and insert- 
ing “two thousand. five hundred.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the agreement a 
moment ago to be that debate on the whole paragraph should be 
closed; and in accordance with that agreement, the Chair sub- 
mitted the question upon the amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Oregon. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I am not seeking debate; I am 
merely moving to amend by inserting ‘‘ 2,500 ” instead of ‘'3,500.” 
I am ready for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the agreement to 
close the debate was intended to preclude amendment as wellas 
debate. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The Chair evidently does not un- 
derstand me. I have no desire to engage in debate. But an 
agreement to close debate does not prevent the offering of an 
amendment. The amendment of the gentleman from Oregon 
having been voted down, I now move an amendmentto strike out 
633.500” and insert ‘‘ ‘* $2,500.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is merely the organ of the 
Committee of the Whole, and will of course execute any agree- 
ment that may have been entered into. If the understanding 
as entered into was what the gentleman from Illinois states, the 
Chair will undoubtedly entertain and submit the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. There was no understanding as to 
the offering of amendments. The understanding was that all 
debate should be closed on this paragraph down to line 15. I 
concede that debate is closed; but that does not exclude the of- 
fering of amendments. 

Mr. PICKLER. It never does. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. As the gentleman suggests, it 
never does. 

The CHAIRMAN. Asthe gentleman from Illinois will recol- 
lect, this was a unanimous ent—— 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. And it is the duty of the Chair toexecute 
the ment as understood by the parties consenting to it. 
The Chair submits the amendmentof the gentleman from Illinois 
to strike out ‘* $3,500” and insert ‘* $2,500.” 

The question having been put— 

The CHAIRMAN. The noes seem to have it. 
The noes have it. 

Mr. HERMANN. I had risen to call for a division. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oregon states, as the 
Chair understands, that he rose before the announcement of the 
result to demand a division. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I think the gentleman was 


too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oregon states that 
he rose before the announcement of the result; and upon his 
statement the eall for a division will be recognized. 


[A pause. ] 


The question again taken; there were—ayes 30, noes 66. 
Mr. HERMANN. I make the point of no quorum. 


Tellers were ordered; ard Mr. 
of Kentucky were appointed. 
The Committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 


29, noes 67. 
pite CHAIRMAN. The Chair will direct the Clerk to read 
rule. 
Mr. HERMANN. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. [ move to strike out mm line 17 
these words, ‘‘ consul at Callao.” 


ERMANN and Mr. MCCREARY 
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The Clerk read the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, here is.a consul re- 
ceiving $3,500 a year, and his allowance for rent, clerk hire, and 
contingencies amounts to $3,500 more—$7,000 allteld. The fees 
of this consulate last year were $165; that was all. In other 
words the whole business done at that consulate cost the United 
States $7,000 a year, and yielded only $165, substantially equiva- 
lent to no business at all. 

Now, we have got one of the ablest diplomats in this country 
as our minister at Peru. Gentlemen will all recoliect Mr. Me- 
Kenzie, of Kentucky, noted for his ability, his skill, his energy 
his wit, and his good humor. He is down there on a salary of 
$10,000 a year; and I am glad of it, because it is a good thing for 
him and it is a good thing for the Government. But that is 
about as far as we ought to go in that direction. 

This consulseems to have been appointed last November, seems 
tohave been born in France, seems tohave been appointed from 
Louisiana. I presume he is a good man; but you donot want to 


| subject any longer a good man to the necessity of putting the 


Government to an expense of $7,000 a year away down in Callao, 
Peru, as a business officer who has no business. Let uscall him 
home. The United States needs some of its good, competent 
citizens within our borders at this time to make suggestions. 

Mr. GROUT. Especially in the Democratic party. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. Especially good, competent Demo- 
crats, as my friend suggests. Let uscall him home now and 
abolish the office. 

Mr. COOMBS. The gentleman from Illinois can hardly be 
earnest. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. In what? 

Mr. COOMBS. In desiring that the United States should 
not be represented at so important a point as Callao. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Wonderfully important! So im 
portant that last year the total fees collected yielded the Gov- 
ernment 8165. 

Mr.COOMBS. The gentleman from Illinois, as former chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, must know full well 
that the importance of a consulate can not be measured by the 
mere amount of fees the Government receives from it. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. Then, how will you measure it? 

Mr. COOMBS. The consul at Callao is a very important offi- 
cer of the United States——. 

Mr. CANNON of Llinois. How, and why? 

Mr. COOMBS. Asa representative of the commercial inter- 
ests of open of this country. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. To the extent of $165 a year! 

Mr. COOMBS. The gsntleman knows that the importance 
of a consulate isnot measured by the fees. The business there, 
however, I can tell the gentleman, has always been large, is in- 
creasing,and would have increased much more rapidly excep! 
for the bad times prevailing down there for the last two years. 

It is one of the ports at which thisGovernment should be well 
represented. The gentleman says that there isaclerk there 
who receives alarge salary; but I am told by the chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs that there is no such clerk, 
and that the amount of expense involved is just the amount of 
salary given to the consul. 

In these Spanish-American ports, where we have a direct and 
lively competition with England, if we hope to gain any advan 
tages we must be represented by efficient and faithful men. The 
business interests of this country demand an extension of our 
trade in that direction, and one of the best ways of accomplishing 
that result is to provide efficient representation in the way of 
consuls at these important ports, and Callao can, without ques- 
tion, be counted as one of very large importance. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. Now, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. If the gentleman from IIli- 
nois will allow me 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. The salary of the consul at 
Callao is $3,500a year. The amountof fees collected at that con- 
sulate is smali, a little over a hundred dollars. There is no al- 
lowance for aclerk at the consulate, and the total expense amounis 
ee ayear. That measures the amount that is expended 

ere. 

Mr. HITT. The consul was allowed $710 for contingent ex- 
pam. He kept.and pocketed $122 of the unofficial fees, and 

ept the whole salary, and all the Government got was $226. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. 

I wish to make a statement that whatever may have been the 
condition at that consulate at the time the gentleman from Lili- 
noisspeaksof, itnolonger exists, because there has been a change 
recently, and the gentleman who now occupies the position is a 
man of high character. Sofar asthe chargesare concerned now, 
they are not made as bearing on the present incumbent of the 


in 





4092 


consulate; and whatever may have been the condition of affairs 
heretofore, they have no bearing upon the present incumbent. 
I know nothing about them. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman. Callao, in Peru, 
is one of our most important consulates. It is a Pacific port of 
regular call for American steam and saiiing vessels. The consul 
renders services to American vessels and seamen which would 
cost the Treasury very heavily if there were no consular officer 
there. The salary is $3,500 a year, and when the distinguished 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. Hirt] was chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, in the Fifty-first Congress, he reported 
two appropriation bills with provisions fixing thesalary at $3,500 
for the consul at Callao. 

And when the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] was a 
member of the Committee on Appropriations, when that commit- 
tee had in charge the diplomatic and consular appropriation 
bill, the committee maperees a bill fixing the salary the same 
as it ig in this bill. The salary of the consulat Callao, which is 
$3,500, has been the same for the last twenty-five years and more, 
and in my psqmeat it would be very improper at this time to 
interfere with the salary or with the consulate at Callao. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ill the gentleman from Kentucky allow 
me to call his attention to a fact which he may not know? The 
conditions are very much changed since the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON], my colleague, who makes this amend- 
ment, reported in favor of $3,500 per year for the consul at this 
place. At that time one of his constituents held the office of 
consul at that piace. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I see. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And the gentleman was a member of the 
Committee on Appropriations, and knew the value of the serv- 
ices of his constituent and desired to appropriately reward him. 
henghien| 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Allow me tosay thatI have listened 
to the reasons assigned against the amendment which I have of- 
fered, to strike out the provision for the payment of this consul. 
Gentlemen say that Callao is an —— seaport and that our 
commerce at Callao is important. I deny it. So far as exports 
from Peru are concerned—— 

Mr. COOMBS. That isa very different matter. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will come to the other in a min- 
ute. On all the business performed less than $200 is paid in of- 
ficial fees, and that shows that the business at that port is prac- 
tically nothing. Now, the gentleman says that we hope to 
build up trade with Peru when things are settled down there. 
Let me say to the gentleman that since I have served in Con- 
gress the continuation of this consulate was never justifiable, 
except upon one ground, namely, that it would be and was the pol- 
icy of the United States to promote our trade with South Amer- 
ican countries. This policy was foreshadowed early in the Ad- 
ministration of James A. Garfield, and progress was made along 
thatline. Itwas abandoned under the Administration of Grover 
Cleveland. It was written into the law under the leadership of 
Blaine and Harrison during the last Administration. 

The people said amen, and our trade began and went on un- 
til, as hes en stated, our exports became important. Yet the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. CoomBs], who makes this state- 
ment, belongs to an organization which gives notice in the Sen- 
ate and in the House that reciprocity is to be stricken down, 
and that whatever progress we have made toward developing 
our trade upon this continent with South American countries 
is to be annulled; that we are to take the back track. Still, the 
gentleman insists that a member of his party shall receive $3,500 
salary, at a total expense of $7,000 all told, as consul at this 


rt. 
ee. COOMBS. The gentleman should withdraw that state- 
ment. There is no clerk there. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I beg your pardon. I have the 
statement here. The allowance for other things besides salary 
is $3,500, making a total of $7,000. Now, for the sake of givin 
a place to a Democrat, who is op to trade with Peru an 
South America, who belongs to a party that wants to cut it up 
by the roots and take the back track, the gentleman from New 
York comes and insists upon maintaining the place after the 
abandonment of the policy. Why, he would stand upon the 
banks of a stream and advocate the putting in of a dam to sto 
the water and let the water run over the dam when it turne 
no machinery. I have no objection to dams and to water, but I 
do object to going to an —— of that kind in the given case 
or an expense of this kind here unless the expenditure turns 
some machinery. 

Here the hammer fell. 

he CHAIRMAN. De 


austed. 
Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I now see the animus of the remarks of the gentleman. 


. 


te on the pending amendment is ex- 
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They are not directed so much against the trade with Peru as 
against the Democratic policy. I 4am sorry that the gentleman 
should interpose this kind of an argument in the discussion of a 
purely commercial question. 

Now, anybody who knows anything about the trade with 
Spanish South America knows that the trade with Peru is a 
very important one, and that it has received a black eye for the 
last two years simply owing to the demoralization of their cur- 
rency. eru has in times past received, and does to-day re- 
ceive, very large amounts of manufactured merchandise from 
the United States. 

Returning to the gentleman's observation in relation to the 
oo of the Democratic party, I will say to him that as a mem- 

r of that party—I say, because I believe it, that in taking off 
the shackles from the American manufacturer you are enabling 
him to compete with better advantage in every market with 
Europe, and we shall see the good effects in Peru and Chile and 
all points on that coast. I would also call attention to the fact 
that not only does the consul at Callao attend to the matters of 
that port, but also of the cities of Lima, Paiti, Salaverry, Chim- 
bote, and Pisco. He isan important factor to the merchants 
doing business with that market, and we can not afford to do 
without his services. I am surprised that any member of the 
ne who has had an opportunity to know the im- 
portance and value of that trade should seek to cripple it for a 
moment for bogey purposes, I withdraw the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from [llinois. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Cuass III, 

At 83,000 per annum. 

Austria: 
Consul at Prague. 
Belgium: 
Consul at Antwerp. 
Chile: 


Consul at Valparaiso. 
Colombia: 

Consul at Colon (Aspinwall). 
China: 

Consuls at Chinkiang, Fuchau, and Hankow. 
France: 


ce: 
Consul at Bordeaux. 
Germany: 
Consul at Barmen. 
Great Britain and British Dominions: 
Consuls at Belfast, Bradford, Demerara, Glasgow, Kingston (Jamaica), 
and Manchester. 


J et 
Consuls at Nagasaki, and Osaka and Hiogo, 
Mexico: 


Consul at Vera Cruz. 
ish Dominions: 
Consul at Matanzas (Cuba). 
Switzerland: 
Cofsul at Basle. 


Uruguay: 
Consul at Senseviteo. 


Mr. HEPBURN. I offer an amendment to come in at line 21. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to line 21, page 12, the following: 

* Provided, That all fees of every character, official and unofficial, collected 
and received by — of the above-named officers in Schedule B, includin; 
Classes I, II, and III, shall be covered into the Treasury and fully accoun 
for, and that the sums hereinbefore set out as salary under Schedule B, in- 
cluding Classes I, LI, and ITI, shall be the sole and only compensation that 
shall be paid to or received by any of said officers.”’ 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I reserve the point of order 
upon that amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ido not care to discuss the matter, unless 
the gentleman urges the point of order. I would like to hear 
what can be said nst the proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Kentucky desire 
to discuss the point of order? 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I make the point of order 
that it changes existing law, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think it is not obnoxious to that objec- 
tion. Permit me to call attention to the rule: 

Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto changing 
existing law be in order, except such as, be rmane to the subject-mat- 
ter of the bill. shall retrench expenditures by the reduction of the number 
and salary of the officers of the United States, by the reduction of the com- 
— of any person paid out of the Treasury of the United States, or by 

he reduction of amounts of money covered by the bill. 

The persons to whom this amendment refers are persons whose 
compensation is paid by the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unless the gentleman from Kentucky has 
some matter to submit, the Chair i# ready to rule... The Chair 
thinks this amendment comes expressly under the rule, by re- 
ducing the compensation of officers, and therefore overrules the 
point of order. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Probably the chairman of the 
committee will accept the amendment. 
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Mr. GROUT. Probably not. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, there are two classes of fees 
that are received by these consular officers. They are desig- 
nated as official and unofficial. The official fees, under the ex- 
isting law, must be covered into the Treasury. The unofficial 
fees, received from the performance of four or five classes of 
service are regarded as perquisites of the officers, and have a 
relation of one in four of the entire fees received. For instance, 
more than a million dollars in fees is received by the seven hun- 
-dred consular officers and are covered into the Treasury. 

Now, something more than $250,000 of unofficial fees are added 
to the salaries that are given by law. I remember an instance 
where a consul at Hongkong recovered from the Treasury 
through an action in the Court of Claims as his unofficial fees 
for a little more than six years thirteen thousand eight hundred 
and odd dollars. I am told that the unofficial fees of some of 
the officers named in Schedule B reach as high as $25,000 and 
$30,000 that are not accounted for and that are in addition to the 
salaries of $5,000 or $6,000 paid as compensction to the officer at 
that post. Now, I know of no reason why this should continue. 
Among the class of fees regarded as unofficial let me call the at- 
tentioa of the committee to the following. I read from the syl- 
labus in the case of John S. Mosby vs. The United States, Court 
of Claims Reports, No. 24: 

Under the Revised Statutes and Consular Regulations of 1824, the fees re- 
eeived from foreign vessels for the examination of Chinese emigrants, not 
being for official services, were the private emolument of the consul. 

Again: 

Neither the statutes nor the Consular Regulations require a consul to cer- 
tify transit invoices, or to give cattle-disease certificates, or to certify to his 
own Official character, or to render service in the settlement of a private 
estate. 

Again: 

Under the Consular Regulations service rendered to a foreign-built ship, 
a under the American flag, in shipping and discharging seamen, not 
American citizens nor from any American port, is not official. 

Again: 

The Revised Statutes do not require or contemplate invoices for free 
goods. Services rendered in certifying such invoices are not official. 

The CHAIRMAN. The timg of the gentleman has expired. 

On motion of Mr. HOPKINS Of Illinois, by unanimous consent, 
the time of Mr. HEPBURN was extended five minutes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, Mr. Chairman, while the courts have 
held that the certification of invoices of nondutiable goods is not 
required by the statutes, yet, from the very nature of the case, 
importers must have their invoices certified, because they can 
not always tell whether the merchandise will be duitable or not. 
They can not tell what the classification may be. That will be 
determined only when the merchandise reaches the custom- 
house. While, as a matter of fact, the customs officers may in 
any given case hold that the merchandise is of a character the 
invoice of which need not have been authenticated, yet that can 
not be determined until after the invoice is presented here, and, 
therefore, as a matter of safety, every importer is compelled to 
have those invoices properly authenticated. The fees for this 
service amount toa very considerable sum, and I think I am 
not wrong in saying that an amount equal to at least 25 per cent 
of all the fees that are collected and covered into the Treasury 
is also collected and put into the pocket of the consul. 

Mr. PENCE. What change does your amendment propose? 

Mr. HEPBURN. It proposes to have all these fees covered 
into the Treasury, leaving the sums named in this bili, ranging 
from $6,000 to $3,000 per year, to stand as the compensation of 
the officers named in this schedule. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Iowa would change very materially 
the law under which our consular system has been heretofore 
conducted. His proposition, as I understand it, is to require 
consuls‘and consuls-general to pay into the Treasury not only 
the official but also the unofficial fees. Now, it would be very 
difficult in most cases to ascertain the unofficial fees of a consul 
or consul-general. From the time this Government first ap- 

inted officers of that character they have been required to pay 

to the Treasury oy the official and not the unofficial fees, 
and I do not believe there is any necessity for the amendment 


offered by the gentleman from Iowa. Theconsular service ought’ 


to continue to be conducted in this respect as it has been con- 
ducted, requiring only the official fees to be covered into the 
Treasury. I have here a copy of the consular regulations de- 
fining the duties of consuls and consuls-general, from which I 


All consuls-general are charged with the ordinary duties of a consul within 
the prescri limits of their respective districts, and no one is allowed 
e he holds office to be interested in or to transact any business as a mer- 
chant, factor, or broker, or any other trader, or as a clerk or other agent for 
any such person, to, from, or within the port, place, or limit of his ccnsulate, 
directly or indirectiy, either in his own name or through the agency of any 
other person. 
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Certain unofficial fees are collected by the consuls and consuls- 
general, which, at a few places, amount to a considerable sum; 
for instance, at London, Paris, and Liverpool; but there is no 
necessity at this time for any such radical change in the law as 
is proposed by the gentleman from Iowa. 

I believe the passage of the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Iowa |Mr. HEPBURN] would greatly injure the consu- 
lar service. Ourconsuls now prepare contracts, take depositions, 
write deeds, prepare wills, and perform many acts which are un- 
official and for which they are allowed by consular regulations to 
receive pay. The amendment, if agreed to, would cause confu- 


sion in the consular service and detract from its efficiency. The 
relief desired by the gentleman from Iowa should be embodied 
in a separate bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is ex 
hausted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. Ifully agree with the gentleman from [owa as to 


the object which he hasin view, but his amendment is much 
broader than his remarks indicate, and if it is to be adopted it 
should be revised with care. A large portion of the services 
which are paid for by extra-official fees could not be performed 
at all if the law were as this amendment proposes, because the 
consul would be required to perform them himself and would 
have nothing to compensate him. I refer now to service per- 
formed outside of his official duties. He is generally obliged to 
employ other persons to do this work, and it is assumed by the 
regulations that he gets only sufficient compensation for the 
work that is actually done. Now, if you deprive him entirely 
of these unofficial fees, and a citizen comes and asks for this 
kind of service, the consul will simply say: ‘‘I can not doit 
myself; it is no part of my official duties; [ have no mens of 
compensating anyone for doing it, and I can not doit;” and the 
citizen would have to go away without having the service done. 
Then, too, in the oriental countries where the consuls have 
judicial jurisdiction, there would have to be some provision 
made for paying the clerks and marshals of the consular courts, 
or else that business could not be carried onat all. 

Now, if the gentleman will prepare a proposition which will 
authorize the Department to ascertain what is the actual cost to 
the consul of doing the work for which he gets these extra fees 
and providing that everything in excess of that cost shall be 
covered into the Treasury, he will be on the right line. But by 
a proposition of this kind he is simply crippling the service, be- 
cause hefoffers no means whatever for performing numerous 
duties which the consul in all foreign ports is compelled to per- 
form in order to accommodate American citizens who are there 
transacting business. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Lllinois. What is the salary for? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The salary is for doing the business of the 
Government—for performing what are properly the duties of 
consul. But when the consul! is asked to take a deposition or to 
write a will or to draw up or to witness a contract between an 
American citizen or some other person, or to furnish copies of 
papers of that kind for an American citizen, he is oblige: toget 
somebody to do this work for him. My colleague [Mr. Hrrr}, 
who was engaged for some time in the diplomatic service, can 
explain this matter better thanl can. The gentleman can speak 
| especially in regard to Paris, where an immense amount of this 
business is done. He knows very well that the consul at a place 
like that or at Liverpool can not perform these services himself, 
but is obliged to employ somebody to do the work, and if he is 
to be allowed no pay for such services he will be compelled to do 
the work for nothing, and incur a considerable expense besides. 
I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, the amendment now offered takes 
unofficial fees from consuls receiving high salaries, three to five 
thousand dollars, and turns them into the Treasury. So that 
these officers, who receive salaries as great as is paid to mem- 
bers of Congress, and from that down to $3,000, when they make 
mere formal entries in documents which are brought to them 
for that purpose, attach a consular seal or signature to authen- 
ticate them, shall not convert to their own private use the fee 
which would never be paid to them if they were not consuls— 
Government officers. This is purely notarial work, and should 
be held official. 

The personal service, the attorney’s work, described by my 
colleague [Mr. SPRINGER], which a consul renders in writing 
out a deposition, or drawing a will or a deed, is legal service, 
and is entirely different in its nature. That is no part of the 
notaria] function which the United States Statutes authorizes 
the consul to exercise. If this amendment were adopted my 
colleague, if he were Secretary of State, would quickly, by official 
instructions, define the duties of these consuls so that the feed 
notarial duties would be required to be performed by these men 
as oilicers of the Government. Their whole time, twenty-four 








hours in every day, is paid for byanamplesalary. Whyshould 
they by the use of the seal and their official s ture get a sec- 
ondand perhapslargercompensation? Thelabor is notexhaust- 
ing, nor do they perform it personally. 

The truth is that the heads who are in the great consulates to- 
day are far from the hardest worked men in the world. They 
have to go about in society and to dinners. They are recognized 
ashaving rich revenue and representative station, and they have 
to maintain the dignity of their social positions properly. Their 
total compensation, salary and fees, amounts in some cases to 
$12,000, $16,000, $20,000, or $25,000 a year, although nominally 
their salaries are only $3,000, or $4,000, or $5,000, as set down in 
thelaw. Theclerks, of course,dothe work. Theforms of many 
kinds of papers are kept at the consulate in blank, and the sub- 
ordinate inserts, for instance, the month and the word “four” 
after ‘One thousand eight hundred and ninety,” in the dateand 
appends the consul’s name, for he is authorized to actas deputy. 

ave seen these papers made out or manufactured in this way 
at the rate of 150 in a few hours; and for every one an American 
citizen has had to pay from $1 to $3 or $4. 

Now, this is an abuse which has been carried very far. I have 
always been in favor of allowing our consuls a fair recompense 
for any private and really unofficial service which they may 
render to our citizens. There are times when it is a great ad- 
vantage and relief to the citizen to find his consul. The con- 
sulate is generally a place where the American citizen abroad 
can with confidence apply for advice and assistance. Instead of 
going to a foreign lawyer to be plucked, he goes to an American 
consulate officer in whom he has confidence, and not only asks to 
have formal notaries’ work done—for instance, a deed acknow!l- 
edged, but to ask the consul to examine or to draw up a con- 
tract, really lawyers’ work. Now, the consul not only pockets 
the pay for the service, which is law business, but the whole of 
the continuous stream of receipts for notarial fees. 

This has grown to such proportions that the large consulates 
are gold mines, and these consuls paid so highly are in the great 
well-ordered cities, where consular protection against lawless- 
ness or abuse of power isnever invoked—where the consul never 
has — to decide difficult questions or face dangerous exi- 
gencies. 

Mr. MONEY. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] is of 
course quite familiar with this business, having been long in 
the diplomatic service, and having been more recently chair- 
man of the committee having charge of this diplomatic and con- 
sular bill. I want to ask him whether, with his knowledge of 
the evils which he says have existed in this regard, he has ever 
pro an amendment of this kind? 

Mr. HITT. Lhave. I drew a bill to cut off these fees; and I 
tried again and again to have it brought into the House from 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs so that it might be acted on 
here. But the practical obstacle to everything of the kind is 
that you can not get a general law considered by this House; 
such a bill has no right of waylike an appropriation bill; it has 

no privilege, and it dies on the Calendar. I did not propose to 
try a general law as a “rider” on an appropriation bill. Lo 

he when I was not in the majority, but in the minority, 

4abored in conjunction with aformer chairman of the committee 
,to pre a bill that would cut off these fees. In the matter of 
the triple fees for the oaths taken in Great Britain, Mr. Bayard, 
when the subject was brought strongly to his notice, issued an 
order that dispensed with them to a extent in our con- 
sulates in England. By that order they were cut off from the 
consuls to the amount of many tho ayear. I think they 


‘ought to be cut off. 

Mr. MONEY. It is quite evident, Mr. Chairman, that the 
gontleman from Illinois is willing to have some oneelse take the 
responsibility of putting such a rider on the tion bill, 
though he failed to do it, having the opportunity. 

Reson oe No <aliaeeall owes roRTiie Sertionl system of 
as a rider on an appro on . c propo- 
sition is now before the Houseand I vote in the light of the facts 
presented. I did not introduce a general law myself as a rider, 
as I was charged, as chairman, with the duty of we pre and 
reporting an Sppregeeenes bill only; but if you offered an 
amendment in ouse that I considered a proper one, I should 
not have resisted it. 
qpennibtliay thas — = soe ~ distinction eee we 
ty that the gentleman oe doe when 
he was reporting the bill, and the receiving of an amendment 
which he would favor if offered by some one else. It seems to 
me that it is a distinction without a difference. It may be true 
that the facts are as stated; but I can not understand the reason 
put forth ee gentleman from Llinois, nor can I 
see why the responsibility should rest on this side for a failure 
to do what the gentleman himself did not undertake to do when 
he had the power. 
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Mr. HITT. I have stated the facts about this fee system to 
the House several times before this in the past. 

Mr. MONEY. I understand the gentleman has done so, but 
when the gentleman had the power he did not bring in a meas- 
ure of this kind. Thatis the point. Now when he has not the 
power he is very anxious that it shall be brought in. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But does not the gentleman from 
Mississippi know that that is no answer to the argument pre- 
sented here? If the state of facts exists which has been al- 
leged here, why let that condition of things continue? 

Mr. MONEY. Iwas simply asking the gentleman from IIli- 
nois for information why this matter was not brought in when 
he had the power to do it, as he seems to favor it so thoroughly 
now. It is certainly a little singular. 

Mr. HITT. Idid not bring in any general legislation upon 
the appropriation bill reported from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, for it is not the proper way to legislate, and Ido not 
think I would have favored engrafting such a body of legislation 
upon this bill if my vote in committee had been the casting vote. 
But when an amendment is proposed and is before the House I 
try to act upon its merits. 

Mr.MONEY. It had just as much merit then as it has now. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I trust my friend from Mississippi 
will try now to join the reformers. 

Mr. MONEY. Ido not know that it is a reform. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. Here is a case where we can test the sincerity ofthe 
gentlemen on the other side in their desire for economy. 

Mr. MONEY. Bettor test your own side. 

Mr. WALKER. Our side is always in favor of economy. I 
think the House knows that I never have givena penurious vote 
sinceI have been a member of this body. The House knows 
that if there isa man in it in favor of liberal salaries, to pay 
amply for duty done, to give a fair day's pay for a fair ‘day’s 
work, in every branch of the service, from President down, it 
is myself. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this thing of economy, this thing of sal- 
aries is being made a football as between the two parties. But 
the Democratic party claims to be par excellence the party of 
retrenchment and reform. Heréis a place, above and beyond 
all others toshow your sincerity; toshow whether youare honest 
in your claim or not. If there is any one thing which has been 
condemned by all people who have given the subject thought, 
as reckless robbery, as stabbing the integrity of men, it is the 
fee system, and I will vote against it anywhere and every time 
and underall circumstances. If the salaries are not high enough 
after cutting off the fees, let us revise the whole salary list, or 
bring in another deficiency bill to make them what they ought 
to be. But let us stop this legalized thieving, this robbery go- 
ing on all the time, under the name of-fees, We have had it in 
the United States courts and we could not get it out of them for 
scores of years until within a year or two it has been worked 
out after fifty years of trial. 

Now, Democrats, do not hide yourselves from the public; just 
come up and take your medicine likemen. Vote thisfee system 
out of existence, and declare that you do not put a man in office 
to pocket the money of the people. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will regard the pro forma 
amendment as withdrawn. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I renew it. I want to say only a word or 
two iu reference to this matter. It seemsthat the Republicans 
have become very much interested in the matter of economy, and 
the last gentleman who addressed the Houses says he is known to 
be very liberal in all matters of compensation. I know that to 
be true, particularly to the manufacturers of manufactured arti- 
cles. 

A MEMBER. Especially leather. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Leather particularly. Now, there is no man 
better equipped than my dist ished friend from Illincis 

Mr. WALKER. Will you allow a word? 

Mr. DINSMORE. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, but I can 
not be interrupted. Isay there is no gentleman in this Houso 
better equi than the gentleman from [llinois[Mr. Hrrrt], or 
tr ser J ht truthfully say as well es to speak on mat- 
ters to foreign service, consularand diplomatic, as he; 


and ms result of it, lam glad to see that my distinguished friend 

sat quietly by, while renewed assaults have been made on the bill 

by gentlemen on his side of the House, who absolutely and man- 
e 


stly know nothing whatever of the service, and that he has 
not participated with them in the poerel a of ——- 
which ‘istinguished friend ormul which he 
guvchisasneat to. and indorsed in its different provisions. Tam 
glad to see that he has not withheld his indorsement here, but 
has continued to it as a consistent gentleman, as he always 
is, almost, except perhaps upon the question of Hawaii. 
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Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
terruption? 

Mr. DINSMORE. I beg pardon, I can not, because my time 
will soon be exhausted. My friend has had the floor here for 
four days, and I think he might allow me just a moment. 
aes I know that my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 

thoroughly honest in his criticism of the foreign service in 
the particulars to which he has referred, and I also know there 
have been great abuses in this matter. Nevertheless, I want to 
call the attention of the House to the fact that these fees which 
have been referred to are unofficial, are for personal and not for 
official services. Thatis, they are more the nature of personal 
services than official services, and not services which are re- 
quired by law to be performed. 

Mr: HITT. Perhaps the gentleman did not note the point 
that I made. Those fees which are received for ofticial acts, 
such as attaching the officer’s name and seal, acts which he does 
by virtue of his office, ought to be paid to the Government; but 
the private services which the gentleman is now speaking of, 
puch as the writing out of a will or a deposition, are private le- 
gal services, which ought to be paid for, just as the services of 
any lawyer sheuld be paid for; but an order of the Department 
could be made that would distinguish these two elasses of serv- 
ice atonce. The gentleman himself could write such an order, 
just as Mr. Bayard, when this subject was presented, made an 
order that stopped triple feesexacted in England for the oath 
on invoices. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I can not give all my time. 

Mr. HITT. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. DINSMORE. This point thatthe gentleman makes would 
involve a renovation of the consular service. I know there is 
strengthin the position which he takes in regard tothe fees aris- 
ing from official actions, such as the certification of papers; but 
the unofficial fees are given for unofficial or personal services, 
those not required by law of the consul. They are rendered as 
an accommodation to the people, who, of course, must almost of 
necessity come to the consul, because they have no one else to 
whom tocome. The law permits the consul to take these fees 
and keep them. Now, inasmuch as they are unofficial, not re- 
quired by law to berendered, the Government, under our présent 
system, can not take cognizance of the services rendered or the 
fees collected-therefor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HITT. I ask to be recognized, and will yield to the gen- 


Will the gentleman allow an in- 


» 


man. 

Mr.DINSMORE. I thank my friend. I merely wanted to 
call attention to the peculiar difficulty about the case. There 
is no one who desires more than I do to see a reformation of the 
consular service, and I believe itis necessary; but in this par- 
ticular I do not see how we can do it without injustice. 

Now, not desiring to extend my remarks further, I would ask 
the Clerk to read sections 447 and 448 of the Consular Regula- 
tions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

447. Consular officers are frequently asked by their countrymen at home 
to examine titles, or do other services for them ina foreign land. It is some- 
times even assumed that the parties making the request have a right to 
such services. sular officers will treat all such requests courteously, 
and if they are unable to comply with them will state the reasons clearly, 
but unoffensively. They are at liberty to do such work for their country- 
men for a private compensation, if it does not interfere with the perform- 
ance of their official duties. If it does so interfere, they must refuse. 

448. The general rule in regard to such services is, that a consuiar officer 
is entitled to the same fee that would be charged ff the services had been 


perf by an attorney, notary, or other agent of aforeign country. The 
com tion should not, in any case,exceed that fee. In some cases, also, 
itis ved that it would be a hardship to demand it, as where the services 


are rendered in behalf of the widows and families of deceased soldiers or 
sailors of the United States, or where, from other circumstances, the exac- 
tion would operate ney upon the cope. It is expected that 
these considerations will have due weight with consular officers. In ordi- 
mary cases the amount is determined by the agreement of the parties. The 
Department does not intervene, unless in cases of manifest injustice. al- 
though it reserves the right at all times to decide u thefairness and pro- 
priety of any charge that a consular officer may make for such services and 
to fix the amount to be paid if there shall be reason to de so. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Now, Mr. Chairman, only one word more. 
If you require the consul to turn in these unofficial fees to his 
Government to be covered intothe Treasury, there being no law 
requiring these services to be performed, the result will be that 
the people will be deprived of the services of the consul, for he 
will simply decline to perform services for which he would re- 
ceive no compensation, and whichare no partof his official duty. 
That is all there will be of it. 

ere the hammer fell. | 

r. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman who has last 
addressed the committee certainly did not understand the pur- 
pose of this amendment. He has referred to a class of service 
and has had a re tion of the State Department read that re- 
ferred to an entirely different class of service. Where a man 
who happens to be consul may be called upon to render such 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


4095 


service as has been referred to by the gentleman who last spoke 
and bythe regulation that has been read, I would certainly have 
no objection to his being compensated; nor does this proposi- 
tion of mine in any way aifect them; but it does affect that class 
of fees that the courts have held to be unofficial, that have been 
held to be not required by law, but necessity required to bo ren- 
dered, namely, the certification of invoices of nondutiable mer- 
chandise. How can the merchant tell, until he receives the cer- 


tificate here from our custom-house, that they are nondutiable? 
The goods may come here and then it may be determined that 
they are nondutiable. In that event the fees now collected by 
the officers, when they are authenticated, would go precisely as 


if they were of a dutiable nature. 

Mr. HITT. And it was on these character of fees 
Mosby collected $13,000 in addition to his salary. 

Mr. HEPBURN. And Gen. Mosby collected $13,000 largely 
for that class of service, and I have no hesitation in saying that 
alarge proportion, perhaps fully a fourth, of all the invoices 
authenticated are of the nondutiableclass; and yet the merchunt 
abroad can not tell that they are nondutiable. He has to go to 
the consul through necessity and not through law. It would 
not do for him to take the chances of bringing them here with- 
out the consular invoices. 

Mr. DINSMORE. May Iask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will try to answer it if [ can. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I stated a moment ago that there are in- 
stances in which a wrong is done in thecollection of these fees, 
and it is palpable; but it has been palpable for years and years 
and years; and it occurs to me that it is a little remarkable that 
Republicans who have had charge of this Administration for 
years have continued this system and waited until the Demo- 
cratic party came in before they made an effort to break it up. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iyielded tothe gentleman for a question. 
I suppose, Mr. Chairman, any time is the right time todo a 
right thing, and if it is proper that this thing should be done, 
it is no argument against it that it has not been done earlier. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois was dis- 
turbed because the officers would be compelled torender certain 
services for which they would not becompensated. I undertake 
to say that the class of services he referred to are covered by 
the salaries. This amendment of mine does not disturb that. 
Some of these consular officers would still have 36,000 compen- 
sation for the class of services that the gentleman has referred 
to. Butthey are not content with that. There are those re- 
ceiving $5,000 and $6,000 salary who are in addition to that re- 
ceiving $15,000 to $20,000, and I may state in some instances as 
high as $25,000, additional in fees. Now, it is to cut off that 
abuse that I offer this amendment. 

[Here the hammer fell. | 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment has been ex- 
hausted. 

Mr. WARNER. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes the gentleman from 
Arkansas withdraws the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. WARNER. I move to strike out the !ast word. 

Mr. Chairman, there are certain fees, known as official fees, 
which we all understand and as to which I understand the gen- 
tleman from Towa has no intention to interfere. There are also 
certain recompenses for services such as have been designated 
already in this debate—the drawing of wills, searching of titles, 
etc.—which, I take it, we all understand are not official fees, and 
which, as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] has pointed 
out, still remain subjects of compensation for services rendered 
by our consular and diplomatic agents. 

But, sir, there is another and very important class of service 
included in neither class mentioned, such, for example, as that 
of acting as witness to a will, as a witness to a contract, or that 
of certifying to the identity of a person executing a deed or an 
instrument under seal. Now, those of us who have to do with 
legal matters know there are many transactions which have to 
do either with people in both countries or which are there en- 
tered into by American citizens permanently or temporarily on 
the other side of the water, in which they have frequent occa- 
sion to use these services and to depend upon the certificate, the 
signature as witness, or the statement as to the identity of par- 
ties to contracts of our consuls or consular agents abroad. 

Now, I belieye that, as the distinguished gentleman from Lli- 
nois has suggested, it might be well to take cognizance of the 
extent to which these absolutely necessary, but at the same time 
unofficial, fees may have become a part, an exorbitant part, of 
the incomes of certain officials abroad, and to formulate some 
general statute under which this whole matter should be regu- 
lated. Inasmuch, however, as, if this amendment were now put 


that Gen. 


into law, the result would be, until a general law is enacted, 
to deprive our citizens of the possibility of getting this kind of 
service, the adoption of this amendment would tend not to re- 





> 


hours in every day, is paid for byanamplesalary. Whyshould 
they by the use of the seal and their official signature get a sec- 
ondand perhapslargercompensation? Thelabor is notexhaust- 
ing,nor do they perform it personally. 

The truth is that the heads who are in the great consulates to- 
day are far from the hardest worked men in the world. They 
have to go about in society and to dinners. They are recognized 
ashaving rich revenue and representative station, and they have 
to maintain the dignity of their social positions properly. Their 
total compensation, salary and fees, amounts in some cases to 
$12,000, $16,000, $20,000, or $25,000 a year, although nominally 
their salaries are only $3,000, or $4,000, or $5,000, as set down in 
thelaw. Theclerks, of course,dothe work. Theforms of many 
kinds of papers are kept at the consulate in blank, and the sub- 
ordinate inserts, for instance, the month and the word “four” 
after ‘One thousand eight hundred and ninety,” in the dateand 
appends the consul’s name, for he is authorized to actas deputy. 
I have seen these papers made out or manufactured in this way 
at the rate of 150 in a few hours; and for every one an American 
citizen has had to pay from $1 to $3 or $4. 

Now, this is an abuse which has been carried very far. I have 
always been in favor of allow our consuls a fair recompense 
for any private and really unofficial service which they may 
render to our citizens. There are times when it is a great ad- 
vantage and relief to the citizen to find his consul. The con- 
sulate is generally a place where the American citizen abroad 
can with confidence apply for advice and assistance. Instead of 
going to a foreign lawyer to be plucked, he goes to an American 
consulate officer in whom he has confidence, and not only asks to 
have formal notaries’ work done—for instance, a deed acknowl- 
edged, but to ask the consul to examine or to draw up a con- 
tract, really lawyers’ werk. Now, the consul not only pockets 
the pay for the service, which is law business, but the whole of 
the continuous stream of receipts for notarial fees. 

This has grown to such proportions that the large consulates 
are gold mines, and these consuls paid so highly are in the great 
well-ordered cities, where consular protection against lawless- 
ness or abuse of power isnever invoked—where the consul never 
has eee to decide difficult questions or face dangerous exi- 

NCics. 
ee MONEY. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. H1tr] is of 
course — familiar with this business, having been long in 
the diplomatic service, and having been more recently chair- 
man of the committee having charge of this diplomatic and con- 
sular bill. [ want toask him whether, with his knowledge of 
the evils which he says have existed in this regard, he has ever 
pro an amendment of this kind? 

Mr. HITT. Ihave. I drewa bill to cut off these fees; and I 
tried again and again to have it brought into the House from 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs so that it might be acted on 
here. But the practical obstacle to everything of the kind is 
that you can not get a general law considered by this House; 

‘buch a bill has no right of way like an suguegrentien bill; it has 

‘no privilege, and it dies on the Calendar. I did not propose to 
| try a general lew as a “rider” on an a bill. Lo 

ago, when I was not in the majority, but in the minority, 

4abored in conjunction with aformer chairman of the committee 
,to pre a bill that would cut off these fees. In the matter of 
the triple fees for the oaths taken in Great Britain, Mr. Bayard, 
when the subject was brought strongly to his notice, issued an 
order that dispensed with them to a extent in our con- 
sulates in England. By that order they were cut off from the 
consuls to the amount of many tho seyear. I think they 


‘ought to be cut off. 
= evident, Mr. Chairman, that the 


Mr. MONEY. It is 
gentleman from Llinois to have some one else oe 
ty. 


responsibility of putting such a rider on the a 
though he failed to do it, having the opport 

Mr. HITT. No chairman will ever reporta general system of 
law as a rider on an appropriation bill. This cular propo- 
sition is now before the Houseand I vote in the light of the facts 
presented. I did not introduce a general law myself as a rider, 
as I was charged, as chairman, with the duty of pre ng and 
reporting av es bill only; but if you offered an 
amendment in ouse that I considered a proper one, I should 
not have resisted it. 

Mr. MONEY. [can not see the distinction between the re- 
sponsibility that the gentleman felt was 
he was seperting the bill, and the recei 
which he would favor if offered by some one else. It seems to 
me thatit isa distinction without a difference. It may be true 
that the facts are as stated; but I can not understand the reason 
put forth so forcibly by the gentleman from Llinois, nor can I 
see why the ty should rest on this side for a failure 
to do what the gentleman himself did not undertake ts do when 
he had the power. 
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Mr. HITT. I have stated the facts about this fee system to 
the House several times before this in the past. 

Mr. MONEY. I understand the gentleman has done so, but 
when the gentleman had the power he did not bring in a meas- 
ure of this kind. That is the point. Now when he has not the 
power he is very anxious that it shall bo brought in. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But does not the gentleman from 
Mississippi know that that is no answer to the argument pre- 
sented here? If the state of facts exists which has been al- 
leged hers, why let that condition of things continue? : 

Mr. MONEY. Iwas simply asking the gentleman from IIli- 
nois for information why this matter was not brought in when 
he had the power to do it, as he seems to favor it so thoroughly 
now. It is certainly a little singular. 

Mr. HITT. Idid not bring in any general legislation upon 
the appropriation bill reported from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, for it is not the proper way to legislate, and I do not 
think I would have favored engrafting such a body of legislation 
upon this bill if my vote in committee had bzeu the casting vote. 
But when an amendment is proposed and is before the House I 
try to act upon its merits. 

Mr.MONEY. It had just as much merit then as it has now. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I trust my friend from Mississippi 
will try now to join the reformers. 

Mr. MONEY. Ido not know that it is a reform. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. Here is a case where we can test the sincerity ofthe 
gentlemen on the other side in their desire for economy. 

Mr. MONEY. Better test your own side. 

Mr. WALKER. Our side is always in favor of economy. I 
think the House knows that I never have given a penurious vote 
sinceI have been a member of this body. The Housé knows 
that if there isa man in it in favor of liberal salaries, to pay 
amply for duty done, to give a fair day's pay for a fair ‘day's 
work, in every branch of the service, from President down, it 
is myself. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this thing of economy, this thing of sal- 
aries is being made a football as between the two parties. But 
the Democratic party claims to be par excellence the party of 
retrenchment and reform. Heréis a , above and beyond 
all others toshow your sincerity; toshow whether youare honest 
in your claim or not. If there is any one thing which has been 
condemned by all people who have given the subject thought, 
as reckless robbery, as stabbing the integrity of men, it is the 
fee system, and I will vote against it anywhere and every time 
and underallcircumstances. If the salaries are not high enough 
after cutting off the fees, let us revise the whole salary list, or 

in another deficiency bill to make them what they ought 
to be. But let us stop this legalized thieving, this robbery go- 
ing on all the time, under the name of -fees. e have had it in 
the United States courts and we could not get it out of them for 
scores of years until within a year or two it has been worked 
out after fifty years of trial. 

Now, Democrats, do not hide yourselves from the public; just 
come up and take your medicine likemen. Vote thisfeesystem 
out of existence, and declare that you do not put a man in office 
to pocket the money of the people. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will regard the pro forma 
amendment as withdrawn. 

Mr. DINSMORE, I renew it. I want to say only a word or 
two iu reference to this matter. Itseemsthat the Republicans 
have become very much interested in the matter of economy, and 
the last gentleman who addressed the House says he is known to 
be very liberal in all matters of compensation. I know that to 
be true, particularly to the manufacturers of manufactured arti- 
cles. 

A MEMBER. Especially leather. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Leather particularly. Now, there is no man 
better equipped than my distinguished friend from Illinois—— 

Mr. WALKER. Will you allow a word? 

Mr. DINSMORE. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, but I can 
not be interrupted. I say there is no gentleman in this Houso 
better equi than the gentleman from [linois[Mr. Hrrrt], or 
perhaps! it truthfully say as well equipped, to speak on mat- 
ters pertaining to foreign service, consu and diplomatic, as he; 
and asa resultof it, lam glad to see that my distinguished friend 
sat quietly by, while renewed assaults have been made on the bill 
by gentlemen on his side of the House, who absolutely and man- 

ly know nothing whatever of the service, and that he has 

not participated with them in the general criticisms of the bill 
which my friend assisted to formulate, which he 
gave his assent to and indorsed in its different provisions. Iam 
lad to see that he has not withheld his indorsement here, but 
continued to give it as a consistent gentleman, as he always 

is, almost, except perhaps upon the question of Hawaii. 
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Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow an in- 
terruption? 

Mr. DINSMORE. I beg pardon, I can not, because my time 
will soon be exhausted. My friend has had the floor here for 
four days, and I think he might allow mo just a moment. 

ughter.] I know that myfriend from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN] 

thoroughly honest in his criticism of the foreign service in 
the particulars to which he has referred, and I also know there 
have been great abuses in this matter. Nevertheless, I want to 
call the attention of the House to the fact that these fees which 
have been referred toare unofficial, are for personal and not for 
official services. That is, they are more the nature of personal 
gervices than official services, and not services which are re- 
quired by law to be performed. 

Mr: HITT. Perhaps the gentleman did not note the point 
that I made. Those fees which are received for official acts, 
such as attaching the officer’s name and seal, acts which he does 
by virtue of his office, ought to be paid to the Government; but 

e private services which the gentleman is now speaking of, 
such as the writing out of a will or a deposition, are private le- 
gal services, which ought to be paid for, just as the services of 
any lawyer sheuld be paid for; but an order of the Department 
could be made that would distinguish these two classes of serv- 
ice at once. The gentleman himself could write such an order, 

ust as Mr. Bayard, when this subject was presented, made an 
order that stopped triple feesexacted in England for the oath 
on invoices. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I can not give all my time. 

Mr. HITT. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. DINSMORE. This point that the gentleman makes would 
involve a renovation of the consular service. I know there is 
strengthin the position which he takes in regard tothe fees aris- 
ing from official actions, such as the certification of papers; but 
the unofficial fees are given for unofficial or personal services, 
those not required by law of the consul. They are rendered as 
an accommodation to the people, who, of course, must almost of 
necessity come to the consul, because they have no one else to 
whem tocome. The law permits the consul to take these fees 
and keep them. Now, inasmuch as they are unofficial, not re- 
quired by law to be rendered, the Government, under our présent 
system, can not take cognizance of the services rendered or the 
fees collected therefor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HITT. I ask to be recognized, and will yield to the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr.DINSMORE. I thank my friend. I merely wanted to 
call attention to the peculiar difficulty about the case. There 
is no one who desires more than I do to see a reformation of the 
consular service, and I believe itis necessary; but in this par- 
ticular I do not see how we can do it without injustice. 

Now, not desiring to extend my remarks further, I would ask 


the Clerk to read sections 447 and 448 of the Consular Regula- 


tions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

447. Consular officers are frequently asked by their countrymen at home 
to examine titles, or do other services for them ina foreign land. It is some- 
times even assumed that the parties making the request have a right to 
such services. Consular officers will treat all such requests courteously, 
and if they are unable to comply with them will state the reasons clearly, 
but unoffensively. They are at liberty to do such work for their country- 
men for a private compensation, if it does not interfere with the perform- 
ance of their official duties. If it does so interfere, they *:ust refuse. 

448. The general rule in regard to such services is, that 3 consular officer 
is entitled to the same fee that would be charged if the services had been 
performed by an attorney, notary, or other agent of aforei,,n country. The 
com on should not, in any case,exceed that fee. In some cases, also, 
it is believed that it would be a hardship to demand it, as where the services 
are rendered in behalf of the widows and families of deceased soldiers or 
sailors of the United States, or where, from other tances, the exac- 
tion would operate op peustoety upon the cgumienne. It is expected that 
these considerations will have due weight th consular officers. In ordi- 
nary cases the amount is determined by the agreement of the parties. The 
Department does not intervene, unless in cases of manifest injustice. al- 
though it reserves the right at all times to decide u thefairness and pro- 
priety of any charge that a consular officer may make for such services and 
to fix the amount to be paid if there shall be reason to do so. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Now, Mr. Chairman, only one word more. 
If you require the consul to turn in these unoificial fees to his 
Government to be covered into the Treasury, there being no law 
requiring these services to be performed, the result will be that 
the people will be deprived of the services of the consul, for he 
will simply decline to perform services for which he would re- 
ceive no compensation, and whichare no partof his official duty. 
That is all there will be of it. 

ere the hammer fell. | 

r. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman who has last 
addressed the committee certainly did not understand the pur- 
pose of this amendment. He has referred to a class of service 
and has had a re tion of the State Department read that re- 
ferred to an entirely different class of service. Where a man 
who happens to be consul may be called upon to render such 


service as has been referred to by the gentleman who last spoke 
and by the regulation that has been read, I would certainly have 
no objection to his being compensated; nor does this proposi- 
tion of mine in any way affect them; but it does affect that class 
of fees that the courts have held to be unofficial, that have been 
held to be not required by law, but necessity required to be ren- 
dered, namely, the certification of invoices of nondutiable mer- 
chandise. How can the merchant toll, until he receives thecer- 
tificate here from our custom-house, that they are nondutiable? 
The goods miay come here and then it may be determined that 
they are nondutiable. In that event the fees now collected by 
the officers, when they are authenticated, would go precisely as 
if they were of a dutiable nature. 


Mr. HITT. And it was on these character of fees that Gen. 
Mosby collected $13,000 in addition to his salary. 
Mr. HEPBURN. And Gen. Mosby collected $13,000 largely 


for that class of service, and I have no hesitation in saying that 
alarge proportion, perhaps fully a fourth, of all the invoices 
authenticated are of the nondutiableclass; and yet the merchant 
abroad can not tell that they are nondutiable. He has to go to 
the consul through necessity and not through law. It would 
not do for him to take the chances of bringing them here with- 
out the consular invoices. 

Mr. DINSMORE. May Lask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will try to answer it if I can. 

Mr. DINSMORE. I stated a moment ago that there are in- 
stances in which a wrong is done in theeollection of these fees, 
and itis palpable; but it has been palpable for years and years 
and years; and it occurs to me that it is a little remarkable that 
Republicans who have had charge of this Administration for 
years have continued this system and waited until the Demo- 
cratic party came in before they made an effort to break it up. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iyielded tothe gentleman for a question. 
I suppose, Mr. Chairman, any time is the right time todo a 
right thing, and if it is proper that this thing should be done, 
it is no argument against it that it has not been done earlier. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from lllinois was dis- 
turbed because the officers would be compelled torender certain 
services for which they would not becompensated. I undertake 
to say that the class of services he referred to are covered by 
the salaries. This amendment of mine does not disturb that. 
Some of these consular officers would still have 96,000 compen- 
sation for the class of services that the gentleman has referred 
to. Butthey are not content with that. There are those re- 
ceiving $5,000and $6,000 salary who are in addition to that re- 
ceiving $15,000 to $20,000, and I may state in some instunces as 
high as $25,000, additional in fees. Now,it is to cut off that 
abuse that I offer this amendment. 

Here the hammer fell. | 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment has been ex- 
hausted. 

Mr. WARNER. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes the gentleman from 
Arkansas withdraws the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. WARNER. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, there are certain fees, known as official fees, 
which we all understand and as to which I understand the gen- 
tleman from Towa has no intention to interfere. ‘hero are aiso 
certain recompenses for services such as have been designated 
already in this debate—the drawing of wills, searching of titles, 
ete.—which, I take it, we all understand are not official fees, and 
which, as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] has pointed 
out, still remain subjects of compensation for services rendered 
by our consular and diplomatic agents. 

But, sir, there is another and very important class of service 
ineluded in neither class mentioned, such, for example, as that 
of acting as witness to a will, as a witness to a contract, or that 
of certifying to the identity of a person executing a deed or an 
instrument under seal. Now, those of us who have to do with 
legal matters know there are many transactions which have to 
do either with people in both countries or which are there en- 
tered into by American citizens permanently or temporarily on 
the other side of the water, in which they have frequent occa- 
sion to use these services and to depend upon the certificate, the 
signature as witness, or the statement as to the identity of par- 
ties to contracts of our consuls or consular agents abroad. 

Now, I belieye that, as the distinguished gentleman from IIli- 
nois has suggested, it might be well to take cognizance of the 
extent to which these absolutely necessary, but at the same time 
unofficial, fees may have become a part, an exorbitant part, of 
the incomes of certain officials abroad, and to formulate some 

eneral statute under which this whole matter should be regu- 
ated. Inasmuch, however, as, if this amendment were now put 
into law, the result would be, until a general law is enacted, 
to deprive our citizens of the possibility of getting this kind of 
service, the adoption of this amendment would tend not to re- 
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form the consular service, but to demoralize American business, 
which is now transacted in es part by aid of these officials. 

Mr. HITT. A regulation by the Department would settle that 
matter at once. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, the Department has no right 
to regulate how much or how little shall come to the Govern- 
mént of the compensation for services rendered in matters out- 
side of the official duties of the officer, the performance of which 
it has the right to require. It can unquestionably forbid the 
performance of such services, but that is exactly what we do not 
want done. The Department has no business, however, to in- 
terfere and say on what terms work shall be done which is out- 
side the official duties of a United States officer, except with re- 
lation to the fact whether it is consonant with or in conflict with 
the official duties of that officer. 

Reform this matter if it needs reform; but remember that 
the present system has becomea most important part of our com- 
mercial and legal transactions, and, generally speaking, works 
well. Do not sweep it away till a substitute is ready. Toadopt 
now the suggestion of the gentleman from Iowa would put thou- 
sands of American citizens to intolerable inconvenience, would 
obstruct the transfer of real estate, and delay the settlement of 
estates. ; 

Here the hammer fell.] 

fr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The rule requires the Chair to recognize 
some gentleman on the other side of the question, but if no 
gentleman desires to speak on that side the Chair will recog- 
nize the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Iyield to the gentleman from 
New York | Mr. CooMBs]. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I have been listened to very 
patiently by the committee and I do not want to take up their 
time unnecessarily. I recognize a great deal of justice in the 
amendment that has been oifered by the gentleman from Iowa, 
because I recognize the fact that our consular service is far from 
being perfect; but I am afraid that an attempt to reform it in 
the informal and the unguarded way proposed by this amend- 
ment would only bring confusion. I hope to see the time when 
our whole consular service shall be reformed from the bottom 
to the top, when there shall be greater equalization of salaries, 
and when this fee system shall be abolished entirely; but we 
can not make the reform in this piecemeal way. I had hoped, 
after the discussion which took place in the Fifty-second Gon 

ress, in which I stood side by side with the gentleman from 

llinois [Mr. Hxrrt], whose aspirations in relation to the im- 

rovement of the service I thoroughly approve—I had hoped, 
Teen. that in this Congress a bill to reform the whole consular 
service would have been presented and enacted into law, and I 
do not despair of that yet. . 

I still hope that before the Fifty-third Congress ends the Repre- 
sentatives bets of the Democracy and the Representatives on the 
Republican side of the House can get together and frame a set 
of laws in relation to our consular service which shall be for the 
benefitof the business of the whole country. This is a question 
that ought to be entirely out of politics, in relation to the de- 
tails, as well as to personnel of the service. I hope to see the 
time when American consuls will be kept in their positions on 
account of good service and be promoted from one grade of con- 
sulate to another. But, Mr. Chairman, I repeat that we can not 
make the necessary reforms in this piecemeal way, and if we at- 
tempt it the result will be that we shall do injustice to some 
and retard true reform. I shall, therefore, vote against this 
amendment. . 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 
Without objection, the pro forma amendment will be regarded 
as withdrawn. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. The remarks of the gentleman from New 
York {Mr. Coomns], who has just taken his seat, have surprised 


me. 

Mr. COOMBS. Why? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Lilinois. I will tell the gentleman why. 
For two Congresses he hasstood forth here asa reformer and has 
insisted, in season and out of season, on nS the public 
service. An occasion is now presented, through the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] for 
the gentleman from New York to put in practice some of the 
professions that he has been making here day after day. The 
statement made by my colleague _ Hirt}, who is thoroughly 
familiar with the consular service, puts it beyond doubt that 
there are gross abuses existing in thatservice. It appears that 

entlemen who are receiving salaries ranging from $2,500 to 
$5,000 per annum, under the system that is now in force, get 
additional fees aggregating in some cases as h as $30,000. 

Now, these appointments are made on the of the salaries 
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provided by law. The general public have no idea that when 
a gentleman is appointed by the Secretary of State and the 
President to one of these consular offices he is getting a position 
which will give him a fortune in a twelvemonth. And where 
does that fortune come from? As has been shown already in 
this debate it is derived from the exorbitant fees that are ex- 
acted from American citizens who are compelled to go to these 
consuls for assistance in the transaction of their business abroad. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, by the adoption of this amendment no con- 
fusion will be brought into the consular service or into our legis- 
lation on this subject. The amendment covers the first three 
classes of consular service and limits the compensation of these 
oflicers to the salaries provided in the bill itself, and requires 
that the unofficial fees which heretofore have been taken and 
put into the pockets of these agents shall be turned into the 
Treasury of the United States. 

By the adoption of this amendment the Government of the 
United States will save at least $500,000 per annum. 

With these facts before us, I want to know whether this Dem- 
ocratic House can afford to votedown thisamendment? I want 
to know whether with the lights which are presented to the 
gentleman from New York to-day he can vote against this 
am-ndment and be consistent with himself and his public pro- 
fessions here in the House? 

Mr. COOMBS. Will the gentleman allow me to answer? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Here isan opportunity that rarely 
presents itself to the Democratic party to make a record for 
economy and reform; yet during this debate [ havo heard noth- 
ing from the other side indicating that they are honest in 
their professions when they say that they desire to reform the 
public service and are in favor of economy and retrenchment. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I have read 
very carefully the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Towa, and I see that it embraces both official and unofticial fees. 
Whatever may have been the gentleman’s intention, that is the 
express language of the amendment. Now, it has been well said 
that the honorable gentleman from I[llinois{Mr. H1rr], who has 
spoken about the necessity of reform in the civil service, had an 
opportunity as chairman of the Committee on Foreign A ffairsin 
a eee Congress to report a bill inaugurating this reform 
which seems now to strike with so much force the gentlomenon 
the opposite side of the Chamber. Why was it not done then? 
You want to break down the diplomatic and consular bill now 
offered in a Democratic House by a Democratic Committee, and 
sanctioned in committee, as we all understood, not only by the 
majority of the committee, but by all the members. There was 
no hostility to the bill atall displayed incommittee. Now, here 
in the House we have a proposition—— 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Does the gentleman say it will 
break down this bill to protect the public from the plundering of 
these consular agents abroad? 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I mean to say you will break 
down the whole diplomatic system if you undertake to amend 
the bill in this sort of way. There is no ‘‘plundering.” If 
there is, you had the “ ao for thirty years; and it is on 
your fingers now. Youdid not propose an amendment when you 
were in political control. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. And do you desire to continue this 
system so as to putsome of this money into the pockets of Demo- 
cratic agents abroad? 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. You had charge of this busi- 
ness for thirty years, and you did not find anything wrong init so 
long as your partisans could have the advantage of the system. 
Your representatives abroad during the whole thirty years of 
Republican administration never discovered thaf they were 
taking money that they were not entitled to. You had to wait 
untila Democratic Administration came in before you discovered 
that you had allowed a law iniquitous in its character to stand 
on the statute book for twenty-five or thirty years. 

Now, I want to say, so far as the real merit of the proposition 
is concerned—— 

Mr. HOPKINS of IHinois. Is it your position—— 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I will not be interrupted fur- 
ther. I have only five minutes; you consumed two days on this 
bill on your side. 

You know you are not sincere in a proposition of this kind. 
It is not reform; it is notretrenchment you seek. By the amend- 
ment you now offer you want to break down this diplomatic and 
consular system and defeat this bill. For years and years this 
eustom in to consular fees has ode led. If you want to 
change it, bring ina general law which will in an appropriate 
way reform the system from beginning to end, and we will stand 
by you in support of any proper measure of that kind. But te 
undertake a reform of this sort on this bill by an amendment 
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which affects only certain localities and certain consulships is 
unwise legislation which ought not to be adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, this case 
stands in a very plain way before the House and the country. 
We need reform in the consular service. My colleague from 
New York[Mr. Coomss] has stated what everybody knows—that 
reform is needed in that service... But he has made the frank 
admission on this floor that reform can not be had in this Demo- 
cratic Congress. He knows, as everybody élse knows, that 
Democratic reform is ‘‘all talk and no cider.” I will tell my 
colleague.when this reform will be accomplished. This aues- 
tion of reform will be relegated to the next Congress. There 
will then be 100 Republican majority here, and we will then put 
this consular service in the shape in which it ought to be. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 
rise? 

Mr. WALKER. 
three words. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment to the amend- 
ment pending, and another amendment is not in order. 

Mr. WALKER. That was a pro forma amendment, which I 
understood to be withdrawn. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not been withdrawn; but without 
objection it will be considered as withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WALKER. I move to amend by striking out the last 
three words. I wish to submit to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. HOOKER] whether it is possible that he proposes to 
stand on this floor as the representative of the party occupying 
the other side of this Hall and to declare that ‘‘ plunder” is to 
be continued by his party when in power, in order that they may 
get their share of the ‘‘plufder.” [Iam for legislating on this 
——_ without reference to whether this is ‘* plunder” or not. 

ow, [ ask unanimous consent that this amendment may be 
considered as pending when we come out of Committee of the 
Whole, and then that a motion be submitted that the bill be re- 
committed with instructions that the committee revise all sala- 
ries and report a bill cutting off all unofficial fees and providing 
that all other fees shall be covered into the United States Treas- 


To move an amendment to strike out the last 


ury. 

it you Democrats are in earnest in your desire, as you claim 
to be, for reform, here you have your opportunity. Yousay the 
Republicans have been taking this plunder for thirty years. 
Then, as I said before, stand up and make the reform that you 
a, the people that you would make. And I warrant you 
now in this House that when the next House meets, and the Re- 
publican party is in power, as we will be, we will pass these 
measures of reform if you do not. 

Mr. COOMBS. We will accept your promise for that. 

A MEMBER. Sufficient unto the day is the evil thereof. 

Mr. McCrREARY of Kentucky was recognized. 

Mr. WALKER. I hope the Chair will submit my request. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair did not understand the gentle- 
man to submit any request. 

Mr. WALKER. [ask now unanimous consent that the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Iowa may be considered as 
pending when the bill is brought back into the House, and 
that a motion may be made to recommit the bill, with instruc- 
tions to revise all salaries named in the bill, and that the fees be 
eut off in accordance with the amendment offered. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, it has been 
stated by gentlemen on the other side and by several members 
on this side that we intend to report a bill revising the consular 
service; and when the time comes to revise the consular service 
thesuggestions made by many gentlemen during this debate will 
be carefully considered. The amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Iowa to the diplomatic and consular appropriation 
bill will only bring confusion and injury, if it doés not almost 
entirely destroy our consular service. 

There are various duties required of consuls and consuls-gen- 
eral, and the official fees under the law are turned over to the 
Treasury, but the unofficial fees—the personal fees—for services 
rendered by them are retained by them, as allowed by Consular 
Regulations, as I have already stated. There are so many sec- 
tions referring to the kinds of business attended to by our con- 
suls and consuls-general that I will not occupy the time of the 
committee with them, but only refer to afew. The general law 
in regard to such service is that the consular officer would be 
entitled to the same fees for the service that would be allowed 
toa private individual acting in that capacity. The Consular 
Regulations provide, in section 448, that the general rule relat- 
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is enbtitied 


to the 
un performed 


ing to such service is that «2 consular officer 
same fee that would be charged if theservice had bee 


by an attorney or a notary or other agent in the country where 
it was performed. 

It is also provided that the compensition in any case should 
not exceed that fee. The stitute permits consular officitls to 
administer oaths, affirmations, and take aftidavits or depositions. 
It sometimes happens that this official is called on by the State 
or territorial tribunals to execute a commission for taking tes- 
timony, and he also writes deeds, prepares contracts, and some- 
times draws wills. 

I do not know what my friend from Massachusetts means when 
he talks of ‘‘ plunder.” If he means that the failure to adopt 
such an amendment as that offered by the gentieman from Lowa 


ls the 


[Mr. HEPBURN] will authorize or continue what he ca 
plunder of the people, he must remember if his statement is 


| correct that they have been plundered for many years under the 


existing law. Look over the recordof the Republican party for 
the last thirty years when they have had control and could have 
stopped the plunder, if it be such, if they go desired. But no 
steps were taken in that direction. 

The gentleman from Illinois |Mr. Hirr] was chairman of the 


Committee on Foreign Affairs in the Fifty-first Congress. He 
had power to provide for the reforms in an appropriation bill 
like that which is now presented if he had desired to do so. 
The gentleman did not do so. Anexamination of the records 


will show that nothing was done, and that he failed to take ad- 
vantage of the opportunity which was afforded him. 

[Here the hammer fell]. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is ex- 
hausted. The Chair, if there be no objection, will regard the 
amendment as withdrawn. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I move to strike out the last four words. 
As a matter of public policy and philanthropy, I am very much 
inclined to support thisamendment, since receiving the informa 
tion that I have received from several prominent gentlemen who 
have discussed this question, the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
Hirt], the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER], and 
also the gentleman from [llinois |Mr. HOpKINS]. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts | Mr. WALKER] puts this 
amendment upon the ground that the Government has been 
plundered for thirty years. The gentleman from New York 
|Mr. VAN VOORHIS] says that there will be a Republican House 
here the next time, and then they will regulate the consular 
service. Therefore, by authority of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mn. WALKER], [ desire to say that the Government 
has been plundered for thirty years under Republican ad minis- 
tration in the consular service. I am inclined to agree with 
the gentleman from Massachusetts on that. 

According to the testimony of the gentleman from New York, 
the next Congress that comes into power will be Republican, 
and then the plundering will be done worse thanever. Now, I 
should like to ask the gentleman from Massachusetts {Mr. 
WALKER] if it is true that the Government has been plundered 
for the last thirty years in the consular service? 

Mr. WALKER. It is true, as every United States court has 
been plundered since the Government was organized until we 
put every man under salary. Now, will you stop it? That is 
the question I ask you. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Iwanttodoso. Now, thereis an honest 
confession, which I believe to be true, that the Government has 
been plundered for the last thirty years under Republican rule 
by the consular service. 

Mr. GROUT. For the last hundred years. 

Mr. POST. Where has it been plundered? 

Mr.STOCKDALE. Oh, Icannot tell you the particular places 
in five minutes, which is all the time I have. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. The Government does 
not pay these fees. They are paid by private persons. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. The gentleman from New*York says the 
Republicans will be in power. Well, then, God save us! And 
I am willing,as a salve to their consciences, trat we shall for 
the next four years cut off the plunder. I believe, Mr. Chair- 
man, speaking seriously on this question, that this whole con- 
sular service is very largely useless. There is noquestion about 
it, no matter whether it comes from a Republican or Vemo- 
cratic source, we ought to correct any abuse that may be in it. 
We have plenty of consular stations supported by the United 
States that are almost absolutely without benefit and without 
reason, and are paying them large salaries besides. 

Mr. WEVER. That is right. . 

Mr. STOCKDALE. The whole consular service is main- 
tained in the interests of merchants to aid our people in extend- 
ing their commerce to other parts of the civilized world. 
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Mr. VAN VOORHISof New York. May Lask thegentleman 
a question? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I decline to yield. Now, if it be true 
that the consular service is maintained in the interest of com- 
meico, we are aiding a class of people who have no superiors in 
in intelligence and enterprise in the United States—that is, the 
commercial class. Weare exploring in advance, as was stated 
on this floor inreference to the consul at Callao and other places, 
with the hope that hereafter we may open the way to the com- 
mercial men of the United States to enlarge their business. 
Now, I want to ask of both sides of the House in all seriousness, 
is it a legitimate expenditure of the public money to.send out 
consuls with roving commissions to hunt up commerce fora 
certain class of our people? They can take care of themselves 
far better than the taxpayers who furnish the money can afford 
to support and pay this pioneer corps in excursions to find new 
avenues by which our commercial interests can beenlarged. Is 
it true that the men engaged in commerce in the United States 
are so imbecile that they can not take care of themselves; that 
they can not press their own interests; can not see where they 
want to go with commercial enterprises without sending men at 
the expense of the Government first? I believe the amendment 
ought to be sustained, and a number of others likeit. Ibelieve 
the whole system should be revised. 

Mr. POST. Mr. Chairman, this debate has taken a very sin- 
gular course. It is no wonder that whenever a new Adminis- 
tration comes into power there are a vast number of persons 
seeking to enter the consular service, if gontlemen on this floor 
permit themselves to make the assertions that they do, repre- 
senting that enormous fortunes are made in the consular service 
generally, and if such statements go unchallenged by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Now, Lassert that toa very large extent this is an absolute 
misrepresentation of the consular service. I say that with one 
or two exceptions the consular service throughout Europe, that 
is, on the Continent of Eaeaees for I do not include the British 
Isles, can not be referred to in this connection, and is not open 
to the criticism that has been made on this floor by both sides 
of the House. It is untrue that during the last thirty years 
the consular service on the Continent of Europe has been rob- 
bing the Government, or robbing anybody else. There is no 
truth in it. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. POST. Certainly. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I was replying to the gentle- 


man from Massachusetts. I wasdenying that there had been any 
lundering done, but I said if there had been any plunderin 
one in the consular service, it had been done under laws passe 
by the Republican party. That iswhatIsaid. SofarasI know, 
Ideny that any plundering has been done. 


Mr. POST. Iam glad to hear you state that; but now I am 
going to assert that there has been plundering done. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. How is that? 

Mr. POST. Iam going to say that therehas been plundering 
done by consular officers; but it was notdone on the Continent 
of Europe. I say that a custom grew upin England, where they 
had to certify to invoices in triplicate—— 

Mr. HITT. In quadruplicate. 

Mr. POST. In triplicate. ‘ 

Mr. HITT. At one time they were in quadruplicate. 

Mr. POST. And these oaths were administered to every in- 
voice, but those oaths could not be administered by the consul, 
and so they were administered by some British subject author- 
ized by law to administer oaths who was connected with the con- 
sul, and parties, paid fees for each oath. The consequence was 
that this person appointed by the consul was in the receipt, at 
certain places, such as London, Liverpool, Birmingham, Shef- 
field, etc., of a generous salary, sometimes almost equaling that 
of the Presidentof the United States. The Department of State 
probibited the United States consul from be interested in 
those fees. That was very well, but he had the person to ap- 

oint, and he appointed him; and it was almost incredible that 
e should give some man this enormous amount of fees without 
taking some interest in them. 

On the Continent of Europe, where the civil law holds sway, 
there is no such promiscuous swearing as is allowed in this 
country and in England. Oaths are solemnly administered and 
only in court ina trial of acase. Consular officers outside of 
Great Britain certified to invoices and all fees were returned to 
the United States Treasury. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. If the gentleman served in 
the consular service, and he knew of abuses that ought to be 
reformed, and has served on the Committee on Appropriations, 
why did not the gentleman suggest a re or introduce a bill. 

Mr. POST. I beg to assure the gentleman that I have not 
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served on the Committee on Appropriations or on the Committee 
on we Affairs, or. on any committee that had charge of this 
matter. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Youhada right as amember 
to introduce a bill. 

Mr. POST. The gentleman knows that I ama modest man 
and do not interfere with those things which are not committ-d 
to my charge. I thiak he will bear me out in that statement. 
But when you assault the whole consular service it seems right 
that I should defend it. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. But I have not assaulted tho 
consular service; but, onthe contrary, I have been defending it. 

Mr. POST. You are quite right in defending it where it 
should be defended. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The consular service is being 
assaulted on your side. I say that lam in favorof a commission 
to reform the consular service; and we expect to prepare a bil! 
in the Committee on Foreign Affairs for that purpose; but I as- 
sert that it does need reforming. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has ee. 

Mr. POST. I had hardly commenced. 

Mr. HITT. If the Chair will recognize me, I will yield to my 
colleague. He was a consul-general, and I would like to hear 
from him. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the gentleman 
will be allowed to proceed. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. POST. Ishall be very brief. I simply wanted to point 
out the fact that Congress has for thirty years been legislating 
without any very careful investigation as to the facts. Gentle- 
men get certain ideas with reference to the consular service, 
and they send them broadcast over the country, and everybody 
wants to go.abroadin order to make himself rich. The truth of 
it is, there are but few consulates in the whole service where an 
officer would not spend more than he received if he maintained 
a suitable social positien. A consul-general has the assimilated 
rank of a brigadier-general. 

Mr. WALKER. Pay them good wages, then. 

Mr. POST. There are very few of these consulates that pay. 
There are some fewin England. I want to say that in speaking 
of the consulates of Europe, I say there is not a single consulate 
with the exception of Paris, where the notarial fees are of any 
greatimportance. Now, why is Parisso important? There is 
an American population of 30,000 in Paris. 

Mr. HITT. No. 
ae POST. There have at times been 30,000 Americans in 

aris. 

Mr. HITT. During the Exposition. 

Mr. POST. There have been as many as 30,000 Americans in 
Paris at one time. There are always 10,000 or 15,000. 

Mr. HITT. There are a great many. 

Mr. POST. These American travelers and residents often 
have certain business to perform; they have deeds, powers of 
attorney, releases, and various other papers to execute, and it 
does make notarial fees at Paris very large; but that is not the 
case elsewhere. 

The man who into any consulate he can get with the 
idea that he will have a chance to rob, or that by legitimate 
fees will get rich, makes a mistake; and I am sorry to see that 
idea entertained and given publicity on the floor of this House. 
Consular officers knew perfectly well where the fat things 
were, They knew that in England, by an abuse of the service, 
a consulate was a very good thing. They knew about Hong- 
kong, and they knew about some other consulates. They also 
knew that the Department of State had endeavored time and 
again to correct those abuses. One of the regulations of the 
Department had reference to this very matter of notarial fees, 
and it directed that all fees were official which were received 
for services in which the consul had to use his official signature, 
or his seal,.or either of them. That regulation would be ex- 
actly equivalent to the provision which the gentleman from 
Iowa offers, because there could be no deed acknowledged, no 
paper certified by the consul, in connection with which he would 
not have to use his official signature or seal. 

That regulation was afterwards done away with, and the con- 
suls were required to havea separate notarial seal; but that has 
since been abolished and the old rule restored. While I am 
condemniog the making of general charges against the consular 
service, the fact is that there are certain abuses which ought to 
be corrected, and for my. part, [am perfectly willing to vote for 
the amendment which the gentleman from Jowa has offered. I 
think it is the safest way on the whole to strike out all these un- 
official fees and let every man receive the salarywhich the Gov- 
ernment awards him. I think that is better than to trust to any 
of these schemes by which the consuls are allowed to charge 
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Americans or others for services which, as officers, they alone 
can perform. : 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, we have had 
an extended debate on this part of the bill, and I would like to 
come to an agreement to close debate on the pending paragraph 
and amendments in ten minutes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There are several gentlemen on this side 
who want to speak. Make it thirty minutes. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I can not do that. We have 
already consumed nearly two hours. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
close debate in ten minutes; five minutes to be allowed to each 
side. 

The question being taken, the Chairman declared that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 105, noes 30. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being made, the 
Chair will appoint the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. Mc- 
CREARY, and the gentleman from New Hampshire, Mr. BAKER, 
to act as tellers. , 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
113, noes 14. 

The CHAIRMAN. No quorum has voted. The Chair will 
cause the Clerk to read the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whenever a Committee of the Whole House finds itself without a quorum, 
the Chairman shall cause the roll to be called, and thereupon the committee 
shall rise. and the Chairman shall report the names of the absentees to the 
House, which shall be entered on the Journal; but if on such call a quorum 
shall appear. the committee shall thereupon resume its sitting without fur- 
ther order of the House. 


The CHAIRMAN, 
will call the roll. 

The Clerk proceeded with the call. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio (when the name of Mr. DRAPER was 
called). Mr. DRAPER was called to Baltimore at 3 o’clock by a 
dispatch announcing the serious illness of a near relative, and I 
ask that he be excused. 


In accordance with the rule the Clerk 


The gentleman can make that request in the House. 
The roll was called, and the following-named members failed 
to answer: 


Adams, Ky. Dockery, Holman, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Adams, Pa. Donovan, Hooker, Miss. Powers, 
Aldrich, Doolittle, Hooker, N. Y. Price, 

Allen, Draper, Hopkins, DL. Quigg, 

Apsley, Enloe, Hopkins, Pa. Randall, 
Avery, Fielder, Huliek, Rey burn, 
Baldwin, Fithian, Johnson, N. Dak. Ritchie, 
Bankhead, Fletcher, Johnson, Ohio Schermerhorn, 
Belden, Forman, Layton, Settle, 
Bingham, Funk, Lefever, Shaw, 
Boatner, Funston, Lisle, Sherman, 
Boutelle, Gillet, N. Y. Magner, Sibley, 
Bowers, Cal. Goodnight, Mahon, Simpson, 
Brattan, Graham, Mallory. Smith, 
Brickner, Gresham, Marshall, Snodgrass, 
Brown, Griffin. Marvin, N. Y. Stevens, 
Bundy, Grosvenor, McDearmon, Stone, W. A. 
Burnes, Grow, McGann, Straus, 
Campbell, Hall, Minn. McNagny, Tarsney, 
Chickering, Hall, Mo. Meiklejohn, —— 
Childs, Harris, Milliken, Wadsworth, 
Clancy, Haugen, - Montgomery, Wanger, 
Clarke, Ala. Hayes, Moon, Waugh, 
Cogswell, Heard, Morse, Weadock, 
Cornish, Heiner, sere Wells, 

Crain, Henderson, Ill. Mutchiler, Wheeler, Lil. 
Culberson, Henderson, Iowa Newlands, White, 

Davis, Hendrix, Oates, Whiting, 
Denson, Hicks, O’ Neill, Mo. Wilson, W. Va. 
Dingley, Hines, Pence, Wright, Pa. 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. 


| 
The CHAIRMAN. Noexcuses can be received in committee. 


I desire to state that my 


My colleagues, Mr. TURPIN and Mr. | 
DENSON, are absent on account of sickness. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 


colleague, Mr..ENLOE, is detained from the House by sickness. | 


The committee rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
rted that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union having found itself without aquorum, 


chair, Mr. BAILEY re 


| 
| 


he had, in accordance with the rule, caused the roll fo be called, 
and now reported the names of the absentees. 

The SPEAKER. The names of the absentees will be entered 
upon the Journal. Two hundred and thirty gentleman have 
answered to their names. The Committee of the Whole will | 
resume its session. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session, Mr. BAILEY | 
in the chair; and the tellers having again taken their places, the 
— again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 144, 
noes 41. 

So the motion to close debate was agreed to. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, in this de- 


bate there are some things upon which we seem to be agreed 
One is that the fee systemis generally vicious. Another is that 
there have been occasions whon the fee system as practiced ir. 
the consular service has been carried to an unwirrantable e 
tent, and officers have received compensation far beyond the 
merit of the services which they rendered. This is particularly 
illustrated in acase which [ find in 24 Court of Claims reports 
the case of Mosby vs. the United St»tes. I wish to state the 
several items constituting this claim in order to set right some 
things which have been said on the o in regard to what 


‘r side 


constitutes unofficial fees. If the uno‘licial fees were simply fees 
taken by consular officers for services akin to those of an attor- 
ney who might be employed if the cons.ilar officer were not em- 


ployed for the purpose, there would not de the objection which 
now exists to the system. But the bill of particulars of this 
claim to which the claimant Mosby w.is found by the court to be 
entitled, embraces among other items the following: 

For examining Chinese emigrants departing on foreign vessels 
United States. 

Now, no one will doubt that this was a proper official service, 
although the consul was allowed to take the fee as his own per- 
quisite. 

For certifying invoices of goods through the United States 


It was necessary that those invoices should be certified, al- 
though the goods might not remain in the United States, be- 
cause there was a possibility that they might. 

Again: 

Cattle disease certificate collected in smali items from time to time! 
tween February 4, 1879, and September 30, 1880 


to the 


We find also an item for 5 per cent commission on the estate 
of an American citizen who was living in Hongkong tempora- 
rily and who died there. 

Again: 

For services to foreign-built vessels carrying the American flag 


These vessels, as here stated, were owned by Americ2n citi- 
zens; and the service rendered was aproper service; and in that 
respect, although this is classed as an unofficial fee, there was 
as much necessity for the service of the consular officer as for 
any other service which the consul rendered. 

For certifying invoices of goodsimported to the United States which were 
on the free list. 

Now, these several items constituted the claim of Mr. Mosby 
against the United States, which wassustained in all the United 
State’ courts. Thus we have in one instance for a brief period 
of service at one foreign port feesamounting to $13,859.21. 

Mr.SPRINGER. During four years’ service. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The gentleman says that 
these were fees which acerued during four years’ service. No 
matter what the time was, Mr. Mosby received a proper salary 
as consul at Hongkong during all that period; and these wera 
perquisites beyond his salary. Now, whatever the sulary may 
be, it should be made commensurate to the service rendered. 

The only time when this House will ever get an opportunity 
to introduce any reform in this matter is when a bill of this kind 
is pending; for the experience of every member of the House 
shows unquestionably that if this opportunity be now allowed 
to pass, the Committee of the Whole or the House will never 
consider this question again until another appropriation bill 


comes up. Butif we put this amendment upon this bill and take 
away these improper and unnecessary fees, then every friend of 
every consul who has been taking them will bestir himseif to 
procure legislation on this subject until a perfect bill is framed 
which shall designate what shall be the fees for services of an 
official or semiofficial character, and provide that they be paid 
into the Treasury,and which shall at the same time fix a proper 


salary for the consular officer. 
this side. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I yield two minutes 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The answer to the gentleman from New 
Hampshire is this: These services to which he refers as unoffi- 
cial, and therefore not required to be performed by the consul as 
an Officer of the Government, are services which should be per- 
formed by some one; otherwise the business of American citi- 
zens would be greatly embarrassed. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. g 
catch my point. Itis that thereare services required by Ameri- 
can citizens to be performed, which the officer can not render 
in any other capacity than as an official of the Government, al- 
though the fees are regarded as unofficial. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But if thos» duties are such that they 
could not be performed except by the consul, we certainly should 
not compel him toperform them for nothing: and as these serv- 


We are allin favor of that on 


to the 


The gentleman does not 
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ices are of importance to the American citizens, you must pro- 
vide some means by which he can receive compensation for the 
work or else we will greatly embarrass our citizens abroad who 
are compelled to do business in these various ports. 

As.I said before, if the gentleman from Iowa will bring in an 
amendment properly regulating the service and the services re- 
quired of these officials, he will see that there will be an effort 
made to cojperate with him in securing an entire reform or re- 
organization of the whole service. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Why do you not bring in such a 
bill yourself? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am not on the committee, and am not 
charged with the prepgration of such a measure. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois.. But you belong to the majority, 
which has control of this business. 

Mr. SPRINGER (continuing). And it is not my province to 
prepare a bill; but these gentlemen who are so earnest now for 
reform can go about it in the proper way, if they will only take 
a little time to consider. They were profligate in these ex- 
penditures in the past, when they ought to have called attention 
to the matter. Now, let them wait a little while, and we can do 
this in the proper way. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, in the three 
minutes remaining I desire to say yt that if a bill can be 
prepared by the Committee on Foreign Affairs revising our con- 
sular service,I believe a most earnest effort will be made by both 
the Democrats and Republicans of this House to secure its enact- 
ment. But this is not the time and this is not the bill in which 
to attempt a revision of that service. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And this is not the amendment to do it. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. No; to insert an amendment 
like that of the gentleman from Iowa now is simply to confuse 
and injure the service, and does not reach, in my opinion, the 
end desired by the gentleman who proposes it. 

Now, on the subject of economy, of which much has been 
said by gentlemen on the other side to-day, it is very inter- 
esting indeed to me for the members of a former Republican 
Congress to undertake to teach economy to a Democratic Con- 
gress on a diplomatic and consular appropriation bill. The bill 
now under consideration appropriates $143,167 less than was 
appropriated in1892. Itappropriates $197,077 less than in 1891— 
the two sessions of the Fifty-first Congress—and the bill under 
consideration decreases the appropriation of last year $46,706.24. 

I am ready to join gentlemen in any proper reform of our 
foreign service, but I repeat in closing my brief remarks that 
this is not the time nor the manner in which to do it. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The question was taken, and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
HEPBURN) there were—ayes 54, noes 118. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No quorum has voted. 

The Chair appointed as tellers Mr. HEPBURN and Mr. Mc- 
CREARY of Kentucky. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
55, noes 127. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At #2500 per annum. 

Argentine Republic: 

Consul at Buenos Ayres. 

Mr. COOMBS. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 12, Class IV. Insert in Class IV, “St. Thomas,” and strike out in 
line 8, on page 16, ‘‘ St. Thomas.” 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I reserve the point of order on the 
amendment until 1 hear it explained. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make a state- 
ment in reference to this amendment. 

Mr. HITT. It should be on page 13 and go in after China in 
line 5, and be headed ‘‘ Denmark—St. Thomas.” 

Mr. COOMBS. The point of the amendment is this. St. 
Thomas is at this time receiving $2,500. The Secretary recom- 
mends a reduction to $1,500. He makes that recommendation 
under a misapprehension. He states that the amount of fees 
from St. Thomas have been comparatively small, which is true, 
but the value of a consul at St. Thomas, I know as a merchant, 
is very great for the purpose of preventing the virtual confisca- 
tion of vessels with their cargoes of merchandise which put in at 
that port in distress. The Secretary being unfamiliar with these 
matters has not taken that into account. 

My own house has lost two cargoes in St. Thomas under these 
circumstances: The vessels put in there in distress, having re- 
veived some slightdamage from the hurricanes which prevail in 
those regions, and were condemned and the cargoes sold—vir- 
tually confiscated by a ring, composed in most part of the re- 
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| pairers of ships and merchants, and, it has been claimed, by the 





connivance of the American consul. So while it is not valuable 
to the United States as a source of income, it is very valuable to 
every merchant who sends ships in that direction. 

Mr. Quincy did me the favor of inviting me in to consult with 
him in regard to these consulates, and I pointed out to him the 
importance of a good consul at St. Thomas to correct these prac- 
tices. He said he wished I would look out for a good man for 
him, and I didso. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I wish he would tell me something of 
that kind. [Renewed laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I hope the gentleman's time 
will be extended for five minutes. e is talking very intelli- 
gently and absorbingly on this subject. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COOMBS. Justone moment. I have no interest in this 
gentleman at all, only that the merchants should be represented 
by a man who would prevent them from becoming objects of 
piracy. I finally went to the insurance companiesof New York, 
and found this man who had been sent down there twice to fight 
that ring, and he finally consented to make the application to go 
to St. Thomas. 

It seems that after that an arrangement was made in the De- 
partment of State by which the office was reduced to a$2,000 of- 
fice. Mr. Quincy, in the mean time, so I am informed at the 
Department, had designated a friend of his own from Boston. I 
am told that he informed that friend that the office had been re- 
duced in emoluments, but, doubtless, from oversight, or in the 
gree ma of business, forgot to inform this gentleman whom I 


designated. 

Now, I say that the Secretary, in making this recommendation 
to reduce this salary, first to $2,000, and finally to $1,500, has for- 
gotten the circumstances in relation to that port, and is not 
aware that he is doing an injustice to a gentleman who left a 
— priced place to go there. 

he Secretary states in his report that the gentleman ap- 
pointed there had notification of the intention to reduce this 
er: I say to you gentlemen thatthat isnotso. Itis natural 
that I should have known it if it had been so. I inquired con- 
cerning the circumstances at the State Department, and they 
told me that they supposed he had been notified of it, as the 
other man had been nbtified of it. 

So this gentleman went there on the supposition that he was 
to get $2,500, leaving a $2,000 place, and now it is proposed at 
once to reduce him to $1,500. I say that in both aspects of the 
case it is dan unwise reduction. You can not get a man whowill 
defend the mercantile interests there for $1,500, and you do an 
injustice to this gentleman who left his other employment and 
went down there on the supposition that he was to get no less 
salary than he got before. 

I make this statement to the House, and I leave it to the fair- 
ness of the House to determine. I have before me a letter from 
the Assistant Secretary of State, stating the circumstances un- 
der which he made the statement that the man had been informed. 
Iask the Clerk to read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, April 21, 1894. 


Sir: In my note of February 26, 1894, to the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, explaini why a reduction of the salary of the consul at 
St. Thomas from $2,500 to $1,500 had been recommended. I stated, after giv- 
ing the reasons for such reduction, that ‘‘the present consul at St. Thomas 
accepted the office with the knowledge that a reduction of the salary had 
been recommended.” 

You have informed me that as a matter of fact, Mr. Stewart, who was ap- 
pointed consul at St. Thomas October 20, last, accepted the appointment 
without knowledge of the contemplated reduction of the salary. 

In explanation of the quoted statement I will say that, as is well known. 
this appointment was made sometime before 1 became Assistant Secretary 
of State, and the statement was made upon information furnished me to that 
effect by Mr. Faison, chief of the Consular Bureau of this Department. Upon 
further inquiry I learn from Mr. Faison the actual facts are as follows: 

That the Assistant ee State, my predecessor, was furnished by 
the Consular Bureau before Mr. Stewart's eran with a list of the 
changes in the salaries of consuls recommended in the estimates; that this 
list contained the suggested reduction of the salary at St. Thomas, and that 
recommendation was commented upon by the Assistant Secretary of State 
in its — his intentions with respect to the filling of the St. 
Thomas office; that the appointment of Mr. Stewart followed, and the in- 
ference that he knew of the proposed reduction in salary was sostrong that 
it was taken and stated to me asa fact; that this inference was regarded as 
the more conclusive, because the change recommended for St. Thomas was 
only one of a number of changes recommended, and in no instance had an 
appointee, to the knowledge of the Department at the time of writing my 
letter, been left in ignorance of the true conditions respecting his compen- 
sation; that applicants for places at which the salary was to be abolished 
were so informed; appointees to piaces where an increase of salary had 
been recommended were made aware of the fact-—all from the list in the 
hands of the Assistant Secretary. ; 

Yours, very truly, 
EDWIN F UHL 
Hon, W. J. COOMBS 
House of Representatives 
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Mr. COOMBS. t 
the fairness of the House to determine what should be done in 
the premises. I do not think the salary should be reduced. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I regret to oppose an amend- 
ment offered by my friend, the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Coomss]. * But the Committee on Foreign Affairs examined 
carefully the amount of official fees collected at St. Thomas, 
West Indies, and read the letters that were sent from the State 
Department. ; 

It appears that the importance of St. Thomas as a port of call 
for American vessels has fallen off very much. This is shown 
by the consular reports of December, 1893. Only fourteen desti- 
tute American seamen were relieved there during the last fiscal 
year. The official fees as reported to me by the Assistant + ec- 
retary of State were $331.50 last yeat. The exports only amounted 
to $43,009. 

Mr. COOMBS. From that port to New York? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. This place was especially re- 
ferred to by the Assistant Secretary, and he recommended that 
the salary be reduced to $1,500. It will be seen that the salary 
is five times as large as the official fees. 

Mr. COOMBS. Iwill ask the gentleman if that is not so with 
regard to more than forty different consulates? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. There is not such awide dis- 
crepancy; but wherever the Secretary of State has given good 
reasons in favor of allowing salaries to remain unchanged, we 
have allowed them to remain. There were only six consulates 
where the State Department recommended reductions, and St. 
Thomas is one of them. I believe the reasons for reducing said 
salary to $1,500 are satisfactory, and think the amendment should 
be rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from New York [Mr. CooMBs]. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. COOMBS. I should like a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 19, noes 91. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Austria: 
Consul at Reichenberg. 
Belgium: 
Consul at Brussels. 
China: 
Consul at Ningpo. 
France: 
Consul at Lyons and Marseilles. 

Mr. PIGOTT. I move to strike out the sixth line. Last 
week I asked the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE], when 
this bill was up for consideration, if he could give any reason 
why Mr. T. Jefferson Coolidge, of Massachusetts, was appointed 
minister to France at the close of the last Administration; and, 
inasmuchas there has been a difference of opinion on that ques- 
tion, and as I do not desire todo Mr. Coolidge any wrong, I wish 
to state now that if I have done him any wrong, and it can be 
shown to me, I shall make the most ample apology at the first 
opportunity; but to show that there is a difference of opinion as 
to why he was appointed, I will ask the Clerk to read a para- 
graph from the Boston Herald, printed since I made the state- 
ment on the floor. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


NOT AN OFFSET. 


If a political explanation were to be demanded of Mr. Coolidge’s selection 
for the French mission, it could probably be found in the fact that he was a 
gentleman of Democratic antecedents who voted for Benjamin Harrison for 
considerations not wholly disconnected with the tariff. 


Mr. PIGOTT. Now, Mr. Chairman, it is a matter of common 
rumor not only in Boston, but throughout the East and North, 
that Mr. Coolidge was instrumental in raising from his brother 
manufacturers a large sum of money in order to promote the 
election of Benjamin Harrison; and it is also rumored that as 
treasurer of the Amoskeag Manufacturing Company, of Man- 
chester, N. H., he contributed out of the stockholders’ money a 
fund of $25,000 for the same purpose. 

My object in taking the floor is that if these statements be not 
true, and I have never heard them contradicted, if any gentleman 
from Massachusetts can state from his own personal knowledge 
that they are not true, I will retract any allusion that my re- 
marks may have had to that subject. But I desire to say thata 
Sa who leaves his own party and raises a large fund to 

efeat that party that he may have an opportunity to get that 
money back out of taxes levied on the people is not entitled to 
the same consideration as a gentleman like Mr. Van Alen, who 
makes a contribution out of his own pocket without any expecta- 
tion of a return of that money. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. May I ask the gentlemana 
question? Does the gentleman state of his own information that 
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Mr. JeYerson Coolidge has made an appropriation from the 
funds of the Amoskeag Manufacturing Company, of Manchester, 
N. H., for campaign purposes? 

Mr. PIGOTT. I made nosuch statement. I said that that 
was a matter of common rumo- in Boston and that vicinity: and 
I make this statement aow so that if the gentleman, or any other 
gentleman on this floor, will deny that that was so I wou'd re- 
tract anything my words may infer. 

Mr. REED. Ido not think any of us regard the retraction of 
any remarks ofthe gentleman from Connecticut as of sufficient 
importance to indulge in any debate. Isimply desire tosay that 
if the Van Alen incident is to be reopened, the question why Mr. 
Van Alen was appointed is still open—— 

Mr. TRACEY. So is the question of the appointment of Mr. 
Coolidge. 

Mr. REED. 
until that question is answered. 
ready to resume, 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I want to say one word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. If the delicacy with which Mr. 
Van Alen declined the office could be imitated by a good many 
gentlemen we might be benefited. 

Mr. REED. Then I desire toetrike out the lastword but one, 
to give the gentleman from Mississippi a full opportunity to 
state his position, if he desires it, as what he did state was out 
of order. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. 
reply. 

Mr. REED. I have nothing to say. The reason why Van 
Alen was appointed has not yet been stated to the House. 
reason why he declined he stated himself. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. If the gentleman has nothing 
further to say I will reply to the gentleman. He was speaking 
of the personal explanation of the gentleman from Connecticut. 
He spoke about the reopening of the Van Alen incident as | 
came into the Hall, and was asking the-reason of his appoint 
ment. I take it for granted that Mr. Van Alen was appointed 
because he was a man of learning, capacity, and ability, which 
has been vouched for by the Senator from Rhode Island, a mem- 
ber of the gentleman's own party, and one of the largest manu- 
facturersin the State of Rhode Island. And I say this of Mr. 
Van Alen, to whom I[ am a total stranger, that in his retirement 
from the office to which he had been appointed he exhibited a 
degreewf delicacy upon the subject that I have very seldom 
seen exhibited in the last twenty-five or thirty years, and never 
from the party of my friend from Maine, so far as [ know. 

The CHAIRMAN. Withoutobjection, the pro forms amend- 
ment will be considered as withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

France: 

Consul at Lyons and Marseilles. 

Germany: 

Consuls at Annaberg, Aix la Chapelle, Bremen 
——s Nuremberg, Mayence, and Plauen. 

Consul at Athens. 

Great Britain and British Dominions: 

Consuls at Birmingham, Dundee, Leith, Nottingham, SheMeld, South- 
ampton, Tunstall, Victoria (British Columbia), and Huddersfieid 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 1 move to strike out the last word, 
for the purpose of calling the attention of the gentleman from 
Kentucky to Southampton. At Athens, Greece, the amount 
collected was $100 in fees, and the consul is paid $2,500 salary 
and given an allowance of $2,500. Southampton collects $300 in 
fees, while Tunstall collects $15,000, while Marseilles collects 
$16,000, and Birmingham $13,000; and yet they are all left at the 
same salaries, with the same allowance. Now, St. Thomas 
seems to have had the salary reduced because the fees have 
fallen off. Why do you not get the Secretary of State torecom- 
mend a reduction at Southampton and Athens. Why do you 
not reduce the salaries at those places. The gentleman says, 
but this is no bill on which to reorganize these consulates, and 
in a bill providing for the diplomatic service you can not do it. 
Yet you have done it in part; and if you can do it in part, why 
can not you do it altogether. 

I have been particularly amused at the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs so far as its Democratic members are concerned. You 
can not reorganize this service unlessit suitsthem. Whenever 
somebody who is not on the committee makes a suggestion for 
areform he is met with that objection, but when it suits the 
committee, through its Democratic majority, to reorganize the 
service in any particular they go ahead and doit. The gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. DINSMORE] would not yield to me for 
a courteous question; he made a remark that was satisfactory 
to himself and then went on with his talk. He is on that com- 
mittee. Reorganization is proper when it hits the minister to 
Portugal—a place where there ought not to be a minister and 
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ought not to have been one for a quarter of acentury. For the 
last eighteen years that minister has been receiving 95,000 a 
ear, and it is all proper to ‘‘ reorganize” in this bill and give 

im $6,500. Why? Why, because he happens to be from Ar- 
kansas and a constituent of the gentleman. For this are we 
Democratic members of the Committee on Foreign A fairs, and 
for this do we assume to know all about the foreign service and 
to sneer at o'her members of the House who do not happen to 
be upon that committee. 

That kind of *‘reorganization” is all right when itsuits the Dem- 
ocratic members of the Committee on Foreign Affairs. I might 
go all through the diplomatic and consular service and show 
that every once in a while, inthis bill, the committee jump a con- 
sulate up in salary. Why’ Because the consul happens to be a 
constituent of some Democratic member of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. Once in a while, too, they jump on a poor devil 
like the consul at St. Thomas, and put him down a peg: yet the 
fees collected there are twice as great in amount as those col- 
lected at Southampton, and twenty timesas much as at Athens. 
But the St. Thomas man is an unfortunate fellow—— 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. He is not from Arkansas. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. No, he is not from Arkansas or 
from Kentucky. Now let us be honest about this matter. It 
does not answer to say that it is not practicable to reform the 
service in this way. It is practicable, because this bill abounds 
in appropria ions, and they are the proper material upon which 
to work these reforms. 

Mr. M-CREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, [ regret that 
my friend from [llinois has not read the report of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs which accompanies this appropriation bill, 
because if he had read it he would have avoided the mistake into 
which he has fallen in the remarks which we have just heard. 
He will find in that report that there have been reductions made 
at six consulates. There have been six instances of reduction, 
and in the salaried list we have made an increase in but two in- 
stances. The changes that have been made by this bill have 
been almost entirely made upon the recommendation of the State 
Depurtment. Wherever the Department presented good rea- 
sons for making the suggested changes or reductions the com- 
mittee recommended them, and we have succeeded in this bill 
in reducing the expenditures of the diplomatic and consular 
service $19/.000 below what they were at the first session of the 
Filty-first Congress and $143,000 below what they were at the 
second session of the Fifty-second Congress. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. That amendment is already pending. 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. Well, I withdraw it, and renew it 
for the purpose of saying that it does not answer, because it 
does not deceive, for the gentleman to come in and say that this 
bill carries less money than preceding ones. The committee 
make reductions from $10,000 to 350,000 along certain lines for 
contingent expenses, when it is absolutely certain that they will 
come in here with a deficiency appropriation, and—— 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. The gentleman says that we 
cut down on contingent expenses. Now, this pending bill con- 
tains an appropriation for contingent expenses of exactly the 
same amount that has been appropriated in these bills for the 
last six years. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman interrupts me in 
the middle of a sentence and I purposely yield to him; a cour- 
tesy which he and other members of his committee do not al- 
ways return when they have the floor. 

Mr. MoCREARY of Kentucky. Idesire to be courteous all 
the time. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Let me state in continuation that 
you take the neutrality appropriation in the diplomatic and 
corsular service and you make large reductions, as you do at 
other points where the service will not be affected and where 
deficiencies will come in if they are required. But then you go 
along and make yourincreises. The gentleman from Kentucky 
says the committee have made but two increases of salaries of 
eonsuls. I do not so read the bill. Ihave before me now five 
or six increases. 

Mr McCREARY of Kentucky, Name them. 

Mr. CANNON of IDinois. Para is one: Bahia is another; 
Ope Town is another; New Zealand isanother. 

r. MCCREARY of Kentucky. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. So I might goalong from point to 
point in the bill 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. When we reach New Zealand 


I will show that you are mistaken. 
Mr. CAN NON of I There are other increases, 


Seay Soe nek 6 eines nee. es oe w that there is 
nothing in the position gentlemen take that we can not 
reform this service upon an appropriation bill. When it suits 
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= gentlemen to increase, you increase. When it suits you to 
ecrease, you decrease. But when others choose to make asug- 
gestion that the public service would be benefited by an in- 
crease or a decrease here or there, you hold up your hands and 
ery: ‘‘Oh! you can not do thatonan appropriation bill!” Now, 
Mr. Chairman, ‘‘ what is sauce for the goose is sauce for the 
gander,” and I have yet to learn that there is any peculiar 
intelligence or righteousness in the Democratic members of 
the Foreign Affairs Committee that is not to be found among 
other members of this House. I say again that the diplomatic 
and consular service of the United States substantially abounds 
in appropriations, according to the exigencies of the service; 
and there is no bill upon which the opportunity is so apt for 
making the change as upon the bill which provides the money 
for carrying on that service. 

Mr. HOPKINS of [llinois. I would like to ask the gentleman 
in charge of this bill a question. AsI understand from the re- 
marks of my colleague [Mr. CANNON of Illinois], who has just ad- 
dressed the committee, the salary of our minister at Portugal has 
been increased. I understand alsothat the rank of the office has 
been increased. The statement has been made that there is no 
commercial or diplomatic necessity for either the inerease of 
salary or the increase in the dignity of the office. I should like 
to have the gentleman from Kentucky explain—— 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I will say to the gentleman 
that the salary of the minister to Portugal has been increased 
from $5,000 to $6,500. As far bick as 1854 it was provided by law 
that the minister to Portugal should receive $7,500 per annum; 
and he will not under this bill recsive as much by $1,000 as was 
provided for in the original law regulating the salaries in our 
diplomatic service. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. That statement, if the gentleman 
will allow me to say so, is, I think, hardly ingenuous. I willask 
the gentleman whether some eighteen yearsago thesalary of this 
officer was not changed, being then fixed at $5,000? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. It was not fixed at $5,000; it 
was put in an appropriation bill at that amount. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Lllinois. But the appropriation bill has 
been the law governing that salary, has it not, for eighteen 

ears? 
Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I might ask the gentleman 
from Illinois in the same line why the salary of the minister to 
Mexico was increased by a Republican Congress from $12,000 to 
$17,500? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. If the gentleman should ask me 
that question, I could give him good reasons for the change; but 
Iam aa 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, after examining the whole question, determined to rec- 
ommend to this House that the salary of the minister to Portu- 
gal and the salary of the minister to Switzerland should each 
be increased from $5,090 to $6,500, and that recommendation has 
been indorsed by the Committee of the Whole in the action al- 
ready taicen on this bill. 

Mr. HOPKINSof Illinois. Now, upon what grounds were those 
recommendations made, and upon what ground did the commit- 


tee —— 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Irefer the gentlemay to my 
speech made on this subject during the general debate on this 


bill. % 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Well, I will say, with all due re- 


spect, that in referring me to his sveech for information, the 


entleman im upon me a task which [ think ought not to 
be imporsd. |Laughter.] : 

The GHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment is exhausted. 
Without objection the amendment to strike out the last word 
will be withdrawn. The Chair hears no objection. The Clerk 
will resume the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Consul at Pernambuco, Bahia, and Para. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I make a point of order upon 
“Bahia,” in line 4,0n page 14. We will see whether we can not 

et at the matterin this way. I make the point that there is an 

reuse of salary here to the extent of $500. Heretofore the 
salary has been $1,500. This is a change of existing law, and 
does not retrench expenditures. Only $50 in fees were collected 
at this place last year, according to the memorandum which I 
have. do not know who is the favorite for whom this increase 
isintended; we may find that out hereafter. Atanyrate, I make 
the point of order. I begin now to throw stones; heretofore I 
have been fighting with grass. [Laughter.| The gentleman 
from Arkansas thought I did not know enough to make the point 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will inquire of the gentleman 
from. IMinois [Mr. CANNON] whether this salary is fixed by 
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Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I understand that it is; it so ap- 
pears according to the memorandum I have. Heretofore the 
salary has been $1,500 a year. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. This isan increase—one of the 
few increases that have been made. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Iwill find you a number of others. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is this salary fixed by statute? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. This increase was made be- 
cause of evidence given to the committee that the trade between 
the United States and the Bracilian port of Bahia has very 
much increased, so as to render the presence of an efficient con- 
sular officer at that place more important than ever before. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair isready to rule upon the point 
of order. 
by statute, then clearly the provision in the bill to increase the 
salary is in contravention of the rule of the House. The Chair 
therefore sustains the point of order; and this provision for an 
increase of salary must be stricken from the bill. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. I make a point of order also upon 
‘Para,’ in reference to which there is also an increase. 1 will 
find the gentleman other increases. 
hold in my hand the salary of this officer at Para has hereto- 
fore been $1,500; it is now changed to $2,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthe same facts exist, the same decision 
mrst be rendered. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Colombia: 
Consul at Barranquilla. 
Costa Rica: 
Consul at San Jose. 
Wrance: 
Consuls at Pheims, St. EtiennéVand Roubaix. 
Germany: 

Consuls at Cologne, Crefeld, Dusseldorf, Leipsic, Brunswick, Sonneberg, 
Magdeburg, and Furth. 

Great Britain and British Dominions: 

Consuls at Cardiff, Chatham, Cork, Dublin, Dunfermline. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I want to makea point of order on 
* Roubaix,” in line 10, and ‘* Furth,” in line 13. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk has already passed that point 
and is reading now the paragraph beginning with line 15. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I was watching the reading, Mr. 
Chairman, closely, and was prepared to make this point of 
order. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I waswatching as close as possible. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky 6bjects 
to recurring to this roint. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, very well, letit go. I willnot 
insist. But the gentleman said there were but two increases. 
Now I have found three already and here are two more—— 

Mr. McCREARY of'Kentucky. I stated to the gentleman from 
Tilinois that there had been only three increases of the salaried 
list; and if the gentleman had examined the bill carefully he would 
have found that the places he is now referring to are places that 
were reported by the Secretary of State, under the act approved 
July 16, 1892, in which it was declared that the estimates for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 184, should contain specifically, 
under classified consulates, all consulates and commercial agen- 
cies where the fees collected or the compensation allowed under 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, exceeded $1,000, so that the 
feed consulates might be placed on the salaried list. 

In accordance with the estimates furnished the following 
changes were made. At Roubaix, where we had a commercial 
agent, the fees collected in 1893 were $5,845. The Committee 
on Foreign Affairs determined to make this a salaried consul 
and allow only $2,000. The next place is Furth, where we were 
also represented by a commercial agent, and there was collected 
last year $4,856. We change that toa salaried consul and allow 

2,.60. The next is Plauen. A consular agent is there who 
collected $8,60, and he is allowed $2,500. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. And thatis a reductioninstead 
of an increase, 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Yes, as has been well suggested 
by the gentleman from Mississippi at Roubaix and at Furth there 
is a reduction of the amount received by the commercial agent 
last year. He does not receive under this bill as much as he has 
been receiving. 

Now, I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I beg the gentleman not to rise un- 
til I have a word in answer. 

Mr. MoCREARY of Kentucky, 
man desired to be heard. 


I object to going back. 


I did not know the gentle- 
: I will withdraw the motion for the 
present. 


Mr, CANNON of Illinois. At Roubaix and at Furth we have 
ore had commercial agencies. Now, you propose to stop 


If the salary of the officer at this place is now fixed | 


Under the law which I | 
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Mr. MCCREARY of Keniucky. No; $2,000 a year. 

Mr. HITT. Wellit would amount to $2,500 a year, because 

agencies in Roubaix will give $500 mo © under this bill. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly; and inaddition to that, 
when you make a salaried consul you then getready to give him 
a large contingent provision forexpenses, large clerk hire, large 

’ 
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rent. He then becomes a royal fellow and lives on a fine salary 
and you have got to make an allowan 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentuck The t in is mistaken 
| in that. 
| Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, yes, you do it in the name of 
} economy, you say. ‘Sly, Joey Bag wir 
[Laughter and applause. | 
Mr. MCCREARY of Kent icky. [ move tha t ( 
rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
OThe committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker h 


resumed the chair, Mr. BAILEY reported that the Committ 
| 
| 
| 


| of the Whole House on the state of the Union,kaving had under 
consideration the diplomatic and consular appropriatian bill, 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

| MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

| A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, ove of its clerks, 

} announced that the Senate had passed with amendment the 
bill | H. R. 5065) to ratify the reservation of certain lands made 
for the benefit of Oklahoma Territory, and for other purposes 
in which the concurrence of the House wis requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 


bill (S. 1649) providing for the survey of the land described in 
the grant to the Willamette Valley and Cascade Mountain 


Wagon Road Company, in the State of Oregon; in which the con- 
| curence of the House was requested. 
ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 
| Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 


ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint 
resolution (S. R. 77) providing for the placing of a tab upon 
the Capitol to commemorate the laying of the corner stone of 
the building, September 18, 1793; when the Speaker signed the 
} same. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimousconsent, leave of absence was granted, as follows: 

To Mr.sDRAPER, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. BOUTELLE, for three days. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, my colleague 
TURPIN] has been sick since Monday. I! ask unanimous consent 
that leave of absence be granted to him on that account. 

There was no ob_.ection. 

And then, on motion of Mr. McCreary (at 5 o'clo 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


[Mr. 





and 15 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, privates bills and resolutions we 


re 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
| referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follow 

By Mr. HOUK, from the Committee on War Claims: 

A resolution to refer the bills; H. BR. 860, 924, 3638) for the relief 





of James Raither, for the relief of the trustees of the Holston Fe 


| male College, of Jefferson County, Tenn., and Mary Jane Hub- 
bard to the Court of Claims. (Report No. 763.) 

By Mr. LOUD, from the Committee on Claims: 

| A bill (S. 425) for the relief of the Potom ic Steamboat Company 
(Report No. 764.) 

A bill (H. R. 3955) granting jurisdiction and authority to the 
Court of Claims in the case of the scow Rowena. (Report No. 
765. ) 

By Mr. BUNN, from the same committee: 

A bill (H. R. 2845) for the relief of Martin Maddux. (Report 
No. 766.) 

A bill (H. R. 4270) for the relief of the widow of Patrick P. 
Burton. (Report No. 767.) 

A bill (H. R. 1075) for the relief of Merril Denham. (Report 
No. 768.) 

A bill (H. R. 4198) for the relief of W. Jasper Blackburn. (Re- 
port No. 769.) 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 29) to pay legal representatives 
of Hon. David Heaton balance of his unexpired term in Forty- 
first Congress. (Report No. 770.) 


By Mr. CLARK of Missouri, from the Committee on Pen- 


them as commercial agents, and to make them consuls, at $2,500 | sions: A bill (H. R. 6103) for the relief of Mrs. Mary A. Mene 


& year. 


fee. (Report No. 771.) 





A104 


By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: A bill (H. R. 5816) granting a pension to Mary Ann 
Donoghue. (Report No. 772.) 

By Mr. BUNN, from the Committee on Claims, the bill (H. 
R. 2830) for the relief of Lewis McKenzie. (Report No. 773). 

By Mr. MOSES, from the Committee on Pensions: A bill (H. 
R. 3055) to increase the pensionof James Lane. (Report No. 774.) 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Under élause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills were adversely re- 
ported and laid on the table, as follows: 2 2 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, 
the bill (H. R. 2433) for the reliefof A.H.Sympson. (Report No. 
762.) 

By Mr. LOUD, from the same committee, the bill (H. R. 2828) 
for the relief of J. V. Davis. (Report No. 759.) 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule,XXTI, the Committee on Patents was 
discharged from the concideration of the bill (H. R. 6470) for the 


relief of the heirs of Philip Francis Renaut, and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced,and severally referred as follows: 


By Mr. DE FOREST: A bill (H. R. 6837) to amend section 4934 | 
of the Revised Statutes, increasing the fees on filing each origi- | 


na! application for patent from $15 to $17—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 6838) to construé 
the act of Congress passed January 6, 1893, to incorporate the 
Protestant Episcopal Cathedral Foundation of the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. STORER: A bill (H. R. 6839) donating four condemned 
cannon to the burial lot of the Fifth Ohio Volunteer Infantry 
near Cincinnati—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr.O’NEILL of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 6840) to protect free 
labor and the industries in which it is employed from the inju- 
rious effect of convict labor by confining the sale of goods;wares, 
and merchandise manufactured by convict labor to the State in 
which they are produced—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 6841) 
in relation to bonded officers of the United States and clerks 
and employés serving under them—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. GOLDZIER: A bill (H. R. 6842) to provide for the re- 
lief of aged and disabled letter carriers—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. , 

By Mr. STORER: A bill (H. R. 6843) to increase the efficiency 
of the foreign service of the United States and to provide for the 
reorganization of the Department of State and the consular and 
diplomatic service—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause | of Rule XXU, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CABANISS: A bill (H. R. 6844) for the relief of Wil- 
liam T. Maynard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DUNPHY: A bill (H. R. 6845) for the relief of Elizabetlr 
Tiehan—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: A bill (H. R, 6846) to increase the pen- 
sion of Henry H. Lewis, of Chicago, I1l.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: A bill (H. R. 6847) for the relief of Henry 
Elling, of Virginia City, Mont.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 6848) for the relief of Ar- 
thur L. Payne—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TERRY (by request): A bill (H. R. 6849) for the relief 
of the estate of John A. McDaniel, Pulaski County, Ark.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. e 

By Mr. WISE: A bill (H. R. 6850) for the relief of Richmond 
College, located at Richmond, Va.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: A bill (H. R. 6851) for the relief of 
James Berry Duckett—-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BRATTAN; Petition of 5. B. Parsons, and 21 other 
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residents of Parsonsburg, Md., for the admission of fraternal 
society publications into United States mails as second-cl iss mat- 
ter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

By Mr. CANNON of Illinois: Petition of J. C. Ross, late pri- 
vate of eer IF, Fifteenth Indiana Volunteers, certificate 
30307, for special act increasing his pension to $45 per month—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: Petition of Board of Trade of Olympia, 
and Chamber of Commerce of Tacoma, Wash., protesting aguinst 
the passage of bill to abolish the Coast and Geodetic Survey— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of Commercial Club of Tacoma, Wash., praying 

for the passage of the bill providing for a pilot chart of the 
North Pacific Ocean—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
_ Also, petition of Stevens Post, No. 1, Department of Wash- 
ington and Alaska, Grand rr of the Republic, praying for 
the passage of the bill making the 12th day of February a na- 
tional holiday—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. EDMUNDS: Petition of citizens of Lynchburg, Va., 
against taxing national building and loan associations—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petititon of citizens of 
Warren, West Brookfield, Uxbridge, and Upton, Worcester 
County, Mass., in favor of a bill to regulate the sale of sbsti- 
tutes for dairy products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota: Petition of J. L. Byram 
and 37 other citizens of Redwood Falls, Minn., favoring the 
Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MCRAE: Petition of 366 ajtizens of the United States, 
asking for the opening of the Crow Indian Reservation without 
requiring payment by the settlers—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, petition of the Settlers’ League of the State of Washing- 
ton, asking for the passage of House bill 121—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SHAW: Petition of Thomas Johnson and 26 other cit- 
izens of the towns of Farmington, Holland, and Onalaska, La 
Crosse County, Wis., for an act to enable the States to regulate 
the sale of substitutes for dairy products—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. STEVENS: Petition of 90 citizens of Lowell, Mass., 
prometing against admitting immigrants to this country who 

ave proved themselves incapable of assimilation with Ameri- 
cans, and praying for an amendment to the laws relating to im- 
migration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 


tion. 

By Mr. STORER: Petition of Fred A. Bateman and 38 other 
citizens of Hamilton County, Ohio, for the passage of the Man- 
derson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of Cincinnati Branch, No, 43, N.L.C. A., in 
favor of House bill. 5294—to the Committee on the Post-Oftica 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Protest of Trinity Evangelical Lutheran 
Church, of Jamesville, Waseca County, Minn., signed by Rev. 
H. Strasen, pastor,and Johann Graatz and Herman Gabler, 
trustees, representing 300 communicants, against any change in 
the preamble of the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. : 

By Mr. TERRY (by request): Petition of citizens of Little 
Rock, Ark., asking that national building and loan associations 
be exempted from the operation of the income tax—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TYLER: Petition of Anna J. Belanga and Minerva 
Ellen Land, for pensions, to accompany House bill 6830—to the 
Committée on Pensions. 

By Mr. WALKER: Petition of Morrison S. Swift, asking Con- 
gress to provide, first, farms and factories where the unem- 

loyed now and at all times hereafter may be able to apply their 

abor productively for the supply of their own wants; secon, to 

take steps to amend the Constitution of the United States so 
that it shall affirm the right of every one to have work; third, 
to abolish all interest-bearing bonds; fourth, to furnish imme- 
diate employment for the unemployed by beginning the con- 
struction of good roads on a large scale throughout the country, 
etc.—to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws. 

* By Mr. WEVER: Petition of 55 citizens of Moira, Franklin 
County, N. Y., for an act of Congress to enable States to enforce 
local law regulating the sale of substitutes for dairy products— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts: Petition of I. A. Kline 
and 24 others, of Egremont, Mass., in favor of Federal legisla- 
tion regulating the sale of substitutes for dairy products—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mr.BuRN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


SENATOR FROM NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr.RANSOM. Mr. President, the credentials of Hon. Thomas 
J. Jarvis, appointed by the governor of North Carolina a Sena- 
tor from that State to succeed the late Senator Vance, have been 
read and placed on the files. Heis in the Chamber, and I ask 
that he be sworn in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator appointed will please 
come forward and receive the oath of office. 

Mr. Jarvis was escorted to the Vice-President’s desk by Mr. 
RANSOM, and the oath prescribed by law having been adminis- 
tered to him he took his seat in the Senate. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Postmaster-General, transmitting, in compliance 
with law, the claim of James A. Sexton, late postmaster at 
Chicago, I[ll., for a credit of $3,757.05 on account of postal funds 
stolen from his office, and recommending the passage of a bill 
authorizing the credit asked forand making an appropriation of 
that amount; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I presenta petition of the Cincinnati (Ohio) 
Chamber of Commerce, setting out the great advantages which 
have been derived by the United States from the reciprocity 
treaties now in foree, and praying Congress to make such amend- 
ments to the pending Wilson tariff bill as will secure to the 
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that it be printed and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by-Mr. V1LAs on the 2d instant, intended 
to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill, reported f:vor- 
ably thereon, and moved that it be printed and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S.274) making ap 
propriation for the establishment of a national park near Flor- 
ence, S. C., submitted an adverse report thereon; which was 
agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S.1623) for the relief of William 
Hurt, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom the 
subject was referred, submitted a report, accompanied by « bil) 
(S. 1964) to promote the efficiency of the Revenue Cutter Service: 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 529) for the relief of William R. 
Miller, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed 
to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom the 
subject was referred, submitted a report, accompanied by « bill 
(S. 1965) to repeal article 9 of the act of August 19, 1890, entitled 


| ‘*Anact to adopt regulations for preventing collisions at sea;” 


which was read twice by its title. 
Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself 


| March 29, 1894, intended to be proposed to the general deficiency 


United States a continuance of the advantages of reciprocity. | 
As the bill is now pending in the Senate, I move that the peti- | 


tion lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Local 
Union, No. 97, of Boston, Mass., and a memorial of the Lasteis’ 


Protective Union, of Boston, Mass., remonstrating against the | 
ratification of the proposed Chinese treaty; which were ordered | ® : : ; 
| itate the entry of steamships: which was ordered to lie on the 


to lie on the table. 


He also presented petitions of J. J. Milliken and 22 other citi- | 


zens of Massachusetts; of Edward Doliiver and 87 other citi-ens 
of Massachusetts, and of John H. Givan and 37 other citizens of 
Boston, Mass., praying that fraternal society and college jour- 
nals be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

Mr. PEFFER presented a petition of the Wage Workers’ Po- 
litical Alliance of the District of Columbia, praying for the pas- 
sage of Senate bill No. 1900, to enable the public authorities to 
establish systems of public codperation, and for other purposes: 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I present a petition to Congress, signed 
by the governor, all the State officers, and all of the members of 
the Legislature of the State of Iowa, setting forth the condition 
of the Missouri River at Council Bluffs, Iowa, and Omaha, Nebr., 
and praying that an appropriation be made in order that great 
damages may be prevented at that point. [ move that the pe 
tition, with the accompanying appendices, be printed as a docu- 
ment, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of 98 teachers and pu- 
ils of Memphis, Tenn., praying that fraternal society and col- 
ege journals be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; 

which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 
Mr. FRYE presented a memorial of Encampment No. 106, Union 
Veteran Legion, of Lewiston, Me., remonstrating against the 
assage of House bill No. 5575, which proposes to take from the 
oard of Managersof the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers all or nearly all control and places the same under the 
overnment of the War Department; which was referred to the 
mmittee on Appropriations. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 747) granting to Ira Bacon, of Company 
A, Fifty-second Regiment Indiana Volunteers, an additional 
bounty of $100, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was 
agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. JONES of Ar- 
kansas on the 23d instant, intended to be proposed to the In- 
dian appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved 


appropriation bill, reported favorably theréon, and moved that 
it be printed and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 
Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
yas referred the bill (H. R. 2710) for the relief of the heirs of 
Edward Morrison and Nellie Morrison, now deceased, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the bill (S. 1886) to facil- 


table and be printed. 
’ REPORT ON NICARAGUA CANAL, 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, to whom 
was referred the following resoiution, submitted by Mr. But- 
L&R (for Mr. MORGAN) on the 20th instant, reported it without 


‘amendment, and it was considered by unanimous consent, and 


agreed to: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 5,000 additional 
copies of Senate Report No. 331, relative to the Nicaragua Canal, together 
with a topical index of said report prepared under tbe direction of the Com 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 


REPORT OF DISTRICT HEALTH OFFICER. 


Mr. GORMAN. Lamadirected by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the concurrent resolution from the House 
of Representatives proposing to print 1,500 copies of the annual 
report of the health officer of the District of Columbia, to re- 
port it with amendments, and I ask for its present considera- 
tion. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution; which was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized to print and bind in cloth 
1,500 copies of the annual report of the health officer of the District of Co 
lumbia; 100 for the use of the Senate, 350 for the use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and 1,050 copies for the use of said health officer of the District 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments of the Committee 
on Printing will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 4, before the word ‘‘ hundred,” 
strike out ‘‘ fifteen” and insert ‘‘twelve:” in line 6, after the 
word ** Columbia,” insert ‘‘ for 1893; and strike out all from the 
beginring of line 7 down to the word ‘‘for” in line 10: so as to 


| make the concurrent resolution read: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Publie Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized to print and bind in cloth 
1,200 copies of the annual report of the health officer of the District of Co 
lumbia for 1893, for the use of said health officer of the District. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iask that the reports accompanying the two 
resolutions just passed be printed in the usual form. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection it will be ¢o 
ordered. 
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PROTECTION OF ST. FRANCIS RIVER. 

Mr. BERRY. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce 
to report a joint resolution, and ask unanimous consent for its 
present consideration. - 

The joint resolution (S. R. 81) directing the Seeretary of War 
to’cnuse un examination to be made to determine if there is proba- 


bility and danger of the Mississippi River cutting through the | 


space dividing such river from the St. Francis River in the 
vicinity of Walnut Bend, Ark., was read the first time by its 
title, and the second time at length, as follows: 

Tee ved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
Ame icain Congress assembled, That the Secretary of War be, and heis hereby, 
auth rized and directed to cause an examination to be made to determine if 
there is probability and danger of the Mississippi River cutting through the 
space dividing such river from the St. Francis River in the vicinity of Wal- 
nut Bond, Ark., some 20 miles above the mouth of the St. Francis River; and 
if such danger exists, to case tobe made a survey and estimate of the 
o- mnt neecssary to prevent damage to the navigation of the St. Francis 

ive 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Wen ole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate withoutamend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed forathird reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. VILAS introduced a bill (S. 1966) for the relief of Samuel 
G. Cabell; which was read twice by its title,and, with the ac- 
comp.inying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 1967) to provide for 
the continuance in office of customs officers and assistant treas- 
urers until successors shall have been appointed and qualified; 
which was read twics by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on linance. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The Dill, the title of which has been 
read, is one which was prepared and recommended to Congress 
by the Seeret uy of the Treasury. Supplemental thereto I pro- 

ose to introduce a joint resolution, also drawn and recommended 

y the Secretary of the Treasury, authorizing the pay of officers 
of customs performing duty after the expiration of their term. 

lor many years, probably half a century, collectors and sur- 
veyors of customs, although their term of office was fixed at four 
years, have performed the duties of their office after the expira- 
tion of the tern and until their successors were appointed and 
qualified. It was only lately discovered that this is a violation 
of the law. JI understand that since the Ist day of January last, 
or thereabouts, about one hundred and fifty hold-overo fficials in 
the United States have been without pay, although they have 
performed duty. The money is appropriated for their payment, 
and all that is needed is the authorization to the officer of cus- 
toms charged with the payment of these officials to pay them. 

I hope the Committee on Finance will give immediate consid- 
eration to the joint resolution and the bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 80) au- 
thorizing the pay of officers of customs performing duty after 
the expiration of their terms; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 1968) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Laredo, Tex.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. ALLISON, it was 
Ordered, That John Swenson have leave to withdraw his petition from 
the files of the Senate. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. PRUDEN, one of hissecretaries, announced that the President 
had on this day approved and signed the act (S. 1928) to amend 
section | of an act approved April 6, 1894, entitled ‘“‘ An act to 
give effect to the award rendered by the Tribunal of Arbitration, 
at Paris, under the treaty between the United States and Great 
Britain, concluded at Washington, February 29, 1892, for the 
ee of submitting to arbitration certain questions concern- 

ng the preservation of the fur seals.” 
- RIGHT OF PETITION, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from Nebraska [Me. ALLEN], com- 
ing over from a previous day. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution relative to the right of un- 
armed, law-abiding, and peaceably 4 ye but unemployed 
citizens of the United States to peacefully assemble in the city 
of Washington, and to petition the Government for redress of 
their grievances. 

Mr. ALLEN. [su the insertion of the words “ or of the 
law” in line 7, after word “‘ peace.” Lam informed upon this. 
side of the Chamber that there will be no opposition to the 
passage of the resolution. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. I did not hear the statement of the Senator 
from Nebraska in regard to the opposition to the resolution. 

Mr. ALLEN. I say I understand there wil! be no opposition 
on this side of the Chamber to the passage of the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution as modified will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr 
ALLEN, as modified, as follows: 

Whereas it is currently reported that unarmed, law-abiding, and peace- 
ably disposed, but unemployed citizens of the United States of America are 
about to *‘ peacefully assemble” in the city of Washington, and ‘to petition 
the Government for a redress of their grievances; and 

Whereas threats of arresting such persons have been made upon their 
ae the District of Columbis, and the city of Washington: There- 

ore, 

Resolved, That under the Constitution of the United States of America, 
citizens of the United States, regardless of their rank or station in life, have 
an undoubted and unquestionabdje right to peacefully assemble and peti ion 
the Government fora redress of their grievances at any place within the 
United States where they do not create a breach of the peace or of the law, 
menace or endanger persons or property, or disturb the transaction of the 
public business or the free use of streets and highways by the public. 

Second. That such persons. have as undoubted a right to visit and assem- 
ble in the city ef Washington for any and all peaceable as As in other 
portions of territory belonging to or under the jurisdiction of the United 
States, at all times being amenable to the law for any violation thereof. 

Third, That such persons have a right to enter upon the Capitol grounds 
of the United States. and into the Capitol building itself, as fully and to as 
great an extent as other citizens or persons so long as they do not disturb 
or hinder the transaction of the public business, menace the public peace or 
rights of persons and property; and any threat of violence to such persons 
under such circumstances would be a clear violation of their constitutional 
and inalienable rights. 

Fourth. That we commend the prompt enforcement of all just and consti- 
tutional laws looking to the preservation of the public peace and the pre- 
vention of crime, but under the pretense of preserving the public peace and 
the prevention and punishment »f crime peaceable and law-abiding citizens 
must not be disturbed in the full and free exercise of their constitutional 
rights. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I deprecate the introduction of 
resolutions upon this subject from any quarter. Tt seems to me 
that the persons alluded to in the resolution should be treated 
like other persons of this country. If they observe the law, asa 
matter of course they will not be molested. If they violate any 
law—national, State, or municipal—they ought to be punished. 

I regret that anyone should think there is any necessity for 
the Congress of the United Stites, or either of its branches, to 
declare the fundamental truths which are contained in the body 
of the resolutions. It intimates a want of confidence in our in- 
stitutions and in the execution of the laws of the land, which is 
much to be deplored. If my constituents come to this capital 
and violate any law I should expect them to be punished. That 
they have the right to come here to visit this capital, to enjoy 
all the immunities and privileges of other citi ensof the United 
States, is so plain, so unquestioned, that any suspicion in regard 
to it is a reflection upon the intelligence and patriotism of the 
people of the whole country. . 

But, Mr. President, there is a statement in the preamble of 
the resolutions to which Ican not subscribe. If the Senator 
from Nebraska means to say, when he uses the expression that 
‘it is currently reported that unarmed, law-abiding, and peace- 
ably disposed but unemployed citizens of the United States ” are 
about to ‘‘ peacefully assemble” in the city of Washington, and 
‘*to petition the Government for a redress of their grievances ”— 
if he means by this to include the men who have trampled upon 
the laws, seized private property, and undertaken to secure 
transportation to. this city by force of arms, then I must dis- 
sent from any such proposition. 

Those who have violated the law must abide by the conse- 
quences, and this issue must be met right here and now. We 
can not for one instant hesitate or palter with what has been 
done in this country within the last few days in the name of the 
unemployed people of the country. 

Iam not here to make any profession of my sympathy with 
any particular classof the American people. [Taman American; 
I have not in me one dropof blood which would create the slight- 
est antagonism to any section or any class fo the people of this 
country, and particularly with those who labor daily fora living, 
and who by force of circumstances, no matter what the cause, 
are now unemployed. But they must learn to abide by the law. 
If Congress for one single instant compromises the stern truth 
that every citizen of this country must be a law-abiding citizen, 
we commence a crevasse in the institutions of the country which 
will end in a flood and final destruction. 

Now, sir, if citizens want to come here, pens or unem- 
ployed, and visit this capital, inspec’ the public edifices, or see 
the operations of the lawmaking department of the country, it 
goes without saying that they will he protected. But if they 
propose to seize trains, to violate the laws of the country, to 
trample upon — or public rights, then Congress should not 
for one single instant palter with such conduct. 


NeROLCORE ae 8 
Mr. . Mr. President, I am ata loss to undorstand 
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the purpose of the introduction of these resolutions, which seem 
to change no existing law, but which, taken in connection with 
their preamble, seem to extend a cringing invitation to some 
thousands of people, calling themselves unemployed laborers, 
who, if the newspaper accounts be true, are preparing to invade 
this capital—some peaceably and on foot, some by stolen railroad 
trains, some by beggury, and all of them to no useful purpose. 

The only inducement which has been given to such an inva- 
sion, which is unheard-of in the history of our country, has been 
the utterances of men in high place holding office, members of 
this body, who have spoken of a servile police force and a paid 
soldiery, as if men sworn to do their duty were to be denounced 
in the Senate of the United States because of their loyalty; und 
the attention devoted to them by governors of certain States, 
who have invited them to make their descent upon the capital 
of the United States. Our own State of Colorado is now suifer- 
ing ‘rom such a governor, whose vagaries and whose antics have 
brought discredit and dishonor upon our Commonwealth, to the 
injury of our credit and our standing and the soiling of our fair 
nam°® 

Mr. Presideat, Lam tired of this method of dealing with these 
demonstrations. The times are ‘out of joint.” What made 
them so miy be attributed to one causeor to another. Thoseof 
us {vom the West have attributed it to the appreciation of the 
value of gold. We believe we are right; but whether we are 
right or wrong, that discussion has now no place in the consid- 
eration of the welcome which it is proposed we shall extend to 
these strolling bands who intend to visit Washington. 

Ii isa fact that while great sympathy has gone out all over 
the country apparently to these men, you will find it is evinced 
largely by citizens of one State whodesire to see these men 
safely delivered from their borders over into the borders of an- 
other State so they shall not be acharge upon them. Many of 
these men are honest men. They are led by leaders wno are 
either insane or cranks or vicious. 

There is a solution of this grave question of relief for the un- 
employed. It will come not by wandering bands visiting WV ash- 
ington; it will come through the beneficence of mankind, which 
gradually, a3 the world grows better, makes men more humane 
and more kind. There should be no man suffering for food for 
himself or his family in the broad domain of the United States 
who is willing to work. It is my solemn conviction that, bad as 
the times are and worse, as I fear they may become, there is to- 
day no man who sincerely desires work for the support of him- 
self and his family, who can not either get work or bread to put 
into the mouth of himself and his little ones until work can be 
found. 

Tam tired, Mr. President, of this talk of a national demon- 
stration. The States wherein these men reside owe them the 
charity of their support until work can be found for those who 
are willing to work. In Colorado to-day, crushed and humil- 
iated as she is by the action of Congress, I venture to say that 
no man is starving because hecan not find work or willing hands 
to help him or willing friends to assist in supporting him until 
work can be found for him. 

[I believe that the time has come when those of us who are in 
public life ought to begin to cultivate more a regard for the 
perpetuity of republican institutions and to pander less to that 
miscailed portion of the labor vote whose labor is with their 
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manded such a declaration; but by the second clause of the 
preamble it is proposed to commit the Congress of the United 
States to the following statement: 

Whereas threats of arresting such persons have been made upon their en 
tering in the District of Columbia and the city of Washington; Therefore 

[ have inquired of the Senators around me, and [ am unable to 
learn that there haveever been such threats. I have seen noth- 
ing of the kind in the press. I believe that this recital, which 
the Senatorfrom Nebraska asks the Senate toadopt isaslander 
upon Congress and upon the existing government of this District; 
that it isa manof straw, set up to be stricken down by the reso- 
lutions. 

Taeso are resolutions, as was said by a Senator in my h i 
of censure upon the Congress of the United States ov upon th 
officials whose duty it is to preserve law and order in this Di 


t 


| trict. 
No one denies the right of citizens of the United States to 
peaceably assemble, to petition Congress, and to visit the en 
tal. Noone denies the right of any citizen to visit the capital 


throats, and never with their hands: that it is time we stood for | 


the rights of American manhood, the right of a man to work if 
he wants to even if it takes the whole Army of the country to 
sustain him in doing it—the right of every man to equal liberty 
with another—and that means that he shall have such liberty 
as is not inconsistent with the equal rights ofhis neighbor; the 
right to hold and to enjoy the property which the laws of this 
country have enabled him to secure. 

It is time, Mr. President, that we had the courage to stand 
together against socialism and populism and paternalism run 
riot, which is agitating and fermenting this country, and which 
must end, if they are not checked, in the destruction of the 


blessed liberties which the laws and the Constitution give us; | 


liberties that should be dearer to us than life itself. 

I am opposed to the consideration of these resolutions, with 
their untruthful preamble. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I entirely agree with what the 
Senator from Missouri{Mr. Vist] said afew moments ago, but I 
desire tocall the attention of the Senate particularly to the second 
clauseof the preamble. A distinguished member of the House of 
Representatives from my State once introduced into the House a 
resolution declaring substantially that treason was a crime, and 
should be punished. It passed almost unanimously. These resolu- 
tionsremind me of that resolution. There are certain truths re- 
cited in these resolutions to which we should allagree and which 
we shouid be wiiling to affirm if they were not accompanied by 
recitals, or if the circumstances or conditions of the times de- 





in the same way and with the same privileges which are allowed 
to any other citizen; but, as was said by the Senator from M 


souri, if in coming to the capital for the purpose of assembling 
and petitioning Congress, they violate the law and commita 


crime, theyshould be punished; there should be no apology and 
nothing which will look like an apology to them by actionof the 
United States Senate. 

I should like to know from the Senator from Nebraska, who 
has threatened the arrest of persons who are coming luwfuliy 
and orderly to the District of Columbia or to the national capi- 
tal for the purpose of assembling and petitioning? 

Mr. ALLEN. Ishall take the pleasure at the proper time, 
when the Senator from Oregon concludes his remarks and other 
Senators who are opposing these resolutions, to state exactly 
what I know and what I think he knows upon tiris subject. If 
the Senator from Oregon denies that there have been any 
threats of violence, open or covert, he denies that which every 
man who can read knows to be the truth. : 

Mr. DOLPH. I know of no such threats, and I do not think 
the Senator from Nebraska can show that there have been any 
such threats. 

The Congress of the United States legislates for the District 
of Columbia. There are officers provided for the District to 
enforce the laws, and astatement inthe public press, or by those 
officers, that the laws must be enforced. would not constitute 
such a threat as is recited in the preamble of these resolutions, 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator from Ovegon will permit me to 


ask him a question, [ ask if he denies a solitary doctrine con- 





| word. 


tained in the resolutions? 

Mr. DOLPH. I stated that the doctrines contained in the 
resolutions were commonplace truths, which nobody would deny, 
and which nobody would reiuse to vote for if the occasion wis a 
proper one: 

Mr. ALLEN. Then why noi adopt the resolutions? 

Mr. DOLPH. And if they were not accompanied by a lying 
preamble no Senator would refuse to vote for the declara 
contained in them; but I undertake to say the resoiutions ure 
untimely in view of what is transpiring in this country. They 
have been introduced for a single purpose, and that is to under- 
take to secure a vote of the Senate as to whether there shall be 
an apology for these people marching upon the capital and pro- 
curing transportation in the waysmentioned by the Senator from 
Missouri. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator that 
that is absolutely untrue. 

Mr. DOLPH. There is no reason for such a declaration of 
Congress at the present time. The resolutions simply contain 
fundamental truths, which it would be idle for Congress to de- 
elare, because a schoolboy knows that the truths announced 
in the resolutions are fundamental. The resolutions are intro- 
duced at this time for a purpose, and they are introduced in con- 
nection with a preamble which is untrue and misleading. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I merely desire to say a single 
As to the body of these resolutions, as [ took occasion to 
say yesterday when they were introduced, there is no man in 
public life or out of it with whom I am acquainted who denies 
the truth of what is asserted therein, and I am willing even 
to go so far as to vote for the adoption of the resolutions, un- 
necessary as they are, if the preamble is discarded. But the 
preamble, Mr. President, is vicious and untrue in its statements, 
I must be permitted to say withoutany disrespect tothe Senator 
from Nebraska. 

Anyone who read the wise and noderate statement or declara- 
tion made by the Commissioners of this District, the authorized 
police authority of this community, the other day in tne news- 
papers, must know how far from the fact the statement of the 
second clause of that preambls. is. 
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In that declaration by the Commissioners there was not one 
syllable, not one word, that intimated any intention to arrest 
anybody who was not violating the laws of the District and of 
the country. [twas a kindly and a moderate warning to all 
vagrant people who come into this District without visible means 
of support and were likely to become a charge upon this Dis- 
trict or upon the benevolence of its inhabitants, that they were 
coming upon an errand which could not result in good to them- 
selves, while it must result in hardship to the good people who 
maintain their homes and maintain the dignity of American 
citizenship and manhood within the District of Columbia—a 
warning that all who disobey the law would be dealt with pre- 
cisely as the law requires that they should be dealt with, with- 
out distinction of person or condition. 

Mr. President, though I am willing to vote for the body of 
these resolutions without the preamble, I am not very much 
concerned about the rights of these vagrant people. Their 
rights will be respected. They have a right to come and go; 
they have a right to be tramps if they please. I have a certain 
sympathy with the vagabondism that makes picturesque our 
roads in the summer, “ the loop'd and window’d raggedness ”’ of 
these unfortunate people who think they can best subserve their 
own interests by tramping the roads instead of staying in their 
own abodes and waiting for the work that issure to come to them, 
or the assistance that will kindly be extended to them until 
work does come, as was said by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
Wo.cort). But I am concerned about the rights of those mil- 
lions of industrious people who are not in these armies, but 
whose industry must support them. 

I am concerned about the rights of those who bivouac every 
night by their own firesides and who are interested in preserv- 
ing the liberties and institutions of this country, which these 
very people, who are so regardless of them, aredoing their best, 
whether intentionally or not, to undermine, if not to destroy. 
It is with their rights and their interests that wearein the first 
place concerned, and it needs no declaration such as this to as- 
sure either them or these misguided people, as I must think 
them, that their interests and rights are in no danger except by 
their own fault. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator will allow me to call his atten- 
tion to the last four lines of the third subdivision of the resolu- 
tions, which are subject to precisely the same criticism which 
he has made to the second clause of the preamble. 

Mr. GRAY. The third subdivision reads: 

That such persons have aright to enter 7 the Capitol grounds of the 
United States, and into the Capitol building itself, as fully and to as great 
an extent as other citizens or persons so long as they do not disturb or hin- 
der the transaction of the public business, menace the public peace or rights of 
persons and property— 

I agree to that— 


and any threat of violence to such persons under such circumstances would 
be a clear violation of their constitutional and inalienable rights. 


I agree to that. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I say, asthe Senator has said, that nobody 
has made a threat of any such thing. 

Mr.GRAY. So far from any threat eae may say to the 
Senator from Connecticut that if he had the very well composed 
and moderate statement made by the ee authorities of this 
District here to read, he would find that nothing but a kindly 
warning was contained in it to these people, at not a threat 
was made against them or that their rights would be violated 
in the smallest degree. 

Mr. President, I have nothing more to say, except that the 
preamble I can not vote for. ith the body of the resolutions, 
with their declaration of rights that no one ever disputed, I 
h»ve no controversy. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I sincerely hoped that these 
resolutions would pass the Senate this morning without being 
questioned. I had been assured by a number of Senators that 
the resolutions contain what they are pleased to call, and what 
we all know to be true, elementary doctrine, and that no man 
would be found in this Chamber this morning raising his voice 
against the prompt adoption of the resolutions, to the end that 
the Ee sentiment which is aroused throughout the countr 
on this subject may understand the exact attitude Congress will 
take with reference to these people and all other persons who 
may visit the national capital. 

The resolutions have been characterized by a number of Sena- 
tors -I think by three of them—this morning as containing ele- 
mentary doctrines that no person ever deni If that be true, 
Mr. President, then it is entirely a harmless task to adopt them 
and put a quietus on the excited public sentiment which exists 
not alone in this city, but throughout this country. - 

The resolutions embrace the substance of tho first amendment 
to the Constitution, the right of the people to bly assem- 
ble and petition the Government for a redress of their griev- 
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ances. No man at all familiar with the history of this country 
can for a moment deny the fact that the right of petition fur- 
nished a subject of extensive debate in the Constitutional Conven- 
tion. The English Crown had denied the right, and had abused 
it to such an extent that it became necessary shortly after the 
adoption of the Federal Constitution to embrace the right in the 
Constitution in plain language by an amendment, and it formsa 
part and parcel of the very first amendment to our National Con- 
stitution. The right, Mr. President, is not simply to petition 
the Government—TI use the language of the Constitution—not 
simply to petition the Government, but a right ‘‘ peaceably to 
assemble, and to petition.” The right to assemble peaceably and 
lawfully for the purpose of petitioning any branch of the Na- 
tional Government is a constitutional right which no man can 
deny. 

I am glad this morning to hear the remarks which have been 
made upon this subject, because they demonstrate what I be- 
lieve to be true, that in this Chamber there is a disposition, 
while saying in words that these doctrines are elementary and 
ought to be applied, that they shall not be applied. 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], the most conserva- 
tive of any Senator who has spoken upon the subject, says that 
it is proper for the Commissioners to warn these peovle that 
the law will be enforced. Does not every man in this country 
know the law? Is he not conclusively presumed to know it? 
What occasion, therefore, is there for the issuance of a procla- 
mation at this particular juncture of public affairs if the law is 
being constantly enforced here? 

It shows simply that the Commissioners of this District realize 
that we are entering upon a feverish period, a critical time in 
the history of this country, and that there are some peculiar 
circumstances or exigencies calling for of a proclamation. It is 
because they fear that some person or body of persons will violate 
the laws of this District and violate the laws of this country and 
menace by physical force~this Senate and the other branch of 
Congress in the discharge of their duties, that they are prompted 
to issue this proclamation. There is not the slightest ground for 
such a belief. 

I want to say, in answer to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
WoLcort], that this is not a socialistic or populistic movement. 
I know not whether any Populist is engaged in it. I under- 
stand it to be a spontaneous uprising of American citizens of all 

litical opinions, who are oppressed and wronged by the con- 

itions which exist in this country, to remove which no effort 
has been made. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Does the Senator apply that comment to 
the ‘‘army of the commonweal ” which stole the train at Butte 
and killed two deputy marshals, and whom the troops of the 
United States are now seeking to capture? 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Colorado will not be able to 
entice me upon the ground of his choice. When these resolu- 
tions were introduced in the Senate, it was not known in this 
city or in this Chamber that any depredation had been commit- 
ted on the Northern Pacific Railroad. It was unknown; it was 
entirely unknown to me. I say to the Senator from Colorado 
and lisay to every man in this Senate that I love peace and order, 
I love the enforcement of the laws of my country as well as any 
man; and I think in the short time I have lived I have demon- 
strated that fact to some extent at least. No man loves the 
Constitution of this country bettwr than I love it, and no man 
loves the history and traditions and glory of this nation more 
than Ilove them; but I love the rightof every American citizen, 
from the humblest to the highest, and I want to see no spirit of 
menacing his rights prevail here or elsewhere. 

I desire to say another thing, Mr. President, before I close my 
remarks upon the resolutions. It has been asserted here that 
these people would congregate upon the Capitol grounds and 
upon &e. steps of this Capitol and hold a meeting to demand at 
the hands of Congress the p eof certain laws. If that be 
true, I know nothing of it. I understand their intention to be 
to come here peaceably for the purpose of presenting to Con- 

ress in person a petition to redress certain of their grievances. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to 
ask him one question for inforination? 

Mr. ALLEN. Hye eng 

Mr. PALMER. Does the Senator attach any significance to 
the fact that these columns have assumed a military organiza- 
tion and are coming inas a military organization? Isthere any 

ificance in that fact? > 

r. ALLEN. They have not assumed a military organiza- 
tion. They are a compact organization of unarmed citizens. 
As I understand, they are without arms of any character; an 
army of peace they call themselves and are in fact. I care not 
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whether they be misguided citizens or not—and I think they are— | 


their right must be recognized. I said in an interview two or 
three weeks ago in a daily paper published in this city that I 
condemned the movement as visionary and not likely to be fruit- 
ful of any good result. I repeated that statement in thisCham- 
ber on the 18th of this month. 
also that they have a perfect right to come here, if they see 
proper to do so, and as long as they observe the Constitution 
and the constitutional statutes they are entitled to the protec- 
tion of the strong arm of the law of this District. 


I repeat it now, but I repeat | 


Senators have said that there has been no threat against these | 


men. Let me read an extract from the Washington News, pub- 

lished last week, I think: 

WON'T BE CAUGHT NAPPING-—-GEN. ORDWAY HAS BEGUN PREPARATIONS FOR 
THE RECEPTION OF COXEY. 

Gen. Ordway is determined not to be caught napping in the event of any 
emergency arising from the invasion of the incoming host of common- 
wealers. i 

Every preparation is being made that wisdom suggests to have the Na- 
tional Guard prepared for anything that may turn up, for, to use ——— 
of one of the officers, ‘‘these be parlous times,” and if the Coxeyites at- 
tempt any demonstration which conflicts with good order and public peace, 
as understood by the authorities, they will receive a surprise. Ff 

Last evening knapsacks were issued to the quartermasters of the various 
battalions, so as to be handy if needed. While no ammunition has yet been 
issued, and the commissary department has not been looked to, it is under- 
stood that these mepe are in contemplation, and will be attended to in due 
time. 






ALO 


And I call the attention of my friend, the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. GRAY], to this language: 


A spark has many a time exploded a powder magazine. An egregious 
blunder on the part of corporation managers may at this juncture explode 
the pent-up dynamite between labor and capital, not only at one point, but 


Tho conditions are extremely favo" 
The tension between the masses and the classes has 


‘to 


in every section of the country. 
such an outbreak. 





never been more critical since the “rench Revolution of 1789, when a mere 
mob of exasperated men and women stormed and demolished the Bastille, 
which was considered an impregnable fortress 

Instead of exhibiting forbearance and exercising pruden 

Things which in the resolution I call for at the ha Cor 
gress— 
the railway autocrats seek to put down destitution with bayo 1a 
course is almost certain to bring on a revolution that may sha ntire 
fabric of government to its foundations. A civil war between labor ar 

| capital would only end with the destruction or appropriation of the raliroads 
and the subjection of corporations to rigid public control or thelr ; t 
extermination. 

If the railroad managers are prepared to face such a conflict let them pri 
ceed on the line of Judge Hubbard's plan of campaign. If they desire tocon 
tinue in the peaceful operation and possession of their roads they will meet 
the demands of the hour by pursuing a humaneand conciliatory policy rhe 
situation is grave. The responsibility for it is not with the producers and 
industrial classes, but with the privileded few who have possession of the 


While the officials do not contemplate any trouble, they are proceed- | 


ing on the principle of preparing in time of peace, and will leave nothing | 


undone. 

I said on the 18th of this month that preparations were being 
made on this line. Unfortunately the — was being agi- 
tated in the papers of this city; unfertunately that agitaticn has 
spread to the press of the country, and in the State of Colorado, 
in the State of Nebraska, and in other great Western and South- 
ern States the question is being discussed as to the manner in 
which these people will be received in Washington. 

Let me read extracts from two of the greatest daily papers 
published between the city of Chicago and the city of San Fran- 
cisco, one a Republican paper, having a daily circulation of 
25,000 or 30,000 copies; the other, a Democratic paper, having 
an-equal circulation, and see what they say with reference to 


that part of the commonwealers known as the Kelly army and | 


the manner in which they should be treated. I read from the 
Omaha Daily World-Herald of April 23, 1894, a Democratic pa- 
per, and the chief Democratic paper of my State. 
the condition of Kelly and his army, and the sympathy they 
are meeting at the hands of the people of ‘the State of Iowa, 
ihrough which they are passing: 

With all his fire and flood and Fourth of July celebration, Neola has never 
witnessed sucha jollification as that which occurred this afternoon in honor 
of the arrival of Gen. Kelly and his band of plodding pilgrims. Twelve hun- 
dred villagers and an equal number of people from the surrounding coun- 
try greeted him as he entered the town this afternoonabout4o’clock. Pre- 
ceed by the Underwood Cornet Band, acting as an escort, Gen. Kelly rode 
into Neola a conquering hero. He was met at the entrance to the city by 
Capt. Max Mendel, a ten-year-oid boy, with 29 juvenile militiamen armed 
With shotguns and bearing American flags. Next came 100 men and women 
bearing fags and wearing badges with the word “militia’’ upon them. The 
Jacobys Cornet Band was there to furnish ‘appropriate music for the occa- 
sion. and the committee, consisting of Mayor L. R. Johnson, Councilmen 
HU. Mendel, William MePield, H. H. Pogge, and J. I. Dillon, and a citizens’ com- 
mit:ee, comprising Riley Clark, E. P. Brown, and P. D. Dillon, did the right 
thing at the right time. 

In receiving the army and welcoming it as the villagers’ guests, Father S. 
Schuffmacher, of the Catholic Church, joined in the ovation tendered. He 
said he believed that the country is on the verge of a revolution, caused by 
usury and monopoly. His sympathies are with the workingmen to the fulli- 
est extent. 

In order to aid the army in its travels Father Schuffmacher has secured 
one hundred and fifty teams from volunteer farmers, members of his church 
and others, tocarry the army onward to-morrowto Avoca. The army leaves 
here by wagon at7 o'clock in themorning. The hilltopsand housetops were 
covered with people anxious to catch a —— of te The streets of the 
village were lined with people from oneend tothe other. The army is quar- 
tered in a beautiful grove east of the city on the banks of the Mosquito. 

Ample provisions -have been made for food and shelter for the army, and 
enough provisions left over for two days’ rations. Theamount centri buted 
by Neola in this direction will exceed 3300. Mayor Johnson, realizing that 
the army was footsore and hungry, tendered a brief but hearty welcome, and 
Gen. Kelly responded in a few words of thanks. Prolonged cheering greeted 
the announcement that transportation had been provided the army for the 
march to-morrow morning. 

Gen. Kelly exhibited his ability this afternoon as a handsbaker. At least 
1,560 people grasped his hand and extended a word of goodcheertohim. The 
general held his yachting cap in his left hand, into which a constant stream 
of silver poured, and with the other he gave his friends a firm shake, while 
he smiled and said, ‘God bless you.” 


The Omaha Bee, the leading Republican daily paper of my 
State, contains an editorial in its issue of the 21st instant which 
is brief, and which I will read. It expresses the sentiment 
of the people of the country to some extent with reference to 
this movement: 


Whom the gods wish to destroy they first make mad. The railroad mag- 
nates Who control the lines between the Missouri River and Chicago appear 
to be determined oo eee a conflict between the State and Federal au- 
thorities and the body of unemployed men who are peacefully moving from 


the Pacific coast toward the Atlantic seaboard, with a view of getting reliet 


pe mg by Government employment or in the workshops of the great factory 
ities, 


It describes | 


| 








| classes, 


highways of commerce. 


Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Nebraska asked me to be 
tentive to the extract, and I have listened to it, as [ Always lis- 
ten to what the Senator from Nebraska says, with interest and 
attention. Does he not think that the extract he has read from 
a paper, the name of which I did not hear, is a very exagger- 
ated, distorted, and untrue statement of the situation he is deal- 
ing with now? 

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir; [ do not. 

Mr. GRAY. Is the Senator talking about a contest between 
these men and the railroads, whatever may be his genera! no- 
tion about corporations, in which mon who are in the so-called 
armies have seized upon the property of corporations which are 
engaged in the peaceful occupation of carrying on the transpor- 
tation business of the country,in which he and [ are interested, 


and in which all peace-loving and law-abiding citizens are in- 
terested and interested in maintaining? They, have seized for 


their own lawless purposes, if the press is to be believed, these 
highways of transportation, selfishly, outrageously, denying to 
all others an equal use, disturbing the proper administration of 
that great function of civilization, all to gratify a lawless desire 
on their part, without any consideration for the rights of the 
Senator and mine, and those of the industrious and law-abiding 
people in this country, whose rights, I repeat, we are bound to 
consider. 

Mr. ALLEN. I must certainly enter my protest against the 
assumption of the Senator from Delaware, or any other Senato: 
in this Chamber, that I am advocating the cause of lxwless 
I say again to the Senator from Delaware that I do not 
yield to him or to any other man in admiration for the law, the 
peace, and the order of my country, respect for property and 
property rights throughout the entire dominion of the nation. 
[ think I realize the force of the constitutional guaranty of 
property as fully as the Senator from Delaware. The English 
language is open to measitis opento him. [am somewhat 
familiar with the constitutional history of this country. ‘There 
is not a man belonging to the great political party to which | 
belong who has the slightest thought of disturbing titles to 
property or the rights of citizens as guaranteed by the Consti- 
tution. Assertions of that kind here or outside of this Chamber 
are false and made for the purpose of misleading. But while I 
stand for these rights, while I do not yield to any mun in my 
loyalty to this country and the sacredness of property and hu- 
man rights, I say again that I wish to see every man, woman, 
and child beneath the flag of this country fully protected in 
spirit as well as in words. 

Mr. GRAY. Sodol. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam glad of it. 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator from Nebraska 
about it, and needs my assertion, 1 will make it. I say, so do I. 
{ subscribe to that sentiment. But I wish to know what the 
Senator thinks, under our institutions and our theory of gov- 
sxrnment, of a handful of men who, not content with their right 
to assemble and petition the Government for a redress of griev- 
ances, overthrow and destroy the rights of their fellow-citizens 
equally entitled to the protection of the law, who seize private 
property, who disregard rights that are just ss sacred as their 
own in order to carry out what under the circumstances are en- 
tirely selfish and lawless purposes? 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator from Delaware want me to 
say to him once more, and let me say it so that he can hear it, 
and so that every citizen in this country can read it if he wants 
to, that I condemn that as lawless, as a violation of law. I con- 


has any doubt 


demn all trespassing upon private property not only in Wyo- 
[ condemn it 


ryt 
Uv 


ming or Montana, or wherever it may occur. 
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in the District of Columbia and throughout the length and 
breadth of this land as well. 

Mr. GRAY. I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska whether 
it would not be well to put that declaration in the resolution he 
has offered. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have putin the resolution everything that 
any man ought toask. I say: 

Fourth. That we commend the prompt enforcement of all just and con- 
stitutional laws looking to the preservation of the public peace and the pre- 
vention of crime, but under the pretense of preserving the public peace and 
the prevention and punishment of crime peaceable and law-abiding citizens 
— be disturbed in the full and free exercise of their constitutional 

Now, I ask my friend from Delaware if there is anything wrong 
with that? 

Mr. GRAY. There is nothingwrong about it, but why not 
add to it that the rights of law-abiding, peaceful, and imdustri- 
ous citizens, the rights of mgoone and property, must be pro- 
tected at all hazards from the marauding and violation of those 
who invade them? 

Mr. ALLEN. 1 did notsuppose there was a man in this coun- 
try who would deny that. I supposed it was understood thor- 
oughly that rights of persons and property were sacred in this 
country, and the only thing that is sought to be done by the res- 
olutions is to guard against the encroachment of the personal 
rights of humble citizens who visit the capital. I supposed that 
everybody throughout the length and breadth of this land un- 
derstood that. 

Mr. GRAY. I donot wish tointerrupt the Senator from Ne- 
braska anduiy, but if he will allow me, as this is an important 
matter, I will make one remark. He says he does not want to 
jeopard the rights of any law-abiding citizen. I believe him. 
Of course I believe him. But here a resolution directed at 
theauthorities of the District, and if it means anything, it means 
something that has never been done before, or even threatened 
to be done, th st is, an interference with the lawful rights of law- 
abiding citizens under the pretenses of preserving the peace. 

Mr. ALLEN. No. 

Mr. GRAY. Now. that never has been done; it has never 
been threatened to be done by anyone in authority and with 
the right tosp»ak. Buttheotherthingsof which I have spoken, 
to wit, the destruction or appropriation of private property and 
the lawless conduct of bands of men who are coming towards 
this city are facts, if the press is to.be believed. They have in- 
vaded the rights of their fellow-citizens; they have appropri- 
ated private property, and yet the Senator seems to think that 
it is not necessary to put one word of censure in the resolution 
with regard to that matter. 

Mr. ALLEN. I suppose they will be punished. I said to 
the Senator awhile ago that at the time the resolutions were 
drafted and offered to the Senate the fact that there had been 
lawlessness in the Northwest upon a railroad was not known in 
this city. Now, let me ask the Senator from Delaw.re whaf 
was the necessity for the issuance of the proclamation by the 
Commissioners of this District the other day? 

Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator really want an answer to that 
question? 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido want an answer to it 

Mr. GRAY. I suppose the government of this city, like the 
government of all self-governing communities, has been com- 
mitted tomen with ordinary common sense, and with that knowl- 
edge of their fellow-men and of human nature that is the com- 
mon possession, we fondly believe, of our American communi- 
ties. It would be idle to say that these gentlemen had closed 
their eyes and ears to the reports and rumors which have been 
spread for the last two or three weeks every morning in the 
newspapers, and from mouth to mouth, that bodies of mer called 
armies, industrial armies, were marching upon the city from 
every quarter of this great land of ours, from the West, from 
the Exst, from the South, and from every quarter of the country. 
Every day the progress of these so-called armies was bulletined 
in all the papers of this land; people were talking about it; you 
and [ were talking about it every day. 

Mr. ALLEN. e have a right to. 

Mr. GRAY. We talked about it as we read our papers at the 
breakfast table: our wives and children talked abont it, and 
naturally there was more or less apprehension all over this law- 
abiding and peaceful community every day as to what was to be 
the eifect of the concentration of these bodies of men here with- 
out the means of support and without any object or errand that 
had heretofore brought men to this city. These people had a 
right, perhaps, to bo anxious. Whether they were justified or 
not there was a condition of nervous apprehension all over this 
community, and not unnaturally, I say, among the women and 
the children, and those classes who are most subject to appre- 
hensions and fears of that kind. 

These gentlemen were aware of it, they could not help being 
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aware of it, and in the discharge of their duty as the guardians 
of the peace of this community they sought to allay somewhat 
this apprehension by a statement, a declaration, a proclamation, 
if you choose to call it so, which was meant to reach the eyes of 
some of the men who were marching, as the papers say, on the 
capital, to tell them that they were likely to become a charge 
on the benevolence of this community and to warn them that 
such concentration of unemployed men at this capital would be 
fruitful of no good results to themselves; that crowds of th it 
kind tended, as we all know they do tend, toward a breach of 
the peace, and therefore theyshould have the monition brought 
to their notice that if they came there might be trouble which 
these gentlemen would gladly have themuvoid. Now, was there 
anything wrong in that? Were they not in the discharge of a 
simple duty, and was it not performed in a manner as kindly as 
could have been adopted by the Senator from Nebraska himself 
if he had wanted to warn the people who he himself says are 
misguided? 

Mr. ALLEN. Itisa little bit singular that no proclamation 
has ever been issued, or at least has not been issued during the 
last year to my knowledge, against the approach of any other 
class of citizens or bodies of citizens than the harmless band 
of men known as the commonweal army, misguided as their 
purpose my be, and as I believe it to be. Let me ask the Sen- 
ator from Delaware why, when last summer the public press ad- 
vised that a hundred thousand men should come to this city and 
force Congress to pass the bill repealing the purchasing clause 
of the Sherman act, whenit was openly advocated from day to day 
that a hundred thousand men should come to this city for the 
purpose of aifecting iegislation in this branch of Congress, did 
not the Commissioners of the District of Columbia issue a proc- 
lamation against that class of men? S 

Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator wish an answer? 

Mr. ALLEN. And then let meask him another question. On 
Saturday last 2,000 men were in this city from Pennsylvania and 
other portions of the country. Two thousand men came here 
for the purpose of laying their grievances be ore Congress. | 
was glad tosee them. Although I do not believe in everything 
they believe in, although I think their mission was a fruitless 
one, as the result of legislation in this Chamber will tell, yet as 
American citizens entitled under the Constitution of their Gov- 
ernment to come here and peacefully assemble and petition the 
Government for a redress of their grievances, as a Senator in 
this Chamber I was giad to see them. But the Commissioners 
of the District were as silent as the grave upon the subject of 
issuing a proclamation against the incursion of these psople. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator asks me two questions. He asks 
me why there was no proclamation issued when there was an 
appeal by some newspaper that I never saw, that a hundred 
thousand men were coming to Washington to protest against 
the existence of the Sherman law, or against its nonrepeal. | 
will state, in the first place, that this is the first time l ever heard 
ofsuch an appeal. Soitcould not have been very widespread 
or calculated to strike alarm. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think the Senator is excusableif that is true. 

Mr. GRAY. It isthe first time Lever heard of it. But I 
will say that if such a movement had been started or had any- 
where been treated even seriously and it was thought that such 
a march was to be made upon the capital, the Commissioners 
would have been qnite justified in warning a great crowd of 
that kind that they would be held to a strict observance of the 
peace and that their coming here would be only an annoyance 
to the law-abiding citizens of the District of Columbia. So, 
also, as to the delegation which came from PennSylvania the 
other day. AsI understood it they were exercising the ordi- 
nary right of free American citizens to come to the capital of 
of their country, to pay their own way, to come here ‘ decently 
and in order,” and have their petitions presented by the Sena- 
tors from their State. I not only thought it wasa thing en- 
tirely within the pale of decent government and proper con- 
duct, but I thought it was also a thing which, as the Senator 
from Nebraska says, might be welcomed. They came in tho 
morning und departed in the evening. They were no charge, 
nor were they likely to become a charge upon this community. 
They came in no such guise as to excite the apprehension of 
the iaw-abiding people of the District; and I do not know that 
these people who the Senator says are coming here will trans- 
gress the law. But here are a great number of men who ad- 
vertise that they are going to cone nter at this capital, without 
visible means of support, for they say so and proclaim it. They 
come here to be employed by Congress; they forage on the be- 
nevolence and upon the industry of the districts through which 
they pass. That is their right. People have aright to feed 
them, people have a right to take care of them if they choose; 
but they come here advertising the fact that they come in such 
guise and in such shape that they will probably be a charge upon 
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thiscommunity. Now,I say that under those circumstances this 
or any other community is only exercising that reasonable fore- 
sight and that good sense and common American sense that 
must belong to self-governing communities if they are to subsist 
any longer in this land of ours. 

Mr. ALLEN. Possibly the Senator from Delaware can ex- 
plain another fact that has occurred within the last three weeks 
in this Chamber. The junior Senator from Pennsylvania | Mr. 
QuAY]a few days ago introduced a resolution looking to the ad- 
mission of certain representatives of Pennsylvania interests not 
into the galleries of the Senate, but into the Chamber itself. 
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The resolution, according to its terms, set forth that Saturday | 
afternoon, April 21, should be setapart for these persons to come | 


into the Chamber and address the President of the Senate and 
the Senators present upon the subject of their grievances, the 
things that affected them and their prosperity. The resolution 
received the supportof a majority of the Senators upon the other 
side of the Chamber. There was scarcely any protest against 
it. There wus no issuance of a proclamation by the Commis- 
sioners against their entering intothecity. Yet their presence 
here was as complete and perfect a menace of the peace and 
prosperity of the city as will be the advent of these harmless 
men who have the misfertune to be compelled to walk rather 
than ride here. 

The Senator from Delaware says these men are marching; 
tha‘ they are marching on to this capital. Mr. President, they 
are unable to ride in palace cars, as the delegation that came here 
from Pennsylvania. They have no means of employing the finest 
palace cars in the land to bring them here to lay their griev- 
ances before Congress. They are compelled tomarch across the 
country as cheaply as possible. Is a distinction to be drawn 
between Coxey and his followers because they are compelled 
to take the dusty and sometimes the muddy highways to get 
here and the men who use the palace cars of the railroads? No. 
There was no protestagainst their entrance, and rightfully too. 
There was no menace or threat of their rights. They were wel- 
comed here I think by every Senator; they were certainly wel- 
comed here by me, although I thought their mission a fruitiess 
one, and believe it will prove so. Nevertheless, xs citizens of 


this great country they had theright tocome here and the right | 


to petition the Government for a redress of their grievances. 
So the citizens of the West, the South, and the North who are 
converging upon this city havearight to come here and peace- 
ably assemble in this city and petition the Government for a re- 
dress of their grievances. 


in this land, white or black, high or low, rich or poor, stands 
under the protection of the American flag in this city as in any 
other portion of the land, absolutely sacred. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. HARBIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the resolution offered by me yesterday, changing 
the hour of the daily meeting ip the Senate. 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask the Senator to withdraw his motion for 
amoment. I should like to be heard for about five minutes on 
the resolution of the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
matters very much less important than others that lie before 
us. I mustinsist upon my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
tion is not debatable. 


resolution which will be read for information. 
The Secretary read the resolutionsubmitted yesterday by Mr. 
FLARRIS, as follows: 


Ordered, That on to-morrow, and until otherwise ordered, the Senate shall 
meet at 1! o’clock a. m. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The questioni son agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PEFFER. [rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Did I un- 
derstand the Chair correctly to state that this motion is notde- 
batable? Is not a motion to proceed to the consideration of any 
subject debatable? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on proceeding to 
oo consideration of the resolution. 
able. 


then the resolution is debatable. The yeas and nays have been 


ordered on the motion to proceed to the consideration of the | 


resolution, and the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Missouri, Mr. COCKRELL, who is absent to-day 
on account of illness. 


The American people ought to know, | 
though they have been misled in this respect, that every citizen | 


We are consuming a great deal of time upon | 


The Chair will state that the mo- | 
The question is on the motion of the | 
Senator from Tennessee, to proceed to the consideration of a | 


That motion is not debat- | 
If the motion to proceed toits consideration is agreed to, | 
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Mr. CAMERON (when his name was ealled). I am paired 
with the Senator from South Carolina, Mr.. BUTLER. 

Mr. CAREY (when his name wasealled). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from South Carolina, Mr. IrRBy, and with 
hold my vote. 

Mr. VEST (when Mr. CocKRELL’S name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. COCKRELL] is detained from the Senate by sick- 
ness, and is paired with the Senator from Iowa, Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Washington, Mr. SQuiIrE. Otherwise I should 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr: DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Mississippi, Mr. MCLAURIN. In his absence 
I withhold my vote. 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). [am paired with 
the senior Senator from Michigan, Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, but I 
feel fully warranted in voting, as I understand that if he we: 
present he would vote ‘yea.’ I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. I vote ‘‘yea.” The Senator from Missouri 
{[Mr. COCKRELL], with whom I am paired, would vote in the 
affirmative if he were here. 

The result was announced—yeas 54, nays 6; as follows: 








YEAS—s# 
Aldrich, George, McMillan, Roach, 
Allison, Gibson, MePherson, Sherman, 
Bate, Gorman Manderson, Shoup, 
Berry, Gray, Martin, Teller, 
Blackburn, Hale, Mills, Turpie, 
Blanchard, Hans grough, Mitchell, Wis Vest 
Brice, Harris, Morrill Vilas 
Caffery. Hawley Palmer Voorhees, 
Call, Higgins Pasco, Waish, 
Camden, Hunton, Perkins, Washburn, 
Coke, Jarvis, Platt, White, 
Cullom, ~ Jones, Ark Power, Wolcott. 
Dubois, Lindsay, Proctor, 
aulkner, Lodge, Pugh 
NAYS—6. 

Allen, Frye, Kyle Peffer 
Dolph, Gallinger, 

NOT VOTING—25 
Butler, Dixon, Mitchell, Oregon Squire, 
Cameron, Gordon, Morgan, Stewart, 
Carey, Hill, Murphy, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Hoar, Petiigrew, W ison 
Cockrell, Irby, Quay, 
Daniel, Jones, Nev Ransom, 
Davis, McLaurin, Smith, 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to 
the consideration of the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
| HARRIS; which was read, as follows: 
| Ordered, That on to-morrow, and until otherwise ordered, the Senate shall 
| mevt at 11 o'clock a. m. 
| Mr. ALDRICH. I find that there is a general concurrence 
of feeling on this side of the Chamber that the convenience of 
Senators will be consulted by meeting earlier in the morning 
and adjourning at an earlier hourin the evening. Therefore 
there wiil be no resistance to the passage of the resolution from 
this side. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreein 
motion of the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to amend by substituting the 
the resolution which we were discussing before the last matter 
of business was considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from Kansas that the motion is not debatable and that it is 
not amendable. The Senate will vote upon the 
Senator from Tennessee. 
motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) 
to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and 
for other purposes; the pending question being on the first 
amendment reported by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, [desire to give notice that to- 
| morrow I shall ask the privilege of detaining the Senate a little 
| while upon the pending bill. 
| Mr. PEFFER. Now, Mr. President, I move that the present 
| order be temporarily laid aside, and that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the resolution that was before the Senate 
afew minutes ago. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
not in order. 


g to the 


title of 


motion of the 
The question is on agreeing to the 


A motion that it be temporarily laid aside {s 
The Senator can move to postpone, and he cap 
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move to proceed to the consideration of something else if he 
chooses to make such a motion, but the Senate has just ordered 
that it shall proceed with the tariff bill. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, the pending bill, which is en- 
titled ‘‘Anact toreduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Gov- 
ernment, and for other purposes,” and purporting to be intended 
merely to revise our domestic taxation, infact, and in many par- 
ticulars of the utmost moment to the people of the United States 
and their future welfare, is a measure working far-reaching 
modifications of their foreign policy. One of these is the effect 
of the bill upon our relations with the Hawaiian Is/ands. 

The peculiar and intimate relations between the United States 
and the Hawaiian Islands from the first institution of stable 
government there, and indeed antedating that, finally culmi- 
nated in the treaty of reciprocity between the two countries, 
ratified in the Administration of President Grant, June 3, 1875. 
The object and end of the treaty as announced in its own terms 
by the contracting parties, namely, ‘‘ the desire to strengtheu 
aud perpetuate the friendly relations which have heretofore 
uniformly existed between them, and to consolidate their com- 
mercial intercourse,” have been most fully effectuated. Assaid 
by a former Secretary of State, to this treaty ‘‘ the present ma- 
terial prosperity of Hawaii may be said to owe its existence.” 
It has consolidated their commercial intercourse.* It has en- 
larged the trade and otherwise has been of vast’advantage to 
both countries. 

By this treaty and a supplement to it negotiated in 1884 and 
ratifi- . in 1887, the Hawaiian Government granted to the United 
vates the exclusive right to the harbor of Pearl River for a 
coaling and repair station, while the United Statzs agreed to 
admit free of duty various articles the produce of the Hawaiian 
Islands, among them sugar and rice. 

Sugar is the most important industry of these islands. Its de- 
velopment by a free and open market in the United States has 
made a vast increase in the weaith of the islands, and worked a 
social revolution in them, 

The first and the enacting section of the bill, in connection 
with the amendment — by the committee as to sugar, 
practically abrogates that treaty. It = that certain du- 
ties upon all articles imported from foreign countries shall be 
levied, collected, and a as prescribed in its schedules. The 
amendment proposed by the committee and numbered 182} im- 
posesa duty on foreign sugar of 1 cent a pound and upward, and 
the amendment numbered 193 imposes a duty on rice of 14 cents 
a pound. To enact these provisions would take away the equiv- 
alent and considerationon which Hawaii granted in the treaty 
concessions of importance to the United States, including our 
rights in Pearl Harbor. By such a course we would forfeit and 
abandon our right to that harbor for a coaling.and naval repair 
station; we would impair and largely destroy the ss of 
the islands as well as our profitable trade therewith; we would, 
by an abrupt departure from our tand present ets con- 
sistently and persistently pursued for more than half a century, 
weaken to the point of breaking the bonds of material interest 
that tie them to us, and throw them into the arms of England, 
whos2 dependencies of Canada and Australia are now coyeting 
the islands as an important addition to their imperial extension 
and supremacy. 

In view of the course already adopted by the present Admin- 
istration toward Hawaii, the Senata before it takes the grave 
step proposed by this bill and amendment, may well pause and 
consider the entire history of our relations with Hawaii and 
what the interests as well as the duty and honor of the United 
States in respect of them demand. 

For these reasons, and because I believe it furnishes the best 
and only solution of the problems thus presented, I propose to 
discuss the subject of the annexation of the Hawaiian Islands 
to the United States. In all the speeches made in the Senate 
since the opening of the present session on the Hawaiian ques- 
tion, very little has been said as to the annexation of the islands. 
The Committee on Foreign Relations, towhom the subject was 
properly remitted for examination, were by the terms of the res- 
olution confined in their inquiry and report as to— 


Whether any, and if so, what irregularities have occurred in the diplo- 


‘ matic or other intercourse between the United States and Hawaii, in rela- 


tion to ths recent political revolution in Hawaii, 


The committee therefore in their ee abstain from consid- 
ering the question of the annexation of the iSlands, except to a 
uarded extent submitted in the views of the Senators from 
gouth Carolina and Indiana, to which I will take occasion to re- 
cur at a later point in my remarks. 
But it is impossible to consider this subject apart from all the 
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facts and occurrences connected with and arising out of the rev- 
olution of January, 1893, and whatever has taken place since, in- 
cluding the treaty of annexation negotiated by President Har- 
rison; and until the Senate had before it the evidence of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and their report thereon, 
any Senator in discussing the subject would not have, nor would 
the Senate have, the best and fullest evidence attainable for its 
consideration. Thecommittee did not make its reportuntil the 
20th day of February, and some time elapsed before the volumi- 
nous testimony accompanying it could be laid before the Senate. 
Meanwhile the Senator from Indiana, from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, reported the following resolution. 

That from the facts and papers laid before the Senate it is unwise and in- 
expedient. under existing conditions, to consider at this time any project 
of annexation of the Hawaiian territory to the United States; that the Pro- 
visional Governmant therein having been duly recognized, the highest in 
ternativnal interests require that it shall pursue its own line of polity. 
Foreign intervention in the political affairs of thase islands will be regarded 
as an act unfriendly to the Government of the United States. 

Amendments to this resolution in various respects have been 
introduced by several Senators, none of which, however, trav- 
erse the proposition of the Senator from Indiana— 

Taat from the facts and papers laid before the Senate it is unwise and in- 
expedient, under existing conditions, to consider at this time any project of 
ann3<xation of the Hawaiian territory to the United States. 

I have thought seriously, Mr. President, of offering a resolu- 
tion requesting the President to send back to the Senate for its 
consideration and ratification the treaty of annexation negotiated 
by President Harrison, as the best expression of the duty of the 
Senate demanded by both the honor and the interests of the 
United States. I have concluded, however, to content myself 
with submitting my views to the Senate upon the question, as 
elicited by the pending bill. 

So far from deeming it, in the language of the resolution of 
the Senator from Indiana, unwise and inexpedient under exist- 
ing conditions to consider at this time any project of annexa- 
tion of the Hawaiian territory to the United States, I believe it 
in the highest degree both wise and expedient not only to con- 
sider such a project, but as well to go forward promptly and an- 
nex the islands if the Executive by his concurrence will only 
make it possible. F 

If we should not ‘‘ consider” any project of annexation at this 
time, it is not because it iseither ‘‘ unwise” or ‘‘ inexpedient,” 
but simply because annexation has become impossible. And 
why has it becomé impossible? Not because of any difficulty 
created in the islands, or because of any obstruction of the people 
of Hawaii thereto. No doubt has ever arisen upon that point. 
If there had been any it was resol ved when a treaty of annexa- 
tion between the Provisional Government and the United States 
was negotiated by President Harrison and laid before the Sen- 
ate for ratification. Nor has it become impossible by obstruction 
from any foreign government. Not one of them presented pro- 
test against the treaty negotiated by President Harrison, or 
intimated even that any objection would be raised by any na- 
tion great or small. Neither by England, France, Germany, or 
Russia, all of whom have large interests in the Pacific, nor by 
Mexico, China, or Japan. It has become impossible because of 
the attitude and action of the President. Under our polity he 
is, in the negotiation of treaties, independent of Congress. 
Only in their ratification is he dependent upon the Senate. It 
is true we have the precedent of the annexation of Texas by a 
‘joint resolution,” but this would have to be approved by the 
President, or passed over his veto by a two-thirds majority. 

But, Mr. President, if we can not without the concurrence of 
the President ‘‘annex;” without him we can consider what both 
the honor and interest of our country demand at our hands, and 
in the last resortsubmit the question in all its phases to that tri- 
bunal, from which there is no eo American people. 

On the 15th of February, 1893, President Harrison laid before 
the Senate a treaty of annexation of the Hawaiian Islands, nego- 
tiated between him and their Provisional Government. It was 
duly referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and by 
them ‘promptly reported back to the Senate with a favorable 
recommendation. But before the revolution of January 14 and 
17 occurred, before the treaty was negotiated, Mr. Harrison had 
been defeated and Mr. Cleveland elected President of the 
Ungted States; and the treaty and all the interests wrapped up 
in it found themselves in the chilling penumbra of the coming 
Administration, and speedily it was discovered that the Senate 
was not in a mood to give the consideration and the two-thirds 
vote necessary for its ratification. 

Mr. Cleveland was inaugurated on the 4th of March, and by 
the 7th of March he had withdrawn the treaty and appointed 
James H. Blount as his paramount commissioner to the Ha- 
waiian Islands, to investigate and fully report to the President 
all the facts he could learn as to the condition of affairs in the 
islands, created by the recent deposition of Queen Liliuokalani 
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and the erection of a provisional government, the causes of the 
revolution by which the Queen’s Government was overthrown, 
the sentiment of the people toward existing authority, and in 
general all that could fully enlighten the President touching 
the subject of his mission. 


last dispatch, to the Secretary of State, being the final report 
of his mission, was dated at Honolulu, July 17, 1893. This re- 
ort, with the accompanying testimony and documents, was the 
asis of Secretary Gresham’s letter to the President of October 
18, which first announced to the country the startling change of 
policy meditated by the Administration. 

On the 18th of December the President sent his message to 
Congress. In this message he announced his intention to repair 
the wrong done to Queen Liliuokalani, by restoring her to the 
throne. 

The grounds upon which the President, in substance, adopted 
this policy aid announced this purpose were that the force to 
which the Queen’s Government yielded was that of the United 
States, and not any force possessed by the committee of safety 
and the revolutionists. 

That the United States troops were landed not to protect 
American life and property, but to promote and secure the over- 
throw of the Queen’s Governmnt ..dthesubstitution of another, 
that would offer to the United —.e2..s a treaty of annexation. 


faith to the Queen, as well as in gross violation of his duty to 
his own Government, and that good faith, the highest duty of a 
Republic, and a due regard for our national character required 
that we should endeavor to repair the substantial wrong. 

The President also states in his message, the following: 


Believing. therefore, that the United Statas could not, under the circum- 
stances disclosed, annex the islands without justly incurring theimputation 
of acquiring them by unjustifiable methods, [ shall not again submit the 
treaty of annexation to the Senate for its consideration, and in the instruc- 
tions to Minister Willis, a copy of which accompanies this message, I have 
directed him to so inform the Provisional Government. 


But the President did not stop here. Heinstructed Mr. Wil- 
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got far enough even to consider. Evenif good and inevery way 
demanded by wise policy he rejected the treaty because it had 
been obtained ina wrong manner. In his opinion the Queen 
was entitled to rule not only by right of legitimate sovereignty, 


| but by the moral right and physical force of tne people oi the 
Mr. Blount reached the Islands on the 29th of March, and his | 


i 
| 


island. It was but an impudent pretense to say she had for- 
feited her sovereignty by her attempted and intended over- 
throw of the constitution under which she held title, and by 
which she was restrained from the exercise of arbitrary power 
and her subjects were assured the enjoyment of constitutional 
liberty. Toassert that she and her government had no power 
or troops or armament and the overwhelming support of popu- 
lar sentiment, was false; and for her rebellious subjects to claim 
that they had any force worthy of the name was equally false. 
In his opinion the rebels were helpless and at the mercy of the 
Queen, except for the interposition of the naval and military 
forces of the United States, landed by Minister Stevens, in bad 
faith to the Hiwaiian monarchy and people and for the unau- 
thorized and unjustifiable purpose of annexing the islands to 
the United States. 

In all his facts and all his conclusions, after a careful perusal 
of the testimony, I believe the President is in error, gravely 
in error; but clothed as he is, as the Chief Executive of this 
nition, with enormous power over this question, he seems to 


| have taken his course on these narrow grounds. 
That Minister Stevens, in having the troops landed and in | 
his recognition of the Provisional Government, acted in bad 


lis, his minister to the islands, to aid in overthrowing the Pro- | 
visional Government and in restoring the Queen, upon the con- | 


dition of pardon and clemency by her to her former subjects who 
had overthrown her power. 

But, lo! Nothing less than to behead ths rebels and confis- 
cate their property would satisfy her majesty, she informed Mr. 
Willis. 

And so the President g6es on to say: 


The chsck which my plans have thus encountered has prevented their pre- 
sentation to the members of the Provisional Government, while un‘or- 
tunate public misrepresentations of the situation and exaggerated state- 
ments of our people have obviously injured the prospects of successful Ex- 
ecutive mediation. 

I therefore submit this communication with its accompanying exhibits. 
embracing Mr. Blount’s report, the evidence and statements tak . by him 
at Honolulu, the instructions given to both Mr. Blount and Minister Willis, 
ani correspondence connected with the affair in hand. 

In commending this subject to the extended powers and wide discretion 
of the Congress, I desire to add the assurance that I shall be much gratified 
to cobperate in any legislative plan which may be devised for the solution 
of the oo before us which is consistent with American honor, integrity, 
and morality. 


It is to be observed, Mr. President, that in his message Presi- 
dent Cleveland nowhere discusses the subject of the annexation 
of the islands to the United States; whether such a step would 
be desirable, wise, or otherwise; whether it is demanded by 
American interests, or whether it is forbidden by American in- 
terests. 

But he does intimate that he is opposed to sucha course. 
only words on the subject are as follows: 


Surely under our Constitution and laws the enlargement of our limits is 
@ manifestation of the highest attribute of sovereignty, and if entered upon 
as an Executive act, all things relating to the transaction should be clear 
and free from suspicion. Additionalimportance attached to this particular 





treaty of annexation, because it contemplated a departure from unbroken | 


American tradition in providing for the addition to our territory of islands 
of the sea more than 2,(00 miles removed from our nearest coast. 

These considerations might not of themselves call for interference with 
the completion of a treaty entered upon by a previous Administration. 


But whatever may be his opinions on that important subject, 
he allowed his action in withdrawing the treaty and in attempt- 


} 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


ing to overthrow the Provisional Government and to restore the’| 


Queen to be governed by the reasons I have before stated. So 
far as we can judge from his message, he withdrew the treaty 
without even considering the problem of the annexation of the 
islands. And if we adopt the resolution of the Senator from In- 
diana the Senate will formally acquiesce in the withdrawal of 
that treaty without even considering the problem of annexation. 

Whether to incorporate these islands as a part of the Ameri- 
can Union is demanded by their highest interests and by the 
a interests of the United States, and was a proper object 
to be encompassed by American diplomacy, the President never 
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| apparent to the throne if the monarchy were restored. 
| them are all the influences of the Canadian Pacific Railway 


His | her crown for adequate annuity from the United States 


lhe first step in the consideration of the subject of annexa- 
tion will necessarily be an examination of these grounds. The 
point thus to be considered is relatively contracted in scope, but 
with all respect to those Senators who have argued to the con- 
trary, [ think toany fair mind, after a careful investigation, that 
it is open to only one conclusion, namely, that the President 
was wrong in every particular. ca 

‘There can be no doubt that the moral and the physical forces 
of the islands were all with those who established the Provis- 
ional Government. When they turned against the Queen they 
left her bereft ofpower. Her crown, before that the symbol of 


| authority, became an empty gewgaw; her court the finale of a 


comic opera; hor army but “the fabric of d dream.” I say this 
because the revolutionists included practically all of the white 
people of the islands, as well as the larger part of those native 
Hawaiians, who, by stability of character and the ownership of 
yroperty, made their opinion and desires, of all the native popu- 
fation, the only ones of any worth in determining the destinies of 
the islands. 

The white people of any nationality who clung to the Queen 
were so few in number as to be insignificant as a determining 
political factor. Whatever their actual number, they were con- 
fined to two classes—first, those, and very few they were, of the 
Englishmen who hope that the islands may pass under British 
influence and if possible under British control. These had the 
sympathy of the British minister and are actively represented 
by the Englishman who is the guardian of Kaiulani, the heir 
Behind 


Company and the Dominion Government of Canada, and such 
influences in Austraulia and Great Britain as are now using a 
commercial zollverein between the dependencies of the British 
Empire, and the construction by adequate subsidies from the 
two colonies of a submarine cable between Vancouver and 
Australia by way of Honolulu. 

The other class of white men who stood by the Queen were 
the adventurers like Paul Neumann, the keen lawyer and attor- 
ney for the Queen, who wisely, however, was willing toexchange 
shrewd 
schemers, like Spreckles, who thought he could see in the 
monarchy some way of advancing the selfish interests of his 
sugar monopoly—other adventurers of all grades down to hood- 
lums, who saw some advantage to themselves from license and 
riot in an arbitrary rule under which lottery and opium infamies 
could flourish rather than under a republic of stable law and 
blue-nosed morals of the American missionary. 

Outside of these two classes, the entire white population arose 
as one man for the overthrow of the monarchy and the 
tution of another government in its place. 

If, then, these were the people arrayed against the Queen, 
why were they so arrayed? if their force as to, physical num- 
bers included substantially the entire white population, what 
moral force propelied them? For what cause were they willing 
to fight? What profound impulse brought them to sucha grave 
and momentous step as to unite in the overthrow of their exist- 
ing government? On this quesiion, Mr. President, there is no 
room left for controversy, and indeed [ do not know that upon 
it there is any controversy. It is a topic which h been 
judiciously ignored by the Senators who in the debate have 
justified the President and so sivagely denounced Mr. Stevens. 

The Queen was a constitutional monarch, and nothing more. 


substi- 
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She did not possess arbitrary powers. She could perform no 
executive act of government except through her responsible 
ministers. She reigned, but did not rule, under a written con- 
stitution framed upon the model of the British Constitution, 
and which imposed upon her all the limitations of the powers 
of asovereign known to English liberty and English law. Under 
this constitution, while she could appoint the members of the 
cabinet, she could not remove them arbitrarily, but ‘‘ only upon 
a vote of want of confidence passed by a majority of all the 
elective membersof the Legislature.” Tho Legislature consisted 
of twenty-four nobles and twenty-four representatives of the 
people sitting together as onechamber. While the representa- 
tives were chosen by the electors without any property quali- 
fication, the nobles were chosen by electors possessed of taxable 
property of not less than $3,000, or in receipt of an income of 
$600 a yoar. The nobles thus chosen by a restrictive suffrage, 
with a few of the representatives, served to control the Legis- 
lature, and thereby operated as a cheek upon tho reckless ad- 
venturers on the one hand, who would use the votes of the native 
population for bad purposes, and equally on the other hand as a 
check upon the arbitrary power of the Crown. Around these 
conservative features of the constitution the political forces of 
the islands surged. 

This constitution had been imposed upon King Kalakaua, 
brother of the Queen, in 1887 by what was virtually a revolution. 
The open bribery, debauehery, and corruption in the Legislature 
practiced by the King and his supporters brought about arevolt 
of the same forces and people who overthrew the Queen in 1893. 
In 1889 a counter revolution was attempted by this very Queen, 
then Mrs. Dominis, and a half-caste named Wilcox. The Kiag 
was really in collusion with themovement, which sought to oust 
the reform cabinet and establish a constitution arbitrary in its 
character and freeing the Crown from restraint. The revolu- 
tionists were overthrown after a pitched battle with the loss of 
seven killed and twelve wounded, and reform was triumphant. 

On the 29th of January, 1891, Liliuokalani was proclaimed 
Queen on the death of Kalakaua. Itis not worth while to go 
into the details of Hawaiian politics. The first year and a half 
of her reign was uneventful, but the last six months were preg- 
nant with events thataffected thefuture. The Queen and her sup- 

orters werestruggling to have theappointment by her of min- 
awe of her own choosing, rather than those acceptable to the 
majority of the Legislature. So that during those six months 
there were five different cabinets. Three cabinets were voted 
out in the course of a few weeks. In two of them were Sam Par- 
kerand Paul Neumann. Inthe third wasCornwell. These men 
and their like were those who were promoting the opium and 
lottery bills—the one to permit the opium traffic at the cost of 
the further demoralization of the native population, the other 
to transfer to these islands the Louisiana octopus, that from that 
coigne of vantage it might eat y re substance of the islands and 
prey upon the people of the United States. From both the 
Queen could gain a permanent revenue which would make her 
independent of the purse of the state controlled by the Legisla- 
ture and enable her the more readily and easily to forge the 
fett»rsof absolutism upon the country. From both, the harpies, 
sharpers, and adventurers around her, who were guiding the 
movement, would fatten on the profits and corruption that would 
ensue. Behind the contest as to constitutional prerogative be- 
tween the Legislature and the Queen there lay these questions 
of imminent legislative policy. The Cornwell ministry, the last 
of the three was appointed on the Ist of November, 1892, and 
upon the same day voted out by the Legislature; thereupon the 
Queen apparently yielded and appointed the Jones- Wilcox cab- 
inet, made upof substantial and responsible men, mepnenentnene 
of the party and people who demanded constitutional responsible 
government. Thereafter peace and quiet reigned—a condition 
of affairs which Minister Stevens contemplated would continue 
during the remainder of his service, and until his successor 
should relieve him from duty. He therefore felt justified on 
the 4th of January in leaving his post, accompanied by his 
daughter, on the United States steamer Boston, about to sail on 
a practice cruise to Hilo, 300 miles distant. 

On the return of the Boston to Honolulu, on the 14th of Janu- 
ary, they were met witn the startling news of a revolution. The 
Queen, with the aid of the unscrupulous supporters of the opium 
and lottery bills, had, by bribery, forced both measures through 
the Legislature, had voted out the conservative cabinet, and had 
ne in their stead a new cabinet, made up of Parker, Corn- 
well, Colburn, and Peterson. At noon on the Mth, after the 
arrival of the Boston, the Queep prorogued the Legislature, 

‘thereby leaving this cabinet in power until the Legislature 
should again assemble at the end of nearly two years. At the 
same time she announced to her ministers her purpose to pro- 

‘claim a new constitution. This constitution overthrew 


/ constitutional and responsible government, and practically placed 


‘property, pai 
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the entire powers of the Government, all power over the people 
and property of the islands, at the mercy of the Queen. It gave 
to the Crown the power to appoint the ministers without regard 
to any vote of the Legisluture. It gave to the Crown the power 
to appoint the nobles, twenty-four in number, and one-half of the 
Legislature. It reduced the qualification of voters and con- 
ferred the right of suffrage on ‘‘ subjects” only, thereby taking 
it away from those of American or European birth or descent 
who had not by naturalization become sub,ects of the Kingdom; 
thus giving to the native Hawaiians the control over the elec- 
tion of the representatives, and together with her power to ap- 
point the nobles, making the Legislature the creature of the 
Queen. It made the term of the justices of the supreme court 
six years instead of for life, thus placing the judicial power in 
the control of the Crown. 

All power by this constitution, substantially unchecked, was 
given to the Crown—executive, legislative, judicial. Not only 
were the constitutional securities for life, liberty, and pro;erty 
thus sweptaway; not only were the white people of these islands 
menaced with this barbaric despotism—but the constitution itself 
was to be thus changed, not in compliance with its own limita- 
tious, namely, by the majority vote of one Legislature and the 
two-thirds vote of the succeeding one, but by the unconstitutional 
and arbitrary edict of the Queen, in violation of her solemn oath. 
The only further authority she invoked was the acauiescence 
of her ministers. She demanded of them that they should sign 
the instrument and join with her in promulgating it. Smill 
wonder that they refused, and, when with savage fury she in- 
sisted, surrounded by acrowd of hoodlums of her own race, that 
they fled from her presence for their lives and unfolded the tale 
to the leaders of the reform party they had opposed, asking 
them to summon the people to their rescue. 

Mr. President, the Committee on Foreign Relations of this 
Senate have well found in their report that Liliuokalani then 
and there ceased to reign. And it will remain a standing mar- 
vel to the people of this Republic as long as it endures and the 
pitiful story of the subsequent course of President Cleveland and 
Secretary Gresham lives to stain our records, how they could 
ever have thought otherwise. 

There was no doubt or hesitation in the minds of the responsi- 
ble citizens of Honolulu. With them at this crisis in the affairs 
of Hawaii the Queen stood face to face. 

Who were these people, Mr. President, and of what fiber were 
they made, in such a moment of periland of responsibility? Itis 
not that they wereall the white people of the islands, with excep- 
tions soslightas to make them immaterial; thatthe whites, with 
their Chinese, Japinese, and Portuguese laborers, constitute 
nearly one-half the inhabitants; that these, with the substantial 
native Hawaiians opposed to arbitrary government, constitute a 
majority of the inhabitants. 

It is not 7 that they owned the bulk of the land and other 

the bulk of the taxes, held in their hands its 
arge and valuable foreignas wellasinterisland commerce, owned 
its banks and other financial institutions. maintained its churches 
and its charities. It is that they comprised the totality of the 
forces that constituted its civilization. They were instinct with 
the spirit and purpose of American freemen and American lib- 
erty. But for them the islands would have remained in barbar- 
ism or long since have fallen under the sway of the British or the 
French. 

Few stories, Mr. President, are more deeply interesting to 
the student than the history of this far-oif diminutive island 
people and kingdom. Discovered by Capt. Cook in 1779, and 
visited three times by Vancouver before 1796, they were a por- 
tion of the earth neglected by white men until the arrival of the 
first company of American missionaries in 1520, to be followed 
by another in 1823, and a third in 1828. Up to 1848 twelve com- 
panies of missionaries went from the United States. They found 
ap ople in the bonds of idolatry of a pagan priesthood and super- 
stition enforced by the dreadful penalty of the “tabu,” and yet 
a people singularly open-minded and amenable to the influences 
of civilization. The chieftain class were distinctively superior 
to the common people as much in physique, courage, mental, 
and moral force as they were in ok. Their government and 
land tenures approximated tothe feudalsystem. Intho Kameha- 
meha dynasty they were fortunate in a line of kings who pos- 
sessed lofty qualities of both head and heart. Under their be- 
nign influence and sway, Christianity was welcomed and adopted; 
churches and schools took the place of idols and superstition; 
the language was reduced to writing, and the Bible translated. 
Before the end of 1821 2,000 people had learned to read, and a 
peculiar system of schools mal rapidly over the islands. The 


eagerness of a to acquire the new and wonderful art of 
r was 


reading and w intense, and at length almost the whole 
ulation at school. Not only did the natives accept 
ristianity and education, but the erican influence upon 
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their Government, upon its framework and conduct, from the 

outset was profound. As early as 1539 the King promulgated a | 
Declaration of Rights, which may be considered as the Magna | 
Chartaof Hawaiianfreedom. When thec mmandersof French 

or British ships sought to get possession of the islands they | 
found they had to deal not merely with native rulers, but with 
skil!ful and accomplished American or European dipiomatists, 
backed by important vested commercial interests. In 1839, when 
Capt. La Piace, in command of a French frigate, exacted an in- 
dem aity of $20,000 as a guaranty of harsh and unreasonable de- 
mands. with the hope that because of the inability of the King 
to procure the money he could seize the islands, the white mer- 
chants promptly subscribed and deposited the sum. 
1842, at the instigation of the British consul, Lord George Pau- 
let, in command of a British frigate, compelled from Kame- 
hameha [II a deed of cession of the islands, his action wasantici- 
pated by the King, who had already sent a commissioner to the 
United States and to England, on whose representation and re 
quest, with the added interposition of the American Govern- 
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When in | 
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ment, the British Government promptly repudiated the transac- 
tion, and with the French Government reciprocally agreed never 
to tike possession of the islands. Notwithstanding this treaty, 
however, 1n 1849 Admiral de Tromelin, in command of a French 
frigate took military possession of the fort, Government offices, 
custom-house, and other royal property: their demands contin- 
uing to be harshly pressed, Kamehameha in 1851 made to the 
American consul in escrow a conditional proclamation of the 
cession of the islands to the United States; and thereafter and 
upon the urgency of the American Government, the French 
abandoned their pressure. And with this incident all efforts of 
Great Britain and France to dominate the islands ceased. 

Under American influence constitutional government was es- 
tablished in the islands by the adoption of a written constitution 
after the English analogy containing the safeguards of Anglio- 
American liberty. 

In1851 Mr. Severance, the American consul, writes: 

The popular representative body is for the most part composed of na- 
tives of the United States, and so is the executive part of the Government, 
as well as the judiciary, at least in the high courts. 






In addition to all this American commercial and property in- 
terests predominated from the outset. As early as 1842 the 
Hawaiian commission to obtain from the United States the 
recognition of their sovereignty, stated to Mr. Webster that 
apnually not less than from five to seven millions of American 
property, in from $0 to 100 American ‘whalers and from 12 to 15 
merchant vessels, lay in Hawaiian harbors and roadsteads re- 
eeiving protection from the Hawaiian Government. 

Mr. Severance in his dispatch of 1851 adds: 

The American interest—missionary, mercantile, and otherwise—is alto 
gether paramount. Three-fourths at least of the business done here is by 
Americans, and they already own much of the real estate. 

The earlier intimacy between the islands and the United 
States was of course greatly augmented by the annexation and 
development of California, Oregon, and our Pacific coast. 

Finally th se growing influences led to the reciprocity treaty of 
187) —still subsisting and to subsist unless repealed by this bill— 
under which the Hawaiian Government became a part of the 
American commercial system, and shared in the unlimited re- 
sources of the American market. In its own comprehensive 
terms the treaty was made “ to consolidate the commercial in- 
tercourse” of the two countries. And, Mr. President, it had 
consolidated them, at the very hour when this infatuated Queen 
was proposing to put her heel on the neck of every American 
on the islands. Every material inte’est of the islands was part 
and parcel of their identification with the United States and 
of the influences—moral, social, and political—for which her 
American subjects stood. 

Who was the Queen then, and why did she invoke a conflict to 
the death with this tremendous power? Kalakaua, her brother, 
wanted to usurparbitrary power. Theevil forces and inflaences 
that surrounded her were around him, but he had too much 
sense, and too little courage to run the risk. Unfortunately for 
her she had more of courage and lacked the sense. She hardly 
could have fairly appreciated what the relative forces were or she 
never would have cast her all on the hazard of the die. How 
was it, if the racial differences were such as to provoke such a 
conflict in the year of grace 1893, that it had not sisen before, 
long before? How was it that animosity and conflict came to 
take the place of that deep and abiding friendship which there- 
tofore and from the earliest days had cemented the natives and 
the whites? 

These guestions, Mr. President, are the key to this entire 
eontraversy, and the true answer marks a change in the native 
race as interesting as itis momentous. Kalakaua, called to the 
throne in 1874 by election and not by hereditary right, and 
Liliuokalani, his sister, proved to be totally different people 
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They were but 
As I have before said the cuieftain class were dis- 


from the royal dynasty whom they succeeded. 
parvenus. 





tinctly superior to the common natives in mind, body, and estate 
It was their innate elevation and liberality of character that 
made it possible for them so s. eedily to discard superstition and 
barbarism, and accept education, Christianity, and civilization. 
The high chiefs, the Kamehimehas, were especially superior 
in quality and character. Born to rule, they were fit to r 
They were not less wise than they were lofty and noble. They 
were as ready to accept the aid of the white men in the conduct of 
their government as they were to accept parli nt vern- 
ment and constitutional limitation upon their theretofore arbi- 
trary power. No friction ensued between ther t ad- 
visers; while adventurers and hoodlums, bribery - 
tion, had no place in their councils. But they became e t 
as did also the entire class of chiefs throughout the i ds. 
With them, as the event has shown, expired the last pos lity 
of successful native rule. Kalakaua and Liliuokalani not only 
were governed by but syms*thized with whatever was base in 
the influences that surrounded them. Both abandoned the 
ditions of the Kamehamehas. Both sought arbitrary power to 
escape wholesome restraints, and to enable them by the Isa 
of government to secure revenues to which they were not enti- 


tled, and thus minister to the passions which dominAted the 
Neither property or any other vital interest was s at their 
hands. Force compelled Kulakaua to accept the restraints of 
the constitution of 1887, and the Queen invoked force to over- 
throw it. 

[f there were any doubt, Mr. President, of the justice 
I have thus said it. characterizing the Queen, and the 
the party, the people for whom she stood, and the form of gov- 


s 


of what 


persons 


} 


at 
ernment she sought to impose on the country, we hve had 
abundant evidence since in the report of Mr. Blount and the dis- 
patches of Mr. Willis. 
Mr. Blount, in his dispatch of April 26, less than a month altor 
reaching the islands, says: 
Linvite your attention to the following copy of & memorial from the Hut 


Kalaiaina (or Hawaiian Political Association),, because of it 
closure of the native Hawaiian mind In its aspirations as to the ! 
ernment. 

“Statement of facts made by the Hui Kalaiaina (ia 
in behalf of the people to J. H. Blount, the Unit 
ing why the people urged the Que 
Hawaiian people 

‘*To the Hon. J. H. BLouNT, the United States commi 
* We, the Hawaiian Political Associstion, in behalf of the peo; 


i State: 
, 


n to promulgate a 


c sioner, greetir 







walian Islands, an assuciation organized in the city of 
branches organized all over these isiands, which associat ri i 
istence since the overthrow of the constitution of Kamehameha IV by 
descendants of the sons of missionaries who are seeking to usurp the Kin 
dom of our Queen for themseives 

‘‘And for this reason the people did ask King Kalakaua to revise the con 
stitution of 1887 now in force, and during his reign many petitions were 


made to him and to the Legislature with t 10usands of signature 
but the desire of the people was never fulfilled 


“Therefore, the people petitioned to him for redress a ing tot e 
statements now submitted to you: 
“First. This constitution deprived the Crown of Hawalian Islands of it 


ancient prerogatives. 
‘Second. This constitution based the principle 
forms and spirit of republican governments 
‘Third. Thisconstitution opens the way to a republican government 
‘Fourth. This constitution has taken the sovereign power and vested it 
outside of the King sitting on the throne of the Hawaiian Kingdom 
“Fifth. This constitution has limited the franchise of the nati 
waiians.”’ 


Mr. Blount then goes on, in the following language, to explain 
how the constitution of 1887 transferred the legislat 
from the natives to the whites: 


Prior to the constitution of 1887 the nobles were appointed by the Crown 
and the representatives were elected by the people, with but little obstrue- 


r 


3 of government on 


Ha 


' 
i 


vo power 


tion in the qualification of the elector. The number of nobles was 20 and 
the number of re resentatives was 28, and these, constituting one body, en- 
acted the laws. The cabinet was only responsible to the King. The ma 


jority of voters was overwhelmingly native. dt is easy to understand 
how completely the native people could, if they desired, control the Govern- 
ment as against the white race. Under the constitution of 1887 the number 
of nobles and representatives is equal. 

The qualification of an elector of a noble required him to own property of 
the value of $3,000 unincumbered, or an income of 800. Practically this 
vested the power of electing nobles in the white population, or. as it is some 
times termed, the reform party. A cabinet could not be removed by the 
Crown except on a vote of want of confidence by the Legislature. The abil- 
ity to elect a small number, even one of the representatives. enabled the 
white race to control legislation and to vote out any ministry not in accord 
with them. This placed the politica) power in the hands of the white race. 
I use the words “white ’ and “native” as distinguishing the persons in the 
political contests here, because they are generally used by the people here 
in communicating their views to me. 


He then adds this significant and weighty conclusion and 
judgment: 

Thad supposed up to the appearance of this memorial that the real de- 
mand of the native was for a just proportion of power in the election of 


nobles by the reduction of the money qualiiication of an electot rhis i had 
derived from interviews with some of the intelligent half-castes. This me- 


5 


morial indicates an opposition to the new constitution, because it takes 
away from the Crown the right to appoint nobies and the right to appoint 
There is no aspiration in it for the advzence- 


and remove cabinets at will. 
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ment of the right of the masses to participate in the control of public af- 
fairs, but an eager, trustful devotion to the Crown as an absolute monarchy. 
i had wondered whether or not this race of people, which up to 1843 had no 
rights of property, and over whom the king and chiefs had absolute power 
of life and death, had fully cast off the old system and conceived the modern 
ideas in the United states of the control of the Governmentby equal partic- 
ipation by every citizen in the selection of its rulers. Up to the appear- 
ance of this memorial I had received but little satisfaction on this line of 
thought. 

Mr. Blount also calls attention to a copy of certain resolutions 
presented to him by a committee of the ‘‘ Hui Aloha Aina,” or 
the Hawaiian Patriotic League, an organization of the native 
females, and upon that further adds: 

Taken in connection with the foregoing memorial of ths Hui Kalaiaina, 
it is strongly suggestive of blind devotion to arbitrary power vested in the 
crown Worn by a person of native blood. I have forwarded these two docu- 
ments because they present a phase of thought which had not been so well 
defined in anything I had seen in publications relating to these islands 
They seem to go very far in the matter of the capacity of these people for 
self-government. 

After that language, Mr. Presidgnt, that finding, that judg- 
ment, from President Cleveland's paramount commissioner him- 
self, there can be no doubt in any candid mind, it could have 
left no doubt in the mind of President Cleveland or Secretary 
Gresham when they read it, it is no longer open in this debate 
to dispute, what was the character of the proposed government 
against which the people rose on that eventful 14th of January, 
1893. According to Mr. Blount there was no aspiration in it for 
the advancement of the masses to participate in the control of pub- 
licaffairs, but an eager, trustful devotion to the Crown as an abso- 
lute monarchy; a blind devotion to arbitrary power vested in the 
crown worn by a person of native blood. 

But if more light were needed on this point it has been sup- 

lied in the lurid glare cast upon it YY the experience of Mr. 
Willis. With Mr. Blount’s pointed inform ition staring them 
in the face, the President.and Secretary of State delegated Mr. 
Willis to wield the influence and the power of the United States 
in placing an American republic, an American people, an Ameri- 
can civilization at the mercy of a native, barbaric despotism. 
Thoy did this after full notice and knowledge, and not without 
some apprehension as to the possible results.. ‘‘My plans,” as 


the President euphemistically terms his scheme, ‘‘ provided that 
the Queen should pledge herself to amnesty to these American 
offenders against the majesty of her power before the force of 
the American Government should be applied in putting that 
power back in her hands.” 


Her answer, when Mr. Willis went 
on his odious errand, was simple and direct. “I then said to 
her.” he reports, repeating very distinctly her words, ‘‘ it is your 
fecling that these people should be beheaded and their prop- 
erty confiscated?” She replied, “Itis.” No wonder that in 
making his report Mr. Willis said: 

I need hardly add that the tension of feeling is so great that the promptest 
action is ne ‘essary to prevent disastrous consequences. 

No wonder that he stopped right there and telegraphed, 
‘Views of the first party so extreme as to require further in- 
structions.” Such an admonition might be presumed to have 
given pause even to our national Don (Quixote and Sancho Panza, 
but they were indeed madeof sterner stuff. Promptly back goes 
the telegram in reply: 

Should the Queen accept conditions and the Provisional Government re- 
fuse to surrender, you will be governed by previous instructions. 

‘*flowever bloody her disposition or demands, let her but give 
her mere promise of clemency and we take the awful responsi- 
bility of instructing you to uss the power of the United States 
to restore to her that power which, after it shall be restor-d, 
will have placed these people at her mercy, and even if shespare 
their lives and property will put their all under her arbitrary 
rule |” 

On the 20th of December last the President in his message pro- 
posed to ‘‘refer the matter to the broader authority and discretion 
of Congress,” with what he termed ‘‘a full explanation of the 
endeavor thus far made to deal with the emergency,” and a state- 
ment of the considerations which had governed his actions, to- 

ther ‘‘ with correspondence connected with the affair in hand.” 

t is difficult even now to believe that the President then had 
in his hands Mr. Willis’s dispatch No. 3, of November 16, 
which fully disclosed to him the bloody purpose of the Queen. 
It is hard to credit even now, that while ‘commending this 
subject to the extended powers and wide discretion of the Con- 
ress,” with the added ‘‘assurance that he should be much 
tified to coperate in any legislative plan which might be 
evised for the solution of the problem before us which is con- 
sistent with American honor, integrity, and morality,” he was 
trifling with this Senate and the House and with the American 

»ople in worse than a double sense by concealing from us the 

ispatch which told of the damning facts which were conclusive 
of the transaction, and without the knowledge of which neither 
Congress nor the people coald arrive at any sound or just con- 
clusion. 
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While in terms the subject was left with Congress, in fact 
Mr. Willis was left with his instructions. 


These conditions— 


Of clemency, says the President— 


have not proved’ acceptable to the Queen, and though s8nenas peen Informed 
that they will bs insisted upon, and that unless acceded to the efforts of the 
President to aid in the restoration of her Government will cease, I have not 
thus far learned that she is willing to yield to them her acquiescence. 

On that eventful 20th day of December, when at last the 
silence of the Executive was broken, and while we were listen- 
ing in our seats here to the werds which ostensibly remitted 
this subject to us, Mr. Willis was writing the report of his 
second e.fort with the Queen, which he had made two days before. 
The letter of the Secretary of State to the President of the 
i8th of October had reached the islands, disclosing to all the 
purpose of the President to restore the monarchy, and the hopes 
of the royalists beat high. The cipher instructions of the Sec- 
retiry of State of December 2, had arrived and aninterview was 
immediately arranged with the Queen to receive an important 
communication from the President of the United States. By 
that time the Queen had yielded far enough to abandon her de- 
mand for the death penalty upon her rebellious subjects, but 
she insisted that they should all be buinished, they and their 
children, “ that they must not be permitted to remain in the 
country and their property must be confiscated.”” So much for 
the purpose of the Queen herself as to what the white popula- 
tion had to expect, unless they should succeed in overthrowing 
her rule. 

But one more item of evidence remains of the character and 
purposes of the royalists. Mr. Willis in his dispatch of Decem- 
ber 9, reports that on the 5th of December he mst C. B. Wil- 
son, the ex-marshal and favorite of the Queen, and asked him 
what business he wasin. Wilson replied that he was ‘ await- 
ing results.” Mr. Willis asked, ‘‘ Whatresults?” Hesaid, ‘‘ The 
restoration of the Queen.” Wilson then handed to Mr. Willis 
a document which he said had been seen and approved by the 
Queen, and had also been seen by Peterson and Paul Neumann. 
This instrument was a proposed plau of procedure in ‘* the event 
of the United States Government through its officials causing 
and compelling the Provisional Government to surrender uncon- 
ditionally and proceeding to the restoration of Her Majesty’s 
Government as it wis on the lith day of January, 1893, possibly 
coupled with a request or a recommend ition to mercy and len- 
iency on behalf of those who took part as principals in the over- 
throw of the Queen's Government on that date.” 

The document provided that the comm inder of the United 
States forces should bring them onshore, compel the surrender 
to him by the Provisional Government of all their officers and 
men as prisoners, to be subsequently turned over to Her Majesty’s 
Go. ernment, to be dealt with by acourt specially appointed for 
that purpose, which was to proceed under martial law. Martial 
law was to be proclaimed, the writ of habeas corpus suspended; 
allarmsand ammunition in private hands were to be surrendered, 
and their sale prohibited: all officials were to be reappointed; 
all persons implicated or concerned in the late overthrow were 
to be arrested; custody and care was to be had of all such pris- 
oners, as well as of those handed over by the United States 
forces; all arms were to be received and surrendered to the United 
States by the Provisional Government, and vessels were to be 
dispatched to the other islands to make ail necessary chinges 
and arrests. All this was to be carried out by the Queen's late 
cabinet, and a council of persons whose names were appended 
to the document. 

In transmitting this precious instrument Mr. Willis felt com- 
pelled to say: 


It will be seen that, although claiming to be the author of the document, @ 
claim which is doubtful, he (Wilson) finally admitted that it had been sub- 
mitted to and approved by the Queen, by her attorney, and by all the mem- 
bers of her former ministry, all of whom had receivea copies, 

An analysis of the list of special advisers, whether native or foreign, is 
not encouraging tothe friends of good government or of American interests, 
The Americans who, for over half a century, held a commanding plicein the 
councils of state are ignored, and other nationalities, English especially, 
wre placed incharge. Tis is true both of the special list of advisers and of 
the supplementary list. If these lists had been selected by Wilson himself 
no special importance would attach to them, but it would seem from the 
facts that it is a list which has been approved after consultation with lead- 
ing royalists and, most probably, with the approval of the Queen. 


Such was to be the consequence of the restoration of the 
Queen, as Mr. Willis tells us, in the expectation of herself and 
her advisers and followers. It was against such cons*quenceg 
that the people rose on the 14th of January. And while it may 
be argued that the events related by Mr. Blountand Mr. Willis 
that occurred after the revolution ought not to be plead in justi- 
fication for inaugurating the revolution, the plain answer is that 
such dreadful facts, however shocking they were to the people 
of the United States, disclosed nothing new or unexpected to 
the people of Hawaii as to the character of the Queen and of 








1894. 











those with whom she was surrounded, or of the manner of gov- | 
ernment that was to be expected at her and their hands. 

{ do not speak of the Hawaiian monarchy with derision, still | 
less with scorn. It presents much in its history that is digni- 
fied and noble, much that is pathetic, and from its beginning to 
its end is profoundly interesting. In the short span of its life 
it carried in its cheek the hectic consumptive flush which inva- | 
riably marked the a! vriginal people in their contact with the 
forces of civilization. It is the only aboriginal people, if we | 
except our five civilized tribes, brought to the knowledge of 
the world, as a consequence of the discoveries of Columbus, 
who established and maintained a constitutional government. | 
That government was the child of American influences; it | 
might almost be said, of American paternity. It wasour power | 
that protected them from European aggression: to us they have 
ever looked as their great friend. Itwas the religious devotion 
of our unselfish missionaries that not merely freed them from | 
superstition, but carried to them Christianity, education, lib- | 
erty, and law; that gave them wealth and order, and all that is 
included in the term civilization. I1tfell because in the fullness 
of time there had come to the throne a man and a woman who 
were not fit torule. It fell when the besotted Queen attempted 
to destroy the forces which alone made her Kingdom possible, 
and to substitute for them a barbaric despotism. 

Toone interested in historic analogies, the course of this short- 
lived monarchy will be seen to bear a striking resemblance to 
the vicis-itudes of the English Crown, carried through a long 
series of years. Founded in absolutism and the feudal system, 
under the in“ uence of Christianity and education these were re- | 
placed by aliberal constitutional monarchy. And as the Stuarts 
vainly sought to restore arbitrary power at the cost to both of 
them of their crown and to one of them of his head. so a like 
effort by Kalakaua and Liliuokalani has effaced their dynasty 
and their throne. 

In the face of the facts as they thus appear, what is left of the 
contention of President Cleveland that the committee of safety 
and the Provisional Government possessed no force of their own, 
and that the Queen yielded not to them, but tothe military forces 
of the United States? Why. Mr. President, leaving the forces of 
the United States out of the account, there was no real force in 
the islands that day other than that created by the Provisional 
Government. The monarchy, the constitutional monarchy, the 
substitute for barbaric chieftainship, the power that had with- 
stood France and Great Britain, was the work of their hands. 
When their hands were withdrawn it fell. They had everything 
at stake, life and home and family and property and country. 
Five thousand white people were practically united. They in- 
cluded all the menof property, of force, of purpose, of will. If 
the contest hxd come to a conflict of arms who for an instant can 
doubt the result? From the day of Cortez in Mexico in every 
such contlict there has been but one result. Blood might have 
flowed, though probably not much. But had it proved necessary 
the men of our race would have poured out their blood like water. 
Was it not such as they who but a few years before, on the 
decks of the Trenton, at an island in another archipelago of that 
same Pacific, amid cheers for their more fortunate comrades and 
the strains of ‘‘ Hail Columbia,” had gone down to a watery 
grave? Was it not the story of other such from the heart of 
Africa thatthrilled the world the otherday? Butfew in number 
and surrounded by thousands of foes, when at last their ammu- 
nition was exhausted, the Induna reports the Englishmen who 
were still able to rise stood shoulder to shoulder, took o'f their 
hats, and joined in a song that they had heard the missionaries 
sing to the natives, and met their fate with the song on their 
lips. 

In the presence of such men and such forces, how idle, how 
trivial, how puerile, becomes the contention of the President 
and his supporters on this floor that there would have been no 
revolution, no effort of force to resist the revolution projected 
by the Queen, had not the United States troops been landed. 

What force was there againstthem? In the lirst placeamongst 
all her advisers the Queen had but one courageous man, Wilson, 
the marshal. Her ministers proved themselves arrant cowards, 
every oneofthem. Their advice to the Queen of an ostensible 
surrender to the United States forces was a lawyer’s device. to 
obtain her assent, and to save the risk to their own precious 
lives from a conflict of force. They could not help knowing 
whatevery body else knew, that if the contest between the Queen 
and her opponents went to a conflict of arms, while there would 
be bloodshed, and possibly great loss of life and property, there 
could be but one result —for with the support of the whites totally 
withdrawn from her, there was no one left capable of conducting 
such a conflict, or capable of conducting a government. Nor 
was there any force with courage enough to make a real fight. 
If this was not the case, why did not the cabinet have the com- 
mittee of safety and the other leaders of the Provisionals arrested 
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before Capt. Wiltse landed his troops. Surely up to that stage 
they were not overpowered by the United States. They had 
ample law on their side to justify such arrests. Instead of that, 
Colburn and Peterson at once ran to Judge Hartwell, consulted 
with him and Thurston, and later in the afternoon, and «after 
Thurston had suggested to them the deposing of the Queen, 
united in the meeting at the office of W. O. Smith, and were 


| actually present there when the meeting of citizens was organ- 


ized and the committee of safety was selected and formed. Me- 
Candless, who was one of the committee, testities to this; and 
Colburn himself states that he told the meeting all that had hap- 
pened, that is as tothe Queen’s proposed promulgation of the 
new constitution and of the action of the cabinet. Colburn 
makes the further important admission that on Sunday morn- 
ing, as early as 6 o'clock, Thurston got him to go to Peter- 
son's house, and there disclosed to them that the committee 
of safety had sent him with the proposition that Colburn and 
Peterson should depose the Queen and declare a Provisional 


| Government, and that they, on Thurston's departure, sent for 


Parlerand Cornwell, imparted to them what Thurston had pro- 
posed, and entered intoconsultation with them. Possessed thus 
at 6 o'clock on Sunday morning with the purposes of the com- 
mittee and a list of their names, they allowed the time until the 
landing of Capt. Wiltse s forces at 5 p. m. on Monday to elapse 
without raising a hand, striking a blow, or making a single ar- 
rest against these plotters of treason. 

But what foree did the Queen have? On this point, vital to 
the contention of the President and his supporters on this floor, 
the most conclusive facts are those that are undisputed and lie 
clear outside of the range of controversy. Mr. President, this 
was a monarchy, and for that matter a government practically 
without the possession of any physical force. It absolutely had 
no powers of resistance to any foreign nation. It existed as an 
independent government and people, not through the cipacity 
for self-defense. Inacertainsense it existed by the sufferance of 
thegreatpowers. Itoweditsautonomy on the one hand, as Ihave 
before stated, to the stable forces of its American and European 
citizenship: and on the other to the fact that the United States 
had warned all other nations off the premises. It had no army. 
Ithad no navy. On the contrary, it did not even possess power 
to preserve order and protect life and property. And sv it was 
that a man-of-war was regularly and constantly kept at Hono- 
lulu by the United States, and more or less by the other powers, 
with instructions to land troops whenever in the discretion of 
the commander it was found necessary to protect Amevican life 
and property. For this purpose the technical rights of sover- 
eignty which would pertain to a Government capable of pre- 
ser‘ ing order, were disregarded by the naval commander, and 
what otherwise would be a gross usurpation as well as insult 
had perforce to be accepted by this veoh nation. 

Apparently, however, the contention that the Queen had ade- 
quate force with which to have suppressed this rebellion but for 
the interposition of the troops of the United States rests upon the 
existence of the troops. the armed men, the army at her command. 
How many and what were these troops? President Cleveland in 
his message says she had not less than 500 armed men and several 
pieces of artillery. According to Biount she had 546, of whom 
224 were at the station house, 50 at the palace with the Queen, 
and 272 at the barracks. Wilson, the ex-marshal, makes affi- 
davit that of the 224 at the police station, 74 were the regular 
patrol, special reserve force, 36; volunteers, 114. So that this 
seems to have been merely a police force, though instructed in 
military tactics and drilled in the use of firearms. Samuel Now- 
lein, captain of the Household Guards, says he was in command 
at the barracksand palace witha total armed force of 272,.men, of 
which 72 were regulars of the guardsand 200 native Hawaiian vol- 
unteers. These included the entire array, making in the whole 
496 men. Mr. Blount, in his anxiety to swell the proportions of 
this imposing army, s:ems to have counted the 50 guards at the 
palacetwice. But 182 men were in regular service; of these 110 
were the ordinary city police,and 72 were of the guards, 50 of 
whom were on guard with the Queen atthe palace. The remaining 
314 were mere volunteers improvised inside of two days, if indeed 
any such force or in such numbers actually existed. Allof them 
were native Hawaiians except about 12 or 15 white men in the 
special police. Such was the army that was to usurp the Gov- 
ernment and suppress the liberties of the fighting men of 5,000 
Americans and Europeans. Now, in fact, they did not have 
even that number of men. Lieut. Young, of the Boston, in his 
testimony before the Committee on Foreign Affairs suys the 
Government troops were 80 and 60 of the Qu en’s guard and 
police, and that those were all the troops they had at any time, 
in addition to 175 under arms of the volunteer force at the arm- 
ory and 50 more on Nuuanu avenue, making 225 volunteers and a 
total of 365. He says: 


Mr. Wilson showed me a statement where he claimed that he had 800 men, 
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I told him that I had been informed by participants, and I had verified their 
statements, that he had only 80 and 69, and he laughed and told me of course 
he had not that number; but be appointed a number of men around town as 
spies, Who gave information, and haknewa lot of Kanakas he could call in 
to make up that number. 

¥.W. McChesney, an American merchant, says “‘ the committee 
of safety had taken pains to investigate the forces opposed to us, and 
found that the Queen had only 80 men at the barracks, and that 
Wilson had about 125 regulars, with possibly 75 special police, 
among whom were only 12 or 15 white men, and the forces sur- 
rendered showed these to be the facts.” 

And yet in the face of these facts, the President of the United 
States said to Congress: 

In this state of things if the Queen could have dealt with the insurgents 
alone, her course would have been plain and the result unmistakabie. 

But what were the forces opposed to the Queen? The sup- 
porters of the committee of safety, when they occupied the gov- 
ernment building, were not wanting in courage nor in either 
military force or organization. The Honolulu Rites organized 
in 1887, when the reform constitution had been forced on Kala- 
kaua, had been dissolved in 1890. But both officers and men 
were practically all subject to this call for duty. The officers 
began to get the men together and hunt up arms and ammuni- 
tion, and they found enough of both. It consisted of a battalion 
of four companies. After the government building had been 
seized, and while the proclamation of the Provisional Govern- 
ment was being read these men began to arrive. John Emme- 
leuth testifies that 180 arrived within five minutes. F. W. 
McChesney puts the number at 150. Mr. Oleson says there must 
have been 10) when the last words of the proclamation were 
being read, and that they came in from all Decellene until the 
station house surrendered, when he estimates there were four 
companies of 60 men each, well armed and well officered. Lieut. 
Young, of the Boston, says that when the American flag was 
hauled down and the troops went aboard ship the armed force of 
the Provisional Government was between 700 and 800 men. No 
force in the islands has since arisen and none exists to dispute 
their authority. 

But President Cleveland asserts that in landing the United 
States troops Minister Stevens had ‘‘declared he would support 
the Provisional Government,” as claimed by the Queen in her 
protest; that the troops were landed by Mr. Stevens not to pro- 
tect American life and property, but to overthrow the Govern- 
ment of the Queen, with whom we were at peace, with a view to 
annex the islands. And in these contentions Senators on this 
floor have joined. 

Mr. President, I do not feel that Mr Stevens needs any vindi- 
cation at my hands. He has already received it in unstinted 
measure from a higher authority, the American people; but a 
more unjustifiable or groundless assault I think was never made 
upon a meritorious public officer, who had simply discharged 
his plain duty under difficult cireumstances. The shelter of the 
grave has served to protect Capt. Wiltse, his companion in re- 
sponsibility, from the violence of theattack. Moreover, let it be 
borne constantly in mind that the Queen's assertion in her pro- 
test, which the President adopis, that Mr. Stevens declared he 
would support the Provisional Government is not only utterly 
without evidence to support.it, but is contradicted by all the evi- 
dence. From first to last what he said and all he said was that 


the troops would protect American life and property. Colburn, | 


in his letter to Mr. Blount, says: 

immediately upon the information being conveyed to the cabinet that the 
troops of the Boston were landed, Mr. Parker and myself drove with all 
haste to the residence of J. L. Stevens and asked him the reason the troops 


were landed and if he intenGed to annex the , and he replied, 
“We,** further said, “ those are ashore to preserve the Queen on 
her throne, you gentlemen in your o and to offer protection to the com- 


munity at large.’ 

I doubt very much if Mr. Stevens ever did tell these ministers 
of the Queen that the troops were landed to keep the Queen on 
the throne; yet Colburn so wrote to Mr. Blount. But we 
may rely upon Mr. Stevens's testimony, who that all four of 
the ministers called to see him, but owing to his illness he saw 
but two of them, Parker and Peterson, whose message was 
whether— 

Icould not properly ask the aid of Capt. Wiltse’s forces, to sustain the 

. Peterson went into alegal a that they were a ly con- 
atituted government and that I ly use the force. made as 
brief an answer as possible ‘ that these men were on shore for a fice pur- 
pose, and we can not take any part In any contest; can not use the force to 
sustain the Queen or anybody else." 

But the President, and Senators who defend him, claim that 
the committee of safety itself confessed to Mr. Stevens their 
helplessness and imbecility and —— hisaid. “ We are un- 
able to protect ourselves without aid, and therefore pray for the 

rotec of the United States forces.” They wrote to him af- 

r the adjournment of the mass meeting on Monday afternoon, 
and quoting this the President adds: 

Whatever may be thought of the other contents of this note, the absolute 
*ruth of this latter statement is incontestible. When the note was written 
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and delivered the committee, as far as it appears, had neither a maz nora 
gun at their command, and after its delivery they became so panic-stricken 
at their position that they seut some of their number to interview the min- 
ister and request him not to land the United States forces until the next 
morning. ut he replied that the troops had been ordered, and whether the 
cominittee were ready or not the landingshouid take place. 


As a fact, it did take place between 4 and 5 p. m. On this 
point the President and his friends rest their case, apparently 
with entire confidence. Evidence upon any other point is but 
cumulative upon what the committee of safety and Mr. Stevens 
make against themselves in this. Now, Mr. President, on the 
contrary, I think the successive requests for aid made by the 
committee, the replies of Mr. Stevens, and especially his final 
reply to their note and his action thereon in landing the troops, 
in the language of the President, ‘‘ whether they were ready or 
not,” is the strongest, indeed it is conclusive evidence that Mr. 
Stevens, in landing the troops, was not doing so to help themor 
to hurt the Queen, but simply and actually, as he said, to pro- 
tect American property and life. 

Mr. Stevens's assailants have chosen this ground. They must 
stand or fall by it. Now, what is the evidence? It is mainly 
in the statement found in Mr. Blount’s report of Mr. W. O. 
Smith, a member of the committee of safety, in whose office 
the committee was appointed and organized, and afterwards the 
attorney-general of the Provisional Government. Mr. Smith 
states (and I want it borne in mind that it is upon this and what 
I will hereafter quote that both the committees and Mr. Stevens 
are condemned) upon the formation of the committee: 

After further delay, almostimmediately the others present were requested 
to retire and the committee held a meeting. The situation was briefly dis- 
cussed—the imminence of danger and the safety of the city; what action 
should be taken for protection was the main subject of discussion. And in 
view of the fact that at the station house thero was a large armed force and 
at the barracks, ani that nearly all of the arms were in possession of the 
supporters of the Queen, and there was no organization at the time outside 
of those forces, and it was simply unknown how many arms were available, 
the question was at once discussed whether a protectorate should not be 
sought from the United States steamship of war Boston; that question was, 
of course, first raised, whether the United States would render assistance, 
or what their attitude would be, and then a special committee consisting of 
L. A, Thurston, W.C. Wilder, and H. F.Glade were appointed to wait upon 
Mr. J. L. Stevens. United States minister, and inform him of the situation 
and ascertain from him what, if any, protection or assistance could be af- 
forded by the United States forces for the protection of life and property, 
the unanimous sentiment and feeling being that life and property were in 
imminent danger. 

Now, Mr. President, it is an undoubted fact, and I have no 
disposition to dispute it, that the people—the white people— 
were in a state of great alarm—alarm, as Mr. Smith says, as to 
“the imminence of dangerand the safety of the city.” In their 
minds and in their purposes the Government of the Queen was 
at anend, and as yet no force had taken its place to preserve 
life or property; looting, incendiarism, bloodshed might come 
any moment. The protecting force of government, whose con- 
stant presence we ordinarily assume as a matter of course, sud- 
denly, ina moment, since 10 oclock that morning, had disip- 
— Society, if not resolved into its original elements, had 

n thrown back upon its inherent forces. An Anglo-Saxon 
commanity, with its instinct for order and government, found 
itself face to face with birbaric conditions. 

But worse than that, there was armed and organized force at 
the command of the Queen. There were her armed and drilled 
police, and her guards, and the wild unrest of a dark-skinned 
populace behind her. Before they had time to take breath the 
people had crowded to Mr. Smith’s office, the accidental place 
of meeting. Some one testifies there were 800 gathered. Mr. 
Smith says: “‘ My offices were crowded with people so that it 
was with difficulty that we could get in the room at all,” when 
Colburn and Pet»rson worked their way ip, and Colburn made 
his statement, and then it was voted that a committee of safety 
of thirteen be appointed. This was 2% the outset, before the 
committee was created. 

Mr. Smith says: 


At that time there was some serious apprehension, we could not tell what, 
that disorder might follow; what steps might be taken next; whether the 
constitution might mot be promulgated that very afternoon or the next 
morning, or at any time; there was simply an intense feeling of uncertainty 
and a feeling that danger to the community was very imminent. She had 
practically promised it in a few days. The remarks and action were very 
short—right to the point; intense feeling and determination was manifested, 
and meanwhile from those present the committee of thirteen was appointed. 


Meanwhile, they did not know what course the Queen might 
take. Theirown course was treasonable from her point of view. 
Would she use the force at hercommand? Would she arrest 
them before they could organize their own force? Mr. Smith 
says further on that at tiiis first and at the subsequent meetings 
the most r minutes were kept lest they be used against 
them in case of arrest. 

Now, Mr. President, in this exigency, so sharp and sudden, an- 
ticipated by no one, brought about by the Queen alone. without 
ante to the people or even her ministers, by an abrogation of the 
very constitution of the realm, with anarchy staring uhem in 
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the face, what more natural to a people largely American in 
blood and almost totally American in habit of thought and 
business identification, than to turn for protection to the power 
of the United States Government, present there in the man-of- 
war Boston, and especially when she was placed and kept there 
to furnish protection to American life and property in just such 
an emergency? 

But I will gofurther; I willadmit the contention of the Presi- 
dent and his supporters in its most extreme extent, and I will 
ask, what more natural than for this people, of all others in the 
world. insuch an unexpected moment of excitementand alarm, of 
the collapse of the monarchy and the birth throes of the repub- 
lic, to look to the American minister and to the Boston for aid 
in establishing their new government, and if need bs to help 
them in opposing the military forces of the Queen? It mat- 
tered not that she was at peace with the United States; the 
soveyeign of a friendly power, and one which, though feeble, 
was all the more entitled on that very account to the considerate 
friendliness of the great American Government. Remember, 
that while the American Senate and the American people have 
only the testimony in this case to rely upon, these people on 
the spot were acting under impulse of all the forces of which 
they had actual and familiar knowledge. Their instinct told 
them what the Committee on Foreign Relations, on facts and pre- 
cedents, have judicially found, that the monarchy was at an end; 
that the Queen had ceased to reign. Any power she might 
thereafter seek to exercise could be but an errant, lawless force, 
itself revolutionary and destructive of law and order. But here 
was that force of hers, that might come in conflict with theirs. 
Why should they not invoke the aid of the United States Min- |} 
ister to use the United States forces for them and against her? 

Inagreatjuncture, Mr. President, ourown people went through | 
a similar experience, and withsimilarfeelings. Atthe outbreak | 
of the rebellion the loyal people of the country, struck at by 
slavery, felt outspontaneously, with a sort of blind assurance that 
they were entitled to it, for the active support of Great Britain. | 
Was the Anglo-Saxon experiment of free government on this | 
continent, when put in deadly peril by slavery, not to have the 
cordial, generous support and, if need be, coiperation of the 
great mother of liberty on the other side of the water? Had we 
not the right to look to her far more than to the autocratic, 
despotic Czar? But England answered: ‘‘ We will take no part 
in your fight; we will recognize the Confederacy as belligerents.” 

So Mr. Stevens and Capt. Wiltse said to the committce of 
of safety and Mr. Dole: ‘‘ We will take no part; we will protect 
American property and life, but we will not help you; we will 
not oppose the Queen. That you must fight out yourselves. It 
is not our fight.” 

Mr. Cooper, who makes his‘statement jointly with Mr.Smith, 
one of the committee, says: 

When this question came up as to whether or not what assistance the 
United States troops gight give, I made the following statement tothe 
committee: That I had gone, at Mr. Hartwell's request, to see the captain 
of the Boston, Capt. Wiltse, about half past 11, and I informed him of the 
situation, and he immediately sent for Commander Swinburne, who, in 
turn, sent for the officer of the deck, and all necessary preliminary prepa- 
rations were made, and that was Capt. Wiltse’s first news of it. He didn’t 
know anything about it before lcame there. And Capt. Wiltse said that he 
Was there for the purpose of protecting life and property of American citi- 


zens, and if cailed wpon he would doit. I afterWards came ashore and met | 
Mr. Smith and Mr. Neumann and retired to Mr. Smith's office. 


This was on Saturday morning before the committee of safety | 
was even created, and Capt. Wiltse’s answer was prompt and 
clear that he was there for the purpose of protecting the life | 
and property of American citizens. But Mr. Thurston and the 
special committee of three wait on Mr. Stevens and get his an- 
swer. It was swift and plain: 

That the United States troops on the Boston would be ready to land any 
moment to prevent the destruction of American life and property, and in 


the matter of establishing a provisional government they of course would 
recognize the existing Government whatever it might be. 


But still Mr. Thurston and his associates were not satisfied. 
In cause the Queen took forcible measures, what would the atti- 
tude of the American minister be? They could not get it out | 
of their heads that Mr. Stevens would give active support to | 
them and against the Queen. The committe: held another | 
meeting on Sunday about noon. Mr. Smith goes on: 

After we adjourned Mr. Thurston and I called upon the American minis- 
ter again and informed him of what was being done. Among other things 
Wwe talked over with him what had better be done in case of our being ar- 
rested or extreme or violent measures being taken by the monarchy in re- 

ardtous. Wedid not know what steps would be taken, and there was a 


eeling of great unrest and sense of danger in thecommunity. Mr. Stevens 
ve assurances of his earnest purpose to afford all sized the * tion that was 


his power to protect life and property; he emphasized the fact that while 
he would call for the United States troops to protect life and property he 
he could not recognize any government until actually established. He re- 
that the troops when landed would not take sides with either party, 

t would protect American life and property. 


Here they got his answer again, and more explicit than ever: 
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‘The troops when landed will not take sides with either party. 
They will only protect American life and property.” 

Just before the mass meeting on Monday afternoon, at another 
meeting of the committee, the following request was signed by 
the committee: 

CITIZENS’ COMMITTER OF SAFETY TO MR. STEVENS 
HAWATIAN ISLANDS, Honotulu, January 16, 1899 

Str: We. the undersigned citizens and residents of | lulu, respectfully 
represent that, in view of recent public ever ithis k tom, «ulin ° 
ing in the revolutionary acis of Queen Liliu “ © ; the 
public safety is menaced and lives and pro} i peal 
to you and the United States forces at your « und 

‘The Queen, with the aid of armed force, and a : led f 
vioience and bloodshed from those with whom » Was acting ) 
proclaim a new constitution: and, while preve l for tl 
complishing her object, declared publicly that she would only d 
tion 

This conduct and action was upon an occasion and 
Which have created general alarm and terror 

Weare unable to protect ourselves withont aid, and therefore pr 


protection of the United States forces. 


WwW. C. WILDER 

Cc. BOLTE, 

A. BD »\V 

WILLIAM O. Ss ITH 
HENRY WATER USE 


JOHN EMMELUTH, 


This request, Mr. Smith says, it was ‘‘decided was to be d: 


livered to the minister, to be held by him but not to bo acted 
upon until a further request from the committee.” 

Here a change seems to have at list come over the irit of 
the dream of the committee of safety. ‘Che minist f 
United States was asked to land his troops to assist them, and in 
thesame breathasked nottolandthem. What harmcould:« 
to them from his landingthem? According to President ¢ 


land and his echoes in this Chamber the conspiracy between the 
committee and the minister was now complete. ‘lhe ove t 
of support of them and hostility to the Queen, in violation of his 
duty to his country and his Government, was at last eomplete. 
Ah, Mr. President, the committee of sifety knew otherwise. 
They at last knew, what not merely their words but their acts 
attest, that the troops when landed, in the language of Mr. Ste- 
vens to Mr. Thurston and Mr. Smith, “‘ would not takesides with 
either party.” Their landing, so far from deterring the Queen 
from attempting force, might precipitate the conflict. ‘The plans 
of the committee were not matured. Their forces were not or 
ganized. They must have time, further time to prevent blood- 
shed. Mr. Smith says: 

There was a short and earnest discussion of what was to be done; it was 
then nearly 4; our plans had not been perfected, papers had not been com 
pleted, and after a hasty discussion, the time being very short, it was de 
cided that it was impossible for us to take the necessary steps, and we shou 
request that the troops be not landed until next morning. the hour in the 
morning being immaterial, whether it was9or8 or 6o'clock in the morn 
ing, but we must have further time to prevent bloodshed, and Mr. Thurston 
and I were appointed to proceed at once to the American minister and in 
form him of our decision. 

Whatever else their enemies may say of these men, they will 
not say they were fools. They will be credited with at least the 
commonest sort of sense above that of an idiot. What biood- 
shed would be caused, what could be cs sed by the landing of 
the American troops? Landed in pursuance of a conspiracy to 
dethrone the Queen! This landing which the President says 
was hostile to her; this display and exervise of hostile force to 
which and to which alone, she says and he says,she surren- 
dered! What is left of this flimsy theory? Is it not blown to 
the winds by this request of the committee to the minister to 
keep his troops on board the ship ‘‘to prevent bloodshed” 
and the answer of Mr. Stevens, as the President himself states 
it, “that the troops had been ordered, and whether the commit 


| tee Wwete ready or not the landing should take place?” Mr. 
| Smith says: 


We proceeded at once to Mr. Stevens's house, the United States le : 
stated the case to him, and he said that as a precautionary measure, and to 


protect American life and property, he had ordered the troops t landed 
at 5o’clock, and that they would come. 

And s0— 

In the further words of the President— 

And soit happened that on the 16th day of January, 1893, between 4 and ° 


o'clock in the afternoon, a detachment of marines from the Unite 
steamer Boston, with two pieces of artillery, landed at Honolulu 

Mr. President, the committee of safety need not have been 
alarmed as to the bloodshed from the Queen’s forces, but to pro- 
tect property, so largely held by Americ ins, and lie, there was 
every reason why they should be landed. Both life and prop- 
erty were inimminent peril. Inall the arguments on the other 
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side Senators ignore the vital and dominating facts of the situa- 
tion. The entire population that possessed property, brains, 


@urage, and force, was in flagrant revolt, started at the insti- 
gation of the Queen’sown ministers. Their action culminated 


in a mass meeting at 2 p.m. on Monday, that was decisive of the 
fateof the islands. Its members, the character of the men who 
took part, its temper, its gravity, its unanimity, its action, showed 
that it represented whatever force there was in the community. 
The government of the Queen was in a state of collapse. Her 
troops, whether 140 or 180 in number, were shut up in terror at 
the station house, the barracks, or the palace. The police were 
no longer to be seen on the streets to maintain order. Every 
vicious, lawless, and violent elementin the heterogeneous popu- 
lation of a maritime port were liable to be let loose on property, 
women, and children. The stress upon all was intense. Yet 
for forty-eight hours Minister Stevens and Capt. Wiltse did 
not move. On shipboard everything was in readiness. Lieu- 
tenant Commander Swinburne says that immediately after lunch 
on Saturday, the 14th, Capt. Wiltse said to him: ‘ Don’t let 
any men go on shore at all; everything is in a chaotic state. I 
do not know when we will be called on to protect property. 
Notily all the officers to return on board when a gun is fired.” 
Well may Mr. Stevens testify: ‘My only fear was I had left 
it twenty-four hours too long. Had anything happened Sunday 
night. it would have been at my risk.” If naval forces should 
not hive been landed at such a time, in the name of Heaven, 
what exigency would: reguire it? Is it the contention of the 


President of the United States and of Senators that blood must 
b> shed, lives lost. and penery. destroyed before naval forces 
c:n be used to protect life and property? : 


But, inaddition to all this, the testimony of Commander Swin- 
burne and Lieut. Young is that their troops were landed not for 
the purpose of inaugurating or protecting the Provisional Gov- 
ernment, but to protect American property and the lives of citi- 
zens, and that such was their‘orders from beginning to end. 

It is suid, however, that the troops were located alongside of 
the Government building to aid the Provisionals to intimidate 
the Queen's Government and prevent any attack upon it by her 
forces, as the United States troops would come within the range 
of their fire. This allegation is simply gratuitous. The troops 
had to go somewhere. This was the only building large enough 
and to be had. They had to go there to get in out of the rain. 
There was nothing premeditated about where they went. They 
halted at Mr. Atherton’s, where they first marched, until half 
past 9 at night and in the rain, while a messenger was running 
around the town seeking to get leave for them to get the hall. 
If the ianding was prearranged with the Provisional Govern- 
ment, why had not quarters been provided in advance ? 

Why, on the afternoon of Monday before the troops landed and 
twenty-four hours before the Provisional Government was de- 
clared or their armed forces had appeared, had the Queen's min- 
isters abandoned their Government building and their offices 
there? Why had they deserted this building, the location of their 
archives and the symbol of their authority? Why had they 
taken refuge atthe station house? If they and their police, their 
guards, their troops, had occupied the Government building, 
would not the paren o the naval forees have been a protec- 
tion to them, if in fect its proximity would help or hurt either 
side? Was Mr. Stevens or Capt. Wiltse presumed to know that 
the Queen’s Government would thus desert that building, and for 
such reason did they locate their troops to aid the Provisional 
Government in occupying it the next afternoon? There is no 
evidence to show this, and yet on any other theory to say that 
they were located there to help the Provisionals is absurd. Sen- 
ators lose sight of the fact that if the Queen’s ministers had 
garrisoned the government building, the proximity of the United 
States troops would have operated as protection and defense to 
them and against the Provisionals who would have had to make 
the attack. How was Mr. Stevens or Capt. Wiltse on Monday to 
know that the Queen’s forces would not undertake to hold that 
building, or that they would abandon it? 

So on Tuesday afternoon, the Provisional Government having 
meanwhile perfected its organization, without an effort having 
been made by the Queen's ministers to arrest them, to disperse 
them, to overthrow them, march up in open day, at twenty min- 
utes after 2 o'clock in the afternoon, to the government build- 
ing, take possession of it, read their proclamation, and inaugu- 
rate their authority. Not a minister was there, and it was in 
the midst of business hours. In it were the officesof the minis- 
ters, the executive of the monarchy. The ministers had ey 7 
peared. Nota soldier was there, either policeman or guard. It 
seems to have been abandoned from the time the revolution 
broke out, as well before as after the marines landed. Minis- 
tera, police, and guards were all safely ensconsed at the police 
station or barracks. 

Again it is said that Mr. Stevens recognized the Provisional 
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Government before it was a de facto Government, before it had 
obtained possession of the station house or barracks; that it was 
not only precipitate, but a gross abuse of authority. As the 
President puts it, that “ the United States had allied itself with 
her enemies, had recognized them as the true Government of 
Hawaii, and had put her and her adherents in the position of 
opposition against lawful authority.” How absurd! What a 
stupid confusion of ideas! A recognition an alliance! Why, the 
next morning the British minister recognized the Provisional 
Government. And did this constitute any ‘‘alliance” between 
them and him or the British Government, or with the other 
foreign governments, all of whose representatives recognized the 
new Government the next day. Is there not a structural weak- 
ness somewhere, when the men intrusted with charge of our 
executive authority, confound a recognition of a de facto gov- 
ernment with an alliance with it? 

But the Queen surrendered to the United States. Absurd 
again! To whom did she make it, and who secured her surren- 
der? Not to Capt. Wiltse, nor to Mr. Stevens. It was just as 
open to her to attack and overthrow the Provisional Government 
after its recognition by Mr. Stevens as it was before, or after 
the landing of the troops as it was before. They would see that 
American houses and property were not burned. They would 
furnish protection and asylum to American women, children, 
and men who might seek it; but that was all. The soldiers of 
Her Majesty, after the recognition as well as before, could h ive 
had as lively a fight with the Provisionals as they wanted, abso- 
lutely unmolested by the United States troops, and if they had 
been successful, if they had maintained their authority, if they 
had continued the de facto government, Mr. Stevens would have 
recognized them. 

But I shall not repeat the argument 1 have already submitted. 
The Queen had noforce. The Provisionals did have the force. 
The statement in the Queen’s protest that the minister of the 
United States had promised to support them wasfalse. Knowing 
all this her ministers and advisers, only too glad toget outof the 
fight, shrewdly advised her to abdicate under protest and appeal 
to the Government of the United States. Thus the conflict of 
arms was avoided. But it was avoided by her surrender to the 
force of the Provisional Government and not because the rec- 
ognition of the Government had been made before the surren- 
der had taken place or because that recognition laid a straw in 
the way of her and her troops fighting until they had fairly de- 
termined with whom the strength lay. 

And in no other way does this appear more conclusively than 
by theletter of Mr. Dole to Mr. Stevens, written on the same day 

ter Mr. Stevens had recognized the Provisional Government, 
and in the action of Mr. Stevens in respect of it. 

The letter is as follows: 

GOVERNMENT BUILDING, Honolulu, January 17, 1893. 

Sir: I acknowledge receipt of your valued communication of this day, 
recognizing the Hawaiian Provisional Government, and express deep ap- 
preciation of the same. 

We have conferred with the ministers of the late government, and have 
made demand upon the marshal to surrender the station house. Wearenot 
actually yet in possession of the station house; but as night is approach- 
ing and our forces may be insufficient to maintain order, we request the im- 
mediate support.cf the United States forces, and would request that the 
commander of the United States forces take command of our military 
forces, 80 that they may act together for the protection of the city. 


Respectfully, yours, 
SANFORD B. DOLE, 


His Excellency Jonn L, STEVENS, Chairman Executive Council. 


United States Minister Resident. 

Mr. Dole now makes his first appearance. He was nota mem- 
ber of the committee of safety, and so far had had no part in 
the communications between that committee and Mr. Stevens. 
He seemed to think that a part of the purpose with which the 
troops were landed was to aid in preserving order. He had not 
got it into his head that they were there to protect American 
life and property, and nothing else. So he actually asks Mr. 
Stevens that the commander of the United States forces take 
command of the Provisional military forces, so that they may 
act together for the protection of the city. This letter was 
found by Mr. Blount on the files of the legation, with the follow- 
ing indorsement: 

The above request not complied with. 

STEVENS. 

So Mr. Dole got his answer, and, so to speak, his ‘sitting 
down” from Mr. Stevens quite as sharply as the committee of 
safety got it—not to help him or his government or any gov- 
ernment preserve order had the troops been landed. 

But this letter is relied on by the President and all who sup- 

rthim as showing that the Provisional Government was, in 
act, not a de faeio government. Mr. Stevens’s answer in testi- 
mony to this is the true answer, and is complete when he says: 


On the question of the recognition of the Provisional Government the 
barracks and the police station had no importance whatever. There was 
an a interregnum, and there was no effective force for the Queen at 
any e. 
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There is nothing in Mr. Dole’s letter to indicate the contrary. 
The station house had not been surrendered. Disorder might 
arise. The United States forces taking part would prevent its 
arising; but there is no intimation that the Provisional Govern- 
mentneeded the aidof the United States forces either to maintain 
their existence or to secure the surrender of the station house. 
This the event showed. The Queen’s forces were surrendered 
without any such order from Mr. Stevens, or without the assist- 
ance of the United States troops. Mr. Stevens judged the situa- 
tion correctly; more so than, possibly, Mr. Dole did: 


There was an absolute interregnum, and there was no effective force for 
the Queen at any time. 

Hence his recognition of the Provisional Government was not 
precipitate, any more than thatof the other governments which 
followed immediately after. 

The situation was totally different from that of Texas and 
the question as to recognition ———— by it to President 
Jackson. The Government of Mexico had not collapsed. As 
compared with it, even after San Jacinto, Texas was a weak and 
puny power. Not until time had elapsed to show that Mexico 
could not reconquer it, were we justified in recognizing its in- 
dependence. And finally, when we did annex Texas to the 
Union we annexed a war with Mexico along with it. But infact 
the Queen's government had collapsed. Its force was gone, and 
this justified Mr. Stevens’s action. 

But it is finally urged in support of the position of President 
Cleveland that at the request of President Dole, on January 31, 
Mr. Stevens established a protectorate over the Provisional 
Government and raised the United States flag over the islands. 
The request is as follows: 

THR HAWAIIAN PROVISIONAL GOVERNMENT TO MR. STEVENS. 


HONOLULU, HAWAIIAN ISLANDS, January 31, 1898. 
Sir: Believing that we dre unabie to satisfactorily protect life and property 
and to prevent civil disorders in Honolulu and throughout the hawaiian 
Islands, we hereby, in obedience to the instructions of the advisory council, 
pray that you will raise the flag of the United States of America for the pro- 
tection of the Hawaiian {slands for the time being, and to that end we 
hereby confer upon the Government of the United States, through you, free- 
dom of occupation of the public buildings of this Government and of the 
soil of this country, so far as may be necessary for the exercise of such 
protection, but not interfering wiih the administration of public affairs by 
this Government. 
We have, etc., 
SANFORD B. DOLE, 
President of the Provisional Government of the Hawaiian Islands 
and Minister of Foreign Affairs, 
J. A. KING. 
Minister of Interior. 
P. C. JONES, 
Minister of Finance. 
WILLIAM O. SMITH, 
Attorney-General, 
His Excellency JOHN L. STEVENS, 
Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary of the United States. 


Mr. Stevens's action on this was the following letter to Capt. 


Wiltse: 
HONOLULU, February 1, 1893. 

Str: The Provisional Government of the Hawaiian Islands having duly 
and officially expressed to the undersigned the fear that said Government 
may be unable to protect life and property and to prevent civil disorder in 
Honolulu, the capital of said Hawaiian Islands, request that the flag of the 
United States may be raised for the protection of tne Hawaiian Islands, and 
to that end confer on the United States, through the undersigned, freedom 
of occupation of the public buildings of the Hawaiian Government and the 
soil of the Hawaiian islands, so far as may be necessary for the exercise of 
such protection, but not interfering with the administration of the public 
affairs by said Provisional Government. 

Thereby ask you to comply witn the terms and spirit of the request of the 
Hawaiian Provisional Government, and to that end to use all the force at 
your command, in the exercise of your best_judgment and discretion, you 
and myself awaiting instructions from the United States Government at 
Washington. 

I am, sir, etc., 
JOHN lL. STEVENS, 
Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary of the United States. 


Mr. Stevens then made the following proclamation, which was 
carried into effect by Capt. Wiltse: 


To the Hawaiian people: 

At the request of the Provisional Government of the Hawaiian Islands, I 
hereby in the name of the United States of America, assume protection of 
the Hawaiian Islands for the protection of lifeand property aud occupation 
of public buildings and Hawaiian soil, so far as may be necessary for the 
J eed gag specified, but not interfering with the administration of public af- 

airs by the Provisional Government. 

This action is taken pending, and subject to, negotiations at Washington. 

JOHN L. STEVENS, 
Eavoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary of the United States. 
UNITED STATES LEGATION, February 1, 1893. 
Approved and executed by 
G. C. WiLTSB, Captain, United States Navy, 
Commanding the United States Ship Boston. 


Now, Mr. Dole, in his letter of request, did not give the facts 
upon which he based the belief he expressed that the Provi- 
sional Government was ‘unable to satisfactorily protect life and 
property, and prevent civil disorders in Honolulu and through- 
out the [Llawaiian Islands,” nor does Mr. Stevens state such facts 
in either his letter to Capt. Wiltse or in his proclamation. But 
he does state them in his various letters to the State Depart- 
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ment, and more fully in his testimony before the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, from which it appears that the real cause of 
their alarm was not the dangerous elements of society in Hono- 
lulu and the elements friendly to the Queen, although those had 
always to be reckoned with in the situation, but fears from the 
British and the Japanese. It can not be more briefly stated 
than is done in the following quotation from the testimony of 
Mr. Stevens: 

Fear on the part of the mob of adventurers who had surrounded the 
Queen—fear of the use of the Japanese force that might be used, the fear of 
the pressure of the Japanese commissioner, with two ships at his command 
(one of them larger than the Boston), with the attitudes of the British minis 
ter. with the ship he expected, all combined to make me yield to the request 
to put up the flag. And the understanding on their part was expressed in 
their note and was expressed in my answer when we put it up— ** That this 
must only goto the extent of supporting the Government against these out 
sidecontingencies,”’ both from the English vessel and Japanese, but much 
more from the Japanese, because he was thoroughly in earnest to wet that 
right of suffrage for his thousands of Japanese. Now, we may have been 
unduly alarmed, but the Provisional Government was alarmed, and that 
was the state of the case. 

It was specitically understood that there should be no interference with 
the internal affairs of Hawaii, and there was no period in which | was more 
absolutely unconnected with internal affairs than in that period when the 
flag was up. 

Or, as Mr. Stevens tersely puts it a moment later in his testi- 
mony in answer to a question: 

The fear of anarchy and the fear of the Japanese, and the fear that Mr. 
Wodehouse and the Japanese commissioner would insist upon the same 
right with dealing with the affairs that I had, which I knew my Government 
was opposed to. 

Mr. Stevens further states that he had this information from 
the Japanese commissioner himself, and from communications 
from the British minister to the Provisional Government, 
Thinking, therefore, that the interests of the United States 
were imperiled, and in view of the treaty for annexation then 
pending, he took this action. 

This testimony, Mr. President, was given by Mr. Stevens on the 
1°th of January last, prior to any of the speeches made avainst 
him by the Senators who are the members of the committee, 
and yet I do not think any one of them were fair enough to state 
this justification of his course, or to undertake to show that it 
was not a justification under the circumstinces. Tho protecto- 
rate certainly put an end to any fears from either the Japanese 
or British influences. 

President Harrison disavowed the protectorate. Mr. Blount 
hauled down the flag, and the forces of anarchy never raised their 
heads. But it issaid the friends of the Queen were quiet; calmly 
awaiting the justice for her to come from President Cleveland; 
but for that the Provisional Government could not have sus- 
tained itself and would have been overthrown. Well, Mr. Cleve- 
land did make his decision, and in favor of the Queen and of 
whatever forces that were back of her. Of what did he indict 
Mr. Stevens? A recognition of the Provisional Government by 
Mr. Stevens not only precipitate, but infamous! An interfer- 
ence against the Queen while yet she was entrenched in power 
and beforeshe was overthrown! A usurpation by a subordinate 
official of one of the highest functions of the sovereignty of the 
Republic without ever remitting the question to his Govern- 
ment for its decision! 

But if this is a good indictment, if these counts will hold, what 
shall we say of the course of President Cleveland? He his him- 
self furnished both Mr. Dole and Mr. Stevens the amplest justi- 
ficationsince. Mr. Stevens s recognition of the Provisional Gov- 
ernment had been confirmed by President Harrison. A solemn 
treaty of annexation had been negotiated, sent to the Senate, and 
favorably reported from the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
First Mr. Blount and then Mr. Willis carried f.om President 
Cleveland letters to his great and good friend, President Dole; 
and Mr. Willis, on presenting his with generous and effusive 
warmth, burst out with the words: 

It is not surprising, therefore, that the United States were the first to ree- 
ognize theindependence of the Hawalian Islands and to welcome them into 
the family of the free. 

Recognition! Where, in the whole round of human experi- 
ence, did one government ever more absolute y recognize 
another and ratifv the recognition than in this instance? 
Where had a President or any other head of a state, ever com- 
mitted the honor of his country and his own honor to the fair 
dealing implied in such recognition toward any government, 
great or small? Yet Mr. Willis, while accredited to the Pro- 
visional Governm nt, carried in his pocket the secret instruc- 
tion to put the (Jueen back on the throne and to overthrow that 
Provisional Government by any means short of what would 
amount to a declaration of war, provided only she would exer- 
cise clemency toward her fallen foes, toward Mr. Cleveland's 
great and good friend, President Dole, and the American popu- 
lation of the islands. 

And yet, again and above all, the Provisional Government 
thus recognized, trebly recognized, was to be overthrown by the 
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sovereign authority of the United States, on the ground of all 
others, that it had been prematurely recognized by Minister 
Stevens before it had fairly overthrown the power of the Queen. 
Logically, Mr. President, diplomatically, the absurdity was 
complete. And thus, with Congress in session, and without con- 
sulting it, arrogating to himself the authority of a despot, to undo 
acrime of which he alleged Mr. Stevens was guilty, while in 
fact he was guiltless, President Cleveland without the remotest 
sense either of consistency or of humor, bravely and with open 
avowal started out to perpetrate the idéntical crime himself, 
by prematurely recognizing (in his view) the government which 
he was about to attempt to overthrow. 

Unutterably mean as was this initial stage of the performance, 
what followed was in fact worse. Instead of granting clemency 
the Queen prompt'y said the two things she wanted were money 
and blood. Behead the wretches and confiscate their property. 
She belonged to the fine old time of the wars of the Roses and 
the Tudors. So Mr. Willis had tocall a halt; but after this ex- 
hibition of her nature, her advisers at last got into her head what 
she had todo to be saved, and so she finally promised clemency. 

‘Previous instructions in that case will govern,” telegraphs 
our benign and benevolent Secretary of State; andso Mr, Willis, 
in the name of and acting for the United States, made his as- 
tounding proposition to President Dole and the Provisional Gov- 
ernment at an interview he sought for that purpose. He said 
to them: 


The Provisional Government was not established by the Hawaiian people 
or with their consent or acquiescence, nor has it since existed with their 
consent. The Queen refused to surrender her powers to the Provisional 
Government until convinced that the minister of the United States had 


recognized it as the de facto authority and would support and defendit with 
the military force of the United States, and that resistance would precipi- 
tate a bloody conflict with that force. She was advised and assured by her 
ministers and by leaders of the movement for the overthrow of her Govern- 
ment thatif she surrendered under protest her case would afterwards be 
fairly considered by the President of the United States. The Queen finally 
yielded to the armed forces of the United States then quartered in Honolulu, 


relying on th» good faith and honor of the President, when informed of what 

had occurred, to uado tae actioa of the minister and reinstate her and the 

on rity which she claimed as the constitutional sovereign of the Hawaiian 
ands, 

After a patient examination of Mr. Blount’s reports the President is sat- 
isfied that the movement against the Queen, if not instigated, was encour- 
aged and supported by the representative of thisGovernment at Honolulu; 
that he prom sed inadvance to aid her enemies inan effort to overthrow 
the Hawaiian Government and set up by force a new government in its 

lace, and that he kept this promise by causing a detachment of troops to 

landed from the Boston on the 16th of January, and by recognizing the 
Provisional Government the next day, when it was too feeble to defend itself, 
and the constitutional government was able to successfully maintain its 
ome against any threatening force other than that of the United States 
alrea anded. 

The President has therefore determined that he will not send back to the 
Senate for its action thereon the treaty which he withdrew from that body 
for further consideration on the 9th day of March last. 


Bear in mind, here is Mr. Willis standing before this independ- 
ent government and saying this to their faces as coming from 
the President of the United States. 

He further stated that he had informed the Queen “ of this de- 
termination and of his views as to the responsibility of our Gov- 
ernment, but that when reinstated the President expected that 
she would pursue @ magnanimous course by granting full am- 
nesty to all who participated in the movement against her, in- 
cluding persons who are or who have been officially or otherwise 
connected with the Provisional Government,” and then closed 
with these words: 


In obedience to the command of the President I have secured the Queen's 
ment to this course, and I now read ani deliver a writing signed by 
her andduly attested, a copy of which I will leave with you. 
[The agreement was here read. } 


I have got her promise. Hedid not tell how long it took him 
to get it; be did net tell how long he waited; he did not tell 
that it was the power of the Government of the United States 
that stood between her sword and their blood; but he says, ‘‘I 
have got from her this agreement.” He has removed what the 
President of the United States stated to this Christian people 
was ‘‘an obstruction to his plans.” Good God, what a name for 
such an act and what treatment by the haad of a government for 
such an exigency! 


It becomes my further duty to advise you, sir, the executive of the Pro- 
visional Government and your ministers, of the President’s determination 
of the question, which your action and that of a devolved upon him, 
= you are expected to promptly relinquish to her her constitutional 
authority. 

And now, Mr. President, and gentlemen of the Provisional Government, 
With a deep and solemn sense of the gravity of the situation, and with the 
earnest hope that your answer will be re by that high patriotism 
Which forgets ai! self-interest,in the nameand by the ee ofthe United 
States of America I submit to you the question, “Are you ling to abide 
by the decision of the President!” 


‘You are a fraud and a usurper, President Dole,” says Presi- 
dent Cleveland. ‘The Queen was overpowered by Minister 
Stevens and the United States forces. You and ——— 
Government are but the receiver of stolen goods. Queen 
surrendered not to you, but to the United States, subject to ap- 
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peal to me as against you, and as you have negotiated a treaty 
of annexation with the United States that makes me the judge, 
the arbitrator between you. Now, I have decided for her and 
against you. So, first, Isay to you, ‘ Get out;’ and, second, I ask 
you, ‘What are you going to do about it?’ ” 

Mr. President, was ever a great nation, a great people, put in 
a more disgraceful, a more humiliating position? Was evera 
grosser insult offered to afriendly power? Had such a question 
been put to a government with the power of resistance tho 
only answer would have beena blow. No autocratic emperor 
would ever have been so presumptuous. What an audacious 
usurpation of power by the President of a constitutional Re- 

ublic! What adjective of contempt is adequate to characterize 
it when put by the executive of the most powerful government 
on earth to the most feeble? 

But while the insult wasfor Mr. Dole, not for him was the hu- 
miliation— 

Thrice is he arm’d, that hath his quarrel just. 


I venture to say the annals of diplomacy do not furnish a 
more crushing rejoinder than was the reply of President Dole. 
It is hard to refrain from quoting the whole of this long paper, 
every word of which goes to the mark, but my time and the 
patience of the Senate forbid. It opens with a dignity worthy 
of the theme and the occasion: 


While it is with deep disappointment that we learn that the important 
proposition which we have submitted to the Government of the United 
States, and which was at first favorably considered by it, has at length been 
rejected, we have experienced a sense of relief that we are now favored with 
the first officia! information upon the subject that has been received through 
a@ period of over nine months. 

While we accept the decision of the President of the United States, de- 
clining further to consider the annexation proposition, as the final conclu- 
sion’of the present Administration, we do not feel inclined to regard it as 
the last word of the American Government upon this subject, for the history 
of the mutual relations of the two countries, of American effort and infiu- 
ence in building up the Christian civilization which has so conspicuously 
aided in giving this country an honorable place among independent nations, 
the geographical — of these islands, and the important and, to both 
countries, profitable reciprocal commercial interests which have long ex- 
isted, together with our weakness as a sovereign nation. all point with con- 
vincing force to political union between the two countries as the necessary 
logical result from the circumstances mentioned. ‘This conviction is em- 
phasized by the favorable expression of American statesmen over a long 

riod in favor of annexation, conspicuous among whom are the names of 

V. L. Marcy, William H. Seward, Hamilton Fish, and James G. Blaine, all 
former Secretaries of State, and especially so by the action of your last Ad- 
ministration in negotiating a treaty of annexation with this Government 
and sending it to the Senate with a view to its ratification. 

We shall therefore continue the project of political union with the United 
States as a conspicuous feature of our foreign policy, confidently hoping 
that sooner or later it will be crowned with success, to the lasting benetit of 
both couniries. 


We will not abide by what you call your decision; we will wait 
for the answer of the American people, and of that American 
Government which in time the people of the United States will 
inaugurate in the place of you and yours. 

“ Disposing thus of the withdrawal of the treaty Mr. Dole goes 
on to the active proposals of President Cleveland. He suys: 


The additional portion of your communication referring to our domestic 
affairs with a view of interfering therein, is a new departure in the relations 
of the two governments. Your information that the President of the United 
States expects this Government ‘‘to promptly relinquish to her (meaning 
the ex-Queen) her constitutional authority,’ with the question ‘are you 
willing to abide by the decision of the President?" might well be dismissed 
in a single word, but for the circumstance that your communication con- 
tains, as it appears to me, misstatements and erroneous conclusions based 
thereon, that are so prejudicial to this Government that I can not permit 
them to pass uachallenged; moreover, the importance and menacing char- 
acter of this proposition make it appropriate for me to discuss somewhat 
fully the questions raised by it. 


His proposal to them was nothing less than virtually an act of 
war, without the declaration of war by Congress as preliminary 
to an act of conquest, in putting that people back under the 
Queen's power and government, with the United States virtually 
having a protectorate over it. 


We do not recognize the right of the President of the United States to in- 
terfere in our domestic affairs. Such right could be conferred upon him by 
the act of this Government, and by that alone, or it could be acquired by 
conquest. This I understand to be the American doctrine, conspicuously 
announced from time to time by the authorities of your Government. 


The argument in all its length I will not pretend to quote 
beyond his summary disposition of the contention of President 
Cleveland that he had the right to restore the Queen because of 
the alleged unlawfal use of the United States forces by Minister 
Stevens: 


My position is briefly this: If the American forces illegally assisted the 
revolutionists in the establishment of the Provisional Government that 
Government is not responsible for their wrong-doing. It was purely a pri- 
vate matter for discipline between the United States Government and its 
own officers. Thereis, I submit, no precedent in international law for the 
theory that such action of the American troops has conferred upon the 
United States authority over the internal airs of this Government. 
Should it be true. as you have suggested, that the American Government 
made itself responsible to the Queen, who, it is alleged, lost her throne 
through such action, that is not a matter for me to discuss, except to sub- 
mit that if such be the case, it is a matter for the American Government and 
her to settle between them. Government, a recognized sovereign 
power, equal in authority with the United States Government aad enjoying 
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diplomatic relations with it, can not be destroyed by itfor the sake of dis 
charging its obligations to the ex-Queen. ¥ 

Upon these grounds, Mr. Minister, in behalf of my Government I respect- 
fully protest against the usurpation of its authority as suggested by the 


language of your communication. 
Ho then is magnanimous enough to give some excuse and 
alliation for Mr. Cleveland; he has a gentle word for even the 
and that would smite him: 


It is dificult for a stranger like yourself, and much more for the President 
of the United States, with his pressing responsibilities, his crowding cares 
and his want of familiarity with the condition and history of this country 
and the inner life of its people, to obtain a clear insight into the real state 
of affairs and to understand the social currents, the race feelings, and the 
customs and traditions which all contribute to the political outlook. We, 
who have grown up here or who have adopted this country as our home, are 
conscious of the difficulty of maintaining a stable government here. Acom- 
munity which is made up of five races, of which the larger part but dimly 
appreciate the signi ieance and value of representative institutions offers 
political problems which may well tax the wisdom of the most experienced 
statesman. 

He sums up in a short but comprehensive paragraph his judg- 
ment on what is the real point of this entire controversy. 

No man— 

He says— 
can correctly say that the Queen owed her downfall to the interference of 
American forces. The revolution was carried through by the represent- 
atives, now largely reénforced, of the same public sentiment which forced the 
monarchy to its knees in 1887,which suppressed the insurrection of 1889. and 
which for twenty years has been battling for representative government in 
thiscountry. If the American forces had been absent the revolution would 
have taken place, for the sufficient causes forit had nothing to do with their 
presence. 

“inally, with a noble eloquence, he makes his answer to the 

I 
proposition of insult that had been made to him: 


I, therefore, in all friendship of the Government of ths United States, 
which you represent, and desiring to cherish the good will of the great 
American people, submit the answer of my Government to your proposi- 
tion, and ask that you will transmit the same to the President of the United 
States for his consideration. 

Though the Provisional Government is far from being “a great power” 
and could not long resist the forces of the United States in a hostile attack, 
we deem our position to be impregnable under ali legal precedents, under 
the principles of diplomatic intercourse, and in the forum of conscience 
We have done your Government no wrong; no charge of discourtesy is or 
can be brought against us. Our only issue with your people has been that 
because we revered its institutions of civil liberty, we have desired to have 
them extended to our own distracted country, and because we honor its flag 
and deeming that its beneficent and authoritative presence would be for the 
best interests of all of our people, we have stood ready to add our country, 
a new star, to its glory, and to consummate a union which We believed would 
be as much for the benefit of your country as our If this is an offense, we 
plead guilty to it. 

Iam instructed to inform you, Mr. Minister, that the Provisional Govern- 
ment of the Hawaiian Islands respectfully and unhesitatingly declines to 
entertain the proposition of the President of the United States that itshould 
surrender its authority to the ex-Queen. 

This answer is made not only upon the grounds hereinbefore set forth, but 
upon our sense of duty and loyalty to the brave men whose commissions we 
hold, who have faithfully stoed by us in the hour of trial, and whose will is 
the only earthly authority werecognize. Wecannot betray the sacred trust 
they have piaced in our hands, a trust which represents the cause of Chris- 
tian civilization in the interests of the whole people of these islands. 

With assurances of the highest consideration, 

T have, etc., 









5. 


SANFORD B. DOLE, 

Minister of Foreign Affairs. 

His Excellency ALBERT S. WILLTs, 
United States Envoy Extraordinary and Minister 
No wonder, Mr. President, that the dispatch of Mr. Willis to 
Secretary Gresham, carrying with it this answer to President 
Cleveland's demand, should display every manifestation of emo- 
tion and of secrecy and dispatch. -Mr. Willis was in deep water 
indeed! And for that matter soalso were the President and his 

Secretary of State. 


Plenipotentiary. 


MR. WILLIS TO MR. GRESHAM. 
(Confidential. ] 


LEGATION OF THE UNITED STATES, 
TTonolulu, December 23, 1898—12 midnight. 


Srr: President Dole has just delivered in person at this hour (midnight) 
the answer of the Provisional Government declining. for reasons therein 
stated, to accept the decision of the President of the United States, a copy of 
which is herewith inclosed. 

The revenue cutter Corwin is under sailing orders, and will leave here in 
afew minutes for San Francisco. The captain has been instructed to slow 
up, if necessary, and enter the harbor of San Francisco at night, anddeliver 
in person the dispatches numbered 14, 15, 16,17, 18, and 19toour dispatch 
agent at that place. 

The object of this ts to enable the President to receive these oMcial com 
munications befgre any intimation of their character can be telegraphed. 

I wiilon ‘Tnesday acknowledge the receipt of the answer of the Provis- 
ional Government, notifying it that the President of the United States will 
be informed thereof, and that no further steps will be taken by mo until I 
pe have heard from him. I shal deliver a similar communication to the 

een. 

The very great excitement prevailing here and the peculiar conditions 
surrounding this people prompt the above course, which, I trust, will meet 
with the approbation of the President and of yourseif. 


T have, etc., 
ALBERT S. WILLIS. 


Well might Mr. Willis say, with that people quivering on the 
rack where the devilish ingenuity of the President of the United 
States and his Seeretary of State had stretched them, that ‘ the 
very great excitement prevailing here and the peculiar condi- 
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tions surrounding this people prompt the above course;” and 
well might he order the Corwin to slow up and to enter San 
Francisco like a thief in the night, that the President and See- 
retary might get breathing time to meet their hot wrath when 


this sickening story should reach the ears of the American peo- 
ple. 

Mr. Willis is a humane man. Despite tho strait-jacket he 
has had to wear constantly on his unh , wn. e y now 
and then asa sharp exigency in affairs is 1 ied h trays 
the fact that he isan American citizen. He had been at Hono 
lulu for six weeks—long enough to take in the a S on 
of affairs. He saw a body of Americans drawing to t n 
port and codperation all othersof European descent, maintain 
constitutional government, and protecting life and prone 
der circumstances which at their best presented a proble n 


human government of rare difficulty as well as of rare int 
and called for the highest qualities of courage and stat 
ship. To fail was to sacrifice all the property interests 
islands and turn them over, first, to the natives and A: 
and next to the British. The internal forces of violenc« dis- 
order, and possible-civil war could only be restrained by tho 
most firm and steady hand. Feeling and knowing that t 
monarchy had gone, and gone forever, they felt and knew that 
peace and prosperity for the country lay in its union with the 
United States. They had tendered a treaty of annexation and 
the President of the United States had accepted it; and now th 
forces of disorder were all let loose, and the supporters < 
monarchy were set on fire by the President of the United States 
himself. So, in his dispatch of December 20, detailing to Secre- 
tary Gresham the story of the agreement of clemency from the 


in the 


, of 


0 


’ 


Queen, and his demand of surrender from Mr. Dole, Mr. Willis 
goes on to picture the state of the community: 
In my opening statement I thought proper to explain what was know? 


you, and doubtiess to the Provisional Government, that the secre vh 
had been observed by our Government was in the interest of t 
of this community. 

The President's attention bad been called by you tothe evidencec 
in Mr. Biount's reportshowing the extraordinary complications and dang: 


@ peace 
safet 


nt ned 


surrounding this community, among Which were the racial prejudices, the 
intense feeling consequent upon the dethrouement of the constitu al 
sovereign. the presence of somany different nationalities—Chinese ipa 

ese, Portuguese, Americans, and English—in such large numbersand with 


such diverse traits and interests, the possibility that th 
bering more than one-fifth of the male population of 


» Japanese, now num 


tne islands, Might take 
advantage of the condition of affairs to demand suffrave and through it to 
obtain control of the Government, together with the discontent of the native 
Hawaliansat the loss of their Government and of the rights secured under it 


In addition to these facts, | was fullyapprised by youin your personal con 
versations of the presence here of many lawiess and disorderly character 
owing allegiance to neither party, who would gladly take advantage of the 
excitement and general derangement of affairs to indulge in rapine and mov 
violence; and also of the conflict between the active responsible representa 
tives of the Provisional Government and certain men who were not officially 
connected with it, but who had undertaken todictateits policy. The danger 
from this last source I found upon arriving here was much greater than you 
had supposed. AsI stated to you in my dispatch, No. 2, of November 10, the 
President and ministers of the Provisional Government and a large percent 
of those who support them are men of high character and of large muterial 
interests in the islands. 

Mr. Willis sends off his dispatches by the Corwin to apprise 
the President and to await his further orders. He knew that 
meanwhile the forces of the United States would remain quies- 
cent. He knew that the President and the Secretary, with a 
a skill worthy of familiarity with the game of expert poker 
players, were merely playing a game of bluff; that this was 
a threat to restore the Queen, but a mere threat with the hope 
that it would scare the Provisional Government and Hawaiian 
people into surrendering to the Queen. According to their 
theory, and possibly belief, Mr. Stevens scared the (ueen into 
surrendering. Why would not the Provisionals, if only well 
scared, surrender to the Queen? Mr. Willis knew that he 
had no instructions actually to proceed by force to put the 
Queen back; he possibly believed he would not in the future 
receive any such instructions; that the President would not 
dare go to the extreme of an act of war; that Congress alone 
could declare war,and moreover had the power of impeachment. 
But with this threat hanging over them, what did the people 
of Hawaii know what the United States were going to do, or 
how far the force of their men-of-war might be applied? What 
did Mr. Dole and the Provisional Government know about it; 
what the Americans there, not merely the men, but the delicate 
women and children? This was a new foe for them to face; a 
new terror for them to fear, their own country, its ships, its sol- 
diers, its flag! 

It was the situation thus created that led the Committ 
Foreign Relations to authorize the resolution reported by tho 
Senator from Indiana, that some definite policy towards Hawaii 
by the United States should be formulated, and thereby that ter- 
rorized people be relieved from the strain. What thatsituation 
was can not be told so well or so briefly as it has been by Mr. 
Dole in his letter to Mr. Willis of December 27, 1893. After 
giving in this letter as the causes of the critical condition of the 
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community the statements of the letter of the Secretary of 
State and the message of the President that the Queen ought 
to be restored by the Government of the United States, leav- | 
ing the inference that this assumed obligation would be dis- | 
charged; the ambiguous attitude and language of Mr. Willis | 
and his failure to disclose his intentions, except that at the 
proper time he would perform some act without disclosing 
what that act would be, he goes on tostate the critical condition | 
of things: 

Under these circumstances there arose at once a general feeling of disquiet. 
The natural inference, from your attitude, language, and refusal to disclose 
your purpose and from Mr. Gresham’s letter and the President's message, 
was, and is, that you intended to use force in maintaining your policy. The | 
fact is well known that you, as admitted by yourself in your communication 
of Decemver 19, without the consent or knowledge of this Gove: ament, have | 
held negotiations with the deposed Queen for the purpose of overthrowing | 
this Government. Theapprehension of both political parties, as well as that 
of persons who remained neutrai in these matters, is that you hold instruc- 
tions to use physical force for the restoration of the monarchy. [am not 
prepared tostate that this Government entertains this opinion, although its 
want of information to the contrary has compelied it to act as if it was cor- 
rect. 

In consequence of your attitude in this behalf, the enemies of the Govern- | 
ment, believing in your intentions to restore the monarchy by force, have 
becomeemboldened. Threats of assassination of the officers of this Govern- 
ment have been made. The police force is pena informed of conspira- 
cies to create disorder. Aged and sick persons, of all nationalities, have 
been and are in a state of distress and anxiety. Children in the schools are 
agitated by the fear of politicai disturbances. ‘The wives, sisters, and | 
daughters of residents, including many Americans, have been in daily ap- 

rehension of civic disorder, many of them having even armed themselves 

ooh aye me therefor; citizens have made —— in their homes for 

defense against assaults which may arise directly or indirectly from such 
conflict. Persons have begun to pack their valuables with a view of im- 
mediate departure; large quantities of bandages have been prepared. 

Unprotected women have received the promise of asylum from the Japan- 
ese representatives against possible disturbance arising in consequence of 
American invasion. umors of the intended landing of your forces for of- 
fensive purposes have agitated the community for many days. The situa- 
tion for weeks has been one of warfare, without the incident of actual com- 
bat, Even the ex-Queen has called upon this Government for protection, 
which was awardedto her. Owing toyour attitude, the Gqvernment has been 
compelled by public apprehension to largeiy increase its military force, at 
greatexpense. Its offices have been placed and still continue in a condition 
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of defense and preparation for siege; and the community as been put into 
a state of mind bordering on terrorism. 

This Government has most earnestly sought from you, and through our 
representative at Washington from your Government, some assurance that 
force would not be used, and has failed to obtainit. Your action has, un- 
fortunately, aroused the passions of all parties, and made it probable that 
disturbances may be created at any moment. 

laminformed by military authorities that while the force at your com- 
mand is sufficient to destroy this city, it is insufficient to suppress any gen- 
eral rising and conflict of armed forces and insurrections or to prevent the 
loss of life and property. 

This Government is reluctant to believe that this condition of affairs was 
contemplated or expected by yourself or by the President of the United 
States. 

I have therefore to ask you to enform me with the least delay whether 
you hold instructions to enforce your policy with the use of arms in any 
event. 

1 trust that you wili be able, in reply, to give assurances that will tend to 
allay the apprehensions existing in the community. - 

I have the honor to be, with the highest consideration, 

Y our excellency’s obedient servant, 
SANFORD B. DOLE, 
Minister of Foreign Affairs. 


Yet to this letter, thus expressing the pitiable circumstances 
of that people, no explicit response relieving them from their 
trouble was then made, or ever has been made. 

I shall only further quote from Mr. Dole his final utterance on 
this subject, and one worthy of the great part he has taken 
throughout itall. Inclosing his letter to Mr. Willis, of January 
11, 1894, he says: 

In conclusion, I beg to refer to the statement in your communication of 
January 1, wherein you state that it is a source of ‘‘sincere and profound 
regret” that my letter * brings, for the first time, the oficial information 
tha: thewarlike preparations described by you were caused by and intended 
for the diplomatic and military representatives of the United States.” 

In reply, I would say thatSuach regret on your part at receiving such in- 
formation can not exceed the sincerity and profoundness of my own regret 
that such a condition should exist. 


Then follow these words, that never will be permitted to be 
forgotten while humanity prizes eloquence, respects character, 
or has regard for men in a difficult and perplexing exigency: 


Such regret on my part is only equaled by inability to understand how it 
has come about that a government and a community which is to-day more 
closely connected with the United States by ties of commorcs, friendship, 
and blood thanany other lying beyond its borders: which vaiues your friend- 
ship above that of ail other nations; which fully admits and appreciates the 
many and deep obligations which it is under to your Government and peo- 
ple; which has done you and your country no wrong, has been forced into a 
position where, in defense of their very right to exist, they have been obliged 
to take up arms to meet the possible hostility of that country whose flag 
they revere and whose principles of liberty they love. 


The Provisional Government did increase its military force; 
bandages were prepared; the government buildings were forti- 
fied and prepared for a state of siege, and all this to meet an at- 
tack with which they felt threatened from the country and the 


ae | of their love. : 
ut, Mr. President, this band of men were not to be blown 


by a threat. They were, indeed, made of ‘‘ sterner stuff.” 


away 
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They were defending the interests of Hawaii from the aggres- 
sions of the United States. They were protecting the interests 
of the United States from the foliy of its own rulers. And 
this brings me back to the main question in this contro- 
versy. This heroic band of men by this dreadful exigency and 
the manner in which they met it, gave the final evidence that 
with tiem lay the real and only force on the islands, and that 
when the Queen surrendered she surrendered to them and not 
to the forces of the United States. They did not merely array 
themselves to defy the power of our men-of-war, but they main- 


| tained civil order, and repressed every element of disorder, 


Asiatic, Hawaiian, or European, aroused to hope and stimulated 
to fury by their anticipated aid from the American President. 
The Provisional Government was inaugurated without the aid 
of the forces of the United States, and under this last and crucial 
test it maintained itself in power and authority over the islands 
in spite of the power of the United States. Mr. Stevens found 
his full and ample justification at the hands ol Mr. Dole. 

Once again the missionary power had saved the Hawaiian Is- 
lands from the hand of the aggressor, and had proved itself the 
force of blessed beneficence that was to direct their destinies 
until finally and in the fullnessof time their life should be merged 
in the broader life of that land of liberty and law from which 
those missionaries themselves had sprung. While as yet they 
were but a mere handful, and the islands were a tempting and 


| an apparently easy object of conquest; while the native rulers 


were lacking in all other elements of defense; when, as [ have 
before stated, the French in 1839 and again in 1849 and the Brit- 
ish in 1842 had attempted their domination, they had succumbed 
and the sword broke in their hand before the resistance mde by 
the wise counselsand moral power of the American missionaries. 
Now, at last, when called upon to defend the civilization they 
had created from the barbarism that sought to draw it back into 
its embrace, when they had triumphed over the internal forces 
which they had thus been compelled to overthrow, they sud- 
denly found themselves assailed by the overwhelming power of 
the United States itself. But “the race is not always to the 
swift, nor the battle to the strong.” Aguin the moral forces 
were in the ascendant. Again they asserted themselves, and 
never in human experience with more moral grandeur, when 
the President of the mightiest Republic of earth finds himself 
confounded by the President of the feeblest. All honor to San- 
ford B. Dole. Called,in an unlooked-for exigency, and without 
seeking the place, to a task of singular difficulty, if not of danger, 
he has discharged his duty with a signal ability and in a man- 
ner that can receive no higher encomium than to say that it is 
worthy of the New England missionaries, of that New England 
theocracy from which he sprang, and to whom these islands 
owed their civilization. 

Shall, then, the offer of the annexation of the islands to the 
United States be rejected, or shall it be accepted? What shall 
be our policy forthe future? As I said at the outset, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I am in favor of their annexation. I do not see how any 
other permanent solution of the problem is possible or desirable. 
Annexation is the logical sequence of more than fifty years’ 
steady policy towards them by our Government, under al! par- 
ties and all Administrations. It is demanded by the interests 
of the United States, and even more by the interests of Hawaii 
itself. 

The great and controlling fact in considering or dealing with 
this subject is the one well stated by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations in his comprehensive, able, and pa- 
triotic report, that Hawaiiisan American State and is embraced 
in the American commercial and militarysystems. I would add 
to this description that it is embraced in the American political 
system. The policy of the United States towards Hawaii since 
the establishmentof its Government and previous to the advent 
of the present Administration has been a peculiar and interest- 
ing application of a principle which the United States have for- 
mulated, announced, and applied in its relations with the world, 
in respect of the American governments, whether in the north- 
ern or southern hemispheres, and whether they be of the conti- 
nents or the islands of the sea. I refer, of course, to what is 
known as the Monroe doctrine. The counterpart and comple- 
ment.of the teaching of Washington's Farewell Address, that 
we should avoid entangling alliances with European powers. the 
principle, in the language of Jefferson, ‘‘ never to suffer Europe 
to intermeddle with American affairs,” has become not only em- 
bedded in the foreign J teed of the United States, butit has been 
accepted as an integral element in the polity of all American na- 
tions and powers. 

Mr. Monroe’s message ee this important declaration 
was sent to Congress December 2, 1823. [tis interesting to recall 
that its first affirmation grew out of the claims, disputed by the 
United States, made by the Russian Government to the north- 
west coast of our continentand in Bering Sea, and tnus pertained 
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to that quarter of the world of which the Hawaiian Islands are 


apart. President Monroe says: 

In the discussions to which this interest has given rise, and in the arrange- 
ments by which they may terminate, the occasion has been judged proper 
for asserting, as a principle in which the rights and interests of the United 
States are nvorved that the American continents, by the free and independ: 
ent condition which they have assumed and maintained, are henceforth not 
to be considered as subjects for future colonization by any European 
powers. 

The other declarations of the message were concerning the 
South American republics, which Spain was still endeavoring 
to subdue after they had thrown off her yoke and maintained 
their independence. One consequence of this was to put an end 
to the exclusive right to trade with her colonies which Spain 
enjoyed, and this in turn resulted in the English developing a 
thriving and profitable trade with the Spanish republics. 
When in 1821 a _— insurrection in Spain against mon- 
archy drove the king from the throne, and, at the instance 
of the Holy Alliance, the Bourbon King of France overran and 
occupied Spain with an army to repress the tendencies of liber- 
alism, Mr. Canning, then prime minister of Great Britain, 
fearing that France, in the control of Spain, might seek to re- 
conquer the Spanish American republics, and thereby deprive 

ingland of her new and valuable trade with them, without go- 
ing to the point of resisting the French occupation by war, took 
the other course of suggesting to Mr. Rush, the American min- 
ister to England, that the United States should unite with Eng- 
land in “ a joint declaration before Europe,” that they could not 
view with indifference any foreign intervention in the affairs of 
those republics, or their acquisition by any third power. Presi- 
dent Monroe and John Quincy Adams, then Secretary of State, 
declined to join with England in this movement; but the Presi- 
dent, after first sending the correspondence to Mr. Jefferson and 
Mr. Madison, who still lingered on the stage of life, and taking 
their advice, went far beyond the limits set by Mr. Canning. 
In his message, already quoted, he says: 

In the wars of the European powers, in matters relating to themselves, 
we have never taken any part, nor does it comport with our policy so to do. 
It is only when our rights are invaded or seriously menaced that we resent 
injuries or make preparation for our defense. With the movements in this 
hemisphere we are, of necessity, more immediately connected, and by causes 
which must be obvious to all enlightened and impartial observers. The 

Olitical system of the allied oo isessentially different in this respect 

rom that of America. This difference proceeds from that which exists in 
their respective governments. And to the defense of our own, which has 
been achieved by the loss of so much blood and treasure, and matured by the 
wisdom of their most enlightened citizens, and under which we have en- 
joyed unexampled felicity, this whole nation is devoted. We owe it, there- 
Jore, to candor, and to the amicable relations existing between the United Slates 
and those powers, to declare that we should consider any attempt on their part 
to extend their system to any nortion of this hemisphere as dangerous to our peace 
and safety. With the existing colonies or dependencies of any European 
power we have not interfered and shall not interfere; but with the govern- 
ments who have declared their independence and maintained it, and whose 
independence we have, on great consideration and on just principles, ac- 
knowledged, we could not view any interposition for the purpose of oppress 
ing them, or controlling in any other manner their destiny, by any Euro 
pean power, in any other light than as the manifestation of an unfriendly dis- 
position toward the United States. 

A year later, in his annual message of December 7, 1824, Mr. 
Monroe returned to the subject, and after saying that in the wars 
of Europe or their balance of power we have no concern, added: 


But in regard to our neighbors our situation is different. It is impossible 
for the European governments to interfere in their concerns, especially in 
those alluded to which are vital, without affecting us. 

We thus have enunciated the three principles of the Monroe 
doctrine: 

No more European colonies on this continent; 

No extension of the European political system to any portion 
of this hemisphere; 

No European interference in the concerns of the Spanish 
American republics. ; 

It isnot too much to say that tothis declaration of Mr. Monroe, 
Mexico and thé South American republics owed it that France 
and the Holy Alliance made no effort to reconquer them, either 
in the name of Spain or for themselves. Mr. Canning, in 1827, 
claimed for himself the credit of this result, in the famous utter- 
ance that he ‘‘ had brou ght anew world into existence to re- 
dress the balance of the old.” 

It was a speech he made in the House of Commons in 1827 on 
the occasion of his justifying a military expedition he had sent 
to Portugal to defend her against a domestic insurrection as 
well as from possible attack from Spain, then in the hands of 
France. When taunted by the opposition as to why he was will- 
ing to fight now and had not been willing to fight three years 
before when Spain was first overrun by France, he said: ‘‘ It was 
not necessary nor wise to undertake to fight then; we did not 
need to set Europe aflame, and probably France would get out 
of Spain more readily and more easily if we did not make it with 
her a point of honor to remain there; but if France was to ac- 
quire Spain I made up my mind that it would not be Spain with 
the Indies, not Spain with the Spanish American Republics. 


The Spain that the England of Elizabeth feared,” he said, 
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“was Spain with all America in her hands. So,” he said, ‘'I 
struck at France in another quarter. I called a n2w world into 
being to redress the balance of the old.” But Mr. Brougham 
and the world gave the credit to Mr. Monroe. 

By that act, Mr. President, we took this continent under our 
suzerainty. [t was American power and American policy, and 
not Europe, that was to thereafter dominate its affairs. {t-was 
to be a continent of freedom; not one of monarchy, still less of 
despotism. Nor has this remained a mere empty declaration. 
So long as the power of the United States remained unimpaired 


in its integrity, just so long was the principle of the Monroe 
doctrine respected by the European powers. But when our mili- 


tary resources were divided and taxed to their uttermost by the 
war of the rebellion, and when they thought that what was the 
United States would become twoseparate nations, France, Spain, 
and England joined in an invesion of Mexico. The two last 
speedily withdrew, but the Emperor Napoleon, confident of our 
weakness, drove Juarez, the constitutional president, to the 
northern border and placed Maximilian on the throne. Mr. 
Seward protested, but could do no more than protest until the 
collapse of the rebellion, when he informed the French Govern- 
ment that the friendship between the United States and I’rance 
would be brought into imminent jeopardy uniess france should 
desist from her armed intervention to establish a foreign mon- 
archy on the ruins of the domestic republican Government of 
Mexico. Gen. Sheridan marched to the Rio Grande with 25,000 
troops; the French retired from Mexico, and Maximilian fool- 
ishly remained to meet his unhappy fate. 

When, ten yearsago, almost at this very time, I was in the City 
of Mexico and met the public men and the Americans residing 
there, and asked about this, that, and the other matter, as to 
why this should continue or be permitted, the unfailing answer 
was, ‘“ The United States is responsible for it all; we live, our 
Government stands here wnder the zgis and protection of the 
American flag and the imperial suzerainty over this continent 
of the American Republic.”’ 

But the doctrine has received an application much nearer the 
question beiore us in the case of Cuba. In 18.2 Ergland and 
France, fearing American designs upon that island, asked the 
United States to unite with them in atripartite declaration that 
none of the three Governments would obtain or maintain any con- 
trol or dominion over it. The reply of Mr. Everett, then Sec- 
retary of State, to Count de Sartiges, the French minister, is 
one of the great American siate papers. He declined for our 
Government to say that we never would acquire dominion over 
Cuba. He said that Cuba, while remote from Europe, 
lies at our doors. It commands the approach to the Gulf of Mexico. which 
washes the shores of five of our States. It bars the entrance to that creat 
river which drains half the North American continent, and, with its tribu 
taries, forms the largest system of internal water communication in the 
world. It keeps watch at the doorway of our intercourse with Calif 
by the isthmus route. 

Many of the reasons given by Mr. Everett for our action in re- 
gard to Cuba are analogous to those that apply to Hawaii. 

So we did not join in that declaration. I have only a word to 
say as to the failure to apply this doctrine in the case of the Clay- 
ton-Bulwer treaty in respect to theisthmiancanal. That agree- 
ment with England is that neither country shall undertake to 
build that particular canal or obtain dominion over the Isthmus 
or fortify any position uponit. The justification by Mr. Clayton 
for the treaty was that in no other way could he negotiate 
Great Britain out of the actual position she held there at Balize 
and Greytown. This is the only example in which Great Brit- 
ain ever by negotiation gave up the whole of any country or pos- 
session upon which she had fixed her grasp. 

Mr. Seward in his eulogy upon Mr. Clayton in the services in 
the Senate at the time of his death spoke of that treaty as one 
which marked an epoch in the moral world, in the advancement 
of settlement of differences between states by a great act of self- 
abnegation. Reading those debates and considering those mat- 
ters after the lapse of forty years I can not withhold my tribute 
to the wisdom of Mr. Douglas in his criticism upon the treaty, 
when he made the pregnant and far-reaching utterance that at, 
no time should those intrusted with this Government make any 


rhia 


declaration or statement or enter into any agreement saying 
what the United States would not do upon this continent. ‘That 


was just the ground that Mr. Everett practically took in his reply 
to the French minister with regard to the proposal of Kngland 
and France concerning Cuba. 

[ have feltcompelled thus to go into the subject of the ovigin of 
the Monroe doctrine and instances where it has been applied, in 
order to show how deeply itis imbedded in the policy of the United 
States, and for the light and direction it affords in considering 
what in this juncture should be our true course toward Hawaii. 
It is in respect of Hawaii that thé doctrine, while not invoked 
in name, has in fact received its most pronounced applic ition. 
Since 1842 the various administrations of our Government, of 
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all parties and under successive Secretaries of State, have given 
but one utterance on this subject. In that year Mr. Webster, 
in writing to the agents of the Hawaiian Islands at Washing- 
ton, relative to the undertaking of the British under Lord George 
Paulet to seize the islands, said: 

The United States are more interested in the fate of the islands and of 
their government than any other nation can be, and this consideration in- 
duces the President to be quite willing to declare, as the sense of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, that the Government of the Sandwich Is- 
lands ought to be respected; that no power ought either to take possession 
of the islands as a conquest or for the peepee of colonization, and that no 
power ought to seek for any undue control over the existing government or 
any exclusive privileges or preferences in matters of commerce. 


In 1850, Mr. Clayton, on the occasion of the French aggres- 
sions in Hawaii, wrote to Mr. Rives, our minister at Paris, as 
follows: 


If, however, in your judgment it should be warranted by circumstances, 
you may take a proper opportunity to intimate to the minister for foreign 
affairs of France that the sisuation of the Sandwich Islands, in respect tq 
our possessions on the Pacific and the bonds, commercial and of other de- 
scriptions, between them and the United States, are such that we could 
never with indifference allow them to pass under the dominion or exclusive 
control of any other power. We do not ourselves covet sovereignty over 
them. We would be content that they should remain under their present 
rulers, who, we believe, are disposed to be just and impartial in their deal- 
ings with all nations. 

Thus Mr. Clayton himself, at the very time he was negotiating 
the treaty with Great Britain with regard to the isthmian canal, 

ualifying to that extent the application of the Monroe doctrine 
there, was making this application unhesitatingly, and the first 
time in the history of our nation to France with regard to Ha- 
waii. 

Mr. Webster, having succeeded Mr. Clayton as Secretary of 
State, writing the next year in the same connection—that is, 
about the French aggressions and the same business—he was 
writing nine years after he did before: 

The Hawaiian Islands are ten times nearer to the United States than to 
any ofthe powersof Europe. Five-sixths of ad their commercial intercourse 
is with the United States, and these considerations, together with others of 
amore general character, have fixed the course which the Government of 
the United Siates will pursue in regard tothem. The annunciation of this 
policy will not surprise the governments of Lurope, nor be thought to be 
unreasonable by the nations of the civilized world, and that policy is that 
while the Government of the United States. itself faithful to its original as- 
surance, scrupulously regards the independence of the Hawaiian Isiands, it 
can never consent to see those islands taken possession of oy either of the 

eat commer: oe powers of Burope, nor can it consent that demands, man- 
festly unjust andderogatory and inconsistent with w bona fide independence, 
shal! be enforced against that government. 

Mr. Marcy negotiated with Kamehameha III a treaty of an- 
nextion of the Islands to the United States, but it failed to be 
ratified by our Government because the amounts to be paid as 
annuities, according to the draft of the treaty, were larger than 
contemplated. in his letter to Mr. Mason of December 16, 1853, 
Mr. Marey steps boldly on that ultimate ground on which alone 
I believe we can safely rest. He says: 


Ihave good reason for believing that both Great Britain and France feel 
much solicitude in relation to the future destiny of the Sandwich Islands. 
* * * [donot think tae present Hawaiian Government can long remain 
in the hands of the present rulers, and both England and France are ap- 
gated of our determination not to allow them to be owned by or to fall un- 

er the pro\ection of either of these powers, or of any other European nation. 





It seems to be inevitable that they must come under the control of this Gow’ 


ernment, and it would be but reasonable and fair that these powers should 
acquiesce in such a disposition of them, provided the transference was ef- 
fected by fair means. 

Mr. Marcy was right in supposing that they would acquiesce. 
Lord Palmerston stated, in 1850, that— 


The British Government desired the Hawailan people to maintain proper 
naga ayn and preserve national independence. If they were unable to 

© 80, he recommended receiving:a protectorate government under the 
United States or by becoming an integral pari of that nation. Such— 


He thought— 
was the destiny of the Hawalian Islands arising from their proximity to the 
States of California and Oregon, and natural dependence on those markets 
for exports and imports, together with ——-P extinction of the Hawaiian 
one population and its substitution by immigration from the United 

Similar utteranees were made by Mr. Legare, Mr. Buchanan, 
Mr. Seward, and Mr. Fish, to those already quoted from previous 
Secreturies of State. It wasleftfor Mr. Blaine, however, in De- 
cember, 1881, to comment in a forcible dispatch upon the rela- 
tions of the United Staces with Hawaii, as modified by the then 
condition of the islands and their probable condition in the 
future, arising out of the new reciprocity treaty negotiated with 
the United States. After referring to the poe diminution of 
the native race, the great increase of the Chinese population, and 
the effect of sugar culture upon their population, and after show- 
ing how entirely Hawaii is a part of the productive and com- 
mercial system of the American States, he goes on the say: 


This Government firmly believes that the pesition of the Hawaiian Islands 
as the key to the dominion of the American Pacitic demands their benevo- 
lent neutrality, to which end it will earnestly coéperate with thenative Gov- 


ernment. And if. through ppt sance. the maintenance of such a ition of 
benevolent neutrality should found by Hawaii to be im ble, this 
Government wouid then unh meet the altered si on by seek- 


ing an avowedly American solution for the grave issues presented. 
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What then, Mr. President, is the avowedly American solution 
of the question now before us? To my mind it must be annexa- 
tion! Annexation is demanded by the interests of the Hawaiian 
Islands and people. Their proximity makes them a part of our 
continent. Their prosperity is dependent upon their freely 
sharing in our market. The American market has a large ef- 
fect upon the world. Itis the dominating commercial feature 
of our hemisphere. The islands to-day, in respect of their 
trade, are practically an outlying county of California. Their 
90,000 people could be easily governed as a county of that State 
if a Territorial form of government should not be preferred. 
Every interest they possess demands that their trade relations 
with the United States shall not be dependent upon the vicissi- 
tudes of American polities, but that they shall be made perima- 
nent and stable. And they can be s0 made only by annexation. 
The question raised by this pending bill subjects their main in- 
dustries—sugar and rice—to the accident of party majorities in 
this Senate. It is their need that, by fixed and settled commer- 
cial identification with the United States, their industries and 
interests will enjoy that full and ample development which 
naturally and properly belongs to their commercial and geo- 
graphical position, to their fertile soil, and their marvelous cli- 
mate. Annexation is demanded by their need of stable govern- 
ment and good government, with the constant menace of evil 
influences in the islands, fostered and supported by European 
machinations and appeals to race prejudice, They can not be 


| assured of it in their present condition. 


[shall notrepeat the argument which [ have already submitted 
in these remarks, that with the extinctionof the Kamehameha 
dynasty, the last possibility of successful native and monarch 
ical government deparied. If any Senator believes that either 
Kalakaua or Lilinokolaai were fit rulers, to whom to intrust the 
the governmentof that people, their interests and their destinies, 
he has not been bold enough to utter it upon this floor. Difficult 
as was the problem of self-government before the treaty of reci- 
procity increased so largely the sugar culture, its difficulty has 
been vastly augmented since. To supply labor for the sugar 
plantations there have been imported, according to the census 
of 1890, a population of 35,000,out of an entire population of only 
90,000. Of these 15,300 are Chinese, 12,300 0f Japanese, and 8,()00 
Portuguese. 

Though I believe the Europeans of the islands are equal to 
their successful government, the novelty and difficulty of the 
task can hardly bo exaggerated ; complicated as it is by the 
varied racial interests contending for supremacy. 

When we would consider the Asiatic population of the islands, 
the problem has an interest for the United States quite as acute 
as it has for Hawaii. Do we want them handed over to an 
Asiatic population or an Asiatic destiny? Do we want either 
China or Japan brought so near our doors? The Chinese prob- 
lem on our Pacific coast is already aggravated enough. Do 
we want the difficulties created by British Columbia and Mexico 
augmented by adding to them Hawaii? 

And this shows, and in a very striking way, Mr. President, 
thatthe Hawaiian Islands and what is to be done by them, and 
with them, have a deep and abiding interest for the United States, 
from which we ean not escape even if we would. Only by their 
annexation can we, in the language of Mr. Blaine, be assured of 


an ‘‘American solution for the grave issue presented.” Weare 
interested in their peace and good government. Whatever aug- 


ments their trade and prosperity adds just so much to ours. If 
it was wise to enhance that prosperity and consolidate their com- 
mercial intercourse with ours by the treaty o! reciprocity, would 
it not be more wise to effectuate those ends permanently by an- 
nexation? 

Ner can we leave out of the account what in itself would be 
sufficient to justify annexation, namely, that the islands are es- 
sentially American to-day in interest, in property, in education 
and training, and in affinity. The natives in their transition to 
civilization from barba”ism were taught and trained and mo!ded 
by American hands. The morals, the religion, that replaced de- 
bauchery, superstition, and sorcery, came from the purest and 
most undefiled American source, and so did their intellectual 
development. Every Wleal, every good influence that they re 
spect, and that lifts them up is American; and the great major- 
ity of the natives of the higher and better class are American 
in their sympathies and affections. Aguin, the material inter- 
ests of the islands are largely American. The number of acres 
on which taxes are paid by Americans and Europeans is 1,052,492: 
by natives, 257,457; half-castes, 531,545: Chinese, 12,324; Japanese, 
200; other nationalities, none. To these are to be added the ship- 
ping owned in the islands, all their personal property and mer 
cantile interests. ; 

But apart from all considerations that are, so to speak, of a 
domestic character, there are others affecting our foreign rela- 
tions and interests that imperiously dictate ourtrue policy. Wve 
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can not permit these islands to go into the hands of any Euro- 
eanpower. Thisour statesmen with unanimous voice have said 
rom the outset. This the resolution of the Senator from Indi- 
ana aflirms. It may be presumed to express the views of the 
President and Secretary of State. We can not get away from 
their proximity to our continent. As that fact dominates their 
mere trade relations with us,so it dominates our commerce in 
the Pacific, and the military and naval defense of our Pacific 
coast. 

What the extent that our population on tho Pacific side of the 
continent will ultimately be,and what our mercantile and com- 
mei'cial interests on the Pacific Ocean will ultimately attain, we 
are beginning now but faintly to realize. 


bered buta little over four million of souls. 
distant when portions of that territory will equal in density of 
pop ation that of Massachusetts and Rhode Island now. West- 
ward the star of empire will not cease to take its way. The 
opening of the Suez Canal had a vast influence upon the trade 
and agriculture of India and the growth of Australia. Who 


shal measure what the opening of the Nicaraugua Canal will | 


have upon them, as well as upon our Pacific coast and Rocky 
Mountain States? 
The Hawaiian Islands are the crossroads of the Pacific. If 


you sail from San Francisco to Japan or China on the one hand, | 


orto Australia on the other, Honolulu lies in your path and 
there you stop to coal. So it is if yousail from the Nicarau- 
guan Isthmus to China or Japan. In the hands of a hostile 
pover they would be a constant menace to the security of our 
Pacific ports, and would be simply destructive of all our com- 
merce conducted by steamers, as the vast distances of the Pa- 
cific compel them to stop there to coal. 

The islands are far away from Europe and from its coasts and 
cities. Tuey are a menace to none of them. They are distant 
but 2,100 miles from ours. They are no part of any European 
interest or system; they are an integral part of ours, In our 
hands they would be a threat tono one. Out of our ownership 
and contro! they are a standing-threat to every port and city on 
our Pacific coast. Every other island or group of islands in the 
vast Pacific bas been absorbed by the grasping hands of the Eu- 
ropean powers. Some remain to Spain and Holland, the me- 
morials of their former and nowdeparted greatness. Since Ger- 


We have some indica- | 
tion of it, when we remember that a hundred years ago we num- | 
The day is not far | 


| 





untary offer? Are we here to legislate for British interest 
American interests? The British Empire, those vast interests 


5 or 


encompassing the globe that contribute to the wealth and pros- 
perity of England, ail depend for their existence, for their origin 
and their preservation upon British control of the power « 18 
sea. The world has never understood it so well as since the pub- 
lication of the interesting and valuable work of Capt. Mahan, of 
the American Navy, tpon “The Influence of Sea Power in His- 
tory.” 

I trust, Mr. President, thatthe peace which now perva the 
world may long continue; indeed, that it may never be | n. 
But it would be the height of folly for a great nation with 3 


responsibilities and all its interests to act upon th 
England does not so act, and we may rest assured 1 
not. Every trade avenue of the globe is patroled by 
of war. Every one is seized and controlled by her that s! 
Exceptin our war with Mexico the United States has never | 





aggressive in its policy towards foreign nations. But wew 

be worse than criminal not to defend ourown. AndlI be », 
and am free to assert, that we gravely fall below the high duty 
with which we are charged if we fail adequately to appreci 


sibilities which the } 
We can no lon 
{ ‘ 


} 
i 


and fully tomeetanddischargethe respor 
session of imperial power has cast upon us. 
Mr. President, fail to recognize that we are 
power of the globe, let alone one of the greatest 
Adams did not so fail in 1823, nor hesitate to interpo 
European monarchies and the Spanish-American republics. M 
Seward in 1805 did not hesitate to promptly send the Empe: 
Napoleon out of Mexico, and to-day, by reason of those two great 


16 very 


| acts of state, our sister republics on the south of us are work 


out their respective destinies as American states unvexed b 
European aggression. 

The Provisional Government in its experimental stage is an 
effort by citizens of the islands themselves to make an Americ in 
solution of the problems presented. An autonomous govern- 
ment under all the conditions of strained if not hostile relations 


between portions of the natives and whites of the large Asiatic 
|and Portugese population is avowedly a problem of rare diffi- 


| culty. 


many became an empire and seeks for the markets of the world | 


she has joined with france and England in taking everything 
available. By reason of our fortunate possession of the right to 
a coaling station in Samoa we were enabled to interfere in time 
to protect those interests important to our future commerce. 
Since 1886 Germany, France, and England virtually divided 
among themselves the remaining unoccupied islands of the Pa- 
cific. As pointed out by Mr. DRAPER of Massachusetts in his 
valuable speech, reprinted by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions with their report, they have in that time seized all the 
roups lying nearest to Hawaii, Germany taking the Marshall 
slands, distant 2,098 miles; France taking the Low Archipelago 
and the Marquesas Islands, distant 2,050 miles; while in 18/1 
England seized Johnston Island, distant but 600 miles. They 
hold all the important points in the South Pacific on the lines 
of ocean trade for coaling and strategic purposes of offense and 
defense. Because of us none of them have so far dared to touch 
the Hawaiian Islands. 
It would be worse than idle for us to ignore the imminent 


character given to the demands for a prompt solution of this | 


problem by the geographical positions of the Canadian Dominion 
and Australia, and the commercial and military policies which 
Great Britain with those dependencies is pursuing. By the 
Canadian Pacific Railway and by steamer lines from the Atlan- 
tic terminus to England, and from Vancouver to Australia on 
the one hand, and to China and Japan on the other, they are 
connecting the vast extremities of the British Empire, and are 
surrounding us with acommercial and military cordon. All 
these railway and steamship lines are heavily subsidized. By a 
robber competition, which we unwisely suffer to exist, they are 
rifling the business which properly be’ongs to American rail- 
ways, while now they are challenging that control of the com- 
merce of the North Pacific, which is as muchof the ocean-bound 
commerce of the world that yet remains to us. 

The three governments named are now about to subsidize and 
lay an ocean cable from Vancouver to Australia by way of Hon- 
Olulu, and any day we may expect to hear that it ha’ been de- 
termined on. 
portant, almost a vital part of this new British system. They 
are working while we are asleep. They let no gospel of free 
trade or doctrine of laissez faire stand in the way of their com- 
mercialinterests. How long doyou suppose Great Britain would 
wait to accept it, were Hawaii now to offer to hera treaty of an- 
nexation? Do you suppose that she will even wait for the vol- 





The Hawaiian Islands, as we thus see, are an im- | 


| 


They are meeting it bravely. But evidently in their 
view stable government can be assured only by the islands be- 
coming an integral part of a foreign state, and that the conti: 
gency has at last arisen when by all the circumstances an Ameri 
can solution isdemanded. Andso they tendered to us the treaty 
of annexation. Notonly monarchy but as well native rule has cd: 
parted and never to return. Kalakaua first, and finally th 
Queen have m de it impossible. As the Senator from Alabama 
tersely says in his report from the Committee on Foreign Rel 
tions: 

When a crown falls in any kingdom of the western hemisphere, it i 
verized, and when a scepter departs it departs forever 

So, when we acquired Alaska, Mr. Sumner said in the Senat 

We dismiss one other monarch from the continent. One by one they ha 
retired; first France; then Spain: then France again; and now Ru b; all 
giving way to the absorbing unity declared in the national motio: J pli 
ous unm, 





From and after the time when Kalakaua went on the throne 
in 1874 the endeavor made by the white people was made hon- 
estly and with fidelity to live under the monarchy and to main- 
tain and continue the established native rule. The attempt has 
failed, and the white people there have met the grave responsi 
bilities thus cast upon them by the establishment of the Pro 
ional Government. We have not heretofore taken the 
out of regard to the sensibilities of the native race and their 
desire for the existing monarchical rule. But when that has 
departed the raison détre of our withholding has gone with it. 
We may withhold out of respect for European governments, 
yut we are no longer called upon to withhold out of any regard 
»)a dynasty which has departed by its own weakness and its 
own folly. 

The time is ripe for us to make our election as to Hawaii; and it 
can not be delayed. Wecan not forever play the part of the dog in 
the manger. If that people can not look tous for the security of in- 
ternal order and good government, you may rest assured they will 
look elsewhere. They can notremain foreveronthe rack. To-day 
they are ourfriends; bone of our bone and flesh of our flesh. Held 
to us by all the ties of interest, they are held still stronger by the 
ties of blood and affection and the inheritance of common institu- 
tions. To-day they are the one insupsarable obstruction to a 
British protectorate or British control of some sortof the islands. 


ielande 
isianas 


But for the faithful allegiance of this people to the United 
States and to American interests, and never more potently mani 
fested than in their tender to us of a treaty of annexation,. like 
offer would have been made by them to Great Britain, and we 
could not prevent it—for by our own folly we ure withouta fleet 
with which to assert any American demand or maintain any 
American interest against the sea power of Great Britain. 











CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





Mr. President, we can forfeit the fidelity and the affection of 


even that people despite all those ties. The like has been done 
before in history. e Ourselves were more clcsely allied to 
Englard. But she presumed too far on our patience. She ig- 
nored and did violence to our interestsand 1776 wrenched asun- 
der forever the ties that bound her children to her. So we may 
resume too long and too far upon the patience of the people of 
Jawaii. We have at last and indeed come to the parting of 
the ways. Puny and feeble as they are as an independent 
power, the interests they have to ee are not only their all, 
utas well they are all that men hold dear. You may force them 
to an alternative,and an alternative isat theirhand. They may 
proffer to England what you have rejected. : 
Admiral Walker has been sent there. We are left to con- 
jecture about what? Pearl Harbor conceded to us by the treaty 
of reciprocity by the terms of its ratification ceases to be ours 
with the fall of the treaty, and yetour Committee on Finance by 
their proposals in this bill that abrogate that treaty would com- 
plete the destruction of American interestsin Hawaii so effectu- 
ally begun by President Cleveland and his Secretary of State. 
I trust that this act, if not an improvident oversight, will be 
romptly abandoned. Should the treaty be abrogated by this 
bill American influence and ascendency in Hawaii would be at 
But if the Senate shall be wise enough to withdraw 
have to contend with the re- 


an end, 
from this step we will then merel 


sults of President Cleveland’s purblind folly in withdrawing the~ 


treaty of annexation and in the insult and cruelty he has in- 
flicted upon our friends in the islands. 

In that exigency there are two forces on which I have faith 
to “alieye we can with confidence rely for the only right solu- 
tion of this problem—upon the fidelity and fortitude of the peo- 
ple of Hawaii, and upon the people of these United States, to 
whose good sense and patriotism in the last resort this question 
like all others must be submitted. 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. GRAY. I ask leave, in pursuance of previous notice, to 
have read a proposed amendment to a rule of the Senate, and I 
ask its reference to the Committee on Rules. 

By unanimous consent, the proposed amendment was read and 
referred to the Committee on Rules, as follows: 


Resolved, That Rule XIX be amended by adding thereto the following 


paragraph: 

‘Fourth. No Senator shall read a speech, nor shall he read from any bcok 
or paper except it may be to quote an authority or illustrate a point or 
argument which he is making, without unanimous consent."’ 


THE REVENUE BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government. and for other purposes, 

Mr. DOLPH obtained the floor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DOLPH. I yield to the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was about to suggest to the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] that evidently there is not a quorum of 
the Senate present, and that we can not take a vote in the ab- 
sence of a quorum on any of the pending amendments. 

Mr. HARRIS. A quorum seems to be coming in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The Senator from Rhode Island having suggested the want of a 
quorum, it is the duty of the Chair to have the roll called. The 
Secretary will call the roll, 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Dubois, Lindsay, Roach, 
Allen, Faulkner, McPherson, Shoup, 
Allison, arte Manderson, Smith, % 
Bate, Gallinger, Mills, Squire, 4. 
Berry, George, Mitchell, Oregon Stewart, 3 
Blackburn, Gibson, Mitchell, Wis. Teller, s 
Oaffery, Gray, Palmer, oe ' 
Camden, Hale, Pasco, Vest, 1 
Oarey, Harris, Peffer, Vilas, 
Chandler, Hawley, Perkins, Voorhees, 
Coke, Higgins, Pettigrew, Walsh, 
Cullom, Hunton Platt, Washburn, 
Dixon, Jarvis, Proctor, White. 
Dolph, Jones, Ark. Pugh, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, Fifty-five Senators having an- 
swered to their names, a quorum of the Senate is present. The 
Senator from Oregon will proceed. 

Mr. DOLPH resumed the floor in continuation of the speech 
begun by him on the 2vth instant. After having spoken for 
nearly three-quarters of an hour, 

Mr. HARRIS rose. 

Mr. DOLPH. Does the Senator from Tennessee wish to in- 
terrupt me? 


Mr. HARRIS. I was going to ask the Senator if he would 





yield to allow me to make a motion to proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business? 
Mr. DOLPH. I yield very reluctantly. 


[Mr. DoLPH’s speech will be published entire after it shall 
have been concluded. } 


Mr. HARRIS. I knew it would be with reluctance, and I am 
greatly obliged to the Senator for consenting to yield. I move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After twenty-three min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 
o’clock and 10 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-mor- 
row, Friday, April 27, 1894, at 11 o'clock a. m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 26, 1894. 
JUSTICE OF THE PEACE. 

Luke C, Strider, of the District of Columbia, to be a justice of 
the peace in and for the District of Columbia (assigned to the 
city of Washington), whose term will expire May 7, 1894. 

POSTMASTERS. 


Joel W. Webb, tobe postmaster at Willimantic, in the county 
of Windham and State of Connecticut, in the place of Charles 
N. Daniels, whose commission expired January 10, 1894. 

Micajah S. Clark, to bs postmaster at Russellville, in the 
county of Logan and State of Kentucky, in the place of William 
D. Ray, whose commission expired December 19, 1893. 

E. H. Bartlett, to be postmaster at Oakland, in the county of 
Garrett and State of Maryland, in the place of Frederick A. 
Thayer, whose commission expired January 9, 1894. 

Samuel W. Beakes, to be postmaster at Ann Arbor, in the 
county of Washington and State of Michigan, in the place of 
Eugene E. Beal, whose commission expired April 17, 1894. 

James E. Kelly, to be postmaster at Ogdensburg, in the 
county of St. Lawrence and State of New York, in the place of 
Alonzo A Smith, whose commission expired April 16, 1894. 

Jennie B. Hosley, to be postmaster at West Lebanon, in the 
county of Grafton and State of New Hampshire, in the place of 
Chester L. Rix, removed. 

John W. Terrill, to be postmaster at Martins Ferry, in the 
county of Belmont and State of Ohio, in the place of Mathew C. 
Mitchell, whose commission expired March 7, 1894. 

John M. Barr, to be postmaster at Findlay, in the county of 
Hancock and State of Ohio, in the place of Samuel C. Moore, 
whose commission expired December 19, 1893. 

Alexander D. Morganthall, to be postmaster at Waynesboro, 


_in the county of Franklin and State of Pennsylvania, in the place 


ee S. Bonebrake, whose commission expired April 11, 
1894. 

Harry T. Rattigan, to be postmaster at Chicora, in the county 
of Butler and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Jehu J. 
Crawford, whose commission expired January 16, 1894. 

L. E. Norris, to be postmaster at Aiken, in the county of Aiken 
and State of South Carolina, in the place of Maggie L. Carson, 
whose commission expired April 16, 1894. 

Charles J. Shannon, to be postmaster at Camden, in the 
county of Kershaw and State of South Carolina, in the place of 
Joseph B. Kershaw, deceased. 

W. D. Bell, to be postmaster at Childress, in the county of 
Childress and State of Texas, in the place of George H. Chip- 
man, removed. 


WITHDRAWALS. 

Executive nominations withdrawn from the Senate April 26, 1894. 

Julius Pinney, whose nomination wassent to the Senate March 
*. 1894, to be postmaster at Willimantic, Windham County, 

onn. 

Elihu B. Pond, whose nomination was sent to the Senate 
April 3, 1894, to be postmaster at Ann Arbor, Washington 
County, Mich. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 23, 1894. 
CONSUL. 
Clifford Smyth, of New York, to be consul of the United States 


at Cartagena, Colombia. 
PENSION AGENT. 


Samuel Truesdell, of Brooklyn, N. Y., to be pension agent at 
New York, N. Y. 
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SUPERVISING INSPECTOR OF STEAM VESSELS. 

E. P. Chancellor, of West Virginia, to be supervising inspec- 

tor of steam vessels for the seventh district. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

John A. Wilson, of New Jersey, to be collector of customs for 

the district of Burlington, in the State of New Jersey. 
POSTMASTERS. 

J.B. Smithers, to be postmaster at Nicholasville, in the county 

of Jessamine and State of Kentucky. 





Charles W. Brooks, to be postmaster at Georgetown, in the | 


county of Williamson and State of Texas. . 
James M. Daugherty, to be postmaster at Carterville, in the 
county of Jasper and State of Missouri. 


John McGowan, to be postmaster at Brookfield, in the county | 


of Linn and State of Missouri. 

T. W. Taubman, to be postmaster at Plankinton, in the county 
of Aurora and State of South Dakota. 

AlbertS. Story, to be postmaster at Pawnee City, in the county 
of Pawnee and State of Nebraska: 

Cyrus N. Van Pelt, to be postmaster at Tarkio, in the county 
of Atchison and State of Missouri. 

Andrew Hennemann, to be postmaster at St. Cloud, in the 
county of Stearns and State of Minnesota. 

Joseph Stowasser, to be postmaster at Necedah, in the county 
of Juneau and State of Wisconsin. 

E. H. Ulrick, to be postmaster at Watertown, in the county of 
Codington and State of South Dakota. 

Theo M. Helinski, to be postmaster at Duluth, in the county 
of St. Louis and State of Minnesota. 

T. H. Armstrong, to be postmaster at Augusta, in the county 
of Bracken and State of Kentucky. 


Felix G. Cockrell, to be postmaster at East St. Louis, in the | 


county of St. Clair and State of Illinois. 


George P.Garred, to be postmaster at Wahpeton, in the county | 


of Richland and State of North Dakota. 


F. K. Threlkeld, to be postmaster at Higginsville, in the | 


county of Lafayette and State of Missouri. 

William E. Cole, to be postmaster at La Plata, in the county 
of Macon and State of Missouri. 

William G. Goff, to be postmaster at De Soto, in the county of 
Jefferson and State of Missouri. 

Charles R. Pendleton, to be postmaster at Valdosta, in the 
county of Lowndes and State of Georgia. 

Missouri A. Cameron, to be postmaster at McKinney, in the 
county of Collin and State of Texas. 


Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate April 26, 1894. 
PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 


Pay Director Edwin Stewart, to be Chief of the Bureau of Sup- 
plies and Accounts and Paymaster-General in the Department 
of the Navy, with the relative rank of commodore. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, April 26, 1894. 
The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and was called to order by 


the Speaker. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. B. BacBy. 


THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Journal as 


read will be approved. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to interpose an objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the approval of the 
Journal. 


The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Division. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Speaker appointed as tellers Mr. DoCKERY and Mr. HEP- 
BURN. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 238, nays 0, 
answered ‘‘ present’ 7, not voting 108: as follows: 


YEAS—238. 


Abbott, Baker, N. H. Beltzhoover, Bretz, 
Adams, Pa. Baldwin, Berry, Broderick, 
Aitken, Barnes, Black, Ga. Brookshire, 
Alderson, Bartholdt, Blair, Brosius, 
Aldrich. Bartlett, Bland, Bundy, 
Alexander, Barwig, Boen, Bunn, 
Avery, Belden, Bower, N. C. Burrows, 
Balley, Bell, Colo. Branch, Bynum, 
Baker, Kans. Bell, Tex. Breckinridge, Ark. Cabaniss, 
XX VI—259 
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Cadmus, 
Caldwell, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Cannon, I). 
Capehart, 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Clancy, 
Clark, Mo 
Cobb, Als. 
Jobb, Mo 
‘ockrell, 
‘ogs' well, 
‘onn, 
‘oombs, 
sooper, Fla. 
‘ooper, Tex 
sousins, 

ox, 

‘rain, 
rawford, 
Summings. 
Curtis, Kans. 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Daniels, 


APA AR ARR RRA 
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| Davey 


Davis, 

De Armond, 
De Forest, 
Denson, 
Dingley, 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery, 
Dolliver, 
Doolittle, 
Draper, 
Dunn, 
Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, Ky. 


|} Ellis, Oregon 


English, Cal. 
English, N. J. 
Enloe, 

Epes, 
Erdman, 
Everett, 
Pletcher, 
Funk, 
Funston, 


Cooper, Wis. 
Dalzeli, 


Adams, Ky 
Allen, 
Apsley, 
Arnold, 
Babcock, 
Bankhead, 
Bingham, 
Black, Ill. 
Boatner, 
Boutelle, 
Bowers, Cal 
Brattan, 


Breckinridge, 


Brickner, 
Brown, 
Bryan, 
Burnes, 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 
Causey, 
Chickering, 
Childs, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cockran, 
Coffeen, 
Compton, 
Cooper, Ind. 


Ky. 


Gardner 
Gear 
Geissenhainer 
Gillet, N. Y 
Gillett, Mass 


Goldzier Lynch 
Goodnight Maddox 
Grady, Mahon 
Graham, Mallory 
Gresham Martin, Ind 
Griffin, Marvin, N. Y 
Grout, McCall, 
Grow, McCleary, Min 
Hager, McCreary, Ky 
Hainer, McCulloch, 
Haines, McDannold, 
Hammond, Mc Dearmon, 
Hare, Me bttrick 
Harmer, McGann. 
Harris, McKaig 
Harter, McKeighan, 
Haugen, McLaurin, 
Heard, McNagny, 
Henderson, N. C McRae, 
Hepburn, Meiklejohn 
Hermann, Mercer, 
Hitt, Meredith, 
Holman, Milliken, 
Hopkins, Ul! Money 
Hopkins, Pa. Montgomery 
Hull, Morgan, 
Hunter. Morse, 
Hutcheson, Moses, 
Ikirt, Neill, 
[zlar, Northway, 
Johnson, Ind O'Neil, Mass 
Johnson, N. Dak. O'Neill, Mo 
Jones, Outhwaite, 
Kem, Page, 
Kiefer, Payne, 
Kilgore, Paynter, 
Kribbs, Pearson, 
Kyle, Pence, 
Lacey, Pendleton, Tex 
Lane, Perkins, 
Latimer, Pickler, 
Lawson, Pigott, 
Layton, Randall, 
Lefever, Ray, 
Lester, Rayner, 
Linton. Reed, 
NAYS—0: 
ANSWERED “PRESENT' 
Hooker, N. Y Marsh, 
Houk, Powers, 
NOT VOTING-——108 
Cornish, Lisle, 
Covert, Magner, 
Culberson, Maguire, 
Donovan. Marshall, 
Fielder, McAleer, 
Fithian, McDowell, 
Forman, MeMillin. 
Fyan, Meyer, 
Geary, Moon, 
Gorman, Murray, 
Grosvenor, Mutchier, 
Hall, Minn Newlands. 
Hall, Mo. Oates, 
Hartman, Paschal, 
Hatch, Patterson 
Hayes, Pendleton. W 
Heiner, Phillips, 
Henderson, Lil. Post, 
Henderson. Iowa Price, 
Hendrix, Quigg, 
Hicks, heyburn, 
Hines, htitchie, 
Hooker, Miss oUinson, Pa 
Hudson, Rusk, 
Hulick, Russell, Conn 
Johnson, Ohio Schermerhorn, 
Lapham. Settle, 





Livingston, 
Lockwood, 
Loud 
Loudenslager, 
Lucas, 


So the Journal was approved. 


The Clerk announced the following pairs: 


Until further notice: 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


TURPIN with Mr. TAWNEY. 
SCHERMERHORN with Mr. WADSWORTH. 
CULBERSON with Mr. GROSVENOR. 
LAYTON with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. : 

HINES with Mr. WHITE. 

ARNOLD with Mr. WHEELER of Illinois. 

WEADOCK with Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. 
CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 
FORMAN with Mr. SMITH. 
MARSHALL with Mr. HICKS. 
HALL of Missouri with Mr. CHICKERING. 
BRICKNER with Mr. ADAMS of Kentucky. 
ALLEN with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 
OATES with Mr. POWERS. 
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Reilly, 
Richards, Onio 


\ i¢ b 
Tenn 


Richardson 
Richardson 
Robbins 
Robertson, La 
Russell, Ga 


Ryan, 
Sayers, 
Scranton, 
Shell 
Somers, 
Springer 
Stallings 
Stephenson, 
stockdale 
Stone, C. W 
Stone, W. A 
Stone, Ky 
Strait 
Strong, 
Swanson, 
Sweet, 


Talbert, S. C. 


Talbott, Md 


Tarsney, 
Tate, 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ind 
Taylor, Tenn 
Terry, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Ga 
Turner, Va 
Tyler, 
Updegraf 
Van Voorhis 
Warner 
Washington 
Wells, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Ala 
Williams. Miss 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash 
Wolverton 
Woodard 
Woomer 


N. ¥ 


M a ws 
was. 


Shaw 


Sherman, 
Sibley, 
Sickles, 
Simpson, 
Sipe, 

Smith, 
Snodgrass, 
Sperry, 
Stevens, 
Storer, 
Straus, 
Thomas, 
Tracey, 
Turpin, 

Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Wanger, 
Waugh, 
Weadock, 
Wheeler, fil 
White, 
Whiting, 
Williams, I! 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wise, 
Wright, Pa. 


Mr. LISLE with Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. 
Mr. BROWN with Mr. MoRsE. 
Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 
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For this day: 

Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. MOON. 

Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. MUTCHLER with Mr. SHERMAN. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

FINDINGS OF ‘THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Che SPEAKER laid before the House copies of the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the cases of William Woosley vs. The 
United States: William Dellinger, deceased, vs. The United 
States; E.C. Engle, deceased, vs. The United States, and S. Kil- 
ham, decexrsed, vs. The United States; which were ordered to be 
printed and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


FUNDS STOLEN FROM THE CHICAGO POST-OFFICE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master-General, transmitting the papers in relation to the claim 
of the late postmaster at Chicago, for credit on account of pos- 
tal funds stolen from his oftice December 12,1893; which was or- 
dered to be printed and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

TheSPFAKER laid before the House thefollowing Senate bills 
which were read a first and second time, ordered to be printed, 
and referred to the committees named below: 

A bill |S. 1649) providing for the survey of the land described 
in the gront to the Willamette Valley and Cascade Mountain 
Wagon Koad Company, in the State of Oregon—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

A bill |S. 18.8) to amend the act of June 22, 1892, entitled ‘‘An 
act to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri 
River at the city of Yankton, S. Dak.—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

CERTAIN LANDS, OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 5065) to 
ratify the reservation of certain lands made for the benefit of 
Oklahoma Territory, and forother purposes, with Senate amend- 
ments thereto. 

The Sen.te amendments were read. 

Mr. McoRAE. Mr, Speaker, I move that the House concur in 
the Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were concurred in. 

On motionof Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

VISITORS TO MILITARY AND NAVAL ACADEMIES. 


The SPEAKER announced the following as visitors to the 
Military and Naval Academies: 
Military Academy—Mr. BLACK of Illinois, Mr. HatcH, and 
Mr. Curtis of New York. 
Naval Academy—Mr. MEYER, Mr. OUTHWAITE, and Mr. 
RANDALL. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 

HUDSON until Monday next, on account of sickness. 
DEDUCTION FROM PAY OF MEMBERS. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MAHON. I riso toa question of privilege under Rule 
IX, which says: 

Questions of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the 
Howse collectively, its safety, dignity, and the integrity of its proceedings; 
second, the rights, reputation, and conduct of members individually in their 
representative capacity only. 

My question of privilege is that my rights have been invaded 
by un officer of this House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will send up his resolution. 

Mr. MAHON, I would like to make a statement. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentieman should send up his res- 
olution to indicate whether it presents a privileged question or 
not. 

Mr. MAHON. I have no resolution to offer at present. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman state that he has not a 
motion or resolution to submit to the House? 

Mr. MAHON. It is a question of privilege that I desire to 
submit to the House. 

The SPEAKER. Still, the question of privilege is whether 
it relates to a personal explanation or a motion. Does the gen- 
tleman desire any action of the House upon it? 

Mr. MAHON. I send up the following resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman submits the following reso- 
lution, claiming that it is a question of privilege. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms is hereby directed topay to Members 
and Delegates their salary on the 4th — of each and every month, as pro- 
vided by law, and that he shall not deduct any of a member's salary on 
account of absence under the act of August 16, 1853, until the absence of a 
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member has been duly certified to him under a rule or some action of this 
House by the officer authorized to certify the same. 


Mr.OUTHWAITE. I make the point of order that that is not 
a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio makes the point 
that this does not present a question of privilege. 

Mr. MAHON. I wish to be heard. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, the act of August 16, 1856, pro- 
vided that a member of Congress should recive #6,000 for a Con- 
gress; and then it provided that it should be paid to him an- 
nually, $3,000 perannum. That is the first section of the act o! 
1856. The sixth section provided that— 

The Secretary of the Senate and Sergeant-at-Arms of the House, res): 
tively, shall deduct from the monthly payments of each Member or Deic 

ate the amount of his salary for each day that he has been absent from th» 
Senate or House, respectively, unless such Member or Delegate assigns as a 
—— for such absence the sickness of himself or of some member of his 
amily. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, that was the law from. 1856 to 1866—that a 
member of Congress was entitled to $6,000 for the Congress to 
which he was elected, to be paid $3,000 annually, less such de- 
duction as the Sergeant-at-Arms might make for abseace under 
the sixth section of the act; and sothe law stood upon the statute 
books of the country until 1866. For ten years this law was in 
force. In 1866 Congress:passed another law, which provided: 

The compensation of each Senator, Representative, and Delegate in Cou 
gress shall be *,000 per annum. 

Not for a Congress, but per annum. 

To be computed from the first day of the present Congress, and, in addi 
tion thereto, mileage at the rate of 20 cents per mile, to be estimated by the 
nearest route usually traveled in going to and returning from each regul.. 
session; but nothing herein contained shall affect mileage accounts already 
necrued under existing law. 

Now, under that section, this law provided that the only thing 
not to be disturbed in the previous law was the mileage of mem- 
bers coming to or returning from each regular session; and it 
provided that the Speaker should receive $8,000 per annum. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, on the 28th day of July, 1866, Congress 
passed the following law. But before [ refer to that, I desire to 
call attention to the fact that the act of 1856 was repealed by tho 
act of 1866; and has been so recognized by the Senate of tho 
United States and by this House for twenty-eight years. No 
man ‘has ever questioned the fact that this law of 1856 was re- 
pealed for twenty-eight long years; and it stands repealed to- 
day by the act of 1860, if not in express words, by implication: 
and I say that there is no court in Christendom will hold to th« 
contrary. Now, Mr. Speaker, what was the duty of the officers 
of this House . 

Mr. VAN VOORHISof New York. Willthe gentleman allow 
me to.ask him a question? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. | suggest that the gentleman be 
allowed to proceed, so that we may understand more fully the 
point he makes. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, the per diem pay deducted un 
der the act of 1856 was $3.454+. How is the act of 1866, allowing 
$5,000, to be carried out? Another law was passed which di 
rected the Speaker of the House and the Sergeant-at-Arms to 
perform certain duties, and those duties are mandatory upon 
those officers. The act of July, 1866, provides that— 

The salary and accounts for traveling expenses in going to and returnine 
from Congress of Senators shall be certified by the President of the Senat: 
and those of Representatives and Delegates by the Speaker of the House « 
Representatives. 

That is to say, that the Speaker shall certify to the Treasury 
Department who are the members of Congress sworn in, and how 
much they are entitled to receive each month—$416 for one 
month and $417 for the next. Now, thatduty is mandatory upon 
the Speaker of this House to make that certificate to the Treas- 
ury Department, showing the names of members and the amounts 
to which they are entitled. 

Mr. DENSON. I understand the gentleman to contend that 
that does not conflict with the statute of 1866. 

Mr. MAHON. Itdoes not. The statute of 1856 is repealed. 
The law of 1866 is now the law in force. 

The next provision is that— 


The certificates given pursuant to the precedingsection shall be conclusiv: 
upon all the Departments and officers of the Government. 


They can not question the certificates of the Speaker of this 
House. When that certificate is filed, the money appropriate: 
for the compensation of members of Congress is then to pass into 
the hands of the Sergeant-at-Arms, and the Treasury Depart- 
mentcan not question the certificate of the Speaker of this House. 
After that certificate is filed what is the next step? The next 
step is that— 

The be yon which have been or may be ap iated for the compensa 
tion and mileage of Members and Delegates shall be paid at the Treasury on 

uisitions drawn by the Sergeant-at- Arma of the House of Representatives, 
and shall be kept, disbursed, and accounted for by him according to law, and 


he shall bea disbursing officer, but he shall not be entitle to any compensa- 
tion additional to the salary now fixed by law. 
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As soon as the Speaker of this House files his certificate it be- 
comes the bounden duty of the Sergeant-at-Arms to present his 
requisition to the Treasury Department for this money, take it | 
into his possession, and as a disbursing officer pay it out to the 
members in accordance with the law of 1866. 

Now, Mr. Speaker. I received yesterday from the Sergeant-at- 
Arms a cireular which I send to the desk to have read, and also 
an accompanying blank to be signed by me. I ask the Clerk to 
read them. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICE SERGEANT-AT-ARMS, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES 
Washington, D. C., —— , 189 
Important. 


DAR Str: I mail you herewith a blank Which contains a copy of section 
40 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, passed August 16, 1856, to 
ether with a certificate to be signed by you, showing the number of days 
fany, you have been absent from the House during the month of ————, 

The certificate of the Speaker, which follows it, will be filled out according 
to the facts certified. by you. 





AISI 


Only by action taken under some rule of this House; and f 
claim that he has no right toask me tofurnish him such in- 
ormation. 
Mr. DENSON. Your claim is that the aetof 1856 is repealed 
by implication by the act of 1866? . 
Mr. MAHON, Yes, sir. Now, Mr. Speaker, I say that this 
resolution ought to be passed. I say that the Sergeant-at-Arms 


has no right to issue such a cireulur. or such a manifesto, to 
members; in other words, that be has no right to make rules to 
control the action of this body. I understand that the other 
branch of Congress has for years treated the law of 1856 as re 
pealed, and I ask this House to.do the s ime. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr.Speaker, | have made the point that 
this resolution does not present any question of privilege, and 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania hus not addressed himself to 
that at all. The resolution is a cleur statement that, in the 


| opinion of the member offering it, a rule of this House on this 


This certificate can not be filled out by you until the 3d of each month | 


As the 4th is pay day, the Speaker can notsign—or the Sergeant-at-Arms 
ay—this certificate in time to meet the checks that many members have | 
een in the habit of making payable on the 4th of each month. 

Section 40, referred to above, will be enforced on May 4, 18%, covering the 
month of April, as I ara advised that [ am left nodiscretion in the matter. 

To prevent serious inconvenieuce to members, and to prevent protest, 
checks which many have been in the habit of making payable on tbat day 
should not be drawn against their accounts until they have actual know!l- 
edge that their salaries have been placed to their credit, if they desire to 
draw against the current month. 

Respectfully, 


H. W. SNOW, 
Serqeant-at-Arms, House of Representatives United Sti 


To the Hon, T. M. MAHON. 


SECTION 40, REVISED STATUTES. 


The Secretary of the Senate and Sergeant-at-Arms of the House, respec- 
tively, shall deduct from the monthly payments of each Member or Delegate 
the amount of his salary for each day that he has been absent from the Sen 
ate or House, respectively, unless such Member or Delegate assigns as the 
reason for such absence the sickness of himself or of some member of his 
family. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES UNITED STATES 
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subject is necessary, but he does not, either in the resolution it 
self or in his statement, assert that his rights have been invade 
or that the rights of members of this House have been invaded 
in any way whatever. 

Let me read the resolution: 

That the Sergeant-at-Arms is hereby direct1 to pay to Men 
gates their salary on the 4thday of May, and every month, as | 
and that he shall not deduct any part of the members’ salary 
absence under the act of August 16, 1856 

That is under the law of that date. So far the resolution is a 
recital of the law— 
until the absence of a member has been duly certified to him under a rule 
or some action of this House by the oicer authorize to certify the san 


Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, [hope members will take their seats, 





| and that the House will bo in order. I want to hear the gentle- 
|man. I want tosee what possible argument can bo presented 


I certify that during the month of ——— I have been absent ———- days, for | 


which deductions should be made under section 40 of the Revised Statutes 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I contend that that is an infringe- 
ment of my rights as a member of this House, and that it is un- 
warranted on the part of the Sergeant-at-Arms. I claim that 
that notice which he has sent to me is without any warrant in 
law, and that he has no authority to issue a circular of that kind 
to members, either under the law or under any rule of this 
House. 

Asa matter of fact I have been present here during the whole 
of the past month, and even if the act of 1856 were enforced no 
deduction could b: madein mycase. Lhave discharged my duty 
as a Representative by being present. I therefore expect the 
Speaker to draw his certificate that I am entitled to $416; I ex- 
pect the Sergeant-at-Arms to present his requisition at the 
Treasury Department under the law and get possession of the 
money to pay me; I expect that when I present myself tothe Ser- 
geant-at-Arms on the 4th day of May next I shall receive my 
legal compensation, and I do not propose to puta tag upon my- 
self, or to make a dago of myself, or to keep tally upon my com- 
ings and goings at the bidding of the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Would it not bea good plan to 

sa resolution providing for bell-punches to be tied around 
the necks of members so that we could strike them every time we 
went out; then the record could be counted and ourcomings and 
goings would be recorded in that way. |Laughter.| 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is not 
addressing himself to the point whether this is a question of 
privilege. 

Mr. MAHON. Iam coming to that. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio[Mr. OUTHWAITE] 
raises the point that the resolution does not present a question 
of privilege. 

Mr. MAHON. Iclaim that it is, Mr. Speaker, becauso it isa 
question which affects the rightsof every member of this House. 
One word more and I havedone. Supposing the act of 1856 to 
be'still in foree—granting that for the sake of argument—still 
has not the Sergeant-at-Arms, even under that act, infringed 
my rights? Kvenif I had been absent from the sessions of this 
House, I want to know what right the Sergeant-at-Arms has to 
undertake to compel me to give an account of my attendance to 
him personally. Even if that act still has the force of law, the 
Sergeant-at-Arms can enforce it against me only when he gets 
the necessary information from apropersource that [ have been 
absentfrom this House. How is he to obtain that information? 


against this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will tike their seats, and the 
House will come to order. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker,‘! did not propose to argue 
the merits of the law providing for payment of members, nor 
the question whether the Sergeant-at-Arms was proceeding in 
a direct and proper method to execute the law. I wish to eall 
the attention of the Speaker to the fact that this resolution in 
itself presents no question of privilege. The first proposition 
in the resolution is ‘‘ that the Sergeant-at-Arms is directed to 
pay to Members and Delegates their salary on the 4th day of 
each and every month as provided by law.” The Sergeant-at- 
Arms has not up to this date re:used, and doesnot now propose 
torefuse, to pay memberstheir salary as provided by law. The 
next proposition is that he shall not deduct any part of a mem- 
ber’s salary on account of absence, under the law—the word 
‘‘act” is used in the resolution—of August 16, 1856. Certainly 
a resolution that the Sergeant-at-Arms shall not obey a provi- 
sion of law on the statute books, which is recited in the resolu- 
tion itself, does not present a question of privilege. 

Then the next proposition is that he shall not do this * until 
the absence of a member has been duly certified to him under a 
rule or some action of this House, by the officer authorized to 
certify the same.” Thatis a proposition that this House shall 
pass a rule prescribing the manner in which a law shall be exe- 
cuted. That does not present any question of privilege in any 
sense whatever. 

The gentleman, to sustain his point that this is a question of 
privilege, cites the law of 1856. That act, an act toregulate the 
compensation of members of Congress, was divided into certain 
sections. The sixth section is the one providing for deduction 
for absence: 

That it shall be the duty of the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House and the 
Secretary of the Senate respsctively to deduct. from the month payments 
of members as herein provided for, the amount of hiscomponsation for each 
day that such member shall be absent from the House or Senate respectively, 
uniess such Representative, Senator, or Delegate shall assign as the reason 
for such absence the sickness of himself or some member of his fam 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. There is more of itthan 
that. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Of course there is. 

Mr.McCALL. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. OUTHWAITE] (if he will permit me) what deduction must be 
made for daily absence under section 6, to which he has just re 
ferrei? I call the gentleman's attention to the language in the 
third line of that section, that the Sergeant-at-Arms shall ‘‘ de- 
duct from the monthly payments of members as herein provided 
for,” which would bo $8 a day. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Oh, no. 

Mr.NcCALL. The payment provided for in the act is $250 
a month. That section provides that the deduction shall be 
made “from the monthly payments as herein provided for,” spe- 
cifically limiting it to that act. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. ‘That language refers to the monthly 
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payments herein provided for. The monthly payments of the 
annual salary is meant by that language. 

Mr. McCALL. That is $250 a month; that is the amount 
‘* herein provided for.” 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The reference there is to the fact that 
payments are provided for monthly—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes that gentlemen will con- 
fine theinselves to the question whether this’ resolution consti- 
tutes a question of privilege. 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTH- 
WAITE] yield to me a moment? ° 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is anxious to ascertain whether 
there is any allegation that the rights of any member have been 
invaded? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ido not think it is necessary for me to 
say anything further at present on the point I have made. If 
this resolution should be decided by the Speaker to be a ques- 
tion of privilege, then I wish to submit some remarks as to the 
merits of the resolution itself. 

Mr. BLAND. On the question of privilege, Mr. Speaker, I 
wish to make some remarks. The matter here presented is not 
a parliamentary right under the rules of the House. It is not 
a matter that pertains to the House as a parliamentary body in 
its capacity. ence in no senses is ita matter of parliamentary 
right. The right in question is simply the right of a member 
to his salary—acontest between the member and the Treasury 
Department—not a question for the House. The Sergeant-at- 
Arms is an officer of the Government; he is an agent of the 
Treasury Department itself; and any contest between him and 
the member of the House is a private matter, not a public mat- 
ter. It is a matter over which this House has nocontrol, except 
so far as we may enact some law to govern it. 

Now the rule itself, in speaking of the privileges of members 
and their rights, must be confined to their rights as they per- 
tain to the member under the rules of the House. It applies to 
them in their legislative capacity, and not in their private ca- 
pacity with relation to salary or any other such question. That— 
the question of salary—can only be regulated by law. Itisa 
a proposition pertaining to the individual member and his 
relation to the Treasury Department, and not to his parliamen- 
tary rights or privileges in this body. And hence no parlia- 
mentary question is involved in tlie presentation of the resolu- 
tion. It isa question of law for the House to determine; or if 
the member thinks he has been wronged in the payment of his 
salary, it becomes a legal proposition to be settled in the courts 
or by legislative proceedings in a proper parliamentary manner. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman allow me to make this 
suggestion, that the Sergeant-at-Arms stanés on a different foot- 
ing now from that he formerly occupied? He is now a disburs- 
ing officer under the law. 

r.CATCHINGS. He always has been. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Never until the last Congress. 

Mr.CATCHINGS. Well, the courts have so decided. 

Mr. BLAND. Itis true that there was some question about 
it; but whatever it may have been he is now a disbursing officer. 
He belongs to the Treasury Department and not to the House, 
and the question presented here is not, I repeat, a parliamen- 
tary right but a mere legal proposition, a question as between 
the member himself and the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

Mr. RAYNER. I would like wo ask the gentleman from Mis- 
souri this question: What is the difference between a statutory 
right and a parliamentary right? Is nota statutory right even 
higher than a parliamentary right; and when the rules of the 
House speak of the ‘‘ rights of members” as being privileged, 
does it not include statutory rights as well as what the gentle- 
man calls * neeney rights?” 

Mr. BLAND. No. Parliamentary rights pertain to the 
privileges of a member ina parliamentary body as a legislator 
and under parliamentary rules,and have no reference to his stat- 
utory rightof salary, for instance, or his right to collect a debt. 
He has a right to bring a suit if he is —_—! The statute 
fixing the salary pertains to his private right, not to his legisla- 
tive standing in the body; and his conflict with the Treasury 
Department or its official in reference to his pay has nothing 
whatever to do with the parliamentary right which he has un- 
der the rules of the House. 

Mr. COGSWEEL. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Missouri this question: Suppose we had received notice from 
the Sergeant-at-Arms that fre did not propose to pay us in May 
our April salaries; does the gentleman contend that we would 
have noparliamentary right tocorrect that state ofthings? That 
is the inference to be drawn from his remarks. 

Mr. BLAND. It would be a legal right, not a parliamentary 
right. It would be a question of privilege pertaining not to the 
entire body but to the individual member. 

Mr.SPRINGER. If the Chair will indulge me for a moment, I 
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desire to submit a suggestion on che parliamentary status of this 
question. 

The gentleman from Maryland {[Mr. RAYNER] raises the ques- 
tion as to what is the difference between a legislative right and 
a parliamentary right. The difference is one of remedy. As 


| far as our rights under the law are concerned they rest within 


the discretion of Congress in its capacity as a lawmaking power. 
It is not in the province of the Speaker, as the parliamentary pre- 
siding officer of this House, to fix the law governing the pay of 
members. That is for the whole body of the lawmaking power 
to determine. 

This is not a question that asserts that the Sergeant-at- Arms 
has failed to do his duty, or that he has disregarded the law, 
but is an allegation that he is performing his duty under the 
law, and the resolution proposes to instruct him to violate the 
law and do what he is not required by the law to do at present. 

The law upon the subject of deducting the salaries of mem- 
bers is fixed, and the Speaker can not change it by ruling on 
this question. If Congress wishes to change it, it must change 
it just as other laws are passed, that is, it must pass both the 
House and the Senate and be approved by the Executive. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, this does not come under the rule 
fixing the rights and privileges of the members as legislators, 
but itis in the jurisdiction of Congress to make laws to govern not 
only the pay of members, but of all the other officers of the 
Government. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, section 40 of the Revised 
Statutes provides that deductions shall be made from the pay 
of members for all the time that they are absent, except such 
time as they may be absent by reason of sickness of themselves 
orsome member oftheirfamilies. Notwithstanding thatstatute, 
the gentleman who has introduced this resolution insists that it 
presents a question of privilege to instruct the Sergeant-at- 
Arms to disregard the statute. 

The question involved here is not of the merits of the case, 
but whether it is privileged. I simply rose to say that I could 
not conceive how it can ever be a question of privilege to in- 
struct an officer of the legislative branch of the Government— 
oe baey engaged in making laws—to disregard the laws it has 
made, 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this is most 
clearly a question of privilege. The Sergeant-at-Arms is the 
officer and the servant of this House. There can not be any 
question but what the House has the direction of the Sergeant- 
at-Arms, in his relation to members. Now, what is the scheme 
of the Sergeant-at-Arms, as he has set it forth in this circular? 
It is that if any member is absent during any session of the 
House, he shall report it to the Sergeant-at-Arms. Itisnot the 
mere deduction of the day's pay; it is a forfeiture which he pro- 
poses to enforce, of an amount equal to a day's pay, because a 
member of the House may be absent under an order of the House 
on an investigation in another city that will take him away from 
the meeting of the House. Yet, strictly, if the statute of 1856 
is enforced, and its letter and spiritare to be followed, that mem- 
ber is to forfeit a day's pay for the day he is absent from the 
session of the House, although he is discharging every duty of 
a member of Congress. Still he is to forfeit that sum for being 
absent that day. 

And then the Sergeant-at-Arms goes further than that. He 
proposes not only to forfeit that day’s pay, but he proposes to 
compel each member of this House to become an informer 
against himself. Nothing is better settled than that in crimi- 
nal law, and in a law involving a forfeiture you can not compel 
a person to inform against himself. It is a constitutional right 
which has been affirmed by the Supreme Court of the United 
States, that in a case of forfeiture you can not compel a citizen 
to inform against himself. Yet the Sergeant-at-Arms brings up 
a law which was clearly repealed in 1866, and he proposes to 
compel each member of this House to state how many days he 
is absent from its sittings. 

And gentlemen say that this does not constitute a question of 
privilege! What in this House could constitute a question of 
privilege? Would it be a question of privilege if the Sergeant- 
at-Arms should say to a member, ‘‘I do not propose to pay you 
your salary at all?” 

Mr.HULL. He says that now, if you do not sign this certifi- 


cate. 

Mr. PAYNE. He says now he does not propose to pay our 
salaries unless members shall give away their constitutional 
privileges and make an information against themselves. It 
seems to me too clear for argument. 

Mr. BLAND. Does the gentleman hold that-it is not compe- 
tent for Congress to enact a law by which a member shall lose 
his salary when he is absent? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not claim that. 

Mr. BLAND. And that he may be compelled to certify his 
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absence? And would that be a privileged question? Would it 
not be right? Does it make a criminal of him? 

Mr. PAYNE. When the gentleman gets through I will an- 
swer his question. 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. 

Mr. PAYNE. I say that Congress can not pass a law requir- 
ing members, if they do not perform certain duties, to forfeit 
their pay, and then compel each member to inform against him- 
self. I deny the right of Congress to do that. Much more, the 
Sergeant-at-Arms, the servant of this House, the creature of 
this House, can not enforce any such rule. 

Mr. BOATNER. Does the gentleman hold that the Congress 
of the United States can by an act infringe the constitutional 


power of each House to make rules for itsown government? In | 


other words, can the Congress of the United States by an act take 
away from this House the authority to establish its own rules 
for the government of this body? 

Mr. PAYNE. No; I do not think it can. 

Mr. BOATNER. Icall the gentleman’s attention to the eighth 
rule of the House, in which it is declared that every member 
shall be present in the Hallof the House during its sittings, un- 
less excused or necessarily prevented. Under the Constitution 


the salary of a member is to be ascertained by law, and paid out | 


of the Treasury of the United States. Then, can an act of Con- 
gress, joined in by the Senate and the House, deprive this House 
of the right to excuse members whenever in its judgment they 
ought to be excused, and as a penalty for their being excused 
require the deduction of a sum from their salary? 

Mr.PAYNE. Certainly not, and the gentleman is an illustra- 
tion in point. He has been absent by authority of the House, by 
a resolution of the House, on the business of the House, onacom- 
mittee of investigation. Still he would have to make a certifi- 
cate for the month of April that he bas been absent, if the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms has this power. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker-—— 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair hopes this discussion will go to 


the question of privilege, and not to the mevitsof thelaw. The | 


Chair is ready to decide the question of privilege. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, just one 
word. 

Mr. BOATNER. If the Chair will indulge me for a mo- 
ment—— 

The SPEAKER. If gentlemen willaddress themselves to the 
question of privilege, the Chair will hear that; but if it goes to 
the merits of the law, the Chair declines to hear it. 

Mr. BOATNER. I will address myself to the question of 
privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana. 


Mr. BOATNER. Section 6 of the Constitution declares that | 
Senators and Representatives in Congress shall receive a com- | 


pensation for their services to be ascertained by iaw and paid 
out of the Treasury of the United States. 

Under an act of Congress passed pursuant to that provision of 
the Constitution, the salaries of members of Congress have been 
fixed at $5,000 per annum, payable monthly. Another provision 
of the Constitution declares that each House may determine 
rules for its procedure, punish its members for disorderly be- 
havior, and with the concurrence of two-thirds may expel a 
member. 

Rule VIII of this House declares that members shall be pres- 
ent within the Hall of the House during its sittings, unless ex- 
cused or necessarily prevented, and shall vote on each question 
put. Thatis, unless they are absent by permission of the House. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in the face of this provision of the rule, 
which permits the absence of members by leave of the House, 
in the face of the statute which fixes the salary of members at 
the sum of $5,000 per annum, to be payable monthly, it is pro- 
posed to deduct, under the provisions of the act which has been 
cited, so much per day for every day that a member is absent 
unless he is absent by reason of sickness. I contend that the 
construction given this act by the Sergeant-at-Arms nullifies 
the rule of this House which authorizes leaves of absence. and 
does infringe the privilege of a member of the House to draw 
the salary fixed by the statute, and which under the Constitu- 
tion he is entitled to receive. As in the case just mentioned, 
the member may be absent by order of this House upon a com- 
mittee of investigation. - 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. He is not absent. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. He is constructively present. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Oh, no. 

Mr. BOATNER. Each member must determine that matter 
himself. And the same construction of the statute which de- 
prives a member of his salary while absent by ‘‘leave of the 
House” would deprive him of it when absent by ‘order of the 
House ”’—and likewise if absence by order of the House relieves 
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him of the penalty, a leave of absence ought to have the same 
effect. The statute declares that the Sergeant-at-Arms must 
deduct the salary for the time the member is absent, unless the 
| member certifies that the absence was caused by sickness of 
himself or family. This seems to indicate that the Sergeant-at- 
Arms should himself determine the absence, from which the 
member may relieve himself by certifying the cause of absence, 
but the proposed form practically requires that the member 
should himself certify to his daily attendance as a prerequisite 
to drawing the salary which the law declares should be paid to 
| him. 
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This in my judgment certainly affects the privilege of mem- 
bers and the proposed resolution should be considered. 
The SPEAKER, The Chair is ready to decide the question. 
| The gentleman from Pennsylvania {|Mr. MAHON] submits a 
resolution which he claims raises a privileged question; and in 
| 


order to determine whether this resolution does raise a privi 
leged question, it is necessary to look to the rules of the House 
and to the resolutionitself. The rules of the House provide that 
the Sergeant-at-Arms shall keep the accounts of members and 
pay them their salaries according to law. This House sepa- 
rately and alone has no controlof thesalary of itsmembers. The 
| Constitution provides that Representatives shall receive a sal- 
| ary to be fixed by law. 
| Congress has passed a law fixing the salary of Representatives, 
and all that this House has ever undertaken todo under its rules 
| in dealing with the question of salaries is to provide that the 
| Sergeant-at-Arms shall keep the accounts for the pay and mile- 
age of Members and Delegates and pay themas provided by law. 
When you turn to the law you find that the Sergeant-at-Arms 
| is re :uired to deduct from the monthly payments of each Mem- 
| ber or Delegate the amount of his salary for each day that he 
| has been absent from the House unless the reason for such ab- 
| sence was the sickness of himself or some other member of his 
| family. 
Mr. REED. That is not the law. 
The SPEAKER. Gentlemen state that this is not the law. 
| It is not the purpose or province of the House of Representa- 
tives to determine that question. This House can make law, 
but the construction of law is for the courts, and not for the 
House. The Sergeant-at-Arms is a bonded officer, a disburs- 
| ing officer of the Government. Ne is charged with the duty of 
| executing public law. If the Sergeant-at-Arms should plead 
the opinion of this House as to whether a law existed or was 
repealed, such opinion would have no effect in relieving him 
from any liability on his bond if such opinion were wrony. 
| This House can not construe the law. 
' 
| 





Now, let us see what the resolutionis. First— 

The Sergeant-at-Arms is hereby directed to pay to Members and Dele 
gates their salaries on the 4th day of each and every month, as provided 
by law. 


That is the rule of the House now. If it be the purpose to 


| 

| change the rule, it is not a privileged question unless reported 
| from the Committee on Rules. So that the first part of this 
| resolution can not, certainly, be considered as privileged. 
| What is the second? 


That he shall not deduct any part of a member's salary on account of ab 
sence under the act of August 18, 1856, until the absence of a member has 
been duly certified to him under a rule or some action of this House bv the 
| Officer authorized to certify the same. , 
| There is a proposition, not that the law for the deduction from 

salaries of members is repealed by implication, not that the law 

does not exist, but that the Sergeant-at-Arms shall not enforce 
| the law until the absence of a member has been certified to him 
| under a rule or some action of the House by an officer authorized 
| to certify the sume. 

Now, how does that constitute a question of privilege? That 
is a change of the rules. What allegation is there in this reso- 
lution that any right of amember of this House, or members col- 
lectively, has been infringed or invaded? The Chair can not see 
}any. The Chair desires to say, in justice to the Sergeant-at- 

Arms, that the form of the certificate which has been read was 

suggested by the Chair, upon the request of the Sergeant-at- 
| Arms. That form of certificate was intended to put it wholly 
| within the power of the member himself to say whether or not 
| any deduction should be made under section 40 of the Revised 
Statutes. 

} 
| 





The Chair believed then and believes now that every disburs- 
ing officer of the United States who is charged by law with the 
performance of a duty in paying out money has a right to make 
all reasonable regulations which must be complied with by those 
to whom the money is to be disbursed before they can demand 
its payment. The regulation which the Sergeant-at-Arms has 
made is simply to require the member himself tocertify whether 
or not under that law any deduction should be made. The Chair 
desires to say further, so that the House may fully understand 
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it, that as he now understands the law the Chair would not cer- 
» tify the pay of any member as to the amount that might be due 
him for a month s salary unless the member first furnished in- 
formation as to how long he had been absent, for which deduc- 
tions should be made. [Applause on the Democraticside.] The 
Chair holds that there is no question of privilege in this resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution which I 
send to the desk as a question of privilege. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the House that the Sergeant-at-Arms of 
the Louse of Representatives has no authority to require each member of 
the Hiouse to report to him whether he bas been absent from the sessions of 
the House an! the reasons for such absence in the absence of any rule of 
the House giving him such authority, and that the notice of such require- 
ment given oy the Sergeant-at-Arms is in derogation of the rights of mem- 
bers of this House. 


Mr. BLAND. [object to that, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the same point of order on that 
resolution that was made on the other. 

Mr. REED. I suggest that, inasmuch as the Speaker has 
stated that the Serge int-at-Arms was acting in this matter un- 
der his advice, and inasmuch as this is a question of privilege 
aifecting the rights of the House, it should be referred to the 
House to determine. 

The SPXAKER. It can be referred by an appeal, but the 
Chair is quite clear that this resolution—— 

Mr. REED. It is quite customary for presiding officers—— 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair is quite willing to determine the 
matter. [Applause on the Democratic side.} The Chair holds 
that this resolution does not present a question of privilege. 

Mr. RE“. Lam making the suggestion to the Chair with 
entire respect and respectful language. 

The S?EAKER. The Chair stated that he intended to de- 
cide the matter, whereupon the gentleman spoke about custom. 
The Chair has decided that this is not a question of privilege. 

Mr. REED. I simply desired to say—and if the Chair will 
bear in mind he interrupted me before [ had finished what I had 
to say—that it is quite customary even in the House of Repre- 
sentatives to submit such a question to the House where it 
touches the privilegesof the House. Of course the disadvantage 
of taking an appeal arises from the fact that party feeling is 
quite unwilling ordinarily to overrule, and it has been the cus- 
tom of the majority not to overrule the Speaker, so that it puts 
the Hvuuse at a certain disadvantage which I had no doubt the 
Speaker would avoid by referring the decision to the House, the 
question being one which concerns the House. 

The SPEAKER. If it was a matter about which the Chair 
had any doubt he would leave it primarily to the House; but he 
thinks it so clear that he holds that this resolution does not con- 
stitute a question of privilege. 

Mr. MAHON. I take an appeal. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

The question being taken on the motion to lay the appeal on 
the table. the Speaker stated that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MAHON. lLask fora division. 

Several members on the Democratic side called for the yeas 
and nays, and the yeas and nays were ordered. The Speaker ap- 
pointed to act as tellers during the call of the yeas and nays Mr. 
OUTHWAITE and Mr. MAHON. 

The question was tuken; and there were—yeas 167, nays 76, 


7” + 


answered ‘' present” 5, not voting 105; as follows: 


Pendleton, Tex. Ryan, Swanson, ler, 
Pendleton, W. Va. Sayers, Talbert, S. C. arner, 
Pigott, Shell, Talbott, Md. Washington, 
Randall, Somers, Tarsney, Wells, 
Rayner, Sperry, Tate, Wheeler, Ala. 
Reilly, Springer, Taylor, Ind. Williams, Il. 
Richardson, Mich. Stailings, Terry, Williams, Miss. 
Richardson, Tenn. Stevens, Tracey, Wise 
Robbins, Stockdale, Tucker, Wolverton, 
Robertson, La. Stone, Ky. Turner, Ga. Woodara. 
Russell, Ga. Strait, Turner, Va. 
NAYS—76. 
Adams, Ky. Daniels, Hopkins, Pa. Perkins, 
Adams, Pa. Davey, Houk, Pickler, 
Aitken, Dingiey, Hull, Ray, 
Aldrich, Doliiver, Johnson, Ind. Reed, 
Avery, Doolittle, Johnson, N. Dak. Robinson, Pa. 
Babeock, Ellis, Oregon Kiefer, Scranton, 
Baker, N. H. Gear, Lacey, Shaw, 
Bartholdt, Gillet, N. Y. Lefever, Sherman, 
Belden, Fillett, Mass. Loud, Stephenson, 
Bingham, Hager, Loudenslager, Stone, C. W. 
Biair, Hainer, Mahon, Strong, 
Bowers, Cal Harmer, Marvin, N. Y. Tawney, 
Brosius, Harris, McCall, Taylor, Tenn. 
Bundy, Hartman, McCleary, Minn. Updegraf. 
Caldwell, Haugen, Meiklejohn, Van Voorhis, N. ¥. 
Cannon, Ill. Hepburn, Mercer, Wever. 
Cooper, Wis. Hermann, Northway, Wilson, Wash. 
Cousins, Hitt, Payne, Woomer, 
Covert, Hopkins, Ill. Pence, Wright, Mass, 
ANSWERED ‘“ PRESENT "’--5. 
Boatner, Everett, Powers, Russell, Conn. 
Cogswell, 
NOT VOTING —165. 
Allen, Fithian, Lockwood, Sibley, 
Apsley, Fletcher, Magner, Sickles, 
Arnold, Forman, Maguire, Simpson, 
Bankhead, Funk, Marsh, Sipe, 
Bell, Tex. Funston, Marshall, Smith, 
Beitzhoover, Gardner, McDowell, Snodgrass, 
Biack, [11 Graham, McGann, Stone, W. A. 
Boutelle, Grosvenor, Meredith, Storer, 
Bower, N.C. Grout, Milliken, Straus, 
Brattan, Grow, Moon, Sweet, 
Brickner, Hall, Minn. Morse, Thomas, 
Broderick, Hall, Mo. Murray, Turpin, 
Burnes, Harter, Mutchler, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Burrows, Hayes, Newlands, Wadsworth, 
Cadmus, Heiner, Oates, Walker, 
Caminetti, Henderson, Ill. O’ Neill, Mo. Wanger, 
Chickering, Henderson, lowa Paynter, Wa . 
Childs, Hendrix, Phillips, Weadock, 
Cockran, Hicks, Post, Wheeler, Ili, 
Cornish, hhines, Price, White, 
Culberson, Hooxer, N. Y. uigg, Whiting, 
Curtis, Kans. Hudson, eyourn, Wilson, Ohio 
Curtis, N. Y. Hulick, Richards, Ohio Wilson, W. Va. 
Dalzell, Johnson, Ohio Ritchie, Wright, Pa. 
Draper, Layton, Rusk, 
Dunn, Linton, Schermerhorn, 
Fielder, Lisle. Settle, 


So the appeal from the decision of the Chair was laid on the 


table. 


The following additional pair was announced: 


Mr. WHITING with Mr. STORER, for the rest of the day. 
Mr. DENSON. AsTI now understand, this vote involves sim- 
ply the question of sustainin 


does not alfect the meritsof the resolution. 


the decision of the Chair, and 
Therefore I change 


my vote from “no” to “aye.” I believe, however, that the law 


in question is re 
r. DOCKERY. 


aled by implication. 
IT ask unanimous consent for leave of ab- 


sence for my colleague, Mr. BURNES, who is detained from the 
House on account of sickness. 
There being no objection, indefinite leave of absence was 


granted. 


The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 
The committees were called for reports, when, 








YEAS—1GZ. 

Abbott, Clark, Mo. Erdman, Lester, 
Alderson, Clarke, Ala Fyan, Livingston, 
Alexander, Cobb, Ala. Geary, Lucas, 
Bailey, Cobb, Mo. Geissenhainer, Lynch, 
Baker, Kans. Cockrell Goldzier, Maddox, 
Baldwin, Coffeen, Goodnight, Mallory, 
Barnes Compton. Gorman, Martin, Ind. 
Bartlett Conn, - Grady, McAleer, 
Barwig, Coombs. Gresham, McCreary, Ky. 
Bell, Colo. Cooper, Fia. GrimMn, McCulloc 
aenee. Cooper, Ind Haines, McDanno 
Black, Ga. Cooper, Tex Hammond Mc 
Bland, Cox. Hare, McEttrick, 
Boen. Crain Hatch, McKaig, 
Branch, Crawford, McKeighan, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Cummings, Henderson, N. C. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Davis, olman, McMillin, 

De Armond, Hooker, Miss McNagny, 
Brookshire, De Forest, Hunter, cRae, 
Brown, Denson, Hutcheson, Meyer, 

Dinsmore, Tkirt, Money, 
Bunn, Dockery, Iziar, Montgomery, 
Bynum, Donovan, Jones, Morgan, 
Gaaepbett Dunphy, Kem, Moses, 

. re, 
a 
Capehart, Ky. Kyle, Outhwaite, 
Caruth, Cal. Lane, Page, 
Causey — ebeeer, Semaee, 

, . 
Clancy, Epes, Lawson, Pearson, 


BRIDGE AT ST. LOUIS. 

Mr. BARTLETT, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, reported back with amendments the bill (H.R. 
6645) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the Missis- 
sippi River to the city of St. Louis, Mo., from some suitable 
point between the north line of St. Clair County, I[il., and the 
southwest line of said county; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

REPRINTING OF A REPORT. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask unanimous consent that the re- 
port sere tbe Army appropriation bill be reprinted, as 
the supply is exhausted. 

There being no objection, the order for reprinting was made. 

CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union (Mr. BAILEY in the chair),and resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 6108) making appropriation for the diplo- 
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matic and consular service of the United States for the fiscal 

year ending June 30, 1895. : : 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I would like to know what point 

had been reached in reading the bill when the committee rose? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk had read down to line 15 on 


e I4, 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. That is, he had concluded the read- 
ing of line 13. Now, I desire to make a point of order on the 
words ‘“‘and Furth,” in line 13. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk informs the Chair that at the 
last sitting of the committee, the reading of the bill was con- 
tinued to the end of line 15 on page /4. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But lines 15 to 20 inclusive 
part and pireel of a single paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair agrees with the gentleman 
from Lilinois. 
line 15. 

Mr. CANNON of ILllinois.. Lines 14 and 15 are part of the 
same paragraph; and I submit to the Chair that line 13 is still 
subject to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentleman from 
Illinois that whenever the Committee of the Whole sees fit to 


are 


rise, it can do so, though the Clerk may be in the middle of a | 


parsgraph. The realing by the Clerk, as the RecorD shows, 
was discontinued at line 15. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Does the Chair hold that it is not 
now inorder to makea point of order on the words ‘‘and Furth,” 
in line 1::? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so thinks, because that line 
has been passed. The Clerk will resume the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk read the following: 

Consuls at Cardiff, Chatham, Cork, Dublin, Dunfermline, Hamilton (On- 
taric), Leeds, Nassau (New Providence), Port Louis (Maritius), Port Stan- 

and Saint Thomas (Canada), Saint John (New Brunswick), Sherbrooke 


le 
(Canada), Sydney (New South Wales), Toronto (Canada), Cape Town (Af- 
rica), Hull, >wansea, Trinidad, Bermuda, and Auckland (New Zealand). 


Mr. HITT. In line 20—— 

Mr. CANNON of illinois. Before any amendment is made, I 
want to make a point of order on the words ‘* Cape Town,” in 
line 19. The insertion of these words here involves an increase 
of salary, and is not authorized by any law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is it an increase of the salary fixed by 
law? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Heretofore the salary has been 
$1,500 under the law. This puts that consulate in the $2,000 list. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Kentucky |Mr. MCCREARY] on this point of order. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs recommended an increase of the salary of 
the consul at Cape Town because our consul at that point repre- 
sents the United States throughout South Africa. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point to which the Chair desires the 
gentleman from Kentucky to address himself is whether or not 
this increase of salary isa change of existing law. If it is, the 
Chair must of course sustain the point of order. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky; AsTI was about to state a mo- 
ment ago, the Committee on Foreign Affairs, by request of the 
Secretary of State, have recommended an increase of this salary 
from $1,:,00 to $2,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. If this is an increase of the salary as fixed 
by existing law, the Chair must sustain the point of order. 

. Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Of course, if the gentleman 
raises the point of order, this salary must go out; but I would 
like to give him the reason—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon thestatement made, the Chair must 
sustain the point of order. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. The gentleman, when I give 
him the reason for this increase, may withdraw the pointof order. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. There were only $200 in fees col- 
lected at Cape Town during the last year; andI do not conceive 
that the gentleman can find any reason which would justify this 


crease. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. But this consul has super- 
visory powers over other consulates. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out ‘‘ Hull,” in 
line 20. I will move a further amendment when we reach the 
proper = to insert Hull in the Class VI, where the consul is 
paid $1,500, 


By the consul being included under this head, or Class V, he is 
put on the $2,000 list. I think $1,500 isenough. I think also 
the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Atlairs, with whom 
I have conversed on the subject since we agreed on the bill, will 
concur with me that it isenough. The fees at this office are 
about $1,000, and the jump is too large to $2,000. The incum- 
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The Clerk will resume the reading of the bill at | 
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| bent, I am quite sure, will be pleasantly surprised when he gets 
$1,500, and will assent gladly to the change without our giving 
him the full $2,000. 

I know well the strong reasons for making this feed consulate 
asalaried post, which | have with others urged on the chair- 
man. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the State De- 
partment recommended that the consul at Hull beallowed a sal- 
| ary instead of fees,as he has been allowed for anumber of years. 

The amount of fees collected at Hull last year were $1,050.40, 
| This isa very important point, and the Secretary of State says 
it has been found impossible to obtain the services of a suitable 
person for this office at the present compensation. 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs believe that the amount 
allowed the consul there should be increased, and in the bill the 
amount was fixed at $2,000. Many of our destitute seamen go 
there, and merchandise from the Continent is often transshipped 
| at that point. The port is always a place of danger in time of 
epidemics, and an officer of character and efficiency is greatly 
needed there, as my friend from Illinois well knows. We have 
had many difficulties at Hull with our commercial agents and 
consuls. 

I have talked, however, with the gentloman from Illinois, and 
| believe, under all the circumstances, that $1,500 is a very fair 
| salary. 
| The CHAIRMAN, 
be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
word ‘* Trinidad,” in line 20, 

For the first time this consul is placed on the salaried list. 
He now gets none. Tho salary is not authorized by any law, 
and is therefore subject to the point of order. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, under the act 
approved July 16, 1892, it was declared that in the estimates for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, there should be estimated 
for, specifically under classified consulates, all consulates and 
commercial agencies where the fees collected or the compensa- 
tion allowed for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, exceed 
$1,000, so that feed consulates might be placed on the salarie: 
list. In accordance with the estimates furnished the changes 
were made. 

Trinidad has heretofore been on what is called the fee list. 
We have had a consul there for a number of years, and he his 
been paid through fees. The whole amount collected in the way 
of fees last year was $2,645, and we allow him $2,000. 

The CHAIRMAN, Thequestion is, has there been any allow- 
ance heretofore under the law as salary for this oilicer? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. None. 

The CHAIRMAN. The law provided, as read by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, that it should be estimated for with « view 
to putting it on the salaried list. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. 
Trinidad receives $2,500 a year. 

Mr. HITT. | A little over that. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. A little over that, as sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Illinois. This bill fixes the 
amount at $2,000, and that is a reduction. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the Chair will state tothe gentleman 
from Kentucky that the amount of fees to be collected at the 
office hereafter is entirely problematical. It may not equal the 
sum which was collected during the past year. Of course the 
Chair can not take it for granted that these fees will be uniform 
from year to year. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. 
gestion? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainiy. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The act of July. 1892, would 
be rendered inoperative if all of these consuls can be stricken 
outon pointsoforder. The object of the act of 1892 was to have 
the Secretary of State report all consulates where the fees 
amounted to as much as $1,000, so that there could be a saving 
made to the Government. At Trinidad, for instance, there was 
collected last year in fees $2,645. If the point of order should 
be sustained, the consul there would get at least, and my friend 
from Illinois will bear me out, $2,500, would he not? 

Mr. HITT. Yes, for that year. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. So the committee in the in- 
— of economy put in the bill a provision fixing the salary at 

2,000, 

Mr. HITT. But Speaker Carlisle passed upon this question 
many times. He said that the question as to what the fees were 
to-day or what they would be to-morrow or what they were yee 
terday, was not to be considered, but the question was whether 
it was a change of existing law. 


Without objection, the amendment will 


I make the point of order on the 


At present the consul at 


Will the Chair allow « sug- 
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Mr. MCCREARY of Eantaehy, I will say also, for the bene- 
fit of my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], who claims to be 
speaking in the interest of economy, that by allowing the con- 
sul at Trinidad a salary of $2,000 we would save $600. 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. I wish to say in justice to myself 
that I do not accept the correctness of that suggestion at all. 
On the contrary, when you put him on a salary you then put him 
in a position where you can allow him liberal clerk hire and lib- 
eral rent, where the allowances will be twice as great. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. The gentleman is anticipat- 
ing. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the Chair allow me to say a word on 
the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will. 

Mr. SPRINGER. So far as the fees collected there now or 
which may hereafter be collected are concerned, that question 
doos not affect the point of order. The question of order is as 
to whether the existing law has authorized this office to be made 
a salaried office. It has done it by the fact that the law here- 
tofore passed has said that when any consul receives more than 
$1,000 in fees, that office may become a salaried office. We are 
to determine, therefore, as to whether we will make this salary 
$2,000 or $2,50) or $3,000 or $1,000. We can make it $500. It 
is in accordance with the law to do that—to fixa salary for this 
slace—no matter what we fix it at. It is now by law within the 
legislative discretion of the House, and within the rules of the 
House, and we may do it, for the law authorizes us to transfer 
it from the fee list to the salaried list. — ; Se 

It isan important matter of legislative discretion, and it is 
not for the Chair to determine upon the point of order. The 
law already gives authority to make this a salaried office, and 
the Chair can not say that we shall notdoit. Thatisa question 
for Congress. The law has fixed the question that this is to 
be a salaried office henceforth, and we are to determine what 
that salary shall be. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the act of 
1892 directed certain estimates to be made, with a view to mak- 
ing certain consulates salaried positions. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is it. 

TheCHAIRMAN. But the Chair understands that there has 
been no law passed which does attach a salary to these consul- 


ates. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But that law said that they should become 
salaried offices after that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the law say that after the estimates 
are made these offices shall become salaried offices? 

Mr. SPRINGER. So I understand. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifso, then the point of order is not well 
taken; but if not, then the point of order is well taken. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I agree with the Chair, but I understand 
this legislative authority is conferred by the act of 1892. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the Chair will request the gentle- 
man from Illinois to examine the law, and withoutobjection the 
Chair will pass that point with a view to recurring to it here- 
after. 

Mr. LACEY. I reserve a point of order on the word ‘ Ber- 
muda” in line 20, and move to strike out “‘ Bermuda.” I send 
the amendment to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


iy out ‘‘Bermuda” in line &, page 14, and insert it in Class VI on 
page 16. . 


Mr. LACEY. Mr, Chairman, this motion brings into this dis- 
cussion again the question of the tariff. Under the McKinley 
bill we realized last year from the importation of potatoes $1,073,- 
986.50. Under the Wilson bill, as it passed the House, the esti- 
mate is that the revenues from this source will be $429,524.60. 

The importations of onions last year were over 500,000 bush- 
els, with a revenue to ths Government of $217,015.48. The Wil- 
son bill, as it pose the House, is estimated to produce a rev- 
enue from this source for the next year of $103,507.74. The 
Senate committee made a still further reduction, reducing the 
estimated receipts from the importations of onions to $84,307.60. 

Now, it is a to enact by this bill a law changing the 
salary at Bermuda, a place which imports into this country noth- 
ing but onions and potatoes; and it is proposed, after greatly re- 
ducing the income of the Government from that source, to follow 
it up by increasing the salary of the consul there. 

It is presumed, of course, that the importations of these prod- 
ucts will greatly increase, and the consul’s duties will be also 
largely increased. That being the case, we pro to throw 
away over $150,00) of revenues and increass the ncome of the 
consul there for certifying invoices. The House bill reduces the 
duty on potatoes from 25 cents to 10 cents a bushel, and on on- 
ions from 40 cents down to 20 cents a bushel. The Senate bill 
proposes to still further reduce the duty upon onions from 20 
cents to 25 per cent ad valorem. In view of the condition of the 
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Treasury these reductions ought not to be made, and if made 
they should not be een ae an increase of salaries. It is a 
mistake to assume that the Wilson bill is going to pass the Sen- 
ate. The people have been heard from, and are being further 
heard from from day to day, and to proceed with the increase of 
salaries on the assumption that that iniquitous measure can go 
through Congress [laughter] is assuming something that is con- 
sistent with the present situation at the other end of the Capitol. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to call attention to the fact that on these 
items, the duty paid on potatoes was conceded by the men who 
shipped them into this country to be a charge upon the people 
that imported them,and not upon the consumers. I wish to 
read in that connection a part of the hearings. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LACEY, I ask unanimous consent that I may be per- 
mitted to continue my remarks. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. I object. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that the gentleman have five minutes 
more. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I rise to oppose the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I yield my time to the gentleman 
from Lowa. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr.Chairman, I desire to in- 


| quire whether that can be done. If the point of order can be 


made against that, I make the point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hold that under the rule 
the Chair is required torecognize a gentleman on the other side, 
and that he must speak on the opposite side. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I make the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will say in my own time—— 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that the cgmmittee rise. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have got the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman 
from Illinois. He took the floor and yielded it to the gentleman 
from Iowa, against which the gentleman from Kentucky makes 
the point of order. Undoubtedly if the gentleman from Illinois 
yielded the time he lost the floor. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well. 

Mr. PICKLER. Ifthe gentlemanclaims the floor, I will yield. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then the time has gone. [ at- 
tempted to yield when the point of order was made. Now, if I 
can not yield the time, it must be used by myself, I suppose. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman loses his time when 
he ceases speaking and yields the floor. The rule requires the 
Chair to recognize a gentleman to speak on the other side of 
the question. 

Mr. LACEY. ButI had been recognized by the Chair, and 
T make the point of order that [ can not be taken off the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky rose at 
once and made the point of order. 

Mr. PICKLER. Not until the Chair had recognized the gen- 
tleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. He made the point of order in time for 
the Chair to entertain it. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I desire to say to my friend 
from Jowa that I have not asked during the five minutes debate 
an anger than five minutesatone time. Weare trying to push 
this bill along as rapidly as possible and be courteous to all, and 
I have objected to the extension of the time of any gentleman 
beyond five minutes. We had quite a lengthy general debate, 
we have been considering the bill under the five-minute rule for 
some time, and I think the gentleman had an opportunity in the 
five minutes allowed him to state what he desired to state. 
Therefore I made the point of order. 

oe PICKLER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. (Qertainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. Has there been a member of this House who 
has been refused an extension of his time under the five-minute 
rule? 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Yes, sir: a number of them. 

Mr. PICKLER. I did not notice it. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I have objected: and the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. MONEY] has repeatedly ob- 

ected. 
, Mr. LACEY. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman moves to strike out the 
last word. 

Mr. PICKLER. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PICKLER. I make the point of order that the Chair had 
put the motion that the committee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not put the motion. The 

entleman from South Dakota stated that he made the motion. 

e gentleman from Illinois insisted that he had the floor; and 
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nding the controversy between the gentleman from Illinois 
and the gentleman from Kentucky nothing was done. If the 
gentleman from South Dakota insists on the motion that the 
committee now rise, the Chair is ready to submit it to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. PICKLER. Some gentleman has the floor now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must not put upon the 
Chair the delinquency of not putting the motion. 

Mr. PICKLER. The Chair has stated the motion, as I remem- 
ber. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not state it. 

Mr. LACEY. [wish to read from the tariff hearings evi- 
dence taken from a delegation from Bermuda. They were pe- 
titions ‘‘in boots,” presented by Bermudans with reference to 
onions and potatoes, and they were differently treated from the 
petitioners who came from Philadelphia last week. The peti- 
tioners coming from outside the United States had a hearing, 
and I admire the frankness of the gentlemen who came here 
from Bermudaand asked relief from the Congress of the United 
States. They scorned to make the pretense that they hadcome 
all the way from Bermuda to ask relief for the American tax- 
payer and producer. 

I quote from the report of the tariff hearings: 

Mr. HoPKINS (to Mr. Masters). Your conviction is that the import duty on 
these articles (onions and potatoes) is taken out of your people in the 
amount you have to pay to the United States? 

Mr. MASTERS. Yes, sir; there is no doubt in the world of that. Of the 
crops we raise the more we import the more business we have with the 
United States. 

Mr. DALZELL. This is a case where the foreigner pays the tax? 

Mr. MASTERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hopkins. Then it is not the consumer in America who pays the tax? 

Mr. MASTERS. No, sir. 

Mr. BRYAN. What is land worth in Bermuda! 

Mr. MASTERS. There is very little land on the market, and it is worth from 
850 to $500 peracre. Arable land is worth $500 per acre, and sometimes more 

Mr. Wadson is equally frank in his statement: 

Mr. TURNER (to Mr. Wadson). Did I understand you to express your 
opinion that the tariff is a tax upon the producer in Bermuda, and that the 
American consumer pays none of it? 

Mr. WADSON. I say that tax comes straight out of the pockets of the Ber- 
muda farmers. 

Mr. TURNER. Did you ever know of any experimental tests of that’ 

Mr. Wapbson. The freight and duty is taken out in New York. The 
New York merchant fixes the value of the tariff in Bermuda, and he deducts 
duty and other charges. 

Mr. TURNER. Could not the New York dealer sell these articles cheaper 
ii duties were removed? 

Mr. WADSON. No, sir; I do not think that he would. 

Mr. TURNER. Is not the price regulated in Bermuda? 

Mr. WADSON. No, sir; the price is regulated in New York. 

~ a * * a os = 

Mr. TURNER. What is it that affects the price over and above the duty? 

Mr. WApDSON. The other charges. Duty and freight have to be deducted 
as well as the cost of buying in Bermuda and handling in New York. 

Mr. Hopkins. Do you think that if there were no import duties on 
these articles the New York purchaser would give you more for them? 

Mr. WADSON. Yes, sir; as the duty is one of the items taken out. 


. * s a 2 * » 

I hope the committee will be prepared to take the matter under favorable 
consideration, and I trust that the catechising I havereceived and the an- 
swers I have given to your questions will not prejudice you against us. 
Perhaps I do not understand the matter as well as you gentlemen here, and 
do not understand all the circumstances, but I have tried to show that the 
farmers of Bermuda pay the duty. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 
The gentleman from Iowa is not discussing the subject before 
the committee. He is discussing the tariff question. 

Mr. LACEY. The tariff questioa is involved here. We are 
proposing to change the law fixing the compensation of these 
officers on the theory that a change will be made in the tariff 
law, and I am assuming that that change will not and ought not 
to be made, and arguing that therefore this change of salary 
ought not to be made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that as the House is in 
Committee of the Whole the utmost freedom of debate may be 
indulged in. 

Mr. LACEY, I know that gentlemen on the other side are 
sensitive about this matter. Mr. Wadson, in conclusion, said to 
the Committee on Ways and Means: 

I hope that your action will be favorable to Bermuda. 

Well, Mr. Chairman, the hopes of the gentleman were con- 
firmed, for the action of the committee was as favorable as it 
could be to Bermuda. Bermuda was considered instead of the 
United States, and now a Virginia free trader is to have, in ad- 
dition to his salary down there for certifying, the additional in- 
voices for articles which have heretofore been mainly produced 
in Iowa, in the great North and Northwest, but which hereafter 
are to be imported from Bermuda instead of being supplied by 
the farmers of the United States. 

The Wilson bill attacking the agricultural products of this 
country ought not to pass. If the Democracy heed the demands 


of the country it will not pass. 
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Mr. TUCKER. Mr.Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Iowa whether he withdraws the point of order. 

Mr. LACEY. Ihave not made the point of order. 
reserved it. 

Mr. TUCKER. I merely desire to say that if the point of 
order is made by the gentleman from Iowa l suppose it must 
prevail; but I think the reasons which have been stated by the 
gentleman himself, as to the probable increase of business with 
Bermuda, which is to be brought about by a bill now pending 
and soon to become a law, would justify the increase without 
the other matters to which I now desire to call attention. The 
honorable gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] called atten- 
tion yesterday to several instances, Apia for one, where the 
total amount of the official fees collected at the consulates ran 
from fifty to three hundred dollars, while the salaries paid were 
from fifteen hundred to three thousand dollars. 

I have been at some trouble to examine this question, and I 
find that of the thirty-two consulships in the British dominions 
that are provided for in this bill, there are only three where the 
amount of the official fees collected is greater than the salary 
paid. Bermuda is one of these places. The other two are 
Three Rivers and Wallaceburg. Bermudais a point where our 
people congregate largely in the winter and spring, and where 
the consul has very important duties resting upon him in look- 
ing after the business of American citizens, and in view of the 
increase of trade with Bermuda which is already beginning, and 
the outpouring of ourown — onevery steamer to the islands, 
and the fact that there are only three out of the thirty-two con- 
sulships in the British dominions which are provided for in this 
bill where the amount of the official fees is greater than the sal- 
ary, [ hope that my friend from Iowa will not insist upon his 
point of order. 

Mr. LACEY. Is it not true that the official fees collected at 
that consulate last year amounted to only $1,643? 

Mr. TUCKER. ‘hat is correct. 

Mr. LACEY. So itis proposed now to make the consul's sal- 
ary more than the fees? 

Mr. TUCKER. Yes, sir. I fear my friend did not apprehend 
the point thatI was making. The point is that of the thirty-two 
consulships in the British dominions which are provided for in 
this bill there are only three where the amount of the official 
fees collected is greater than the $1,500 salary, and Bermuda is 
one of those three, and for that reason among others I ask the 
gentleman to withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentlemanfrom Iowa; but, pending that, he has re- 
served a point of order. 

Mr. LACEY. I donot insist on the point of order, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. Lacy, and 
the Chairman declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. LACEY. Lask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 21, noes 77. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of 
order upon the word ‘‘ Swansea” in line 20. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman will please state his point. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. This place now appears in the sal- 
aried list of consulates for the first time. There is no law au- 
thorizing it. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. IT hope the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky will not discuss the merits of the question unless [ can 
have unanimous consent to reply. 
| TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentiemanfrom Kentucky will please 
| address himself to the point of order. 
| Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. What is the ground for the 
gentleman’s point of order? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That there is no law which au- 
thorizes a salaried consul at Swansea. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Under the act approved July 
16, 1892, it was declared that in the estimates for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1894, there should be estimated for, specifically, 
under classified consulates, all consulates and commercial agen- 
cies where the fees collected or the compensation allowed for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, exceed $1,000, so that feed 
consulates might be placed on the salaried list. In accordance 
with the estimates furnished the following changes were made. 
It appears from the Fifth Auditor’s report that there was col- 
lected at Swansea $6,506 in fees: so that this consulate comes 
within the act of 1892. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to decide this ques- 
tion. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. 
me to conclude. 


| have 


[ hope the Chair will allow 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will indulge the gentleman, 
but is entirely prepared to pass upon the point of order. 

Mr. MoCREARY of Kentucky. I admit that, but I think I 
am entitled to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. CANNON of Iilinois. 1 hope the gentleman will not pro- 
ceed to discuss the merits of the question, unless I can answer 
him. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The Committee on Foreign 
Affairs believed that as the fees collected at Swansea amounted 
to $6,506, it was decidedly in the interest of economy that we 
should allow the commercial agent at Swansea only $2,000 and 
raise his rank to that of consul, making him a salaried consul. 
It has been the policy in our consularservice for many years 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will pardon the Chair; 
but the Chair would like him to address himself to the point of 
order. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Iam trying to get at it, Mr. 
Chairman. I wanted to say that the policy for a number of 
years has been, where a large amount of fees has been collected 
at any point, to send to that point a consul who was well 
equipped, and to pay himasalary. That has been the custom; 
and it has resulted in an improvement of the consular service. 
The Committee on Foreign Affairs believed that as $6,506 was 
collected at this place last year, it was proper we should now 
mate the consu! a salaried officer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The only doubtin the mind of the Chair 
was the statement made by the gentleman from Illinois, in dis- 
cussing the point of order raised in regard to Trinidad, to the 
effect that under the law of 1892 these consulates had been made 
salaried o'tices. The Chair has examined the law, and will di- 
rect the Clerk to read the provision. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

adn the estimates for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, there shall be esti- 
mated for, specifically, under classified consulates, all consulates and com- 
mercial agencies Where the fees collected or the compensation allowed for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, exceed $1,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois will readily 
perceive that this isa mere direction as to the making up of 
estimates. What might have been the purpose of Congress 
after those estimates had been made up, is not aquestion for the 
Chair to decide. It is sufficient to say that Congress has not at- 
tached a salary to these consulates; and the Chair must hoid the 
point of order well taken. This decision will apply as well to 
the case of Trinidad. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I move to amend by striking out 
the last word. I wish to occupy only a minute, in justice to my- 
self. I have made the pointof order on Swansea and these other 
places, because I believed it to be in the interest of the public 
service and in the line of economy that I should do so. The 
commercial agent at Swansea, who gets larger fees than any 
other of these ofticers,can not under the law retain of those fees 
an amount exceeding $3,500. If you make him a consul at a 
salary of $2,0 0, we may be sure he will get $2,000 and more in 
the shape of allowances. While the gentleman from Kentucky 
claims that the proposed change is in the direction of economy, 
I insist that it is extravagance; and therefore I have made the 
point of order. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON] is mistaken in saying that the commercial agent 
at Swansea gets $2,500 under this bill—— 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I did not say that. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. He gets — $2,000. The 
bill is drawn in the interest of economy. By ing cut Swan- 
sea from tho salaried list and permitting the commercial agent 
to continue to collect $6,506 ayear, you give him a compensation 
of at least $2,500, perhaps $3,000. In reporting this provision of 
the bill we have acted in the interest of economy. It wasrecom- 
mended by the Secretary of State. For very many years it has 
been the custom, as the amount of fees collected at various places 
has enlarged, that there should be a ch:nge from commercial 
agents to consuls. This was done when the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] had charge of this bill as a member of the 
Forty-seventh Congress, when the bill was reported by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 1 assert—and I do not believe any- 
one cin show to the contrary—that placing the consul at Swansea 
on the sal iried list is in the interest of economy as well as in ac- 
cordance with the rule which has teen ad to for years. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
— of the gentleman from Illinois will be considered as with- 

rawn. 

Mr. HITT. I renew the pro forma amendment. I desire to 
remark that the gentleman irom Illinois is not far out of the 
way as to the actual ee In the first 
place, that consul is allowed by law to put in his pocket $2,500, 
and after that he goes on and receives allowances. 


Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Of what place is the gentle- 
man speaking? 

Mr. HITT. Iam speaking of the law and the usage. I was 
not speaking of any place by name. 

Mr. MONEY. You spoke of the officer being allowed $2,500, 

Mr. HITT. Two thousand five hundred dollarsin fees, which 
he retains; and by this bill it is provided he shall receive that 
amount as salary. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The gentleman is mistaken. 
The consul at Swansea gets under this bill only $2,000. 

Mr. Hi?T. I understood it was $2,500. But the allowances 
made to a consul are uniformly greater than those to a consular 
agent. The gentleman knows that very weil. 

Mr. McCRKEARY of Kentucky. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Illinois a guestion. We bave acommercial agent atSwan- 
3ea, I believe? 

Mr. HITT. Yes. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. And commercial agents are 
not confirmed by the Senate? 

. Mr. HITT. They are not. It is a privilege of the Execu- 
ive. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. The agent at Swansea, if we 
allow the pay to be by fees, will get at least $2,500? 

Mr. HITT. He will get $2,500. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. How much more? 

Mr, HITT. That is what he gets. I have the law before me, 
which says that he shall turn in every dollar he receives in ex- 
cess Of that. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Now, if the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs puts the amount at $2,000, as is done here, is it 
not a saving of $500? 

Mr. HITT. That depends on what allowance you make there, 
and it is always larger toa consulate than to a commercial 


agency. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will regard the pro forma 
amendment as withdrawn, and the Clerk will proceed with the 
reading of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Honduras: 
Cae at Tegucigalpa. 


y: 
Consul at Palermo. . 


Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I make a formal amendment 
to strike out “ Tegucigalpa.” 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. We have passed that, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr..COOMBS. Well, I intended to make the motion, but the 
Clerk read so oe 

The CHAIRMAN. That line has been passed over. 

Mr. COOMBS. Verywell. Then! will make a formal amend- 
ment under the head of “‘ Italy,” and move to strike out the word 
**Palermo.” The Clerk read it as I got on my feet. I will offer 
that amendment if it makes it any better, but I am going to talk 
of Tegucigalpa. 

I want to say that Tegucigalpa, in the interior of Honduras, 
scarcely contains a half dozen Pe who speak the English lan- 
guage. They are all Spanish. Business is done in Spanish, 
social life is all in Spanish, and yet I found that it was proposed 
by the present Administration to send an agent there who did 
not know a word of Spanish. 

I simply make this remark, Mr. Chairman, to bring before the 
House again, and in an impressive way, the necessity of appoint- 
ing people as consuls who have some special preparation for the 
market to which they are to go. 

Suppose that a man who did not speak me had gone to 
Tegucigalpa. He would have found himself practically ostra- 
cised. He could not have de’ended the interests of American 
citizens in the courts; he could not have communicated with the 
Governmentexisting there, In other words, Mr. Chairman, he 
would have found himself absolutely helpless and useless there’ 

I am glad to say that upon my representation that nomination 
was withdrawn; and I repeat now that the only object I have in 
making these remarks is to impress on the House and on the 
committee the necessity of a thorough revision of the rules gov- 
erning appointments in the consular service. 

I.withdraw the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
agent at Boma. in the Lower 
ty to visit and wpon tke commercial re- 

a ans Lower Kongo basins, their products, their min- 
erals, th egetable wealth, and the open’ ags for American trade, 82,000. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, .I move to strike 
out the last word for the purpose of asking the gentleman in 
charge of this bill why it is that the of this commercial 
agent for the Lower Kongo Basin is reduced from $5,000 tr $2,000? 


Kongo 
sources of the 
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Second, why there should be even $2,000; third, who is there 
now; and fourth, what has he done heretofore? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the gentle- 
man from Illinois, if he should ever retire from Congress, would 
make an excellent civil-service examiner. I will endeavor to 
answer all of his questions. 

In the diplom tic and consular appropriation act of July 10, 
1888, the commercialagent at Boma, in the Lower Congo Basin, 
was allowed $4,000,and that amount was appropriated in the bill 


to pay salaries and expensesof a commercial agent at that point, | 
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with authority to visitand report upon the commercial resources | 


of the Upper and Lower Congo Basins, their products, their 


minerals, their vegetable wealth, and the openings for Ameri- | 


can trade, and to gather such information onthe subject of the 
country as should be of interest to the United States. In the act 


of July 14, 1890, the salary was increased to $5,000, and it has | 


been the same until the present time. 


. * | 
From a commercial point of view absolutely no benefit has ac- | 


crued to the United States from the expenditures heretofore. 
The Lower Congo Basin, as the gentleman probably knows, is at 
prevent under the jurisdiction of the King of Belgium, and it 
was believed, as almost all of the other greatnations were send- 
ing agents or consular officers there, that we also should be rep- 
resented there. But we have derived little benefit from it, and 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs thought the expenditures 
could be reduced from $5,000 to $2,000. 

In answer to the next question of the gentleman from I[lLlinois 
[Mr. CANNON}, I will inform him that Mr. R. Dorsey Mohun was 
appointed commercial agent to Boma January 21, 1892, under the 
last Administration, and is still there. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, if the gentleman will allow 
me, [ understand if population keeps on increasing in Europe 
and in the United States as it now is increasing, sometime in 
the next century or two the dark continent will become very 
important tothe civilized world. I understand the different 
nations of Europe are reaching out, getting their possessions 
there, and getting ready. Whether we will, in the fulness of 


time, enter into that competition for our population I do not | 


know. Lam not inclined to say now that this appropriation 
ought not to be made, but—— 

Mr. MoCREARY of Kentucky. If the gentleman will allow 
me to interrupt him with a single statement, I desire to do the 
commercial agents who have represented our country at Boma 
justice. They have sent an occasional report. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes. Well now, to continue. [ 
have an impression that Boma, whether it abounds in commerce 
or not, abounds in tropical fevers; that it is not a very lovely 
place in which to live: and a gentleman who knows much more 


about the surface of the exrth than I do, said a little while ago | 
that he would not go there for $200,000 a year, to say nothing of | 


$2,000. But after all, to speak seriously about it, I am not pre- 

—_ to say that we should not have a commercial agent at 
ma, forobservation purposes. 

any at all. he ought to 

who would take the risk to health and life, and who would have 


Ido think, however, if we have | 
an able man, and ought to be somebody 
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Shepherd, the missionary, was born and raised in the village 
of Waynesboro, Augusta County, Va., and his father is now liv- 
ing in my own city, a respected citizenof hisrace. Young 
herd early attracted the attention of a noble Christian lady 








Shep- 


», Wao, 


directing his thoughts into areligious channel, stimulated in 
him a desire for an education and impelled by a higher pow 
he determined upon his life work, that o! redeerwing his own 
people in the wilds of Africa. Having receive theological 
training at the seminary at Tuscaloos.i, Ala., | olunteered 
with young Lapsley, a distinguished young divine of tht Stata, 
to go to the Congo region. The history of t vor 
that he has done, the tact thit he has displayed, and th } 
lectual power which he has shown, coupled with a thorough hi 

| mility, have marked him among, those who have known hi 

seen him as one of the most remarkable men oO’ his race ri 
to-day the only colored man in the world who is a ‘ellow h 

| Royal Geographical Society of Great Britain. His peop'e came 
from Africatothe South. The South, after generations of 








| 
| 
| 
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the ability necessary to properly represent the United States, | 


and give us reports covering the possibilities of that country, 
and the —— being made from time to time. 

If on the contrary it is to be a mere place, not at $5,000, but 
at $2,000, like unto what Dahomey was supposed to be in the play 
of the Texas Steer, a place to send people to that they might 
die, or a place to terrify people with, why, it would be just as 
well to strike it out. I do not know that I will oppose the strik- 
ing down of the salary from $5,000 to $2,000, but I would not op- 

se a proposition to strike it out altogether. I simply do not 

now the necessity for it. Having called the attention of my 
friend at the head of the Committee on Foreign Affairs to it, if 
he is satisfied that the good of the publie service in the line of 
economy, that the glory and renown and dignity of the Republic 
will be maintained, if this man shall posture there in the lower 
Congo Basin at Boma, ai $2,000 instead of $5,000, I do not know 
that I shall ob ect to it. 

Mr. TUCKER. Ido not propose, Mr. Chairman, to follow my 
friend from Illinois |Mr. CANNON] into the labyrinths of his 
argument. I know verylittle about the commercial intercourse 
between our country and the Congo; but I do know that there 
are great sibilities even in the matter of trade between the 
two countries, and that the channels of trade being diverted by 
other nations from us ought to be directed toward us: but I have 
not risen to discuss this feature of the gentleman’s argument 
to abolish the representative of the United States Government 
in the Congo country. My knowledge of that country is derived 
chiefly from and my interest in it excited by a colored mission- 
ary of the Southern Presbyterian Church, of whom I have seen 
something and read much in the last few years. 


| stood by his brother’s bedside and saw him die, and in 


ness, generously gives him back for the redemption and enlight 
enment of his own peop.e. 

The hardships and dangerous fev the Co 
known tohim. He took his life in his hand, 
hand into that of the noble young Liap:ley he 
Congo country prepared to surrender his life for the gos ( 
Christ. Lapsley soon fell a victim to the prevailing fever. He 
the 
few months has returned to this country, and in the Vale 
Virginia and in the Synod of Virginia and throughout the 
has by the graphic aecounts which he has givenof that grea 
country and its possibilities stimulated in all who have heard 
him an enthusiastic interest in the work in which he is encaved 
And I would be frithless to my own feelings i! [ did not ri 
here to ask this House not to strike down the agency which has 
been the instrument in enabling these missionarieso: the church 
to carry on theirgreat work. 1 hope the House will vote dow 
the proposition of tne gentleman from Hlinois to destroy an 
agency which has done so much to relieve hyman suffering and 
hold up the hands of the missionaries of the Oross 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. I have listened wi h great interest 
to the gentleman from Virginia, and made an inguiry of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, and now | have gotten informtion. 
I have struck water where I did not expect to, and [am glad 
that the water came almost as freely as when Moses struck the 
rock in thedesert. 

Mr. TUCKER. If the gentleman will apply to me he ean al- 
ways get light. (Lauchter.] 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly, and I am glad that the 
gentleman volunteers. But let me say to my friend, speaking 
of the Cone¢o Basin and of the dark continent, indo! these vre xt 
possibilities, and the importance of the missionary work, which 
is to be shortly followed by commerce and the partial settlement 
of that country, in view of all these things and in view of the 
dangerous fever of which he speaks, does not my friend think 
he had better antagonize the proposition to cut this pay from 
$5,000 to $2,100? 

Mr. TUCKER. The Secretary says that is sufficient, I under- 
stand. 

Mr. CANNON of Lilinois. That $2,000 was si 

Mr. TUCKER. Sol understand. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. Well, why not $1,000? 

Mr. TUCKER. Because $2,000 is necessary. 

Mr. HITT. The reason, I suppose, is that $2,000 is believed 
to be the lowest terms to which this equation can bs reduced, 
and exist. The post Boma isa pest hole. The African fever is 
death to a white man who goes there, in the course of not more 
than two years, by the general law of average. 

It was allotted a salary of $5,000 at first. Belicf in the vast 
possibilities of the new Congo State. equal in extent to a large 
portion of the United States. and with over 50,000,000 inhabi- 
tants, these illusory figures or statistics led Congress to antici- 
pate a-great enlargement of trade. There has not been such an 
enlargement; but there has arisen under the manipulation of 
European diplomacy questions of consid»rable importance. 

The Christian nations, inspired by the usual gr ed in an en- 
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lightened civilization, have commenced to parcel up all that 


part of heathendom in that region, and we have been merely 
acquiescing spectators. It was thought best we should have 
somebody there. A few men around a table in Kurope have 
carved up a territory larger than the whole of the United States 
and change? dominion by merely making designations upon the 
maps, and dividing up provinces and kingdoms of millions of 
square miles. While this has been going on, we have had no 
representative except this obscure man, down near the mouth 
of the Congo at Boma, and he did littie that was of «ny conse- 
quence. I believe he did something asa protector of the mis- 
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| 
sionaries, and he sometimes sent information of the possibilities | 
of commerce which would by and by result in fruitful trade. 
Thus far it has been illusory. [Applause. ] 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. Now, the gentleman still further 
convinces me that that which I expected was not worth retain- 
ing at a!l is worthy to be retained. At this post of danger and 
of importance, in a country in which the possibilities of success- 
ful civilization and settlement loom up in the future, I think | 
this consul ought to be paid $5,000, and we should try to get 
somebody. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. 
salary be increased? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Iwill move to strike out the words 
‘*two thousand ” and insert ‘‘ five thousand,” so as to make it as 
the law now provides. I think it ought to be raised. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then you are not for economy now? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Iam for that economy which makes 
proper appropriations for real service. [Laughter.] 

The question was taken on the amendment, and it was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


CLASS VI, 


} 
Are you going to move that the | 


At $1,500 per annum. 
Brazil: 
Consul at Santos. 


Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, it is neces- 
sary to offer an amendment at this point, in order to make this 
bill conform to the point of order decided a few moments ago. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 4, page 16, insert the words ‘‘ Bahia and Para.”’ 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. These places went out on the | 
epee of order, and they now come in at the proper place, at 

1,500 a year. ; 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Were they at $1,500 before? 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


France and French Dominions: 
Consuls at Cognac, Guadelupe, Martinique, Nice, Limoges, and Rouen. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will make the point of order on 


the words in line 11, ‘‘ Limoges and Rouen.” 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. We have passed those lines. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, no. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I make the point of order 
that we have sed those lines. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. On the contrary, I was watching 
the Clerk; and as soon as he came to that word which neither he 
nor I can pronounce— Rouen”’’—before he commenced reading 
the word '‘Germany,” I jumped up, = at the period. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. make the point of order 
that the gentleman was not in time. 

Mr, CANNON of Illinois. Of course I am in time. 

Mr. MCCREARY of ann If the gentleman is in time 
Ishall not object; but I am anxious to get along with the bill, 
on lines of economy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman stated that he rose in 
time and endeavored to secure the attention of the Chair. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. If the gentleman says that, I 
shall not object. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I make the point of order that the 
law does not authorize this salary. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. At what point? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. For Limoges and Rouen. 
is no law pera or consuls at those places. 

Mr. McCCREARY of Kentucky. In response to the point of 
order made by the gentleman from Illinois I desire to make this 
statement and call attention of the Chair to the act of Congress 
approved July 16, 1892. In that act it was declared that in the 
estimates for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, there shall be 
an estimate for salaries under classified consulates, of all consul- 
ates and commercial agencies where the fees collected and com- 
pensation allowed for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892, ex- 
ceeded $1,000, so that those consulates might be placed on the 
salaried list. 

Now, in pursuance of that act the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs placed Rouen on the salaried list becanse the fees collected 
there in 1893 were $3,605, while we allowed the consul only $1,500. 
As at present situated he is a commercial agent. That is his 
present rank, and he would not get near so much as $3,605. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Less than half. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Less than half; so that this is 
areduction, and the point of order made by the gentleman ought, 
I think, to be overruled. Under the act of Congress these places 
are required to be reported by the Secretary of State. The 
amount of fees collected last year at Rouen was $4,605, so that the 
commercial agent there would not get so much as the fees 


There 
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amounted to, and by putting the place on the salaried list the 
consul would not get as muchas he will get if he remains a com- 
mercial agent. 

Mr. HITT. Ifthe Chair cares to hear anything further on 
the point I will state that this provision is clearly subject to the 
point of order as increasing expenditure. The statement of the 
chairman of the committee as to the fees might easily mislead, 
although I know that he would not intend that. The fees at 
these posts change from oy to year. At Rouen last year they 
were acertain amount, but the year before they were a great 
deal less than the salary that is now proposed. It will not do, 
therefore, to take the amount of the fees as a rule to go by, be- 
cause they change from year to year. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman in charge of the bill states 
that these places are provided for pursuant to an act of Congress 
of 1892, which act he has quoted. 

Mr. HITT. That act directed that they should be estimated 
for, but there was nothing in it providing for action by the 
House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Consuls at Amherstburg (Canada), Antigua (West Indies), Barbadoes, 
Bristol, Brockville (Ontario), Coaticook (Canada), Ceylon (India), Char- 
lottetown (Prince Edward Island), Clifton (Canada), Fort Erie (Canada), 
Goderich (Canada), Gibraltar, Guelph (Canada), Kingston (Canada), Lon- 
don (Canada), Malta, Morrisburg (Canada), Newcastle-on-Tyne, Pictou 
(Canada), Port Hope (Canada), Port Sarina (Canada), Port Stanley (Falk- 
land Islands), Prescott (Canada), Quebec), St. Helena, St. Johns (Quebec), 
St. Svephns (Canada), Stratford (Ontario), Three Rivers (Canada), Wal- 
laceburg (Canada), Windsor (Ontario), Winnipeg (Manitoba), Woodstock 
(New Brunswick), and Yarmouth (Nova Scotia). 


Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairmun, in order to 
conform to the decision of the Chair, I move to insert at the end 
of line 2, page 17, ‘‘ Hull and Capetown.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, this amendment will 
be agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I suggest to the gentleman 
from Kentucky that those places should be inserted at the places 
where they would come in alphabetical order. ‘‘ Hull” should 
be inserted in line 19. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ThenI ask unanimous consent that ‘‘ Hull” 
be inserted in line 19, at the point where it would come dlpha- 
betically. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
read at the desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois suggests 
that there has been no amendment read from the desk. The 
gentleman from Kentucky|Mr. MCCREARY] submitted an amend- 
ment which the Clerk did read. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. What was it? 

The Clerk again read the amendment of Mr. McCREARY of 
Kentucky as above. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I will say to the gentleman 
that I offered that in order to conform to the ruling on the point 
of order which he raised awhile ago and which was sustained 
by the Chair. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. I was paying particular attention, 
and I did not hear the word ‘‘Hull” mentioned. My colleague 
who is on the Committee on Foreign Affairs [Mr. Hirt], got up 
to make a motion in respect to Hull, and the gentleman from 
Kentucky suggested ‘‘Capetown” first, and moved it. I was 
waiting hn ‘* Hull” to be moved, because I desired to make the 
point of order upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair, according to the custom, rec- 
ognized the gentleman from Kentucky, the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and under that recognition he 
proposed an amendment, which the Clerkreported. The Chair 
then said, assuming that the amendment was offered in con- 
formity to the ruling upon the point of order made by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois on a previous part of the bill, that, without 
objection, the amendment would be regarded as adopted; but, 
as a matter of course, if the gentleman from Illinois says that 
he was waiting to make the point of order, the Chair will hear 


There has been no amendment 


m. 

Mr. HITT. ‘ Hull” should be placed in line 19, after the word 
‘*Canada” and before the word ‘‘ Kingston.” 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s colleague [Mr.SPRINGER] 
has requested unanimous consent that that be done, and that re- 
quest is now pending. 

Mr.McCREARY of Kentucky. 


man. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then let the amendment be re- 
rted as proposed. 

Phe Clerk read as follows: 


coe is line 19, after the word ‘‘Canada” insert the words “and Mull, 
and.’ 


That is proper, Mr. Chair- 
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Mr. HITT. No, not ‘‘ England”; just ‘‘ Hull.” 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. To that amendment, I make the 
point of order that it is not in accordance with existing law. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be 
heard on that. On the motion of the gentleman from Illinois, 
the amount was reduced to $1,500, and that has been passed upon. 
Is not that so? Therefore, it is too late now to sake the point 
of order, because the vote was taken and the question passed 
upon and the salary fixed at $1,500. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Mycolleague[Mr. CANNON of Illinois]made 
points of order on several of these places, but did not make one 
on Hull. Therefore, the gentleman from Illinois, who was for- 
merly chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs |Mr. 
Hirt], moved to strike out ‘‘ Hull,” on the ground that the sal- 
ary of $2,000 was too large, and it was stricken out by unani- 
mous consent, with the understanding that $1,500 was the proper 
salary. 

Mr. HITT. I gave notice that I would make that motion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It seemed to be understood that Hull was 
to be inserted in the $1,500 list, and that was why the point of 
order was made. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, understandings and under- 
standings can be had, but it takes two to make a bargain; and 
unanimous consent, in order to bind any member of the House, 
must be unanimous consent. I recollect very well that my col- 
league [Mr. Hirt], before I had concluded my points of order 
on Swansea and Trinidad and other places, did have a little by 
conversation to the effect that this salary ought not to be $2,009, 
but ought to be $1,500. And on my colleague’s motion it was 
stricken out. 

Now, I did know from my examination that it was not entitled 
to go in at $2,000; but when I further examined, not being a 
party to that agreement, standing ready as | was to make the 
point of order, I found that it was not entitled to come in at 
$1,500, because that never has been the salary of the consul at 
Hull; and therefore, as it is now proposed to insert Hull at that 
umount, I make my point of order. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Theagreement was not made 
between the gentleman from [llinois[Mr. Htrr] and myself: it 
was the agreement of this committee. The gentleman from 
Illinois suggested $1,500, and there was no objection. It was 
agreed that should be the amount; and the notes of the stenog- 
rapher will sustain this statement. 

Mr. HITT rose. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Iam willing the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Hirr] should make his statement of the mat- 
ter. 

Mr. HITT. My motion was to strike out, with notice at the 
time that I intended when we reached a subsequent page to 
move to insert this place in the $1,500 class. That was the 
whole statement, and on that the Committee of the Whoie 
voted. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. And that was passed. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, upon that statement how is 
the point of order avoided? The gentlemancomesinand moves 
to strike out a*place that is subject toa point of order. It is 
stricken out, he giving notice that later on he will move to put 
it in at $1,500, Hedoesso. Now, I come in and exercise my 
right to make a point of order on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will inquire of the gentleman 
from Kentucky whether the motion was to strike it out, or was 
it stricken out by unanimous consent? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. There was a motion made by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] to reduce it from $2,500 
to $1,500. 

Mr. HITT. My motion was the one which was in order—to 
strike it out where it then stood, at $2,500. I stated the reason, 
and gave notice that I should ask the House to insert it in its 
proper place at $1,500. I thought that was the strict parlia- 
mentary way to accompiish the object. I did not attempt more 
than to make that statement. That was certainly the expecta- 
tion of all the members. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. 
out at $2,500 and put it in at $1,500 was carried. 
gentleman whether it was not passed? 

Mr. HITT. I can not say that the motion to put it in at $1,500 
was carried. The motion to strike it out at $2,500 was carried, 
because I stated at the time that a motion would subsequently 
be made to insert it at $1,500. I think that reason was clearly 
given. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There was no understanding submitted to 
the committee; but the committee voted to strike it out upon 
the statements of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirv] and 
the chairman of the committee |Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky}, 
that when we reached a later portion of the bill a motion was to 


And that motion to strike it 
I will ask the 
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be entertained to insert it there. Now, if the committee had 
understood that this was not to be done at the part of the bill 
we have now reached, we could have refused to strike out “Hull” 
where it was inserted; and no point of order having been made 
against it, it being too late to make a point of order, the right 
to make a pointoforder having been waived, [should have voted 
against the motion to strike out ‘‘ Hull” in the $2,000 list if I had 
not understood that the gentleman was to be permitted to move 
to insert it at $1,500. 

If that was not the understanding, the committee has been 
misled, and we should now go back: and in that case | should 
vote against striking it out, because the members of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, including myself, agreed to the motion to 
strike out, with the understanding that when the $1,50 
should be reached it would be inserted. The time to make the 
point of order was when this place appeared in the $2,000 list 
{t could have been tuken out of that list on the point of order. 
But gentlemen chose not to make a point of order; the motion 
to strike out was submitted to the committee, and we acted 
upon that motion with the understanding I have stated. 

Mr. HITT. It is due to truth I snould state that my colleague 
{[Mr.€ANNON of Illinois]. who spoke at the time of making a 
point of order, was probably induced to withhold the point be- 
cause I said I hoped to reduce the compensation at this post so 
much that it would be satisfactory to everybody. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Thatdoes not change the fact that we voted 
for the reduction because we understood that this place was to 
be inserted in the $1,500 list. If I had not thougnt so when the 
question was submitted upon its merits, it being toolate to make 
the point of order, I should have voted against the amendment 
to strike it out. If we are not to carry o.it the understanding, 
T insist that we should go back and take that question over 
again. 

The CHAIRMAN. The present occupant of the chai: was 
not in the chair at the time when this matter was up, and there- 
fore has no personal knowledge of what the understandin»’ ma 
The Chair thinks, however, that upon th® state 
ment now made, however strongly the understanding may ad 
dress itself tomembers, it is not competent for the Chair to take 
it into consideration in deciding the point of order. And the 
fact that the gentleman from Jllinois |Mr. Hrvr],in making nis 
motion, indicated his purpose at a subsequent stage to make 
another motion, would not bind the Chair as would ana 


List 


rree 
Therefore the point of 
order is in order. The Chair will hear upon what ground the 
gentleman from Illinois submits it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Upon the ground that under exist- 
ing law there is no salary for the consul at Hull, and never has 
been. Therefore it is not authorized by existing law. 

Mr. SPRINGER. When the motion was made to strike ou 
Hull ina previous part of the bill, where it was in at $2,000 
year, and the motion was submitted to the committee, it was 
then too late to raise the quéstion of order on Hull. The gen- 
tleman waived his right to make the point of order by the fact 
that the committee proceeded to consider the question. If he 
had insisted on the point of order at that time, before the House 
passed on the merits, we would then have understood that if we 
did not strike it out it would be sent to the list of commercial 
agencies. But when the committee voted it was on the under 
standing that we were to have an opportunity to vote to insert 
it in another part of the bill at $1,500 a year, no point of order 
having been made on it, and I claim that it is too late now to 
raise the point of order. The time to make the point of order 
was at the time that the committee reached the consideration of 
it, not after its merits had been decided. 

The CHAIRMAN. But here is a proposition to amend the 
bill. The point of order is that itis not in order as an amend- 
ment because it changes existing law. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the point of order should have been 
made when we were considering the consuls in the firstinstance. 
Having been waived, then the point of order on this consul at 
Hull is waived now, and I claim could not be entertained. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will cali the attention of the 
gentleman from Illinois to this view of the case. Undoubtedly 
the offering of an amendment or the discussion of a paragraph 
precludes the possibility of the point of order upon it. If, how 
ever, a provision is offered as an amendment ata subsequent 
time, or in order to conform to an amendmentin a previous para- 
graph, which is manifestly a change in existing law, and the 
point of order is made against it, it seems to the Chair that the 
point must be entertained and considered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If it were any other subject than this, that 
would be correct; but this consulate was before the committee 
the Chair will remember, and the question was whether it should 
be treated according totheruleor onitsmerits. The Chairsub- 





car = 





; 
/ 
% 


4142 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





mitted the question on itsmerits, and an amendment wasadopted 
with the understanding, against which ‘no protest was m at 
the time, that we were to have an opportunfty to insert it at a 
different pleee and at a different rate. For that reason the 
amendment was adopted. If it wassubject to the pointof order, 
it should have beon made at the time, and if there was any such 
suggestion made I should have voted against the amendment. 
I voted for itas it was. Sothatif the Chair rules that this is 
subject to the point of order, then he has allowed the commit- 
tee to be entrapped into doing that which it would not have done 
if it had understood the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. That was not the fault of the Chair, but 
the fault of the committee, if it did anything which it did not 
understand. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But it is with the Chair, if the Chair 
pleases, to insist that points of order shal! be madeatthe proper 
time, and not to have allowed the statement to have gone to the 
committee and the committee vote on the merits of the proposi- 
tion with the understanding that this provision should be in- 
serted in another part of the bill. The Chair should have re- 

uired the point of order then to be made or have it understood 
that it was to be subject to the point of order, in order that the 
committee might not have been deceived. We have been led to 
do what we would not have done. 

ButI venture to assert that if the Chair allows the vote on 
the merits to be again taken with an understanding thata point 
of order can be raised against the amendment, we will vote to 
retain the proposition in the bill in the first instance where the 
committee placed it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Thatdoes not constitute any part of the 
parliamentary status. This amendmentis now offered, and a 
point of orderismade. Wher this proposition wasfirst reached 
in the bill the gentleman from [linois|Mr. Hirt} said: 

I move tostrike out ‘‘Hull” in line 20. I will make a further amendment 
when we reach the proper place to insert ‘‘Hull’’ where the consul will be 
paid $1,500. 

After some discussion the motion to strike out was adopted. 
Now, that does not change the parliamentary situation. It isas 
much sub‘ect tothe point of order at this time as if it had never 
been considered before. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks'so. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But after the gentleman from Kentucky 
had discussed the amendment, in view of the statement of the 
gentleman from I[llinois, no objection was made to it, and I sup- 
posed we had settled the question as to the right to offer this 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course the supposition of any member 
of the committee can not control the Chair. The question pre- 
sented is that the gentleman offers an amendment to a para- 
graph in the bill and a point of order is made against it. e 
point of order is that it changes existing law. The rule pro- 
vides that no such amendment shall be in order. 

Now, under the first partof the rule the gentleman could have 
submitted the point of order to strike out the item upon the 
ground that it could not be reported in a general appropriation 
bill; but it is under the second part of the rule that the point of 
order is now submitted, and the pointof order is that this amend- 
ment is not in order because it changes existing law and does 
not retrench expenditures. The Chair clearly thinks that there 
is nothing for the Chair to do but to sustain the point of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I did not putitupon that ground. I put it 
upon the ground that the committee understood this was to be 
inserted without objection when we reached that place. I un- 
derstand the rule just as the Chair does. There is no difference 
between us on that point; but [ insist that this committee struck 
out Hull, with the understanding that we should be permitted 
to insert it at $1,500a year. Thatunderstanding isnot disputed 
by anybody on this side of the House. " 

The CHAIRMAN. If the Chair understood that that was the 
unanimous agreement the Chair would enforce it, even to the 
point of disregarding the point of order. 

Mr. &PRINGER. Nomatter what the Chair understood about 
it, the question is what the committee understood when they 
voted upon if. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair nizes that that is the 
proper statement of the parliamentary situation; but the Chair 
ean only refer to the Official Reporters’ notes, which ‘show that 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr] submitted a motion to 
the committee. accompanied by the statement that at a subse- 

uent stage of the proceedings he would submit another motion. 

hat convinces the Chair that there was not a unanimous 
agreement to both items at the same time, but it was a vote 
on one proposition, upon the assurance that another tion 
would follow. But that assurance could not waive the point of 
order, when addressed to the Chair. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. One moment. The onlyfarther point that 
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I want to make is'that the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mc- 
CREARY] in charge of the bill stated to the committee that it 
was satisfactory, that $1,500 would be inserted. 

Mr. MoCREARY of Kentucky. I wouldsay to myfriend from 
Illinois that [ am very much obliged to him, but as the Chair 
has decided the question, I should be glad to go on. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is another item submitted as an 
amendment, which will be incorporated, without objection, at 
the pruper place. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Spain: 

Consuls at Barcelona, Cadiz, Cardenas, Denia, and Malaga. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, in line 15 I move to strike out the 
word “ Barcelona.” 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, that con 
forms to the motion made by the gentleman from New York. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair understands that that amend- 
ment has already been agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Ttaly: 
Consuls at Venice and Turin. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I will reserve the 
point of order forthe purpose of asking the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky a question, to see whether I want to make my point o! or 
der on the word ‘‘ Turin,” in line 13. LI understand that hereto- 
fore that has been a commercial agency. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And it is now, and the fees last 
year were $506. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, Turin is a 
feed commercial agency at present. The fees of the office last 
year amounted to $505; but the city is much frequented by citi- 
zens of the United States, and the Secretary of State recom. 
mends that an efficient consular officer be appointed at that 
place, and says that a consular officer is needed there: 

By raising the grade of the office to that of consul and appropriating fo 
ita salary of $1,000 itis believed that that end can be attained. 

Of course, if the gentleman from [llinois makes the point o! 
order, under the ruling of the Chair this place -vould go out: 
but Turin has become a place of considerable importance, and 
the State Department believes that there should be a consul 
there. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It just doubles the expense, to say 
nothing about allowances for clerk hire, and rent, and so on. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. No clerk hire willbe allowe:! 
there. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If those allowances are made, it 
will quadruple the expense; but the gentleman's statement his 
convinced me that in this instance it probably ought to be donc. 
and I will not make the point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws his point of 
order, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ALLOWANCE FOR CLERKS AT CONSULATES. 

Allowance for elerks at consulates, as follows: . 

Liverpool, $2,000; 

Havana, $2,000; 

London, $1,600; 

Shangai, $1,600; 

Paris, $1,600. 

Rio de Janeiro, $1,600. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Under the head of clerks at con- 
sulates, running down and including the balance of page 19, and 
all of page 20, and down to the middle of page 21, i will ask if 
that is considered as one paragraph, or if each place named is « 
paragraph for the pornos of amendment. 

The CAAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the entire matter is « 

raph. The Chair has been treating each subdivision as 1 
paragraph, thinking that would facilitate matters, but inasmuc) 
as this is one entire matter, though relating toa number of items, 
the Chair thinks that this paragraph ought to be read entire 
before an amendment is proposed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Antwerp, $1,500. 

Berlin, Bremen, Chemnitz, Crefeld, Frankfort, Hamburg, Havre, Hon: 
kong. Sane. Lyons, Manchester, Mexico (city), Montreal, Barmen, 2)! 


Vienna, at $1,200 each, $18,000. 
South ton, $1,750. 
Halifax, 


Birmingham, Bradford, and Marseilles, at #960 each, $2,880. 
Bordeaux, Brussels, Calcutta, Colon, Dresden, Dundee, Glasgow, Leipsi: 
Melbourne, Nuevo Laredo, Nuremberg, Panama, Port au Prince, Sheffie!\, 
eberg, Toronto; and tall, at $800 each, $14,400. 
(Jamaica), #800. : 


Guayaquil, 8800. 
Messina, Ottawa, Palermo, St. Gall, Smyrna, and Tangier, at #400 each, 


800. 
“retin — at $640 each, $1,280; 
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Piedras Negras. 3640; 

Paso del Norte, 8540; 

Aix la —— 8640; 

Prague, $480; 

Horgen, $600; 

Berne, Demerara, Florence, Genoa, Malaga, Mannheim, Naples, Stutt- 
gart, and Zurich, at $480-each, 84,320 

Allowance for clerks at consulates, to be expended under the direction 
of the Secretary of State at consulates not herein provided for in respect to 
clerk hire, no greater portion of this sum than $500 to be allowed to any one 
consulate in any one fiscal year: Provided, That the total sum expended in 
one year shall not exceed the amount appropriated: And provided further, 
Thatoutof the amount hereby appropriated the Secretary of State may make 
such allowance as may to him seem proper to any interpreter for clerical 
services in addition to his pay as interpreter, 820,0v0. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
offer an amendment. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I want to make the point of order, 
if it is necessary for me to be in time to make the pointof order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can reserve all points of 
order. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I reserve all points of order. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I would like to know what 
the point of order is upon. 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. I want to make the point of order, 
ifthe gentleman desires to know, on the clause commencing 
with the words *' provided further,” in line 10, and including the 
word “interpreter.” 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. On what page? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. On page2!. Itincludespartof line 
10 and lines 11, 12, 13, and 14, not including the words ‘‘ twenty 
thousand dollars,” but down to that point. I might make it on 
the whole paragraph. 

The point of order I can state in a nutshell. This is entirely 
new. ‘This is legislation, and does not come within the rule. It 
allows the Secretary of State to make such allowance as he may 
see proper to any interpreter for clerical services in addition to 
his pay as an interpreter. There is no limit to it. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Kentucky on the point of order. 

Mr.SPRINGER. The amount appropriated is a limit. 

Mr. HITT. The point of order, as I understand it, does not 
include the last words in that proviso, that is, the words that 
terminate the para »raph—$20,000, 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I understand that the gen- 
tleman s point of order is against the whole paragraph, com- 
mencing with the allowance to clerks. 

Mr. HITT. It bagins on line 10, with the words, ‘‘ provided 
further,” and includes the word ‘‘interpreter,” on line 13. 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. That is right. I have no desire 
to make the point of order on the appropriation. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I was about 
to offer an amendment fixing the amount at $25,000 at the end 
of that paragraph. If there is any language in the paragraph 
which is dilierent from existing law I am willing for it to be 
stricken out. I hold in my hand the estimates for appropria- 
tions for 1394-95, and the language in the last appropri .tion 
bill arid this one seemsto have the same meaning, but the words 
have been changed a little. Does the gentleman object to the 
amount, $25,000. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. [ am not objecting to the appro- 
priation at all, but I am objecting to this legislation that is en- 
tirely new, commencing with the words, ‘‘ provided further,” 
on line 10, and including the word ‘‘interpreter,” on line 13. 

Mr. HITT. Those words in the estimate are not in the stat- 
ute. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. But it seems that by the act 
of March 1, 1893, last year we appropriated $20,000 for this pur- 

ose. . 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes; but without this legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands, the gentleman 
from Illinois insists that there is no existing law vesting this 
discretion in the Secretary of State, and if there is none, then, 
as a matter of course, the point of order is well taken. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard on that 
before the Chair rules. This is an appropriation as follows: 


Allowance for clerks at consulates, to be expended under the direction of 
the Secretary of state at consulates not herein provided for in respect to 
clerk hire, no greater portion of this sum _ than 3500 to be allowed to any one 
consulatein any one fiscal year: Provided, That the total sum expended in 
one year shall not exceed the amount appropriated: And provided surther, 
That out of any amount hereby appropri the Secretary of State may 
make such allowance as may to him seem proper ‘to any interpreter for 
clerical services in addition to his pay as interpreter, $20,000. 


Now, if you leave out the two provisos there would follow 
simply the sum of ‘‘ twenty thousand dollars,” and to that, as I 
understand, there would be no objection. But the gentleman 
makes objection to these words, “Provided that out of the 
amount hereby appropriated the Secretary of State may make 
such allowance as may to him seem proper to any interpreter 
for clerical services in addition to his payas interpreter.” That 
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proviso simply means that if the Secretary of State, in making 
this allowance to any consulate chooses, to employ the inter- 
preter as clerk, this amount of $500 can be paid to him in addition 
to his pay as interpreter. It does not contemplate any increase 
of expenditures, but simply selects the employé who may receive 
two salaries, and there is no law ngainst that now. 

The CHAIRMAN. Butis there any law that authorizes it? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The money is to ynded under the 
direction of the Secretary of State, and there is no prohibition 
of that. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 


is DO OXDp 


Mr. Chairman, I hold in my 


hand the appropriation bill approved July 6, 1892, of which this 
paragraph is an exact copy; I have veriiied it. 
Mr.CANNON of lllinois. Here is the appropriation bill— the 


existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that he does not re- 
gard an appropriation law as the ‘‘existing law” within the 
meaning of the rule. The appropriation is only the law for the 
fiscal year, and undoubtedly the -ule refers to a permanent ex- 
isting law. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. But we have been making 
such appropriations for a number of years. 

The CHAIRMAN. And could undoubtedly make the anpro- 
priation now unless the point of order was made. The Chair 
will call the attention of the gentleman from Kentucky to tho 
fact that he has before him the act of 1893-'94,in which this 
provision does not appear. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, this is not an increase of 
appropriation, but simply a direction as to the manner in which 
the money appropriated may be expended, and in all the deci- 
sions that have prevailed here since | have boenamember of this 
body, it has been always held that in appropriating money, 
where the appropriation was authorized by law, Congress might 
determine the manner in which and the purposes for which it 
should be expended—that that was a question of legislative dis- 
cretion. , 

The CHAIRMAN. The House has aright even to increaso 
the amount. There is no prohibition against that. Th» pro- 
hibition is against a change of existing law except cases where 
it retrenches expenditures by the reduction of the number and 
salary of officers of the United States, or by the reduction of the 
compensation of any person paid out of the Treasury of the 
United States, or by the reduction of the amounts of money cov- 
ered by the bill. No amendment which changes existing law is 
in order upon an appropriation bill unless it conforms to one of 
these requirements. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But this issimply a direction as to the por- 
sons to whom the Secretary of State may allow this money. 

The CHAIRMAN. But it is a direction diiferent from tho 
existing law. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I insist that it is not. 


The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman ean furnish the Chair a 
reference to existing law which authorizes the Secretary o 
State to exercise this discretion, the Chair will overrule the 


point of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Take this whole paragraph; the first part 
of it gives him authority to expend this money in any way he 
sees fit, not to exceed an allowance of $500 to each oflice: and 
then it goes further and says that he may allow this $500 to an- 
other employé of the consulate who is now acting as an inter- 
preter. This is simply a declaration of the object for which the 
appropriation is made by Congress, and such a provision, as I 
understand, has never been held to come within the inhibition 
of the rule referred to. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands, the object of 
this rule is to prevent legislation of any kind, whether of great 
or of small importance, on appropriation bilis. The Chair un- 
derstands that the rule expressly prohibits any amendment 
changing existing law, unless in the direction of reducing ex- 
penditures, because the House in its wisdom has judged best 
that we shail not legislate upon appropriation bills. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ifthe Chair will pardon me,I think the 
Chair misconceives the meaning of the term “ legislation” ag 
used in the rule. This is not a general statu'e; thisis not leg- 
islation in the sense of the rule; this does not prescribeany rule 
of action to govern anyone hereafter. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman respond to this in- 
quiry of the Chair; is there any existing law authorizing the 
Secretary of State to use this money in this way? 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is no law authorizing him to expend 
any of this money after the 3Jth of June next. We are now 
making a-law for the coming year. 

The CHAIRMAN. But is there any law that authorizes him 
to expend any money which may be appropriated in this way? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Not after the 30th of June next. He can 
not make any of these expenditures after that time. 
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Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. But he has been author- 
ized —— 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
ation bill to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without intending to engage in a collo- 
quy with the gentleman from the chair, the Chair will remark 
that under the provision of the rule it is in order on a gen- 
eral appropriation bill to appropriate for objects already au- 
thorized by law or in continuance of such objects. These com- 
mercial egencies are authorized, these consulates are author- 
ized; but the appropriation, in the opinion of the Chair, must 
be made for them in the way authorized by law. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Chair misunderstood me, I think. 
My point was that this is not legislation in thesenseof the rule. 
The rule, in speaking of legislation, has reference to laws which 
are to survive the appropriation bill. This provision will live 
only with the appropriation bill of which it is a part. It 
simply prescribes the manner in which the money shall be ex- 
pended. If we should strike out the whole paragraph, there 
would be no law, after the 30th of June next, authorizing any 
payment to anybody for any service of this kind. We are now 
making the law on that subject. 

Mr. SAYERS. The provision does not apply to the whole 
paragraph. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I know it does not. 
thing from line 4 down to line 14. 

Mr. SAYERS. Not at all. 

Mr. BRETZ. Only down tothe words‘ and provided further,” 
in line 10. 

Mr. SPRINGER (reading). 

That out of the amount hereby appropriated the Secretary of State may 
make such allowance as may to him seem proper to any interpreter for 
clerical services in addition to his pay as interpreter. 

That is, for clerk hire at consulates, to be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of State. This is simply a direction 
as to how the money we are now appropriating shall be ex- 

nded; and such a provision has never been regarded as ‘' legis- 
ation” in any decision heretofore made, so far as I know. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. HITT. I move to amend by inserting after the word 
‘‘twenty,” in line 13, the word “five ”—— 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I was about to move that 
amendment on behalf of the committee. 

Mr. HITT. I yield to the gentleman, of course. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I move to amend by inserting 
* five’ after ‘“‘ twenty,” in line 13, so as to make the amount of 
the appropriation $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. This will necessitate a corres 
dition to the total as given in a subsequent line. 
ment will be made, if there be no objection. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. [ move to amend by striking out 
‘‘Antwerp,” in line 21, on page 19. I move this amendment for 
the purpose of calling attention to the manner in which this 
cler hire is apportioned; and if the committee will indulge me 
in perhaps a little more than five minutes, I think time will be 
saved thereby, because I wish to give notice of an amendment 
which I propose to offer for the purpose of curing what, in my 
judgment, is an abuse attaching to this class of expenditure. 

‘ake, for instance, Liverpool, where the receipts for fees are $30,- 
000 a year, theallowance there forclerk hire is$2,000. The allow- 
ance is the same at Havana. But in London, with receipts 
amounting to $65,000 a year, the allowance is only $1,600; and at 
Shanghai the allowance for clerk hire is $1,600—the same as at 
London—although the receipts are only $6,500. 

At Antwerp we find the allowance is $1,500, while at Berlin 
it is only $1,200; yet at Berlin the receipts for fees are $14,000, 
while at Antwerp they are only $3,650. So you may run through 
all these allowances. Turn to page 20 of thisbill. At Toronto 
the allowance is $800, although only $4,800 in fees is collected; 
while at Glasgow the allowance is also $800, while $14,000 in 
fees is collected. So we find these discrepanciesall along. Go- 
ing a little farther, we find $800 allowed as clerk hire at Guaya- 
quil, where the total business yields only $2,000 in fees, while 
at Glasgow, yielding $14,000, the allowance for clerk hire is the 
same—Ss00). 

So we come now to Tangier. This gets $800 for clerk hire by 
this bill. The total amount of feescollected during the last year 
was only $286. You get as much for clerk hire at Tangier asat 
Glasgow, that great commercial center that yields $14,000 in 
fees. Beirut, at which the fees collected were $900, has an al- 
lowance by this bill of $480. Horgen gets $600, with $1,100 of 
fees; while Prague, with $8,000 in fees, gets but $480 for clerk 
hire, or only one-half as much as Tangier gets in another class. 
So I might read all through this class of allowances. 


He has been authorized in every appropri- 


It applies to every- 


nding ad- 
hat amend- 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, it is an abuse; it is an abuse that brings 
criticism that is deserved, and which should not be brought on 
the consular and foreign service and on the State Department. 
It brings criticism on the intelligence of this House. I suppose 
it has grown up here one year after another, and probably from 
the commencement, and the result is that this service is a piece 
of patchwork without propriety or justice init. It abounds in 
favoritism at every step. 

Now, I mean to give notice that I will offer the following 
amendment. I withdraw the one I offered and offer the amend- 
ment Isend to the desk, to come in at the end of the paragraph, 
on page 21. 

he CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided further, That hereafter there shall not be allowed to and paid 
during any fiscal year at any consulate on account of clerk hire asum which 
will exceed 15 per cent of the total official fees received and accounted for 
atany such consulate during the next preceding fiscal year; and the bal- 
ance of any appropriation made under this act for clerk hire in excess of 
said 15 per cent shall be covered into the Treasury. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Illinois to offer this amendment at the proper place. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthere be no further amendments to offer 
to the paragraph, the amendment of the gentleman from I]linois 
is now in order. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
ment—— 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 
from Kentucky rise? 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. To debate the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Then, there being nofurther amendments, 
the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois is before the 
a a and the Chair recognizes the gentleman from IIli- 
nois. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, Mr. Chairman, I offer this 
amendment in good faith, becuuse I believe, after the best ex- 
amination I am able to give to the question, in the light of the 
little experience I have had, that it will amply provide for the 
allowance of clerks at the consulates throughout the world, and 
it seems to me will breed great saving in this service. 

I have pointed out the anomalies that exist in the apportion- 
ment of this clerk hire. I have each consulate in the service 
marked with the amount of fees on my bill, and I fix the amount 
by this proposition at what would seem to be reasonable. 

For instance, it would not increase or decrease the allowance 
for clerk hire at Liverpool, where the receipts are $30,000, and 
would leave the Secretary of State power to grant whatever the 
necessities of the public service in his judgment required. So 
it would be at Havana; so also at London. At Shanghai, where 
the receipts are $6,500, instead of giving $1,600 for clerk hire, the 
same amount that is given at London, it would give in round num- 
bers $1,000, which would be the 15 per cent, and is quite ample. 
So that you might turn over on page 20 of the bill, at Southam 
ton, where last year the fees were only $325, at which point this 
bill provides $750 for clerk hire; the officer is, I believe, getting 
$2,500 a year—— . 

Mr. HITT. That is correct. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It would give him for clerk hire 
in round numhers $50, quite enough considering that there is 
no business there. The amendment does not affect the salary, 
but as there is no business he does not need any clerk. Why 
should there be as much paid at Southampton, where there is 
no business at all, as at London, where ourreceipts are $65,000 a 
tog from official fees? So it would run on clear through the 


I will say in advocacy of the amend- 


It gives the Secretary of State the discretion. He does not 
have to give the 15 per cent; would not give it unless it was 
necessary, but he can not give over that amount, after you pay 
the rent of the consulate, after you give him fuel and light, fur- 
nish interpreters and messengers, after you pay his salary and 
all contingent expenses, it seems to me that 15 per cent of the 
—_ receipts from fees is quite enough to expend for clerk 

re 


I believe the amendment ought to be adopted; I know it is in 
the line of economy and good legislation, comes within the 
rule, and will benefit the service. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, Iam surprised 
at the position taken by my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
if he isin earnest. In the Forty-seventh Congress the distin- 
guished gentleman from [Illinois [Mr. CANNON] was a member 
of the Committee on ee and was, also, as I am in- 
formed,on the subcommittee which had charge of the consular 
and diplomatic appropriation biil; for at that time the consular 
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and diplomatic appropriation bill was reported to the House by 
the Committee on Appropriations. When that Committee on 
Appropriations, of which the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON] was a member, reported the consular and diplomatic ap- 

ropriation bill to this House, it contained the same provisions 
n regard to allowances for clerks at consulates which are con- 
tained on page 19of this bill, which he is now seeking tochange. 

In the Fifty-first Congress, when my friend from Illinois [ Mr. 
Hirt] was chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, his 
committes reported two appropriation bills to this House, and 
both those appropriation bills contained provisions identical with 
the provisions now in the bill which the gentieman from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON] is seeking tochange. He certainly has not ex- 
amined with care the duties of clerksor the business of the con- 
suls or he would not have offered the amendment which he has 
offered to-day. I have not time, and it is not necessary for me 
to go over allof these consulates to show how necessary it is that 
they should have clerks, but I will refer to afew. The gentle- 
man dwelt specially upon Tangier, and he would allowthe clerk 
at Tangier only a fewdollars,or 15 per centof the fees. Tangier 
is both a diplomatic and judicial office. Our consul there per- 
forms precisely the same dutiesas his diplomatic colleagues rep- 
resenting European powers in that country, who are far better 
paid than he. Tangier is the seat of government for interna- 
tional purposes, and is the residence of the Moroccan minister 
of foreign affairs. 

Yet the gentleman would deny the consul at that pointaclerk, 
for he would allow the clerk but five or six dollars, and he could 
not get one for that amount. We have had aclerk at that point 
for many years. A clerk was allowed at Tangier by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations in the Forty-seventh Congress, when 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON| was a member of the 
committee. The same item was allowed in the Fifty-first Con- 
gréss, in the appropriation bill reported to this House by the 
gentleman from [llinois |Mr. Hirt}. 

Now, take Beirut, another place where the gentleman pro- 
poses to do away with the clerk. That is an important point. 
American missionary organizations are there, and trouble has 
occurred thera repeatedly, requiring the intervention of our 
consul. There are, besides, some important sources of informa- 
tion relative to the progress of epidemic diseases from Asia into 
Europe. Ifthe gentleman from Illinois |Mr. CANNON| will hunt 
up the reports made by our consul at that point, he will find that 
they ave very interesting, and that they have been of great 
service. 

Then again the gentleman refers to Southampton, and he pro- 
poses under his amendment that at Southampton only 15 per 
centof the official fees shall be paid totheclerk. The gentleman 
has not studied this question. Does he know that to-day the 
North German Lloyd steamers all land at Southampton? Does 
he know that to-day some of the finest American steamers land 
at Southampton? Does he know that this is, for Americans, one 
of the most important places in Europe? It would be impossible 
for the consul to get along there without a clerk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. MCCREARY] has expired. 

Mr. HITT. I will yield five minutes to my colleague. 

Mr. McCCREARY of Kentucky. No, I thank the gentleman, 
but I will not take the time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to strike out the last line. I want 
tocallattention to the fact that if this amendment were adopted, 
it would make avery unjust discrimination in the compensation 
of the clerks at many of our consuiates. For instance, as the 
gentleman from Kentucky |Mr. MCCREARY] has just stated, take 
the consulate atSouthampton. The fees at that place were only 

264lastyear.. Fifteen per cent upon that would be less than $40 
for clerk hire at Southampton, a place at which American ships 
are touching every few days, a place where the interests of this 
country are very important, and where there are few fees. The 
gentleman proposes to make the clerk hire there $40 per year, 

Take Victoria, British Columbia, where the {ees are $1,000 a 

year. The gentleman would reduce the clerk hire to$150. That 
s one of the most important consulates on the continent to the 
United States, but there are few fees received there. 

Take the place at Smyrna, one of the most important consu- 
latesin Turkey. The fees are only $1,700a year, and this amend- 
ment would reduce the cierk hire to $256 instead of $800, the 
amount provided for in this bill. 

Ido not know whether my distinguished colleague has any 
motive in this amendment other than that which appears upon 
the face of it or not, but it is possible that he may have had in 
view this very place at Smyrna, where a distinguished citizen 
of his own district, Mr. Madden, has been sent as consul; a gen- 
tleman who in the campaign for the Fifty-second Congress was 
a Republican, but who unfortunately for my friend was found 
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upon the side of those opposing himin that contest. The re- 
sult of the election was the defeat of the distinguished gentle- 
man who has _— spoken. Now, Mr. Madden came forward and 
very cheerfully voted for Mr. Cleveland at the last election, and 
has been made consul at this place. I hope the gentleman will 
except this place for the sake of not being accused of any per- 
sonal desire to affect'a gentleman who injured him perhaps in 
the campaign in his district. 

I hope he will except this place from the operation of his 
amendment. Iam sure the gentleman has no desire to reduce 
the clerk hire at this consulate from $300 to $250. Smyrnaisa 
very important place, although the fees are not large. There 
are three or four large missionary stations at that place, and our 
missionaries require a great deal of attention for their protec 
tion. American citizens are traveling at that place all the time. 
It is a city of 200,000 inhabitants, and a place at which the ships 
passing from Europe through the Suez Canal generally stop, go- 
ing that way to take passengers on and off. For these reasons 
the place is very important, It seems to me that my colleague 
does not desire to strike down the clerk hire at this place, and 
other places that [ have named, and I hope thatif he insists upon 
this amendment he will ask that Smyrna be excepted from its 
provisions. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I rise to oppose the amendment of 
my colleague from Illinois, which I believe was to strike out the 
last word. I have offered an amendment in good faith to regu- 
late the allowance of clerk hire to consuls all about this earth, 
and I tried to explain why I offered the amendment. It will re- 
sult, if adopted, in the saving of a great many hundred thousand 
dollars every year to the Treasury, and would not, in my judg- 
ment, impair the public service. 

Mr. SICKLES. What is going to happen when the consul is 
away? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Just what now happens—the vice- 
consul is his representative and acts as if he were the consul. 
The law provides for that. 





Mr. SICKLES. No, not always. 
Mr. CANNON of illinois. I will come to that a little further 


on. I have already called attention to the necessity for this 
provision on account of the abuses that have crept into this 
service. My friend from Illinois | Mr. SPRINGER}, however, 
looking with a microscope, along the line of personal interest 
and personal hurt, has discovered that an alleged distinguished 
citizen from my town—and he says he is distinguished be- 
cause he opposed my election; | grant it—is the consul at 
Smyrna. Well, now, as to Smyrna. The consul there is paid 
$2,500 salary, with $2,500 allowances; and therefore that consul- 
ate costs $5,000. The fees at Smyrna I notice are $1,700 a year. 
Now, if this clause passes it would apply the same rule to this 
consul that it does to the consul at Tangiers, Southampton, 
London, and every other consulate in the world. ‘The amend- 
ment does not affect the salaries of these officers, and gives 15 
per cent of the fees, no less and no more, for consul services; 
and when it gives that it would give him, as well as the others, 
sufficient. 

I will say to my friend [Mr. SPRINGER] that I want to con- 
gratulate him upon the accession to various offices in the De- 
partmentof State and under itfrom the Republican party. They 
were not the best timber we had. But 1 will admit that there 
are a good many men better than the man that my colleague has 
spoken of, both Mugwumps and renegades, who were not diss 
posed to vote against Mr. Cleveland but voted for him, while 
they insisted that they were the best Republicans upon the earth! 
Well, they were drafted from private life and put into public 
life. You have one of themat the head of the Department. 
Now, I can find you more of the same kind of timber if you want 
it. I expect you can find them in New York, General, by the 
hundred, that would take these places. 

Mr. SICKLES. No: they disdain office. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. You think they ‘disdain ojlice.” 
Well, it is not so out in my country. 

Mr. SICKLES. It is ‘‘ sour grapes,” maybe, there. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will say to my friend from Illi- 
ndis, who so kindly referred to my defeat in 1890, I was defeated. 
Yes; I made the best three weeks’ fight I could. I was beaten 
by a little over 500 votes. It was not my fault. I did what I 
could legitimately te avoid it. [Laughter.] In 1892 it was not 
500; but I beat my opponent 1,500. But I will say to my friend 
what perhaps will be of much more interest to him, that there 
is a gentleman who lives in his new district, one James A. Con- 
nolly, who is not a Mugwump or a renegade Republican, but 
“true blue,” who will give him all he wants to do in 1894. 
| Laughter and applause.] He came within 400 votes of beating 
=o ue when he had a district with 5,000 majority in 1886, 

he CHAIRMAN. Thetime of the gentieman has expired. 
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Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I hope I may have time to finish 
this sentence. 

Mr. SICKLES. Iask unanimous consent thatthe gentleman’s 
time be extended five minutes. 

Mr. MONEY. I object. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will manage to finish my state- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentieman from Illinois. The Chair supposes the pro forma 
amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, then, Mr. Chairman, I rise 
purposely tomove to strike out the lasttwo words. [Laughter.] 

r. MCCKEARY of Kentucky. The gentleman had consumed 
five minutes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, now, I have offered another 
amendment, and propose to have partof another five minutes. 

Mr. McCREAKY of Kentucky. The gentleman has already 
cors:med five minutes. 

Mr. CANNON of INinois. But now I have offered another 
amendment, and I propose to consume part of another five min- 
utes in speaking on that. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois, Mr. 
SPRINGER, consumed five minutes in speaking on an amend- 
ment, and the gentleman from Lllinois Mr. CANNON, consumed 
five minutes in reply. That amendment being withdrawn the 
gentleman from Illinois Mr. CANNON, now offers another 
amendment 

Mr. MoCREARY of Kentucky. Does the Chair hold that a 
gentleman can speak five minutes, then withdraw his amend- 
ment, and then renew it and speak another five minutes? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment can not be withdrawn 
except by unanimous consent, and of course the committee can 
prevent that by refusing unanimous consent; but the prior 
amendment being withdrawn without objection, the amendment 
now proposed is clearly in order because it is an amendment to 
an amendment. Of course, as the Chair has said, the commit- 
tee have it in their power to close debate. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, Mr. Chairman, to conclude 
the sentence that I was about concluding when I ws interrupted 
[laughter }, I wish to say to my honored co ue from the State 
of Lilinois that I commend to his attention the race that is to 
come next fall, because I think he is more interested in that than 
in last year's bird s nest or in the bird 6 nest of 1590, when certain 

ntlemen here were defeated. Let me say to him also, with 

ove and affection [laughter], admiring him as I do, standing as 

he does always ready to grant anybody a personal favor, but in 
politics absolutely without the power to distinguish between 
right and wroog |jlaughter}—let me say to him that I admire 
him greatly, — that personally my fee are with him. 

I know that he has journeyed through the valley of tribula- 
tion along with the halanes ef us. He has been snatched occa- 
sionally as a brand from the burning. He has been successful 
so far in his district. I know that when he goes into the con- 
test in the race that is now before him he will be a little bit 
handicapped. I do not set that against him; I rather admire 
seeing him jump up smiling under the circumstances. I ac- 
knowledge that he is the coe man in the House upon bis 
side. They have de im from leadership; they have de- 
spitefully used him; but after all God makes leaders, you know 

aughter|, and like es my colleague, Brother SPRINGER, 
springs eternal. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, [shall adjust crape around my arm and go 
intomourning next fall when he is defeated; but I can not helpit. 
And now I want to say to him in conclusion that 1 can stand the 
Mugwump who was drafted into the service by the Mugwump 
Secretary of State now at the head of that Department —that I can 
stand the Mugwump who claims to have beena Republican at one 
time and who now graces the consulship at Smyrna, if my friend 
and his Democratic colleagues canstand seeing their Democratic 
constituents who bere the heat and the burthen of the day 
through all the long years past left at home, while these super- 
serviceable gentlemen whoserved a minute at theeleventh hour, 
and then under false pretenses get these — of trust and 
profit. {Lau — on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. MoCREARY of Keutueky. Mr. Chairman, I 
debate on this paragraph be closed. [Laughter.] 

The motion was ag 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. CANNON 
of Illinois. the Chairman declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I ask for a rising vote. 

The committee again divided: and there were—ayes 32, noes 
93; so the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


PREPARATION OF CONSULAR AND OTHER COMMERCIAL REPORTS. 
eee, a ne ee ‘the Department 
State, of the consular and other commercial capertn iaiaione Uneaten toe. 
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ters to chambers of commerce. $20,000: Provided, That all terms of measure, 
weight, and money shall be reduced to and expressed in terms of the meas- 
ure, Weight, and coin of the United States, as well as in foreign terms. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I call attention to the proviso at 
the end of that paragraph. I donot understand it, and I reservo 
the point. of order with the view of making it, unless the chair- 
man can explain the matter and show the necessity for this pro- 
viso. It is new legislation. 

Mr. MONEY. If the gentleman will permit me,I will explain 
that proviso, as it was pluced in the billon my motion. Thecon- 
suiar reports, which are published at an expense of $20,000 and 
which contain information that is valuab e to the American peo- 
ple, contain much information which is expressed in the terms 
of measure, weight, and coin of foreign countries, terms which 
are not understvod by the average Americvn reader, and the de- 
sign of this provision is to have those foreign terms reduced to 
American equivalents. 

For instance, instead of expressing amounts as kilograms, 
kilometers, liters, francs, florins, etc., they will be expressed as 
ounces, pounds, bushels, dollars, cents, in order that our Amer- 
ican people may the more reaiily understand them. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is the way these matters 
would appear in the consular reports which we all get? 

Mr. MONEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. I think that is a very good pro- 
vision. If that is what it means, there is no objection to it. 

The Clerk resuming the reading, read the idtowing: 


CONTINGENT EXPENSES, UNITED STATES CONSULATES. 


Expense of providing all such stationery, blanks, record and other books, 
seals, presses, flags, signs, rent, postage, furniture. statistics, newspapers, 
freight (foreign and domestic). telegrams. advertising, messenger service, 
traveling expenses.of consular officers and consular clerks, compensation 
of Chinese writers, and such other miscellaneous expenses as the President 
may think necessary for the several consulates, consular agencies, and com- 
mercial agencies in the transaction of their business, $150,000. 


Mr. HITT. I move to amend by striking out, in the last line 
of the paragraph just read, the words “one hundred and fifty,” 
and inserting ‘two hundred,” so as to make the amount of this 
appropriation for contingent expenses of consulates $200,000. In 
support of this amendment I will submit to the Committee of 
the Whole a few words which were submitted by Secretary 
Gresham and read to the subcommittee when he requested that 
this amendment tothe bill be made. The chief of the consular 
bureau emphasized these points to me afterward; and I know 
something of the facts myself. 

The amount that the Secretary of State asks is $200,000. The 
ainount named in the bill, $150,000, is the sum which has been 
annually appropriated for eight years; and I once, when chair- 
man, reported a billappropriating that amount for this purpose. 
I make these statements in order to save the chairman of the 
committee |Mr. McCreary of Kentucky] the trouble of repeat- 
ing again the fact that I once reported such bill. It proved in- 
sufficient and was made up in the deficiency bill. 

The fact is, the expenditure for this particular purpose or this 
body of purposes ed *‘contingent expenses” is not, with our 
vast system of consulates, easily controllable. 

In 1885-86 when the appropriation was $150,000 there was a de- 
ficiency of $40,000. There has been adeficiency nearly every 
year. In 1886-’87 the expenditure was $147,000; in 1887-88 it 
was $164,000; in 1888-89, $187,000. It will be observed that the 
oe grew as the service grew, and as our commerce 
and our country have grown. In 1$v0~91 itreached $228,000; in 
1891-92, $228,000; and in this last year, notwithstanding the 
most strenuous efforts of a new Administration, which always 
endeavors to improve upon its predecessor (and I take it for 
granted thateverything was done with the utmost sincerity and 
earnestness to carry out economy that the new Secretary could 
devise) he wasconstrained to expend $191,000 for this purpose. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. HITT. Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. Would it not be very natural that the expen- 
ditures under this item for the last fiscal year should have been 
greater than they wil! be for the next fiscal year in view of the 
change of consulates throughout the different countries? 

Mr. HITT. It would not be, because the increases from 

s will be in the expenditures for salaries of officers, not 
for rent, not for postage, not for furniture. 

Mr. SAYERS. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will be 

ranted sufficient time to make his statement on this subject, 

use the Committee on Appropriations have been obliged 
every year to make an appropriation for deficiencies, I believe, 
f this iv branch of the service. 


Mr. . Almost every year it has been done. 

Mr. SAYERS. Do not these deficiencies very oftenarise from 
the fact that the allowances to the eonsulates at different posts 
are oftentimes greater than their importance demands? 
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Mr. HITT. I think, asa matter of fact, that sometimes occurs: 
but it is due to truth to say also that the officers who are now in 
that Department and their predecessors were sincerely anxious 
to allot only what was proper—— 

fr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. HITT. And they often allot what they know is too little. 
I know that within the last three months the chief of the Consu- 
lar Bureau has disallowed or cut down applications for contin- 

encies, such as furniture, postage, blanks, stationery, when he 

lieved they were requisite, and told me so: but he had to cut 

down as much as possible because of the limit of the appropria- 
tion. 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I can not recall the different 
posts at which these allowances were made during the last fiscal 
year or the previous fiscal year. But what | intend to say ap- 
plies to one year as well as to another. I remember that in the 
statement of expenditure under this meee which has 
been furnished the committee we have discovered many places 
where the allowance for messenger service was entirely out of 
proportion to the necessities of the place. 

Mr. HITT. Was that in Turkey? 

Mr. SAYERS. No, at other places. It occurs to me that 
$150,000 ought to be sufficient. I had intended, if the proposi- 
tion met the approval of the gentleman in charge of this bill, to 
offer an amendment to this clause, providing that no deficiency 
whatever shall be incurred in the expenditure of this appropria- 
tion. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, the difficulty the Department 
would encounter if such a provision were put in the law is this: 
the service must go on; and there is now a permanent statute 
which allows for one of these items—rent—a sum equal to 20 per 
cent on the salaries of the consuls. That is expected to go for 
rent: and everybody who is familiar with our consular service 
knows that the 799 consulates are now badly and cheaply 
housed. 

That sum for rent, computed on the basis of the statute and 
existing salaries is $101,0U0, for that single item, and the whole 
sum appropriated for the nineteen items that make what are 
called ‘‘contingent expenses of the consulates” is but $150,000. 

Take another item that no Department can control and ought 
not to control or deny, the item of postage. A man does not 
write to a consul for amusement. A merchant does not send let- 
ters of inquiry in regard to prices and markets for fun. Itis 
the most important correspondence to the people that there is 
in the service. It is one of the mdst important functions for 
which consuls are created—to disseminate information that will 
promote, encourage, and facilitate the trade of our people with 
foreign nations. That item last year was $26,000. Now, itis 
known that this can not be controlled by statute. It can be de- 
nied: we can refuse the money to pay the postage on letters, and 
cut off merchants from deriving in:ormation from the consuls 
whom we send out to gather that very information. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Will the gentleman 
permit me to ask him a question in connection with the rents? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. I would ask consent that 
the gentleman proceed, or will move to strike out the last word 
for the purpose of asking him a question. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman will pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. The 20 per cent to 
which the gentleman refers for rent is, I believe, the maximum? 
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statistics, freight, advertising, newspapers, telegrams, messen- 
ger service, traveling expenses of consuls under orders, Chinese 
writers in certain regions, and other expenses. 

Now, I take it that the Secretary was faithful and honest in 
his statement to us, his officers confirm it, and it conforms tothe 
the information I had from the Department and ali sources. It 
seems to me that the frank and direct way for the House is to go 
forward and treat the Department as if it were telling the truth 
and endeavoring to perform faithfully the duties incumbent upon 
it, and not try by a device of this kind, by app.rently low appro- 
priations, to make a record of economic pretense which will 
either be corrected in the Senate or put over toa doticiency bill 
to be passed after the next election. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. The paragraph in the bill 
under consideration is that referring to contingent expenses of 
United States consulates. The gentleman from Lllinois otfers 
an amendment to increase the amount appropriated from $150,- 
000 to $200,000. It has been manifest throughout the lengthy 
discussion of the paragraphs of this bill that gentlemen on the 
othersideare very anxious toincrease the appropriations. When 
we have reached the last page of the bill thereisan effort to in- 
crease the amount $50,000, 

Now, what is the record of the House o!f Representativesin the 
past? The gentleman from Illinois who has just taken his seat, 
who was chairman of the Committee on Foreizn Affairs in the 
Fifty-first Congress, thought $150,000 was suflicient to pay the 
contingent expenses of consulates when his party was in power. 

But how was it in 1883, IS84, and 1885? It was thought suffi- 
cient then that $110,000 be appropriated to pay the contingent 
expenses of United States consulates, and the gentlemen on the 
other side now desire, after ten years have passed. that we shall 
double the amount appropriated to pay these contingent ex- 
penses. There is no necessity for the adoption of the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HITT. The Secretary calis for it. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The Secretary of State may 
want an increase of appropriation, but he did not offer any- 
thing that convinced the committee. The gentleman from I[ILi- 
nois himself, as a member of the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs, and also as a member of the subcommittee, voted for 
$150, 0 0. 

Mr. HITT. 
every time. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 
to the committee —— 

Mr. HITT. Idid. The gentleman will pardon me for inter- 
rupting him. I opposed this reduction all the way through. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The gentleman may have op- 
posed it, but I do not remember his voting against it. 

I do not understand why it is that in the nine years from 1885 
to 1894 we-should double the amount to be appropriated to 
pay the contingent expenses of United States consulates. It 
was only $110,000 ten years ago, and now we are asked for $200,- 
000. If we propose to be economical, if we have pledged our- 
selves to retrenchment and reform, we should commence here. 
There is no necessity, in my opinion, for the adoption of this 
amendment. I therefore ask the committee to adopt the para- 
graph as it is in the bill, appropriating $150,000 to pay the con- 
| tingent expenses of United States consulates. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is ex- 
hausted. 

Mr. TUCKER. I move to strike out the last word. On yes- 
terday my friend from Illinois [Mr. Hirr], in speaking to the 


Not at all. I beg pardon. I voted against it 


When the bill was reported 


That is to say,the Department is permitted to expend a sum | amendment in reference to the paying of unofficial fees of con- 


equal to 20 per cent of the salary for rent? 

Mr. HIT. That is the law. 

ibe. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. But it is not obliga- 
tory? 

Mr. HITT. Itis not obligatory on the Departmentto expend 
the entire 20 per cent. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. And, in point of fact, 
this sum of $101,000 is not expended for that object? 

Mr. HITT. No. Theamount actually expended last year for 
rent by the Department was, by cutting down the applic itions 
and disallowing them, reduced to $83,000, as I remember it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky. Something about that, 
as I recollect. 

Mr. HITT. And the Secretary of State and the chief of the 
Consular Bureau told me that they were going to strive still 
harder to cut or partially disallow «pplications until they would 
bring it down to 340,000 if they could. But they do not hope to 
get below that. 

But even that reduction would leave largely inadequate pro- 
vision, if som, omc is appropriated by this bill, for these sev- 
enteen other items which include furniture, blank books, station- 


ery, postage, seals, flags, signs, presses, record and other books, 


suls into the general fund of the Government, referred to the 
fact that there were abuses under that system, and that while Mr. 
Bayard was Secretary of State he issued an order which pre- 
vented, in a large measure, the abuses which were referred to 
on yesterday. 

Mr. HITT. InGreat Britain. 

Mr. TUCKER. I have that order in my hand, and I have no 
doubt that it fulfilled the mission for which it was intended, and 
that it did in great measure remedy any abuses which existed. 
That order having been issued by Mr. Bayard in September, 
1888, was in full force and effect until May, 1889, when the Hon. 
James G. Blaine, who was then Secretary of State, issued an 
ordersuperseding it, and doing away with any good effects which 
had been accomplished by the issuing of Mr. Bayard’s order 
These two orders I desire to have published in the Recorp. | 
do not desire to occupy time to have them read. 

There was no ob ection. 

Mr. HITT. The second order requires the taking of the oath, 
but does not require the collection of those fees. It should be 
understood that the order of Mr. Blaine required the oath, but 
the order of Mr. Bayard was intended to prevent the collection 
of extra fees, which have not been collected since. 
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Mr. TUCKER. I think my friend will find he is mistaken in 
saying that. 
fr.MONEY. The orders explain themselves very well. 
The orders referred to by Mr. TUCKER are as follows: 
(Circular. ] 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, September 7, 1888. 
To the consular officers of the United States: 


GENTLEMEN: Complaint has been made to the Department that consular 
officers in some places require declarations to invoices of goods exported 
to the United States to be, in all cases, verified under oath. 

The Revised Statutes provide (sections 2843, 2845) that no merchandise 
subject to ad valorem duty belonging to a person not residing at the ijme 
an the United States shall be admitted to entry unless the invoice is veri- 
fled by the oath of the owner or one of the owners. 

in no other case is verification under oath made essential. But section 
2862 provides as follows: 

“All consular officers are hereby authorized to require, before eens 
any invoice under the provisions of the eee sections, satisfactory evi- 
dence, either by the oath of the person presenting such invoices or other- 
wise, that such invoices are correct and true. In the exercise of the discre- 
tion hereby given, the consular officer shail be governed by such general or 
special reguiations or instructions as may from time to time be established 
or given by the Secretary of State.”’ 

In some countries, where an oath to be of legal force must be taken before 
a local magistrate or other officer, the fees of such officer form a tax on com- 
merce of which no pirt accrues to the benefitof the United States. Inother 
countries, owing to the impracticability of finding local officers competent 
to administer oaths, the requirement of an oath has been waived in all cases. 

There are large classes of cases in which the administration of an oath 
serves no good purpose in protecti the revenues of the Government. 
Thus, for goods on the free list, an oath is plainly unnecessary. In the case 
of goods subject to specific duty only (which are always weighed or meas- 
ured on entry in the United States) the oath of the owner or his agent can 
generally be of no value, as the person declaring to the invoice rarely knows 
of his own knowledge what is the quantity or weight of the goods embraced 
in the invoice; and the consular officer, if he suspects an understatement of 
quantity or weight, can amply protect the revenues by requiring other satis- 
factory evidence under section 28€2 of the Revised Statutes. 

Only where goods are subject to ad valorem duty is the oath of the owner 
deemed of any special value; and here two cases are presented: (1) When 
the goods belong to residents of the United States; (2) when they belong to 
nonresidents. In the first case alone is the administration of an oath dis- 
eretionary, and in the judgment of the Department it should not be required 
then, except when the consular officer has good reason to suspect the cor- 
rectness of the invoice. 

The following general instructions touching the exercise of the discretion 
given to consular officers by section 2862 of the Revised Statutes are, there- 
ee. established and given under the authority vested in the Secretary of 

tate, 

1, No oath shall hereafter be required for the verification of invoices of 
goods on the free list or subject to specific duty only. 

2. Invoices of merchandise subject to ad valorem duty, belonging to a per- 
son resident at the time in the United States, may be verified under oath, 
when the consular officer to whom it is produced has reason to suspect the 
correctness of the invoice, and not otherwise. 

lam, gentlemen, your obedient servant, 
























T. F. BAYARD. 


(Circular.] 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, May 2, 1899. 
To the Consular Officers of the United States: 


GENTLEMEN: In view of representations made by customs officials and 
others having knowledge of the practical working of the circular of Septem- 
ber 7, 1888 (concerning oaths to invoices), as to the impropriety and, in many 
eases, the impracticability of enforcing its provisions, you are hereby au- 
thorized and directed to regard the circular as suspended until further no- 
tice. From and after the receipt of this instruction, the verification of in- 
voices by oath will be regulated by the — of the statutes applicable 
to that subject, and by the discretion of the respective consular officers where 
discretion is vested in them by statute. Your attention is called, in this 
connection, to sections 2843, 2845, and 2862 of the Revised Statutes. 

Iam, gentlemen, your obedient servant, 
JAMES G. BLAINE. 


Mr. TUCKER. I withdraw my formal amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro- 

ed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirt}, 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

INTERNATIONAL UNION OF AMERICAN REPUBLICS. 

Commercial Bureau of American Republics, $10,000. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, I offer an amendment to line 15, and I 
wish to ask the chairman of the committee [Mr. McCREARy of 
Kentucky], who has charge of the bill, to accept the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Georgia. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That any moneys received from the sale of Bureau publications, 
from rents or other sources, may be paid to the disbursing officer of the 
State Department, to be placed to the credit of the Bureau fund. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Lreserve the point of order on that. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I ask the chairman of the committee to 
accept that amendment. I understand the Bureau is endeavor- 
ing to become self-sustaining. Formerly there was an appro- 
priation of $30,000 for this Bureau. The present bill carries 
only $10,000. We must admit, gentlemen, that if only $10,000 
are appropriated for this Bureau it means its death. It may be 
a slow death, but it will be certain. The question comes home 
to members of the committee whether the Bureau shall be kept 


or not. 
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I must frankly confess, Mr. Chairman, that rather than vote 
for $10,000 it would be batter to strike out the whole thing and 
let the matter go. But with this proviso that I have offered, 
giving the Bureau a chance to sell the books of the American 
republics, published by the Bureau, the superintendent in 
charge notifies me that the Bureau can become self-sustaining, 
and that in one year more it will be able to do withou: even the 
$10,000 which the present bill carries. 

Now, Mr. Chairman and the gentleman of the committee, if 
that be true—and I am so informed by the superintendent—the 
best thing we can do is to adopt that proviso, and after this 
year we will not be called upon for any appropriation whatever. 
Unless you do that it would be better to abolish the whole thing, 
one or the other. I ask for the adoption of the amendment. 

There is no appropriation in it, Mr. Chairman. There is no 
expense in it to the Government. I willstate just here that the 
expenses of the Bureau have been reduced; for instance, for 
rent from $3,000 to $1,200. In the administrative department of 
the Bureau quite a reduction in expenses has been made, and 
the increased receipts from the sale of the books is gradually 
growing every day, and the interest in the matter extends all 
over the land. My people and your people are very anxious to 
have these publications. It is true,and I must admit it is true, 
that the other American republics have not responded with 
their part of the expenditure as they should have responded, 
but Iam informed by the superintendent that the money due 
from these republics for 1893 was not called for until April, 1894; 
and perhaps that is the reason why we have not had the assist- 
ance from these other republics. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask that the amendment be again re- 
ported. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope that amendment will be agreed to 
[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!”] 

Mr.CANNON of Lllinois. [reserved the pointof order against 
that provision, and I want to find out just what it means to see 
whether or not I should insist upon the point of order. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I will state to the gentleman what it 
means, if I can, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. All right. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. In the first place, I suppose the whole 
matter was prejudiced in the minds of the committes from the 
fact that the other American republics had not responded with 
their pro rata share of the cost of these publications. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Let me ask the gentleman a ques 
tion right there. I understood him to say that it was April, 
1894, before they were asked to respond—this month? 

Mr. HITT. That is true. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is so. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Let me ask the gentleman another 
question right there. Was there any agreement between this 
country and the other republics upon this continent that this 
Bureau should be established and supported at common expense? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is my understanding. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And the Bure. was established, 
was organized here at Washington, and commenced this work; 
and that now, for the present fiscal year, they were not notified 
of the amount that they are expected to pay until about the time 
this bill was reported. = 

Mr. HITT. Sometime after it was reported. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No request for their share was made 
until April 10, 1894; and I do not know what response they may 
make and whether they will furnish their pro rata share of the 
money or not. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Let me ask my friend, further, 
$30,000 being the amount appropriated for this year, and this 
bill cutting it dewn to $10,000, if he is satisfied that without his 
proviso the work of the Bureau will be crippled? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It will not only be crippled, but almost 
be worthless. But with the $10,000, if the gentleman will per- 
mit me, and with the provision [ have offered as an amendment, 
the superintendent says the Bureau can not only be active and 
be made of increased interest to the country at large, but that it 
will become self-sustaining. Now, if that be true, let us give 
the Bureau a chance. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Does my friend.think this —— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired, 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. [ask the indulgence of the com: 
mittee, because I want to get information on this matter. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
may have five minutes longer. 

There was no objection, 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Does my friend think that the 
work of this Bureau is important to this country and to this con- 
tinent? 
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Mr. LIVINGSTON. I do. I think it is important to this | 


country to become better acquainted with other countries hav- 
ing similar forms of government to our own and akin to it in 
their institutions. 
that we will be much benefited. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
with the proposition to cutdownthisappropriation. How much 
does my friend think there ought to be appropriated for the 
support of this Bureau if his amendment were not adopted? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I hardly ever attempt to do that which 
is impossible and impracticable; therefore, I have not moved to 
amend by increasing this appropriation? 

Mr. CANNON of Ulinois. Why not? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It can not be done on the floor, if you 
want me to make an honest answer. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I want to ask why? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I have done the next best thing I could 
do; and I want my friend to accept it in good faith, as I have an- 
swered his questions in good faith. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. How much benefit does the gentle- 
man think these publications will be for which the $10,000 is to 
be paid? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I can not go into details, but I have this 
gentleman's assertion that they will make the Bureau self-sus- 
taining within the next twelve months. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I understood the gentleman from 
Illinois to ask the gentleman from Georgia a minute ago, whether 
he thought the publications of the Bureau were of use to our 

eople. 

: T want to say that on three occasions within the last month I 
have procured publications of that Bureau to be sent to con- 
stituents of mine who desired information relating to other 
countries of South America in which they propose to make in- 
vestments, and in the last two or three days I have received 
letters acknowledging receipt of the publications, and stating 
that they were exactly what they wanted, and that the public.- 
tions were of great use. 

And I will say further, that on several occasions since I have 


been a member of Congress, [ have sent these publications by | 


request to my constituents, and they were found to contain ex- 
actly the information desired. I therefore believe that these 

ublications are of great use to the American people; at least I 

ave found them so to my constituents. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Iam inclined to think that the gen- 
tleman is correct about that. But, Mr. Chairman, a‘ter all, it 
comes to a question of policy. 
virtue of an agreement that amounted substantially to a treaty; 
and after establishing it in our own capital city at the joint ex- 
pense of ourselves and the other countries this Government fails 
to give notice to the sister republics of the amounts that they 
are required to contribute for the supportof the Bureau and 
proposes to cut down the provision 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. If by this provision we make this Bu- 
reau self-sustaining we shall have carried out the letter as well 
as the spirit of the original contract. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
look after it myself, I would not put it out to an enemy to nur- 
ture, and I fear the trouble touching this Bureau is that its great 
work of unifying the nations of this continent, extending our 
trade, and getting ready for the oncoming iuture, when the mill- 
ions of our people are to find homes in the unoccupied lands in 
the south temperate zone and elsewhere upon this continent—I 
fear that the grand commencement which we have made in that 





direction is to fall and fail, owing to the petty jealousy of the | 


wers that be administering the Department of State. Wesee 
t here in the cutting down of this appropriation from $30,000 to 
$10,0}0, and finaily the broad and liberal statesman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. LIVINGSTON], Democrat as he is, comes here and gives 
an implied censure to his party, saying that he can not carry an 
amendment to appropriate outof the public Treasury the money 
to keep the agreement of the United States with these other 
American countries, and seeks, in this lefthanded manner, by 
selling these publications to enable this Bureau to live during 
this period of depression from which, as we all know, the coun- 
try is everywhere suffering, under this Democratic Administra- 
tion. If that is the best he can do I say amen, and I[ will go with 
him, butI want the matter put on the true ground. [Laughter 
and applause on the Republican side.] 

The amendment of Mr. LIVINGSTON was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For completion of the compilation and publication, under the direction cf 


the Secretary of State, of a uniform nomenclature of articles of merchan 
dise, exported and imported, in the English, a and Portuguese lan- 
guages, as provided by the International American Conference, $4,000. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I reserve the point of order on 


think they will be much benefited and | 


Then my friend is not in harmony | 


This Bureau was established by | 


Well, if I hada child and could not 
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I am not sure 








that paragraph until I find out what it means. 


about it. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I will explain it to the get- 
tleman. 

Mr. CANNON of lllinois. I shall be glad if the gentleman 
will do so. 


Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. When the Pan-American 


| Congress was in session a recommendation was mide by that 
; congress by the adoption of the following resolution: 
The following resolution was adopted by the International Ame-i-anCon 
ference: 
‘Resolved, That the International American Conference recommends to 
| the governments represented thercin the adoption of a common nomencla 
ture which shall designate, in alphabetical order in equivalent terms, in 
English, Portuguese, and Spanish, the commodities on which important 


duties are levied. to be used, respectively, by all the American nations for 
the ee of levying customs imposts which are or may hereafter be es 








tablished, and also to be used in shipping manifests, consular invoices. en- 
tries, clearance petitions, and other customs documents; but not to affect 
in any manner the right of each nation to levy the import duties now ia 


force or which may hereafter be established.” 


In accordance with that provision Congress has appropriated 
on each of two previous occasions $10,000, This bill, however, 
contains an appropriation of only $4,000, which it is believed 
will complete the work, ana [ think the appropriation is a proper 
one. It was unanimously reported by the members of the com- 
mittee—Democrats and Republicans. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the point of order will 
| be considered as withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. At aformer session of the committee 
paragraph was passed over, which the Clerk will now report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


a 


| Secretaries of the legations to China, Japan, and Mexico, at ®.65 each, 
| 97,875. 
| TheCHAIRMAN. To this paragraph the gentlemin from 
| Illinois [Mr. CANNON] has proposed an amendment, which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 4, line 11, strike out “and Mexico.” 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. On page 6 there is a para- 
graph appropriating $900 for the hire of ust®am launch for use 
of the legation at Constantinople. The minister is now here, and 
from what the gentleman from Texas|Mr. SAYERS] tells me of 
the necessity for the fullamount heretofore appropriated, $1,800, 
Iam satistied that the paragraph ought to be amended so as to 
make that appropriation. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I would simply add th:t ia- 
| stead of the $1,800 being more than sutlicient, the minister will 
| have to expend $250 additional out of his own salary for the hire 
of this launch during the fiscal year. I ask unanimous consent 
to recur to the item indicated by the gentleman from Kentucky, 
| the chairm in of the Committee on Foreign Atfairs. 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the paragraph. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


I ask for a vote. 


STEAM LAUNCH FOR LEGATION AT CONSTANTINOPLE 
Hiring of steam launch for use of the legation at Constantinople 


Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
| strike out ** nine ” and insert ‘‘ eighteen,” so as to make the pro- 
| vision read *‘eighteen hundred dollars.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Now, Mr. Chairman, f move 
| that the committee rise and report the bill to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. BAILEY, from the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, reported that they had had 
under consideration a bill (H. R. 6108) making appropriation for 
| the diplomatic and consular service of the United States for the 
| fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and had directed him to report 
| the same to the House with amendments. 
| Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I move the previous question 
| on the amendments and on the bill to its engrossment, third 
reading, and passage. 
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The previous question was ordered. 

No separate vote being demanded, the amendments reported 
from the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union were agreed to in gross. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading; andit was accordingly read the third time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky, a motion to re- 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. 









Or ae ee eee 
: pReAG pe RTA 


eed 


ae 


ween os 5 oa ae - eee ee , 
“ ' eas ee ag . . a ti he ca . or ae i en 
eT ptt aime pion SRAM lt ie ah Pe seo pon im Sao GTR tel OR ORETR RRS Rc A TNT RTT a, St IN et Ne FI a at a tt RITES AE nt CB titer t= NA 








A a ae ne ee 

























A150 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





APRIL. 26, 





ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
orted that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill 
H. R. 4765) to authorize the St. Louis River Bridge Company 
and the Duluth Transfer Railway Company to construct, main- 
tain, and operate a pridge over the St. Louis River from a point 
at or near Grassy Point, in the village of West Duluth, Minn., 
to the most available point opposite, in the State of Wisconsin; 
when the Speaker signed the same. 


UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to lay before the House 
an executive communication, as the committee to which it is to 
be referred is to meetin the morning and is anxious to have 
this communicaticn before it. 

A letter from the Attorney-General, transmitting, pursuant 
to House resolution of October 14, 1893, a draft of a bill to re- 
organize the Union Pacific Railroad Company, and to readjust 
and secure the claimsof the United States against said company, 
was laid before the House, referred to the Committee on Pacific 
Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE W. BARNES. 


Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. CRAIN. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of « bill which will not occupy more than two minutes. It makes 
no appropriation, but is simply to authorize certain parties to 
withdraw original papers from the State Department and de- 
posit copies in their stead. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. The bill has been favorably 
reported by the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. If the motion to adjourn be withdrawn, the 
Chair will submit the request of the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I withdraw the motion for 
the present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] 
asks unanimous consent for the consideration of the bill which 
will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 2688) for the relief of George W. Barnes. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, empow- 
ered, authorized, and directed to withdraw from the files of the Department 
of State, and deliver the same to the heirs of George W. Barnes or their le- 
gal representatives, thé papers and evidence presented to ihe late American 
and Mexican Claims Commission, organized pursuant to the convention of 
July 4, 1868, between the United States and Mexico, in his claim against 
Mexico as axsignee of Juan Barbadillo, for reimbursementof amount of cer- 
tain mortgayes paid on church property purchased by the said assignor of 
said Barnes from the Mexican Government, said claim being numbered 788 
on the docket of said Mexicanand American ClaimsCommission: Provided, 
That copies of said papers be retained by the Department of State. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
erationof the bill: which was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CRAIN, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed, was laid on the table. 


And then, on motion of Mr. McCreary of Kentucky (at 5- 


o'clock p. m.), the House adjourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered tothe Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. BUNN, from the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 3317) for the relief of representatives of John 
Branham. Gone No. 775.) 

a bill (A. R. 3978) for the relief of John M. Rice. (Report 

oO. 777.) 

A bill (H. R. 5901) toreimburse E. H. Nebeker, late Treasurer 
of the United States. (Report No. 778.) 

A bill (H. R. 523) for the relief of Samuel McKee. (Report 
No. 779.) 

A bill (H. R. 6852) for the relief of William E. Bond. (Report 
No. 780.) ‘ 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 79) for the relief of Peter Hagan. 
(Report No. 781.) 

In lieu of the bill H. R. 788, a bill (H.R. 6863) for the relief of 
Thomas S. Lutterloh, the Cape Fear Steamboat Company, and 
A. L. Hartridge, executorof William Battersby; H. L. Willink, 
executor of H. J. Dickerson, Thomas B. Marshall, and John Cun- 
ningham. (Report No. 782.) 

By Mr. LOUD, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 994) 
referring the claim of Robert W. Dunbar to the Court of Claims. 
(Report No. 784.) , 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills were adversely re- 
ported and laid on the table as follows: 

By Mr. BUNN, from the Committee on Claims: A bill (H. R. 
3962) for the relief of the Merchants’ National Bank, Tuscaloosa, 
Ala. (Report No. 776.) 

A bill (H. R. 996) for the relief of the owners of the steamer 
Leesburg. (Report No. 783.) 





PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introluced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 6853) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘An act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of 
Nicaragua,” approved Februury 20, 1889—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6854) to grant the Tacoma and Yakima Land 
Company a right of way through the Yakima Indian Reserva- 
tion—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 6855) to amend section 40 of the 
Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 656) to divide the State 
of Washington into two judicial districts—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ENGLISH of California: A bill (H. R. 6857) to pro- 
vide for the purchase of the property of the Vallejo Water Com- 
pany for the use of the navy-yard at Mare Island, Cal.—to tho 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A bill (H. R. 6858) to provido 
for the erection of a wall around the jail in the District of Co- 
lumbia—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 6859) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge over the Delaware River between tho 
States of New Jersey and Pennsylvania, to regulate commerce 
in and over such bridge, and to establish such bridge as a mili- 
tary and post road—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 6860) to authorize the Grext 
Falls Power Company to sell electricity for light and power pur- 
poses in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H.R. 6861) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887—to 
the Committee on Interstate and l’oreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 6862) providing for the acquisi- 
tion of certain land in Webb County, Tex., in lieu of the site of 
Fort Mcintosh—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER of Florida: A bill (H. R. 6864) to provide for 
free coinage of silver dollars of value equal to gold dollars—to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 6865) to change the day for the 
meeting of Congress from the first Monday in December to the 
first Tuesday after the fourth day of March, and to provide for 
a meeting of Congress to count the electoral vote for Presiden’ 
and Vice-President, and to transact no other business, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Election of President, Vice- 
President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R. 6866) to erect a public 
building in the city of Bowling Green, Warren County, Ky.— 
to the Gennnaewe on Pub ic Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BLAND: A resolution inquiring of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral as to liabilities of stockholders of Central Pacific and Wes:- 
ern Pacific Railroad Companies for bonds issued by the Govern- 
ment for aid in building said roads—to the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroads. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and re’erred as follows: 

By Mr. BUNDY: A bill | H. R. 6867) for the relief of Thomas 
B. McCall—to Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. ) for the relief of Cathe- 
rine Ott, widow of Joseph Ott—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6869) for the relief of workmen employed 
in the construction of Poverty Island Light-House, Lake Michi- 
igan—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6370) for the relief of James Phelan, internal- 
revenue colléctor at Detroit, Mich.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6371) granting a pension to Marrilla Par- 
sons, of Detroit, Mich.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEILL (by request); A bill (H. R. 6872) for the relief 
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of the estate of HenryC. Toms, deceased, late of Monroe County, 
Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDS: A bill (H. R. 6873) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Samuel A. English—to the Committeeon Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. TUCKER: A bill (H. R. 6874) for the relief of William 
Crosby, of Augusta County, Va.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H.R. 6875) for the 
relief of George T. Hudsoi—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6876) for the relief of James M. Gullatt—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6877) for the relief of E. J. Stockton—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H. R.6878) for the relief of the 
estate of Mrs. Mary Morgan, of East Carroll Parish, La.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause lof Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Cierk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petition of citizens of Abbott, Piscataquis 
County, Me., for enforcement of State laws against imitations 
of duiry producis—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Papers to accompany a bill for the relief of 
Robert M. Reed, of Nixon County, Tenn.~to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EVERETT: Petition of citizens of Charlestown, Mass., 
in favor of House bill 4897—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: Papers to accompany House bill 6813— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAYES: Resolution of the City Councilof Davenport, 
Iowa, urging an additional appropriation for the desired change 
in the plans for Davenport's public building—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HOOKER of New York: Protest of the Evangelical 
Lutheran Church of the town of Ashford, Cattaraugus County, 
N. Y., against putting God in the Constitution—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Protest of Immanuel 
Evangelica) Lutheran Church of Mankato, Minn., by Rev. K. F. 
Schulze, pastor, and Fred. Schoenbeck, elder, representing 215 
communicants, against any change inthe preamble to the United 
States Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MCNAGNY: Protest of Encampment No. 51, Union 
Veteran Legion, Fort Wayne, Ind., against the proposed legis- 
lation regarding the control of the National Soldiers’ Home—to 
the Commitiee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Affidavit to accompany bill for the re- 
lief of Arthur L. Payne—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Resolution of the Fur- 
niture Movers’ Union, of Detroit, in favor of governmental con- 
trol of telegraph systems—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Petition of citizens of Leb- 
anon, Conn., for Federal legislation to enable States to enforce 
legislation regulating the sale of substitutes for dairy products— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SHAW: Protest of Rev. E. M. Christopher, pastor, 
and H. H. Mortena and Hans A. Nyberg, trustees, of Pigeon 
Creek Evangelical Lutheran Church, of Pigeon Falls, Wis., 
against any amendment to the preamble of the Constitution—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHELL: Petition of citizens in favor of exempting 
the building and loan associations from the operation of the in- 
come tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr.SHERMAN: Petition of C. H. Blackstone and 23 other 
Citizens of Sanquoit, N. Y., praying for the passage of the bill 
regulating the sale of dairy substitutes—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. SOMERS: Remonstrance against proposed change in 
the Constitution recognizing God in the same—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judicixry. ; 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: Petition of George T. Hud- 
son, of Limestone County, Ala., praying that his claim be re- 
ferred to the Courtof Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WISE: Petition of trustees of Richmond College, Rich- 


_ mond, Va., asking Congress for an appropriation to reimburse 


college for occupancy of buildings and grounds by United 
States soldiers from Aprii to October, 1865, and for damage 
done to buildings, grounds, library, apparatus, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 








































SENATE. 
Fripay, April 27, 1894. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. A. Mrisurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal.of yesterday's 
proceedings, and was interrupted by 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I rise to a question of 
order. There is manifestly not a quorum of the Senate present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary cailed the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Alien, Frye Lindsay, Sherman 
Bate, Gallinger, Lodge Smith, 
Blanchard, George, Mer nerson, Tellier, 
Caffery, Gibson, Martin, Turpie, 
Carey. Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Chandler, Hale, Morrill, Vilas, 
Coke, Harris, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Dixon, Hunton, Pasco, Walsh, 
Dolph, Jones, Ark. Perkins, White. 
Dubois, Kyle, Proctor, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thirty-nine Senators have an- 
swered to their names. No quorum is present. What is the 
pleasure of the Senate? 

Mr. HARRIS. 1! move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed 
to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms will exe- 
cute the order of the Senute. 

Mr. CULLOM and Mr. CAMERON entered the Chamber and 
answered to their names. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask that the senior Senator from Missouri 
{[Mr. COCKRELL] be excluded from the order. He is at home 
sick. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Withoutobjection, the senior Sena- 
tor from Missouri will be excused. 

Mr. SHOUP entered the Chamber and answered to his name. 

as SHERMAN. [ask that the names of the absentees be 
called. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the names 
of the absent Senators, as requested. 

The Secretary called the names of the absent Senators. 

Mr. PETTIGREW entered the Chamber and answered to his 
name. 

Mr. CULLOM. I was requested to state that the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] is absent on account of illness. I know 
that of my own knowledge, so that if it is in order to excuse him 
from attendance, I hope it wil! be done. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The name of the junior Senator 
from Iowa will be excluded from the list. 

Mr. MILLS entered the Chamber and answered to his namo. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 11 o'clock and 15 minutes a. m.). 
Forty-four Senators have answered to their names. A quorum 
is present. 

Mr. TURPIE. I move that further proceedings under the 
call be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the 
Journal of yesterday’s proceedings. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Journal 
stands approved. 
AWARDS UNDER FOX AND WISCONSIN RIVER IMPROVEMENTS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, transmitting, inresponse to a 
resolution of the Senate of the 2 th instant, a list of judgments 
rendered against the United States in the Fox and Wisconsin 
Rivers overiiow cases not appealed from and in which the time 
for appeal has expired and which remain unpaid: which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

POTOMAC AQUEDUCT BRIDGE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, rec- 
ommending that an appropriation of $51,070 be made for repair- 
ing the piers of the Aqueduct bridge over the Potomac River, 
near the city of Washington: which, with the »ecompanying pa- 
pers, was referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of sundry citizens of South 
McAlester, Ind. T., praving for the appointment of two ad- 
ditional judges for the United States court in theIndian Ter- 
ritory; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 
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Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the State Grange of 
California, praying for a continuance of the appropriation for 
the agricultural experiment station in California; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying for the prompt passage of the Nica- 
rauga Canal bill; which was soleseal te the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

He also prezented sundry petitions of citizens of Rocklin, 
Crockett, and San francisco, Cal., praying that fraternal society 
and college journals be admitted to the mails as second-class 
matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post- Roads. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Ipresent the memorial of WilliamI. Lewis, 
formerly a clerk in the Treasury Department, remonstrating 

ainst the passage of House bill 5750, to improve the methods 
of accounting in the Department of the Treasury,-and for other 

urposes. As the memorial isan argument against the bill, and 

think of considerable importance, I move that it be printed as 
a document and referred to the Joint Committee on Organization, 
Conduct, and Expenditures of the Executive Departments, hav- 
ing charge of the measure. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Commercial Club, 
of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the adoption of an amendment 
to give greater vitality and enforcement to the cardinal princi- 
ples cf the interstate commerce law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. VILAS introduced a bill (S. 1969) granting a pension to 
Harrison C. Hobart, late brevet brigadier-general of volunteers; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on j’ensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1970) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William T. Walker; which was read twice 
by its title, and with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1971) toamend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act toestablish a United States court in the 
Indian Territory and, for other purposes,” and an act entitled 
“An act to provide a temporary government for the Territory 
of Oklahoma, to enlarge the jurisdiction of the United States 
court in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” and to 
further enlarge the jurisdiction of the United States court in the 
Indian Territory, provide for additional judges in the Indian 
Territory and prescribe their duties, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill (S. 1972) to provide for collect- 
ing the debts due the United States fromthe Union Pacific Rail- 
road Company and its several branches, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PEF®ER. I ask that the bill be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE. The Committee on Interstate Commerce has no 
jurisdiction whatever of that subject. It has never givenit any 
consideration, and it ought not to be given such jurisdiction. 
There is a committee of the Senate on the indebtendess to the 
Government from the Pacific Railroads, and that committee is 
now considering this very question. It is highly proper that 
the bill should be referred to that committee. 

Mr. PEFFER. I have no objection to the reference which 
the Senator from Maine suggests. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce has no jurisdiction of such a question at all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the bill will be 
referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 1973) granting a pension to 
Samuel B. Hurlbut; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S.1974) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to establish a courtof private land claims, and to 
eos for the settlement of private land claims in certain 

tates and Territories,” approved March 3, 1891; which was read 
oo by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 

ary. 


AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TURPIE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BLACKBURN submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 


APRIL 27, 





was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE SENATOR R. L. GIBSON. 


Mr. CAFFERY submitted the following concurrent resolu- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the Hon. Randall Lee 
Gibson, late a Senator from the State of Louisiana, 8.000 copies, of which 
2,000 copies shall be delivered to the Senators and Representatives of that 
State; and of the remaining number 2,000 copies shall be for the use of the 
Senate, and 4,000 copies for the use of the House; and of the quota of the 
Senate the Public Printer shall set aside 50 copies which he shall have bound 
in full morocco with gilt edges, the same to be delivered, when completed, 
to the family of the deceased; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
directed to have engraved and printed, at as early a date as practicable, the 
portrait of the deceased to accompany said eulogies. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, requested the Senate to return to that 
body the bill (H. R. 3294) to regulate water-main assessments in 
the District of Columbia for the correction of an error in the 
— of the bill. 

he message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5065) to ratify the 
reservation of certain lands made for the benefit of Oklahoma 
Territory, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 2688) for the relief of George W. Barnes; and 

A bill (H. R. 6108) making appropriations for the diplomatic 
and consular service of the United States for the fiscal year end. 
ing June 30, 1895. 

’ ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bili (H. R. 4765) to authorize the St. 
Louis River Bridge Company and the Duluth Transfer Railway 
Company to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge over the 
St. Louis River from a point at or near Grassy Point, in the vil- 
lage of West Duluth, Minn., to the most available poirt oppo- 
site, in the State of Wisconsin; and it was thereupon signed by 
the Vice-President. 


DISTRICT WATER-MAIN ASSESSMENTS. 


On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 3294) to regulate water-main 
assessments in the District of Columbia, and that it be returned to the House 
of Representatives in compliance with its request. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 6108) making appropriation for the diplomatic 
and consular service of the United States for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1895, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
dent had on this day approved and signed the joint resolution 
(S. R. 77) providing for the placing of a tablet upon the Capitol 
to commemorate the laying of the corner stone of the building, 
September 18, 1793. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business has closed. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ALLEN. I rise toa parliamentary inguiry. The morn- 
ing hour has not ae expired according to the rule, and the reso- 
lution introduced by myself a few days ago, which was before 
the Senate yesterday and which was displaced by the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] before the expiration 
of the morning hour, is, I suppose, still on the table to be con- 
sidered as unfinished business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska that the resolution has gone to the Calendar 
under the rule. 

Mr. HARRIS. There is no unfinished business of the morn- 
ing hour. 

Mr. ALLEN. I supposed it would be the unfinished business 
this morning, because it was displaced yesterday before the 
close of the morning hour. The senior Senator from Kansas 

Mr. PEFFER] and i think also the junior Senator from Kansas 
Mr. MARTIN] desire to address the Senate upon that resolution, 
isplaced before the close of the morning hour by 


and if it was 
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another motion it occurs to me that under the rule it would be 
unfinished business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Nebraska that the resolution to which he refers was dis- 
placed by the motion of the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, but it was displaced before the close of 
the morning hour and before Senators who desire to speak upon 
it had an opportunity to be heard. If it had been displaced by 
reason of the close of the morning hour I concede that it would 
go to the Calendar under the rule, but being displaced by the 
motion of the Senator from Tennessee while it wes under con- 
sideration and before the morning hour had expired, it strikes 
me that it is the unfinished business of this morning. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator will allow me to suggest to him 
that there never was such a thing as unfinished business in the 
morning hour. Nothing comes over as unfinished business in 
the morning hour and never did; it can not under the rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that to be 
the rule. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I inquire if the Calendar is not now in order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar, under Rule VIII, is 
in order at the close of the routine morning business, but the 
Senator from Tennessee has moved to proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 4864. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I ask the Senator from Tennessee if he thinks 
that is fairly in good faith. This question came up two days ago, 
and, as I undersiand, the Senator from Tennessee assured me 
then that we would have at least half an hour every morning in 
order to dispense with Calendar. work. That was my under- 
standing from the Senator from Tennessee at that time. I sug- 
gested that there were a number of small bills on the Calendar 
reported by different Senators, and we ought to have some little 
time in the morning hour to dispose of them. My recollection 
is quite clear that the Senator from Tennessee said we*would 
have half an hour each morning. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will allow me, he is somewhat 
mistaken. When we were proceeding under a unanimous-consent 


agreement that the tariff bill should be taken up at 1 o’clock | 


every day, I remember to have expressed the opinion to the 
Senator and other Senators thit there would probably be half an 
hour or such a matter after the routine morning business that 
could be devoted to other things. But certainly in respect to 
the present condition of affairs I have never made any such sug- 
gestion to the Senator, and [ beg to say, notwithstanding this 
question is not in any sense debatable, that in view of the fact 
that the prompt decision of the questions involved in the tariff 
bill are so immeasurably more important to the whole country 
than all other bills on the Calendar, I insist upon my motion. 

Mr. DOLPH. On that motion I call for the veas and nays. 

Mr. DUBOIS. That is all very proper, but I will say to the 
Senator from Tennessee that it is much more important to the 
people whom I have the honor to represent that the tariif bill 
shall not pass at all, and it is quite important to my constituents 
that some bills on the Calendar be passed. The first bill on the 
Calendar which I desire pe now dves justice to brave pio- 
neers in Idaho who risked their lives and property in the Nez 
Perce and Bannock Indian wars in 1878, It will not take three 
minutes to pass it. It may be important to the Senator from 
Tennessee to pass the tariff bill, but I think in fairness to other 
Senators who are not so much interested in its passage some lit- 
tle time should be given to the constituencies of other Senators 
on this floor. I donot purpose pore ig the passage of the tari‘ 
bill by unusual methods. [ do think, however, that alittle time 
each day. should be — to the transaction of other business. 
We hope io have a bill on the Calendar soon providing for the 
opening of the Nez Perce Indian Reservation to settlement. It 
is of the greatest moment to the people of Idaho that this reser- 
vation should be opened, but by the action of the Senator from 
Tennessee, who represents the Democratic party here, the bill 
can not even be considered by the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is it not very importint to the constituents 
of the Senator from Idaho that they should know whether the 
bill is to pass or not, and if to pass, in what form it is to pass? 
Even thatis of moreimportance to the Senator's constituents — 

a BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I rise to a question of 
order, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kentucky will 
state his question of order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is that this nondebatable motion has 
been debated long enough. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion of the Senator from 
Tennessee is not debatable. The debate was proceeding by unan- 

ous consent. The question is upon agreeing to the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. CULLOM. On that motion the yeas and nays have been 
demanded. « 





The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CAREY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from South Carolina[Mr. IRBy]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). [am paired with the 
junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLAURIN]. In his ab- 
sence, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
thesenior Senator from Michigan| Mr. SrOCK BRIDGE}, and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from West Virginia|Mr. CAMDEN]. If 
he were present, | should vote “nay.” 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called‘. [ am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], and must withhold 
my vote unless it is necessary to make aquorum. In that case 
I shall vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. LODGE. Iam paired with the senior Senator from New 
York (Mr. HtLu]}, and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with thesenio: Senator from 
Nebraska[Mr. MANDERSON], and havearight to vote only where 
it is necessary to make a quorum. [I ask if a quorum has voted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. A quorum has not voted. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. ThenI vote “ yea.” 

Mr. BLANCHARD (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
am paired with the junior Senator from Michigan ‘Mr. MCMIL- 
LAN], but having reserved the right to vote to make a quorum, 
I have voted. 

Mr. PUGH (after having voted in the affirmative). I have 
voted, but I have a general pair with the senior Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR]. However, I reserved the right to 
vote tomake aquorum. If we havea quorum I will withdraw 
my vote. ' 

Ihe VICE-PRESIDENT. A quorum has not voted. 

Mr. PUGH. I will let my vote stand. 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam paired with the Senator from Washing- 
ton [Mr. SQUIRE], otherwise I should vote *‘ yea.” If my vote is 
necessary to make a auorum I will cast it. 

Mr. HALE. Has the Senatorfrom North Carolina[Mr. RAN- 
SOM] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. HALE. Iam paired with that Senator. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I suggest to the Senator from Maine 
that we transfer our pairs, so that the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. RANSOM] will stand paired with the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. MANDERSON}. 

Mr. HALE. And then you and I[ can vote? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes. I have already voted to make a 
quorum. 

Mr. HALE. 


[am paired with 


He has not voted. 


I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. VEST. My colleague [Mr. CocKRELL] is detained from 
the Senate by sickness. He is paired with the senior Senator 
from Iowa |Mr. ALLISON]. 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 16; as follows: 


YEAS—29. 
Allen, Gorman, Martin, Smith, 
Bate, Gray, Mills, Vest 
Berry. Harris, Mitchell, Wis. Voorhees, 
Blackburn, Hunton, Murphy, alsh, 
Blanchard, Jones, Ark. Palmer, White. 
Caffery, Kyle, Pasco, 
Coke. Lindsay, Pugh, 
George, McPherson, Roach, 

NAYS—16. 
Cameron, Frye, Hawley, Sherman, 
Cullom, Gailinger, Morrill, Shoup, 
Dolph, Hale, Perkins, Tellier, 
Dubois, Hansbrough, Platt, Washbuin 

NOT VOTING—40. 

Aldrich, Davis, Jones, Nev. Proctor, 
Allison, Dixon, Lodge, Quay, 
Brice, Faulkner, McLaurin, Ransom, 
Butler, Gibson, MeMillan, Squire, 
Call, Gordon, Manderson, Stewart. 
Camden, Higgins, Mitchell, Oregon Stockbridge, 
Carey, Hill, Morgan, Turpie, 
Chandler, Hoar, Peffer, Vilas, 
Cockrell, Irby, Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Daniel, Jarvis, Power, Wolcott. 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) 
to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and 
for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
DOLPH] is entitled to the floor. 
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Mr. DOLPH. I am informed that the junior Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. LINDSAY] desires to address the Senate this 
morning on the pending measure, and, in accordance with my 
practice during the delivery of my present speech, I shall be 
pleased to yield the floor to him for that purpose, with the con- 
sent of the Senate. 

Mr. STEWART. I object to any Senator holding the floor 
and parceling out the time in that way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada objects. 


Mr. DOLPH. I think the Senator from Nevadacan not object 
to it. 

Mr. GRAY. Yes, he can 

Mr.DOLPH. He can object to it; but I do not think that 


will prevent me from yielding to the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Oregon can yield the 
floor, as a matter of courtesy, to the Senator from Kentucky at 
any time he wishes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has no doubt of that. 

Mr.STEWART. The Senator from Oregon no doubt has the 
right to yield the floor, but he can not retain it afterwards and 
have a pre*mption upon it. 

Mr.GRAY. There can be no doubt about the right of the 
Senator from Oregon, having the floor, to yield it to the Sena- 
tor from ear but he can not parcel out the floor in order 
to resume it in his own right at the end of the speech of the 
Senutor from Kentucky. 

Tho VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair entertains the view ex- 
pressed by the Senator from Delaware, and has no doubt of its 


correctness. 
I will yield to the Senator from Kentucky and 


Mr. DOLPH. 
take my chances. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I desire to thank the Sentor from Oregon 
for hisvery kind and courteous conductthis morning in yielding 
tome a part of his time, as I know it will tend very much to in- 
terrupt the line of his argument. I promise, however, to delay 
him for as little time as is absolutely necessary to present cer- 
tain views that I deem important in regard to the discussion of 
the pending measure. 

Mr. President, the country expected that any attempt by the 
Democratic party to reiuce and equalize tari taxation would 
meet with stubborn and persistent opposition by those who be- 
lieve that import duties upon foreign goods should be imposed 
for the protection of American manufacturers, but it was not 
anticipated that the real difficulties in the way of tariff reform 
would be interposed by members of comp ee that won the last 
Presidential contest upon the distinct declaration that it is a 
fundamental principle of their belief ‘‘ that the Federal Govern- 
ment has no constitutional power to impose and collect tariff 
dutiesexcept for the purposes of revenue only.” It wasof course 
known of all men that business conditions created by more than 
thirty years of protection would make it difficult, and in some 
respects impracticable, to enforce toits utmost limit this funda- 
mental principle by the first tariff bill enacted into a law by the 
Democratic majorities in the two Houses of Congress, but it was 
not, until a very recent date, doubted that there would be such 
a revision as to remove from the tariff laws their most flagrant 
inequalities, and to emphasize the fact that the great work of 
ss our tari# legislation upon a constitutional and equitable 

asis had been commenced. 

‘The Democracy of the country have justly criticised the Wil- 
son bill because it fails in many respects to cure inequalities 
and remove oppressive discriminations. Criticism has deen 
even more severe upon the action of the Finance Committee in 
reporting amendments modifying in the interests of the manu- 
facturers some of the provisions of the Wilson bill. But Demo- 
crits in every section of the country with the greatest unanim- 
ity agree that the pending bill, with or without the proposed 
amendments, is infinitely preferable to the existing tariff laws, 
and that it is the imperative duty of the Democratic members 
of this body to press this bill to a final vote, and at the earliest 
a time remove the uncertainty that aggravates the ex- 

ting condition of business affairs. 

A little while back, whilst the country was ren ae enjoying 
a fair degree of prosperity, and the Federal Treasury was stii 
able to meet the demands of the public creditors, and to pay the 
expenses of government without’ encroaching — our gold 
reserve, the Republican oe insisted that the McKinley laws 
should have a fair trial, and that their extreme protection to 
favored classes should continue in order to demonstrate the prop- 
osition that to embarrass trade and to discourage foreign com- 
merce is the sure way by which topromote and maintain our na- 
“Sie ze oma of busi pression rating with the 

nes that system ness re » Co \pe 
Eo clause of the Sherman silver law, has exerted its due 
uence in bringing our industries to a state of paralysis, and 
in leaving thousands of our working people without regular em- 
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ployment, Republicans have been earnest and vehement in in- 
—— it was not their unequal and vicious legislation that 
brought about the industrial panic, but rather the fear on tho 
= of the people that their expressed will would be carried out 

y the party they have intrusted with power for the first time 
since 1861. The justice of this extraordinary and unfounded 
claim has received implied recognition in Democratic quarters 
in the progress of the debate upon the pending bill. We have 
the declaration here that tariff reform to-day isa different qi: 
tion from the tariffreform two years ago, and that what wassfo 
and prudent then ‘it would be criminal folly to attempt now.” 

Encouraged by this most unexpected turn in politic:l affairs, 
Republicans ars congratulating themselves that there will be 
no tariff legislation by this Congress, and when they find evi 
dences of improvement in the business situation they acco: 
for it upon the hypothesis that it is now believed that Demo- 
cratic dissensions will result in the defeat of the legislation to 
which the party pledged itself in the most emphatic way at its 
last national convention. 

The leading Republican organ in New York expressed the 
other day its view of the situation in these words: 

There are comparatively fow who now believe that the pending (tariff) 
bill will pass in any shape. Business is governed less by the facts than by 
the opinions of men about the facts. The men who believe there is to be no 
change, and act upon that belief, are rapidly putting business. on a more 
hopeful basis. 

In short, the claim is that Democratic inertia and Democratic 
dissensions are leaving business to revive under the reaction 
that necessarily follows all periods of business depression, upon 
the basis of the unfair, unequal, and oppressive discriminations 
of the McKinley laws, thus fastening upon the country for an 
indefinite future, and until the people can organize another suc- 
cessful revolution and send to this body a controlling majority 
with the power and the will to set aside personal and local inter 
ests and to reform our tariff legislation upon the lines of consti- 
tutional taxation. 

Why should we surprise the country by the conservatism o 
our progress in tariff reform? If it be because thorough reform 
upon ths principles declared by the Chicago platform will pre- 
vent, hinder, or delay the restoration of business prosperity, and 
awaken fear and dread, instead of inspiring confidence with the 
masses of the people, as indicated by the Senator from New York 
[Mr. Hi] in his speech on the th of this month, then we have 
the far-renching question to meet, whether the Democratic 
theory of tariff reform is not in itself inimical to the prosperi(y 
of the country. If the panic came as the result of well-founded 
apprehension that Democratic legislation upon tariff taxation 
would injure domestic industries, reduce the wages of labor, and 
imperil invested capital, and if such reform will increase rather 
than mitigate our business troubles, nonaction will be better 
than conservative action, and open abandonment of a mistaken 
theory will be more manly, courageous, and patriotic than to 
temporize for the present, with the avowed intention when pros- 
perity shall have been restored to make an heroic application 
of the supposed dangerous doctrine of tariff reform. 

If, as I believe, and as in my opinion a large majority of the 
people believe, Democratic tariffreform is necessary to equ:lize 
taxation, and is consistent with the highest possibie conditions 
of national poet, we should have that reform now, and «t 
onee. It will hasten the return of better times, upon an endur- 
ing and constitutional basis, and will satisfy the people that pro- 
hibitive tariff taxes are no longer to stand in the way of our ac- 
ricultural products being freely sold in the markets of the wor!d, 
or exchanged upona reasonable basis for commodities necessary 
for the comforts of that great body of American consumers who 
do not and can not receive the benefits of the bounties and sub- 
sidies distributed to the favored few under the guise of protec. 
tion. 

We may surprise the country by the conservatism of our prog- 
ress in tariff reform, but we can not in that way “satisfy” the 
Democracy, and if in our efforts to be conservative we defeat «!! 
tariff legislation by this Congress, Democrats will be so far sur 
prised and disappointed that it willbe difficult to convince them 
they have not been abandoned and betrayed by their represen ta- 
tives. Itis not easy to comprehend why the tariff could have 
been reformed in the public interest when the Treasury w:: 
overflowing with surplus revenue, the country reasonably pros- 
perous, and our workingmen employed, and that tariff refor: 
shall be applied with surprising conservatism now that tho 
Treasury has to deal with ‘‘a large and growing Treasury d.- 
ficit,” and our industries have been paralyzed and our working- 
men left without employment under the operations of tariff law-. 
which, to quote the Senator from New York |Mr. H1LL}— 


Transform the Federal power of taxation for revenue into an instrumen' 


of extortionate taking from the w and profits of our industrial, toiling 
ties, and eubanved a stw ous incre- 
ment of the wealth of our employers, of less than7 per cent of all our people. 
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Well might that Senator, on the 22d of February, 1892, ask, 
“Shall such laws stand?” and well may any Democrat ask to-day, 
“Shall such laws now stand, subject only to such conservative 
reform as will surpi'ise the country?” 

I do not understand that any cbange can sanctify an instru- 
ment of extortion, or that any business condition ean justify the 
taking from the wages and profits of our industrial toiling mil- 
lions subsides and bounties for the benefit of their employers. 
If the Government has no power under the Constitution to levy 
taxes for the promotion of private interests when timesare good, 
it has no such power when timesare bad. Constitutional power 
does not come and go with changes of business conditions. The 
expediency of the exercise or nonexercise of constitutional power 
may depend upen environments and circumstances, but nostate 
of affairs can excuse the exercise by the Federal Government of 
power the Constitution has not conferred, or justify the contin- 
uance of a statute, the avowed purpose of which is to accomplish 
an unconstitutional end. 

The Democratic party in convention assembled in June, 1892, 
incorporated into their platform this declaration: 

We denounce Republican protection as a fraud, arobbery of the great ma- 

rity of the American people for the beneiit of the few. We declare it to be 

fundamental principle of the Democratic party that the Federal Govern- 

t has no constitutional power to ep nee and collect tariff duties, except 

‘or the purposes of revenue only, and demand that the collection of such 

taxes shall be limited to the necessities of the Government when economi- 
cally administered. 

There were many good Democratic tariff reformers, and they 
constituted a majority of the committee. on platform, who did 
not deem it necessary or expedient to take such extreme ground. 
They were content to declare, as had been substantially declared 
by the conventions of 1884 and 188%, that the necessity of govern- 
mentis the only justification for taxation, that revenue duties 
more than cover the difference between the cost of American and 
foreign labor, and that the enormous protective duties imposed 
by Republican tariff laws fall with crushing effect upon our farm- 
ers and workingmen, and to demand such a revision of our tariif 
laws as will remove this iniquitous inequality, lighten their op- 
pressions, and put them on a constitutional and equitable basis, 


and this, not for the a_i of injuring domestic industries, but | 


rather to promote their healthy growth. They wished also to 
deciare that ‘‘ from the foundation of this Government taxes col- 
lected at the custom-houses have been the chief source of lede- 
ral revenues,” and that ‘‘such they must continue to be,” and 
further, that inasmuch as ‘‘ many industries have come to rely 
upon legislation for successful continuance so that any change 
of law must be at every step regardful of the labor and capital 
thus involved, the process of reform must be subject to the exe- 
eution of this plain dictate of justice.” 

But this was too conservative for the Democratic delegations 
from New York and Ohio, and for many who are now willing to 
surprise the country by the conservative progress of turiff re- 
form. 

Se much of the platform as was couched in moderate language 
and expressed moderate but decided views upon this great ques- 
tion, was stricken from the report of the committee, and the 
declaration heretofore quoted inserted in lieu. 1t may be inter- 
esting to Democrats to recall for a moment the Democratic 
Representatives who in June, 1892, were not willing to deal 
even in conservative methods of expression when denouncing 
the McKinley law and demanding tariff re‘orm. 

When the vote to strike out and substitute was taken, by the 
call of the States, one-half the representativesof the Democratic 
States of Alabama, Indiana, and Virginia, and a majority from 
the Democratic States of Tennessee and Maryland, and all from 
the Democratic States of Arkansas, California, Delaware, New 
Jersey, and Wisconsin, voted nay; while the entire 72 votes 
from New York and the entire 46 votes from Ohio were cast 
against all conservatism, and in favor of absolute and unquali- 
fied tariff reform upon the ground that the Federal Government 
‘Shas no constitutional power to impose or collect tariff duties ex- 
cept for the purposes of revenue only;” and these votes of New 
York and Ohio carried the amendment. 

It can not be said that New York was surprised by the de- 
cided action of its delegation. That delegation was not made 
up of obscure or unknown or untried politicians. It was headed by 
Rosweli P. Flower, EDWARD MURPHY, Jr., DANIEL Lk. SICKLES, 
and Henry W. Slocum as delegates from the State at large. 
The one was and is now the governor of his State; another has 
been honored by a seat in this body: another with a seat in the 
House of Representatives, and the fourth has just passed from 
this life to the great unknown, honored and lamented by the 

eople of the whole country. These four distinguished leaders 
for their coadjutors other men of national reputation, whom 


the Democracy of New York has honored and still delights to 


It can not be possible that these gentlemen misrepresented 


the New York Democracy in June, 1892, and with due submis- 
sion I may say I am not yet ready to believe there has been 
| such a change of sentiment that New York Democrats, who two 
years since denounced Republican protection as a fraud, a rob- 
bery of the grext majority of the Amerivan people for the bene- 
fit of the few, are to-cay in favor of reforming the lows providing 
for such protection, such fraud, such robbery, with a conserv- 
atism of progress that will surprise the country. It is clear 
beyond dispute that New York Democrats indorsed the votes of 
their delegation at Chicago, by ratifying their action at the 

a Ut is equally clear that the delegation acted within the 

etter of their authority. Theplatformof the New York Demo- 

cratic convention of February 22, 1°92, declared for ‘‘ revenue 
reform, Federal taxation for revenue only. No partnerships 
with protected monopolies.” 

That declaration was then and is now an epitome of the Dem- 
ocratic theory of tariff reform, and if this Democratic Congress 
shall take no decided step in the direction of tariff reform upon 
the lines of that theory, it will not only not “satisfy the coun- 
try,” but will bring the Democratic party to shame. 

I feel Ido not venture too much in saying the action of the 
eonvention in placing the Democratic party on the most ad- 
vanced line of tariff reform was at the time in harmony with 
the seatiment of Ohio Democrats, as the motion to insert the 
deciaration that there is no constitutional warrant for tari tax- 
ation for any other than revenue purposes was made by an Ohie 
delegate,and supported by the entire delegation from that State, 
under the leadership of the distinguished junior Senator [Mr. 
BRIcE] representing Ohio on the floor of this Senate. 

I am free to say the Wilson bill is not my ideal of real Demo- 
cratic tari? reiorm, and the amendments proposed by the Pi- 
nance Committee are in many respects open to serious criticism. 
ButI realize that we can not have all we ought to have, nor 

| all the country has a right to expect by the first exercise of the 
power and duty of reforming our system of tarilf taxation. 

My objections in the main go to the extreme conservatism 
rather than to the radical character of the proposed changes 
But in order to secure tho passage of » Democratic tariff law, 
removing some and modifying others of tle most odious and op- 
pressive features of existing laws,and opening the doors in some 
respecis to greater freedom of trade, | am roady to sink per- 
sonal predilections and join with my party friends and all others 
who agree with us upon this great subject, and at the earliest 
possible time enact this bill, with all ita imperfections, into a 
law. 

Thereis no greatersham than the pretense of the protectionist 
that the wages of American labor depend upon the duty levied 
on foreign goods, except that other pretense thit the manufac- 
turer seeks protection that he may be able to pay higher and 
better wages to his operatives. The McKinley law is the acme 
of proteetive legislation. It makesno provision, and could make 
no enforceable provision, requiring benefits securedby it to the 
manufacturers to be shared with those who labor. That law, as 
all other tariil laws have done, leaves labor to fight itsown bat 
tles. The increased duties upon foreign goods inure to the di- 
rect benefit of the manufacturer, but they benefit labor only 
when the demand for labor is greater than the supply, or when 
by strikes, combinations, or some one or more of the methods te 
which organized labor sometimes successfully resorts, the re- 
luctant employer is compelled to respond to the demands of 
those whose labor is indispensable to his business. 

There was no general increase of wages under the McKinley 
law atany time. Be orethe business panic commenced, and be- 
fore the people had pronounced at the polls in favor of tariff re- 
form, there had been ten reductions of wages of laboring men 
to one increase, and the fearful scenesat and around Homestead 
resulted from the determination of protected monopolists to re- 
duce the wages of-labor. The most sensitive friend of labor 
need not fear that the result of the Wilson bill, with or without 
the Senate amendments, will put it out of the power of manu- 
facturers to maintain the rates of wages that were being paid 
in 1890. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hopelI will not disturb my friend, but I 
wish to correct an error into which he, as well as the Senator 
from Indiana {[Mr. VOORHEES], who opened this debate, has 
evidently fallen, for I know he is generally accurate in his state- 
ments. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I shall be glad to be corrected if Iam wrong. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The MeKinley tariff act, instead of raising 
the duties on iron, steel, and all kindred articles. with the sin- 
gle exception of tin plate, largely reduced the duties on those 
articles. The reason given for the proposed decrease in the 
wages of the laboring menin Pittsburg was because the protect- 
ive duties on iron had been decreased, and therefore the manu- 
facturers, whether rightly or not, insisted upon a reduction of 
the wages of their laborers, and that led to the strike. 
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Mr. LINDSAY. It is certainly true that the McKinley act 


did reduce the pre#xisting tariff upon iron—— 
Mr. SHERMAN. 
plate. 
Mr. 


Iron and steel and all metals, except tin 


LINDSAY. Yes, upon iron and steel. It is also true 
that the proprietors of the Homestead works did assign as the 
reason why it was necessary to reduce the wages of their em- 

loy(s that the taritf theretofore existing had been reduced; but 

rom the Democratic standpoint the tariff placed by the McKin- 
ley act upon iron and steel products was far in excess of any duty 
necessary to cover the difference between wages in Europe and 
America. While the reason stated by the Senator from Ohiois 
the reason given, I desire to deny the sufficiency of that reason, 
and to assign the real cause—a disposition of the manufacturers, 
without regard to protection, to reduce the wages of labor when- 
ever it can be successfully and profitably done. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Kentucky permit me 
to ask a question? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. AsI understand the Senator from Kentucky, 
he is now proceeding with an exposition of the Democratic doc- 
trine upon this subject, and I should be glad to have him tell the 
Senate and the country whether he and his party are in favor of 
duties which wil! equalize the difference of the cost of produc- 
tion in this country and abroad of iron and steel, or anything 
else, growing out of the difference in wages? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I thinkI will make myself clear on that point 
before [ conclude: but I will say now that what the Democratic 
party claims is that no reasonable tariff duty can be imposed 
upon nine-tenths of the American industries which will not 
more than cover the difference betwen the cost of labor in 
America and in foreign countries. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But is it the doctrine of the Democratic 

arty that duties shall be imposed for that purpose and so equal- 
= that difference, or is it simply to be left as a question of 
chance? 

Mr. LINDSAY. It is the doctrine of the Democratic party 
that a tiriff for revenue sutficient to meet the expens:s of the 
Government shall be imposed, and that such a tariff will neces- 
sarily cover the difference between the wages of American and 
foreign labor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Buta tariff levied, asthe Senator from Texas 
[Mr. MILLS} suggested the other day, upon sugar, tea, coffee, 
and other articles of that kind, would produce adequate reveaue 
to carry on this Government, but certainly it would not equal- 
ize any differences in the cost of production. Now, is the Sena- 
tor and his ae | ih favor of levying duties upon manufactured 
articles ‘which shall equal the difference in the cost of >roduc- 
tion necessarily arising from the difference in wages in this 
country and abroad? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Asa tax upon teaand coffee and art =les not 
produced by American industry is not proposed by the Demo- 
cratic party or any other party, I see no reason why I should en- 
ter into a discussion of the et ies of that character of taxation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Texas was selected by the 
Senators upon the other side of the Chamber as their champion 
in this discussion, and he stated distinctly that he was in favor 
of just that thing. 

Mr. LINDSAY. But he did not state that the Democratic 
parity was in favor of it or proposes to lay tariff taxes upon any 
such principle. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not believe the Senator from Texas 
or the Senator from Kentucky can tell at the moment what the 
Democratic party is in favor of. 

Mr. LINDSAY. If the Republican party will give the Senate 
an opportunity to call the oy and nays upon the passage of 
this bill this afternoon we shall disclose exactly what the Dem- 
ocratic party is in favor of. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will consent, for this sideof the Chamber, 
to taking the vote by yeas and a at 3 o’clock this afternoon 
upon the bill as it came from the House of Representatives, and 
I challenge the other side to do it. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Why exclude the amendments reported by 
the Finance Committee? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Because you say that the bill is a Demo- 
cratic proposition. Letus submit it to the vote of the Senate 
and see whether it is or not. ; 

Mr. LINDSAY. This bill is a Democratic proposition in the 
same sense that the rg tee | bill when it came from the House 
of itepresntatives wasa Republican proposition. That bill came 
from the House without reciprocity, and the great leader of the 
Republican party then declared that it was an outrage upon the 
people of America, 

r. ALDRICH. I will make another proposition. I will ask 
the Senator from Kentucky if he will agree for the other side 
of the Chamber that we take a vote on this measure as it now 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRIL 27, 


stands = the amendments of the Finance Committee as now 

reporte ’ 
r. LINDSAY. I will agree to it. 

PB ALDRICH. Will his associates on the other side agree 
tr 

Mr.LINDSAY. Ofcourse, withoutconsulting the Democratic 
party, I can not undertake to speak as to what the leaders of the 
party will do. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] 
who has charge of the bill, is within my hearing, and I should 
be very glad to hear what he has to say upon that proposition. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I wish to state that the McKinley bill came 
from the other House without a reciprocity provision in it, and 
it came back tothe Senate from the finance Committee without 
a ang we provision in it, and it was not until the great leader 
from Maine set his foot upon the proposition that you undertook 
to make terms with the American people by incorporating reci- 
procity provisions which enabled us in some instances to trade 
with the outside world. That saved the bill, but it did not save 
the inane party from the condemnation of the American 
people. 

Census Bulletin No. 380 gives the statistics for sixty-seven of 
the leading manufacturing interests of the country for the year 
1890. An examination of those statistics can not but be valuable 
to those who fear that tariff reform will give excuse for the re- 
duction of wages. 

i, Taking the manufacturing of boots and shoes, and giving the figures in 
round numbers, it will be found that there was paid— 


For wages 
For material 


Or a total of 
To this sum add 10 per cent of the $93,000,000 capital invested 
to cover interest, insurance, and repairs 


And the grand total is 
Of which wages constitute about 37 per cent. 
The import duty on boots and shoes under the proposed bill is 25 per cent. 
2. Take cotton goods next: 
W ages paid 
Material 


We have total 260, 000, 000 
The percent of wages is 27, and the proposed duties are from 25 to 40 per cent, 

3. Hosiery and knit goods: 
I nett ied teens Bibel koe Ch cdhens cnecdneahhesaeadniien 


$18, 000, 000 
Material 


Total 
Wages, 31 percent. Proposed duties, 30 to 35 per cent. 


4. Leather, tanned and curried: 
Wages 


5. Paper: 
ages 
Material 


Total 
Wages. 20 per cent. 
6. Carpets and rugs: 


Proposed duties, 10 to 30 per cent. 


lin chplthebnnld dan hpi CEid keh nbhs akdneteandease ¢ 
Wages, 27 per cent. Proposed duties, 25 to 35 per cent. 
7. = clothing: 


Wages, 36 percent. Proposed duties, 40 to 45 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I dislike to interrupt the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, unless it is with his consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. LINDSAY. If the Senator from Rhode Island will wait 
— I conclude the presentation of these statistics I will yield 
to him. 


8. Women's clothing, factory product: 
Wages 
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10. - and silk goods: 


820, 000, S 
Material......---.-------------- 51, 000, 
Ten per cent on $51, 000, 000 invested capital 5, 100, 000 




















PE hstrisepliandssaesecustke sneer erhse<aseatececene ence cece 76, 100, 000 
Wages, 27 percent. Proposed duties, 25 to 45 per cent. 
11. Woolen goods: 
inn vad thas al eushtesias deeuswndbeycodee waasecgecs sanaseccce $28, 000, 000 
I os Jair cee enema edie’ ie 0 66 bgcbbane cuséedhucccevece 82, 000, 000 
Ten per cent on $130,000,000 invested capital 13, 000, 000 
ME incksincethiwednesony ti el a a 123, 000, 000 
Wages, 23 per cent. Proposed duties, 20 to 35 per cent. 
12. Worsted goods: 
WROD atdac acne npdiad cab ade cinbs G066 o600 <eccun cece ob ence pence 216, 000, 000 
i cea i dn eee ink Lied dhacadecapedbesen 50, 000, 000 
Ten per cent on $68,000,000 invested capital..................-- 6, 800, 000 
ee nied: i cteeinh duncan Meidedesndneeses 73, 800, 000 


Wages, 22 per cent. 


In these twelve leading industries, in the products of which 
American consumers are directly interested, the proposed im- 
port duties are practically equal to the whole cost of labor, and 
might be so treated if the market value of foreign goods in 
foreign countries be equal to the actual cost of American goods 
of like character and quality at the placesof manufacture. But 

ou may reduce the market value of foreign goods 25 per cent 

elow the actual cost of American goods and still the import 
duties provided for by the proposed bill will in every instance 
cover the difference between wages paid American and foreign 
labor, and in many instances twice that difference. 

Turning again to this census bulletin, we find that the total 
value of the bootand shoe product in 1880 was $220,000,000; total 
cost, including interest, insurance, etc., $177,300,000; excess of 
value $42,700,000. 

The total capital invested was $95,000,000. Reduce the sur- 
plus one-half to cover contingencies and miscellaneous expenses, 
and there remained $21,000,000 absolute profit on an investment 
of $95,000,000. 

Take hosiery: 

We tind the total value 
Total cost 


Proposed duties, 30 to 35 per cent. 


$67, 000, 000 
58, 000, 000 





Excess of value 9, 000, 000 

Equal to 18 per cent upon the total investment, which, being 
divided, leaves 9 per cent clear profit in addition to fullinterest 
upon the investment. , 

In the item ‘‘ total cost” is included 6 per cent on the invest- 
ment and 4 per cent tocover insurance and wastage and depre- 
ciation of —_ , 

These illustrations, takenfrom reports made of business trans- 
actions under the tariff of 1883, before all idea of tariff taxation 
for revenue had been abandoned, show that the proposed reduc- 
tions will fall very far short of removing the oppressive discrimi- 
nations in favor of manufacturers, and will afiord no shadow of 
excuse for the reduction of wages. In the discussion of the effect 
of protection upon the wages of labor, a class of laborers, by no 
means insignificant in number, receive no sort of consideration. 
The skilled laborer who works for the manufacturer, and com- 
bines intelligence and organization with skill, seems the only 
laborer whose rights or interests are to be consulted. As said 
by Thomas Carlyle: 

The great portion of labor is unskilled. The millions are, and must be, 
skill-less Whose strength alone is wanted; ploughers, delvers, bearers, hew- 


ers of wood, and crawers of water, menials of the steam engine, only the 
chief menials and immediate body servants of which require skill. 


Are these countless plowers, delvers, bearers, hewers of wood, 
and drawers of water to have no thought when we are legislat- 
ing for the benefit of labor? Are the white farm laborers of the 
North and West, and the millions of black-skinned men and 
women who toil in the cotton and tobacco fields of the South, 
and whose wages depend upon the market value of products that 
have not been and can not be increased by protection, but have 
been and will continue to be diminished by all unnecessary tariff 
obstruction to freedom of trade with the markets of the world, 
to be outlawed, and the end with them made worse than the be- 
ginning, in order that other more favored laborers shall be ben- 
efited? The iniustice of discriminating between different classes 
of laborers ought to defeat protection, even if it could and did 
do for the factory operative all that its friends claim for it. 

But all experiences teaches that protection does not increase 
the wages, but always increases the burdens of labor, whether 
it toils in the factory or inthe field. The conversion of protect- 
ive duties into duties for revenue will benefit all classes, 
whether manufacturing, commercial, or agricultural. it will 
lighten the burdens of the mun of business, and the laborer. and 
benefit the laborer the greatest of all, as he is the least able to 
pay the increased cost of the consumption he can notescape. In 
speaking of taxes on consumption, the senior Senator from New 
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York [Mr. HI] said that one of their merits is that they ‘‘ are 
all surmounted in detail and paid at the will of the consumer in 
the enhancement of price. If noted they are self-assessed with 
the least inconvenience at the best time in the smallest sum, or 
they are declined and avoided without illegality.” 

Apply this defense to the taxes paid upon consumption by the 
poor, and its fallacy is self-evident. When the poor man pays 
the enhancement in the price for the necessury clothing to keep 
his wife and childrenclad, or for the blankets and bedding neces- 
sary to protect them from the inclemency of the season, it is 
mockery to say to him that the tax he pays inthe enhanced 
price is paid at his will, or that it is self-assessed, or that he piys 
it at the best time, or in the smallest sum, orthat he might have 
declined the payment, or that it is his individual affair. It is 
true, as said by the Senator, ‘All tariff taxes, and ninety-hun- 
dredths of all possible internal-revenue taxes, are taxes on con- 
sumption.” Butthedifference is, that the greater portion of the 


internal-revenue taxes are paid by those who voluntarily con- 
sume articles of luxury. 
In the main those taxes are self-imposed and paid at the con- 


venience of the consumer, and may be declined or avoided with- 
outillegality. But the taxes paid in enhanced prices resulting 
from import duties on the necessaries of life are as in »xorable 
as fate, and fivefold more oppressive than internal tax: 
much asfour dollars out of every five paid go to the manufact- 
urer to fatten him, and only one dollar into the coffers of the 
Government for public purposes. So long as the Government 
imposesand collects duties on the necessaries of life forany other 
purpose than revenue, it oppresses the poor without the shadow 
of excuse, and maintains a Government partnership with pro- 
tected monopolies. 

Democrats of these modern days, for whom the Sen:utor from 
New York [Mr. HILL] assumes to speak, who hold that the poor 
should be reached through custom-house taxation upon the nee- 
essaries of life, because they pay no State or municipal tixes, 
and that the payment of import duties fortities the poor man’s 
right to the elective franchise, and who have discovered that 
the Constitution requires no property qualitications, and recog- 
nizes manhood suffrage, and at the same time gives the Federal 
Government the exclusive right to levy custom-house duties, 
and that, therefore, the Constitution conveys ‘ the idea that such 
suffrage and indirect taxation were intended to be inseparable, 


3. inas- 


one to mitigate or justify the other;” combine these propositions 
into an argument against the propriety, if not the constitution- 
ality of the provisions of this bill looking to the taxation of cer- 
tain incomes. 

[ can not admit the validity or force of the argument. I pre- 
fer to ask whether the Constitution does recognize m .nhood 
suffrage, or suffrage of any kind other than such as the States 
may provide for? 

The Constitution does declare that the electors for members 
of the House of Representatives shall have like qualilication 
with the electors for the most numerous branch of the State 
Legislatures, and the fifteenth article of amendment dows pro- 


vide that the right of citizens to vote shal! not be denied or 
abridged on account of race, color, or previous condition of servi- 
tude. But does it anywhere recognize manhood suffrige or dis- 
countenance property qualifications, any more than it empowers 
Congress to enact tarilf laws for the purpose of conferring per- 
sonal benefits upon favored classes? 

It is not my purpose to defend the policy of incorporating 


in 
the tariff bill the provisions relating to the subject of internal 
taxation. I would have preferred a tariff bili pure and simple, 
unvexed and unembarrassed by questions coneerning internal 
revenue, about which tariff reformers may reasonably differ. 
Butthe duty of originating bills for revenue rests with the louse 


of Representatives, and the judgment of that House as to whether 
there shall be two or only one revenue bill is conclusive with me 
in the absence of any constitutional objection tothe contrary. I 
[ am not prepared to say I would under existing conditions have 


advised the taxation of incomes as anoriginal pro; osition. But 
we have the tariff bill here. If enacted into a law it will be a 
great step in the direction of tariff reform upon aconstitutional 
and equitable basis. 

In this view I can not and will not be a party toa strnggle 
that may prolong the contest for tariff reform over # question 


of mere expediency. Nor will I take the chances of defeating 
all tariff legislation by flying in the face of what I believe to be 
the deliberate judgment and fixed determination of the 
branch of Congress. 

Democratic Senators who serve notice upon the majority of 


other 


Democratic members of this Senate that adhesion tothe income- 
tax feature of the pending bill may defeat tari!f reform, and point 
out the appalling consequences to the Democratic party of such 
defeat may take their warning to themselves, and reflect as to 
whether, if they decline to act in concert with their Democratic 
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brethren, and by so doing keep upon the statute books the Mc- 
Kinley tariff laws, the country will hold them guiltless of all of- 
fense 


I can not forbear in this connection to say to my friend from 
New Jersey, the junior Senator [Mr. SMITH], that no great re- 
form can ever be worked out when interests conflict, if we accept 
as correct the position he assumed a few days since, when he 
said: 

But, sir, I say plainly here and now, that when the struggle does come, as 
it seems bound to come, if this beginning be made, I, for one, shali be found 
fighting for my own. Party ties grow weak when they make disregard of 
one’s own convictions and isloyalty to one’s Own people the test of fealty. 

If upon a matter of expediency, positions like that become the 
order of the day, all party unity will be destroyed, and all hope 
of reform through organized eifort beforever defeated. All at- 
tempts at legislation will become local and personal, and if all 
are to be found fighting for their own, and a ties are to grow 
weak with all, under the sense of controlling obligation to the 
personal interests of one’s own immediate constituents, then 
every idea of the general good, of fair dealing, of justice be- 
tween diverse and conflicting interests and localities, may be 
put aside as unworthy of consideration, and as the mere idle 
dreams of sentimental doctrinaires. Legislation will then re- 
flect the mere selfi<hness of legislators, and those for whom they 
act, and we will soon realize the truth of Lord Howick’s declara- 
tion that— 

The rootof good eae is sapped away when it isonce discovered that 
those in whoin political power is centered, are perverting it to their own pur- 
poses. 

I do not see that New Jersey or New York or Massachusetts 
has any ground for complaint on account of tlie pro income 
tax that is not common te every other State. It is a constitu- 
tioval mode of taxation, as the Supreme Court has decided by the 
unanimous voice of afull bench. It operates upon individuals, 
and not upon States or localities. The income of the resident of 
Lovisiana or Texas or Lilinois is taxed in the same way and by 
the same rule that the residents of New York or New Jersey or 
Massachusetts are taxed. Ifa larger proportion of individuals 
having incomes subject to taxation live in the East +d North- 
east than in the West, South or Northwest, the larger propor- 
tion of taxes levied on incomes will come from those sections, 
just as where taxes are levied on lands proportioned to their 
saleable value, the greater proportion of taxes comes from those 
sections where the most fertile and most desirable lands are to 
found. [liinois and Kentucky pay greatly more than their ap- 
parent share of the internal-revenue tax collected from distilled 
spirits, but it has never occurred to the people of those States 
to complain that this system of taxation is sectional, or that it 

rings from local resentment, or had its origin in the socialis- 
tic tendencies of the times. 

Whatever may be said against the taxation of incomes, it can 
not be denied that Dr. Wayiand was correct when he said, ‘‘ The- 
oretically this is the mostequitable of all taxes, since it touches 
men exactly according to their abilities.” 

There is no foundation for the assumption that this kind of 
taxation originated with socialists, or that it has. been at any 
time or in any country imposed in obedience to the dictation or 
behests of socixlism or communism. 

If to tax incomes is, as said by the Senator from New York 
[Mr. HI], to follow a notable British precedent, it was a prec- 
edent last established by the Conservative party in that country, 
made up of elements the reverse in every respect of those who 
tolerate the doctrines of socialism. The Tory ty, under the 
leadership of Sir Robert Peel, made the saci in 1842, and 
three yea:s afterwards continued the tax indefinitely; and since 
that time no party, Liberal or Conservative, has been equal to 
the task of discontinuing it. 

When the point in British politics has been reached, that re- 
lief from the oppressions of protective taritf laws could nolonger 
be withheld, and Sir Robert Peel, who was statesman enough 
to see the true condition of affairs, and patriot enough to 
willing to recognize the rights of the poor, even at the hazard 
of forieiting the confidence of his party associates, came down 
to the House of Commons to prapose the budget for 1846, he re- 
tained the income tax, repudiated the doctrine of protection, 
and struck from the list of protective duties more than four 
hundred articles then on the tariff schedules, and all this, on the 
ground that it, as he declared, ‘‘ must be a great advantage to 
commerce.” 

Eastern interests, and especially Eastern italists, are most 
free to point to the wise examples of Great Britain, when the 
laws of currency and coinage are the subjects of American legis- 
= \ selcemntiasttadastnenien ee 

pt exam of appor taxes between consump- 
tion and capital, nor to denounce na loasnta ecaemantinee 
such oman as “taught the draftsman of this bill 
with just what form of words to constitute a class of official high- 
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waymen for blackmailing or plundering every man of pr ’ 
in the United States.” : . — 

The Senator from New York asks if these words are harsh? 
To that inquiry no reply need be made. 

It has been claimed by an eminent statistician that one-half 
of all the property of the United States is owned by 17,000 per- 
sons, and that one-twelfth is owned by 250 persons. I express 
no opinion as to the accuracy of those estimates, but if they be 
within 100 per cent of the real facts we have a condition to 
awaken “ene as to whether the power and influence in- 
cident to these great accumulations of wealth are always to be 
used in the interest of the general good. 

Ihave no sympathy with those who attempt to excite preju- 
dice against the rich. I know it to be a fact that as a general 
rule the men of wealth are among our most reputable and patri- 
otic citizens, and that to a very large degree their riches are tho 
results of theirenterprise,industry,and businesscapacity. But 
it is equally true tuat in the race for wealth the unequal and 
discriminating tariff laws under which we have lived for thirty 
years have been found a ready and efficient instrumentality in 
the hands of men of fortune and enterprise to make unhealthy 
and abnormal additions to their wealth within the lines of the 
law and consistent with the highest personal integrity. The 
time has certainly come when this convenient and efficient in- 
strumentality ought, in common justice, to be dispensed with, 
and it may be; the time has also come when the great incomes 
it has helped to create ought, for a like reason, to contribute to 
a moderate degree to the relief of struggling poverty against the 
enhanced prices of the necessaries of life resulting from custom- 
house taxation. 

This question is to be decided by the American people and 
not alone by those whose incomes are to be taxed; and to de- 
nounce those who favor making available this tield of legitimate 
taxation as demagogues, seeking tu stir up class prejudices, and 
to winapplausefrom the mischeviousand unthinking, is not the 
best way to impress the country with the conviction that wealth 
selects as its representatives those who are conservative of 
speech and ready to make sacrifices as well for party harmony 
as for the public good. 

Income taxation is inquisitorial. So is all taxation. The 
methods by and through which the Government oilicers make 
themselves acquainted with the business affairs of those who 
pay internal-revenue taxes lack none of the elements of the 
most perfect inquisition. Custom-house taxation carries with 
it the same inquisitorial powers, and I am not ready to admit 
that it doesnoteach year annoy and humiliate as many Ameri- 
cans as will be affected byithe proposed income tax. It is idle 
to say that an income tax can not be collecied. Experience will 
soon make known the loopholes of escape, and they will be 
closed, just as have been closed the loopholes through which 
in the early days of our internal-revenuesystem those who were 
willing to commit perjury or fraud,or both, escaped the pay- 
ment of internal taxes. 

It is no ground for complaint that the bill provides for the ex- 
emption of certain incomes. The inequality of income taxation 
arises out of the taxation of incomes small enough to be indis- 
pensable to the reasonable necessities or comforts of the tax- 
payer and his family. To relieve against that objection two 
remedies have been suggested—the exemption of small incomes 
or the division of incomes into two or more classes, making the 
percentage greater on the larger income. 

I would have preferred the latter. I would reduce the maxi- 
mum exemption to $2,000; would tax incomes of $10,000 and less 
1 per cent; incomes between $10,000 and ‘$50,000, 2; and incomes 
over $51,000, 3 per cent. I appreciate the inequalities of this 
mode as to incomes falling very close to the lines, dividing the 
percentages, but esteem such inequalities of minor importance. 

The House bill adopts the first; and while there is great room 
for difference of opinion as to the propriety of the sum fixed as 
the maximum of exemptior, the difference goes to detail and 
not to principle. ; 

The laboring man whose wages, supplemented by those of 
wife and children, are insufficient or barely sufficient to supply 
the commonest necessaries of life, clearly ought to have no part 
of his income taken by the Government, unless under the most 


proming necessity. 

For like reasons,applying, however, with less force, incomes 
only large enough to add comforts to the common necessaries of 
life can be properly and consistently exempted. As incomes in- 
crease one comfortafter another may be supplied, and it may be 
difficult todetermine the exact point at which expenditures c_ase 
to be made for the comforts of life and commence to supply the 
luxuries. The general opinion of the country may be reached 
with imate accuracy by accepting the average of the sal- 
aries paid to State and Federal officers. The exemption fixed 
by the bill conforms substantially to public opinion in that re- 
gard At any rate, it is safe to assume that the family with 
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$4,000 a year to dispose of will pay either to the importer or to 
the home manufacturer their full share of the enhanced prices re- 


sulting from cusvom-house taxation, and that to impose in addi- | 


tion thereto a tax upon that income will result in unnecessary 
hardship. 

Income taxation invades ‘no field reserved by implication or 
by unbroken custom to the States. Like all internal taxation, it 
operates upon a subject of State taxation, as it necessarily must 
do. The tender sympathy being developed for the owners of 
the capital stock of corporations and for professional men is 
misplaced. Corporations may be trusted to take care of their 
stockholders, and professional men being always willing to bear 
their full share of public expenditures, have not been heard, so 
far as I am informed, to protest against contributing something 


out of their surplus earnings to lighten the burdens of the less | 


fortunate. 

The claim that there is no necessity for an income tax is 
fairly open to dispute. Our present revenue laws do not supply 
us with the funds necessary to discharge the obligations and pay 
the current expenses of the Government. Who can say thatthe 
proposed changes will supply the deficit independent of the tax 
on incomes? 

Estimates can at best be only approximate when business 
affairs are upon a heaithy basis, and when the volume of trade 
can be reasonably foreseen. No such condition now exists. No 
one, under present circumstances, can foretell the future, and itis 
our duty to make such provisions for the necessities of the Gov- 
ernment as will leave no ground to fear that the Tre :sury will 
again be driven to the necessity of raising money by the sale of 
bonds. lt is our duty to secure a sufficiency of revenue, and if 
we iind at the end of one year, or two years, that revenues are 
accumulating, we will be able also to find how we may remedy 
the evil, by removing or reducing some custom-house tax that 
ought to have no place in our system of taxation because inim- 
ica! to thatfundamental principle of Democracy that the Federal 
Government ought not to impose and collect tariff taxes except 
for the purposes of revenue on!y, and that those collectedshould 
bear as lightly as possible on the necessaries of life. 

We have been reminded that under the income-tax law of 1862 
the “astern States paid 18 per cent of the whole sum collected 
during the ten or eleven years it was in force; that the Middle 
States paid 71 per cent, and New York alone 30 per cent. It 
seems to be forgotten that during these years oon States 
were suffering from the ravages of the civil war and the waste- 
ful and destructive administration of the statutes for Congres- 
sional reconstruction; that since 1874 there has sprung into ex- 
istence in the Northwest a competitor of the city of New York 
in business, enterprise, and wealth, and that the country be- 
tween Kansas and Nebraska on the east and the Rocky Moun- 
tains on the west has beenconverted from a desert into a region 
of civilization and wealth. 

Those who insist that an income tax is in the nature of a sec- 
tional attack by the South and West upon the Middle States and 
the East, may consider with profitthe compilation made by Mr. 
J.K. Upton from the census of 1890, in regard to the relative 
wealth per capita of the various geographical sections of the 
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country. They may be surprised to find that the wealth per | 


capita of the North Atlantic Division, composed of New Eng- 


land, New York, Pennsylvania, and New Jersey, in 1890 was | 
$1,232, whilst the per capita of the Western Division, compose | 
of Montana, Wyoming, Colorado, New Mexico, Arizona, Utah, | 


Nevada, Idaho, Washington, Oregon, and California, was $2,250: | 


that the per capita of Illinois was $1,324, acainst $1,252 in Mas- 
sachusetts; that the per capita in Washington was $2,177 against 
$1,430 in New York, and in Arizona $3,168,against $1,4/0 in 
Rhode Island, which stands at the head of the North Atlantic 
Division. ‘They may also be surprised to find that the per cap- 
ita of Kansas was $1,261, against $1,117 in Pennsylvania, and in 
Minnesota $1,300, against $1,000 in New Jersey, and that the per 
capita in Texes exceeds that of Maine, New Hampshire, or Ver- 
mont, and comes within $0 of New Jersey. 

The entire compilation is as follows: 
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These figures may not prove that in the West and North the 
incomes proposed to be taxed will equal those of the North and 
Northeast, but they do show that income taxation will not oper 
ate so invidiously in a geographical s:nse as to give colo: to 
the charge that itis intended to be sectional and to represent 
the spirit of local resentment. 

If we concede the force of some of tho objections made to an 
income tax, and admit that existing import duties might be ma 
terially reduced, and at the same time so applied as to obvi.te 
the necessity for such a tax, it by no means follows that its ad 
vocates or any of them favor the complete substitution of inter- 
nal, direct, or income taxes for tari'! taxes, and there is nothing 
in the House bill, or in the proposed amendments to warr.nt the 
insinuation that Democrats look to taritt extinction at any time, 
even in the remotest future. 

The quotation taken from the Democratic platform of 1884 
that, *‘ From the foundation of this Government taxes collected 
at the custom-house have been the chief source of Federal reve- 
nue, such they must continue to be,” is in harmony with the 
pending bill, and that declaration, which the Senator from New 
York now so cordially approves, would have been found in the 
platform of 1892, having been reported ipsissimis verbis by the com- 


| mittee on platform if it had not been stricken out by a vote that 


would have been insufficient for that purpose if, as heretofore 


| suggested, it had not been given a preponderating influence by 
the votes of the delegations from New York and Ohio. This 


time-honored and cardinal tenet of Democracy does not owe its 
absence from the Democratic platform to the unassisted action 
of such of the friends of the Democratic Executive as vo 
the Neal amendment, and I remember no criticism by the Sena- 
tor from New York upon the vote of the delegation from His 
State in favor of its omission. 

But whether that declaration was stricken from the report of 
the platform committee at the instance of the friends of Mr. 
Cleveland or the friends of the Senator from New York, it is 
undoubtedly true that the Democratic party has always been 
committed to tariff taxation, and is stillso committed. There 
is nothing in the Wilson bill, and nothing in the Senate amend- 
ments looking tothe contrary, and nothing toexcite the fears of 
the junior Senator from Massachusetts that free trade isabout to 
be made a living and vital issue by the Democratic party. [am 
informed by those who have taken the trouble to make the 


ed for 
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necessary calculations that the average of duties under the iron 
sehedule of the House bill is 35.06 per cent, and under the amend- 
ments proposed by the Finance Commitice 31.52 per cent. The 
reductions of the iron schedules are in excess of the average re- 
ductions made by the bill and amendments. 

It is impossible under any reasonable tariff to raise annually 
$450,000,000. Post-Office a may supply $90,000,000 of that 
sum, tariff taxation and miscellanedéus receipts one-half the re- 
mainder, but put it any way we may we must look to internal 
taxation to supply annually from $200,000,000 to $225,000,000, and 
if the gradual removal or reduction of such tariff duties as op- 
press the poor by unduly enhancing the costs of the necessaries 
o! life, operate to reduce tariff receipts, those reductions should 
be met by internal taxation. 

Upon this doctrine the Democratic party may safely stand. It 
promotes justice and equality, is consistent with the constitu- 
tional limitations upon the power of taxation,and whatever may 
be the public appreciation to day of tariif reform and internal 
taxation on the principles indicated, if we shall pass this bill, I 
have no fear but that in the very near future all who are not 
interested in the direct application of the doctrine of protection 
will give to our action the most unmistakable evidences of their 
approval. 

The fact can not be concealed that the Democratic party must 
pay the penalty of having control of the Government during a 

veriod of business distress. The public, with or without reason, 
looks to the party in power for relief, and if it is not speedily 
given, no excuse thet relivf by legislative action is impossible 
will be received. The cunsequent lossof public confidence must 
be accepted, but with the full assurance that the loss will be 
temporary, if we persist in carrying out, in the face of all difii- 
culties and discouragements, the pledges upon which the people 
int usted us with power. 

In this connection, I beg to call attention to the fact that the 
Republican State convention in the State of Indiana adopted 
the other day a platform in which it denounced every measure 
favored by the Democratic party, charging Democratic policies 
with responsibility for the existing condition of affairs, con- 
demned everything done and to be done, but was fearfully and 
portentously silent upon the subject of the income tax. Not 
one word of complaint or condemnation of the proposed income 
tax was uttered by the Republican party of Indiana, presided 
over by the venerable Thompson, and held under the counte- 
nance and approval of the ex-President of the United States, 
Mr. Harrison. ‘ 

Pass the pending bill, and we may go before the country with 
an assurance that no party that proposes to reverse our action 
in reforming the tariff, or to abandon the income tax for the 
purpose of increasing tariff taxation, can secure the indorse- 
ment of the people. I have no more fears of New Jersey or New 
York than of Kentucky or Arkansas, so far as tariff reform or 
the tax upon incomes are concerned. Other causes may lose to 
us New Jersey and New York, but the country does not believe 
there is any just grounds for apprehending that the Democrats 
of those States are any less sound to-day on the question of tariff 
taxation, on the basis of the Constitution, than they have been 
in the past. 

Our duty is plain. Itcan not bemistaken. We must pass the 

nding bill. We owe it tothe Democracy of the country to pass 

t, and we are confronted by the still higher consideration that 
the best interests of the great mass of the American people 
will be sacrificed if we fail now in the work of tariff re‘orm. 

The failure of tariff revision at this time means the defeat and 
may mean ‘‘ the’ demoralization if not the annihilation of our 
party.” These considerations render all the more painful and 
alurming the fact that Democratic Senators who have assumed 
to lead tariff reform in the past are now by implication giving 
the country to understand that unless their peculiar views as to 
the equitable and most advantageous methods of imposing and 
apportioning tariff and internal taxation be accepted by their 
party associates their votes can not be relied on to pass the pend- 


ing bill. 

fn the absence of any proposition to abandon tariff taxation or 
to unreasonably limit its imposition, or to levy tariff taxes for 
other than revenue purposes, or to resort to taxation not author- 
ized by the Constitution, it has a strange and ominous sound 
when an overwhelming majority of Democratic Senators are told 
that they should ‘‘ pause and reflect upon the possible conse- 
quences of their unreasonable demands.” 

From a Democratic — it is certainly the duty of this 
Congress to revise the tariff. Weare pledged to that course and 
the country expects it. It is also true that we are not pledged 
to pass anincometax. But weare not pledged against an income 
tax. Itis not incompatible with any provision of our party plat- 
form, and may be consistently supported by any Democrat. 

Not so, however, when it comes to keeping upon the statute 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRIL 27, 


books the McKinley tariff laws. They were denounced by the 
Democratic convention as without constitutional authority, and 
the protection they afford as a fraud, a robbery of the great ma- 
jority of the American people for the benefitofthe few. It may 
involve the surrender of personal predilections, the sacrifice of 
individual preferences or of local interests to vote to repeal the 
McKinley tariff laws by the enactment of a revisedand reformed 
tariff bill containing the income-tax provision, but to refuse to 
vote for such a bill with the knowledge that its defeat will de- 
feat all tariff reform will be to condone the fraud and robbery 
of Republican tariff legislation, and to consent to the perpetua- 
tion of a scale of taxes upon imports the Government has no con- 
stitutional power to levy or collect, 

The issue is clear. Thecountry understands it. The Democ- 
racy look with wonder upon our hesitation and our dissensions, 
and if we fail now to realize ibe fruits of the victory with which 
the struggle for tariff reform, commencing in 1876, culminated 
in 1892, the Democratic masses will be slow to accept as a suffi- 
cient excuse that we were not equal to the duty of reconciling 
and compromising conflicting local and personal interests, on 
the lines of the Democratic platform, and that the minority found 
their objections to an income tax to raise $30,000,000 annually, 
as insuperable as were the objections of the people of the North- 
ern States in 1861 to the perpetuation of the institution and 
the extension of the area of human slavery. 

The advocates of protection insist with apparent sincerity that 
the value of protective tariff laws is to be seen in the great re- 
duction in the prices of manufactured articles during th last 
ten, fifteen, or twenty years. 

The appreciation of gold resulting from the abandonment 
about twenty years since by Europe and the United States of 
the general coinage of silver into money of ultimate payment is 
never taken into account. 

Improvements in machinery, greater facilities for the appli- 
cation of labor, cheapness and expedition in transportation, all 
go for nothing. With them protection alone has been the meri- 
torious cause for the existence of all these codperating agencies 
and is to be defended and maintained at all hazards. 

Do the advocates of protection concede that the tariff laws 
are responsible for the steady decline during the same periods 
of the prices of cotton, wheat, corn, rye, and all our agricultu- 
ral staples? Was it the McKinley duty of 25 cents per bushel 
on wheat that reduced its price to 50 cents? Is it the tariff tax 
on potatoes that hassometimes induced the farmers of the North- 
west to permit their crops to rot in the fieldsin which they were 
grown? 

as reasoning man knows that those who demand protec- 
tion believe it will enhance the prices of the articlesor products 
it affects. If the wool-grower did not mistakenly believe it in- 
creases the price of wool he would make no clamor, because the 
pending bill puts wool on the free list. If the manufacturers of 
iron did not believe it increases the market price of iron, they 
would lose no time and spend no money in working to defeat 
tariff reform. If the manufacturers of textile fabrics did not 
believe the reduction of the rate of import duties on the articles 
they manufacture will enable the people to purchase them at 
lower prices, they would not have sent down to Washington 
their representative delegation of workingmen to protest against 
the passage of the tariff bill. 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] warned 
the Senate the other day that the reduction of the present duty 
of 98.63 per cent on woolen goods to 35.05 per cent, will close all 
the woolen mills in the country, because during the year ending 
June 30, 1893, in the face of the 98 per cent duty $36,993,40.16 
worth of woo!en goods found their way into the United States, 

ying a tax of $36,448,567.46. He also predicted that if we re- 

uce the present duty on cotton of 55.25 per cent, to 38.45 there 
will not be ships enough to carry to America the English goods 
our people'will be willing to buy at the lower prices that will 
follow the reduction. He pointed with the gravest apprehen- 
sion to the propesed reduction of the duty on cutlery from 50 to 
95 per cent, to 35 per cent, and of the duty of from 40 to 50 per 
cent on granite to from 20 to 25 per cent. 

These are among the principal industries of New Hampshire. 
They have had thirty years’ protection.. Let us see the result. 
We eare from the Senator that from 1880 to 1890, the property 
of New Hampshire declined in value $38,000,000, or more than 
10 per cent of the aggregate; that values diminished in Ver- 
mont $37,000,000, and in Maine $22,000,000 during the same 

ears. He told us also that while New Hampshire was the 
ont wealthy of all the States and Territories, except Vermont, 
Delaware, Oklahoma, Indian Territory, Wyoming, New Mex- 
ico, Arizona, Nevada, and Idaho, it stood seventeenth in the ex- 
tent of its manufacturing interests. 

We might reasonably account for a relative decrease during 
the period mentioned in the values of New Hampshire as com- 
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pared with other States, but how can we account for the actual | 
decrease in the three States of Maine, New Hampshire, and Ver- | 
mont, of an aggregate sum of $97,000,000? Those States have | 
not the agricultural or mineral resources of the Middle, South- | 
ern and Western States. If protection to their manfacturing | 
industries has promoted their general prosperity, upon what | 
hypothesis cun we rest the fact that, with all the advantages of 
protection, New Hampshire, standing seventeenth in the list of 
manufacturing States, ‘has fallen rapidly behind in wealth | 
since 1880” ? 

If, under protection, New Hampshire, with her extensive man- 
facturing interests, has steadily declined in wealth since 1580, 
what right have we to say the influence of protection upon the 

eneral property of the country at large has not been the same 
S other States? 

We can not answer that question by citing the great increase 
of values since 1880 in the agricultural and mining States. The 
agricultural and mining resources of these States have enabled 
them to overcome the blighting tendency of protection, and to 
increase in wealth in spite of it; but New Hampshire, Vermont, 
and Maine have no such resources, and in those States, protec- 
tion, having to meet no countervailing agencies arising out of 
the fertility of soil or the richness of mineral deposits, has 
worked out its legitimate results in the impairment of the gen- 
eral prosperity. : 

If the tendency of protection has been uniform in all the 
States, and New Hampshire, Maine, and Vermont are average 
examples of its baleful effects, we may readily account for the 
business collapse of last year. We then reached the point at 
which no energy, industry, or economy, and no agricultural or 
mining possibilities could withstand the constant drain upon the 
earnings of the great mass of the people. Having taxed our- 
selves beyond our capacity to pay, we have with us and upon us 
the necessary and inevitable consequence. 

The possibility of such aresult as that we now have, following 
in the wake of persistent proteciion, was recognized by Presi- 
dent John Quincy Adams in his message of December 6, 1828, in 
which he defended or rather excused the protective features of 
the tariff law passed at the preceding session of Congress. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me to 
interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator stated a short time ago that by the 
census returns the valuation of property in the State of Maine 
had decreased $21,000,000 from 1880 to 1890. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Twenty-two millions. 

Mr. HALE. I do not wish to interrupt the thread of the Sen- 
ator’s remarks except to state that that statement, which I 
have seen going the roundsin many places, is entirely wrong, 
owing to taking certain columns and figures in the census of 
1880 as to the estimated valuation, and instead of decreasing, 
the valuation of Maine has increased more than $73,000,000. I 
shall not go into that subject more fully now, but I did not wish 
the Senator to make the statement and that it should pass un- 
contradicted. I thank him for yielding to me. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I made the statement upon the faith of the 
accuracy of the statement made by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGEK]. I knew that he was your neighbor and 
your friend, and I took it for granted he had made a critical ex- 
amination before making the statement. 

Mr. HALE. I saw the statemeht at the time, but did not hear 
it and had no opportunity to correct it. It is, however, a mis- 
apprehension on the part of the Senator from New Hampshire 
and also the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Ifthe Senator from Kentucky will per- 
mit me a single observation, I presumed that I was correct when 
I made that statement, and I think I am correct, so far as the 
statistics will show, unless the statistics themselves are based 
upon some erroneous assessment. I do not know how that may 
be. I think that the statistics do show a decrease in the we ith 
of New Hampshire. I may, however, have madea misstatement 
concerning Maine, and if | have, I am very sorry. 

If the Senator will kindly permit me one observation, and I 
think I shall not interrupt him further, he alludes to the fact | 
which I stated, that some $36,000,000 of duties were collected on | 
woolen goods imported into this country in the last year,and yet | 
our manufacturing States are apparently not as prosperous as 
they might be. I wish simply to ask the Senator what the re- | 
sult will be upon those States if the duty is reduced 50 per cent | 
or thereabouts, and instead of $36,000,000, possibly $290,000,000 
of woolen goods will come into the country’ 

Mr. LINDSAY. I am very glad the corrections have been 
made. I want to say to the Senator from New Hampshire that, 
of course, I can not look forward to the result of the diminution 
of duties with anything like prophetic ken; but the Senator 
stated yesterday that he had a friend who was engaged in the 
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manufacture of pottery, and that the result of protection upon 
the pottery industry had been to reduce the price of American 
pottery so low that the business could no longer be pursued with 
profit. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I beg the Senator's pardon; I did not say 
that. Isaid that it had been reduced so low to the consumers 
that the importers were not receiving the profit they formerly 
had received. 

Mr. LINDSAY. 
profit. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The manufacturersof foreign goods were 
not receiving any profit. What the American producer was re- 
ceiving I am not prepared to say; but I apprehend a very fair 
profit under the operation of existing law. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Then we have this result from protection: 
Protection has reduced the price of American goods so much 
that the foreign manufacturer can not compete with the Ameri- 
can manufacturer, and yet the pottery manufacturer is clamor- 
ing for protection in the face of the fact that there is no neces- 
sity for protection. But if protection in ten years, and during 
the period in which there was no threat by the Democratic 
party, backed by the power to reform the tariff, reduced the ag- 
gregate wealth of New Hampshire $38,000,000, why is the Sen- 
ator unwilling to try and see if revenue duties will not have a 
better effect upon New Hampshire, as they had from 1846 to 1860 
under a Democratic tariff? 

Mr. GALLINGER. -The Senator assumes that I make admis- 
sions that I never have made. Admitting that we have some- 
what shrunk in our wealth during the last ten years, we have 
had a very large increase since 1870, I will say to the Senator, 
and my contention is that with the reduced tariff rates our 
shrinkage in values would be very much larger than they have 
been. 

Mr. LINDSAY. As to the interruption of the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE], I wish to say that when I found the state- 
ment that the property of Maine had decreased in actual rather 
than relative value as compared with the remainder of the 
country, I was surprised, because I took it for granted the tim- 
ber interests of Maine were sufficient to overcome any adverse 
influences exerted upon the State by tariff taxation for protec- 
tion,as the agricultural and mineral interests of theother States 
had been able to overcome those influences in other portions of 
the country. But we have the admission that in New Hamp- 
shire and Vermont, where there are no timber interests of im- 
portance, and where nothing could have affected the prosperity 
of those two States, unless it be Republican legislation of some 
character, if they have been affected by legislation at all, be- 
tween 1880 and 1890, when the Republican party always con- 
trolled either the Executive or one of the branches of Congress, 
and when it was impossibie for the Democrats to carry their 
tariff reform policy into execution, New Hampshire and Ver- 
mont, the two States without the great resources of the other 
States, relying alone upon protective manufactures, fell behind 
not only relatively, but actually, $75,000,000. 

If the protected industries of New Hampshire did not suffer, 
what interests did suffer? If the protected interests have 
flourished and if those who labored for the protected industries 
have received good wages and have been happy and prosperous, 
who is it that has been sacrificed in New Hampshire, in order to 
make the manufacturer rich, and to pay extravagant wages to 
his operatives, to the extent of this actual decrease in a period 
of ten years? It must have been the agricultural and commer- 
cial people. 

My friend accounts for the small diminution in New Hamp- 
shire by stating that the value of the new railroads built, not 
necessarily for the advantage of New Hampshire, but as means 
of intercommunication between Canada and the seacoast and 
between Maine and the other States of the Union, prevented a 
still further decrease in the commercial and agricultural inter- 
ests of that State. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The contention of the Senator and his 
colleagues on that side of the Chamber h:s been that protection 
If 
that be so, the wealth must be in New Hampshire. But what 
becomes. of the Senator’s contention that these manufacturers 
are robbers, and that they are plundering the people? If they 
are making such immense wealth it ought to be there. Where 
has it gone? 

Mr. LINDSAY. The Democratic conteution is not that pro- 
tection increases'theaggregate of wealth of the country, but that 
protection enriches the manufacturer by an unfair distribution 
of wealth. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
would he not? 


But the manufacturers were receiving their 


Yes, but the taxgatherer would find that, 





4162 


Mr. LINDSAY. Thetaxgatherer! It has been said on your 
side of the Chamber that we can not administer an income tax, 
because the taxpayers are so dishonest that they will escape the 
payment of it by the commission of perjury. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That has been said on the other side, 
too, but our contention is that the income tax isa very different 
tax from the ordinary tax. 

Mr. LINDSAY. tUdo notexactly understand the force of the 
Senator's question as to the taxgatherer finding the wealth. 

VhatI mean to say is that protection has made your manufac- 
turers rich. It enriches individuals whilst # impoverishes the 
community. When you aggregate into the hands of the manu- 
facturers an undue proportion of the wealth of the country, you 
impoverish every other industry and interfere with those who 
are engaged in other industries; you disible the agriculturist, 
you disable the merchant, you disable every man upon whom 

ou levy your une jual and your unnecessary tax from following 
his vocation as he might follow it, from securing results that 
might otherwise be secured, in order to enrich a few, just as the 
Democratic party charges protection does. It impoverishes the 
general public by an unfair distribution of wealth, by applying 
the earnings of the great mass of the people to the enrichment 
of the few, and that is illustrated by New Hampshire and by 
Vermont. where there sre nd mineral or agricultural resources 
or possibilities by which to overcome the eifects of protection. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. PROCLOR. I think the Senator is in error in his gen- 
eral statement about the condition of affairs in Vermont. [t is 
not amanufaeturing State; it is anagriculturalone; and if there 
has. been a depreciation of property and a loss of population 
there, the tariif has had very little todo with it. It has been 
because our people have gone to the new Stites of the West to 
better their fortunes, Iam very sure that with what little man- 
ufacturing we have, we are better off for the protection we have 
bad under the tariff law. : 

Mr. LINDSAY. It follows, Mr. President, from the state- 
ment of my friend, that while the manufacturing interests of 
Vermont have not tended to impoverish the people of Vermont, 
the agricultural people of Vermont have been inpoverished by 
the protection atiorded to the manufacturers of other Stxtes, 
from whom they have been eompelled to buy and to whom they 
have been compelled to pay the enhanced prices resulting from 
protection. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Itis very certain that the farmers of Ver- 
mont, who are supposed to know something about their own 
interests, do not agree with the Senator from Kentucky, as they 
vote very solidly for protection every time they have an oppor- 
tunity. 

Mr.GALLINGER, If the Senator from Kentucky will permit 
me a@ single further interruption, I notice his argument is that 
it has been protection which has decreased the value of prop- 
erty in New Hampshire during the past decade. I want to call 
the attention of the Senator to the fact that in 1890 we were $73,- 
000,000 vicher than we were in 1870. Whatdidthat? If protec- 
tion decreased our value in the last decade, it should have 
ae decreased it in the decade from 1870 to 1880, when we 
were likewise under protection. The Senator’s argument, it 
seems to me, does not hold together on that point, but perhaps 
he can mak» it a little more conclusive. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Between 1870 and 1880 the agricultural and 
commercial people were able to counteract to some degree the 
evil influences of protection, but the time always comes when a 
law which enledeln distributes tbe wealth of a country over- 
comes all energy, all industry, all economy, and forces to the 
wall those who have to contend againstit. It is the constant, 
never-ending, always applying drain upon the resources of men 
that finally breaks down their energies and reduces them to pov- 
erty. Whatever may have been the vote of the agricultural 

eople of Vermont in the past and whatever may be their vote 
fn the future, the fact stares them in the face that their wealth 
has actually decreased 8 or 10 percent in ten years under pro- 
tective tariffs, which the Democrats at no time had the power 
to disturb; and if they have been deceived in voting to protect 
the manufacturing interests by the duties levied on potatoes, 
and corn, and wheat, under the idea that protection to that of 
which we had a superabundance would enhance its value, then I 
say the greater the misfortune of the good peopleof Vermont. If 
niy. friend would go home and repeat to the people the explanation 
Iam vainly attempting to make to the Senate, and point out to 
them the evil results from the course of voting they have pur- 
sued in the past, | have a reasonable hope that even Vermont 
would abandon the idol to which she has been joined so long. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, the people of Vermont, at 
the recurring periods of election, have no laek of statesmen of 
the free-trade persuasion coming to explain the great beauties 
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of that doctrine. They, however, form their views in regard to 
this principle upon the ideas of the Kentucky statesman, Henry 
Clay. They were Henry Clay Whigs; they have stuck to that 
doctrine faithfully to this time, and I think they will continue 
to do se regardless of the views of statesmen who visit us every 
four years, to point out the beauties of free trade. 

Mr. LINDSAY. One misfortune the Democratic tariff re- 
former has in Vermont is that he can not get the 22,000 Repub- 
lican majority in that State to listen to him, but if my friend, 
who has the confidence of those people and to whom they will 
listen, were to make the explanation [ have been attempting to 
make, there would bea revolution in Vermont that would as- 
tonish the country from the Atlantic to the Pacific. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I have noticed that the distinguished Dem- 
ocratic speakers who come there, as they do regularly, get very 
large audiences, and as there are very few Democrats to listen, 
it follows that they must be Republicans who hear them. 

Mr. LINDSAY. My information is that the fifteen or twenty 
thousand Democrats who do live in Vermont are very enthusi- 
astic Democrats,and as the State is not as large as Texas all the 
Democra's in Vermont can attend every public speaking at any 
point in Vermont, and they ean follow it up day after day during 
the entire canvass. |Laughter.] Therefore those great crowds 
are made up@f willing Democrats, and not the reluctant Repub- 
licans who have been misled by the Senator im whom they have 
confidence. 

Now, then, one other suggestion, and that is in regard to 
Henry Clay protection. The Senator tells us that the majority 
of the people of Vermont are Henry Clay protectionists. I will 
not be entirely accurate as to details, because much as [ admire 
the sage of Ashland I have not reeurred to his speeches re- 
centlr; but my recollection is that Henry Clay in 1832 was of 
opinion that tariff taxation of from 20 to 3u':pereent was distinct- 
ively protective in every sense of the word ‘ protection,” and he 
sought to build up the gre.t American system by taritf taxation 
25 per cent lower than the average proposed by the bill now un- 
der discussion in the Senate. 

Now go where Henry Clay was best known, ses those people 
who sat at his feet and drank words of wisdom from his lips, and 
you will find that the old-time Henry Clay Whigs ef Kentucky 
are Democrats to a man and in favor of abandoning extreme pro- 
tection and coming down to that incidental protection which 
will necessarily follow from a tariff levied for revenue only. 

It is a fortunate thing that we have two States like Vermont 
and Maine to be held up as living pictures to the American 
people of the natural and necessary eifects of continued protec- 
tion. 

The possibility of just such a result as we hive in New Hamp= 
shire, just such a result as we have upon us in the entire coun- 
try was anticipated by President John Quiney Adams when he 
sentin his message of December 6, 1828, attempting to excuse 
rather than to defend the fariff law that had been passed at the 
preceding session of Congress. He then said: 

So long as the duty on foreign shall operate only as a bounty upon the do- 
mestic articls— 

He did not deny that the tariff duty was a bounty upon the do- 
mestic article, but he said: 


So long as the duty on foreign shall operate only as a bounty upon the 
domestic article—and the planter, and merchant, and the shepherd, and the 
husbandman shall be found thriving in their occupations, under the duties 
imposed for the protection of domestic manufactures, they will not repine 
in prosperity shared by themselves with their fellow-citizens of other pro- 
fessions. nor denounce as violations. of the Constitution the deliberate acts 
of Congross to shield from the wrongs of foreign laws the native industry 
of the Union. 


That as long as they were prosperous, as long as it was neces- 
sary to frame laws to shield the native industry of America 
against foreign laws of other countries the planter, husband- 
man, étc., would not repine at sharing their prosperity with 
those to whom bounties were paid upon the products of their in- 
dustry. 

Now that there are no foreign wrongs to neutralizeor avenge, 
and the profits of the planter and the husbandman are things of 
the past, when our wheat, cotton and beef do not pay the cost of 
production and transportation, when the agriculturist has no 
share in the prosperity seeured to the manufacturer by unequal 
laws ed for his benefit, and has had no share for years past, 
the clenter and the husbandman may, and consonant with the 
logic of Mr. Adams, ought to denounce the duties laid for pro- 
tection as violative of the Constitution, and demand their aboli- 
tion, to the end that freer trade than we have had for thirty 
years may restore tous a prosperity in which all Americans of 
ae pursuit, avocation, occupation, and profession may have 
equ 


eae, to share. 
The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE! was pleased to say that 


‘ 
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while the pending bill disregards the interests of New England 
it takes care of Kentucky. An examination of its provisions 
will answer that intimation. 

Kentucky raises practically all the hemp produced in the 
United States, and hemp goes on the free list. Kentucky is as 
deeply interested in lumber as is Maine, and lumber goeson th 
free list. Kent: cky hos just commenced to develop her exten 
sive and valuable coal fields, and coal was put on the free list in 
the House by the vote of every Democratic member from Ken- 
tucly, and if the amendment of the Senate Finance Committee 
be adopted the duty will be reduced from 75 to 4 cents per ton. 

Kentucky s greatest agricultural staple is tobacco. I believe 


Kentucky raises more tobacco than any other State in the Union | 


or any other co.ntry in the world. Under the internal-revenue 
provisions of the bilt, every man who deals in, or manufactures 
tobacco, is- taxed. 

Kentucky whisky is now taxed 450 per cent upon the original 
cost of production. The House bill raises the tax to 500 per 
cent, and the pending amendment to 550 per cent. 

Kontucky favors tarilf reform inthe spiritof the Chicago plat- 
form. Her people have asked nofavorsand expect none. They 
denounce the McKinley law, as the Democracy of 1876 denounced 
the tariff then in force, ‘‘As a masterpiece of injustice, in- 
equality, and false pretense, which yields a dwindling and nota 
yearly rising revenue, and has impoverished many industries to 
subsidize afew. It prohibits imports that might purchase the 
products of American labor. It has depleted. the returns of 
Amorican agriculture and industry followed by half our people. 
It. costs the people five times as much as it puts in the Treasury, 
obstructs the process of production and wastes the fruits of la- 
bor. It promotes fraud, fosters smuggling, enriches dishonest 
officials, and bankrupts honest merchants.” In short, ‘‘ We Ge- 
mand that all eustom-house taxation shall be for revenue only.” 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. CULLOM and Mr. StEWART addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER(Mr. TURPIE in the chair), 
Chair has recognized the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LINDSAY|a 
few moments since used the language L shall read, and the fol- 
lowing co!}loquy occurred between him and the Senator from 
Rhode Island ;Mr. ALDRICH]: 

Mr. LINDSAY. If the Republican party will give the Senate an oppor- 
tunity to call the yeas ani nays upon the passageof this bill this afternoon, 
Wwe shall disclose exactly what the Democratic party is in favor of. 

Mr. AnpRIcH. I will consent for this side gf the: Chamber to taking the 
vote by yeas and nays at 3 o'clock this afternoon upon che bill agit came 
from the House of Representatives; and I challenge the other side to do it 

Mr. LInpsay: Why exclude the amendments reported by the Finance 
Committee? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Because you say that the bill is a Democratic proposition. 


Let us submit it to a vote of the Senate and see whether it is or not. 
Mr. LInDsAY. This bill isa Democratic proposition in the sense thai the 
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Mckinley bill when. it came from the House of Representatives was a Ke- | 


publican proposition: That bill camefrom the House without reciprocity, 


and the great leader of the Republican party then declared that it was an | 


outrage upon the people of America. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will make another proposition. I will ask the Senator 
from Kentucky if he will agree for the other side of the Chamber that we 
take a vote on this measure as it now stands with the amendments of the 
Finance Committee as now reported ? 

Mr. Linpsay. I will agree to it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will his associates on the other side agree to it? 

Mr. Linpsay. Of course, without consulting the Democratic party, I can 
not undertake to speak as to what the leaders of the party will do. 

Mr. ALDRIicH. The Senator from Tennessee {[Mr. HARRIS], who has charge 
of the bill; is within my hearing, and Lshould be very glad to hear what he 
has to say upon that proposition. 

Now, Mr. President, while I have not the vanity to assume 
that I represent anybody but myself upon this floor, I beg to as- 
sure the Senator from Rhode Island that so far as I am con- 
cerned. or so far as I can control it, l accept his proposition, and 
we will proceed at 3 o’clock to vote upon the amendments pro- 
posed by the Finance Committee, and then upon the final pis- 
sage of the bill. This can only be done by unanimous consent, 
and I go the one step farther than the Senator from. Rhode Is- 
land, and I now ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that 
that proposition be accepted and acted upon. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Weaill agree to that on this side. 

Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. CULLOM addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Lask the Senator from Illinois to yield to me. 

Mr. CULLOM. I yield to the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. PLATT. State the proposition. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr, President—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Is there objection? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon the re- 
quest of the Senator from Tennessee for unanimous consent. 

Mr. PLATT. Todo what? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. CULLOM. [ object. 

_Mr.BLACKBURN. Whoobjects? The Senator from Rhode 
answers for the other side. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Whenever the Chair sees fit to recognize 
me, I will say what I have to say. 

Mr. CULLOM. Tyield, if Iam allowed to do so, t 
ator from Rhode Island to answer the Senator from Tenn 
if he desires to do so. 





tha 
>va 


Mr. ALDRICH. In the course of the speech of the Senator 
from Kentucky |Mr. Linpsay]I as the other side of the 
Senate a question as to whether th: ould be willing to pro- 
ceed to vote upon the bill, with the ing amet its of the 
Finance Committee, at 3 oclock. {| had no respon om any 
Senator upon the other side of the Chamber. The: ion was 
asked in good faith. It wos not asked for the pur) 

Mr. LINDSAY. I beg to say to the Senator that as far as | 
could I responded that | was in favor of ft. [was tho on 
ator who had a right to speak at that 1ime. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the Senator himself said he disclaim 
any right to speak for anybody else, and that he would hxve 


hear or listen or consult with the leaders of his party up: 


question. I had no response to that inquiry. [t was a direct 
and easily understood question. I did offer for this side of th 

Chamber to take a vote upon the bill as it came from the House 
of Representatives. I received no suggestion or answer to that 


proposition. I then asked a question, whether the gentlemen 
upen the other side were ready to vote at 3 ocloeck upon the 
bill as itithen stood. I would suggest to my friend from Ten 
nessee that I did not ask that question to be submitted toa Dem- 
ocratic caucus. I cid not intend, if | may be permitted to 
language which the Senator from Ohio [{Mr. Brice} will under 
stand, and perhaps the Senator from Tennessee, to give x thirty- 
days’ option for an answer. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Thirty seconds. 

Mr. VEST. Is that the limitation’? 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Tennessee answered 
soon as he could. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not plead the statute of limitations 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Nor the baby act? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, norany other thing. [ have been told 
upon what I deem to be very good authority, since the question 
was asked, that last night the members of the Finance Com- 
mittee representing the other side of the Chamber agreed to 


Just aus 


| more than three hundred amendments to the pending measure. 


Mr: VEST. Who says that? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Issaid I had boeninformed on authority that 
seemed to me—— 

Mr. VEST. Who is your authority? 

Mr: ALDRICH. I do notcare to give it just now, but I think 
that the Senator from Missouri found out day before yesterday 
that he was not well advised as towhat was being done upon the 
other side of the Chamber.. There may be an equal amount of 
ignorance on his part as to what is now being done. I have 
every reason to believe that before the hourof 3 o'clock could bs 
reached more. than one, hundred other amendments would be 


| made to the pending propesition. 


| anything about it that is not cindid. 


Now, I do not intend tocommit myself or anybody else to vot- 
ing upon a measure the provisions of which [ know nothing 
about. If the Senators upon the other side will submit a propo- 
sition to the Senate to vote upon the House bill on some hour to 
be fixed early next week, I can not speak positively without con- 
ference with members of the Senate upon this side, but I believe 
that that proposition will be accepted. 

Mr. HAWLEY. As the bill came from the other House? 

Mr. ALDRICH. As the bill came from the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from RhodelIsland permitmoe 
to ask a question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the acceptance of such a proposition ex- 
elude the offering of amendments by the Senate Finance Com- 
mittee? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. I propose that you take tl 
as it came from the House of Representatives. 

Mr. WHITE. Does the Senatorthink that is a candid propo- 
sition? 

Mr. ALDRICH. 


10 bill 


It seems to me to be candid; I do not sea 
{ should like to have the 


| Senator from California, if he sees anything about it that isnot 


candid, to point out what there is that is so. 

Mr. WHITE. The whole transaction seems to me a little cu- 
rious. Here itis hali past 1 o clock and the Senator proposes 
to take a vote at 3 o'clock. He was called upon that. proposi- 


| tion, to use a phrase that perhaps he may understand {laughter}, 


and he declined to respond. Now he proposes that some day 
next week he will permit the Sen:te to vote upon the billas it 
came from.the other House without the suggestion of anamend- 
ment, and he thinksthat that is a candid proposition. I donot. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I have a very limited know!l- 
edge of the game to which the Senator refers, but I have never 
heard it claimed before that a player could call a hand the next 
day and after he had had time to confer with his friends. 
[Laughter.] . 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator will permit me,J will state that 
but a few minutes have transpired, and in view of the dignified 
dilatoriness which has been manifested upon the other side 
of the Chamber there was no undue expenditure of time. Cer- 
tainly all the Senators were not present, and it was well that 
they should know the proposition before they were called on to 
answer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Two hours have elapsed—sufficient time to 
have a Democratic caucus. 

Mr. WHITE. There has been no caucus. 

Mr.GRAY. May I remind the Senatorofafact? The propo- 
sition in response to that of the Senator from Rhode Island was 
made by the Senator from Tennessee the very moment the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky took his seat. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask the Senator to read the remarks. The 
Senator from Kentucky said he agreed to it as far as he was con- 
cerned, without speaking for his side of the Chamber. I did 


not-—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to remind him of 
what he said himself, and if he chooses to back out of it I hope 
that he willdo it like a man and not attempt to get out by flimsy 
explanations. [Laughter.] He distinctly proposed to the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky—— 

Mr. GRAY. Read it again. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have his language here and will read it 
again. 

I will consent for this side— 

Says the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH}—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. To what? 

Mr. HARRIS (reading): 

I will consent for this side of the Chamber to taking the vote by 


nays at 3 o'clock this afternoon upon the bill as it came from the 
Representatives, and I challenge the other side to do it. 


Mr. ALDRICH, I stand by that now. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido not, 

Mr. HARRIS. I proceed with what the Senator from Rhode 
Island said afterwards— 


Mr. ponanee. Why exclude the amendments reported by the Finance 
Committee! 

Mr. ALDRICH. Because you say that the House bill is a Democratic propo- 
sition. Let us submit itto a vote of the Senate and see whether it is or not. 

Mr. LINDSAY. This bill is a Democratic proposition in the same sense that 
the McKinley bill when it came from the House of Representatives was a Re- 
publican proposition. ‘That bill came from the House without reciprocity, 
and the great leader of the Republican party then declared that it was an 
outrage upon the a of America. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will make another proposition. 


I beg the Senator's attention. These are the reporter’s notes. 
They are accurate. They are in strict accordance with my 
memory. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will make another proposition. I will ask the Senator 
from Kentucky if he will agree for the other side of the Chamber that we 
take a vote on this measure as it now stands with the amendments of the 
Finance Committee as now reported? 

Mr. LInpsayY. I will agree to it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will his associates on the other side agree to it? 
Mr. Linpsay. Of course, without consul the Democratic 
not undertake to speak as to what the leaders of the party will do. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARFisS], Who has charge 
of the bill, is within my hearing, and I should be very g¢ to hear what he 
has to say upon that proposition. 

Mr. President, I did not choose to interrupt the Senator from 
Kentucky at that moment, who was entitled to the floor, in order 
two get intoa oat with the Senator from Rhode Island, but 
the very moment the Senator from Kentucky resumed his seat 
J addressed the Chair, I was recognized, and I accepted in good 
faith the proposition made by the Senator from Rhode Island 
from which he seeks now rather ingloriously to retire. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I made no proposition. I 
simply asked the question—— 

RAY. Oh! 


eas and 
ouse of 


ty, Ican 


Mr.HARRIS, The Senator does not deny the language here? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I[donot. According to the language, which 
the Senator from Tennessee has read twice within the hearing 
of the Senate, I asked the other side whether they would agree 
to vote on the House bill with the Senate amendments. 

Mr. GRAY. Now, you hear they will. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 1 did not for myself or for this side of the 
Chamber ~y that we would agree to the proposition. 

Mr.GRAY. We — for everybody over here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The proposition which I made was to take 
a vote at 3 o'clock on the bill as it came from the House of Rep- 
resentatives. Do the Senators on the other side accept that? 

Mr.GRAY. We answered your last question. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. That is the only proposition we make. 

Mr. GRAY. We answered your last question. 

Mr. HARRIS. On the contrary, the record shows that you 
made the other distinctly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The record shows that I did not. 

Mr. HARRIS. It does not so show as I understand the lan- 
guage used by the Senator. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, as I understand this contro- 


| versy, the Senator from Rhode Island presented an inquiry to 


the other side of the Chamber. He presented it in two phases, 
neither of which was accepted. After a consultation amongst 
themselves, and some time afterwards, they say they will accept 
one of the poe. The Senator from Rhode Island did 
not claim that he had a right to speak for this side of the Sen- 
ate. That was a matter to be submitted to the Senate. Unani- 
mous consent could not be given by one Senator, and for myself, 
if the proposition had been accepted by the other side, I should 
have entered my dissent at once. But it was not accepted, and 
therefore I am not too late to enter it now. 

The bill as it came from the House of Representatives was 
labeled as a Democratic proposition. All the Democratic press 
of the country with rare exceptions (and perhaps you could count 
those on your fingers) were in favor of the bill as it came from 
the other House. We have heard through the Democratic press 
that any man in the Democratic party who did not give pro- 
fessed adhesion to the bill as it came from the other House, any 
man who criticised it, was treated as a traitor to Democratic 
principles. ‘The bill came to this body and was referred to the 
committee, a majority being Democratic. Thereupon the com- 
mittee made a great number of changes, many of which have 
been denounced in the most severe manner by the Democratic 
press of the country. 

After it came here we heard two distinguished Senators on the 
other side of the Chamber denounce the bill as undemocratic, 
and then in turn we heard the Democratic press of the country 
treating them as traitors to Democracy. e are credibly in- 
formed that those Senator? spoke for a large number on the other 
side of the Chamber. I state an open secret when I say there 
never has been an hour since the bill came here from the other 
House when it could have received the votes of a majority in 
this Chamber, and it is somewhat doubtful whether, as it came 
from the House of Representatives, it could have received the 
votes of a majority on the other side of the Chamber. Itis ano- 
torious fact that a large number of men, who have as good a 
claim to be Democrats as any man who supported the bill as it 
passed the other House, have declared publicly and privately 
that they will not support the bill as it came from the House of 
Representatives. If it is a Democratic proposition, then the 
Democracy is wofully divided upon Democratic principles. 

Mr. President, we now know (and I assert that no Senator on 
the other side of the Chamber will dare to rise and contradict 
it) that the bill now before the Senate with the Senate amend- 
ments, with the second-thought amendments of the Committee 
on Finance, is not to be the bill that is to pass the Senate. It 
is very doubtful whether the bill as it stands here now can get 
the votes of a majority of the Senate unless it be with the ex- 
press understanding that a conference committee shall make it 
acceptable to J think more than a half dozen members on the 
other side of the Chamber. 

Mr.GRAY. We are willing to vote on it now and test that 
question. 

Mr. TELLER. Ah, the Senator from Delaware knows the 
tricks of conference committees! 

Mr. GRAY. No, I do not. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Delaware knows that when 
it gets into conference he can satisfy, and he can satisfy before 
that is done, the Senators who are not in accord with him if he 
is in accord with all the propositions of the bill, and that in con- 
ference it can be fixed. That is the way it is to go through and 
is to be made table to the other side of the Senate, to whom 
it is unpalatable at this time. We know thatoutside of the com- 
mittee of the Senate, outside of the legislative department of 
the Government, there isa body or an agency as the 
bill, and when it is acceptable there and acceptable to all the 
members on the other side of the Chamber then it is to come 
here, not the bill as it passed the House, not the bill as reported 
by the committee, but a bill that shall have the finishing hand, 
if I may be allowed to say it, of the Executive influence of this 
Government. 

Mr. President, that is the point to which we are to come; and 


| So far as I am concerned I abana that there shall be no com- 


promise on the bill. I wish tosee how the Democratic party 
can keep the pledges they made at Chicago and keep in line 
their dissatisfied members whodo not want to keep their pledges. 
If we are not told an untruth the bill that will come here in a 
few days with the sanction of the other side of the Chamber and 
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the executive department of the Government will be a protect- 
ive bill and not a revenue bill at all. 

Mr. GRAY. Yet we,will pass the pending bill this afternoon 
for you. 

My. TELLER. Ah, you will pass it and fix it in your confer- 
ence committee as your outside influence demands. Otherwise 
you would notagree to pass it. . You will not make an agreement 

ere that the bill as it came from the House of Representatives 
shall be passed and that it shall become a law. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Will the Senator from Colorado allow 
me? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. VOORHEES. So far as I know there is not one word of 
authority for or truth in the statement that a new bill is in proc- 
ess of preparation or will be offered here within the next few 
days, or weeks, or months. The pending bill will take the 
usual course of measures of legislation. It will be subject to 
amendment doubtless, but beyond that all this talk is without 
foundation. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Indiana will not deny that 
there are propositions for the amendment of the bill that ema- 
nate outside of this Chamber? 

Mr. VOORHEES. 1 will state another thing, if the Senator 
from Colorado will allow me. The statement made by the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] a while ago that last night 
200 amendments—— 

Mr. VEST. Three hundred amendments. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Or three hundred amendments or two 
amendments or one amendment were agreed upon, or even dis- 
cussed last night, is utterly without authority and as baseless as 
it is possible to conceive of. 

Mr. FELLER. But there is no use to deny the fact that out- 
side of this Chamber and outside of the Senate Committee on 
Finance there is an effort being made to secure a bill, not by a 
new bill, of course, but by amendments, that shall materially 
change thefeatures of the bill and modify it in various particu- 
lars. I myself have some knowledge of the modification pro- 
posed. I have some knowledge of the agencies that are back of 
the proposed modification, and at the proper time I propose my- 
self to be heard upon that subject, as will others. 

Mr. President, the Democratic party assume to be the party 
of a tariff for revenue. 
country a botched-up tariff measure, and now assert that it will 
protect the industries of this country. The Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. LinpsAy| declared in substance here that it is a bill 
that will meet the diffe.ence between the prices of labor in Eu- 
rope and in this country. If it isa bill of that character, it is 
not such a bill as they declared at Chicago they were in favor of, 
and it is as much a robber bill as the McKinley law, except only 
in the matter of degree. 

I rose to object to any agreement of this kind upon the pend- 
ing bill. This great question is not going to be settled and 
juggled with in this way. There are interests affected by the 
bill that we propose to ve heard before the Senate. There- 
fore I will say now, for once and all, that no matter what every 
other Senator on this side of the Chamber may agree to, I enter 
my objection. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator from Lllinois allow me two 
lines of the RECORD—just a few seconds? 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to address the Senate some 
time shortly: but I yield to the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
stands. It murders industrially a considerable portion of my 
State. Amendments have been mercifully reported by some- 
body on the other side that will save us somewhat. 


the other House. I am bound to take the best I can get and 
thank God it is not worse. 

Mr.CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator from Illinois yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr.CULLOM. Before any of this interesting little episode 
took place I had agreed, with the consent of the Senate, to yield 
three minutes to the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I shall not take half of that time. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask both the Senator from Lilinois and the 
Senator from New Jersey to allow me to ask a parliamentary 
question. What was done with my request for unanimous con- 
oe accept the proposition of the Senator from Rhode Is- 
and? 

Mr. CULLOM. It was objected to. 

Mr. TELLER. I objected to it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. So did I. 

ThePRESIDINGOFFICER. TheChair announced that there 
was objection. The Chair now announces that the request of 


They come here and present to the | 


I will not agree to take the House bill as it | 


The bill zs | 
it stands is better for my people than the bill as it came from | 
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the Senator from Tennessee to make a consent rule to vote upon 
the bill at 3 o’clock was objected to in the first place by the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM], in the second place by the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], and in the third place by the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. It being dependent 
upon unanimous consent, the request therefore fell, and the con- 
sent rule with it. 

Mr. CULLOM. [yield to the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Nowthat the Senator from Rhode [sland 
has withdrawn one of his propositions and has made an assault 
apparently upon the Finance Committee, declaring that in secret 
session somewhere the Finance Committee were engaged in 
making a new bill— 

Mr. TELLER. I never said that of the Finance Committee. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I did not speak of the Senator [rom Col- 
orado. I said the Senator from Rhode Island. As amember of 
the Committee on Finance, sir, I wish tosay that no propositions 
by way of amendment have been submitted to me, neither last 
night nor at any other time. The proposition of the Senator 
from Rhode Island was to take the bill as it was reported from 
the committee, with the amendments since offered by the com- 
mittee and which are in printand now before theSenate. That 
was accepted by the Senator from Tennessee, but the Senator 
from Rhode Island backed out of the proposition. 

Now, I wish to state, speaking for myself, that [am ready now 
to take the bill as it came from the other House and proceed 
with its consideration at 3 o'clock, without amendment or de- 
bate, and when the reading of the bill is completed, then and 
there take a vote upon it. As one member of this side of the 
Chamber I shall be glad to see that plan adopted, if we can be 
assured of the result. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to say just one word, as the 
Senator from New Jersey made a personal allusion to myself. 

Mr. CULLOM. All right. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have neverasserted here ar elsewhere that 
the Senator from New Jersey had any knowledge or responsi- 
bility in regard to any change being made in the bill. I do not 
think any such assertion could be made on the other side of the 
Chamber or on this side. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator spoke of the Finance Com 
mittee, of which I am a member, and made no exception. 

Mr. ALDRICH. [ama member of that committee also, and 
I hope the Senator will agree that I had no knowledge of the 
changes. 

Mr.McPHERSON. Isupposed the Senator spoke knowingly, 
and therefore, perhaps, the changes had been submitted to him. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido know from sources outside of the com- 
mittee and outside of the Chamber that numerous amendments 
to the pending bill have been considered and practically agreed 
to. In confirmation of what I now say I will await the events of 
the next few days, and we shall see whether I am correct or 
whether the Senator from New Jersey is correct. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I say here that the statement made by the 
Senator from Khode Island is not true. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What statement? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Thestatement that amendments have been 
agreed upon to the pending bill, not offered, not printed, or any- 
thing of the kind. The eiiort here is to make the impression 
that a new bill is being prepared. The Senator from Rhode 
Island taxes the Senator from New Jersey with being destitute 
of knowledge as to what is going on in the committee. The 
Senator from Rhode Island is a striking example of a man talk- 
ing without any knowledge at all on the subject of which he 
speaks. [ say this without intending to give personal offense, 
but I repeat with all the emphasis I can give toit that the state- 
ment made by the Senator from Rhode Island, directly or im- 
pliedly, is without truth. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The honorable chairman of the Committee 
on finance says it is not true that certain amendments to the 
bill have been agreed to. I do not know what he means by hav- 
ing been agreed to. That, of course, isa matter on which he 
can put his own construction, and on which Ican put my own 
construction. That they have been formally considered by the 
Finance Committee and agreed to by that committee is undoubt- 
edly not true. That those amendments have been considered 
by a majority of that committee or all of the majority of the 
committee may not be true. But I say it is true, and I repeat it, 
that amendments have been considered and practically agreed 
to between parties in interest in the formation or reformation of 
the measure now before the Senate. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Thatis wide of the truth 
rect. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will leave that to be decided by the events 
of the next thirty days. 

Mr. VOORHEES. All right. 

Mr.CULLOM. Mr. President, I desire to address the Senate 


That is not cor- 
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for 2 short time now, especially in view of the a proba- 
bility of the bill passing within a few hours. I did not know 
when the discussion as to taking a vote on the bill to-day be- 
gan, but that I would be deprived of an opportunity of saying 
anything upon the subject before we would vote upon the bill. 
I assume now, however, that the biil will not be passed by 
sleight of hand or any twist of the wrist, but that it will be 
fairly, deliberately, and duly considered before we shall take a 
vote upon the bill, either as reported to the Senate, or the Wil- 
son bill, so called, pure and simple. 

But it occurs to me that this proposition, coming from our 
friends on the other side of the Senate, toaccept the Wilson bill, 
so called, and vote upon it at 3 o'clock, demonstrates what we 
have been saying and what we will continue to say—that our 
friends upon the other side are ready to pass any bill with any 
provision in it, whether providing high protection or no protec- 
tion at all. 

Mr. President, in harmony with the action of the Senator 
from Kentucky |Mr. Linpsay],I shall proceed to make some 
general remarks on the tariff question generally and on the bill 
under consideration. Ii may be remembered that a few days 
ago an arrangement was made by which it was announced that 
general debate was to close on Wednesday, I believe, at 1 o clock. 
{t occurred to me then that either the proposition made to close 
general debate would not be carried out, or we would very soon 
get into the discussion of items of the bill and be confined to 
such discussion, ButI then made -the inquiry of the Senator, 
from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], the very able leader of the Dem- 
ocratic side of the Senate, whether after general debate had 
closed, if I succeeded in securing the floor on Thursday follow- 
ing, [ would have a right under the rule to diseuss the bill gen- 
erally or porticularly, one paragraph or another, or the whole 
subject of the tariff; and he ayswered that I had that absolute 
right. 

Mr. President, I am intensely anxious that the pending bill 
shall net pass, either inthe shape in which it was reported from 
the Finance Committee of the Senate, or as it passed the House 
of Representatives. I do not utter this sentence as a mere par- 
tisan, but 1 speak in the interest of the people of this great 
country. Were I to look at it simply as‘a partisan, I think 
I might properly welcome its age, because it must unques- 
tionably result in benefiting the Republican party, by reason of 
the deluge of popular antagonism it will create against the 
Democratic party, which now fathers the Wilson bill and presses 
it to passage. but, sir, I should feel myself unfit to be here as 
a representative of a great constituency were I to turn aside 
from the duty of seeking only to promote the best interests of 
the people whom I have the honor to represent, as well as of the 
whole country. 

When | look back over our history and follow the course of tariff 
legislation down through the hundred years since the first tariff 
law was enacted, a law which was approved by Washington, I am 
amazed that in thjs year 1894 we are still acluaing the question, 
and that the policy of the Government is not yet settled in regard 
to it. The further we recede in timefrom the scenes and occur- 
rences incident to the establishment of our Government and the 
adoption of the Constitution, and from the doings of the fathers 
under it, the more marked is the divergence of the Democratic 
—— from the line of action pursued by them on economic ques- 

ons. 

Mr. President, it is said the darkest hour is just before the 
dawn. I believe we are relatively near to the end of the tariif 


'* struggle, and while this country is passing through a period of 


dense darkness now,.in which all classes are waiting to see if 
inreality the Democratic party mean to or will be able to put 
into law the pledges they made on the tari question in conven- 
tion, and while business is stagnant and laboring men are idle 
and sulfering for want of employment, I trust the time is notfar 
off when tie cloud that hangs over them will pass away and bet- 
ter conditions and times will come again. My belief is that no 
respectable party will soon again denounce a protective tariff 
as unconstitutional. Thesheck caused by the coming into power 
of a party, with its declaration of the unconstitutionality of pro- 
tection still lingering upon the lips of its orators, has been a 
lesson long to be remembered. 

The initial policy and the groundwork of the enlightened uni- 
verse is protection. The civilized world has grown out and 
away from barbaric free trade, and has developed a very uni- 
versal recognition of the protective idea. In the savage state 
everything connected with human existence bears the impress 
of free trade and of an unlimited and uncontrolled personal 
license. That condition allows the absolute equality and freedom 
of the individual, restrained alone by the physical strength and 
power of his fellow-savages. To him belo everything, = 
vided he can take and hold everything. motto is, ‘‘ The 
world is mine.” modified only bythe limit of his physical ability. 
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Out of the condition of savage freedom, and through the vari- 
ous stages of development and enlightenment time has brought 
into existence the family, the home, the society, the State, and 
the nation. 

And with this development and enlightenment the proper 
status of the individual became apparent. The preservation of 
his rights and the definition oi his duties demanded the establish- 
ment of the rules of society and the laws of civilized countries. 
The policy of union and cojperation in maintenance of law has 
become a fixed element in all modern governments. The peo- 
ple join together for mutual protection, and so joined together 
in societies, in municipal bodies, or in nations, they bear mutual 
burdens in order that they may enjoy mutual benetits. 

They waive a certain portion ef their individual, natural 
rights, and of the prerogatives which adhere to them in a sav- 
age state, that they may enjoy the mutual protection guaran- 
teed by the government which they have estabiished. They are 
joined in a governmental establishment, as citizens of thesame, 
and they owe allegiance to that establishment in return for the 
protection it gives to them. Violationof this allegiance is trea- 
son to the state. 

The government so established is charged with the high and 
supreme duty of protecting its subjects. In pursuance of this 
duty it must maintain and protect itselfagainst the world. Fail- 
ing in this, the government dies, and its people with its territory 
suffer absorption by some more powerfulstate. Protection of life, 
of property, of privileges, of citizenship, of society, and of every 
valued attribute, is due from the government to the citizen. 

The words ‘‘I am a Roman citizen” wereonce a sufficient talis- 
man to secure for the humblest Roman a fair and legal hearing 
anywhere inthegreatempire. And in Americasince the 4th of 
July, 1776, down to this day, he who ean truly say “ civis Ameri- 
canus sum’ has as proud a birthright. as exists beneath the sun. 
Ameriean citizenship is a panoply of protection for its posses- 
sor of higher value and broader meaning than the whole ‘world 
besidescan give. And why? Because it means that the protect- 
ing power of the greatest nation of the world is at the command 
of the weakest of its subjects. 

Government means protection. Any government must main- 
tain itself and must protect its people. These are obligations 
which no government can evade or alienate. <A nation must 
protect itself in war, and in peace it must protect its people in 
their business interests, by such legal machinery as will foster 
and aid them as against the adverse interests of other nations, 
to whose people it owes nothing and who owe nothing to it. 

In the broad view of governmental protection which I have 
shadowed forth, it wi be seen that I do not confine myself to 
the mere matter of levying duties upon imports, but I hold that 
the inherent protective power of the Government extends, and 
should logically and rightly extend, to the protection of the pub- 
lic health, to the prevention of crime, and to almost every ques- 
tion of national legislation. The establishment of quarantine 
regulations, the laws regulating naturalization, the prohibition 
of the importation of contract laborers, the patent laws, the 
fishery laws, the maritime laws, and in fact all the most impor- 
tant of our statutory regulations bear directly upon the mainte- 
nance of our economic system, and the protection of the personal, 
political, and industrial interests of the American people. 

To seriously argue that the forms of legislation which bear a 
protective character in any degree are constitutional, would 
seem to imply that somebody, some respectable number of our 
people hold the opposite view, and singular as it may seem, that 
is the exact fact. The Democratic party believes or claims to 
believe that protection to American industry is unconstitutional. 
(In its last national platform, adopted at Chicago in 1892, the fol- 
lowing utterance appears: 

We declare it to bea fundamental principleof the Democratic party that 
the Federal Government has no constitutioual power to impose and collect 
tariff duties, except for the purposes of revenue only. 

Differing widely as I do from this a of the party now 
in power, | wish to say here that I fully believe in the power 
and the constitutionality of a tariff of duties which carries pro- 
tection to American industries, as I believe in the power toleg- 
islate for the protection of the people against disease, against 
imported labor, against improper naturalization laws. 

Havin thus set forth my belief in the inherent power and 
duty of this Government to protect its people whenever their 
welfare may rightfully demand protection, it follows that I also 
believe in the right and the constitutionality of the imposition 
of duties upon imports for the purpose of protecting our indus- 
tries. The Democratic assumption that a tariff for protection 
is unconstitutional is in effect an assumption that the constitu- 
tion of a country _— forbid the enactment of laws necessary to 
the very existence of the government itself. Such a position is 
an absurdity. Any construction of the fundamental law of any 
country which would imply that the government might forbid 
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itself the means of continuing its own existence is an obvious 
absurdity. 
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The power of Congress to declare war is an undoubted and | 


specific constitutional right. This and all other powers con- 
ferred upon Congress are in pursuance of the general constitu- 
tional duty of Congress to provide for the general welfare of the 
United States. 

Tie Congress shall have power to lay, and collect taxes, duties, imposts, 
and excises, to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and gen- 
eral welfare of the United States; but all duties, imposts, and excises shall 
be uniform throughout the United States. 

This constitutional power, which has been interpreted and 
affirmed time after time by the Supreme Court of the United 
States, and which has been acted upon by Congress time after 
time, has now, after a hundred years of our history, been con- 
strned by that profound judicial body, the Democratic national 
convention of 1892, to mean that the tariff laws which protect 
American industry are invalid and fraudulent. 

When I remember, however, that this same distinguished au- 
thority, atthe same time that it declared ‘‘ protection is a fraud,” 


Z 


also denounced the Federal election laws, recommended the re- | 


pee! of the tax upon State bank issues, eulogized the foreign 
olicy of the Democratic party, and completed its work by nom- 

inating the Democratic national ticket, my admiration for the 

goc | sense of that Democratic convention is sadly impaired. 

I suppose it is often t:ue thata body of men gathered together 
may by reason of their enthusiasm and by the absence of imine- 
diate individual responsibility commit excesses and go to ex- 
tremes, both in language and action, which no one of them, act- 
ing in his individual capacity, would think of doing. For the 
wild and imprac ical vagaries which the Chicago convention of 
189. formulated into a platform, some explanation like this must 
be accepted as the only solution. And for this organized an- 
archy, to which the country owes its present difficulties, it can 
now only be said that much of the time of the average Demo- 
cratic legislator is devoted to disavowing his individual respon- 
sibility, and in proving to his constituents that although he is 
not a protectionist, he is in favor of protecting the local indus- 
tries in which they are interested. If he has a sugar-producing 
constituency, he eondemns protection as a principle, but favors 
it upon sugar. 

He poses before the country as a Simon-pure antiprotection 
statesman, reviles the Republican policy as robbery and fraud, 
but assures the people of his Congressional district that he isin 
favor of their particular local fraudandsteal. The patriotic dis- 
interestedness which he manifests in running with the fox and 
riding with the hounds casts far in the shade the statesmanship 
which always hurrahs for * the old flag and an appropriation.” 


Sometimes he is forced to play traitor to one or the other of the | 


two adverse policies which he has tried to maintain. 

The constitutjonality of atarifffor the protection of American 
interests rest upon the direct authorization that— 

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect * * * duties * * * 
Pay the debts and provide forthe * * * general welfare of the United 

It may well be doubted if there exists any more explicit au- 
thorization or declaration of the power of Congress to perform 
any act than this section of the Constitution authorizes in rela- 
tion to levying and collecting duties for the general welfare. 

Who shall lay the duties? The Congress. 

Who shall determine what is the general welfare? 

ress, 

a Who shall apportion the money arising from the collection of 
duties, so as to promote the general welfare? The Congress. 

Congress must be the judge of what the general welfare re- 
quires; and in determining the necessity of the exercise of the 
power to provide for the same it only exercises a logical, ordi- 
uary, and perfectly legitimate legislative prerogative. 

Believing, therefore, that the constitutionality of the laying 
of protective duties by Congress isclear and indisputable, Ishall 
throw aside asabsurd the assumption of theChicago Democratic 
convention of 1892 that ‘‘ protection is a fraud and a robbery.” 
If it be true that that convention did declare an absurdity, then 
it follows that the much lauded tariff reform now claimed to 
be crystallized into the Wilson tariff bill is a misnomer and a 
blunder. ‘ 

That measure as now presented is not only a misnomer and a 
blunder, but itis a mixtureof inconsistencies. I must be allowed 
to say that the party that. represents it upon this floor has dem- 
onstrated the fact that it is more inconsistent in its action than 
the bill it is attempting to pass. The bill is a mixture of incon- 
sistencies, a collection of mistakes, thrown together without 
rhyme or reason, in violation of the teachings of experience, 
and being the result of no systematic calculation or deduction. 
Judging by what they have produced and estimating their ability 
as lawmakers by the specimen they have presented for inspec- 
tion. it is nota bereh judgment of the respective committees of 
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the two Houses under whose care the Wilson bill wasincubated, 
to say that it is much like a picture painted by a blind man, 
musie taught by a deaf mute, or philosophy and higher mathe- 
matics demonstrated by the inmates of an asylum. 

No tariff bill has ever been passed by either House of Con- 
gress which was in itself so poorly fitted for effeeting the as- 
sumed purpose of its creation as the Wilson bill now pending 
in this Senate. It would seem as if its framers and supporters 
had no confidence in its success as a revenue measure wnd there- 





fore tacked upon it the income tax. Since it has reached this 
body it has been the subject of tinkering and patching, solely 
with a view of giving to individual States, and to individual 
Senators, some special favors, some protection for their local or 


individual interests, so that their votes might be obtained for 
the bill. 

So it will be apparent that the efforts to pass this bill are 
based upon something else than principle. The protective the- 
ory is denounced by the Democratic party as a fraud and a 
steal, yet those Senators who have large manufacturing inter- 
ests to look after can get special recognition by having a good 
protective duty upon their products, even if it be a fraud anda 
robbery, if by so doing their votes can be secured for the bill. 
The bill as it now appears stands as a titting sample of the job- 
bery and trading which have marked: its progress up to date. 
Some industries are erushed to death, some are permitted to 
barely live, and some are given a slight encouragement. No 
system can be noted anywhere except that arbitrary system 
which crack s the slave-driver's whip over the timid and fawns 
and begs from the defiant. 

Tariff bills which strike rudely the nerves and the tendons of 
the business world are handled by the apparent ma ority in this 
Congress as the means by which partisin debts may be paid. 
The welfare of the country cuts no figure in any equation where 
the prejudices or the antiquated doctrines of State rights De 
mocracy are in sight. 

Notwithstanding we are living in the day when enterpri: 
and growth and progress are abroad in the land and ina time 
when the shell of Bourbonism has been pierced in many places 
by the sword of liberty and the minie ball of progress, there 
still remain prejudices and heresies incarnate *» che battered 
old carcass of the free-trade Democracy. It has lived a good 
while, a lingering libel upon the American nation. Occasion- 
ally by foree of habit it partially emerges from the antiquated 
shroud which it has woven about itself and cracks the whip in 
our ears or indulgesin the rebel yellof State supremacy in these 
Halls. 

Upon the tariff question it has undertaken a task for which it 
is wholl unfitted, and everywhere we hear from Northern Dem 
ocrats the same story: ‘‘Our leaders at Washington are not 
competent to meet the situation.” Its situation has become 
pitiable in the extreme. With General Incapacity in the saddle, 
and with an army of followers of whom Falstaff himself might 
have been ashamed, it has tried to overturn prosperous condi- 
tions and give us instead an industrial revolution. From the 
inevitable consequences of this crusade against business and 
good times even Coxey and his followers have mutinied and re- 
belled. The outraged people may find expression for their woes 
in an unusual and unwise manner, but whatever misguided people 
may have done or may yet do, they are not likely, either by ac- 
cident or design, to involve the country in even a small part of 
the trouble and mischief caused by the present Democratic Ad- 
ministration. 

The Republican minority in this Congress has its option of two 
paths to followin the present important crisis in the economic 
history of the country. It might, perhaps wisely, for its own 
partisan gain, sit down with closed lips and allow the Democratic 
majority to rush on unchecked in its mad career, carrying with 
it the more precious interests of the people over the Niagara of 
public destruction. 

A. Roman emperor played the fiddle while the imperial city 
burned. An American Administration urges an American Con- 
gress to hasten the destruction of American labor and the wreck- 
ing of American capital. 

Shall the Repub icans in this Congre 
this culmination without protest? [think not. While I have 
a voice and a vote in this body I shall exert them in the interest 
of the country and for the defeat of the Wilson me'sure. I 
hope there is still enough good sense and patriotism to be found 
in a few of those elected to the Senate as Democrats to join with 
us of the minority in our opposition and bury it in oblivion 


eC, 


s sit content and allow 


True, it is being driven forward with whip and spur: it is to be 
rushed to final action, and norest is to be allowed. Every other 
measure is to be side-tracked, and the Wilson bill is to have the 


right of way. But somebody may throw a switch out of line 
and ditch the train. Let us hope so. 
[ referred to the incompetency of the party in power to inaugu 
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rate any n2>w measure of value to the country. Does not every- 
body know that the people at large, Democrats and Republicans 
alike, have no confidence in the pretensions and promises of the 
managers of that party? For eighteen years the Democratic 
platforms have been burdened with platitudes of reform. In 
1876 we were told, times without number, that ' reform is neces- 
sary.” The alliterative platform of that year fairly teemed with 
the repeated declaration that reform was necessary, and of course 
it insisted that the Democratic party had the broad and exclu- 
sive patent upon reform. And ever since that time it has quad- 
rennially resolved, first, that this country needs vaiebenaal sec- 
ond, that we are the reformers. The committee on platform of 
the Democratic national convention is the concentrated extract 
of reform; a sort of édition de luxe, the highest brand of reform 
to be found in the market during that year. 

In 1892, after years of pretended sanctity and false promises 
of good behavior, they induced the people to give them a trial, 
and they have now been indulging in the practice of reform for 
more than a year. It is hardly necessary to state this, for the 
fact is obvious to all. Thefarmer who knows the prices of wheat 
and corn, the laborer who vainly seeks employment at reduced 
wages, the merchant who mourns his departed trade, the man- 
ufacturer whose mills are closed and whose notes are in protest— 
all these classes and everybody else have a very vivid knowledge 
as to what party and what menare playing the ‘‘ reform” drama 
at their expense. 

The three general officers of the period may thus be placed: 
General Incapacity is in the saddle, Geancal Prosperity has been 
ridden down, and General Ruin is to take the succession. 

THR INCOME TAX. 


Let us now devote our attention to the income-tax feature of 
the Wilson bill. Primarily and in its simplest definition, an in- 
come tax of the character outlined in this bill is a sandbagging 
proposition, thedevice of the highwayman, the equivalent of the 
tithing system of Mormondom, and the successor and congener 
of the ecelesiastical system formerly in vogue in Great Britain. 

Apart from the inquisitorial methods necessarily invoked in 
the discovery of incomes and profits, the very suggestion of a 
tax upon an unknown quantity or upon that element of profit 
which has inured to the successful citizen by reason of his ex- 

‘rience, skill, and good management, is repugnant to Repub- 

icanideasand theories. In time of war the Governmentdeemed 

it necessary to experiment with the income tax,and acquired 
considerable revenue by its agency. But it was a difficult tax 
to levy and a difficult tax to collect. 

It was never a successful or a satisfactory method of raising 
revenue. It was habitually evaded, and very many of the uncol- 
lected and uncollectable tax warrants remained in force but 
valueloss for years after the war had ended. It is a forced levy 
upon a condition which may not be in existence at the date of 
the collection. The income which a man may have acquired 
during the twelve months preceding the laying of the tax may 
be entirely ne may be lost or stolen, and its late pos- 
sessor may be a beggar at the date of its collection. 

This, however, and other details of possible inconsistency are 
but the incidents of the proposed system, and may not be urged 
as the vital objection to its adoption. But the great and prime 
objection to the income tax is found in the burden it imposes 
upon intelligence, the hindrance it offers to business welfare, 
and the bar which it presents to the full exercise of a man’s 
scriptural right ‘‘ to buy and sell and get gain.” 

Uniform taxation upon property may be just and right, but 
the adoption of a-certain rate and mode of taxation upon a cer- 
tain portion of a man’s come as distinct and different from 
that upon another portion of is property, or as distinct and 
separate from that of his neighbor, would seem to be in viola- 
tion of the principle that taxation shall be uniform. The in- 
come tax proposed by this bill involves not only want of uni- 
formity in the mode and amountof taxation, but it involves also 
double taxation. The individual citizen who has been fortunate 
enough to secure an income or profit of $4,000, which by the 
course of business _ invested in farm property, personal 
estate, or other taxable property, will be assessed upon this 
$4,000 under the income-tax law, and will also be taxed upon the 
same property under the ordinary taxing authority. 

It may not bs denied that the Government has, and perhaps 
may again, avail itself of the doubtful expedient of an income or 
succession tax in time of war when every possible mode of re- 
plenishing the Treasury is put in force, but those occasions fall 
under the same assumption of power with the ordering of adraft. 
Nobody will contend that the Government has not the power, as 
a war power, to decree the enforcement of a draft, or to make a 
forced loan, or to alopt any of the extraordinary means of main- 
taining itself which necessity may demand. Among these “ ex- 
reeeenrs means” the income tax most certainly must be 
classed. 
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There exists at this time no such overpowering necessity for 
the exercise of unusual means of furnishing revenue that this 
Congress can afford to change the existing method. No, Mr. 
President, the only necessity for this unusual measure which 
appears to be evident is the necessity felt by the Democratic 
party for something to happen, some special dispensation which 
shall resurrect that party from its cave of gloom. 

Right here I desire to say another word, and [am reminded 
of it by the proposed action of the leaders of the Democratic 
party to-day. hen the bill comes to the Senate the Finance 
Committee comes in here with the bill with a duty upon sugar 
under the alleged necessity that they must have revenue, and 
yet they propose coolly to knock off the duty on sugar or any- 
thing else for the sake of passing a bill; they are not looking 
to the question of raising revenue in a legitimate way in the 
consideration of the subject. 

Adopt the income tax and you spread over this country a 
swarm of inquisitorial officers whose very presence becomes a 
menace to good feeling anda cause of complaint. The ordinary 
present methods of raising revenue and of protecting our inter- 
ests are in the main satisfactory, and need only very slight mod- 
ification. Let this Congress abandon or defeat the Wilson bill 
and leave in effective operation the law of 1890, free from the 
fear of future opposition during the remainder of the present 
mischievous administrative rule, and you will witness such a 
magical revival of American prosperity as has never been known 
in this country. 

Strike down the sword which the Wilson bill holds threaten- 
ingly at the very throat of American labor; take off the chains 
which that bill has thrown around the active capital of the land; 
give labor and capital equal chance for their lives, free from the 
domination of the degraded, low-priced labor of European coun- 
tries, undismayed by the menace of a flood of foreign products 
paying no tribute to us for the privilege of a market, and you 
will again see ‘“‘the wilderness blossom as the rose,” while the 
music of unnumbered industries again keeping tim: with the 
voices of millions of cheerful and prosperous working men and 
women, will give new meaning to our national hymn, and all the 
people will rejoice, as from East and West they sing— 


My country, ‘tis of thee. 


The Senator from New Jersey closed his able speech the other 
day by saying that unless the income tax be stricken from the 
bill, ‘* God save the Democratic party.” I do not believe that 
any great proportion of the American people will join in that 

laintive apostrophe for the salvation of a party which delights 
in wrecking industry and ruining prosperity, but Idobelieve that 
if this bill shall pass, with or without the income tax attached, 
our entire people will anathematize that party and the angry 
recalcitrant Democrats will profanely consign to the lower re- 
gions both the Democratic party and the Wilson bill. 

A great objection to the income-tax provision is found in the 
clause relating to building andloan associations. It reads as fol- 
lows: 

This act shall not apply to the income or dividends received or paid by 
such building and loan associations as are organized under the laws of any 
State, Territory, or the District of Columbia, and which do not make loans 


except to shareholders for the purpose only of enabling such shareholders 
to provide for themselves homes. 


Upon careful examination of this clause you will observe that 
it will not exempt local building and loan associations as a class, 
for the reason that no association can control the use of money 
after it has been loaned to the borrower, who may use it for 
building a home, or for other purposes, and inthe scheme of the 
local associations they can not contine their lcans only to share- 
holders to provide for themselves homes. The highest bidder 
who gives the required security, or the one who becomes enti- 
tled to the loan if settled in any other way than by bidding, can 
use the money as he likes, hence the clause which the Senate 
has attached does not give such associations the relief desired. 
The amendment or provision should read as follows: 


This act shall not apply to the income or dividends received or paid by 
such building and loan associations as are organized under the laws of any 
State, Territory. or the District of Columbia, and which do not make loans 
except to shareholders and depositors within the State, Territory, or the 
District of Columbia, where such associations have been organized, or within 


a radius not exceeding 50 miles from their principal office in the State, Ter- 
ritory, or District where organized. : 


This provision would be satisfactory, as I am informed, to these 
associations, and I hope it will be accepted by the committee 
having this ‘pill in charge. These associations have been of vast 
benefit to the poor people of the country in enabling hundreds 
of thousands to secure homes who weuld otherwise have failed. 
We should by wrod reasonable means encourage such organiza- 
tions. The true policy should be to encourage the people in se- 
curing homes. e home is the foundation of good government, 
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security to liberty, and the maintenance of republican institu- 
ns. 
= view of the statement made by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN] the other day, I will omit from my remarks what I 
had intended to say and had prepared criticising the provision 
of the bill as reported to the Senate touching the question of 
building and loan associations. However, I will reserve the 
right, when that part of the bill comes up for consideration, if 
the amendment is not satisfactory, to offer an amendment that 
I think will be satisfactory. 
THE OLD AND THE NEW. 

Mr. President, I desire now to compare a few of the schedule 
rates of tariff now in force with those proposed by the Wilson 
bill. Before Ido this, however, I should state that in the ex- 
isting oe, law specific duties are levied wherever it 
seemed practicable so to do, while in the Wilson biil specific 
duties are rejected wherever it is possible. 

My belief is that specific duties—that is, a specified sum per 

und, per gallon, or per ton—are far preferable to the ad va- 
orem or percentage duties which form a great feature of the 
Wilson bill. When a specific duty is enforced there is no diffi- 
culty in its determination. Suppose it to be, say, 5 cents per 
pound upon any given commodity. The only duty of the cus- 
toms Officer is to ascertain the weight of the article in pounds, 
multiply by 5, and the result is the duty. It is specific and 
absolute. There is no questionaboutit. But inthe determina- 
tion of an ad valorem duty the appraiser must ascertain the 
cost price, or the price of the article at its place of origin or of 
shipment, and determine the duty by applying the rate per cent. 
This method is frequently unsatisfactory because of undervalu- 
ation, or by reason of uncertainty as to value. 

The Wilson bill reduces the duty on castor oil from 80 cents 

r gallon to 35 cents per gallon. There are portions of my 

tate where the cultivation of the castor oil bean is quite an im* 
portant industry to our farmers. The maintenance of the duty 
of 80 cents per gallon barely allows to our farmersa slight re- 
turn for their labor by keeping out an influx from countries 
where cheaper labor predominates. 

Cod-liver oil, which now has a duty of 15 cents per gallon, is 
proposed to be changed to 20 per cent ad valorem. Why this 
change should be made to the detriment of our own fishermen 
isnot apparent. The proposed duty of 20 per cent is about 
equivalent at the recent price of cod-liver oil to 104 or 11 cents 
per gallon, but has the disadvantage of a more uncertain mode 
of collection. This reduction of 3+ or 4 cents per gallon can 
only operate to the detriment of American labor and capital for 
the benefit of Canadian, Swedish, Norwegian, and Danish fisher- 
men. 

In the item of clays and earths the Wilson bill proposes a re- 
duction which is a square blow at certain important American 
industries. Thereduction for unmanufactured claysis from $1.50 
to $1 per ton,and for wrought or manufactured clays the duty 
is reduced from $3 to $2 per ton. The imported clays for glass- 
house use are controlled by a German trust, and are shipped to 
America as ballast or at anominalfreight rate. Near St. Louis, 
Mo., the Christy Fire Clay Company is a large establishment 
producing manufactured clays for glass-house use, and practically 
the only competitor is the agency in New York for the German 
trust. TheSt. Louis company employs several hundred menand 
has an investment of several hundred thousand dollars and the 
reduction of the tariff to $2 per ton will very materially benefit 
the foreign producer and proportionately injure the St. Louis 
company. 

At the present rate of duty there have been imported in the 
last four years of the several kinds of clays and earths nearly 
300,000 tons, giving a large revenue to our Treasury. Why re- 
duce this and injure our own industry? 


GRANITE WORKING. 

Granite is probably the hardest of stone used incommerce. It 
being one of the most difficult to cut, a greater proportion of la- 
bor is employed in preparing it than almost any other material 
used in building or monumentalwork. It is comparatively a new 
business in this portion of the country, as granite used for build- 
ing purposes in the West has senteinis been of recent date, and 
its popularity for monumental work is just being recognized. 
The business within the past few years has received quite an im- 
petus and has been rorrontes and gradually improving. My 
state has a large and growing interest in the granite industry. 

A serious competition in monumental work springs from Swe- 
den, Norway, and Scotland; and while the duty heretofore ex- 
isting has been 40 per cent, it has been with the greatest diffi- 
culty that American manufacturers have been enabled to hold 
their own. Under the revision of the tariff in the Wilson bill 
my understanding is that this finished granite is reduced to 20 
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per cent ad valorem, and our Illinois granite men look upou the 
future of the business with a good deal of disquietude. And if 
this feature of the bill should go through, our granite workers 
will be compelled to adjust themselves to the necessities of the 
case by engaging in the importation of foreign granite and re- 
ducing their manufacture proportionately. 

The position they occupy wiilapply to all other manufacturers 
of monumental work in this country, and as there are probably 
100,000 men in the United States employed in the finishing of 
granite alone, we can but recognize that a heavy percentage of 
them raust be replaced by the labor that will be employed in 
Norway, Sweden, and Scotland, but whose product will be sold 
to the American consumer. 


ZINC AND ZINC PRODUCTS. 


The State of Illinois is one of the most important zine produc- 
ing and zine manufacturing States. Zine in blocksor pigs ( para- 
graph 174) in the Wilson bill is mide dutiable at 20 p= cent ad 
valo.em, while pig lead is scheduled at Lcenta pound. Piglead 
now bears a duty of 2 cents a pound and zine of licents. There 
is no reason why zine in pigs should be reduced below 1 cent per 
pound. It is far more costly to manufacture and requires greater 
skill than lead, and as compared with lead the duty should be 
even higher. 

Lead in sheets (paragraph 167) is rated at 12 cents per pound, 
while the rate on zinc insheetsis25 percentad valorem. A duty 
of 14 cents per pound on sheet zinc, while it would be equal upon 
the foreign value of sheet zinc imported to only about 18 per 
cent, would ba far preferable and could be collected, while the 
25 per cent ad valorem rate would surely be evaded. 

The difficulties of rolling zinc in sheets are great, and the ex- 
penditure for labor and skill, as well as the resultant waste in 
rolling, are very large as to zine and infinitesimal as to lead. 

White lead, whether dry or ground in oil, is dutiable at 14 
cents per pound, equal to 29 per cent ad valorem, while oxide of 
zine or zinc white, which, like white lead, is chiefly used for 
paints, is rated at 25 per cent ad valorem. 

The production of oxide of zinc is far mhore costly and waste- 
ful than is the productionof white lead. It is a perfectly harm- 
less compound, pure and wholesome, while white lead is poison- 
ous not only to those who manufacture it, but when applied asa 
paint and after it is soapplied. Oxide of zinc is entitled to at 
least the same rate of duty as white lead, but a specific duty of 
lt cents, or | cent even, which would be equivalent to an ad va- 
lorem duty of 25 per cent, would be satisfactory to producers in 
this country. Under the ad valorem rate they are satistied that 
their industry would be crushed out by the foreign competition, 
inasmuch as the foreign producers have a combination which 
has already borne very heavily upon the American industry. 

Zine oxide and paint, or pigment containing zine ground with 
oil, should have a little higher specific duty than zine in the dry 
state, for the reason that linseed oil is dutiable at 2 cents a pound 
which is equivalent to 44 percent ad valorem. In 100 pounds of 
zine oxide or zine paint or pigment ground in oil there are 22 
pounds of oil, on which the duty would be 44 cents. The aver- 
age value of zinc oxide ground in oil imported in 1893 was $4.30 
per 109 pounds. The duty on the oil provided for in the bill 
contained in such paint or pigments would therefore be equal to 
more than 10 per cent, while the duty on the finished product 
proposed by the bill is but 25 per cent. As the duty on linseed 
oil is specific, there can be no evasion, while the ad valorem rate 
thus reduced to less than 15 per cent may bestill further evaded, 
so that practically there will be little or no margin between the 
foreign and the home manufacture. This inequality would un- 
doubtedly destroy the home industry. 

As zinc and zinc oxide or zinc white and paints and pigments 
are always bought and sold by weight, and there is little varia- 
tion in quality or value, it is an article upon which specific 
rates can be levied without injustice to the Government or 
consumers. I can not consent that such an important commer- 
cial product of my State as zincshall be so discriminated against 
just to please the advocates of a false theory of political economy. 


SHEEP AND WOOL. 


An important industry to the great agricultural contingentin 
the United States is that of sheep-raising and woolgrowing. 
In order that my remarks mnay convey some adequate idea of the 
magnitude of the great wool industry, I append the following 
table, showing by States and Territories the number of sheep on 
January 1, 1893, and the quantity of wool produced last year in 
this country. 

Task that the tables to which I refer may be inserted in the 
RECORD, without going over them in detail. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
Without objection, leave will be granted. 
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The tables referred to are as follows: 
Statistics of sheep and wool, 1898. 


Sheep, Wool, 
January 1, | washed and 
1893. unwashed. 


States and Territories. 


} 

Number. Pounds. 
M s eeanities Rak aes 398, 704 2, 302, 224 
Ne : or 135, 848 950, 935 
VOt ORS... oecaw tee 329, 612 2, 472, 090 
Ma: sachusetts . DE IE AR « 53, 032 318, 192 
anata ice ae aa ano eR ge SE Eiig Mre 12, 260 73, 560 
Connecticut PTS ba ek OE a A ot cE 42,479 212. 395 
New York. in : I i aan ee 1, 492, 528 9, 328, 300 
New Jersey ; Pu ciaeibdeee ds | 61, 245 306, 230 
Pennsylvania .... : 1, 637, 216 9, 823, 296 
Del .ware. ; paltsdeinddinattiaben pe oh a 13, 551 74,531 
Maryland... a ei 151, 506 681, 777 
Virzinia ; . scaiciiitiieain atlas tian i anata atta 2, 492, 000 
GI Dons sity cscs stein thinner thin eat ; } 
Sovwth Carolina a so niendsientieidiicenecatdaiicaieians tide 391, 920 
a sacctis Basing at aensinmn seth Alkddiniataiaie ; \ 1, 947, G41 
Pio ida... 582, 475 
Alabama . 1,611,711 
Mis:issippi 5 
Louisiana .- 
ecas......- 
Arkansas .. 
I ase ie nce, orl asin etme sh clianes nghatimaenh aia ilies aii 
West Virginia ........ 
Kentucky -. 
Ohio 
Michigan. ... 
Tndiana ..... 
Tilinois .... 
Wisconsin -. 
Minnesota 
Iowa 
IES cninin ts csdubininiinscile pviny tuiiiiinbed nll 
Kansas 
Nebraska. 
California. .. 
Oregon 
eatin ahltnd pdiom oe 
Colorado. . 
Arizona ......-. . 
I iin cl ceils di tele Dans tages leben ae 
La cxnssiern olp bith deidsts us nthdee tise abieapnabies 
RT A AR aR 
Montana 
New Mexico . 
_ Gers 
IED bnndunss habandens dheahtanaentian sien #06, 
WIE nse ckcetctiicisbeus beg 10, 187, 820 
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Total... 


Mr. CULLOM. The amount of pulled wool produced in 1893 
being added to the amountof washed and unwashed wool makes 
a total production of wool in the United States in 1893 of 364,- 
156,666 pounds, being an increase of 18+ per cent during the 
three years of the McKinley tariif duty of 11 cents fw pound. 

It may be remembered that the late Horace Greeley once 
wrote a book entitled What I Know about Farming. Subse- 
quently it became fashionable to perplex him with all sorta of 
queries about agriculture. One man wrote him inquiring tie 
best way to cure a dog of killing sheep, Greeley promptly an- 
swered, ‘‘Cut off his tail just behind his ears.” It seems to 
me, Mr. President, that the proper way to cure the Wilson bill, 
which proposes to kill all the sheep in this country and rely 
upon other countries for wool, is to amputate this bill just below 
the enacting clause. It places wool on the free list and the 
Finance Committee of this Senate insists upon its retention on 
the free list, a blow in the face of thousands of agriculturists 
who raise sheep in every State in the Union. 

Much has been said by our Democratic friends in behalf of the 
farmer. Speeches have been made in Congress and out, loud 
and long in behalf of the oppressed.farmer carrying the burden 
of taxes alleged to result from protection to the manufacturer, 
yet when they undertake to make a tariff bill they put a duty on 
euffs and collars and a thousand other articles or products, and 
turn their backs upon the farmer with his flocks of sheep and his 
farm crops. 

Can it he possible that an American industry which one year 
ago ipeleded nearly 50,00),000 sheep, producing last year more 
than 360,000,000 pounds of wool, isan interest which can be ruth- 
lessly attacked and stamped out of existence in order that the 
theory announced by a convention of politicians at Chicago may 
be carried out? Is it not singular that men who confessedly 
know nothing of the condition of economic legislation should 
choose asa subject for their blundering experiments, the one 
subject which reaches every man’s pocket? They close their 
eyes to the brilliant success of thirty years of protective legis- 
lation and attempt by one immense blunder to pull down the 
great structure which has made our covntry and our policy the 
admiration of the world. 
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That great exposition, the World’s Fair at Chicago, less than 
a year ago, drew to the greatest inland city of the Union, mil- 
lions of admiring people from every land beneath thesun. What 
brought them here? Was it because the United Staves had been 
an industrial failure? Why, our brilliant career, our growth in 
population, wealth, and inteiligence had already challenged the 
surprise of every people upon God’s footstool, and they came 
here to see the eighth wonder of the world. But why? Simply 
that they might see with their own eyes the success, the won- 
derful success of Americaunder the protective system of which 
they had heard. That was the reason, and they came and saw 
the salvation of the Lord. What would that exposition have 
amounted to had this country been suifering under a pitiful 
Wilson tariff bill for a quarter century? 


HAY AND THE HAY TRADE. 


The action of the two Houses of Congress up to this date in 
regard to that important agricultural product, hay, is such as to 
cause quite a widespread discontent and fear among farmers as 
has already become apparent among woolgrowers, from the at- 
tacks upon their interest. - 

The Canadian grown hay under our present tariff is subject to 
a duty of $4 per ton. The object of this duty is to prevent the 
American farmer from being entirely overslaughed by the im- 
ports from Canada, where the cost of raising hay is much less 
than in the United States. And yet in the first two years of the 
operation of this duty over amillion doilars’ worth of hay was 
imported. 

Now, the Wilson bill passed the House reducing that duty to 
$2 per ton, and the Senate committee have changed that to an 
ad valorem duty of 20 per cent. The letter of Mr. Nimmo, a 
gentleman whose attainments are well known to the members 
of the Senate, shows, as given below, that this still further re- 
duces the duty to about $1.84 per ton, and as he very justly says, 
this “is an outrage upon the farming interest of the State of 
New York” and other States. Should the Finance Commit- 
tee’s ad valorem duty prevail we shall see the first year the im- 
portation of hay from Canada quadrupled and the market for 
at least 150,000 tons of American-grown hay destroyed, besides 
the loss of a large sum by the reduetion in price resulting from 
the large importation from Canada. 

Task leave of the Senate to insert in the body of my remarks 
letters from Mr. W. D. Turner, secretary of the Interstate Hay 
Association, and a petition signed by a number of gentlemen, 
producers of hay, and also a letter from Mr. Nimmo, to whom I 
referred a moment ago. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it will be 
so ordered. 

The papers referred to are as follows: 


: Sroux Crry, Iowa, February 12, 1894. 
To the Haditor of the Hay Trade Journal; 


DEAR Sir: We view with alarm the proposed reduction of the tariff on 
hay from $4 per ton to $2 per ton, as is carried by the Wilson bill, which has 
already passed the lower House of oe and is now before the Senate 
committee for report to the Senate, and we would request you to give us 
space in your journal for the following petition. We would further request 
every reader of the same to at once cut it out and paste it at the head ofa 
blank sheet of pager and to personally circulate it, and get every hay man, 
both dealer and producer, in his vicinity to sign it and to immediately re- 
turn it to the editer of the Hay Trade Journal, Canajoharie, N. Y.; and we 
further request you to personally lay the same before the Senate committee 
at Washington, and to urge them to give it their careful consideration. As 
the time for action is now very short, we earnestly request that no time be 
lost in doing the same. 

Yours, truly, 


W. D. TURNER, 
Secretary Interstate Hay Association. 


PETITION TO RETAIN THE PRESENT TARIFF ON HAY. 


We, the undersigned, producers of and dealers in hay throughout the 
United States, are unanimously in favor of the present tariff on hay, and it 
is our firm belief that the best interests of the hay dealers and producers in 
general will be served by its continuance. We do further most earnestly 
petition the Congress of the United States to make no change in the same, 
as is proposed by the Wilson bill now before them. 


Mr. PLATT. Why not read Mr. Nimmo’s letter? 

Mr. CULLOM. Itis suggested that I read Mr. Nimmo’s let- 
ter, and I shalldoso. The letter is written largely from the 
standpoint of a citizen of New York, and is as follows: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., March 10, 1304. 
To the Haitor of the Hay Trade Journal: 

I have read with interest the petition published in — issue of February 
16 and 23 in favor of retaining the present duty of Matononhay. This 
duty was reduced to $2 a ton by the Wiison bill in the House; but the Sen- 
ate committee has changed the duty to 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Now, thé question arises how does this compare with the present duty of 
$4 a ton, and with the Wilson bill duty of ® a ton. In answe this ques- 
tion I would first mention the fact that all ad valorem rates of duty are as- 
sessed upon the foreign import valuation. The question then arises, what 
isthe average import value of hay? It appears to me that a fair way of get- 
ting at this is to take the imports for the two years preceding and the two 
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years following the passage of the present McKinley law, and from such 
data to work out the average import value vf hay. This data is as follows: 


Imports of hay. 








Year ending June 30— Tons Values. 
Nila isc nnd thiecsnaRaia ee eedilideah eel ere | = 105,395 | $1, 082, 885 
ER ae 124, 544 1, 143, 445 
TE atest pnecainidaieiedienelntennitineldathit ia wirtirihnse rarest | 58, 242 445, 461 
i csiciatrs sell iene oe dneiaianpides 7Y, 715 | 715, 151 


From these figures it appears that the average import value of hay for the 
four years mentioned Was $9.21 per ton. The proposed Senate duty of 20 per 
cent would therefore be f1.81a ton, which is 16 cents a ton less than the House 
Wilson bill provided. This appears to me to be an outrage upon the farm 
ing interest of the Stateof New York, and for the following reasons: On the 
occasion of the hearing accorded me by the Committee of Ways ani 
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| Say it is one of the most beautiful cities in our State. 


Means on September 18, last, I was requested to inform that committee as to | 


the difference in cost of agricultural production in New York and in Canrda, 


including the difference in the wages of farm labor and the difference in the | 


value of the capital employed. 

A careful investigation and computation enabled me to state that the cost 
of agricultural production in the State of New York is 44 per cent higher 
than in Canada. Now, applying this percentage to 99.21, the average import 
value of hay for the four years, 1889 to 1892, inclusive, we find that it would 
afford an average duty of #4.05a ton. If, therefore, we are to have duties on 
hay sufficient to prevent farm wages and farm values from being pulled 
down in order to force Canadian farm wages and farm values up, it will be 
necessary and proper to retain the present duty of & a ton on hay, or in lieu 
thereof to substitute a duty of about 40 per cent. 

LT have tried to put this matier in such shape that the New York farmer 
will at once see how the proposed duty will affect his mterests. 


Very respectfully, JOS. NIMMO, JR 
». aa ’ . 


P. S. The difference in the cost of production is the only solution of the 
question. 


Mr. PLATT. If the Senator will permit me, hay has been 
imported from Canada under aspecific duty,and therefore it has 


not been important what price was fixed upon it in the invoice; | 


but [ apprehend that, when the duty upon hay becomes an ad 
valorem, the invoiced price upon which that ad valorem will be 
computed will be very much less than nine dollars and some 
cents per ton, which it has been during the last four years with 
a specific duty. 

Mr. CULLOM. I recognize the force of the remarks of the 
Senator from Connecticut. 


AGRICULTT AL IMPLEMENTS. 


The State of Nlinois is the home, perhaps, of more numerous 
and extensive establishments engaged in the manufacture of all 
the various kinds of agricultural implements than any other 
state. Illinois is dotted all over with these hives of industry 
and its world-wide reputation as a manufacturing center, which 
has grown up during the past twenty-five years, is due more 
largely to these institutions, if [ may so call them, than to al- 
most any other agency or interest. The trade of Illinois in 
these branches extends to every continent and every nation in 
both hemispheres. 

From the proprietors and operatives in these great establish- 
ments I have received great numbers of protests and remon- 
strances against the passage of the Wilson bill. It is notrifling 
interest, to be laughed about or treated as of little importance. 
My State owes its high standing, in an industrial aspect, to two 


great interests, namely, first, its wonderful agricultural devel- 
opment, and second, its no less wonderful development in manu- 
factures. 

Mr. President, with my views of the importance of protection 
as a constitutional and imperative necessity. I would be a traitor 
to my State and ungrateful to my people if I should fail or neg- 
lect to stand firmly at all times an advocate of what I deem to 
be their just and lawful right to be encouraged and protected 
by the tari? laws of the United States. 

One of these gentlemen from Canton, IIl., writes as follows: 

For illustration I cite to you our own institution for comparison. Our 
sales are 5¢ per cent less than lastyearuptothisdate. Weare only working 
one-half to two-thirds of our usual force, and this at a reduction of from 10 
to 25 per cent in wages. and with no certain prospect of being able to run 
more than from two to three months longer, whereas for the past thirty 
years prior to last summer (when we closed down three months on ac-ount 
of hard times) we were never able to stop our work more than three or four 
weeks for the purpose of making our annual inventory. 

We firmly believe that this unsatisfactory and terrible state of affairs has 
been brought about and is due largely to the prospect of adverse legisla- 
tion, Which threatens the total destruction of the once prosperous indus- 
tries of this country, which have been built up within the past generation, 
and some of them of no mean importance. 

I mail you one of our catalogues and some circulars, to give yon a partial 
idea of what we are doing in this line, and would ask in all conscience and 
in the name of al! that is fair and just, have we got to quit and let John Bull 
and his minions domineer over us and paralyze our labor? Not so, I pray 


you. 

Your honorable body have tho. power to stop this thing at once, restore 
confidence, and put new life into our industries. Doit and be happy, and 
receive the kind benedictions of a once prosperous country. 

I shall read a paragraph from a letter written at Rockford, 
and I will say that most of our New England friends, especially, 
know something about the city of Rockford, as it is filled up 
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almost entirely with people from the East, and I am proud to 
Anexten- 
l“‘inance Committee as f 


sive firm there write to the Senate 
lows: 
We cleared our 


books of ac 1893, and “shut 


->d orders June, 














imuiat up 
shop” for thetirsttime in our business career of twenty-two years, and have 
run only at alosssince. It was as natural for us to do this as it was for the 
importer to let his orders lay in bond until the goods were sold, or for the 
customer to whom the importer sold to wait until the last moment before 
a purchase was mate. All of usfear the relneti f duty, and want no 
stock on hand to suffer the reduction. 

We are selling machines in London at as low pri inufae 
turers. British freetrade malres its manufacturers shure ‘ie ‘ t with 
us. Our goods are exported from London on an even basis with on 
makers. We note, however, that we sellonly about 10 per cent prod 
ucts abroad, mostly to London merchants. England proper 
her colonies mainly bave protection: she Wants the world for her m 
(wants it frees). We need protection to keep England outof a bett 
than she has, with no taxes on her to maintain it. We have mainly the raw 
material, as Well as the best market. Our laboring people are i L 
and energetic, with a Government that admits and encourages the lowest to 





compete for the highest places in the giftof tae people 

When we lower the wages of our laboring people to that of other Govern 
ments, less democratic, we take from them the means of thri(t, and their 
power to maintain our home markets. We should have manufacturins in 
dustries to consume the products of our soil and not send them to a for 
market. Theresult of “freetrade,” or aduty that admits foreign goods 
that we can produce in our country, will be to make the wealthy more 
wealthy, and the poor poorer, and destroy that element that makes the 
whole people the Government, and will make more renters, fewer free-hol 
ers, 3 greater aristocracy, with ** Might the Right.” 

I have here another letter, written by a gentleman connected 
with a manufacturing establishment at Moline, Ill., which is a 
great city, almost entirely a manufacturing one, and there are 
great industries there which have heretofore employed thou- 
sands and thousands of men. He says: 

Permit me to congratulate you upon your substitute for the Wilson bill 

That is the substitute to which I shall refer later in my re- 
marks— 

I have been wondering if anything short of an amendment to the Const; 
tution could take our revenue laws out of the maelstrom of party politics 

Only think of it, at this time, during the prevalence of a commercial re 
vulsion, the like of which we have never known, excepting, perhaps, 183) 
1857, and 1873, we are threatened with a radical change —a reversal, rather 
of our tariff policy, which unsettles all values, disturbs all calculations. and 
if enacted into law will compel many factories to close and all to diminish 
production, even with a radical reduction in wages. 

The consumption per capita in this country of articles of necessity, util 
ity, comfort, and luxury will, for the years 18v4 and 1895, and possibly 1896, 
be not more than 70 percent of wnat iv was in 1892, but call it 75 per cent 
Should the Wilson bill become a law, and under it our imports of manufac 
tured goods be increased 25 per cent, that would leave for our home manu 
facturers 75 per cent of 75, or 56} per cent of the quantity of goods we manu 
factured in this country for the year preceding June 30, 1898; and im the 
strugzile to hold that much of it the men would have tosubmitt to reductions 
in wages, and even then there would be a large percentage of our mechanic 
and shop laborers who would be compelled to seek work on farms and in the 
change of occupation sacrifice their urban homes. 

A reduction of 2% per cent in wages of itself—to say nothing of the in 
creased idleness—means a decrease in consumptive capacity of %5 per cent 
per capita. 

An extensive Illinois machinery firm writes: 

We do not in our line fear the importation of superior goods at lower 
prices. That they buy our machinery certainly indicates their preference, 
and nothing would be gained by either the English or our own people by 
“free trade,’’ unless the English could better please Americans, and Amer 
icans English. Onan even basis we believe that Democrats would prefer 
foreign-made goods. 

Our good minister voted for the Democrat “free-trade” ticket and be 
lieves init. He now prays regularly that “if it please the Lord let there be 
better times and less suffering.”” He undoubtedly classes “ the present bus- 
iness depression” with cyclones, tidal-wave catastrophes, etc., over which 
mortal man has no control. 

We canexcuse him in taking this view of the matter, but when the Demo- 
cratic chairman of Finance, after his party has knocked us out of business, 
sends a letter asking us what we consider the cause of the ‘‘ present depres- 
sion,” it is a little too suggestive of asking for points for funeral remarks. 

We want nocompromise. If the Senate passes the House bill it will kill 
the party, and we can survive this better than the slow prcecess of a “ milk 
and-water " compromise. 

The following were selected from a great number received 
some weeks ago, when it was feared that no general relief would 
come to their interests, begging that a reciprocal arrangement 
with Canada might be established. I believe the Finance Com- 
mittee have adopted as to a few articles used in agriculture a 
proviso that such articles when imported from any country 
which lays an import duty on like articles from the United 
States, shall be subject to the duties existing prior to this act. 
That proviso, is of course, to that extent a recognition of the 
justice of protection, but why limit it to twelve articles? It 
is a sort of reciprocity which, if gone into at all, should ex- 
tend to a vast number of articles or products, so as to recog- 
nize both protective and reciprocal duties. The reciprocal ar- 
rangement in the tariff bill, [ may say, is that with Canada, for 
instance, where they have a law levying a pretty heavy duty 
upon manufactured agricultural implements shipped from this 
country. Withoutsome such reciprocal arrangement they would 
have the benefit of our markets free and we could not compete 
in their markets. The Finance Committee, however, finally 
yielded to the insertion of an amendment which provides that 
as long as the Canadians retain their duty we will retain ours, 
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and when they take off their duty we will take ours off, so that 
goods may go there and come here in the same way. 

An extensive wind-mill manufacturing company at Batavia, 
Ill., writes: 

We wish to call your attention to the gross injustice that the Wilson bill 
does to the agricultural implement manufacturers. Of course it passed in 
the House by a very large majority, but we wish you to use your influence 
to the utmost to have it so modified in the Senate that it will be at least 
fair trade. We are manufacturers of wind mills, pumps, horse powers. etc., 
and we feel that Canada is a very serious competitor. They have cheaper 
Jabor than we have, and certainly on lumber they can manufacture some 
cheaper than we can, and other materials accordingly. We wish the bill to 
be modified so as to = us justice; in other words, to retain the present 
duty on agricultural implements against Canada that they will import in 
this country as long as o- maintain their present duty of 35 per cent 
against our goods imported into their country. We hope to hear from you 
favorably in regard to this. 


A large plow manufacturer at Moline, I1l., writes: 


We simply call io attention to the direct and manifest injustice con- 
templa in the Wilson bill, wherein Canadian-made implements are to be 
admitted into the United States duty free, while the manufacturers of the 
United States are taxed 35 per cent ad valorem duty for goods sent into 
Canada, and beg to herewith enter our protest against such legislation, and 

ay that your influence be used toward the establishment of laws in rela- 

on to trade which shall be just and equable. Our preference, of course, 
would be the exchange of goods without tariff. If, however, our goods are 
to be taxed, let others meet a similar tax at our hands; or, in other words, 
give the manufacturer and the workingman of these United States an 
equal chance with those of Canada. 


A harvester company at Harvey, IIl., writes as follows: 

We beg to be allowed to call your attention to that part of the Wilson bill 
now under consideration in the Senate, by which harvesting machinery is 
put on the free list. 

As manufacturers of harvesting machinery we shall not object to this, so 
far as all the nations of the earth are concerned who wiil admit similar 

« goods of American manufacture free of duty into their country. 

Was it not for the fact that Canada has impoued a duty of 35 per cent on 
agricultural implements (under which our machines are classed) we could 
now be enjoying a large trade in Manitoba and some other sections of Can- 
— but the duty they impose makes it practically impossible to do any- 
thing. 

Under the Canadian laws customs ins 
trarily that an additional hardship is 
tariff they bave imposed. 

We believe if the bill can be made to survive that no duty shall be charged 
on a implements imported from Canada, when Canada shall on 
its side charge no duty upon the importation of the implements into Can- 
ada, — the American manufacturer will have but little, if any, objection 
to make. 

For many years past, it has been asserted in Congress and elsewhere 
throughout the country that American harvesting machinery was sold 
cheaper in foreign countries than in the United States, and we are asked 
that question repeatedly. 

The absolute falsity of this statement has been demonstrated over and 
over again, and we believe that its falsity can be proved by any amount of 
testimony that any honest individual can wish. 

it is not a fact among American manufacturers that they sell their goods 
to foreigners cheaper than they do to their home trade. but so far as our ex- 
perience goes, foreigners are always obliged to pay larger prices than the 
people in cur own Soenee 

@ believe that the agricultural implement manufacturers of the United 
States have done their full share toward making possible the rapid exten- 
sion of civilization and prosperity in this country, and in behalf of that in- 
terest, we ask that you kindly consider the facts as stated above, and we 
earnestly petition that the opening of the markets of the United States to 
Canada and other countries shall take place only when Canada and other 
countries open their markets to us. 


The following resolution expresses the views of American seed 
growers: 


Resolved, That the American Seed Trade Association protests most ear- 
nestly against the passage of the so-called Wilson bill as it relates to garden 
seeds “4 on the free list. That asa body of seed growers ana seed 
dealers thro’ out the United States, while advocating the retention of the 
present ad valorem duty of 20 per cent, we would strongly recommend the 
me of a specific duty upon the different species. 

@are pronounced in this view for the reason that an ad valorem duty 
tends to increase the importation of lower grade seeds to the serious injury 
ofthe crops of the American farmers and gardeners. It is a well-known fact, 
with but very few exceptions seeds of all varieties of vegetables can be 

wh of better quality, and in every way better suited to the American 
ate, at home abroad. So oor is this fact appreciated that 
European growers are compelled to annually for American-grown 
stock seeds. It will be seen that our advocating a really protective duty on 
seeds is not only in the interest of the American seed wers alone, but the 
— of seeds as well—the trucker and farmer. S are not as raw 
terial; quality is insured only at the expense of diligent labor; such in- 
telligent labor can not be secured by the underpaid peasants of Europe. 


LIME. 


From Vermont comes the following, showing the effect of the 
Wilson bill upon the lime business: 

We would state that since the competition caused by the Canadian industry 
has become so severe, every effort has been made by the New England in- 
Gustry to reduce the cost of production; kilns have nm torn down and re- 
built at great cost, with appliances introduced to burn oil and coal as a say- 
ing over wood, but with no success; so that, unlike many other industries, we 
have no labor-saving or scientific devives whereby to compete with the 


tors are allowed to act so arbi- 
ded to the now almost prohibitory 


chea labor and material of the Canadas. Ap able to com- 
pete in favored localities with the Canadian industry under the present tariff, 
on the passing of the Wilson bill with the tariff as now proposed, our tal 
invested is lost, our laborers would be thrown out of employment, while we 
“enowtas roe caaaiaens of paid to laborers in tion with th 
as ment of wages re connection ) 
lime business under the present existing tariff: 
common laborers... 
jand, common laborers... 
POU cdctiardennes~asns i 


per day... $1. 00 
a 1. 


In Canada, 
In New 

In Canada, 
In New Engiand, firemen................ 
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on Coenen: for chopping and splitting one cord of forest wood, 35 cents ta 
cents. 

In New England, for chopping and splitting one cord of forest wood, 6 
cents to 70 cents. 

These figures show an average in favor of the American workmen of about 
30 per cent in wages after all possible reductions have been made, as stated 
heretofore, to even partially compete with the Canadian products under the 
McKinley bill. As the Wilson bill still further reduces the cost inthe home 
market to the Canadians to about 30 per cent, it will be seen that as it is im- 
possible to further reduce the cost of the American product without further 
reduction of American labor, the New England industry will be areey 
exterminated, as stated before, on the passage of the proposed Wilson bill. 

I might extend the enumeration to almost every product or 
manufacture, but Iam sure that the good sense of our people 
will not need a multiplicity of such evidences to convince them 
of the correctness of the general idea of protection. 


NO EQUIVALENT. 

The following brief statement by a writer whose name has 
escaped me, shows very clearly the failure of free trade to com- 
pensate labor: 


The people of this country do not want, and can not afford to adopt the 
wide open, free-trade policy that those extremists, of whom Henry Watter- 
son is a type, are contending for, because it means that ultimately the price 
of labor in this country must be as low as it is in foreign countries. Itmight 
be so for a year or two, for there would bea great struggle on the part of 
labor in opposing and contending against the reduction of wages that 
would necessarily follow such a policy. But as surely as water finds its 
level, just so surely will the price of labor be equalized by rating down if 
thechannels of free trade are opened up. The argument that the American 
workman, on account of better machinery and better facilities, can produce 
more than the English or German workman, and consequently will be able 
tocommand higher wages, will not avail, because in time the foreign pro- 
ducer will also adopt the improved machinery and processes. 

The argument that the laboring man will be able to buy what he needs 
enough lower under free-trade conditions to compensate him for the re- 
duction in his wages, is also false and misleading, for while he may pemeaty 
Save ten to fifty dollarsin his purchases, he will lose fifty to one hundre¢ 
and fifty dollars in wages under free-trade rule. 


SWEAT-SHOP LEGISLATION. 

Mr. President, in some way a very significant name has come 
to be applied toa class of foreign establishments in the larger 
cities of Europe where the employés are confined in close rooms 
and required to work long hours, at very low wages, in the manu- 
facture of various kinds of clothing or wearing apparel. They 
are known as ‘‘sweating” establishments and generally called 
“sweat shops.” The name itself is so significant that it becomes 
arecognized appellation everywhere as describing a place where 
the workroom is cramped and small, the atmosphere foul and 
unhealthy, the operatives worked to the limit of endurance, and 
the pay reduced to the merest pittance. 

A few of these places have found lodgment in some American 
cities, but in most the local health ordinances, or other munici- 
pal regulations, have driven them out, and forced a recognition 
of decency, decent hours, and decent wages. But a Democratic 
Congress now takes upon itself the privilege of forcing every 
occupation into a ‘'sweat shop” of despair for the operatives. 
The Wilson bill is a “sweat bill” which cin have no other re- 
sult if put in force but to degradeevery class of American labor, 
forcing reputable people who have al) the instinctsof honest in- 
dustry to become objects of er to lose their self-respect, 
and to go down into the class of which ‘‘sweat-shop” employés 
are composed, and yet we occasionally hear some ‘‘sweat-shop”’ 
statesman deliver himself of the regret that times are not what 
they used to be, and of the wish that we could have once more 
‘the d old times of the Walker tariff of 1848.” 

Well, Mr. President, there was one good thing about that 
golden period of alleged prosperity and happiness. If the rec- 
ords now extant of the Elysian period are correct, and I think 
they are, no wage-earner was burdened excessively by the weight 
of the wages he earned. The average pay of the mill operative 
in those rosy days was about 51 cents for a day of fourteen hours, 
In 1892, under the direful McKinley tariff, the same Jaborer 
earned $1.57 perday of tenhours. Soitwill be readily computed, 
that in 1848 the wage was less than 3# cents per hour, while in 
1892 it exceeded-154 cents per hour, or more than four times the 
rate paid in the good old Democratic times. 

From anable editorial in the columns of a ee of Strea- 
tor, Lasalle County, [ll.,I take the following, prefacing it by the 
— that Streator, for a western city, is the Pittsburg of 

inois: 


The industrial center of the Eleventh Congressional district of Dlinois is 
Lasalle County, the center of the greatest steam coal production in this 
State, and also the location of the largest glass factories in the West. La- 
salle County probably has more wage-workers in mines and factories than 
any other county in the State outside of Cook. These wage-workers are all 
directly affec the Democratic tariff policy and the Wilson bill. Free 
coal, Sree ginss, uction of the tariff on zinc, all strike at the industries 
that hate develo this rs and prosperous county. It has been Demo- 
cratic in - politics, but the labor men have been intelligent enough to hold 
to tection. 

o Democratic speakers were allowed to preach free trade in that county 
in 1892. Senator O'Connor saw that these men must be held in the Demo- 
oe by making them believe that the Democrats did not mean what 
they in their orm, and that they were in reality as good protection- 
ists as were the Republicans. And had O'Connor been able to control the 
party the McKinley law would not have been disturbed. 
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But the shadow of free trade has been a heavy one on Lasalle County. 
The miners at Streator, the glass workers at the same place and at Ottawa, 
and the zinc workers at Lasalle and Peru have been forcibly reminded that 
the Democratic party can not be trusted. In the county there are fully 2,- 
000 wage-workers who have felt the want of protection in the last year. 
Half that number have been thrown out of work and the other half have been 
reduced in time and wages until they are not able to support themselves 
and pay their assessments to support the men who are out of work. 

In the township elections, wherever party lines were drawn, the Republie- 
ans carried the Democratic towns. The miners and glass workers are 
talking McKinleyismin a way which shows that they know what is for their 
own benefit. The Republicans have an excellent opportunity for a winning 
campaign in the Eleventh district. 

+ g a é : * ¢ 

In this ward is one of the largest and most successful window-glass fac- 
tories in the United States. This big industry is idle, its fires extinguished, 
and its smokeless stack stands a monument to adead industry—killed by 
Democracy. No man who passes this window house on his way to vote 
should hesitate to cast his ballot for the Republican. The coal-miners of 
this ward should no longer vote for low wages and little work. Since Dem- 
ocrats came into power a wave of low wages has spread over the mining 
regions. With Democracy continued in power, and its low-wage policy in- 
dorsed by the election of more Democrats, low wages are inevitable. 


TIN AND TERNE PLATES. 


I have received the following letter from the Norton Brothers, 
of Chicago, gentlemen known to me as of the highest standing, and 
whose statements are important and authoritative upon any sub- 
ject upon which they speak: 


813 MASONIC TEMPLE, CHICAGO, April 25, 1894. 


DEAR Sir: We take the liberty of writing to ask you to use your best en- 
deavor to have the tariff bill now pending amended so as to leave unchanged 
the present duty on tin and terne plates. 

e consume annually in our business more tin plates than any other 
house in the United States. When we were assured that the present tariff 
would become a law, we commenced at once the erection of a plant at May- 
wood, just outside of Chicago, for tinning ail our own plates, and have 
prosecuted the work vigorously ever since. We have now in successful op- 
eration a plant witha a ge | or tinning daily 1,000 boxes of 14 by 20 plates. 
For some time we were obliged to get our supply of black p. ates from 
England, but were able to get a portion of our wants made in this country, 
and for the last six months we have not received a box of foreign plates, 
either black or tinned, but our supply is wholly of home manufacture. The 
quality of the steel which we get here is greatly superior both in toughness 
and smoothness of finish to the best of foreign plates. 

We are in telephone communication with the steel mills which supply us 
with the black Soces and we can any day send an order for any special sizes 
which we require and have the plates shipped within a week or ten days. 
A similar order sent to England would require from three to six months 
delay before we could get the plates. With this business now fully estab- 
lished so that we can get all that we require from home manufacture it 
seems to us a great pity that the business should be destroyed by unfavor- 
able legislation. 

Looking at the matter in relation to its effects on the American people at 
large, it is a fact that the goods manufactured from tin plate are selling to- 
day throughout the country at prices less than the average prices for the 
same goods for the last five years roees the adoption of the McKinley 
tariff. The foreign makers of tin plate began reducing their prices as soon 
as the McKinley tariff went in operation, and have continued to reduce 
them with the idea of offsetting the aSranaee given to American manufac- 
ture by the tariff, so as to make it impossible to make the plates in this 
country at a profit, It requires no great business acumen to see that they 
are only waiting for the proposed reduction in the tariff to reéstablish their 
old prices, so that our people will lose the benefit of the home business and 
pay as much for the goods as they formerly did. 

NORTON BROTHERS. 


Hon. SHELBY M. CULLOM. 
A CRIMINAL EXPERIMENT. 


The man who has made failure of everything he has ever un- 
dertaken is always ready to venture anew uponaffairs which the 
most ex vanced and successful men approach with doubt and 
fear. His arguments are specious and plausible, and he would 
tear down and destroy structures which have stood the test of 
time, to replace them with the inventions of folly. He would, 
had he the power, rearrange the solar system of the universe, 
and would experiment with the great natural laws toadapt them 
to his own narrow views. He can show you that ‘“‘ the stars do 
wander darkling in the eternal space,” and that Deity has blun- 
dered in a thousand ways. He is a hybrid, free-trade, protec- 
tion Democrat, and if the country is prosperous and the people 
happy, his unfailing remedy and panacea for that terrible condi- 
tion is to remove its cause. If the farmer and merchant are do- 
ing well, some drastic means to break them up must be at once 
adopted. If business is good and laborers receive good wages, 
hesweats blood in sympathy with their dreadful condition, and 
by theaid of Drs. WILSON and VOORHEES he hopes to be able to 
reduce them to the normal Democratic condition soon. 

When theentire community, white and black, Republican and 
Democrat, male and female, laborer and capitalist, were indulg- 
ing in their highest hopes and offering thanksgiving for the uni- 
versal happiness which pervaded this glorious country, this fellow 
broke into our midst and has remained as an agent of mischief 
and trouble. Herushed at once into the great American machine 
shop and began to meddle with the simple and smooth-running 
dynamo of political power. He touched the button here, and 
threw out of gear the diplomatic machine which had been set 
to run true for a thousand years to come, and burned his fingers 


badly. 
He. pulled the pension wire out of its connection and the con- 
sequent lightning and thunder from the several States and cit- 
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ies have not yet ceased to flash and reverberate. In his fright 
he began experimenting in the dark with the taritf, and after 
burning off his whiskers and eyebrows he has tied the income 
tax to his kite, and is now trying to fly the two together, by the 
light of the burning ruins of factories and homes destroyed by 
hisfolly. His antics would be ridiculous and laughable if they 
were not so serious as to invulve every man and every occupa- 
tion in expected bankruptcy. Yet some grave and venerable 
Senators look solemnly upon the scene of these irrational ex- 


ploits, while others join in chanting the chorus: ‘We are all 
| Democrats.” 
The remedy of the Spanish charlatan, Dr. Sangrado, for every 


disease was bleeding. Draw blood constantiy tor every human 
ill, and drench the patient copiously with warm water. Repeat 
the practice until the patient is reduced below the disease and 
then the disease will have nothing toworkupon. When in that 
state he must either die or recover. So with our Democratic 
doctors. They are practicing their depleting experiments upon 
the public, and if they succeed as they desire they will draw the 
blood and the life from every business interest in order, as has 
been said by a Democrat in another place, that ‘* wages may have 
their natural play all over the world.” 

As between the United States and foreign countries, it has re- 
quired the helping hand of protection to give our laboring peo- 
ee the boon of good wages. Under our protective system they 

ave been able to live and do well. The following statement 
willshow by comparison some of the rates of wages in the United 
States and foreign countries. 

The ascertainment of the relative rates of wagesin the United 
States and in foreign countries of course involves a full and 
fair consideration of the different conditions under which labor 
isemployed in the different countries, so that the comparison 
may represent as nearly as possible the difference in labor cost 
of —— in this country and in foreign countries. 

A few examples worked out by experts in different industries 
will serve to illustrate this matter very clearly. My informa- 
tion upon this subject has been furnished to me within the last 
thirty days. There are two great companies engaged in the 
manufacture of cotton thread, both of which have factories in 
the United States and Scotland. The Clark Thread Company's 
works are located at Newark, N. J., and at Paisley, Scotland. 
J. & P. Coats have mills at Pawtucket, R. I., and at Paisley, 
Scotland. The report made to me by the Clark Thread Com- 
pany from its own hooks is as follows: 


Girls, average wage, Newark over Paisley ........ 


24 per cent 
Men, average wage, Newark over Paisley .... 


‘ 123 per cent 
The average working hours are, Paisley, 56 hours per week, 
and Newark, 55 hours per week. 
The following letter from Mr. Coats explains itself: 


PAWTUCKET, R. I., April 26, 1894. 
DEAR Sirk: Absence from home prevented a reply being sent to your note 
of 12th instant, but Ihave now the pleasure to inclose the comparison of 
wages paid to the same classes of operatives in the United States and Scot- 
land, which you desire. I may add that the operatives in Scotland are quite 
as efficient as here. 
Iam, yours. respectfully, 


JAS, COATS. 
Hon. S. M.CULLOM, 
United States Senate, Washingto: 
Comparison of wages paid by J. & P. Coata in Paisley, Scotland, and at Paw- 


tucket, R. I., in 1893. 


Wages per week in— 


Occupation. Paw- 








' | 
i ee 
Paisley. i tucket. 
8. d. 
So Sii cig hal Ginn apitin talcigbueschies dbbow saipinws 14 Lt= 83.63 #8. 51 
‘Twister tenders... ........0.....-. dein ne Seen a 6.78 
SE fednt has nnnigh eth laion nanmbudl wae de b<+awe apeniinne : & 9. 07 
I eaenndnibeee whee, ciniedies « é | 6.59 
Skein spoolers.............-. 8. 60 
Web tckacekanteveds san oeakinaubbels } 8. 95 
Bleachers: } : 
TEE ee ae : 5. 10 | 12.00 
Women. . EE SY “a 2 2. 47 | 6.00 
el ee oe alc ememben | 3 2 5. 10. 72 
Second and section hands ................ .| 90 4= 7.37 13. 00 
ES ee ee a a ee 40. 09 #90, 22 


*125 per cent higher in United States. 
We could not get a proper comparison /n 18% on account of running short 


time. 
JAS. COATS, 
Of J. & P. Coats, Paisley, Scotland 


Making due allowance for the difference of hours per week, 
the general average of all wages appears to be about 121 per gent 
greater in the United States than in Scotland. 
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I refer next to the wages paid for labor in the United States 
and in foreign countries in the manufacture of pottery. My in- 
formation upon this poiut is enabraced in a letter from Hon. J. 
Hari Brewer, a former member of Congress, and now president 
of the Hart Brewer Pottery Company, of Trenton, N. J. 
expressing his hearty approval of the plan of referring all the 


experts, Mr. Brewer says: 

The \abor cost of pottery works in the United States is 125 per cent higher 
then in Great Britain, and 250 per cent higher than in Germany. 

i‘vom information received from the editor of the Shoe and 
Leather Reporter, it appears that the wages paid to tanners in 
the United States exceed the wages of tinners in Europe by 
about 50 per cent, and of curriers about 70 per cent more in the 
United States than in Europe. 

Accordin’ to the best information I have been able to secure 
tlie wages paid to labor in the iron industries of the United 
States, whieh exhibit a great variety of employments, are upou 
the averageabout 100 per cent greater in the United States than 
in Great. Britain. 

Wages in the woolen manufactories of the United States are 
also about 100 per cent greater than in Great Britain. I am 
unnble to state the comparison for the other countries of Eu- 
rope, but can safely say that the wages paid in the woolen mills 
of tte United States exceed the wages in those other countries 
by considerably more than 100 per cent. 

A prominent citizen of Rhode Island, in answer to a letter of 
mine, writes me: 

The averaze rate of wages in the cotton industry in this country is just 70 
= cont greater than of Great Britain. In some branches of the cotton 
ndustry, for instance spoel cotton and fine yarns, the difference in wages 
is fully 100 per cent. 

I hope you will do all you can to postpone action on the “ Wilson bill,” if 


yosxible, until after the fall election or, what is better, beat it if you can. 
} believe the country will stand behind you in doing this 


The following comparative statement, showing the rates of 
wages paid per month in Belgian, English,and American plate- 
glass works for similar services, is furnished by Mr. E. Ford, 
president of the Pittsburg Plute Glass Company: 

American higher 
Ameri- than— 


Belgian. oan. 


Occupation. English. 


\Belgian. |English. 


Per cent. | Per cent. 


119 
163 

52 
233 

96 
194 
132 

83 
214 
275 


166 
191 


Seees 


Pot-makers. 
Clay-temperers* .............-. 
Furnace brick makers 
PEIEG. céduandutwieees 
Founders or melterst 
Gas producer men 
Head teamers................ 
TORMEB ER so nencene ceetue 
8 RE Cae 
Kiln-heaters ...... 
Kin-dressers 
Foreman grinders 
Grinders: 

Ist layers 

TR eicctane oe 0% 

9a layers ..... 

4th layers 

Mixers 

Finishers - 
Sand-wheelers . . 


— 


2S S¥eReevess=% 
SS SSsSSSseez¢eEe 


sesfes Sagaese 


SSSSSSSSSSSSESSSSSSESSSSES SSSSSSSSSSES 


Emery washers .......... 
Poreman polishers ..... erion 
Polishers, finishers 
Polishers, ares 

Polishers. mixers 

Rouge burners ............-.. 
Cutters 

Packers 

Master mechamics ........... 
Machinists ............... 
Blacksmiths... .......... 


BESPorel 


SSSSSSSSSSSSSSLSSES 


- 
> 
= 


BRBRSNER SS! 


a 


SSeeaSessaesesasez 


SESBRALERRENeRS= EPR ER ESE Sess sereN.8 
SYSSSSSSSSSSESSSSSSSSESSESE SESSSSSSSESE 


—_ 
* 


*English employ female labor. 
+Buropean average, 2,600 feet pe day; American, 2,000 feet. 
}English, 48 pots; American, 20 pots per day. 


Mr. W. J. Smith, president of the American Flint Glass 
Workers’ Union, made the following statement before the Ways 
and Means Committee: 

“Ourworkers are unanimously in favor of higher duties on glass em- 
braced im the ‘agraph above d ted—not a prohibitory tariff. but a 


tariff sufficient to cover the difference in cost of labor and material between 
the United States and those competing foreign countries whuse labor and 


material ne. 
“They aspecificrate rather than a rate or'an.ad valorem 
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After | 
; consumers: 
technical matters involved in tariff making to a commission of | 
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‘ Their reason for this preference is this: The labor of those foreign coun- 
tries which are our greatest competitors in glass being unorganized, can not 
protect itself against reductions in wages. The cost of foreign goods being 
uncertain, an ad valorem duty depending on that cost must necessarily be 
uncertain as a measure of protection. 

“A higher rate of duty on glass—that is, a rate amply sufficient to protect 
the home industry—does not necessarily increase the cost.of glass to the 
) That this is true is shown by the price at which pressed table- 
ware is selling to-day.”’ 

I desire to have inserted in the REcoRD, without taking up 
the time of the Senate in reading it, a statement furnished by a 
gentleman connected with a steel and iron mill in my own city, 
showing rates of wages in the iron and steel industry and in 
Great Britain. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
absence of ob,ection. 

The statement referred to is as follows: 

[have prepared fromthe sixth annual reportof Carroll D. Wright, United 
States Commissioner of Labor, a table showing the comparative wages paid 
to iron-workers such as are employed in the Springfieid, I11., rolling milis, 
and in England and in the United States. and have also prepared from data 
given in the [ron Trade Review of October 6, 1892, and the pay rolls of the 
Springfield (Lil.) lron Company for September, 1892, tables comparing the 
wages paid in Springfield in September, 1892, with those paid now in Eng 
land and those paid in this country in 1858. ‘These tables.are a3 follows, and 
the tigures speak for themselves: 

Comparison of wages paid in iron and steel millsin the United States and: Great 
Britain. 
{Compiled from the sixth annual report of the United States Commissioner 
of Labor, 1890. ] 


[It will be so ordered, in the 


Average daily wages. 


Ferman a ee 
Occupation. United Great 
States. Britain. 


Blacksmith $2. 83} #0. 98} 
SO ORIEIIIBS 0 6 a ericncccewontves i cecil eects Cod . 2. 25 1. 085 
Bricklayers: .. Snatrelndpetilal eine 4.0 1. 265 
Carpenters. 2 1. 26 
Catchers _.. . 84) 
Engineers . 633 
Bar will heaters................... 2. 05} 
Bar mill heaters’ helpers ._.................. 1.094 
Bar mill hookers . .............. . 6 
Bar mill pilers......... eines diaideipemnita - 704 
has cect snailisngeaidihd ns incthdieiipnues 2.36 
Bar mill roughers................ L. Of 
Bar inill shearmen f 7 
Puddlers 

Puddlers’ helpers. .. ...........- 
Molders...............- 


-~IicS 
at 
a 


o— 


te 
1, 44 


wre 
' 
i 


S2amRRBRas 


2 


~ 793. 
1. 104 


743 


ebad shod stalal abalatmbedel ded! 
$i 


" Nearly 2j times. — 
Comperison of wages paid to won Me in Englandwith those paid in Sprina- 


Occupation. 


Pudal a ene 
eae 
Bar mill heating - 

45. 00 


Bar mill catcher .< 25.00 


Comparison of wages paid iron-workera in Pittsburg in 1958 under Democratic 
revenue tariff with wages paid in. Springfield, Ill.,. in. September, 1892, after 
thirty years of protection. 


$5. 50 
. 63 


36. 41 


| Pitts: | Springfield. 
ee 
| ta |"ieen 


1894. 


Occupation. 


..per ton. 
Ic ttiabiniinis dhiiis -iiipntubdingind +deiowidinwe— di 


Guide roller 
Common laborer 
Teamster 


Kramae eh 


uSSssss 
repsnee | 
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Authority for English wages, Iron Trade Review, October 6, 1802, and the 
Speis annual — of the San oe ae of nay wf Raed 
Springfield wages, the pay ro Springfie ron Company for Sep- 
tember, 1892, and January, 1894, 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, [ shall not take up the time 
of the Senate in reading from a.document which was presented 
to the Senate a,day or two ago by the honorable Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Anpaicn|. I simply desire that the testi- 

of the ning women who eame here to be heard by 
the Committee on Finance, but were refused a hearing by the 
- of. the committee and were heard by the minority, may 

be inserted as part.of my remarks. 








1894. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
sence of objection. 
The testimony referred to was taken March 29, 1894, and is as 
follows: 
MRS. HARRIET BRANCH, EAST GREENWICH, 


Q. Mrs. Branch, what is your employment: 
A. Lam a woolen sewer. 


It will be so ordered, in the ab- 


R. I., WOOLEN SEW 


Q. Where do you work? 
A. I have had no work for the last three weeks, but I have not lost my si 
uation. I expect to go back as soon as the work increases. The mill 





not stopped altogether. 

Q. How long have you been a woolen sewer? 

A. I have worked in the Phoenix woolen mill for ten year 

Q. What wages did you receive at the miil? 

A. My pay was 3? and $10 a week. Inow earn 83, and sometin 
week in plain sewing; some weeks not anything. 

Q. Do you know the cause of the reduction at the mill 

A. Ido not; the oniy thing I know is that the reduction is so! have not 
got work. If I have no work I can not earn the money. The giz 
mill feel terribly about the reduction. There are twenty-five or thirty in 
my room alone that are supporting the mother, father, or children. Of 
course, when they get only # a week, you can tell yourself how far 8i a week 
will go with a family of two or three. 


1e3 $1.90 per 


ri " 


iS in our 


Q. (Senator ALDRICH.) Have you any family dependent on you for sup 
port? 
A. I support myself and my daughter, 14 years old. She does not workin 


the mill; she goes toschool. Alil have is what I make for myself and her 

Q. Were you born in this country? 

A. I was born in Scotland. 

Q. (Senator ALLISON.) How do you get on in this country as compared 
with the old country? 

A. In the old country we were kept down by not having the money to 
spend. Of course inthis country we have much better advantage of getting 
along and being one with the people. In the old country we had not that. 
As long as We appear as ladies in this country, we can be ladies; but in the 
old country it is different. Here women havea dignity, and they do not like 
to go elsewhere. In the old country the servant girls are considered above 
the mill hands. There the working class are a certain class, and they are 
kept distinct. 


MISS FLORENCE BRIGGS, ANTHONY, R. L, 


At what do you work? 
I make cotton cloths; Iam a weaver. 
How long have you done this kind of work? 
I have worked twelve years in the place where i am now. 
What wages do you make? 
Only %6.50 or $7 now, where before the cut-down I got $8 and over 
Do you work by the day or by piecework? 
By plecework. 
hen were your wages cut down? 
. Ashort time ago; I thinkit wasinJanuary. The works have not been 
stopped; they have been running fulltime, but they tallt now of stopping if 
this Wilson bill is passed. 
Q. Are any of your family dependent on you for support? 
A. I help take care of my mother and myself. Our small farm is the only 
Other means of support. 


MRS. MARY BROOKS, FITCHBURG, 


Q Where do you live? 

A. Pitehburg, Mass, 

Q. What doyou do? 

A. Tam a cotton-weaver. 

Q, How long have you been in. this country? 

A. [have only been in this country three years. [ came from Glasgow. 
There | worked at weaving cotton, just the same work as I do here. 

Q. What were your wages thereand here? 

A. I have a dollar here for a shilling at home for the same kind of work. 

Q. (Senator ALDRICH.) How did you live in Glasgow as compared with 
Pitchburg? 

A. Wedo not live over there the same as we do here. Smaller rooms, 
smaller houses, not the same comforts. For two years I made $10 a week 
here, and since the cut-down 87.50 a week. The cut-down came last fall. I 
do not kngw why. The mills stopped for two months, shut down, and then 
put down prices, besides. 

Q. (Senator ALLISON.) Do you support anyone besides yourself? 

A. Lhave two little boys to care for, beside myself; the youngest one 3, the 
oldest one 5. I pay for their keep out of the wages I make. 1 could not do 
this there. That is the reason lam here; my mother came along with me. 

Q. (Senator ALLISON.) What did you state about the wages in Scot- 
land? 

A. The wages there were about a shilling, as compared with a dollar here. 
That was the ordinary pay there. I could save nothing at home; that was 
by the piece: we only ran two looms at home. 

Q. (Senator ALDRICH.) Doyou work harder here than at home? 

A. No: I would rather run six looms here than 3at home; they are heavy 
looms, they are different kinds of looms altogether. I could do four looms 
here better than two at home. 

Q. (Senator ALDRICH.) Do you know about the cost of living in Glas- 

ow? 

° A. Yes; I a house in Glasgow and ran my own household; there were 
twointhe family. I had one room and kitchen. We paid 12} shillings a 
—- for rent; $10 a month for rent here. We have six rooms here for the 

0. 

Q. (Senator ALLISON.) How about the furniture? 

A. The furniture was respectable, but I could not get any luxuries there; 
had to confine ourselves to food and necessaries of clothing. 

Q. (Senator ALDRICH.) Could you have any musical instruments? 

A. No; we could not have any musica! instruments or spend anything out 
of the bare necessaries of life. I lived there in the same way as the cthers; 
there was as much labor over there in working as here. 

Q. Is it any better here? : 

A. Yes, indeed; the first nine months LwasherelI saved $150, besides keep- 
ing myself and children. Over there [ could not save enough to bring me 
to this country without the help of my mother. If Ihad nothad my mother 
to help me I do not believe I would ever have gotten here. 


MISS HATTIE. FREEMAN, WOONSOCKET, R. ¥., WORSTED SEWER. 


@. Where do you live? 
A. Woonsocket, R. L 
What do you do? 
I work in the Harris Woolen Company, Rhode Island. 
sewer. 
g. What pay do you get’ 


COTTON-WEAVER. 


PPOPEPOre 


> 


MASS., COTTON-WEAVER. 


lam a worsted 
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| there since last 














A. I make §87.50a week. Itis day work. We have short time bui no re 
duction in price. Themil! hada reduction butnotthe sewers. Bt ‘sl 
time, they ha been stopped and then they uu ct 
another reduction per cet ‘ what they I 
‘ the ta pay @ \ } n rk 

Y 1) ou ry vy ' 

A. I take re of MY mo t i rat I ‘ 
I pa ) per month rent for six i xr ju 

MRS. AMY LEES, NEW ) ), MA N-WrAVER 

Q. What doyou do 

A. I am a cotton-weaver 

Q. Where have you worked 

A. In this mtry and in I Lh \ s i 
years in this country 

q@. What Was your pay there, and what is it het 

A. Over there I made about lis l lds. aWeek off three loor fe 

sven looms 

®) senator ALDRICH.) Is the work harder here 

A. ‘The work here is a little harder, butnotmuch. [ workedin Black 
ns I live with usband 

q@. (Sena ALLISOD What about the cost of living tl nd here 

in ae ts more to live here than there, because we have better and more 
thin o » than 2 

Q. V 

A. We vould nota rland 

©. Would you like t and to live 

\.N [ would sooner | ntt 

ALICE JUKBS, CAMBRIDGE, MASS., NET AND TW MAKER 

q. In what industry are you engaged? 

A. | have been fifteen years with the American Knitting and Twine Com 
pauy. Lworkonaknitting machine. The work is piecework. 

@. How much can you make in @ week? 


I make $5.50 to 87 now. Iam 
more reduction if the Wilson bill 


A. Before the reduction I made & a week. 
on full time but reduced wages, and expect 


coes throug?! 
yoes through 





Q. In what branch of the business are you engaged 

A. I make gilling nets. They are made out oflinen. There are a number 
made of cotton, but the greatest number, probably, is made of the linen 
flax 


Q, Have you ever worked in the old country? 

A. Ihave worked in the old country, but not on the same work. 
mingham I worked in Gillott’s pen manufactory. 

Q. (Senator ALLISON.) Do you know the wages paid in Enciand for work 
similar to that which you do here? 

A. Yes; the pay over there is 6s. a week for the same work on the ftax 
machine. llere we get 37 in place of €s. 

q. Were you able to live as well on what you received there 

A. No, indeed. You can exist on 6%. a week, but you can not live on it 
because it is not living. We survive; that is all. It is the custom of the 


In Bir 


country. But of course you do not get any chance of bécoming any tter 
QQ. Do you support anyone be ide yourself? 
A. [have my mother to take care o I help to take care of her. My 


ter works in the same mill, and with her help we keep home 

@. Have you been able to save anything’ 

A. Yes; I have been able to save since [ have been in this business, and we 
have built a house with the money we have got. But with another reduc 
tion, of course, we could not.save. We saved up 31,000 between us, and wo 
paid that much on the house we built 

Q. Do you live in the house you built’ 

A. Yes; We live in our own house 

MRS. AGNES POHLMAN, FITCHBURG, MASS., COTTON-WEAVER 

Q. Mrs. Pohiman, what do you doand whers are you from? 

A. lama cotton-weaver from Fitchburg, Mass., but I do not work there 
just now, because the milisare shut down; they have had a very hard time 
summer—lots of suffering withno work. If the mill is shnt 
down, all the business is shut down, everything is down. So we ha ery 
hard times since last summer, amd we had lots of poor to help. It is as 
bad there now. I could not get work, and that is the reason [ am not work 











| ing now. 


q). (Senator ALDRIcH.) Is anyone dependent upon you 
\. Yes: my boy. He goestoschool. Iam able to take care of him when 


I get work. 
q, Are you from Germany? 
A. Yes; I was bornin Germany. I did nm 


t work very much there, because 
I was very young when I came from there. 


Q, (Senator ALDRICH.) What about the manner of living there and here 
A. I know we could not live there as we live here, and if I had to go th 
and work I would not do it. because we can live higher her I wish we 


eould soon have our old good times again, so that peoplecould get work and 
live like they used todo. There area lot of women out of work in our placs 
MISS HANNA E. RYAN, NEW BEDFORD, MASS., 

Q. Miss Ryan, tell the Senators about your work. 

A. Lam a spinner in the New Bedford Cotton Mannfacturers’ Compan 
I have worked there thirteen years. 

Q. Were you born in this country? 

A. Was born in New Bedford. 

Q. What are your wages? 

A. My wages now are $5.50 a week. Two years ago [I got over 8%, but we 
Were cut down in October. and they now speak of another cut down if the 
Wilson bill passes. If we do not kill the Wilson bill, it will kill us. The 
girls in the mill know if the bil) passes we will be reduced again. We can 
not live on less than & a week 

Q. Have you anyone to support? 

A. Yes; lL have my mother and brother and sister to support. 


COTTON-SPINNER 


My brother 


works part of the time, but work is siack. In July it started with work fo 
four days in the week. 
MISS MINNIE SPEARIN, MANVILLE, R. ¥., COTTON INSPECTOR 


Q. In what occupation are youengaged? 

A. Lam an inspector of cotton goods. I work by the week. 
fine goods,such as you make muslin aprons out of, and 
fect before they are sent away. 

Q. What waces do you make? 

A. I make the average wages. 
85.92. 

Q. Has there been a cut down in the mill where you work? 

A. The wages. were cut down last fall 10 per cent. The works have no 
kept on full time since. Last April there was a strike among the spinners, 
and they have never done so weil since. We were raised 10 per cent two 
years ago this April and cut down last fall. I donot know the cause of the 
cut down. 

Q@ Are you supporting anyone besides yourselt{’ 

A. I support myself. [ am not heiping anyone. 


[inspect the 
1at they are per- 


eet 


I had formerly $6.42 per week; now Imake 
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MISS ANNIE M. DEVEREAUX, PROVIDENCE, R. L., JEWELER. 


Q. What is your work, Miss Devereaux? 

A. lama chain-maker in the jewelry estalishment of The Kent & Stan- 
ley Company, Providence. 

Q. Do you work by the day or the piece? . 

A. I work by the piece. Laverage #9 a week, usually more; but Ihave been 
on short time a long while and do not make so much. The wages are the 
feme butitisshorttime. The loss isin short hours—same pay, but short 

ours. 

Q. Do you know the cause of the short hours? 

A. Because our business is dependent upon the general prosperity of other 
trades. The general depression has affected us. I live at home, and there 
is no One dependent on me. 


MISS EMILY 8. YOUNG, PROVIDENCE, R. I., JEWELER. 


Q. What is your work, Miss Young? 

A. Lam shipping clerk for the manufacturing jewelers, Potter & Buffing- 
ton, Providence. I have worked there sixteen years, notin that department, 
but for that firm. My work is by the day or week. 

Q. What do you receive per week’ 

A. Lreceive #10 a week. 

Q. Is your business good at the present time’ 


work so short hours as they are working now; never. 
then a day or Job work, but the shop seems to be almost closed. 

Q, (Senator ALDRICH.) Could you esiimate the reduction? 

A. At least 50 per cent from now and two years ago. 

Q. Miss Young, are you dependent on yourself for support? 

A. Yes, lam dependent on myself for support; my sister and I together 
support ourselves. 


MISS MARKY J. RYAN, WOONSOCKET, R. I., COTTON-WEAVER 


Q. Miss Ryan, please state your business. 

A. Lam a cotton-weaver. have worked twenty-three years for the So 
cial Manufacturing Company. I have always done weaving. 

Q. What has been your average wages? 

A. I averaged #10 a week until September, 1893. In October #9 a week— 
$1.50 a day. 

Q. Why did your wages fall from 810 to 90? 

A. The depression in business, owingto the tariff question, caused the 
works to be stopped for two weeks, and for four months following the work 
was slack. They stopped last October. Then they ran on full time, but had 
a scarcity of work. 

Q. (Senator ALDRICH.) Explain what you mean by that? 


you will not earn so much, 
2 Do you know why *he work was slack during the time you have men- 
tioned ’ 

A. 1 was never told why the work was slack, but I learned through the 

ress, 
"e. (Senator ALDRICH.) Have you been able to save anything from your 
wages? 

A. Yes; I have been able to save something in these years, but I have not 
saved anything for nine months. If this Wilson bill goes into effect, we sup- 
pose our wages adré to be reduced. 

. Do you support any one beside yourself?’ 

. Dhere is no one dependenton me alone. Two sisters and myself work 
—* in the mill; we all work ether and have everything that is re 
qu , with comfort. We work 
in the home. 


MISS EDITH WOLSTENCROFT, TAUNTON, MASS., COTTON-WEAVER., 


. Please state what kind of work you do? 
. I work at the Whittenten Manufacturing Company, on gingham weav- 


. What wages can you make’ 
. [oan make $8 on the average a week. 
. Have you ever worked in any other country?! 

A. I was born in England. I worked in England. 1 worked on veivets at 
home at Oldham. I made from 16 to 18 shillings a week. I had two looms. 
I work two hours more a week than I did at home. Fifty-eight hours now, 
fifty-six over there. 

. (Senator ALDRICH.) What is the difference in the cost of living here and 
in England? 

A. I think some are cheaper at home and some more acpensive. 
The clothing is a good i heavier at home than it is here. The climate is 
so much different. It is damp, heavy, foggy weather there; of course, it is 
clearer here. ‘ 

Q. (Senator ALLASQN.) How about the rent? . 

A. We have a tenement, four rooms for two, and pay 87a month. We had 


the samenumber of roomsin the oldcountry, but it was not as comfortable; | 
we paid 5 shillings a week at home; that is, $1.25 a week. We had not the | 


same conveniences at home as we have here. 
Q. (Senator ALLISON.) Who do om po 2s oy beside yourself? 
A. Ihave my mother to keep. @ area 
house. I get on better in this country. [could not keep my mother at home. 
jt is better living here; I would not go back again and work there. 


MRS, MARTHA HAWORTH, NEW BEDFORD, MASS., COTTON WEAVER. 


Q. What is your work? 

A. [am a weaver in a cotton-mill. 
work. 

B. What wages can you make? 

A. Lnow average about 88.50; I made $10 and $11 in good times. 
short time; it is short pay. 

Q. Have you anyone to care for but yourself? 

A. [have one little girl dependent on me for support. She is 9 years old; 
she is in schoo!. I keep house with the little girl. 

Q. How do the ro you make here compare with those received for the 
same work in the old country? 

A. Ido not know the wages of those who had the same surt of work in the 
country I came from. 

MRS. RLIZABETH TYLER, BOSTON, MASS., CARPET-WEAVER. 


Q. Mrs. Tyler, please tell the committee where you work. 
A. I work at the Roxbury Carpet Mills. It was twenty-one years last No- 
vember since I began there. 

. What wages do you get? 

. Taverage my wages for 1892 and 1893, up to the last of August, at & and 
some odd cents. Since that time the eee up to a Te time, 
_ been about #3.50; I formerly made some over 8% a I work by 

2 What was the cause of this difference? 
The mill has been closed down twice; the first time six weeks, the last 
time four. There was a 10 per cent reduction on the 9th of October. 


I have been five years where I now 


It is not 
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| Will have to come 
| ae the wages that will be paid; they can not.do it; their living is to> 
} gn. 
A. In all the years that I have worked there I have not known them to | 
Of course, now and 


| worked twenty years in that one place. 


| does not occur often. 


| two ago, @. ¢e., 1892, I could earn ® a 


| eyes have got to be on them. 
| Ldo not earn any money; sol have to work very hard. 

A. I mean that you can run four or five or six looms, but if you have only | 
two or three looms, you will be there and your time will be taken up, but | 


| in the summer. I live at home. 


her in the mill, and all cometogether | 
| should have worked in a mill. 
| IL did not know but what I would like to get work. 
| would like to get a job at dressmaking.” 
| young lady who worked in the setting room and I asked her to get me work. 


| eration of perha 
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Q. (Senator ALDRICH.) Have you always worked in this country‘ 

A. I was born in England. I worked there for the John Bright's concern. 
> Q. f Senator ALDRICH.) How do wages paid there compare with wages paid 

ere? 

A. They paid a penny a yard, which would be equal to2 cents; whereas 
ed former price here was 3} cents for weaving a yard. It is now !0 percent 

ess. 

Q. (Senator ALDRICH.) What do you know about the conditions of livin: 
in the two countries? 

A. Wecould not live in this country on the wages paid in England. [| 
have conversed with several that have come from England, and have worked 
there, and they are unanimous in saying that they do not want to go bac! 
to the old country to work. It costs a girl $5 a week for board and lodging. 
and then there are the incidental expenses. When we have work we can 
save a little; we can try and have a little laid by for the future. If they want 
to ruin this country let them pass a free-trade bill. If the protection and 
the tariff are taken off the carpet industry—I say carpet industry because I 
know more about that industry than any other—the manufacturer here will 
not be able to compete with the foreign manufacturer, and wages of course 
own; it will be impossible for the people in Boston to 


We want to do all we can to defeat the Wilson bill. 
MISS M..RGARET WRIGHT, BOSTON, MASS., CARPET-SETTER. 


Q. Miss Wright, what is your avocation? 
A. I work in the setting room of the Roxbury Carpet Works. 
Tam a carpet-setter. 


I have 


Q. Please explain your work? 

A. I make the patterns such as are in the carpet on thisfloor. Every day 
1 learn some new pattern as a general thing. It is very difficult and brain 
work. I have got to have them very perfect. If I do not, I have got to pull 
it back and do it over. I get nopay forthat. If there is one thread out of 
place, Lam called to the finishing room and sometimes fined 50 cants, which 
In all the twenty years I have been fined only twice 
It is very nice work and I can earn very good pay. Up to within a year or 
ay and more. I call the average 82a 
day. f worked very hard. I worked harder than the average run of girls. 
There are a few who can earn that pay regularly. Two girls work together 
on what are called frames; twenty three lines underneath and twemy-three 
above. It is Brussels tapestry E work at. I form these flowers that are on 
the pattern. It is something that can hardly be made plain to you unless 
you see it. I work with both han@s all the time, setting the patterns. My 
If I take them off and let my hands stay still, 


Q. Have you had steady work? ; 

A. We shut down from last August to the last of October, going back to 10 
per cent reduction. If this Wilson bill goes into effect it means further re- 
duction for us and it means not steady work. which we fave not had since 


last J ore. 
Q. Where do you live, Miss Wright’ 
A. Ilive about 4 miles out from the works. 


I have got to take the steam 
cars and then the electric cars. 


It costs 22 cents in the winter and 16 cents 
Iam one of the fortunate ones that has 
no one dependent upon me. 
Q. (Senator ALDRICH). Are you a native of this country? 

~A. Tam nota native of this country. I was born in Scotland. I never 
worked in Scotland. I was nothing but avery little girl when I came to Bos- 
ton. I was left to amuse myself in the daytime, and I remember wondering 
where all the girls came from at night. In Scotland there is a feeling 
against factory girls and mill hands. If I had lived there I think I never 
It is different here; and I told my father that 
He said: “ Perhaps you 
He took me visiting, and 1 met a 


‘The remark I made to my father was: “I do not care if I do work in a fac- 


| tory, because nobody knows me here;"’ but I have never regretted that | 


went to work in a factory. A lady is a lady anywhere here, whether her 
pocketbook is full or not; it is not the same on the other side; you have got 
to have money, and your people have to have a high standing in society be- 
fore you can get into it. 

I do not only speak for myself, but for all the girls who work in the de- 
partment with me. I happen to be the fortunate one who was chosen by the 
girls in my department to come here. No one of the company had anything 
to do with it. I think if this bill goes into effect it will lower our wages and 
bring us to the standard of old-country people. It isdegrading the working 
people. In thedepartment with methere are eighty-four girls; a great many 
with invalid mothers, brothers, and sisters all dependent upon them. I can 
say that in Roxbury in September, and especially during November and 
December, the suffering was something terribie. There are some seven or 


| eight hundred people dependent on that Roxbury mill; not only the i 


who work there, but also the people who keep stores. ll will 


not pass. 
Mr. CULLOM. With these general remarks in reference to 


We hope the b 


le to get on pretty well and keep | the bill under consideration, and to rates, etc., I desire to call 


| the attention of the Senate to another branch of the subject. 


SYSTEMATIC TARIFF LEGISLATION. 


Mr. President, has it ever occurred to us, that in the consid- 
the greatest economic question which can 
confront any nation, namely, the question of national self-sup- 
pec’ and national maintenance, we have never arrived at any 

istinct formula or demonstrable rule of practice, by which the 
proper and just amount of revenue could be obtained, and the 
wisest ratio of protection. be at the same time extended to those 
pursuits which alone can build and perpetuate a great people? 

Has it never entered our minds that the pressing political 
questions of low tariff or high tariff, or free trade or protection, 
no matter in which way they may be settled presently, can never 
be made lasting or permanent? Is it not true that with every 
recurring national election there comes to the people either the 
hope or the fear of change and disturbance of business? 

Kna I may ask further, in view of the causeless revolution in 
party ople precipitated upon them- 
selves the impending devastating flood of reckless tariff legis- 
lation after thirty years of constant econ and in view of a 
future revolution which may n disturb our internal welfare 
and our foreign commerce, ought we not, as patriots and as Sen- 


seat cs, by which the 
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ators, to find some system, to devise some plan which shall log- So, Mr. President, my proposition is, that the limit to duties 
ically work outa true and just result and make the preparation | on imports which shall allow the proper measure of protection, 


of a tariff bill simply a matter of mathematical determination 
and demonstration? 

Under the practice of this Government since its foundation, 
tariff laws have been enacted and nave been repealed; they have 
been amended to suit this interest or changed to suit that; they 
have crushed out certain greatinterests, and have built up other 
great interests; they have been ever as uncertain and change- 
able as the public mind or the legislative majority has fluctu- 
ated. In fact, there has never been a permanent or continuing 
system in force which stood, as it should stand, above any just 
criticism from either practical or theoretical political econo- 
mists. 

The elected executive and legislative branches of this Gov- 
ernment owe to the people of the United States the careful prep- 
aration and adoption of a system which shall not permit a very 
large proportion of the vast industries of this great industrial 
nation of the world to be periled by illogical legislation at every 
change of political control. 

Itis folly to assert thit this man or this party is for free 
trade and that man or that party for high protection, when, if 
either or both were showna plan which, after its first evolution 
fron the mystery and the cloudiness which have surrounded 
this branch of American politics would be just and fair to all in- 
terests, they would readily unite in its support. 

It is a fortunate fact that both the great political parties have 
developed and have considsred in their national conventions a 
general proposition, which, if carefully applied and put in prac- 
tical shape by Congress, would determine and settle the great 
questions of revenue and protection which have disturbed our 
business interests and interfered in our politics for more than a 
century. I shall refer more fully to the ac ion of both the Re- 
publicanand Democratic parties in this direction at a later point 
in this address. 

Mr. President, the American people have never in the history 
of the country been so stirred up and alarmed about the action 
or probable action of Congress upon any economical question as 
they are now. The action of Congress in relation to tariff legis- 
lation has for months, to the exclusion of nearly all other ques- 
tions, claimed public attention. Are we never as a nation to 
adopt same policy by which the people and the business of the 
eountry my not be so disturbed, their business paralyzed, and 
millions of laboring men thrown ovt of employment? A correct 
statement of the losses which business men and laborers, all 
classes, have sustained as a result of the triumph of Democracy 
inthe national election in 1892 would startle the world if it 
could be made. 

Something must be done to take the tariff question out of 
partisan politics. It is a business question, but of course neces- 
sarily a political one, as in itis involved the great question of 
raising revenue for the support of the Government. 

Mr. President, I desire to give my reasons why I favor the pas- 
sage of a substitute bill which I will offer at the proper time in 
preference to the bill reported by the majority of the Committee 
on Finance, or of any bill which is not framed with direct refer- 
ence to the maintenance of the wagesof American labor. A bill 


framed with exp-ess reference to the maintenance of American | 
wages will ordinarily afford, if wisely framed, sufficient revenue, | 


and at the same time sufficient protection to American indus- 
tries. 

In considering the character of tariff bills and tariff debates 
for the last few years, I am forced to the conclusion that the 
struggle, if some different line of policy is not adopted, will be 
interminable, with the everlasting iteration and reiteration of 
conflicting theories and mistitting expedients. As a protection- 
ist I fully indorse the arguments made by those favoring a pro- 


tective tariff, but I insist that any revision of the tariff laws | 


should be made on some definite line or basis, which can be es- 
tablished by the collection of facts and by computations made by 
experts. 

e should begin ina different and in a business way to con- 
struct a tariff act. First, ascertain the amount of revenue nec- 
essary to be raised; second, the difference between the wages of 
labor, the cost of labor in the United States and in foreign coun- 
tries. 
the work of framing a tariff bill is done—we have a foundation 
to build upon. There are certain modifying conditions to be 
considered after ascertaining the difference in wages. First, 
the amount of protection afforded to the American producer in 
the cost of transportation of products from foreign countries to 
be sold in our markets in competition with our own products; 
second, the commercial advantages to the American producer, 
on account of proximity to market, and an intimate knowledge 
of commercial conditions in this country. 
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These differences ascertained and the greatest part of 


| Shall be the difference in the cost of labor in the United States 


and in foreign countries, moditied by the cost of transportation 
to the markets in thiscountry and by the commercial conditions, 
etc., of which I have spoken. 

In considering the question of transportation it frequently oc- 
curs that the cost of transportation of an article from a foreign 
country to the markets in this country is much less than from 
the place of production in this country to the same market. It 
seems to me that on the basis indicated we can work out a de- 
gree of protection in a tariff act, fair to the American laborer 
and the American producer and consumer alike. 

This, Mr. President, involves a careful ascertainment of facts 
and expert business computations. My experience in politics 
convinces me that this will never be done by Congress as it 
should be, or by any committee of Congress. It is the work of 
experts. Look at it in a plain, common-sense way. The ascer- 
tainment of the difference in the rates of wages here and the 
rates of wages or the cost of labor abroad is a matter of the 
collection of data and computation. Then the cost of transpor- 
tation is variable as a protective condition. With respect to 


| some commodities it alfords, perhaps, sufficient protection to 


maintain the stundard of American wages: as to others possi- 
bly, no protection. Proximity of the minufacturer to the home 
market, in certain instances, may afford sufficient protection. 

So it may be seen, here is work for men skilled in the collec- 
tion of facts and of computation which will never be done prop- 
erly by a committee of Congress, and which should be confided 
to a commission of experts. Then, Mr. President, with ail the 
facts before it, Congress can determine all the political ques- 
tions which may be involved in the subject; while the tariff is 
a political question, yet it should as far as possible be taken out 
of partisan politics in making such changes in tariff laws as the 
public interests demand. 

Now, Mr. President, let me call the attention of the Senate to 
the fact that the present time is favorable for the inauguration 
of such a policy. 

What have the great parties been saying on this sub‘ect in 
their national platforms? Turn to the Republican platform of 
1892, and you will see the following expression: 

We believe that on all imports coming into competition with the products 
of American labor there shou!d be levied duties equal to the difference be- 
tween wages abroad and at home. 

That expresses the idea, or correct basis, for a tariff act with 
certain qualifications—reduced, as I have stated, by the differ- 
ence of cost of transportation from the producer abroad and the 
producer at home,aud whatever favorable advantages there may 
exist to the American producer. 

Now, turn to the tariff plank reported to the Democratic con- 
vention in 1892. It reads as follows: 

That when custom-house taxation is levied upon articles of any kind pro- 
duced in this country, the differcace between the cost of labor here and la- 
bor abroad, when such a differcnce exists, fully measures any possible bene- 
fit to labor. 

And again: 

In making reductions in taxes it is not proposed toinjure any domestic 
industries, put rather to promote their healthy growth. 

Here isin substance the same declaration, placing the measure 
of duties upon the ditference in the cost of labor in this and 
other countries. It is a fact which should be stated that when 
the Democratic platform was reported to the convention the 
words I have quoted were, after a sharp contest, stricken out by 
a substitute declaring for out and out free trade; that a protec- 
tive tariff law is unconstitutional, ete., but the vote of the con- 
vention stood 564 in favor of striking it out and the adoption of 
the substitute, to 342 against. That is to say, 38 per cent of the 
Democratic convention on a final vote adhered to the sound pro- 
tective idea, based upon the differencein the cost of labor in the 
United States and in foreign countries. 

This plank in favor of duties sufficient to protect the Ameri- 
can iaborer, although stricken out in 1892 by the Democratic 
national convention, for a plank denying this principle, was 
nevertheless strictly in line with previous utterances upon the 
specific point as I will show, and is just what Lam contending 
for in this bill—a tariff based upon the difference in the labor 
cost in the United States and in foreign countries. 

Mr. President, a Democratic convention now would indorse 
the provision which the convention in Chicago struck out in 
1892, nearly, if not quite, unanimously—no convention would 
dare vote such a resolution down. 

The Republican party, in favoring a protective policy, has al- 
ways contended that such a palicy was necessary, not only in 
the interest of the development of our own resources, in the in- 
terest of business, trade, and commerce, but in the interest also 
of the laborer of this country. 
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In 1876 the Republican party declared— 

That the revenue necessary for the current expenditures and the obliga- 
tions of the pubiic debt must be largely derived from duties on importations 
Which, so far as possible, should be adjusted to promote the interests of 
American labor and advance the prosperity of the whole country. 

In 1880 the Republican party affirmed— 


The belief avowed in 1876, that the duties levied for the purposes of reve- 
nue should so discriminate as to favor American labor. 


The Prohibition party, in their national convention, declared 
in their platform in 1884 that— 


The necessary reduction and taxation can and must be effected without 
depriving American labor of the ability to compete successfully with for- 
eign labor, and without imposing lower rates of duty than will be ample to 
cover any increased cost of production which may exist in consequence of 
the higher rate of wages prevailing in this country. 


Then the Republican platform of 1884 declared that— 


Such duties shall be so levied as to afford security to our diversified in- 
dustries and protection to the rights and wages of the laborer, to tye end 
that active and intelligent labor, as well as capital, may have its just re- 
ward, and the laboring man his full share in the national prosperity. 


Intelligent labor is the great object. To be intelligent—to 
have an opportunity to be intelligent—the wages of labor must 
be maintained. 

The Democratic platform of 1884 declared that— 

The necessary reduction of taxation can and must be effected without 
depriving American labor of the ability to compete successfully with foreign 
labor and without imposing lower rates of duty than will be ample tocover 
any increased cost of production which may exist in consequence of the 
higher rate of wages prevailing in this country. 

In the Democratic platform of 1888 the expression is used: 

A fair and careful revision of our tax laws, with due allowance for the dif- 
ference between the wages of American and of foreign labor. 

That is expressing the same doctrine. ‘ 

I should not omit to state that perhaps the best Democratic 
authority upom the relation between wages and tariff is to be 
found in the speech made in Brooklyn, N. Y., on September 19, 
1892, by the distinguished Senator from New York, where he 
announced the principle— 

That the tariff imposed upon all manufactured articles, other than those 
which for good reasons are placed on the free list, should equal the differ- 
ence between the rate of wages paid in this country and in foreign coun- 
tries so far as labor enters into the cost of their production. 

This is almost identical with the theory adopted by nearly all 
the Republican platforms and which was very near adoption as 
part of the Democratic platform of 1892; and it is the same 

rinciple which underlies the substitute which I have offered 

ere for the Wilson bill. 

While I firmly adhere to the policy of protection and believe 
in a protective tariff law, and deprecate the free-trade policy 
which in a very lame, mixed, and half-and-half sort of a way 
finds expression in the bill as passed by the House, and after 
amendment reported to the Senate, I can not shut my eyes to 
the fact that neither the existing law nor the present bill is con- 
structed on reliable business principles. e bill before the 
Senate is an attempt to make a bill for revenue and at the same 
time give such an amount of “taffy” to a few interests as will 
oe sutlicient united Democratic vote in the Senate to pass 
the bill. 

I desire to say here, however, that while I think there are 
errors in the present tariff law, yet [ dosay that there wasa greater 
effort on the part of the committees of the two Houses of Con- 
gress to frame that law upon a basis that would protect Ameri- 
can labor and industry than has ever been attempted by any 
other committee heretofore. The pending bill is neither a rev- 
enue bill, made in harmony with the Democratic platform, nor 
a bill on the line of revenue with incidental protection, nora 
bill based on the idea of maintaining American wages. It is 
neither fish, flesh, nor good red herring. Itisneither one thing, 
nor yet the other. 

Now, Mr. President, the time has come,I think, when in- 
stead of passing this bill, which will be the consummation of the 
work of this Congress, the fear ef which has closed the mills, 
factories, and mines, and enforced-the idleness of millions of 
men and brought suffering and distress upon the country, it 
should be indefinitely postponed, or should be amended by a 
tariff bill framed on the true principle—the difference between 
the cost of wages abroad and at home modified as I havestated. 

I believe there is a very large proportion of the leadership 
and of the people of the country who would join hands in this 
work. Our people will take care of themselves in competition 
with any people anywhere on earth under similar conditions. 
The inventive genius, the capacity of our people, are superior 
to the genius and capacity of any other people. Our factories, 
mills, and mines can compete with those of any afhers anywhere 
under similar circumstances. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Would it interfere with the Senator if I 
should ask him a question? 

Mr. CULLOM. I had rather not be interrupted as I am get- 
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ting very tired and want to conclude my remarks. I will yield 
to the Senator, however, if he desires. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish simply to state to the Senator 
that I think he has struck the real contention in this bill, and I 
want to ask him a question. Iask if in the McKinley law, the 
existing tariff, the rates of duty are not greater than the dil- 
ference in the wage cost in the products here and abroad? 

Mr. CULLOM. I think possibly in some instances they are, 
and they are probably below in others. That is the point I 
make, that in all tariff bills framed simply upon hearings by in- 
dividuals, without any line marked out by a committee having 
the bill in charge, they are liable either to get too high or too 
low in some instances, when if a line had been marked out, or 
if, in other words, we had a commission which could report to 
them exactly to the fraction what the fact was in the differ- 
ence of wages between this country and foreign countries, they 
would know where they were and would be able to protect Amer- 
ican industry and American labor. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Let me submit to the Senator that that 
is what we do have. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido not think so. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. We have those things all figured out by 
competent authority. Let me ask the Senator one more ques- 
tion, and then I shall subside. Does not the Senator know that 
in all the protected industries—I speak of those especially in 
which the protection controversy is concerned—the McKinley 
act carries a rate of protection nearly three times greater than 
labor receives out of the product? 

Mr.CULLOM. No, sir; I do not, and I think, if the Senator 
will investigate the subject, he will find differently. 

Aya HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to make a request 
of him? 

Mr.CULLOM. Yes. 

Mr. HARRIS. My request is this: If the Senator knows of a 
single thing upon which an import duty is imposed by the Mc- 
Kinley act where the duty does not largely more than compen- 
sate for any ditierence between the cost of labor in this country 
and other countries, he will do me and the Senate and the coun- 
try a great favor by indicating that particular thing? 

Mr. CULLOM. I have shown in my remarks to-day that the 
difference in the cost of wages in this country and in foreign 
countries, even in England, is more than 100 per cent in many 
industries, and generally it is nearly, if not quite, 100 percent, 
and the Senator will not undertake to say that the rate of duty 
upon all articles in the present law is above 100 per cent. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ah! But will the Senator confine himself to 
the labor cost of production, and then answer as to whether or 
not the protection given by the McKin ey act does not greatly 
exceed any diilerence in the labor cost entering into the prod- 
uct in this country and in other countries? 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT. Idesire to say for myself that I believe there 
are very few, if any, duties imposed by the McKinley act which 
more than cover the difference in the cost of production between 
this country and other countries. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Whatdoes the Senator mean by ‘“‘costof 
production”? Does he mean the labor cost, or what does he 
mean? 

Mr. PLATT. I mean the difference in the costof production, 
including everything. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Ah! That will include the cost of plant 
and all such things, as though there was no plant abroad to 
compete with our plant here. 

Mr. PLATT. I wiil make the further statement that I be- 
lieve there are very few, if any, items in the McKinley act where 
the duty imposed more than covers the actual difference between 
the | ‘bor cost in this country and in foreign countries, strictly 


speaking. ‘ 
Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, I wanted to compliment 
the Senator from Illinois—because I have listened to a great 


many of the speeches made upva the other side of the Cham- 
ber—for I believe he has struck the crucial point, the very thing 
to be determined in this bill; and when that is determined, then 
all opposition must cease. It is a question of labor. The Sena- 
tor does not contend, and no Senator on the other side of the 
Chamber dare contend for a moment, that tariff duties are im- 

for the purpose of protecting infant industries, because 
the infant industry argument was out of date fifty years ago. It 
is a question not as to how much labor receives per hour, or per 
day, or per week, or per month, bit how much does labor get 
of the product, what percentage does labor get from the prod- 
uct when made, because it is from the product that labor must 


r. CULLOM. Mr. President, I hope the Senator is through. 
I am very much obliged to him for his compliment, but the 
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truth is that the reason why the laborers of the country to-day 
are idle by the hundreds of thousands is because the mills and 
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business principles as are the laborers employed in the industries 
most exposed to foreign competition. And in case we fail to 


mines and factories can not run and pay them the wages which | avail ourselves of the protection alforded to the exposed ocen- 


they have paid heretofore; and it all comes from the fact that it | 
is believed by the people that under the pending bill which is | 
proposed to be passed, wages are to be reduced, for necessarily | 
they will be reduced if yon geta revenue tavriif ora tari for | 


| 
} 


revenue only, aceording to the declaration of the Democratic | 


party. Thatis the situation. Instead of the Senator from New 


Jersey or anybody else in this country knowing exactly what is | 


the diiference in wages between this country and other coun- | 


| 


tries, Isay that he does not know very much about it, nor does | 


any body else. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr.CULLOM. Ido not wish to yield further. What I de- 
sire is that this whole subject shall be postponed until we find 
out how to make a tariff bill protecting the great labor interests 


of this country as well as the industries in which labor is en- | 


gaged. Thatis what I am after. 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. Will theSenator yield to me fora 
moment, that I may ask the Senatorfrom New Jersey aquestion? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes. 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. I should like to ask the Senator 
from New Jersey, who has stated that the Senator from Illinois 
has touched the critical question—— 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I thought the Senator from Illinois re- 
fused to yield. 

Mr. CULLOM. I did, but the Senator from Oregon asked my 

rmission to put a question to the Senator from New Jersey, as 

understood. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator from New Jersey as- 
sumes, if I understand his question properly, thatthe only thing 
to be considered in levying duties is the diiference between the 
cost of labor in this country and in the old countries. I wish to 


ask the Senator if he does aot think the difference between the | 





cost of transportation in this country and the cost of transpor- | 


tation from the Old World to thiscountry must not be considered 
also? 

Mr. McCPHERSON. Ah! but my friend fails to remember 
goods of the foreign manufacturer, the American manufacturer 
has the natural / 
tance from market, the cost of transportation, insurance, bro- 
kerage, charges, and all those things which are in addition to 


| ject. 


pations, the salaries and wages of persons employed in the un- 
exposed occupations will fall by a lawas imperious as that which 
causes water to seek a level. 

Mr. President, this has. been demonstrated to the surprise of 
many men engaged in manufactures, the product of which did 


not come into competition with importations of like kind. Such 
men felt secure and were ina degree indi‘erent on the tarilf 
question. ._They supposed that as their products were not pro- 
tected by a duty, they were safe. They have found that they 
stand or fall with the rest and are to-day strongly for a protec 
tive taril?. The stopping of one wheel in the great machi 

of business stops another, until all are quict, and stagnat 
prevails all over the land. Just wages to the wage-earner a 
the lifeblood of American industries, by which alone can our 


country prosper. 

Strange to say, neither of the two great parties has ever at- 
tempted to establish by expert investigation, and to formulate 
by computation, the basis upon which such a tariif can be con- 
structed, viz, a carefully prepared statement and tables show- 
ing the difference in the laborcost in the United States and in 
foreign countries of the various articles imported. In no other 
way than by expert investigation and computation can a sound 
tariff basis be ascertained. 

I do not desire that my position shall be mistaken on this sub- 
[ propose to commit to a commission of experts the labo- 
rious task of working out the basis upon whichan equitable tariff 
act can be constructed, leaving to Congress, finally, the work of 
enacting such a tariif law, with all the facts before it, as miy be 
re juired in order to secure the proper amount of revenue and 
just wages to labor, without disturbing the equity of the general 
scheme of protection. This tariff commission, if properly con 
structed, would be able to avoid the interminable incongruities 
which give so much annoyance to the administrative branch of 
the Government. 

Whatever incongruities may be in the tariff law now in force 


fal | are due to the fact that it is not based upon any cleirly worked 
that in addition to this artificial duty which is imposed upon the | 


rotection of which the Senator speaks, the dis- | 
| congruities. 


the 58 per cent levied in the McKinley law. The Senator did | 


not think of that at all. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator will allow me to 
ask if those things are proper to be considered? 

Mr.McPHERSON. Of course they should be considered; but 
what I compiain of is making that 53 per cent artificial protec- 
tion in addition to the 1) to 15 per cent of natural protection. 
We do not want both. The natural protection is sufficient. 

Mr.CULLOM. Mr. President, [ shall proceed with my re- 
marks if Imay be permitted. 

In the interest of humanity, in the interest of manhood and 


womanhood, in the interest of intelligence, in the interest of | 


citizenship, in the interest of good society, in the interest of 


good government, we say that American wages should not be | 


“ reduced to the level of the wages of the laborer of the old coun- 
tries, but that an Américan standard should be maintained in 
this Republic. I have no sympathy with any man who seeks to 
reduce American wages. 1 have no sympathy with the declara- 
tion uttered in another place by a gentleman from my own 
State, who is reported as follows: 

If I were certain that wages were higher here I would seek to repeal those 
laws which make wages higher, and would let wages have their natural 
play all over the world. 

What a declaration! In a word, itis proposed that we shall 
abandon the policy of protection which is due to the American 
laborer, and level him down to the condition of the degraded 
laborer of foreign lands. In a political sense I think such a dec- 
laration is atrocious. The perpetuity of our institutions de- 
pends very largely upon the intelligence of the masses; their 
welfare depends upon the maintenance of wages in this country, 
which can not be done without a protective duty equal to the 


difference in cost of production between this and other coun-. 


tries. The time has come to calla halt. Let us try to put this 
tariff question upon a sensible business basis, intelligible to busi- 
ness men of the country, so that the right may be clearly ap- 
parent to the ordinary mind. 

The objection will undoubtedly be urged by some that all this 
relates exclusively to tariff-protected industries. Isayno! The 
persons employed in clerical and professional pursuits, and in 
all other occupations not brought into direct competition with 

rsons employed in like occupatious in foreign countries, are 
vist as much concerned about the adjustment of the tariff on 





out statement of the labor cost of imports in the United States 
and in foreign countries, and itis impossible in any other way 
to frame a tariff not thus characterized by inequalities and in- 
The existing law is the valuable resultof an eiTort 
in that direction, without the data orcollection of facts and com- 
putations necessary to produce accuracy. 

Mr. President, let us try to frame a tariff atleast upona sound, 
economic, humanitarian, business, and patriotic principle: a 
principle which has been recognized in the national Republican 
platforms, and which was as clearly recognized in the national 
Democratic platforms of 1884 and 1888, and in the rejected por- 
tion of the plasiows, of 1892; also in the national platform of the 
Prohibition party in 1884, as well as in the Republican platforms 


| of 1876, 1880, 1888, and 1892. 


It will not do, Mr. President, for Senators to say that the bill 
reported by the committee isframed with the ideaof protecting 
American labor. If you desire to so frame a bill, you have not, 
and this Senate has not, the information on the subject tht will 
enable us toso frame a bill. The framers of the present tariff 
law had not. It will not do for protectionists to suy that a pro- 
tective tariff act can be framed by any other safe and reliable 
rule except upon the basis of the difference in the cost of labor 
in this andother countries. Men want protection and they come 
here and ask for it, and state what they need, but we are not 
sure that our action is right, as they are regarded in the light 
of interested witnesses. Protectionists say that all they ask is 
to be on an even footing with the foreign manufacturer or pro- 
ducer; that if they are given in protection the di Terence in the 
cost of labor in this and other countries they will take care of 
themselves. Why not do it, when by doing it we are taking care 
of the laborers and the business of thecountry at the same time? 

Mr. President, I believe that this substitute is a compromise 
which compromises no principle, but which will command the 
approval of 90 percent of the people ot the Unitei States. As 
sure as the world stands, if the bill reported by the conmittee 
shall pass this Senate and finally become a law, it will in a few 
years be swept from the statute books, as will the party that 
passes it be condemned by the people. The laboring men and 
women in this country will not submit to be placed on a level 
with those who are eking out an existence on starving wages in 
Europe. The foundation principles of our Government will not 
permitit. The doctrine of equality of rights declares against 
such a condition in this country. 

Mr. President, it is the duty of Congress to adopt some policy 
now, to - an end to this struggle between parties which has 
produced, and will, continue to produce, such panics and convul- 


sions in the business of the country. Look at it now—mills, 
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factories, mines closed by thousands; hundreds of thousands of 
men heretofore at work, nowidle, hungry, and begging for work 
or bread! It will not do to say the present tariff law is still in 
force. Such statement is no explanation of the deplorable con- 
dition of the country. Let the Senate postpone this bill until 
December, 1895, and pass a bill providing for a commission with 
direction to collate the facts, and then frame a tariff bill on the 
line of the difference in the costof production, including the cost 
of labor in this country and in foreign countries, keeping in view 
‘always the amount of revenue needed, and you will see within 
thirty days the most astonishing revival of business ever known 
in our history. 

I feel perfectly sure of this, and I believe that every man in 
this Senate believesit. Iam sure the country generally believes 
it. Why notdoit? Letustry it! If you do this the greatest 
rejoicing will go up from every quarter of this land which has 
ever cheered the hearts of the American people. Whether our 
mills and factories shall be again oponnes , is simply a question 
of revenue and of wages. Pass this bill as you have reported 
it, and many if not all the mills may attempt to start, but it 
will be on very low wages and many of the great industries will 
finally close - It seems to me clear that whenever the voice 
of the people has been heard in the last few months it has been 
against a change of the policy of the Government on the ques- 
tion of protection. 

The voice of the great Keystone State was heard the other 
day in thunder tones against the Wilson billso called. An un- 
precedented majority of about 180,000 has been recorded against 
any policy of this Government which will close up the great in- 
dustries or destroy the prosperity of the laborer and the coun- 
try. Mo-erecently the people have been heard in many States 
and again the voice of condemnation has been heard. 

What harm, then, can our Democratic friends apprehend from 
postponing this committee bill and adopting a plan by which 
the whole subject of tariff duties may be taken out of partisan 
politics now and forever? The people of the country would say 
with one accord that that great and vexed question, whica has 
been a bone of contention for so many years, has at last been put 
in the way, at least, of settlement on a business basis, and in ac- 
cord with the repeated declarations of all parties. 

They will feel that in the future they will not be held in sus- 
pense and doubt as to what is to happen on the tariff question 
when the control of the Government passes from one party to 
another from time to time, as is sure to occur in free govern- 
ments, where the people rule. The business of the country can 
not stand the terrible losses it sustains by such radical and ex- 
treme changes in the economical policy of the country. 

Business for nearly a year has been at a standstill, with labor- 
ers idle; the revenues necessary to support the Government cut 
short because of business stagnation; the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury driven to the necessity of selling bonds in time of peace, after 
the great war debt is nearly paid, in order to pay the current 
expenses and retain a little reserve in the Treasury for the re- 
demption of outstanding greenbacks. Think of it, Mr. Presi- 
dent, while other causes for this condition are urged, the real 
cause is the proposed reversal of the present tariff system by the 
party now in power. Let us stop, then, and take a new depar- 
ture. Let us draw a line, set upastandard, establish aformula, 
which, from known data and known conditions, must evolve a 
practical result. 

Compare our present methods with such a mode as that I have 
proposed. ‘To-day we are listening to the touching appeals of 
the sugar-producers, of Louisiana, California, Nebraska, and 
Kansas. Again, we are besieged by the iron-producers of vari- 
ous sections; then come the coal-producers, the woolgrowers, 
the lumbermen, the glassmakers, the shipbuilders, and the 
vessel men, and so on, industry after industry, interest after 
interest. Why should some of these t and almost vital 
industries suffer annihilation, while others are favored, unless 
to gain votes for a hybrid measure from particular sections of 
the country? Such a course is not only reprehensible, it is 
shameful. 

All these great industrial interests can be fostered and aided 
or treated respectfully at least, by placing the whole subject of 
duties under the ——— of a practic il, common-sense, busi- 
ness-like rule, which must work outa just result. As the thing 
is now managed, a caucus of a partisan oy subrogates the 
absolute well being of nine tenths of the 70,000,000 of people of 
the United States to the tender mercies of three gentlemen rep- 
resenting three great States, States which by the fiat of Provi- 
dence, fortunately or unfortunately, have their greatest and 
most important interests along one great line of industry. 

But whatever may be the predilection of these gentlemen, and 
I give them high credit and praise for personal and official in- 
tegrity and intelligence, they can not in the nature of things 
be presumed to understand, and I know they would not pretend 
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to do so, the intricacies and mysteries of business and trade 
in the other great producing and manufacturing common- 
wealths of our country. ee can therefore construct a tariff 
law vpon no comprehensive plan or system, but must simply hew 
and hack at will, cutting a limb here, lopping a branch there, 
but finally and substantially deadening and destroying the en- 
tire tree which has brought us golden fruit. 

To do simple justice to the trio of volunteer colaborers who 
did their very best to make a schedule of duties which would at 
least read euphoniously, I will venture the assertion they never 
copied the method pursued, it is stated, by a Ways and Means 
Committee elsewhere, of placing hydraulic hose in the schedule 
of wearing apparel. But,even if they should do this and worse, 
it would not greatly to their discredit, for no man. no sub- 
committee, nor any committee of a legislative body, can grope 
along in the present unsystematic, guesswork-and-patch work 
way of doing things, and bring out of it a just scale of duties. 
It is due to this known inability to reach a proper result that 
the need of some other source of revenue was apprehended. To 
make up forthe anticipated failure of the Wilson bill to produce 
revenue; in fact, because its result would have been to reduce 
revenue, the guesswork experimenters who constructed it found 
it necessary to engraft upon it an income tax. 

The preparation of the Wilson bill, and the preparation of the 
bill of the Senate committee are simply attempts vo arrive at 
something which is as likely to turn out to be something else 
asarevenue bill. One of these experiments, it is already con- 
ceded, will reduce the revenue a good many millions of dollars. 
So they have patched upon it the income tax to make further 
experiment, and to further test the submissiveness of the peo- 


e. 

Let us then, in this year of grace, build a monument for all 
time, a monument which will do honor alike to both political 
parties. Let us create and vivify a system, one something like 
a system, a plan under which, by simple methods, just duties 
may be computed and decent wages be assured to the people of 
our country. 

The most vivid imagination, during the dark days of 1861 and 
1862, could never have pictured the success which has attended 
the American people during what may be well termed ‘‘ the pro- 
tection period” of the last thirty years. Let us start anew now, 
at the beginningof another generation, with a principle to m:in- 
tain, a just policy to a eee shall enable the historian of 
thirty years hence truthfully to say even of the men of this 
Fifty-third Congress: 

Those were the men for their time. They availed them- 
selves of their opportunity, and brought forth an American sys- 
tem, embodying an American principle, which lighted anew 
the fires of industry throughout the land. 

Mr. DOLPH resumed the speech begun by him on the 20th 
instant. After having svoken, with interruptions, for one hour, 

a HARRIS said: Will the Senator yield to me for a mo- 
ment 

Mr. DOLPH. I will yield. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should be glad to ask the Senatora question 
before I proceed to make a motion which I propose to make. Has 
the Senator any definite idea as to how long it will take him to 
conclude his remarks upon the tariff question? He has con- 
sumed four days up to this time. : 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator must not be impatient. The Sen- 
ate will bear me witness—— 

Mr. HARRIS. I am the picture of patience, and I am only 
asking the question for information. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam unable to inform the Senator. The truth 
is, I have no prepared speech, and [am either compelled to be 
discourteous or to yield to Senators and then allow such cross- 
firing to take place as has taken place this afternoon, and if all 
that is to be inserted in the body of my speech I do not know 
when I shall get through. 

Mr.GRAY. Ithink the Senator has been so much interrupted 
that he ought to be allowed to go on now. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to ask the Senator from Oregon 
whether he intends to speik atas much length as he has spoken 
and then prevent questions being asked him? 

Mr. DOLPH. Oh, no; I shall continue to yield to everybody. 
Mr. CHANDLER. ‘The Senator has said many things whic 
have led me to note down questions which I wish to ask him. 
The Senator, I hope, will not conclude his speech without giving 

me an opportunity to ask those gona 

Mr. DOLPH. Everybody shall have an opportunity. 

Mr. PLATT. May I ask a question which, it seems to me, is 
the pointof the inquiry the Senator from Tennessee is making? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. ' 

Mr. PLATT. The question I wish to ask is whether the Sen- 
ator thinks he will be able to conclude to-night? 

Mr. DOLPH. Oh, no; I can not conclude to-night. 


‘ 
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Mr. GRAY. The Senator ought to be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. DOLPH. If no Senator has a set speech for to-morrow, 
I hope I may be allowed to go on then and conclude; but I un- 
derstand there is another order of business fixed for 3 o’clock 
to-morrow, and I hope I may be allowed to proceed then as far 
as practicable without unnecessary interruptions. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no idea of the Senator concluding his 
speech to-night, but I should be glad if I could conveniently 
learn about what length of time the Senator thinks he will prob- 
ably take to conclude his speech, which has run now during four 
or tive days? 

r. DOLPH.* That is alittle unfair to me, for I have only 
consumed a part of the time. 


[Mr. DoLPH’s speech will be published entire after it shall 
have been concluded. | 


Mr. CHANDLER. Before the Senator answers that question, 
I should like to say a word or two. I hope, before he answers, 
he will endeavor to give to the Senate some ideaas to his opinion 
as to whether the pending bill is a tarilf for protection bill or 
one for revenue only. The Senator has not touched upon that 
subject atall. He has discussed the details of the bil], and as 
it seemed to me, sometimes unnecessarily, but he has avoided 
giving us any idea of what his views are as to whether it isa 
protective tariff bill or whether it is one for revenue only. 

Mr. DOLPH. I shall be very much obliged i the Senator 
will ask me the question before I conclude, otherwise I may for- 
get to refer to the matter. 

Mr. GRAY. There is another subject on which the Senator 
should be abie to enlighten us in the course of four or five days 
and give his opinion about, and that is the motion before the 
Senate. to strike out the word “ thirty” in the first line of the 
bill. That is the motion before the Senate. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam against that motion. 
self toinsert ‘‘ 30th of June, 1895.” 

Mr. HARRIS. While Iam anxious to limit debate as far as 
we conveniently can, I hope the Senator from Oregon will not 
conclude his remarks until he gives to the Senator from New 
Hampshire his opinion upon the question suggested. As thut 
Senator is in very grave doubt as to ex ictly what he ought todo 
about the pending tariff bill, I think it important that tne Sena- 
tor from Oregon sho.ld give him his opinion upon the question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to say to the Senator from Ten- 
nessee that 1 am in very grave doubt upon what principle the 
bill proceeds, and I wish now, as I see the Senator from New 
Jersey |Mr. MCPHERSON| in his seat, that he will allow me to 
ask him aquestion. When the Senator from Illinois | Mr. Cut- 
LOM], who has addressed the Senate to-diy on the tariff bill, 
early in December addressed the Senate on the bill to repeal the 
Federal elections law, he made a speech somewhat devoted to 
the tariff, if I remember aright, and the Senitor from New 
Jersey then told us the view he entertained of the tariff bill. I 
quote his language, because I think it highly important before 
we get much further in this discussion that we should know 
whether the view thenexpressed iscorrect. The Senator, speak- 
ing of the Wilson bill, the bill as it came from the House of 
Representatives, said: 

A bill just prepared in another place which represents more completely 
the protective principle in tariff legislation (which is incident 11 protection) 
than any bill which has ever been made by any Congress in this country. 

Mr. President, that is a very strong statement. It seems to be 
a statement of a principle upon which a tariff bill has been con- 
structed, a bill which represents the protective principle more 
than any other tariif bill that has ever been constructed by any 
Congress in this country. Iask the Senator fram New Jersey if 
he still remains of that opinioa as to the House bill? That was 
while the bill was pending in the House; indeed, I think while 
it was pending before tue clouse Committee on Ways and Means 
and before the Presidentof the United States, because the Pres- 
ident in his message told us that he knew of the bill and that it 
ought to be passed. Then the Senator from New Jersey took 
occasion to interrupt the Senator from Illinois when he was dis- 
cussing the bill to repeal the Federal elections law to say that 
the Wilson bill represented the protective principle in tariff 
legislation more than any bill which had ever been framed by 
any Congress in this country. 

If that is aig and ne 80; there was not so much lack of 
wit as [ at one time thought in the proposition which the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] made to the Senate dur- 
ing my absence from the S»nate this morning. I wasa little 
olf my guard, but I heard the Senator had made that proposi- 
tion: but if the House bill is constructed upon a protective prin- 
ciple and that principle is acceptable to you, Mr. President, 
and to the other side of the Caamb:;r, and to the President of 
the United States, it seems to me there is a possibility of ar- 
a matter in some way, and that the Republicans 
might be taken into the arrangement, instead of having it kept 


I should like my- 
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secret and brought in here and put to a vote without an oppor- 
tunity of having that complete harmony which | think ought 
to exist in the American Congress whenever a bill is presented 
here which embodies the protective principle more than any 
other bill which has ever been before Congress. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I will answer the Senator to-morrow. 

Mr. CHANDLER. My question is quite long, but I know the 
Senator never confines himself to the question. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It isa long question, and if the Senator 
will pardon me,I shou!d prefer that he would read exactly what 
I said to-morrew morning rather than to quote me now from 
recollection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did read it and I have the Senitor’s 
speech here before me now: it was an interruption of the Senator 
from Illinois on the bill to repeal the national election laws, 
when the Senator said: 

Then, if I understand the Senator correctly, it was the fear of the striking 
down of the present tariff that deprived labor of employment. If that be 
true and the Senator will bear with me further, with a bill just prepared 
in another place which represents more completely the protective principle 
in tariff legislation (which is incidental pretection) than any bill which has 
ever been made by any Coagress in this country, a bill which will opena 
hundred factories where it will close up one--I want to know, then, in the 
presence of such a bill, how it is that the Senator pretends to say that it 
frightens the industries of the country? 

It does seem to me that this discussion has reached a stage 
when it is important to the Senate 

Mr. HARRIS rose. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Wiil the Senator from Tennessee bear 
with me a moment longer? 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam obliged to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Itis important to the Senate and to the 
country that it should be known whether the Senator from New 
oon now thinks the bill is such as he then understood it to 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Yes. Thisbill as it stands to-day repre- 
sents the true protective principle in tariif legislation. It pro- 
poses to make raw materials free so that when they go into the 
factory labor is left free to bear only its own burdens. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Which raw material? — 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Wool, if you please; and if the bill had 
done nothing clse than mike wool free, it would have mide 
great gain. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o clock 
and 25 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Saturday, April 28, 1894, at 11 o'clock a. m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 27, 1894. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Harry E. Briggs, of Wisconsin, to be attorney of the United 
Stites for the western district of Wisconsin, vice Samuel A. 
Harper, whose term expired April 16, 184. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Fletcher A. Cutler, to be postmaster at Eureka, in the county 
of Humboldt and State of California, in the place of Frederick 
Axe, whose commission expired February 2t, 1894. 

John O. Miller, to be postmaster at Bakersfield, in the county 
of Kern and State of California, in the place of George K. Ober, 
whose commission expired December 2:1, 1893. 

Thomas W. Ahern, to be postmaster at Naugatuck, in the 
county of New Haven and State of Connecticut, in the piace of 
Louis 8S. Moulthrop, whose commission expired December 21, 
18y3, 

John R. Heaston, to be postmaster at Winchester, in the 
county of Randol: h and State o! Indian4, in the place of William 
R. Way, whose commission expired January 8, i894. 

Thomas J. Smith, to be postmaster at Frankfort. in the county 
of Clinton and State of Indiana, in the place of Thomas C. Dal- 
ne. whose commission expired January 8, 1Sv4. 

tdwin S. Hargis, to be postmaster at Pocomoke City, in the 
county of Worcester and State of Marvland, in the place of 
James H. Vincent, whose commission expired February -1, 1894. 

Henry Temmink, to be postmaster at Ellicott City, in the 
county of Howard and State of Maryland, in the place of Hamuil- 
ton Oldfield, whose commission expired January 9,184. This 
nomination is made to correct an error in name: Henry Tem- 
mink having been confirmed by the Senate A;pril 11, 1894, as 
Henry Timmick. 

Lemuel M. Keith, to be postmaster at Bridgewater, in the 
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county of Plymouth and State of Massachusetts, whose commis- 
sion expires April 30, 1894. 

Charles W. Bickford, to be postmaster at Rochester, in the 
county of Strafford and State of New Hampshire, in the place of 
John Greenfield, whose commission expired April 19, 1804. 

Eleazer C. Converse, to be postmaster at Newport, in the 
county of Sullivan and State of New Hampshire. in the place of 
John B. Cooper, whose commission expired April 19, 1894. 

Maurice J. Herlihy, to be postmaster at Wilton, in the county 
of Hillsboro and State of New Hampshire, in the place of Lucius 
B. Nutting, whose commission expires April 30, 1894. 

John H. Hirt, to be postmaster at Wilmington, in the county 
of Clinton and State of Ohio, in the place of Charies R. Fisher, 
whose commission expired April 11, Ls94. 

Frank M. Root, to be postmaster at Berea, in the county of 
Cuyahoga and State of Ohio, in the placeof Corwin G. Warden, 
whose commission expires April 30, 1894. 

William R. Sander, to be postmaster at Kutztown, in the 
county of Berks and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Mil- 
ton T. Donmoyer, whose commission expired April 26, 1894. 

Isham J. Pringle, to be postmaster at Marlir, in the county 
of Falls and Stuite of Texas, in the place of George J. Elam, 
whose commission expires April 30, 1894. 

Mary H.5. Long, to be a at Charlottesville, in the 
county of Albemarle and State of Virginia, whose commission 
expired January 27, 1894. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 24, 1894. 
MEMBERS OF CALIFORNIA DEBRIS COMMISSION. 

Col. George H. Mendell, Corps of Engineers: Lieut. Col. Wil- 
liam H. H. Benyaurd, Corps of Engineers; Maj. William H. 
Heuer, Corps of Engineers. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

William H. Turbett, of Des Moines, Iowa, to be recoiver of 

public moneys at Des Moines, Iowa. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Charlies R. Bisbee, of Florida, to be collector of customs for 

the district of St. Johns, in the State of Florida. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Martin J. Ryan, to be postmaster at Susquehanna, in the county 
of Susquehanna and State of Pennsylvania. 

Amanda E. Morris, to be postmaster at Hendersonville, in the 
county of Henderson and State of North Carolina. 

J. H. McGehee, to be postmaster at Sap Marcos, in the county 
of Hays and State of Texas. 

D. Morgan Cox, to be ter at Downingtown, in the 
county of Chester and State of Pennsylvania. 

Charlies S. Clarke, to be postmaster at Eric, in the county of 
Erie and State of Pennsylvania. 

Hugh Rf. Smith, to be postmaster at Petersburg, in the county 
ef Dinwiddie and State of Virgimia. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, April 27, 1894. 


The House met at 12 0'clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. Baasy. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Journal as 
read will be approved. 

Mr. PICKLER. I object; and pending that objection, I de- 
sire, if I may be —— to do so, to make a request for unan- 
imous consent. understand that the Army appropriation 


i 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
PiICKLER] desires unanimous consent to make a statement. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PICKLER. I understand that the Army appropriation 


bill is the next business tocome up. There been some com- 
piaint on this side as to the action taken with reference to pen- 
sion bills, There are on the Calendar a very few bills already 
reported on I riday nights from the Committee of the Whole, 
which can be disposed of, I think, in an hour. I therefore ask 
unanimous cousent that immediately after the call of committees 
for reports to-day, and prior to the consideration of the army 
a tr bill, one hour be devoted to the consideration of 
s reported at the Friday evening sessions. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that at the Friday 
evening sessions there have been reported favorably to the 
House by the Committee of the Whole some twenty-two bills, 
coming trom the Committee on Invalid Pensions and the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. The gentleman from South Dakota asks 
unanimous consent that one hour be devoted to the considera- 
tion of those bills—— 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I am perfectly willing to assent to 
that. At the same time I desire to ask that the regular order 
be pursued: in other words, I think that on Fridays private bills 
ought to be acted on in preference to other business, I under- 
stand it is the purpose of sone gentlemen to take up to-day the 
army bill. I give notice thatI shall insist on the regular order 
after the hour proposed has been devoted to the consideration 
of pension bills. 

Mr. ENLOE. Iam perfectly willing that one hour should be 
devoted to that business, but not that the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs shall occupy the rest of the day. 

The SPEAKER. That will come afterwards. Is there objec- 
tion to the request of the gentleman from South Dakota? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now I withdraw the objection to the ap- 
proval of the Journal. 

The Journal as read was then approved. 


REPAIRS OF STREETS AND AVENUES, WASHINGTON. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the chair- 
man of the District Commissioners, submitting an estimate of 
deficiency in appropriations for repairs of sundry streets and 
avenues in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, 


FINDINGS COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the following cases against the United States: 
J. M. Engle, J. Merritt, deceased, and George Show; which wero 
referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. DALZELL, for two days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, until Monday next, on account of 
important business. 


ADDITIONAL EMPLOYES CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY. 


Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committes 
on Appropriations to call up the Senate joint resolution No. 66, 
with an amendment recommended by the committee, and ask 
its present consideration. 

e SPEAKER. This requires unanimous consent. 

Mr.-COOMBS. I ask unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will bo read, after 
which the Chair will ask for objections. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Joint resolution providing additional clerical force for the Librarian of 
Congress. 
Whereas by the passage of the copyright law additional labor was placed 
the Léwwerton of Congress; omn 

hereas in consequence of insufficient clerical force the work of furnish- 

ing copyrights is several montns in arrears: Therefore be it 
.. That there is hereby appropriated from the Treasury of the 
United States, out of funds not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $10,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be used for the employment of 
additional clerical force, under the direction of the Librarian of Congress. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report of the com- 
mittee. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Appropriations, to which was referred Senate joint 
resolution 66, providing additional clerical force for the Librarian of Con- 
gress, having considered thesame, report it back herewith and recommend 
its passage amended by striking out all after the enacting clause and in- 
serting: 

7 That there is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury, not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $5,800, or so much thereof as may be 

, to be available for expenditure until the close of the fiscal year 
1895, for the employment of additional clerical force under the direction of 
the Librarian of Congress.” 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered, 
the amendment recommended by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions agreed to, and the joint resolution as amended ordered to 
a third reading; and being read the third time, was passed. 

On motion of Mr. COOMBS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

CALL OF COMMITTEES. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committess for re- 
ports. i : 

The committees were called, the following report being pre- 
sented: 








1894. 








FLAG TWENTY-SECOND IOWA REGIMENT. 


By Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, the | 
joint resolution (HH. Res. 168) instructing the Secretary of War 
to return to the State of Iowa the flag of the Twenty- second 
Regiment of Iowa Volunteer Infantry; which was referred to 
the House Calendar. 

CONSIDERATION OF PENSION AND OTHER BILLS. 

The SPEAKER. By orderof the House one hour, or so much 
of it as may be necessary, will now be devoted to the considera- 
tion of private bills 
tee of the Whole to the House on Friday evening sessions. 

BILLS PASSED. 

The following bills, reported from the Committee of the Whole 
without amendment, were severally considered, ordered to be 
engrossed, and read a third time; and being engrossed, were ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed, n whely: 

A bill (H. R. 4194) granting a pension to Guy W. Gibson; 

A bill (H. R. 1313) to increase the pension of John Scott; 

A bill (H. R. 4658) granting a pension to Hiram R. Rhea; 

A bill (H. R. 4659) granting a pension to Elizabeth Portner; 

A bill (H. R. 1463) granting a pension to Mrs. Lucinda C. 
Wheeler, widow of John H. Wheeler; 

A bill (H. R. 1214) granting a pension to Hannah Welch; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 6076) to repeal the special act granting a pen- 
sion to Louisa M. Sippell. 

The following bills reported from the Committee of the Whole 
with amendments, were severally considered, the & amendments 
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which have been reported from the Commit- | 


ALS 


leb Huse, was considered, ordered to be engrossed, and read a 
third time; and being engrossed it was accordingly read the 
time, and passed, two-thirds voting in favor thereof 


ELIZA HOLMES. 

The next business was tho bill (H. R. 1717) granting a ponsion 
to Eliza Holmes. 

The bill was considered, ordere : to ba engrossed, and read a 
third time: and being engrossed,it was aceordingiv read the 
third time, and passed. 

HOPKINS T. REYNOLDS. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 5802) to increase the pen- 
sion of Hopkins T. Reynolds, of Hall County, Ga., reported with 

| an amendment. 

rheamendment recommended by the Comn nittee of the Whole 
was arreed to, and the bill as amended ordered to be engrossed 
and re:d a third time; and being eng xd, it was accordingly 

| rei ud the third time, and pass d. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection a motion to re- 
consider and lay on the table the several vote $ just taken will be 
entered. 

There was no objection. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to return to the Louse of Repre 
sentatives, in compliance with its request, the bill (H. R. 3294) ‘to regulate 


agreed to, and the bills as ameuded ordered to be engrossedand | 


read a third time; and being engrossed, 
read the third time, and passed, “namely: 

A bill (H. R. 3840) to pension Joel A. Walters; 

A bill (H. R. 1202) granting a pension to Rosanna Hastings; 

A bill (H.R. 3194) to amend the record of Simon Rice, of the 
Marvland Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 3560) granting a pension to Martha A. Geer: 

A dill (H. R. 3076) granting a pension to George L. Frymire; 

A bill (H. R. 898) granting a pension to Jesse Davenport, of 
Company A, Second Regiment Oregon Mounted Volunteers, in 
Ores on Indian wars, 1855-'58; 

A bill (H. R. 1713) granting a pension to Mari! 

A. bill (H. R.479) to relieve W. H. 
of desertion: 

A bill (H. R. 1219) granting a pension to Mary Martin; and 

A bill (H. R. 5020) for the relief of Washington Hislop. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, a motion to re- 
consider the several votes taken upon these bil!s will be entered, 
and the motion laid on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

The following bills, reported from the Commiitee of the Whole 
adversely, were ordered to be laid on the table: 

A bill (H. R. 798) granting a pension to Martha A. 
cock: and i 

A bill (H. R. 1868) for the relief of Addison M. Copen. 


REBECCA RISLEY. 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (H. R. 4517) granting an increase of pension to Re- 
becca Risley; reported with amendments. 

Mr. TAYLORof Indiana. Mr. Speaker, may I ask by whom 
that bill is introduced? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed, by the gentleman 
from Kentucky {Mr. CARUTH]. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. That lady is dead, and therefore 
this bill may be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, that order will 
be made. 


they were accordin; rly 


la Tenney; 
Cohorn from the charge 


Hiteh- 


CALEB HUSE. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair isinformed thatthere were three 
other bills reported from the Committee of the Whole, which 
have not yet been placed upon the Calendar. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, in order that the 
House may entirely understand why these three bills are not on 
the Calendar, I desire to say that they were laid aside with a 
favorable report after discussion in Committee of the hr puena 
When the committee rose we di@ not have a quorum and wer 
unable to report them to the House, although they were fav or. 

ably acted upon by the Committee. 

TheSPEAKER. Withoutob, ection, these bills will be treated 
as though they had been reported favorably from the Com- 
mitice. 

There was no objection. 

The bill (H. R. 51 35) to remove the political disabilities of Ca- 


| RICHARDSON]. 


water-main assessments in the District of Columbia 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed joint 
resolution (S. R. 81) directing the Secretary of War an 
examination to be made to determine if there is probability and 
danger.of the Mississippi River cutting through the spaco 
dividing such river from the St. lrancis, in the vicinity of Wal- 
nut Bend, Ark.; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested. 


The message further 


to cause 


announced that the Senate had passed 


the following resolution, with amendments; in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested: : 

Resolved by the Ifouae of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized to print and bind incloth 
1,500 copies of the annual report of the health ofticer of the District of Co- 
lumbia, 100 for the u te of Repre- 


»of tl nate, 50 for the use of the House 
tor uiglie of sail he alth ofiicer of the Distri 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found trulyenrolied the bill 
(H. R. 5065) to ratify the reservation of certain lands made for 
the benefit of Oklahoma Territory, and for other purposes; 
when the Speaker signed the same. 

MARY LEVANS. 


Mr. MOSES. Mr. Speaker a 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Mosgs] to ask unanimous consent to pass a bill 
which was objected to the other day. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Speaker, I asx unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5925) granting a pension 
to Mary Levans. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill, after which 
the Chair will ask if there be objection to its consideration. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there object 
ation of this bill? 

Mr. JONES. Has this bill been consi 
of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. JONES. Then I object. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentieman from Tennessee — 

Mr. PICKLER. Pending the objection I would like to ask 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. MOSES] whether that 
is the case of the old lady that was spoken of the other day? 


sentatives, and 1,050 


ion t> the present consider- 
lered in the Committee 


It has not. 


Mr. MOSES. Yes, it is. 
Mr. PICKLER. The revolutionary lady? 
Mr. MOSES. Yes. 
Mr. TAWNEY. She is in the poorhouse. 
RECALL OF A BILL FROM THE SENATE. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair submits the following resolution 
to the House by request of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 


It is in relation to the recall of a bill from the 
Senate. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate be requested to return to the House of Repre- 
sentatives the bill (H. K. 3294) to regulate water-main assessments in the 


District of Columbia, for correction of an error made in the engrossment of 
said bill. 
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The resolution was agreed to. 
By un inimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
FieLDER for ten days, on account of sickness in his family. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of priv- 
flege. The daily Recorp of the 2ist shows me to have been 
absent. I desire tosay thatI was confined to my room by illness, 
and unable to come to the House on that day, and not able even 
to ask for an excuse, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. If the de- 
mand for the regular order is withdrawn, the Chair can recog- 
nize the gentleman. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentieman will state it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. As chairman of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, | desire to dispense with the consideration of the 
Private Calendar to-day, for the purpose of taking up the Army 
appropriation bill. Would it be in order at this time to move 
to dispense with the consideration of private bills? 

The SPEAKER. Thatcan be done by voting down the motion 
to go into Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BUNN. I have risen to make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognive the gentleman 
from North Carolina to move to gointo Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of private bills. If that is voted down the 
Chair will take it to bo « vote to dispense with private business 
for the day, and will then recognize the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. BUNN. I move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole for the consideration of business on the 
Private Calendar, 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 121, noes 42. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole for the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar, 
with Mr. HaTCH in the chair. 


HIRAM JOHNSON AND OTHERS. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the bill 
which was under consideration when the committee was last in 
session. 

The Clerk read aa follows: 

A bill (H.R. 724) for the relief of Hiram Johnson and others. 


The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rose on last Friday 
the motion had been made by. the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. ENLOE] to lay aside this bill, and report it to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. The gentleman irom 
Ohio ‘Mr. SrORER] moved as a substitute for that motion that 
the bill be laid aside and reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation th «tit be recommitted with instructions. A vote was 
taken on that. A quorum failed to vote, and the gentleman 
from North Carolina Mr. BUNN] moved that the committee rise, 
which motion was agreed to. The question now is on the mo- 
tion submitted by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. STORER] as a 
substitute for the mction of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
ENLOoE}, which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. STORER. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN.- The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STORER. Is it in order to withdraw my motion, in order 
that an amendment to the bill may be o'fered? 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair thinks not. The committee is 
in possession of it at this time, and has already had a vote 
upon it. 

Me. HCPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, is the pirliamen- 
tary situation such thatafew minutes debate can be given on the 
subject now? 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is closed, by order of committee. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think the Chair is in error about debate 
being closed. A vote was taken —— 

The CHAIRMAN. The action of the committee itself is the 
very highest order closing debate. Debate had ceased on the 
floor, and the Chair had put the question twice, which is the 
highest order closing debate. 

r. BURROWS. We had voted on the substitute offered by 
the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. ENLOE. I had asked an opportunity to debate the ques- 
tion further, and the Chair held debate was closed, and refused 
to allow me to Cee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did. 

Mr. ENLOE. And then arising vote was taken. 
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Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent that 
twenty minutes’ debate be had before a vote is taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will put that request; but be- 
fore that the motion to recommit will co reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the committee recommend to the House that this bill be recommit- 
ted to the Committee on War Claims, with instructions to deduct from the 
sum now carried thereby the sum of $9,606 heretofore, to wit: On March 3, 
1875, Sperogemees therefrom and ordered to be paid to James Aldredge, 
and with further instructions to investigate what if any further and other 
sums may heretofore have been appropriated and paid either by Congress 
or otherwise therefrom, and deduct the same (if any be ascertained) from 
the amount sought to be carried by this bill. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from [llinois asks unani- 
mous consent that twenty minutes may be given for debate upon 
this proposition before the vote is taken. Is there objection? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Let us vote at once. 

Mr. BURROWS. I suppose the gentleman means twenty 
minutes on a side? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman said twenty minutes. 

Mr. BURROWS. I hope the time may be extended to thirty 
minutes, fifteen minutes on a side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks unan- 
imous consent that the debate may continue for thirty minutes, 
fifteen minutes on each side. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none, and it issoordered. TheChair 
will recognize the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOEF] ond 
the gentieman from Michigan [Mr. BuRROws] to control fifteen 
minutes on their respective sides. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I will be glad if the gentleman 
from Michigan will proceed. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, I only desire to add a few 
words to what I said a week ago in relation to this bill. It car- 
ries something over $22,000. It arose, as the committee under- 
stands, on an assessment being levied upon certain persons in 
Tennessee who were supposed to be disloyal, to reimburse cer- 
tain other citizens whose property had been destroyed by aCon- 
federate raid. Since a week agoI have made an examination 
into this matter, and I find the question has been before Con- 
gre-s smmce 1573—twenty years. The matter was first consid- 
ered in the Forty-third Congress and reported adversely, and 
the committee recommended that the bill lie on the table. That 
was a unanimous recommendation of the committee. 

In the Forty fourth Congress a resolution was introduced by 
Mr. Atkins, of Tennessee, reciting the facts of this levy and the 
controversy over the funds, and directing the Committee on 
Military Affairs to investigate the whole subject and report to 
the House. Thecommittee per/ormed that duty and made a re- 
Eos, which I hold in my hand, covering twenty-three pages. 

hey subpenaed witnesses and had the documentary evidence 
from the War Department. In the Forty-fifth Congress the 
matter was again broight up and a report was made from the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. MARSH. Willthe gentleman stite what report was made 
from the Committee vn Military Affairs? 

Mr. BURROWS. They simply investigated the facts and re- 
ported them to the Houses , 

Mr. MARSH. But reported no conclusions? 

Mr. BORROWS. No. sir; they only reported the facts. In 
the Forty-fifth Congress the Committee on War Claims made a 
report in favor of allowing the claims, covering a part of two 

ages. 

Mr. MARSH. What committee made that report? 

»* Mr. BURROWS. The Committee on War Claims. 

In the Forty-sixth Congress it was reported favorably by the 
Committee on War Claims, of which Gen. Bragg of Wisconsin 
was chairman; and that report, as you will observe, was very 
brief. The first exhaustive report of the matter was made in 
the Forty-seventh Congress, when the bill was again introduced 
and reported upon by Mr. Houk of Tennessee. That report went 
into the whole matter, and is embraced in a document covering 
nine puges: and the bill was reported unanimously, adversely. 
That was the Forty-seventh Congress. It was again submitted 
in the Forty-eighth Congress. Jydge Geddes of Ohio was then 
chairman of the Committee on War Claims, and in an elaborate 
report, which was unanimous from that committee, reported ad- 
versely on the cliim. Then in the Forty-ninth Congress it 
was again reported adversely by Judge Geddes on behalf of the 
committee: and at that time, I will say, there were views of the 
minority signed by the gentlenfin from Tennessee, Mr. RICHARD- 
SON, Mr. STONE of Kentucky, Mr. TERRY, and Mr. Reid. 

Now, I desire to call the attention of the committze to the re- 

rtof Judge Geddes, copying the report of Judge Houk, of 

ennessee. This report says: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the accom Panying 
bill (H. R. 1587) for the relief of Hiram Johnson and others, have had the 
same consideration, and, after a most careful examination of the law 
and facts involved, report it back adversely. 








1894. 
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It then recites the nature of the claim, setting forth the re- 

rt of the commission that assessed the damages, amounting 

$26,751.36, the names of the persons against whom the as- 
sessment was made, the order for the assessment by the assist- 
ant adjutant-generai, F. H. Harris, the amount assessed, and 
the total amount collected, which was $23,325, the disposition 
of the funds, the persons to whom they were paid, and then the 
report closes as follows: 


This concludes the historical facts, which are undisputed; and in order to 
properly understand what is to follow, it is deemed best to make a more 
summary statement of the points est,sblished. 

First, it is clearly shown that there was a rebel raid on the United States 
military post at Henderson, Tenn., on the 25th of November, 1862, and that 
the raiding party captured and destroyed property as follows: 








Cotton belonging to the United States_..................-......-..... 81,900.00 
Arms and camp equipage belonging to the United States__......... 3, 180. 00 

Total belonging to the United States._......................... 5,080.00 
Cotton belonging to John Aldridge and Smith J. Patterson........ ~ 9, 606. 36 
pene WONOUNINE OO Wee LPO BENVOE. ... 63 ccc nc cccecccccccaccccoessed 2, 565. 00 
Cotton belonging to Willis N. Arnold.......-. Bae ne eae eae a 6, 000. 00 

Total belonging to loyal citizens... ..... pS Rot rae es Seiad 18, 171. 36 
Depot house, property of Mobile and Ohio Railroad ...............- ~ 2, 000. 00 
Water tank, Mobile and Ohio Railroad ................-........--- _.- 1,500.00 

Total Delom@ing 00 TalToaa... 1... 2. dics cc ecccccccccccccscscen. FRAO 


Putting these sums together gives a grand total of $36,751.36 damages as- 
sessed by the military authorities for the purpose of reimbursing the Gov- 
ernment and the citizens, as already explained. 

arene or: It is equally clear that the sum of 827,351.36 was collected from 
disloyal citizens to pay the several items of damage mentioned. This was 
in excess of the amount required in the sum of $480. It was allcollectedand 
the parties on whom assessments had been made, as hereinbefore shown, 
given receipts for the several sums paid by them. 

Thirdly. It appears that the princ eee of this money was turned over 
to the provost marshal general of the United States. by direction of Gen. 
Grant, and that it is now in the Treasury, less the sum of $9,606.36 paid to 
Aldridge and Patterson by reason of a special act of Congress passed March 
3, 1875, and approved by President Grant, of that date. 

As already stated, the claim of Hiram Johnson and others, as provided for 
in this bill, has been reported favorably in both branches of Congress, and 

ed the House of Representatives on the 17th day of May, 1880. These 
avorable reports, and the action by the House of Representatives in pass- 
ing the bill, seem to have been the result of a misapprehension of the facts 
of the case. For instance, the Committee on War Claims, in reporting the 
bill to the Forty-sixth Congress, makes the following statement: 


I want to call attention particularly to this part of the report, 
in answer to what has been said about Gen. Grant having ordered 
this money to be refunded to the persons from whom it was col- 
lected: 


“At the time of the appraisal of the damages andof the levying and collect- 
— assessments it was supposed to be under and in execution of an 
order ot Gen. Grant, then commanding the troops in that department. But 
it appears from the ye em filed that Gen. Grant disavowed the construction 
put upon his general orders by the local officers, and declared the purpose 
and intent of his general order to be that reprisal should be made by wiy of 
levy and assessment in case of raids within our lines like the one at Hender- 
son, only to repay such losses as the Government might sustain in its prop- 
erty thereby, and he refused to recognize the right of private claimants to 
reimbursement by such levy and assessment; and on the 23d day of Janu- 
ary, 1863, ordered the proceeds of such assessment and collection to be turned 
over to the provost marshal general. Andit ap»ears by the papers filed that 
his action in denying the right of private claimants to reimbursement ior 
losses sustained by the raid out of this fund was approved by the Secretary 
of War, on the report made thereon by Gen. M. C. Meigs: which réport main- 
tains the law to be that the power existed to levy and collect an assessment 
to pay private losses in the discretion of the general commanding; but as 

ainst such general’s construction of his own order and purpose, no right 
whatever could accrue to a private claimant for reimbursement. 

‘The logical sequence from these facts, and this declaration and construc- 
tion by Gen. Grant of his orders. seems to be that the subordinates. in the 
execution of the orders of the com nanding general, should have made an 
assessment only for the losses sustained by the Government, viz: 





For cotton burned belonging to the United States_................... 81,900 
Arms and camp equipage beionging to the United States -.......... 3. 180 
itch.) cod iet aia gadinhadcinded eden takdimatanetwagdiendas sauce $5, 080"’ 


rs on file and the 


If the facts stated were actually established 7 the pa 
most likely concur with 


testimony before the present committee, it wou 
the reasoning and conclusions of its predecessor. 

But this committee do not find these facts established by the testimony 
presented for th®ir consideration. 

On the contrary, there is nothing in the present record to authorize the 
assumption that ‘the levying and collecting these assessments was supposed 
to be under, and in execution of, an order of Gen. Grant,’ except an unoffi- 
cial letter trom William S. Hillyer, written from memory only, some eight- 
een years after the transaction. Nor does it appear that Gen. Grant desired 
“the right of i hg claimants to reimbursement for losses sustainel by 
the raid out of this fund,’ except from the same letter; and it is worthy of 
note that th s letter was written, in part atleast, to explain some imputa- 
tion against the writer. 

The papers on file do not show that Gen. Grant ever issued an order bear- 
ing spe ial and direct reference to these several proceedings until after the 
assessments had been made and the money collected. The testimony shows 
that the proceeding originated with Col. Haynie, commanding the post at 
Henderson, and afterwards received the approval of Brig. Gen. Sullivan, 
commanding the district of Jackson, Sixteenth Army Corps, Department of 
the Tennessee. And the favorable report made to the Forty-sixth Congress 
in this case recognizes what it is conceived is the true rule of law applica- 
ble to the existing conditions at the time of the assessment and collection 
of the money in controversy. That report says: 

“The right of the military commandant, in time of war, to order and en- 
force assessments upon hostile communities by way of reprisal, and to pre- 
vent the giving information and encouragement to enemies outside his 
lines by enemy sympathizers within his lines, is well settled and affirmed 
by all writers upon the laws of war, and is a most salutary check upon 


predatory incursions, by making the friends of those who commit the dam- 
age bear the brunt of the injury suffered.” 

This is conceded to be the law of the c*.se, and it is unnecessary to elab- 
orate the legal argument; yet it is proper to say that the several orders 
having been issued by Col. Haynie and Gen. Sullivan, ‘‘officers of high 
rank,’ and the several steps taxen thereunder, as hereinbefore shown, it 
follows as a ‘“logical sequence from these facts,”’ and a legal deduction from 
the law, that the assessment and collection of this money was not a “tort”* 
in any sense whatever, but a legitimate military proceeding for a lawful 


a and the fund should be applied to the uses for which it was in- 
tended. 


It is true, the superior officers of Haynie and Sullivan could have revoked 
or countermanded their orders, but this was not done, as assumed in the 
reports heretofore made on this claim. In the absence of the disapproval of 
the action Of these inferior officers by their superiors, every presumption 
arises in favor of their ratification of all that was done in the premises. 
And if this were not so, if these presumptions did not arise, the record fur- 
nishes ample testimony to satisfy this committee that the action of Col. 
Haynie and Gen. Sullivan received the affirmative approval of Gen. Grant. 
It will be remembered that on the22d of January, 1863, he directed this money 
to be accounted to the provost-marshal-general, and we find a letter on file 
in the case of Willis N. Arnold, now before this committee, and whose billis 
being considered in conjunction with the present bill for the relief of Hiram 
Johnson and others. ‘This letter bears date, ‘Washington, D. C., June 26, 
1866," and was written by Gen. Adam Badeau, then on Gen. Grant's staff. It 
Was at a period much nearer the time these military proceelings were had, 
and must be taken as a correct interpretation of the whole proceeding on 
the part of Gen. Grant and his subordinates. It is in reply to Willis N. Ar- 
noid, who had called on him for aid in his case, which is now before Con- 
gress. The full text of that letter is as follows, a letter which is sought to 
be used as a declaration on the part of Gen. Grant that the money should be 
refunded: 

‘In reply to your communication of June 11, addressed to Lieut. Gen. 
Grant, and requesting that you, asa loyal citizen might be remunerated 
for losses sustained by you at the burning of Henderson Tenn., Gen. Grant 
directs me to inform you that an assessmeat was made by Gen. Sullivan, by 
his orders, upon the property of disloyal citizens, for the purpose of remu- 
nerating the sufferers at Henderson, and that since Gen. Sullivan has been 
mustered out of the service he has informed Gen. Grant that a certain 
amount of such assessment remains in his hands. 

“Gen. Grant advised Gen. Sullivan to turn over the said sum to the an- 
thorities, so that it might be deve‘.ed to the uses for which it was collected.” 

Not that it might be refunded to the persons upon whom the 
assessmént was made, but *‘ that it might be devoted to the 
uses for which it was collected.” 

Mr. WISE. Was it so devoted? 

Mr. BURROWS. Some of it has been. 

Mr. WISE. Was it all? ’ 

Mr. BURROWS. No: but some of it was. 

Mr. WISE. How much is left? 

Mr. BURROWS. Thatis uncertain. Six or seven thousand 
dollars of it was paid,and another sum was paid. and I do not 
know whether the Government has got its share, which was 
$3,000 and over. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The Government has cer- 
tainly got its share, bscause nobody is attempting to appropri- 
ate the amount which was admitted to be assessed to pay for 
Government property. 

Mr. BURROWS. But this bill is for the whole amount. $23,- 
000 and uvward. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
$26,000 co.lected. 

Mr. BURROWS. [ want to call attention particularly to this 
language. Gen. Grant advised Gen. Sullivan to turn over the 
said sum to the authorities, so that it might be devoted to the 
uses for whith it was collected. 

Now, it was collected to pay the loyal citizens upon whom the 
damage was done, and this bill seeks to divert it from that pur- 
pose and to pay it to the persons from whom it was collected by 
this ass:ssment, instead of to the persons in whose intere-t the 
assessment was made. 

On the 16th of February, 1882, Gen. Badeau examined this 
letter to which I have referred, and indorsed it as follows: 

The above letter was written by me June 25, 1866, together with the inter- 
lineations. while I was serving on the staff of Lieut. Gen. Grant. 


Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman is now reading the letter of 
Gen. Badeau? 

Mr. BURROWS. Yes, sir. In this letter which Gen. Grant 
wrote subsequently, he says among other things bearing on the 
Henderson raid— 


I have no recollection of lo yal citizens having been molested at that time, 
or of having ordered collections in taeir behalf; but whatever the record 
may be, made at the time, it may be taken as the exact facts. What Il here 
state is simply from recolleciion. 

He had previously stated in his letter that he had no records 
or papers relating to the war in his possession. 

In conclusion the committee tind— 

That the record clearly establishes the fact that loyal citizens were mo- 
lested; that their property was destroyed; that its value was adjudged by a 
proper military commission: that assessments were made on disloyal per- 
sons to reimburse this loss; that the money was collected; that it was t irned 
into the Treasury to “be devoted to the uses for which it was collected,” 
that the said money is now in the Treasury less the amount paid to Aldri 'ge 
and Patterson and that there is no legal or equitable rigat in any one of 
the claimants mentioned in this bill— 


And the bill in that case was in the same form as the one we 
have now before us— 


There is no legal or equitable right in any one of the claimants mentioned 
in this bill to any part of said fund; but that having been properly assessed 


But there was more than 
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and collected for a specific purpose it should be devoted to that use or held 
in the Treasury as an indemnity to the United States. 

And, therefore, the committee report back the bill adversely. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

fir. BURROWS. Justaword further, Mr. Chairman. There 
are two classes of claimants demanding this money—one those 
in whose interest the assessment was made, whose property was 
destroyed and who may beclaimants hereafter against this Gov- 
ernment for that property; and, secondly, the present class of 
claimants who were assessed to pay this money—who were dis- 
loyal to the Government. And the direct question is whether 
we shall pay the money to persons who were disloyal and who 
were assessed for the purpose of satisfying the loyal citizens 
whose property had been taken, or whether we shail pay the 
money over to the parties in whose interests this assessment was 
made, Gen. Grant declared this fund should be devoted ‘‘ to 
the uses for which it was collected.” 
- Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Michigan 

[Mr. BURROWS] quotes what Gen. Grant says, and relies upon 
that as his authority with reference to this assessment. The 
gentleman is quite ingenious, and certainly quite unfair, in the 
argument of this case. I can see exactly what is in the mind of 
the gentleman, and that is the question of loyalty. I will ven- 
ture to say that if it were shown thut these claimants from 
whom this assessment was collected were loyal citizens the gen- 
tileman from Michigan would be standing here advocating that 
this money should be returned to them. But simply because 
they lived in a community which was in sympathy with the 
Confederacy he is not willing that this money, though wrong- 
fully taken from them, should be refunded to them. 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the gentleman allow me a word just 
there’ I have not laid stress on the matter of disloyalty at all, 
or alluded to it any further than by reading from this report in 
regurd to the assessment. ° 

Mr. ENLOE. Then I misunderstood entirely the burden of 
the gentleman s argument. 

I wish to say that I have here an autograph letter of Gen. 
Grant over his own signature. Itisapartof the original papers 
on file in this case. I brought it here for the purpose of con- 
fronting the gentleman with what Gen. Grant himself said about 
the purpose of this levy. When this question was pending be- 
fore the Senate, Senator CAMERON, chairman of the Senate Com- 
mittee on Claims, on the 29th of February, 1832, referred Col. 
Hilyer’s letter written to Gen. Vincent to Gen. Grant with the 
request that he state whether or not this statement of Col. Hil- 
od was correct; and Gen, Grant in his own handwriting re- 
plied: 

New Yor« Crry, February 29, 1982. 


Gen. Hilyer’s letter as printed above is no doubt entirely correct. I cer- 
tainly never intended any collection for the benefit of comes aa. 


Then he says in a postscript: 

I wrote my recollection of this case to Hon. Mr. Houk, of Tennessee, a few 
days since. 

Mr. BURROWS. Thatis the same letter I read. 

Mr. ENLOE. You have read the letter of the private secre- 
tary. Iam reading the letter of the man himself. There is 
sometimes a good deal of difference between getting information 
as it comes through a private secretary or in any other second- 
hand form and getting itdirectly from the officer concerned and 
having knowledge of the facts. I can understand how this mat- 
ter might have been sha in this ae for a purpose. 

I want to call the gentleman's attention toanotherthing. He 
has talked about the purpose of this levy. Gen. Sullivan, who 
was in command at Jackson, Tenn., at the time of these occur- 
rences, has vestified under oath, and I have his affidavit here, 
in which he says that the purpose of this levy was to reimburse 

' the Government, not these cotton speculators; and that he in- 
tended to hold the balance as an indemnity fund, to be returned 
to these peopie who paid it if there should be no more raids 
upon that section of the country. It was in the nature of a 
bond of indemnity to keep the peace, and there was peace and 
no disturbance in the community afterwards; and, therefore, 
it became obligatory upon the Government to return the fund 
which had been taken from these ple for that purpose. It 
would have been returned to them if Gen. Sullivan not been 
removed from that command and sent elsewhere. It went into 
the hands of the provost-marshal at Jackson and him 
into the hands of the Quartermaster-General, who expended it 
and took credit for it in his accounts with the Government. it 
never went into the captured and abandoned property fund at 
ail. I examined that for myself at the Treasu ment, 
and nota yee of it = . ere. a and — were 

d out of the captu and abandoned property fund, but not 
sy af this. This was all used by the Quartermaster-General 
and accounted for by him in his settlement with the Department. 
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Moreover, the lems from Michigan quotes from the re- 
port of Judge Geddes. I will ask the Clerk to read from the re- 
rt of Judge Geddes in the Forty-seventh Congress and approv- 
g the Senate report in favor of this claim, at that time made 
by Judge Jackson. I will ask the Clerk to read first from the 
Senate report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Senate Committee on Military Affairs, at the second session of the 
Forty-sixth Congress, adopted this House report, but no action was had 
thereon in the Senate. Your committee have again examined the case, and 
in further explanation of the important, if not the controlling, fact referred 
to in the foregoing report, that the subordinate officers acted under a mis- 
pe sega ee of the commanding general's orders {a embracing the losses 
of the railway company and private persons in the assessment made upon 
and collected from claimants, they call attention to the following statement 
of Col. W. S. Hillyer, provost-marshal-general of the Department of Tennes- 
see. 


Mr. ENLOE. Immediately following that, the letter referred 
to there, or statement, is the letter of Col. Hillyer to which 
Gen. Grant refers. I ask the Clerk to read the conclusions of 
law as submitted by the Senate committee, and then read the 
indorsement of Judge Geddes as Chairman of the Committee on 
War Claims of this House, who approved in the Forty-seventh 
Congress the conclusions of law reached by the Senate commit- 
tee, and recommended the passage of this bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


It thus clearly ap rs that an amount in excess of what the general in 
command contemplated and directed was by mistake forcibly collected of 
the claimants. Theassessment directed was asum “sufficient tomake good 
the Government losses and pay a reward of $500 to the woman who extin- 
guished the fire” and saved the bridge. The assessment actually made and 
collected, by mistake or inadvertence. em oraces private losses and exceeded 
by the sum of 822,271.26 what was intended or was necessary to make good 
the Government losses. Upon what principle of right or justice can the 
Governmentretain thisexcess? Itshould unquestionably be either returned 
to those who were forced to pay it or be applied to the reimbursementof the 
private losses which formed in part, though erroneously, the basis on which 
the assessment was made. There can be little or no doubt as to which of 
these classes have the superior, legal, or equitable right to the fund. 

While the parties (Johnson and others) from whom this collection was 
made are described in the order of the local commander (Col. Haynie) as 
“rebel sympathizers,”’ it is clearly shown that they were peaceable citizens, 
who remained quietly at home attending to their private affairs and sub- 
mitt thout the least resistance to the authority of the Uniied States, 
whose li of military occupation had extended over and held exclusive 
control of that section of the State since May 1, 1862. This occupation was 
not “illusory, not imperfect, not transient or temporary, but substantial, 
complete. and permanent,” and under the proclamation of the President 
and the decisions of the Supreme Court drew after it, at least, such measures 
of protection to persons and property within the lines as was consistent 
with a necessary subjection to military government and the supplying of 
mili wants and necessities. 

Tae claimants in no ee their claim to this measure of protec- 
tion orexemption. It isdistinctly shown that they had noconnection what- 
ever with therebel raid of the 25th of November, 1362, which came across 
the Tennessee Riverfrom Middle Tennessee at night. They gave no aid, 
sanction, or support to this raid, aad were in no way responsible for the 
basis it occasioned. Fielding Hurst (late colonel of the Sixth Regiment 
Tennessee Cavairy, United States Army), an intensely loyal man whoraised 
his regiment in that locality and devoted himself to the cause of the Union 
Se eee poe of the = —— that 

last forty-seven years as among this people and knows 
them and their antecedents well ana intimately. 

Hesaysfurther: ‘‘ I know them (the claimants) to be honorable. just, and 
good men, who were at home in tne ul pursuits of life when the assess- 
ment and collections were made. L w of no gentleman whose character 
pn pe than thatoftheclaimants. I think they areas justly 
entitied to that money as I am to reap the reward of my daily labor.” 
While your commiitee do not question the power of the military com- 
mander in time of war to make assessments upon the citizens of the enemy's 
country subject to his control and authority for the purpose of sup lying 
his mili wants and necessities, or to preserve order, punish insu - 
nation, redress ic it should, however, be borne in mind that 
by the modern laws of war assessments are rarely, if ever, imposed 
upon. individuals, except where such individuals are themselves 
the offenders. Where the offense attaches itself to a particular town. com- 
munity, or locality, all the individuals of that town, community, or locality 
areliable to punishment, orsubject to a retaliatory contribution by way of 
penalty; the general principle or theory upon which the rule rests being that 
communities are acco fortheacts of the irindividual members, so that 
if the individuals of a community who commit public or military offenses 
are not given up, or can not be d red, it is usual to impose a contribu- 
tion upon the civil authorities of the place where the gifense was com- 
mitted, and those authorities raise the amount of the assessment by a tax 
levied upon their constituents. Tosglect out particular individuals of the 
community and yo upon them the entire burden which attaches to the 
whole community for some real or onppeset offense of certain of its mem- 
bers who are not given —S ean not be discovered, is hardly sanctioned by 
the general law of war. But however this mor be, it is a matter of grave 
doubt whether this arbitrary power can be rightfully exercised in favor of 
private individuals to reiress private injuries not inflicted by those upon 
whom the assessment is imposed, and for which they could not be held civ- 
~ responsible. The extent to which the commanding general might law- 
fully enforce assessments upon one portion of the enemy community to 
make good the losses caused by strangers to other members of the same 
community, when both by “ intendment of law ” occupy towards the Gov- 
ernment the same relation, is a question by no means free from difficulty. 

But it is unne to enter into any discussion of this question, since 
it is positively shown that the assessment in the present case was not in- 
tended to embrace or cover private losses, and the commanding general re- 
fused to so oppy it. Congress would certainly not now make or direct an 
application 1s fund to the reimbursement of the private losses, in dis- 
regard of the commanding general's intention in collecting it, and of his 
positive refusal to allow it to be thus priated. For Conzress to make 
such a disposition of the fund would in the essence of the one ts equiv- 

to the taking of one party's funds or means and # priating the 
to the payment of the losses sustained by others of the same com- 








1894. 
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munity through the casualties of war with which the former had no connec- | indemnify said railroad company for its losses, or reimbursed it for same 


tion and were in no way responsible. The Government does not itself make 
indemnity for such losses, nor should itso appropriate the funds which pri- 


vate individuals have by mistake or inadvertence been forced to turn over | 


to the Government in excessof itsown losses. C 
its sanction to an act so questionable in its justice. ; 

What disposition, then. should the Government make of this fund in ex- 
cess of its own losses assessed and collected by subordinate oficers under a 
misapprehension of the commanding general's orders and contrary to his 
intentions? Will the Government take advantage of the mistake and make 
for itself a gain outof the misfortune of the claimants? In discussing the 
modern laws of war as to the seizure or appropria’‘ion of *‘enemies’ prop- 
erty ” or land, Chancellor Kentsays the rule may now be regarded as exclud- 
ing in general * the seizureof the private proper y of pacitic persons for the 
sakeof gain.” The Supreme Court of the United States has approved this 
statement of the moderi rule. TheGovernment only intended to secure in- 
demunity for public losses in making the assessment. It has, by mistake, re- 
ceived a large sum in excess of that amount, to retain which now from those 


Congress Will be slow to give | 


who paid it under duress finds no sanction in the laws of war or the forum of | 


public morals. It would be unjust. ; 

In view, then, of the fact (already stated) that the raiding party which 
captured Henderson on the morning of November 25, 1862, were not mem- 
bers of that town or community; that if their offense attached to that com- 
munity, so as to make it a proper case to resort to retaliatory contribution 
as a means of redressing the damage done, such assessment under the gen- 
eral lawsof war should have been made upon the entire community, instead 
of levying the same @pon particular individuals thereof; that by this dis- 
crimination the claimants were made to bear not only the burden of reim- 
bursing all the public losses caused by the belligerent forces and the casual- 
ties of war, but in addition thereto were, by mistake of subordinate officers, 
required to pay in excess of the Government’s losses the sum of $22,271.25, 
which the present bill proposes to have refunded tothem. Youreommittee 
considers this an equitable and meritorious claim which it would be against 
justice and good conscience to deny. 
with the recommendation that it be passed by the Senate. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see has expired. 

Mr. ENLOE. As five minutes was given to the other side 

Mr. BURROWS. Iask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man be permitted to have five minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ENLOE. I now ask the Clerk to read the indorsement 





who approves the Senate report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 1587) for the relief of Hiram Johnson et a/., reports as follows: 
The facts out of which this claim arises will be found stated in Senate re- 


Jongress, a copy of which is hereto appended. Your committee adopt the 
said report as their own, ana report back the bilJ and recommend its pas- 
sage. 


Mr. ENLOE. The gentieman quoted from Mr. Geddes, the 
chairman of the Committee on War Claims of the House, and 
says that he was opposed to the passage of the bill, and yet here 
is a report from him concurring in the conclusions of the-Senate 
committee, and recommending its passage. 

I wish to call attention to one other thing in this connection. 
After the objection of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. STORER] 
last Friday and hisinquiry as to whether or not any part of this 
sum had been puid to anybody else except Aldredge and Patter- 
son, in order to avoid the necessity of recommitting the bill to 
get the information, at the last meeting of the Committee on 
‘War Claims I got the committee to order the clerk of the com- 
mittee, Mr. Holloway, who has been connected with the com- 
mittee fora number of years past and is thoroughly familiar 
with these matters, to investigate and report upon the question 
as to what has been done with regard to this fund. Mr. Hollo- 
way reports as follows: 

COMMITTEE ON WAR CLAIMS, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., April 26, 1894. 

Sir: In accordance with the instructions contained in the resolution 

ee by the Committee on War Claims on the 24th of April, 1894, as fol- 
OWS: 

* Resolved, That Mr. Holloway be directed to investigate and report to the 
chairman, or to Mr. ENLO®, what part of the military assessment levied on 
Hiram Johnson ef al.,and paid into the Treasury, has been paid to claimants 
for cotton or other property destroyed on or about November 25, 1862, by 
Confederate troops;” 

l have the honor to report that on December 12, 1862, an order was issued 
by Gen. Jeremiah C. Sullivan, commanding the Department of West Tennes- 
see, directing the officer in command of United States troops at Henderson, 
Tenn., to levy and collect a tax upon citizens residing in and about Hender- 
son Station; with a view to make good the Government iosses by reason of 
a raid by Confederate troops upon a detachment of Union troops then sta 
tioned at the post of Henderson, and pay a reward of $500 to the woman who 
extinguished the fire on the railroad bridge (which amount it appears was 
never paid). 

The value of Government property captured and destroyed by the Con- 
federates is as follows: 





Cotton burned belonging to the United States.......................... 31,900 
Arms and camp equipage belonging to United States.._................ 3, 180 
Total belonging to United States... ......4 2202. ccc cccceee----cne 5, 080 
PEW DOORUE n.. . ccc ceee con no cccnsnentnenelntaressisienbesescecce 3, 5U0 
8, 580 


The water tank and depot building destroyed by the Confederates were 
the property of the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company, and were rebuilt b 
said company at its own expense, and that the Goverument never appropri- 
ated any part of said assessments collected from Hiram Johnson ¢ al., to 


They therefore report back the bill | 





| money had been paid out. 


rt from the Commiitee on Claims, No. 237, first session Forty-seventh | been paid to anybody. 


in any other way. 

‘The cotton destroyed at Henderson Station was the pronerty of private 
persons, in Which the Government had no interest, and no part of said as 
sessments Was applied to the payment of losses sustained by the alleged 
owners of said cotton 

In the Forty-third Congress an act was passed to pay John Aldredge, of 
McNairy County, Tenn., such sum, not to exceed 29,006, as the Secretary of 
the Treasury might deem reasonable (18 Statutes at Large, page 679 This 
act directed that the sum 30 to be paid was to be charged to the account of 
the captured and abandoned property fund. Mr. Aldredge was paid under 
the provisions of that act 37,795.08 


lt appears from the records in the case, obtained om » War Depart 
ment, that there were two assessments collected fvom the pe ns now ask 
ing relief by the bill H. R. 724 The total amount collected unier both as 
sessments Was $27,351.36; that of the money so collected $.3 j is ap 
plied by the Government to its use : 

‘he records of the ‘Treasury Department show that none of the parties 


named in the bill H.R. 724 have received payment on account of the assess 
Inents collected from them. 

‘The money collected was transferred from one army officer to another 
Lieut. Col. Reynolds. of the Quartermaster’s Department, accounts for $30,008 
received from Col, Hillyer, which includes the money collected by assess 
ments. 

Col. Reynolds used the money in the payment of transportation accounts 
and, therefore, no part of this money received from Col. Hillyer from the 
assessments Was credited to the captured and abandoned pruperty fund in 
the Treasury. 

Very respectfully, yours, 
J. B. HOLLOWAY, 
Clerk to Prepare Digest of Claime 

Eon. B, A. ENLOE, 

House of Representatives. 


Mr. BURROWS. From what is the gentleman reading? 

Mr. ENLOE. A reportof Mr. Holloway as toan investigation 
made at the instance of the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. BURROWS. Whois Mr. Holloway? 

Mr. ENLOE,. He is aclerk connected with the Committee on 
War Claims, who has been connected with that committee for 
many years past. 


Mr. BURROWS. Thisisa report, then, from theclerk of the 


: : — | committee? 
of Mr. Geddes, the chairman of the Committee on War Claims, | 


Mr. ENLOE. He investigated as to whether any part of this 
He goes on to show that this fund 
went into the Treasury, and I went to the Treasury myself and 
investigated it. I found nothing had been paid to any claimants 
except to Aldredge and Patterson, and no part of this tund has 
I found, also, that instead of $),00U0 b 
paid to Aldredge and Patterson, only $7,795.08 was paid to them. 

So that would leave of this fund remaining the sumof 3.3565, 
which ought to be distributed among these claimants, unless it is 
the intention of the House to deduct the p:yment to Aldredze 
and Patterson. Now,that isthe question that is pending, and 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] has offered an 
amendment, to deduct that from this bill and pay thé balance 
to the claimants. If that is the judgment of the committee | 
shall have to aequiesce in it, though in my opinion the whole 
amountought to be returned tothese people, and they ought not 
to be held responsible for the action of Congress in wrongfully 
appropriating to Aldredge and Patterson what they claim wasa 
partof thisfund. They paid it out of the captured and «ban- 
doned property fund and not outof thisfund. The Government 
got the full benefit of thisamount of money, and I insist that all 
the excess ought to be paid to these claimants. 

I have statements here from Judge Muse, from Col. Hurst, 
and from Judge Harrison, who was a judge of the supreme 
court of that State, all leading Republicans, who were ac- 
quainted with these people and lived in the neighborhood, wha 
say this claim is just and that it ought to be paid. There was 
no question of loyalty in levying the assessment. The sherii? 
was sent for and was asked to furnish alistof names of property- 
holders, and he furnished alistof property-holders living within 
a radius of 5 milesof Henderson, Tenn. Thatis notin the record, 
but | understand it is the fact. At first they levied upon some 
Confederate soldiers, who had no property from which the 
amount of the levy could be collected, so it was necessary to 
make an additional levy upon those from whom they did collect 
the money. I hope we may now have a vote on the proposition. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I rise for the purpose of ask- 
ing unanimous consent that the gentleman from Ohio | Mr. 
STORER; may withdraw his motion to recommit with instruc- 
tions, so that I can offer a substitute on the line of the instruc- 
tions contained in the motion offered by him. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. If the motion prevails that can be 
remedied in,committes and reported back, caa it not? 

Mr. ENLOE. I understind not. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. In this parliamentary tangle 
the bill has passed the stage where it can not be amended, and 
I understand the only way in which it can be done is to get unan 
imous con ent. 

Mg. BURROWS. I suggest to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
STORER] that he modify his resolution, so as to permit the com- 
mittee to deduct the $7,000, or whatever the amountis. [ be- 
lieve the gentleman from Tennessee has the amount. 
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Mr. ENLOE. I shall ask the committee to vote dows that 
motion. 

Mr. BURROWS. I understand; but what is the amount? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The amount is $7,795.08. 

Mr. STORER. I ask leave to modify my motion in that re- 


ct. 
Phe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. pees 
modifies his motion by amending the figures so that they shal 
read ‘' $7,795.08.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now I ask unanimous con- 
sent to submit the proposition which I have already suggested. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi |Mr. 
WILLIAMS] now asks unanimous consent that he may offer a 
substitute for the pending bill to conform to the motion made by 
the gentleman from Ohio | Mr. STORER]. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think it would be better to have a vote 
on the proposition. I object. 

Mr. STORER. I ask for a moment's time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate has been closed, but the Chair | 
will recognize the gentleman ~ a brief statement. 

Mr. STORER. I wish simply to state the reasons which tn | 
duced me not to consent to that request. Personally I was in 
favor of so doing, but i have learned that many of my colleagues 
on this floor would renew the objection in case I waived it. 
There!ore, I do not feel at liberty to grant the request. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. The Clerk will read 
the motion of the gentleman from Ohio, as modified by the 
change in the figures. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the bill be recommitted to the Committee on War Claims with in- 
structions to deduct from the sum now carried thereby the sum of §9,6u6 
heretofore, to wit, March 3, 1875, aoe therefrom and ordered to be 
pe to James Aldredge, and with further instructions to investigate what, 

f any, further and other sums have been appropriated and paid, either by 
Congress or otherwise therefrom, and to deduct the same, if any be ascer- 
tained, from the amount sought to be carried by this bill, and re-report this 
bill, thus amended, to the House. 

Mr. BURROWS. That is the original motion. 
be read as modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out ‘*#9,606"' and insert ‘ 87,795.08." 


Mr. BURROWS. That is right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Ohio, as modified. 

Mr. ENLOE. On the motion to recommit? Does the Chair 
state that it is on the motion to recommit, or on the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. COOMBS. On the motion to recommit. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Tennessee moves 
that this bill be laid aside and reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. The gentleman from Ohio 
moves as a substitute for that motion the one which has just 
been read to the House. 

Mr. BYNUM. That motion has been voted upon by tellers. - 

TheCHAIRMAN. Butby unanimous consent debate has been 
extended forty minutes, and the Chair wiil now put the motion 
to the House de novo. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BURROWS. Division. 

The committee divided: and there were—ayes 71, noes 38. 

Mr. ENLOE. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee makes the 
pointof no quorum. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, Mr. ENLOE, and the gentleman from 
Michigan, Mr. Burrows. 

The committee again divided; and tellers reported—ayes 88, 
noes 73. 

Mr. ENLOE. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee insists on 
his point that no quorum has voted. The Clerk will call the 

roll. 


Now let it 


The roll was called, when the following members failed to re- 
spond: 


Adams, Ky. Brosius, Crawford, Grow, 

Adams, Pa. Brown, Culberson, ager, 

+ igual Bryan, Daizell, Hainer. 
en, ° 


| 
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J 
Kem 
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Holman, McGann, Rusk, Terry, 
ooker, Miss. ieee Schermerhorn, Turpin, 
Hop) ins, Ill. McNagn Settle, Van Vcorhis, Ohio 
Hudson, Meiklejohn, Sibley, Wadsworth, 
Hulick, Moon, Sickles, Walker, 
Johnson, Ohio Morse, Simpson, Waguer, 
ones, onet: Smith. Waugh, 
. Mutchler, Snodgrass. Weadock, 
Kribbs, Newlands, Somers, Wever, 
Kyle, Oates, Springer, Wheeler, Ill. 
Luwson, O'Neil, Mass. Stephenson, White, 
Layton, Patterson, St venus, Whiting, 
Lisle, Payn:, Stockdale, Williams, Miss. 
Lockwood, Phillips, Stone, C. W. Wilson, Wash. 
Lucas, Price, Stone, W. A. Wilson, W. Va. 
Magner, Quis, Storer, Wright, Pa 
Maguire, ndall, Straus, 
Mahon, d, Sweet, 
McDowell, Robinson, Pa. Tarsney, 


The SPEAKER resumed the chair. 
Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, the Committee of the Whole 
House, having under consideration bills upon the Private Cal- 
endar, found itself without a quorum ona vote by tellers, where- 
upon the Chair directed the roll to be called. The committee 
. se, and the Chair now reports the names ofthe absentves. 
"ihe SPEAKER. The namas of the absentees will be entered 
on the Journal. Two hundred and eleven gentlemen have an- 
swered as present. The committee will resume its session. 
The commiitee resumed its session» 
The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will again report the motion 
under consideration. 
Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the substitute proposed by the gentleman from Mississippi be 
voted upon before the motion to recommend the recommittal. I 
think, Mr. Chairman, that this motion is in order anyway, be- 
cause the friends oi the bill certainly have the right to perfect 
it b-fore the substitute or motion to recommit would be in order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that the substitute for the bill proposed by the 
gen leman from Mississippi may be voted upon before the vote 
is taken on this motion. 
‘ Mr. BURROWS. I think we had better have the regular or- 
er. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan objects. 
Mr. ENLOE. I desire to ask unanimous consent that the bill 
may be amended by deducting the $7,795.08, and that the bill be 
laid aside with that recommendation. 
Mr. BURROWS. Regular order. 
Mr. ENLOE. I wanted to demonstrate the fact that the gen- 
tleman is seekin ite recommit the bill—— 
Mr. BURKO Is this debatable? I am seeking to have it 
recommitted for feria investigation. 
Mr. ENLOE (continuing). For the purpose of defeating it? 
The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will be in order. The Clerk 
will report the substitute. 
The substitute was again reported. 
The question was taken on the substitute: and there were— 
ayes ¥8, noes 85. 
So the substitute was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be laid aside accordingly, 
and the Clerk will ee the next bill on the Calendar. 
Mr. BURROWS. I suppose, Mr. Chairman, that we will re- 
turn to the first bills on the Calendar? 
The CHAIRMAN. One or two bills were passed over inform- 
— without losinz their places on the Calendar. The Clerk 
ill report the first bill. 


DYNAMITE CRUISER VESUVIUS. 


The first business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 222) to 
remit the penalties on the dynamite cruiser Vesuvius. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the consideration of that bill be postponed for 
to-day, and that the bill retain its place on the Calendar. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


RALEIGH, N. C., AND EDWARD HURLEY. 


The next bill on the Private Cone was the bill (H. R. 19) 
for the relief of the city of Raleigh, N.C 

Mr. BUNN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
committee pass that bill without losing its place on the Calendar. 

There was no objection. 

aoe BUNN. Lask the same with reference to the bill (H. R. 

90°) for the relief of Edward Hurley. It is the same matter, and 
one about which the committee wi 1 make a general report. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered 

WAR DAMAGES TO CITIZENS OF PENNSYLVANIA, 

The next bill on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. 286) to 

authorize the payment of damages sustained by citizens of the 


State of Pennsylvania by the Union and Confederate troops dur- 
ing the late war, etc. 


1894. 





Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the gentlemanfrom 
Pennsylvania, the chairmam of the Committee on War Claims, 
who has this bill in charge, is absent on account of illness, and 
I therefore ask unanimous consent that the bill be passed over 
informally without losing its place on the Calendar. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

HEIRS OF DR. NATHAN FLETCHER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was a bill (H.R. 
2767) for the relief of the heirs of Dr. Nathan Fletcher. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Court of Claims is hereby given jurisdiction to 
hear and determine the claim of the legal representative of the heirs of the 
late Dr. Nathan Fletcner for the proceeds of 32 bales of cotton, weighing 
18,845 pounds, now in the Treasury of the United States, alleged to have 
been taken from the plantation of said heirs in 1864, upon petition to be filed 
in said court at any time within two years from the passage of this act, any 
statute of limitations to the contrary notwithstanding: Provided, That 
when said claim shall have been adjudicated according to law on the proofs 
heretofore presented and such other proofs as may be adduced, said court 
shall report the same to Congress. 


Mr. GOLDZIER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
correct a misprint on line 9 of the bill. In the word “ sixty- 
four” the “i” is left out and I ask that the Clerk be directed to 
insert it. 

The CHAIRMAN. That correction will be made without ob- 
jection. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill has not yet reached the stage 
for amendment. 

Mr. BURROWS. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Mr. Chairman, this is a bill to refer to the 
Court of Claims a claim for acertain amount of cotton. The 
salient facts are that this cotton was taken possession of and car- 
ried off by Cpt. E. A. Naylor, commanding the United States 
gunboat General Stanley, and wasa{terwards stolen and the pro- 
ceeds covered into the ‘Treasury. 

This bill seeks to recover for the heirs of Dr. Fletcher the 
value of the cotton sc taken. The main reason why the bill is 
reported favorably by the committee is that the cotton is shown 
to have been, at the time that it was taken, the property of 
minor children, so that the charge of disloyalty could not be 
maintained. The bill proposes to refer the claim to the Court 
of Claims to ascertain.the amount, and all the other facts, and 
report to Congress. . : 

r. COOMBS. It proposes to do away with the statute of 
limitation in this case. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Yes, sir; that is all. 

Mr. COOMBS. The claimants, you say, were minor children? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. The property, at the time it was taken, 
was the property of minor children, the heirs of Dr. Nathan 
Fletcher. 

My. COOMBS. Where was it? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Ataplace called Fletchers Landing, on the 
Tennessee River, in Alabama, on a plantation belonging to the 
heirs of Dr. Nathan Fletcher. 

Mr. COOMBS. It wastaken, Isuppose, for military purposes? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I Shall address myself to 
certain defects in this bill which will be apparent on an inspec- 
tion of it as presented, and I shall offer certain amendments to 
cure those defects. One amendment is to strike out in line 4, 
page 1, the words ‘legal representative of the.” As the bill is 
offered, it reads ‘‘ The Court of Claims is hereby given jurisdic- 
tion to hear and determine theclaim of the legal representative 
of the heirsof thelate Dr. Nathan Fletcher.” Now, every lawyer 
knows that the term “legal representative” is used in contra- 
distinction to the word ‘‘ heirs.” An executor or administra- 
tor is the legal representative of a deceased person, and when 
the legal representative has rights, the heir has no rights; so 
this isan improper use of language. Ifit be intended to cover 
by the words, “legal representative of the,” the attorney of 
these parties, then [ object to any such prevision. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. I accept that amendment. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Another amendment which I propose, is 
to lay down some rule by which the Court of Claims can act in 
this matter. The bill proposes to give the Court of Claims 
power to hear and determine the case, but on what lines of 
proof? I propose to incorporate in the bill the same provisions 
of law which we find in the captured and abandoned property 
act of 1863; that is, to provide that the court, before rendering 
judgment for these heirs, shall be satisfied of threethings: their 
ownership in the cotton, their right to the proceeds of the cot- 
ton, and that the ere no aid or comfort to the enemy during 
the war of the robe lion. 

Mr. COOMBS. The heirs, or the original party? 


It is now open for general debate. 
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Mr. BARTLETT. Whoever claims under the bill. 

_Mr. DINGLEY. Suppose that the owner of the cotton at the 
time it was seized was in the rebellion, but that his heirs or le- 
gal representatives were too young to take partin the rebellion, 
do you propose to allow the claim? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes. I| should not visit on the children 
with any harshness the rule which might be invoked; but, as I 
understand it, this plantation was the property of Dr. Nathan 
fletcher, who died in 1857, and in 1864 the United States gun- 
boat came down there and took the cotton, which was sold and 
the proceeds turned into the Treasury. Mrs. Susan fletcher, 
the widow, it is averred, was disloyal and sympathized with the 
rebellion, or whatever gentlemen please to term it. And let 
me say right here, Mr. Chairman, that in stating my view of 
the law as applicable to these cases, I make no reflection on the 
gallant gentlemen who fought on the other side in that most 
heroic struggle. I give them all honor; but, speaking as the 
Representative of a State which has been selected as a special 
subject for taxation, I think we have an interest in all claims 
which have to be paid out of the public Treasury. 

The theory that this money is in the public Treasury is all 
nonsense. The money was expended long ago. It is not there, 
and if itis to be paid to these claimants, it must be raised by 
taxation. So that I think these claims should be carefuily con- 
sidered. 

[ suppose a few facts will bo admitted. It will be admitted 
that we had acivil war. It will be admitted that the war lasted 
from the firing of the first shot on fort Sumter until the great 
State of Texas was finally subdued on the 20th of August, 1866. 
The Supreme Court of the United States has decided that that 
was the legal end of the war, although it practically ended with 
the surrender of Gen. Kirby Smith in May, 1805. 

Now, we have had one or two great measures of legislation in- 
volving this question. The first was thecontisc ition act of 1863 
under which most of this property was taken. That wasa penal 
statute. Then we have had two remedial statutes—one the cap- 
tured and abandoned property act of 1803; the other the Bow- 
man act of 1883, which has engaged the attention of the Court 
of Claims from the time of its passage until the present. In 
those two great measures there is one rule laid down; and that 
is that the loyalty of the claimant must be proved. Congress 
ought not to departfrom thatrule. The test of loyalty must be 
adhered to; and I do not believe that any of the gallant gentle- 
men who fought on the other side would wish to have that test 
abandoned. 

That has been the uniform policy of Congress ever since 
1863—to insist on the test of loyalty. Now, the act of 1863, the 
cxptured and abandoned property act, provided that three 
thingsshould be proved—the ownership, the right to the pro- 
ceeds, and the loyalty of theclaimant. The actof 1863 went one 
step farther and provided that the onus probandi lay upon the 
claimant; that he must prove affirmatively that he had through- 
out the war been loyal to the Union cause. 

The importance of this rule about loyalty and as to the proof 
of loyalty is shown in all these cases which have been brought 
under the Bowman act to the attention of the Court of Claims. 
Claims involving $15,000,000 were presented up to the end of 
1893; and over $/,000,000 of those claims have been thrown out 
because the loyalty of the claimants could not be proven. 

All I ask is that the same general line of policy be adhered to 
now; that we do not pass special acts and particular me isures, 
for the benefit of individuals, acts which abandon the general 
line of policy which has found favor in Congress for the last 
twenty years. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I shall certainly oppose any 
bill which proposes to do away with the statute of limitations, 
and proposes at ths same time to ignore acts of disloyalty on the 
part of the a owner of the property in favor of his heirs. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Will the gentleman yield for a suggestion? 

Mr. COOMBS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. | think the gentleman hardly hasa correct 
apprehension of the facts involved in this case. The owner of 
the plantation from which tais cotton was taken died six or seven 
years before the breaking out of the war. The plantation be- 
longed to his minor heirs, who, in law, could not be charged 
It is not contended here that, if the value of 
the property could not be recovered in the name of the owner 
on account of his disloyalty, the heirs would have any greater 
rights than himself. 

Mr. COOMBS. What is the reason that the suit has not been 
brought before? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. That I do not know. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. This claim has been here in 
Congress time and time again—ever since I have been here. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. A bill of this kind has been reported six or 
seven times. 
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Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. We have not beer able to reach 
it in regular order, and my friend from Michigan objects when 
Task unanimous consent. 

Mr. COOMBS. What is the value of this cotton? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. There were 32 bales. 

Mr. BURROWS. How much would that te worth? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The claim is for the amount 
which the cotton brought when it was sold and the money put 
into the Treasury. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. 
amount is. 

Mr. BURROWS. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. 
is rather high. 

Mr. BARI'LETT. Is it not the fact that one-third of this 
cotton belonged as dower to the widow of the owner; and is it 
not alleged that she was disloyal? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. I do not so understand. If such is the 
fact the Court of Claims can so find. Iwill state that I have no 
rg hp to the amendments which have been offered, because 
this bill and the report proceed upon thetheory that this cotton 
belonged to persons who could not be charged with his disloy- 
alty. If the proof before the Court of Claims should show 
differently, these parties will have no standing in court. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Itis not true that one-third of this 
claim belongs to the widow. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I have justexamined the codcof Alabama, 
and that is my understanding. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. She had only alife interest; and she 
is now dead. 

Mr. BARTLETT. She was living at that time. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. She is dead now. 

Mr. BARTLETT. She had aright at that time to a third of 
the profits of the growing crop. 

Mr. COBBof Alabama. Yes, sir. 


The Treasury records will show what tho 


Has the gentleman any idea of the value? 
They claim $1.25 a pound, which I[ think 


Mr. BARTLETT. Well, this claim dates back to 1864. One- 
third of the proceeds of this cotton belonged to the widow. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. She did not get it, however. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Still the statement that I have made is 


accurate. 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. The gentleman is undoubtedly cor- 


rect. 
Mr. GOLDIZER. Suppose this cotton had remained on the 


plantation until now, after the death of the widow and heirs—— 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman from Alabamaadmits that 
Tam right. The bales being on the plantation, the titie to one- 
third of the cotton remained in the heirs. 

Mr. GOLDIZER. In relation to the amendment—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is entitled 
to the floor; does he yield? 

Mr. COOMBS. I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Exvis], who wishes to ask a question. 

Mr. ELLISof Kentucky. The gentleman from New York sug- 
Cees he would oppose a bill where the statute of limitations 

dtheclaim. This bill, as I understand, is in favor of cer- 
tain infant heirs of the decedent. I call the attention of the gen- 
tleman to the fact that the statute of limitations in no State of 
the Union will run —I think I amsafein saying it—against infants. 
Moreover, if the statute of limitations does bar the claimant, that 
isa fact to be found by the Court of Claims. It has jurisdiction 
to on the quesfion of limitation. 

Mr.COOMB3. According to the terms of the bill it is not. 

Mr. ELL(S of Kentucky. Well, under the law creating that 
court it has jurisdiction to pass upon the question as to whether 
or not the claim is barred by limitation. 

Mr. COOMBS. If they would leave it to the general law I 
would have no objection. But this is a special act tocover a par- 
ticular case. 

Mr.GOLD7ZIER. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. COOMBS. Certainly. 

Mr. GOLD<IER. Does the gentleman object absolutely to a 
bill removing the bar of the statute of limitations, in view of the 
fact that the claimant has been in this House for years and years 
awaiting consideration? 

Mr. COOMBS. If the claim had come here and there was no 
ether reco:irse left to the claimant within the time allowed b 
the statute of limitations, or before the bar of the statute woul 
run against it, I should make no objection. But IL would like to 
have that distinct understanding, so that we would not be al- 
ways troubled with these private claims coming in in this way. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. My friend will not to havin 
the legal question passed on by the court? If the is 
by the statute of limitations, as the gentleman assumes, there 
ean be no objection to ietting it go tothe Court of Claims, which 
has ample jurisdiction to pass upon that question. 
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Mr. COOMBS. I object to having these private claims al- 
ways brought up here for consideration. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will tha gentleman allow me to make a 
suggestion? 

Mr. COOMBS. Certainly. 

Mr. BOATNER. I will state that the Supreme Court of the 
United States has decided, not once but several times, that tho 
fund out of which this bill as I understand it is to be paid, if it 
should ever become available (that is,if the Court of Claims 
should find that the claimant is the owner of the proceeds of 
this cotton in the Treasury), that it does not belong to the 
United States, but is a trust fund held in the Treasury for ac- 
count of the owners, and 1 imagine that the gentleman would 
not want the United States to acquire the ownership of the 
property of a citizen under a statute of limitation in such acase. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. This is moe @ trust fund. 

Mr. COOMBS. Inresponse to the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Louisian I would like them to show due diligence in 
enforcing their claims, and not have us constantly deluged with 
these private bills. 

Mr. BOATNER. The gentleman will understand, if he ever 
had a claim like this, that it often rests here for years before 
any consideration can be had of it. An honest claim may be 
here for years, and an honest claimant wear his life out trying 
to secure action upon it. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. Like McGarrahan. 

Mr. ENLOE. If he is honest he is pretty certain never to get 
consideration. But if his claim is not honest and is big enough 
he is more likely to get it. 

Mr. COOMBs. I simply want to say that I am not in favor of 
further letting down the bars in relation to these private claims. 
I think we ought to insist upon a strict construction of the law. 
The Bowman act has certainly opened up a large field for claim- 
ants,and it seems to me that by these special acts we are placing 
before this Congress work for the next generation or two. 

If itean be shown that this claim does not come under the 
Bowman act, and if it was presented in this House before the 
statute of limitations expired, then certainly I am in favor of 
allowing consideration of the claim by the Court of Claims. 
But I know that that body is to-day so loaded down with work 
that it is impossible to consider claims with that particularity 
which they deserve. Ido not think we ought to shovel these 
matters off onto their shoulders without some preliminary exam- 
ination and investigation. If that bill came into this House 
before the statute of limitations presented its bar, then it pre- 
sents a somewhat different aspect of the case—— 

Mr. BOATNER. If the gentleman will permit me, I wish to 
call his attention to a point that may have some influence on his 
judgment about the matter, for I take it that he does not want 
to do injustice. 

Mr. COOMBS. I do not want to do an injustice of course; 
but at the same time [ do not want these claims left open for- 


ever. 

Mr. BOATNER. The only means by which thisclassof claim- 
ants have been able to present their claims to the Treasury of 
the United States is under the provisions of the abandoned and 
captured property act. passed in 1863. Under the provisions of 
that act the time was limited to two years after the close of the 
war, and the right was limited to those persons who proved that 
they were loyal at the time that the property was en. 

A great many people from whom cotton was taken in the South 
did not know that they had any right to proceed in the Court of 
Claims for its recovery. A large number of loyal claimants did 
not make claims. The Supreme Court decided in the first case 
that came up under the —- of that act that that part of 
it which limited the right of action to those who were loyal to 
the Government at the time the property was taken, had been 
abrogated by the force of the amnes.y proclamation, and> that 
the property was the property of the claimants, held in trust by 
the United States. 

Now, the condition is just this: Such a case as this can not 

et into the Court of Claims. They come here year after year. 
itnesses are dying. Testimony is disappearing, and unless 
Congress will permit them to goto the Court of Claimsand there 
to establish the facts upon which they expect to eventually re- 
cover, in a few years more they will have claims and nothing at 
all behind them. These claims are stale simply because Con- 
gress hasrefused to permit claimants to go to the Court of Claims 
either by a special act or by a general law. 

Mr. COOMBS. I should like to ask the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BARTLETT] whether the effect of his amendment is 
to put this case in the Court of Claims on the same basis as all 
other claims go there, without any special waivers of rights. 

Mr. BARTLETT. This a in the bill the same 
—— as to proof which we find in the captured and aban- 

oned property act of 1863, and the proof of loyalty which we 
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find to be requisite under the Bowman act, in reference to stores 
and supplies, which act was passed in 1883. 

Mr. COOMBS. I yie!d the floor. 

Mr. GOLDAIER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. MCNAGNY]. 

Mr. MCNAGNY. I think perhaps the attitude of this claim 
and a number of others reported from our committee of like 


character is misapprehended. The situation with reference to | 
my contention is that we ought to refer no cases to that court 
There is not opportunity before a | 


this claim is precisely such as always exists in the prosecution 
of claims before Congress. 
committee of Congress to investigate either the facts or the law 
as applicable to them. Now, it is suggested by the gentleman 


of Claims, because the docket of that court is overburdened. 
That court, however, is a tribunal where the Government can bo 
represented by its proper law officers. Jt has judges to deter- 
mine the law, and all the machinery for sifting and ascertaining 
the facts. A committee of Congress has none of those facilities. 
These cases come before us on purely ex parte statements. All 
we can do is to read the ex parte affidavits and reach the best pos- 
sible conclusion from them. We-may be doing injustice either 
to the claimant or to the Government. But if these cases are 
sent to the Court of Claims we can secure an opinion upon them 
from judges learned in the law. who have time and facilities for 
giving them satisfactory consideration. 

There is, however, one particular in which I think this bill is 
faulty. It provides that this claim shall be prosecuted to final 
judgment, notwithstanding the statute of limitations may be 
found to be a complete bar to it. I think that is wrong, because 
the acts under which the reference must be made, if at all, ex- 
pressly and specifically provides for a more satisfactory pro- 
cedure. I do not believe that Congress ought to remove the bar 
of the statute of limitations from any of these cases. 

We have claims pending before our committee originating in 
the last century which are hoary with age and surrounded with 
doubt and uncertainty, and it seems that Congress ought to pro- 
ceed with great care in removing the bar which the statute 
wisely interposes in such cases. The statute under which this 
reference must be made covers this whole question, and I shall 
at the proper time move to amend the bill by striking out that 
clause of it which provides that the claim shall be prosecuted 
notwithstanding the statute of limitations. This is the statute 
upon the subject: 

That whenever any bill, except for a pension, shall be pending in either 
House of Congress providing for the payment of a claim against the United 
States, legal or equitable, or for a grant, gift, or bounty to any person, the 
House in which such bill is pending may refer the same tv the Court of 
Claims, who shall proceed with the same in accordance with the provisions 
of the act approved March 3, 1883, entitled an “Act to afford assistance and 


relief to Congress and the Executive Departments in the investigation of 
claims and demands against the Government”’— 


That is the Bowman act— 


and report to such House the facts in the case and the amount, where the 
same can be liquidated, including any facts bearing upon the question 
whether there has been delay or laches in presenting such claim or apply- 
ing for such grant. gift, or bounty, and any facts bearing upon the question 
whether the bar of any statute of limitation should be removed or which 
shall be claimed to excuse the claimant for not having resorted to any es- 
tablished legal remedy. 

Linsist that these cases ought to be referred to the Court of 
Claims for that Court to investigate as to whether or not ina 
particular case there are such circumstances as ought to excuse 
the claimant for having slept upon his rights. And when all 
those facts are found and stated in the findings of the Court of 
Claims, then the whole subject is before Congress to be decided 
in the discretion of Congress, in the exercise of a fair judgment 
and discretion on the equities of the matter, as between the 
claimant and the Government. Congress ought not to delegate 
to any tribunal the decision of questions which are peculiarly 
within its own province. The findings of the Court of Claims 
under such a reference as I propose are purely advisory in their 
character. By sucha reference Congress does not surrender its 

ht to ultimately decide upon the merits of a claim; it simply 
avails itself of the means which the law provides for its informa- 
tion. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does my friend understand that this bill is 
simply for reporting the facts? 

Mr. MCNAGNY. Yes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This bill provides for a judgment, and not 
for reporting the facts to Congress. 

Mr. McNAGNY. [ insist that that can not be done. I insist 
that we have no power or authority under the law to so provide. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Todo what? 

Mr. MCNAGNY. All that we can do is to refer a claim like 
the pending one to theCourt of Claims for a finding of the facts 
with reference thereto, which are enumerated in the statute I 
have = read, and when we receive such finding we are in a 
situation to fairly and intelligently decide whether the claim 





a 


| the court. 


; they see fit. 
from New York that these claims ought not to go to the Court | 


ought to be paid, notwithstanding the statute of limitations has 
run against it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is not referred under the Bowman act to 
It is referred by the pienary action of Congress. 

Mr. MCNAGNY. The reference ought in all such cases to be 
made under the Bowman act, and also under the Tucker act, 
which latter act supplements and re®nforces the provisions of 
the Bowman act so far as ‘upplicable to this class of eases, and 


except under those general statutory provisions, 

Mr. DINGLEY. Congress, of course, can refer any claim that 
Congress can remove all bars that exist. T 
what is proposed in this bill. 

Mr. MCNAGNY. Undoubtedly Congress can do it, but 1 in 
sist that it is improper action on the part of Congress. I insist 
that it is proper to have a finding of the facts befvre us, and 
then we will be in a situation to pass upon the claim and do 
whatever is honorable, just,and proper in the matter. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Youunderstand that this bill simply gives 
authority to the Court of Claims to report the findings of the 
facts in the case for Congress to act upon. The language is 


is 


The Court of Claims is hereby given jurisdiction to hear and determine 


the claim of the legal representatives. 


In the event of a decision in favor of the claim the judgment 
is simply reported to Congress for appropriation. 

Mr. MCNAGNY. L insist that that is all we ought to do, and 
at the proper time I will offer an amendment to this bi!l upon 
that theory. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, there seems to 
be a misapprehension in regard to the character of this claim. 
The Secretary of the Treasury tells us that the cotton was seized 
and sold, and that the money is now in the Treasury. The only 
question-—— 

Mr, KILGORE. When was that statement made? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. In 1887. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then it is not there now? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. It is constructively there. Of 
course the Government used the money at the time, and there 
fore has had the use of money which belonged to minorchildren 
for thirty years. In 1864 the Government was paying from 7} 
to 8 per cent interest for money. In thirty years the interest if 
compounded would amount to four or five times as much as the 
principal. 

We are only asking for the principal, and after granting all 
we ask the Government will retain four times as much as is re- 
turned to the rightful owners of the seized property. 

Now, the question which seems to have been raised in this 
debate is as to whether the widow, Mrs. Fletcher, would have 
any right to this property, or any part of it, or whether it all 
belongs to the minor heirs, the oldest boy being only 9 years of 
age: and upon the supposition that Mrs. Fletcher had some in- 
terest in the cotton the question is raised as to whether she was 
disloyal. There is not, Mr. Chairman, one pxrticle of evidence 
that she wasdisloyal. Secretary Manning writes that itappears 
from a report which is on file that she was disloyal, but all the 
testimony produced here is to the effect that she was loyal. Her 
husband had been dead for three years before the war com- 
menced. 

Mr. BARTLETT. 
a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
man from New York? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I yield for a question. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I wish to ask the gentleman, when he 
states that there is no evidence as to the disloyalty of the widow, 
if we have not the same evidence as just eited from the state- 
ment of the Secretary of the Treasury, Daniel Manning, that 
the widow was disloyal, and that the gunboats had been fired on 
more frequently from her plantation than from any other plan 
tation? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. He says “ itappeared from the 
report,” but I am speaking of the evidence. Now, the evidence 
submitted toCongress contains the testimony of several persons 
employed by the Government, and the testimony of all these 
witnesses negatives the charge that Mrs. Fletcher was disloyal. 

A lady living within the Federal lines with little children to 
provide for and protect was not expected to take sides, and 
brave soldiers, whether Federal or Confederate, made no such 
exactions of a de enseless lady. 

Mr.HEPBURN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ala- 
bama a question. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
question. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The beneficiaries of this act are designated 
as the ‘* legal representatives of the heirs of the late Dr. Nathan 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 


Does the gentleman yield to the gentle- 


I yield to the gentleman for a 
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Fletcher.” I understand from the gentleman that Dr. Nathan 
Fletcher died many years before the war? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes, sir; I believe in 1857. 

Mr.HEPBURN. And that the property was taken in the 
year 1864? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Probably it was the crop of the year be- 
fore that? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Possibly, but more probably 
the crop of 1861. Very little cotton was raised in that section 
in 1862 and 1863. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, why do you designate these benefici- 
aries as the heirs, or representatives of the heirs of Dr. Nathan 
Fletcher? Why not name them in the bill? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Why. I presume the reason 
they are not named in the billis because the oldestone married 
and both she and her husband died of yellow fever, leaving sev- 
eral children, and they will be heirs; and I will inform the 
gentleman from [owa.that I did not know the names of these 
small children, the grandchildren of Fletcher; and, therefore, 
designated the claimants as the heirs of Nathan Fletcher. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But you have in your bill ‘‘ the representa- 
tive of the heirs.” That would include the grandchildren. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Tht has been amended so that 
those words have been omitted; and it reads now, “ the heirs of 
Nathan Fletcher.’ 

Now, coming to the evidence. The Secretary of the Treasury 
informs Congress that— 


It appears from the records of this Department that on January 30, 1864, 
at Fletchers Ferry, about 30 miles above Decatur, Ala., on the south bank 
of the Tennessee River, 32 bales of cotton, said to be the property of Mrs. 
Susan Fletcher, were seized by a detachment from the United States trans- 
port Stone River, which cotton was afterwards sold and the proceeds cov- 
ered into the Treasury. 


This evidence ought to be sufficient, as I do not think the 
question of loyalty has any place in a claim of this character, as 
the Supreme Court of the United States has decided in several 
cases that the President s proclamation of pardon restored every 
right, and placed the beneficiaries of the pardon proclamation 
in the same attitude as if they had never been otherwise than 
loyal. 

refer to the Garland case, 4 Wallace, 380; the Armstrong 
Foundry case, 6 Wallace, 769; the St. Louis Foundry case, 6 
Wallace, 770; the Padelford case, 9 Wallace, 531; the Kline case, 
13 Wallace, 128; the Armstrong case, 13 Wallace, 154; the Par- 
good case, 13 Wallace, 156. It is worthy of note that most of 
these cases were decided by Chief Justice Chase. 

But even if it was admitted that Mrs. Fletcher was partowner 
of the cotton, and also admitted that the question of loyalty en- 
tered into the case, the evidence clearly shows that Congress 
should pass the bill. 3 

Richard Early testifies that he was employed in the army and 
in the naval service of the United States, and that he was the 
pilot on Capt. Naylor’s boat Stone River when the cotton was 
seized. 

He says: 


We often stopped at Fletchers Ferry, and I knew Mrs. Susan Fletcher 
and family. Her children were young. 
I knew of no charge against her or cause why the cotton was taken. 


James R. Johnson testifies that he wasemployed by the United 
States Government. He says: i 

I was informed, and it was generally understood, that the cotton belonged 
to the estate of Dr. Nathan Fletcher. 

I knew Mrs. Susan R. Fletcher, widow of Dr. Fletcher, and family, and 
know of no cause why the cotton was or should have been taken. 

Mrs. Fletcher's family consisted of four daughters and one son, then about 
8 or 10 years old. 


Mrs. Moon, who knew Mrs, Fletcher at this time, testified: 


I do not believe she took any part on either side during the war. Her na- 
ture and defenseless position would not admit of so doing. 


Robert Wiggins testified: 


I regarded her overprudent and cautious. Her five children were minors. 
I was informed, and believe it to be true, that she took the oath of allegiance 
to the United States Government. I have known Mrs. Fletcher since my 
childhood. She was timid by nature. I do not believe that she took any 
active part on either side during the late war. 


Minty De Louch testified: 

I saw Capt. ee men when they hauled our cotton from the gin-house 
and put it on their boat. They took our wagon and mules and ed it, and 
killed one of the best mules we had. Old Tibb, ha the cow broke a 

ood vessel, and she bled at the nose and mouth, died soon r that. 

We lost a heap of our meat and chickens by them: had to hide everything, 
for both sides would rob us. The Union so said if they did not 
the cotton the rebs would, so they took it to keep the rebels from having it. 
Capt. Naylor and his men often come up to the house and give Miss Susan 
newspapers to read. 


The above is the character of evidence which has been placed 
before Congress,all of which shows that Mrs. Fletcher was a 
timid, feeble old . 

Mr. HEPBURN. Was she the owner of the property? 
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Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. No: but she was the mother of 
the children, and the question has been raised here that she , 
was not loyal, and that said alleged disloyalty tinctured the title 
of the children; but it happens that the affidavits show that she 
was loyal, and that she took the oath of allegiance. 

Mr. BURROWS. That is good evidence. [{Laughter.] 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. And ‘Capt. Naylor,” the 
steamboat captain, who took the cotton, and his men, as shown 
by the affidavits, ‘‘ often came . to the house and gave Miss 
Susan papers to read.” Would Federal officials have gone fre- 
quently to the house of disloyal people and carried papers to dis- 
loyal people? And then we have other evidence to the effect 
that she forbade Confederate soldiers to come there. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. How do you account for the report of Sec- 
retary Manning? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Because when cotton is seized 
some reason must be given, and when they seized this cotton 
they gave as an excuse or reason that Mrs. Fletcher was dis- 
loyal, but there is no proof of that. The cotton was seized and 
carried off, and they had of necessity to give some exp'anation 
Secretary Manning does not, say that this lady was disloyal; he 
merely says that it appears from the report that Mrs. Fletcher 
wes disloyal to the Government. 

Mr. COOMBS. What report does Secretary Manning refer 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I suppose to the report on file 
giving an account of the seizure of this cotton. 

Mr. BURROWS. If the gentleman will yield to me fora mo- 
ment, I think I can throw some light upon that point. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. es, sir. 

Mr: BURROWS. I holdin my hand the report made as to 
the seizure of this cotton. Itis dated at Huntsville, Ala., on 
April 27, 1865. This is ay g of the report, sent to me from the 
Tieasury Department, and it is as follows: 

(Copy of copy. Original not on file.] 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE ASSISTANT SPECIAL AGENT, 
Huntsville, Ala., April 27, 1865. 

Sir: I have the honor to forward a report of 32 bales of Government cot- 
ton, reported in my monthly return of February 1, and shipped to-day to 
Nashville, Tenn. 

Said 82 bales of cotton were taken by the United States transport, Stone 
River, on the south bank of the Tennessee, January 30, 1864, at Fletchers 
ey about 30 miles above Decatur, Ala., were the property of Mrs. Susan 

etcher. ‘ 

Mrs. Fletcher has been a very ardent rebel, and our boats have been fired 
upon from her place more frequently than at any point on theriver. Said 
cotton has not been sooner forwarded because of an agreement between 
Brig. Gen. R. S. Granger, commanding district of North Alabama, und my- 
self, that it should not be removed from the levee at Decatur until the ex- 
citement about the capturing of it should subside, and there should be no 
fear that moving it would be seized by the rebel soldiers, as they notified 
Gen. Granger it would be, as sufficient ground to justify them in burning all 
the cotton south of the river. 

Upon this lot of cotton there are the following charges: 
es ait a ttibil ide bch aneduandnehévdguueséeedetiasonve~ deihits $22 
Paid for moving 32 
Paid for watching cotton from January 30 to April 27, 87 days............ 87 
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lrefer to Prof.S.G.Giers, Huntsville, Ala., as a suitable witness to the 
facts given above. 
am, respectfully, your obedient servant, 
S. B. EATON, 
Assistant Special Agent. 
Hon. T. C. CALLICOT, 
Supervising Special Agent, Nashville, Tenn. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
a question? 

r. BURROWS. Yes, sir. 

Mr.GOLDZIER. Supposing itis true, as stated in that re- 
port, that this woman was the most ardent rebel on that whole 
river, would you hold thatif the property belonged to her minor 
children, aged from 4 to 8 years, they could not recover from the 
United States? 

Mr. BURROWS. I have not said a word about that. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. ButI ask the gentleman that question. 

Mr. BURROWS. I willanswer it. I mply read this report 
of the special agent as throwing light on the point which the 

ntleman from Alabama[Mr. WHEELER] was discussing. Now, 

n regard to the puint raised by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
GoLDZIER], if his position be correct, then all that is necessary 
for every disloyal claimant in order to get money out of the 
aera is to have the original owners of the Leeds, ST wap 
ever disloyal, die, and then, if the heirs were noncombatants 
during the rebellion, they can recover from the Government. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Thatis not the point atall. The original 
owner of this property died before the war broke out. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. He never owned it. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. He owned the real estate upon which this 
cotton Sc 

Mr. BURROWS. This report says that the cotton belonged 
to Mrs. Fletcher. 
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Mr. GOLDZIER. I know; butif that is the case then these 
claimants will have no standing in court. This bill proceeds 
upon the theory that this cotton belonged to the minor heirs of 
a man who died years before it was seized. 

Mr. BURROWS. But this report says that the cotton be- 
longed to Mrs. Fletcher. 

r. WHEELER of Alabama. 
we want the court to determine. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Did the committee investigate 
the question of the title to this property? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. We did not. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Would it not have been a good 
idea for the committee to have investigated that question before 
reporting this bill to the House? 

r. GOLDZIER. I do not think so. It is the duty of the 
Court of Claims to determine first to whom the property be- 
longed. If they determine that it belonged to Mrs. Fletcher, 
then this bill in favor of these heirs will have no forceat all. If 
the court determines that the property belonged to somebody 
else, then they have to go further and determine the question 
of loyalty. The report of the committee proceeds upon the 
theory, as is alleged in the petition and in the bill, that this 
property belonged to the minor heirs of Dr. Fletcher. 

Mr. ORTHWAY. The bill does not say the heirs; it says 
the ‘‘ legal representative.” 

Mr. GOLDZIER. That has been amended. 

Mr. BURROWS. Do you know whether Mrs. Fletcher filed 
aclaim inthe Treasury Department against the Government 
for this cotton? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. I know that she did; butthat does not pre- 
clude her children from claiming compensation for the property 
if it belonged to them. 

Mr. BURROWS. In filing that claim, did she claim to be the 
owner of the property? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. She did claim to be the owner of the prop- 
erty; but the fact is that the title to the plantation had never 
changed since the death of Dr. Nathan Fletcher, and whether 
she claimed to be the owner of the cotton or not does not really 
alter the title to the property. 

Mr. BURROWS. Didshe make the crop, or did the minor 
children make the crop? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. This is the first time the minors have made 


——. 
r. KILGORE. I would like to propound an inauiry to some- 
body that has a right to the floor. , 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER] is entitled to the floor. He yielded to the gentle- 
man from Michigan. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I yield for a moment to the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE]. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like toask this question: If this bill 
should become a law. would not the money which it proposes to 
pay - taken out of the fund known as the captured and aban- 

one 


fropec? fund? 
Mr. EELER of Alabama. [ ee that the bill would 
take out of the Treasury the identical money which was put in 


That is the very question that 


there. 

Mr. KILGORE. The troubleis that it is notin the Treasury. 
A large amount of money arising from the proceeds of captured 
and abandoned property, including cotton, went into the Treas- 
ury and stayed there for along time. Persons having the right 
to claim any part of that fund were permitted to make claim up 
to two years after the close of the war. The war closed, ac- 
cording to the legal determination of that fact, in 1866. After 
the expiration of those two — the rights of claimants to this 
fund lapsed and the claim of the people interested in this bill 
went with the balance. Now there has been an effort made re- 
peatedly in Congress, since I have been here—an effort led by 
my colleague from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON|—to pass a general 
law, giving to all persons interested in that fund the right to 
go in and proveup their claims and receive their pro rata share 
of this money. 

In view of the pendency of that proposition my colleague has 
steadily resisted any effort to make inroads upon that fund by 
special legislation, use parties having these special claims 
may go in there under these special bills and receive the whole 
amount due them; then when Congress under a general law al- 
lows claimants to go in and prove their claims a large part of the 
fund will have been spirited away, and the pro rata share re- 
maining to other claimants would be greatly reduced. In other 
words, a few of the claims would be paid in full, while other 
nent would get little or nothing. On that ground I oppose 
this bill. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I would like to state—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman from Alabama will permit 
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ee a moment I would like to suggest to the gentleman from 
‘exas 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 
Iowa. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Section 5 of an act approved May 18, 1872, 
srovided for payment for property that may have been seized by 

‘reasury agents after June 20, 1865. Under that statute, claims 
to the amount of over $13,000,000 were filed in the Treasury De- 
partment. They related only to seizures after the authority of 
the Treasury agents to make seizures was withdrawn. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Now, Mr. Chairman,I thank 
the gentleman from [owa for calling my attention to that point. 
But in reply to the gentleman from Texas{ Mr. KILGORE| | wish 
to say that no money can come out of the Treasury that did not 
goin there. No person who has a just and valid claim against 
the Government, payable out of this fund, need have any fear 
that when his claim is established he will not be paid. There 
will not bo any pro rata business about it. The money can not, 
to adopt the language of the gentleman from Texas, *‘ be spirited 
away.” When we have before us a claim so just as this, the 
money to pay which has been in the Treasury for thirty years, 
we are in no danger of infringing upon anyone’s right or doing 
any injustice by providing that this just claim shall be paid to 
these heirs. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think the gentleman misapprehends my 
point. There was perhaps in round numbers $10,000,0J0 of this 
fund arising from the sale of captured and abandoned property. 
That money was in the Treasury to be distributed to the owners 
of the property from the sale of which the fund arose. And the 
theory is—that is the theory of my colleague [Mr. CULBERSON], 
who knows a good deal about these things—that if this fund is 
spirited away by private bills passed in special cases—if partic- 
ular claimants are — in this way to come in and obtain 
the full amount of their claims—then if Congress hereafter 
should see proper to remove the bar and let inall the claimants, 
there might be no money left to pay them. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Every dollar that had been 
paid to the Government would be in the Treasury except what 
might have been taken out to pay just claims upon that fund. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to know whether the gentleman 
from Texas believes that onedollarof this captured and abandoned 
property fund will ever be paid to anybody? 

Mr. KILGORE. I will answer the gentleman. It never will 
be fairly distributed if this House continually permits individual 
claimants to come in and, by special legislation, take out of the 
Treasury their share of it. If we stand here and resistclaims of 
this sort, as I am very much inclined to do—and when [ am in- 
clined to do anything I generally do it if I can—we may ulti- 
mately secure some general legislation by which this money 
shall be fairly divided among the parties who may be entitled 
to it. 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to say that if they should agree todo 
that that there vould have to be a very considerable change in 
the composition of Congress. It will be necessary to have a very 
different class of Representatives elected bere, people who are 
willing to pay the honest debts oftheGovernment. Ihave never 
yet seen a Congress here that was willing to appropriate any 
part of this fund, even after it has been determined where it be- 
longs. The Government has got itin its grasp; it has the power 
to hold it and is holding it, and no matter what the claim may 
be you can not get it out. It would be prosecuted as a default- 
ing trustee, it would be an embezzler of private funds, if it were 
an individual acting in such a manner; and it is dishonest as it 





I yield to the gentleman from 


is. Of course it will give no authority to take this money out 
and pay it to anybody. 
Mr. KILGORE. Well, Mr. Chairman, I do not want to take 


the time of the gentleman from Alabama, or to take him off the 
floor, but yet I do not like to hear the Government slandered in 
that way, and behind its back, too. [Laughter.] 

Now, the solemn truth of the matter is that every single in- 
dividual who had a dollar’s worth of interest in that fund had 
his right to go into the court and establish it, but they slept on 
their rights until it was too late. Every individual against 
whom a claim is set up that is barred by law pleads the statute 
of limitation, but it is regarded as a great outrage for the Gov- 
ernment to do so, or to fail to remove the bar of the statute of 
limitations in these individual cases where the parties have 
either had their day in court or slept on their right. There is 
a great outcry because the Government will not remove the bar 
and let in every sort of scheme and claim that may be presented 
from any quarter. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. Will the gentleman permita ques- 
tion? 

Mr. KILGORE. Oh, yes; if I am permitted to occupy the 
floor that long. 
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Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Texas what pertinency or relevancy his argument has to the 

vestion in hand. My understanding of the proposition is that 
the proposition is to refer this claim to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentueky. Then how does the question which 
the gentleman has been discussing arise? Can not the gentleman 
trust to the Court of Claims the single naked question as to the 
rights of these claimants, on the law and thefacts? It does not 
settle the claim. It does not ebligate Congress to appropriate 
unything for it. The gentleman ought certainly be willing to 
trust the court, and he can certainly have his right, when the 
claim is certified from the court, if it ever is certified, to attack 
it in such manner as he chooses, How, then, does the question 
which he is discussing ariseat all? 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, it arises on this theory, that the people 
who are prosecuting this claim, and it is not the heirs of Dr. 
Fletcher and his wife either—the bill does not allege that any 
of them are living—these people will make all the proof neces- 
sary to get the money; and that judgment of the court will be 
detained and come back here, and they will ask Congress on the 
strength of the judgment, on such testimony as they may pre- 
sent, to make the appropriation. That is the objection I am 
making to the proposition, because it will be brought here in 
the next Congress or the one afterwards to get the money on the 
claim. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. The gentleman assumes that the 
Court of Claims will certify the claim to Congress on false testi- 
mony. It will not do to assume such a thing as that. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, they doit every day of their lives, to 
my own knowledge. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Is not the gentleman from 
Texas slandering the Government now behind its back. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. The gentleman from Texas cer- 
tainly can not assume that the court would be influenced by such 
testimony. 

Mr. KILGORE. The court is not to blame, but I can tell the 

entleman that the amount of perjury emptied out there every 
[ would damn the whole business. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. _ But the gentieman assumes in ad- 
vance that the court would not be capable of sifting the false 
evidence and rendering a just judgment upon the facts of the 


case. 

Mr. KILGORE. My objection is that I donot believe in send- 
ing these cases to the Court of Claims unless in exceptional cases 
where there seems to be little doubt of the facts. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. But who is to judge of that? The 

ntleman complains that the Government has been slandered. 
What is the difference, I would ask him between slandering the 
Government and slandering the citizens who testify before the 
court, by stating that they will testify falsely? 

Mr. KILGORE. Iam not slandering either, butI am making 
statements within my own knowledge. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. Very well, then, waiving all that, 
is it not true that Congress can afford to allow this claim to go 
before the Court of Claims fora determination ot thefacis? Let 
the court upon the merits and determine whether it is just 
or othérwise. e can safely trust the courts. Wa have done 
se in the past without risk or danger. 

Mr. KILGORE. Congress ought to have some discretion in 
such Roan ane if satisfied that the claim is not a aoe one it 
ought not to be permitted to go before the court at all. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. ut Congress will have ultimately 
the right to pass on it.. 

Mr. KILGORE. But thatdoesnotsatisfy the objection. You 
propose to strengthen the claim by having a judgment ofcthe 
court back of it. That is your proposition. 

Mr. ELLISof Kentucky. I do not propose to strengthen the 
claim. I simply propose that the cl t+ shall have a day in 
court. 

Mr. KILGORE. He has had his day in court. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. When did he have his day in court? 

Mr. KILGORE. He had it when the law was in force giving 
him a right of action. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. But‘he has not had his claim be- 
fore the court. 

Mr. KILGORE. He did not his claim. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. If hisclaim is barred by the statute 
of limitations, let the court pass a that question. 

Mr. KILGORE. But you do ask that the court shall 


the question whether the bar of the statute of limita’ 
enlballe:& 


im or not. You absolutely remove the bar of 
the statute of limitations yourself, and say that tre court shall 
have jurisdiction notwithstanding the bar of the statute. 
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Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. But does the gentleman pretend 
that the statute of limitations will run against an infant? 

Mr. KILGORE. Then you do not want to say anything about 
the statute of limitations if the claimants are infants. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. If thestatue of limitations bars this 
claim, let it be barred. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then strike out all about pretermitting the 
statute of limitations, and if these claimants are infants the stat- 
ute of limitations will not bar them. 

Mr. MCNAGNY. What objection would there be in this case 
to sending it to the Court of Claims without removing the bar 
at all, but requiring that court to send to Congress a finding of 
the facts, whether there were any circumstances which ought to 
excuse the failure to prosecute, and which ought to excuse laches, 
and when that information comes in the whole subject will be 
before Congress for intelligent, just, and equitable consideration? 
What objection is there to that? 

Mr. KILGORE. That would not be as objectionable. The 
Court of Claims has the authority under the Tucker act to pass 
upon that very question. 

Mr. MCNAGNY. But not to render judgment. 

Mr. KILGORE. No; but to do the very thing you say you 
want done by this bill. 

Mr. MCNAGN Y. The contemplation is that the court shall 
not render any judgment, that it shall advise Congress what the 
facts are. 

Mr. KILGORE. Thatisexactly what the Court of Claims can 
do when a claim is referred to it under the Tucker act. 

Mr. MCNAGNY. Reserving to Congress the discretion to 
pass upon it finally. 

Mr. KILGORE. That would be less objectionable than the 
measure we have here, but I would not be willing to vote for 
either of them, because it is asa matter of fact encroaching upon 
that fund which arises from captured and abandoned property; 
and when you do that, you forever remove any opportunity on 
the part of the people who claim that they are entitled to that 
fund, to _— a general law giving them all the same chance at it. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. Has the Court of Claims any juris- 
diction to pass upon the question of the statute of limitations? 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes; under the Tucker act the court has 
that jurisdiction. It has so held—that is, it has held that one of 
the questions to be determined is whether or not a claimant had 
been guilty of such laches as would bar his right of action. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. [If the Court of Claims has the right 
to pass upon the statute of limitations, what possible objection 
can arise as to the phraseology of this bill? That is a question 
that is ultimately in the hands of the court, and the gentieman, 
as I have already remarked, can afford to trust the court. If it 
has jurisdiction to pass, first, upon the validity of the claim, 
a the honesty of the claim, and, secondly, upon the law as to 
whether or not the claim is barred by the statuteo! limitations, 
then why all this debate and discussion? Why not let the ques- 
tion at once go to the Courtof Claims? Because in the hands of 
that court the rights of the claimant and the rights of the Gov- 
ernment will be amply and absolutely protected. 

Mr. KILGORE. The proposition in this bill is to have the 
Court of Claims enter a judgment. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. No,the question comes back to tho 
House. It does not conclude anybody. 

Mr. ENLOE. Does not the gentleman know that Congress 
has in many instances refused to appropriate the money to pay 
the adjudications of theCourtof Claims? We have a large num- 
ber of cases wherethe question of loyalty was settled and where 
all the findings of fact have been made, and the amount due has 
been determined, and Congress will not appropriate money to 


pay the debts. 

Mr. KILGORE. The contention is that the Court of Claims 
does not enter judgment, and is not authorized to do so unless 
the bill (raeey A authorizes it. 

Mr. ELLISof Kentucky. It is not authorized by the juris- 
diction conferred upon it. 

Mr. KILGORE. Congress can give it that authority for any 


particular measure. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have 
= toeverybody. I have amended the bill to satisfy every- 
y. All that is left now is for the court to determine the 
amount or the value of the cotton, or the amount of money in 
the Treasury. There can be no question of its being there, be- 
cause the of the Treasury says it is there. There is 
no question of loyalty or disloyalty. Is there any brave soldier 
who, after fighting in war, would come into the Congress of the 
United States and raise the question of the loyalty or disloyal 
of the , feeble, timid woman that is spoken of in these affi- 
davi A timid, feeble,old lady. Talk about her See ee 
am astonished that one should raise such a quéstion. e 
brave men who carried guns and won battles never considered 
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such questions with regard to poor, feeble, timid old ladies. 
They never inquired as to their views or sentiments. They 
never asked or cared whether such ladies were classified as loyal 
ordisloyal. They protectedthem. They warfared against armed 
men, not defenseless women. And, as the evidence shows, the 
men who took this cotton went to the house, receiving Mrs. 
Fletcher’s hospitality, and earried her papers, and she treated 
them with every courtesy. 

Mr. BURROWS. Will my friend yield to me for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does thegentleman from Alabama yield? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I yield to the gentleman from 
Michigan for a question. 

Mr. BURROWS. Itis contended bythe gentleman from Illi- 
nois that this property did not belong to Mrs. Fletcher. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The evidence shows that it 
belonged to her children. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then the question of loyalty does not 
arise. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. That is what I say, but you 
gentleman thrust it in here and I am trying to get it out. I 
think I have shown that in no event should the question of loy- 
alty be considered. 

Mr. BURROWS. What do you say about the property? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I say it belonged to the chil- 
dren. Of course mothers frequently speak of their children’s 
property as if it were their own. 

Mr. BURROWS. But now you have said it was the heirs of 
Dr. Nathan Fletcher, and you have filed that claim. Will the 
gentleman yield to me fora moment? On the 19th of July, 1886, 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama introduced the following bill for the 
reliof of Mrs. Susan Fletcher: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Mrs. Susan Fletcher, widow of Dr. Nathan 
Fletcher, of Madison County, Ala., out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $16,500, for cotton seized, the proceeds 
from the sale of which were placed in the Treasury of the United States. 

{Laughter. ] 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes; I was probably soinformed 
at that time, but I found that it was not correct and I corrected 
it. 

Mr. BURROWS. You found it better to assume that it be- 
longed to Mr. Fletcher, who died before the war. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No, sir; from the first I have 
endeavored to prepare the papers in this case to conform to the 
facts as I understood them. WhenI find Iam wrong in any mat- 
ter, I correct it. 

Mr. BURROWS. Corrected it so as to have it appear to be 
the property of a man who died before the war. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No; any change whichI made 
was with the purpose of conforming to thefacts. I ask that the 
bill be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. L[ask forthe reading of the amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk informs the Chair that the 
amendments have not been sent up. 

Mr. MCNAGNY. Mr. Chairman, is the bill in such a situa- 
tion that a substitute may now be offered? 

Mr. CHAIRMAN. Without objection, general debate will 
be considered as closed. 

There was objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. A substitute can not be offered at this 
time. The gentleman from Alabama moves that the bill be 
laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, a few moments ago I sug- 

sted certain amendments to this bill; that is, amendments 

ooking to procuring proof necessary to be adduced before the 
Court of Claims. On mature consideration I have conciuded 
that the whole measure is dangerous; that it will establish a 
most dangerous precedent, and that this bill should be killed. 
I desire to say a word or two in favor of one of the greatest Sec- 
retaries of the Treasury we ever had, and whose courage was 
never doubted until the gallant gentleman from Alabamastated 
nk pe ‘* brave man could attack a claim of a widow.”’ I think 
we all—— 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. T did not make any such state- 
ment, and the gentleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] does 
the eminent Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Manning, great in- 
justice when he intimates that Mr. Manning attacked the claim 
of this widow. He never did anything of the sort. 

Mr. BARTLETT. We all knowaslawyers that we have often 
had occasion to resist the claims of widows in courts of law. 
[Great laughter. ] 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I repeat that I did not make 


intimation that Secretary M made any attack upon 
this widow or any attack u ths oleton . ft 
Mr. BART I understood, Mr. Chairman, the gallant 


gentleman from Alabama said that no brave man, that no man 
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| referring to the facts I was facing certain gentlem 


_ 


brave enough to carry a musket and fight the enemy, would at- 
tack an old woman as feeble as Mrs. Fletcher is now. 

Mr. ENLOE. I think the gentleman misapprebends the gen- 
tleman from Alabama. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentlemaafrom New York yield 
to the gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. ENLOE. I think the gentleman from Alabama’simply 
meant to give the advice that Mr. Weller gave to his son to 
**bevare of the vidders.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I will state what 








I said. In 
sn who were 
assailing this report and alleging that this lady was disloyal, 
gentlemen who had copies of the report in their hands, with ev- 
idence in it that the woman was a feeble old lady, a timid old 
lady. I said that brave soldiers in dealing with feeble, timid 
old ladies did not raise questions of loyalty or disloyalty. Mr. 
Manning did not say anything about the lady’s loyalty except to 
very properly and kindly inform me that a report was on file 
which stated that Mrs. Fletcher was not loyal. He made no 
statement upon his own responsibility. Secretary Manning 


knew it would be beneficial to the claimants to know that such 
areport was among the papers. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, allow me to state the rea- 


sons why [ am induced to withdraw my amendment and why I 
think this bill should be killed. Let us fora moment weigh the 
evidence on both sides. We have here as proof of the disloyalty 
of the widow of Dr. Fletcher the positive statement of Mr. 
Daniel Manning when Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. He does not state that. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I will read what he does state, which the 
gentleman from Alabama has evidently avoided. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Oh, no. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Secretary Manning says: 


It further appears from a report on file Mrs. Fletcher was disloyal to the 
Government and in active sympathy with the Confederate cause 
Now, I say that any report on file in the Treasury Department 


is better evidence than these miserable affidavits which are sub- 
mitted in the report of the Committee on War Claims. No 
lawyer, no judge, can read these ailidavits and be convinced by 
them. They are merely negative. 

There is no direct evidence whatsoover of the loyalty of this 
widow. The affiants merely say, ‘‘ I know of nothing that she 
did against the Union cause; I know of no reason why the cot 
ton should have been taken.’’ There is no positive evidence of 
her loyalty. Now, what is the evidence on the other side? We 
have the reporton file in the Treasury Department showing that 
they were wont to fire on the Union gunboats from this lady's 
plantation. That goes to show that she was disloyal. That 
proof cails for some positive evidence on the other side, but 
there is none whatever, nothing but mere loose, general affida- 
vits. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. What do you say to the proposition that 
this property did not belong to the widow of Dr. Fletcher, but 
to her children? Are you going to debar the children, if the 
property belonged to them, on account of the disloyalty of their 
mother, even if she was disloyal? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I say this, that thirty years after the close 
of the war, when nearly ail the combatants are dead, if we once 
open the doors to a claim of this kind we shall open them to 
claims amounting to billions of dollars founded on just such a 
state of facts. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Ido not think thore are billions of dollars 
of claims that stand on the same footing as this. 

Mr. TATE. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I can not yield. Now, Mr. Chairman, I 
want toanswer the pointthat is made as tothe title to this land. 
Dr. Fletcher owned this plantation in 1857, but atthe timeof the 
seizure of the cotton he had no ownership whatsoever in it, be- 
cause he was dead. Whodid ownit? The widow, by virtue of 
her right of dower, owned one-third of it. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. For life. 

Mr. BARTLETT. She owned a life interest to the amount 
of one-third, and the children owned the other two-thirds. 
Then the widow and the children were tenants in common as to 
the crops which were grown uyzon the plantation. Now, who 
was responsible there for loyalty or disloyalty? Mrs. Susan 
Fletcher individually; Mrs. Susan Fletcher as the guardian of 
those minorchildren. Shecontrolledthe plantation. Thecrops 
were grown byher. Shewas responsible for the conduct of the 
plantation. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Inever heard before of a guardian being 
held responsible for the loyalty of the ward. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Otherwise if we are not to hold guardians 


Will the gentleman permit a question? 
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and trustees responsible in time of war for the conduct of those 
whom they control, how shall we hold anyone? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Then you would shoot the minors because 
the guardians were disloyal? If you can invade their rights of 
property, upon the same theory, you can deal with their rights 
of life and liberty. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, from the tenor of the re- 
marks of the gentleman from New York, I think he has not ex- 
amined the law which, as I understand, is applicable to this case. 
The bill under consideration merely permits persons who claim 
that their property was seized by officers of the Government, 
sold by them, and the proceeds covered into the Treasury, tosue 
in the Court of Claims, and establish their ownership of the prop- 
erty at the time of its seizure, and right to be reimbursed the 
proceeds thereof, now held by the Government. If they fail in 
the proof, the Court of Claims will of course decide against them. 
If they establish a lawful right under the Constitution and laws 
of the land, Congress will be under at least a moral obligation to 
provide for the payment of what is due them. 

Now, in addition to urging an objection which strikes me as 
astounding, coming from a lawyer, that infants, who were in- 
capable of disloyalty at that time, should be charged with the 
effects of the disloyalty, or the alleged disloyalty, of their guar- 
dian, in addition to that the gentleman seems to have over- 
looked the fact that the Supreme Court of the United States has 
decided in several cases, notably in the Klein case, that the pro- 
ceeds of this property in the Treasury of the United States does 
not belong to the Government, but is a trust fund held by the 
Government for the account of the owners, to be paid to them 
whenever Congress provides the necessary means to ascertain 
who are the owners. And the pay thing which stands between 
these parties now and the institution of a suit under the provi- 
sions of the original captured and abandoned property act is 
that the period fixed in that act has long since expired. If the 
two years’ limit fixed in the captured and abandoned property 
act had not expired, they could institute their claim in the 
Court of Claims at this time, and, under the decision of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, could be adjudged the own- 
ers of the een yo of this property if they proved that the 
promecty belonged to them, without reference to the question of 
oyalty or disloyalty. 

There is no proposition to pay this ane out of funds of the 
United States; there is no proposition to bring in any charge 


agin the Treasury. The proposition is simply that a citizen 
t 


he United States who claims that there is in the Treasury of 
the United States the proceeds of property belonging to her may 
be permitted to go into the Court of Claims and prove that the 
roperty was hers, so that hereafter Congress in its wisdom and 
C accord with its sense of justice may make appropriation out 
of the fund for the Py ent of the judgment. 

Mr. COOMBS. If the gentleman will yield a moment, I would 
like to ask him a question. Outside of any legal proposition 
{upon which of course I would not undertake to catechise the 
ee I would like to ask whether it is not a fact that Mrs. 

etcher was at all events managing this estate as hers; and 
even if she was managing it in the-joint interest of herself and 
her children, is it not a reasonable proposition that if they were 
to receive the benefits of her management, they should also re- 
ceive the punishment for her mismanagement? 

Mr. BOATNER. Well, Mr. Chairman, I think that is an ex- 
traordinary proposition for a fair-minded man to propound. 
Let us see what it amounts to. Here is a widow living the 
South, in the management of a plantation which belongs to a 
large extent to her minorchildren—an estate in which they have 
a large interest; and the question is propounded whether her 
children are not to be charged with responsibility for her al- 
leged disloyalty, and whether the Government of the United 
States is not authorized to confiscate—that is the word—to con- 
fiscate the property of infants who are incapable of treason or 
disloyalty, because, forsooth, their guardian, the person charged 
by law with the duty of administering their estate, who was 
ebliged to do so, not only by natural law, but I suppose by the 
law of the State, is charged with disloyalty’ 

Is it possible that on such ground as this the real owners of 
the property are to be deprived of the opportunity of proving 
their rights, and of disprovingif they can the allegationsagainst 
them, the lovalty of the person who was their guardian, if by 
any pessibility this could be a matter of consequence? Are 
these parties to be told, ‘‘ We assume that if you bring forward 
any testimony it will be perjured; we assume that you will, if 
you can, defraud the Government; and on the strength of this 
assumption we deny you the right to go into court and make 
ve as against the officers of the United States.” I sub- 
nit, Se ee ee ee 
which should characte the dealings of the Government with 
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Mr. KILGORE. Is not the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
BOATNER] assuming some facts which do not appear in the case; 
that is, that the heirs of Dr. Fletcher are the claimants here, 
and that they are minors? Dr. Fletcher died in 1857. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Wedo not claim that they are minors now, 
but that they were such at the time the property was taken. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, there is not in this bill or in these 
papers, 80 far as I have been able to discover, any allegation 
that these parties are the heirs of Dr. Fletcher or that they are 
minors. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. There is no claim that they are minors 
now. 

Mr. KILGORE. They are spoken of in the bill as ‘“‘ legal 
representatives.” 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, I suppose thatthe argument 
of the gentleman leads to this conclusion: that if the Govern- 
ment of the United States, through its officers, unlawfully took 
possession of the property of a child a year old twenty-five years 
ago, the fact that that child has now reached the age of majority 
and comes beiore Congress asking to be permitted to go into 
court and prove his rights, is a sufficient reason why he should 
be turned out of court; in other words, while it may be uncon- 
scientious to rob a minor, it is not unconscientious to retain the 
fruits of it after he has attained his majority. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is not my conclusion. But if these 
claimants are not minors now, they do not need to be repre- 
— by “‘legal representatives,” which is the language of the 

ill. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. That has been stricken out. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. An amendment has been agreed to making 
the bill applicable only to the “ heirs.” 

Mr. KILGORE. e ought to know who the heirs are. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. The court will find that out. 

Mr. KILGORE. Does not the report name them? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. That is a matter for the court to find. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think there ought to be some statement on 
which this House could rely as to whether there are any heirs 
and who they are. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. If this House is to find the facts and the 
law, there is no necessity for sending the case to the Court of 
Claims for that purpose. 

Mr. BOATNER. Whatastonishes me is that it seems to have 
escaped the attention of the gentleman from Texas and a num- 
ber of other gentlemen who have spoken on this question that 
the Supreme Court of the United States decided long ago, not 
only in one decision but in several cases, that the proceeds of 
| he 2 taken under the provisions of the captured and aban- 

oned roa do not belong to the United States. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that the court has so decided. 

Mr. BOATNER. It has been decided that the Government 
of the United States does not stand in the relation of a debtor 
to these people. They do not come here asking that they be 
allowed to recover a claim against the United States. They are 
merely asking that they bs permitted to go to the Court of 
Claims and establish their right to property which is in the pos- 
session of officers of the United States Government, and that 
justice may be done them. 

Mr. KILGORE. If the gentleman will allow me, my under- 
standing is that the Supreme Court has held that the question 
of loyalty did not figure at all. 

Mr. BOATNER. They have so held. It appears to me if the 
gentleman from Texas would think for a moment he would see 
that this is elementary. If the Government of the United States 
desires to proceed against the property of a disloyal citizen it 
can only do so by confiscation. ae can not proceed by a mere 
seizure preceding confiscation, not followed either by a charge 
or conviction of treason and not supported by evidence, Why, 
Mr. Chairman, the recent war was nota war of savages. It was 
conducted by civilized people and according to the principles of 
civilized warfare. 

a VAN VOORHIS of New York. Especially Anderson- 
ville. ’ 

Mr. MONEY. Elmira is a good illustration. 

Mr. BOATNER (continuing). This property was seized for 
the pu of conservation, not for the pur of confiscation. 
It is held by the Government as a kindof a trust fund belonging 
to the owners of the property when the evidence in support of 
their claim is submitted. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, the gentleman would not contend that 
under the laws of war any army occupying the enemy’s country 
would have the right to use everything in the shape of prop- 

that they considered necessary? 
. Mr. BOA’ The Supreme Court of the United States 
has held that the armies of the United States had the right to 
take any property they saw fit for military purposes, but that 
this property was not taken for any such purpose. Itwastaken, 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. ALOT 


as I have said, for the purpose of conserving it and preserving | ing as to the facts that are before you? It is the easiest matter 
it for the benefitof the owners; and the Government having done | in the world to gain a cheap notoriety as an economist by op- 
that, not pec did not proceed to confiscate the property as | posing anything and everything that comes before this House 
against rebellious owners, but the President of the United | which might involve an expenditure; but there is another rep- 
States, in the exercise of his constitutional power, proceeded to | utation to be gained,a reputation much more valuable in my 
relieve them from the effects of their disloyalty by the issuance | eyes, indeed, than that of economy, and that is the reputation of 


of hisamnesty proclamation. one who is willing at all times and under all circumstances to 
Mr. KILGORE. Why has not the Judiciary Committee re- | do justice. That is what this bill seeks; and I sincerely hope 
ported and urged a bill to remedy this whole matter? that the House will do justice to these claimants, to the extent 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. They have done so. of sending them to the tribunal established by law, in order to 
Mr. MONEY. Such a bill is now pending. give them a chance to bring before the House all the facts bear- 


Mr. BOATNER. I will state to the gentleman from Texas | ing upon this case. 
that that is just what they have done, and I hold in my hand The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
the report on that bill. But is the gentleman from Texas—be- | tleman from,Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] to lay the Dill aside and 
cause justice can not be done immediately to everybody—is he | report it to the House with the favorable recommendation. 
willing to forbid its being done, or preventit being done for any- Mr. MCNAGNY. Mr. Chairman, can I be recognized for an 
body? amendment? 
Is he willing to turn this lady away from these doors and tell The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
her that she shall not have the right to go to the Court of Claims | from Indiana. 
established by this Government, present there the evidence in Mr. MCNAGNY. I wishat the proper time tooffer an amend- 
support of her claim, show that she was the owner of the prop- ment, which I ask the Clerk to read. 
erty, and give her an opportunity to establish her right, merely The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is in order now. 
because everybody who has a claim of similar character can not Mr. MCNAGNY. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
immediately have the same privilege? I say to the gentleman | Clerk’s desk. 
that I am earnestly in favor of a general bill to do justice to all. The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
Mr. KILGORE. Ifa few of these favored claimants for this The Clerk read as follows: 
fund have their claims pressed through Congress by a special 


L . c ee oe Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 
bill you never will have a general policy of legislation in regard “That the claim of the heirs of Dr. Nathan Fletcher, for the proceeds of 32 
to the subject; and that is my principal objection to all such | bales of cotton, which it is alleged are now in the Treasury of the United 
bills as these States, and which cotton it is alleged was taken by the United States forces 
. ‘ . oi in 1854 from the plantation belonging to said heirs, be, and is hereby, re- 
Mr. BOATNER. Will you support a general bill covering | ferred to the Court of Claims, which court shall take due order in the prem- 
the ground? ises and report to the House of Representatives as provided by the acts of 
Mr. KILGORE. I will Congress, commonly known as the Bowman and Tucker acts." 
Mr. BOATNER. Iam very glad to hear it. | Mr. McCNAGNY. If the amendment now proposed be adopted 
very & . , propo I ’ 
Mr. KILGORE (continuing). Unless I see cause to change | these claimants will have an opportunity to go into court to es- 
~ mind. [Laughter.] tablish their claims. The interests of the Government will be 
1 


r.GOLDZIER. Mr. Chairman, I flatter myself that I am | protected by counsel employed for thatpurpose. The court will 
just as much opposed to the allowance of claims in this House, | investigate all the facts, including the question of loyalty, and 
which ought not to be allowed, as any other member on this | will report to Congress not only the facts, but all the circum- 
floor. But I think I may call on my colleagues in the Commit- | stances which ought to be taken into consideration as an excuse 
mittee on War Claims to confirm me in the statement that I | for the delay in prosecuting this claim. Under this amendment 
have not given assent to the report of any claim where a ques- | everybody’s rights will be protected, both those of the claim- 
tion could be raised as to its eae: ants and those of the Government, and at the same time Con- 
The prayer of this bill is simply that Congress may do an act | gress will not abrogate its absolute right to finally pass upon 
of justice. We find claims by the millions piled upon all the | the facts involved inthis controversy. It reserves all right to 
various committees of this House. Numbers of them beyond a | Congress eventually, when the report of the court shall come in, 
question are without merit. But numbers of them have right | to consider the facts and puts Congress in an attitude where it 
and honesty back of them; they are claimants who ask at the | may deal justly and rightly by these claimants. 
hands of this Congress, not a bonus, nota pension, not some- I submit, therefore, Mr. Chairman, that this indicates the 
thing to which they are not entitled, but the right to submit st ga course to be pursued with this bill, saving the rights of 
their claims in order that justice shall be accorded to them. | th parties to the controversy, and leaving the question ulti- 
And we find time and time again, as has been stated here, that | mately to be determined by Congress, when it shall be fully ad- 
this Congress has refused to abide by the most fundamental rules | vised as to the law and the facts of the case. 
of common justice and ordinary honesty. Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
The case of the French spoliation claims is an instance in | question? 
which the Government has held on to money in its hands for the Mr. MCNAGNY. Certainly. 
payment of certain claims for a century or over, without giving Mr. SPRINGER. What is the object of putting in the words 
a chance to the claimants toget what is their own. Claims ofa | ‘Tucker act”? I think reference should be made only to the 
like character are numerous, but no assistance has been ren- | Bowman act, because that is the act which covers all cases of 
dered to the claimants and little hope of getting their claims | this kind. 
established. | Mr. McNAGNY. L regret very much to take issue with my 
Now, as to the claim under consideration what is asked is that | colleague from Illinois, butin my opinion the Tucker act sup- 
this question be sent to the Court of Claims to determine the | plements the provisions of the Bowman act with reference to 
rights of the parties here and nothing further—no more and no | this class of cases. 
less. | Mr. SPRINGER. Under the Tucker act the court can enter 
These heirs interested in this claim do not evenask that Con- | a judgment, and it has complete jurisdiction to hear and deter- 
ress shall act at thisstage. They ae ask that they shall | mine. That is limited to a certain class of cases, coming up 
awe their day in the Court of Claims; and I think it isthe least | within six years after the passage of the act. 
that ought to be accorded tothem. The facts in thiscase show,| Mr. BUNN. That is true. 
if the information which the committee have is correct—and I| Mr. SPRINGER. And it does not refer to this kind of cases. 
trust thatcommitteesof this House will havesome respect shown | It excludes war claims entirely. If you give thecourtthe juris- 
them by the House itself, and that you wil! treat with some con- | diction under that act, you give it the jurisdiction that this bill 
sideration the reports of your own committees—the report of | as originally framed claimed would give it, to hear and deter- 
the committee shows that as far as the prima facie evidence | mine the case completely. 
goes, this cotton did not belong to the woman who wascharged | Mr. MCNAGNY. The gentlemanfrom Illinois is entirely and 
with disloyalty, but belonged to minor heirs, against whom the | completely mistaken, I submit, as to the purport of the Tucker act. 
charge of disloyalty could not be maintained for a second, no'| It has two provisions. One provides for the original institu- 
matter what the gentleman from New York, who spoke upon | tion of suits in that court or in the district and circuit courts of 
this question, may say upon that point. I believe that thereare | the United States. The last ‘section of that act, however, ex- 
very few gentlemen on the floor of the House who will adopthis | pressly provides that where any claim against the United States 
view, that the disloyalty of a guardian will taint a minor, or | shall be pending in Congress, except for a pension, that it may 
that the disloyalty of a father or mother will taint minor chil- be referred to the Court of Claims, and that act specifically sets 
dren. That has never been held as long as history has existed. | forth the proceedings in such cases to be had in- the Court of 
Now, if it is true that this property was illegally seized from | Claims. The section which I took occasion to read to the House 
parties who could not be char with disloyalty, what harm is | little while ago fully covers questions of this kind. They come 
there in having these facts reported to this Congress, and act- ' expressly within its terms and provisions, and I invite the at- 
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tention of the gentleman from Lllinois to the language of the act, 
because there can be no doubt as to its meaning or proper. con- 
struction. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, there are now claimants. before 
this Congress with claims aggregating more than $100,000,000 
of precisely the same character as this one in question clamor- 
ing at the doors of Congress: for recognition. 

Mr. WHEELERof Albama, And it will. take a hundred mil- 
lion years to get them through at this rate. 

Mr. RAY. I trust it will take a thousand million years to get 
them through. It is asserted by these claimants that their cot- 
ton was taken during the war, and the nen is in the Treasury 
and that they are entitled to it. All these claimants were given 
a chance to prove their claims in the courts.at one time. They 
failed to avail themselves of the law that was enacted for their 
benefit. This claim now before the House, with the others to 
which I refer, have been outlawed and barred by the statute of 
limitations for a quarter of a century. Theclaim now in ques- 
tion was once presented to the Treasury Department and once 
or twice to this House in the name of a lady—— 

Mr GOLDZIER. Will the gentleman yield toa question? 

Mr. RAY. Certainly. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Your statement is, that this claim has been 
barred for a quarter of acentury. The evidence before thecom- 
mittee showed that the oldest one of these minors for whom and 
for whom only this claim was made was 9 years of age and the 
next 4 years of age. 

Mr. RAY. I was about to say, Mr. Chairman, that this claim 
was presented by a lady to the Treasury Department, under a 
Demoeratic Administration, backed up by the proof in the mat- 
ter, and it was rejected as illegal and unjust. 

Mr. ROATNER. What law would have authorized the De- 
partment to have paid the claim if it had been found to be just. 
. Mr. RAY. Ido not suppose that any law would have author- 

zed it. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. This claim was not presented before the 
Treasury Department. The claim of a woman was presented. 

Mr. RAY.. Lt was-a. claim for this identical cotton. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Made by. somebody who had no right. to it. 

Mr. RAY. Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems that. the alder this 
cluim grows the more they seem. to: know about it. Fifteen or 
twenty years ago this cotton was owned by a feeble old lady. 
Now, after a quarter of a century has gone by, it was. not owned 
by an old lady, but was owned by the children of a man who was 
dead and buried before the war broke.out. When.were the facts 
best known? At the close of' the war, within ten.or fifteen years 
after the war,or now? It seems to me thatthe proof must.have 
been the freshest at that time. The facts must have then been 
best known. It seems now to be conceded thatthisoldlady who 
made the claim was in point of fact disloyal, notwiths her 
feebleness and her old age: From that.state of facts, with that 
claim. made in her name, it.could not stand, it must be rejected 
as it was made not only by the eres but. by the 
committees of this House. Having rejected, and thus 
thrown out, defeated and crushed to earth a gentleman comes 
in here to-day and presents it in the name of the children. He 
pleads that the children, being minors, could not be disloyal, and 
that therefore we are to pass and adjust. this claim or permit 
it to go to the Court of Claims. 

As I said, Mr. Chairman, there are hundreds, yes, thousands, 
of these claims. A bill Eoting to these claims was presented 
to the Judiciary Committee. It has been passed upon by that 
committee and recommended favorably to this House, it mis- 
* take not, and permits—— 

Mr. BOATNER. ° And. reported. favorably by the Committee 
on the Judiciary in the Fifty-first Congress. 

Mr. RAY. ell, I do not know as to that.. But it has been 
reported to this House, and by that bill, if acted upon favorably 
in this House, it is proposed to refer all these cotton claims to 
the Court of Claims; to wipe out the bar of the statute of limi- 
tations and permit that court to adjust the claims. Now, if 
there is any justice in this claim, why not permit this one with 
the others to abide the result of that proposed law. 

If that bill should pass this House and become a law this 
and all these similar can goin one body to the Court of 
Claims and I will have no objection to it.. I do object to sing- 
ling out one of these claims, or two or three, and acting —_ 
them eae. Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I think that 
bill should be defeated. If there is merit in it, let it go, as [ 
said a moment ago, with the general body of these » in 
case that bill this House and becomeslaw and the statute 
of limitations is wiped out. I concede that there is some justice, 
ty te Ceaiplioen 2 ‘the Jndieiary Seah tatnoie th be eens 

y the ttee on ; but. ve it is wrong 
unwise to select one of these claims and send it to the Court of 
Claims and leave all the others without action. 
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Mr. BOATNER. Has the gentleman’s attention been called 
to the fact that this bill, or the amendment to the bill, merely 
proposes to permit these parties to go into court and establish 
the facts, those facts to be reported back to Congress, and that 
they would get no other advantage from the passage of this bill 
than the opportunity to perpetuate the testimony and obtain a 
finding of fact from the Court of Claims? 

Mr. RAY. [have noticed all that; but let me ask the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Louisiana why is it, if there is any 
merit in these claims, you do not bring before the House the 
general bill that has been. recommended and reported favor- 
ably by the Committee on the Judiciary? Why do younot bring 
that bill up here for action? It would not take as much time to 
dispose. of itas has been wasted over this little claim? If there 
is merit.in claims of this kind, let this House act upon that bill 
and pass it, and that. will open the door for every one of these 
claims to go to the Court of Claims and be adjudicated. 

Mr. BOATNER.. In roply to that I will say that. we hope to 
— the bill before the House at the very earliest day prac- 
ticable. 

Mr. RAY. Very good. Then I say, let this claim await the 
action of the: House upon that bill. Why select one of these 
claims for action here? There is no more merit in this than 
there is in hundreds, and I think I may safely say thousands, of 
other claims. 

Mr. BUNN.. [desire to call the gentleman’s attention to the 
fact that this bill has not been specially selected. It ison the 
Calendar and we are forced, under the rule, to call the Calendar 
in the order in which the measures stand there. 

Mr. RAY. I do not say that the gentleman selected this par- 
ticular bill, or that.any other particular person selected it; but 
I do say that it seems to me it must have been selected. by some 
one, else how did it come before the committee that reported it 
to this House? Is this the only claim of this charaeter? Is 
this. the only claim now pending before the Fifty-third Con- 
gress for property taken in this way? Certainly not. We know, 
and the records of this House will show, that there are hundreds 
of others. of the same character, and if this passes the doors are 
wide open to raid. the Treasury. I believe that this bill was 
recommended favorably by the committee and comes before us 
simply because it. is. presented in behalf of a number of persons 
who, during the war, were minors, and therefore it was thought 
that sympathy could be excited in this House in their behalf. 
We. should. be caught.in. no such trap; we should be cautious in 
acting upon such claims, and hesitate before we create a prece- 
dent. that will flood this House with stale but. large war claims 
that have slept almost continuously for thirty years. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to occupy the time of the com- 
mittee at.any great. length. I did not intend when this discus- 
sion commenced to take any t in it; but Ido believe that it 
is unjust, improper, and unwise: to take one of these claims, sep- 
arate it. from all the rest, and make itthe subject.of special leg- 
islation here.. I believe itis better that this bill should be de- 
feated, or referred back to. the committee, or disposed of in some 
other way. Why should the bar of the statute of limitations bo 
removed in this-one case, leaving-all the other similar cases un- 
disposed.of? Letthegeneral bill to which I have referred, which 
covers this entire class of cases, come up in this House and be 
acted upon, and then, if itis and becomes a law, all these 
claims having equal merits, standing — the same ground, will 
go before the Court ofClaimsand there be acted upon, [doubt not, 
justly and properly. If.that billdoes not. become a law, then let 
all shone claims sleep forever, be. buried in one common grave, 
where [ think they Telang, 

Mr. GOLDZIER. I accept the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from. Indiana [Mr.. MCNaGNy] as a substitute; and I 
move that the bill as thus amended be laid aside to be favor- 
— ——- to the House. 

. COOMBS. I want to make a single remark. We find 
that.in 1883 this same claim was made in this House in behalf 
of the widow, it being then claimed that this was her property. 
I wish to make a suggestion which reconcile state- 
ment with the present claim. It is that the widow may have 
been running that. estate as her own upon a rental paid to the 
estate; in that case, this property would belong to her, while 
the rental of the estate would belong to the children. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like to asi one or two —* 
Was the father of these children dead before the war began? 

Mr. BUNN. Yes; he died before the war. 

Mr. PICKLER. Were the children all minors at the time 
this was taken? 
ae The oldest. was 9 years of age at the time of the 

ure. 

Mr. PICKLER. These children were all minors while the 
war was: on and when this cotton was taken? 

Mr. - Yes, sir, 








1894. 


Mr. PICKLER. And if the case should be referred to the 
Court of Claims as proposed, would it come back here for Con- 
gress to pass finally upon the judgment? 

Mr. BUNN. It would; not a dollar could be paid until Con- 
gress voted that it should be paid. That is the effect of the 
amendment which has been accepted by the committee. It 
simply refers the case to the Court of Claims that the facts may 
be reported to Congress. 

Mr. BURROWS. I understand my friend from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. BUNN] to say that at the time of the war the oldest of 
these children was only 9 years of age. 

Mr. BUNN. Yes, sir; ard the youngest 4. 

Mr. BURROWS. [observe in your report a statement that 
one of the children was born in 1846; that there were four girls 
and a boy, and that the eldest, Josephine, was born in 1846. 

Mr. BUNN. My information was that the oldest was a boy, 
and was 9 years of age at the close of the war. Be that as it 
may, they were all under age; were they not? 

Mr. BURROWS. I am only basing my statement upon the 
report. 

ir. BUNN. And the report shows that they were all minors. 

Mr. BURROWS. 1 understood your statement to be that the 
oldest was 9 years of age. 

Mr. BUNN. That was my information. 

Mr. BURROWS. I have heard that statement several times 
to-day; but by the report it appears that the eldest was 19 years 
of age, having been born in 1846. 

Mr. BUNN. Be that as it may; they were all under age at 
the time. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabana. The daughter referred to by the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BuRROWs] died shortly after the 





war. 

Mr. BUNN. The report shows that she died of yellow fever. 

Mr. ENLOE. I wish to say only a word in reply to the criti- 
cism which the gentleman from New York [Mr. RAY] has made 
upon the committee. He says the committee must haveselected 
this bill on account of the fact that the interests involved were 
those of minors, and that the object was to excite sympathy. 
There is not a particle of truth in that inference or surmise of 
the gentleman. The bill came up in the regular way before the 
committee, just as a number of bills of similar character have 
come there. There was no purpose, as the gentleman has inti- 
mated, to select this bill out from others. 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheClerk willreport thesubstitue offered 
by the gentleman from Indiana. ; 

The substitute proposed by Mr. MCNAGNY was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois accepts this 
substitute, and moves that the bill as thus amended be laid 
aside to be reported with a recommendation that it pass. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, this, as I understand, is, as 
modified, a proposition to refer this claim to the Court of Claims 
for the purpose of having it investigated and the facts reported 
to Congress. From one point of view there might not seem to 
be any serious objection to that course, although as a matter of 
fact the Court of Claims is now loaded down beyond any reason- 
able opportunity of accomplishing the business before it; and 
we ought to be careful in opening up new classes of cases for the 
consideration of that tribunal. 

This case could not, it is conceded, be sent to the Court of 
Claims under the Bowman aci, because that only permits cases 
of loyal claimants to be considered. If it could be, there would 
be no necessity of bringing this bill before the House. This is 
an admission that the original claimant was not a loyal woman. 
Indeed, the fact that from her plantation Federal boats on the 
Tennessee were fired upon more than at any other point affords 
very good evidence of this, whatever may be said of the fact 
that she subsequently took the oath of allegiance. 

But this case if sent to the Court of Claims will, I believe, be 
the first sent there involving a claim for cotton seized during 
the war. I am not aware that there has ever been a case of this 
kind sent to that court even for ascertainment of the facts. If I 
am mistaken on that point I would like to be corrected. Now, 
it is known that a large number of so-called cotton claims are 
ready to be presented to the Government at any time when the 
door can be opened. These claims have been estimated to 
amount to at least 100,000,000, and some have estimated the 


amount at $120,000,000. Now, if we establish the precedent olf’ 


sending this class of cases to the Court of Claims by the pending 
bill, even for the assumed object of ascertaining the facts, we 
_ rest assured that the other claims of this character will 
ollow. 

This is a claim that presents certain sympathetic relations 
which have been impressed upon the members of this House, 
and was chosenevidently for the purpose, because it does address 
itself to thesympathiesof the public. Itissaidthat the original 
claimant was an aged woman, and that the heirs who are to be 
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benefited by this bill ought not to suffer for the disloyalty of 
some one else. But this view would sustain every ciaim of di 

loyal men after their death. Now, while I do not have the eb 
jection to the reference of this bill in its present form that I 
should have had to the bill as originally presented, yet I think 
the House should be very slow to establish the principle of al- 
lowing claimants of this class, for seized cotton, disloyal (or else 
they could go to the Court of Claims), barred by the statute o 
limitations, to go to the Court of Claims even for an ascertain- 
ment of the facts, loading down upon that court the thousands 


and thousands of cases that will certainly follow in this diree- 
tion under the precedent established here. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. But they can not follow, except by the ac- 
tion of the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is true; but precedent goes a great 
way with us. The moment that one case is referred other gen 
tlemen will say, ‘‘ Why not do with our cases precisely what 


you did with the other?” And the fact that this is a case in 
which the immediate claimants are young persons who were 
under age during the rebellion will be entirely lost sight of. 

Mr. BUNN. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes. 

Mr. BUNN. Is there any objection to sending any case to 
the Court of Claims on account of the size of the claim or the 
amount involved in it? 

Mr. DINGLEY. There is objection when you open up a new 
class of cases like these cotton-seizure cases that do not go there 
now, and that ought not to go. There are thousands of these 
cases long since barred, none of which have any standing and 
none of which have ever been paid, and they should not be sent 
to an already overburdened court even for the purpose of ascer- 
taining the facts. 

Mr. BUNN. But any case that we send there by an act of 
Congress is. a new case. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is true, but here is a newclass of cases 
opened up. There is no claim here that Congress has taken any 
steps iu this direction before. Gentlemen know that under the 
Bowman act the moment we get a report of factsfrom the Court 
of Claims the case has a sort of privilege; indeed, is to a large 
extent considered as a proved claim against the Government. In 
the first place it is only cursorily examined by the committee, 
and the facts found by the court almost considered asequivalent 
to an adjudication of the case against the Government. Thenit 
is reported here, ifnot reached in one Congress, goes to the head 
of the Calendar, and, under a decision of the Speakerin the Fit. 
tieth Congress, swamps every other class of claims against the 
Government. 

Mr. BUNN. If that be true, why have not the French spolia- 
tion claims taken that position? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Because those claims do not occupy any such 
position. 

Mr. BUNN. Or the Southern war claims? 
ments of the Court of Claims. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iam simply saying that we have already all 
the claims of loyal citizens that can now be sent to the eourt for 
ascertainment of the facts under the Bowman act. We propose 
not only to send those claims there, but also propose by this leg- 
islation to admit a new class that have never been sent to the 
court before, and of which not adollar has been paid, except 
possibly in one exceptional case. 

If we pass this bill, we shall lay the foundation for a newclass 
of claims arising from the recent war that will run away up in 
the millions and hundreds of millions. I do notwish to do any- 
thing more than point out thedangerof thisinitialstep. Ihave 
seen those steps time alter timeduring my service in this body, 
and know just where they are leading. I simply wish to say 
that you are undertaking to send to the court this new class of 
claims, barred, that can not possibly go under existing statutes, 
and which have already been adjudicated once. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Will the gentleman let me ask 
him a question? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Do you take the ground that be- 
cause a claim is barred it ought not to go to the court and be 
considered? 

Mr. DINGLEY. In the first place—— 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Answer the question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I was going to say that these cotton claims 
ought not even to be given recognition by Congress, because 
they are res adjudicata, having had their day and been rejected 
when the facts were fresh, on the ground that they are for cotton 
seized in the theater of war and as an act of war. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Then, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman another question. 

Mr. DINGLE Certainly. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. 


They are judg- 


Would you plead the statute of 
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limitations against anybody on account of an individual claim 
upon you? 

Mr DIN GLEY. Undoubtedly not, unless I regarded the claim 
against me as unfounded. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. But you will plead it when it in- 
volves the payment of money due by the Government? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ido not regard these cotton claims as any 
obligation of the Government. Moreover, these cases were ad- 
judicated when the facts were fresh and the witnesses living, 
and it is unjust to the Government to give them a readjudica- 
tion when the witnesses are dead. 

Now, if this Government is to enter upon the work of paying 
for all property that was seized by our armies during the war, 
especially where the owners were in the service or in sympathy 
with the Confederacy, then we might as well put the Govern- 
ment into insolvency at once. 

Mr. RAY. May I call the attention of the gentleman to the 
fact that the Government did atone time waive the statute of 
limitations in this very class of claims, and that it gave to these 
claimants an opportunity to come in and make their claims, and 
have them adjudicated? They did not avail themselves of the 
opportunity, and the time ran, and now they come in and ask to 
have another chance. 

Mr. BUNN. Was it right for them to waive the statute of 
limitations then? 

Mr. RAY. Well, the Congress having done it, I will assume 
that it was right; but I want to say—— 

Mr. BUNN. If it was right then, is it not right now? 

Mr. RAY. It does not argue for a single minute that because 
Congress, fifteen or twenty years ago, recognized the right of 
these claimants to be heard in court and waived the statute of 
limitations, and the claimants did not avail themselves of the 
law then enacted and the statute again ran, that Congress, every 
time a claimant comes in and makes aclaim, should again waive 
the statute of limitations, and give the claimantanother chance. 
You do not apply that rule in claims between private individ- 
uals. , Will you apply it to that class of cases against the Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. BUNN. I do not think the statute of limitations is a just 
and honest plea against individuals. 

Mr. RAY. During three Congresses I have sat here in my 
seat, and I have seen gentlemen on the other side oppose honest 
and just claims against this Government. I have seen it done 
in committee time and time again, simply because claims were 
outlawed, and upon the ground that the Government should 
never waive the statute of limitations. There ought to bea 
time when claims against the Government should be considered 
dead, presumed settled, or without merit, and the claimants 
barred frora further urging them. Such a rule is wise, and usu- 
ally works no injustice. In this case its enforcement will work 
no herm, but be productive of great good. 

Mr. KILGORE. I should like to make a parliamentary in- 

uiry. : 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. KILGORE. I should like to know who is entitled to the 


floor. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DING- 


LEY]. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have yielded to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Ray] for the time being. 

Mr. KILGORE. To allow him to make a speech? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes; if he desires to. 
aor. RAY. I now return the time to the gentleman from 

ne. . 
Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I should like toask 
the gentleman from Maine another question, as he is so kind in 
yielding. How old is this claim under consideration? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I donot know ee about that. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Thirty years 

Mr. DINGLEY. I do not know an — about that. 

: Mr. STONE of Kentucky. It originated during the war, did 
t not? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I presume so. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. The war of the rebellion. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I presume so. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Isit not a fact that the gentleman 
from Maine is iu favor of paying the French spoliation claims, 
which originated an hundred years ago? 

Mr, DINGLEY. Have I objected to this claim on account of 
its age? I object to it because it is one of a class of claims that 
arose from the action of ourarmiesin the South during the war 
in seizing property in a state of war, and that class of claims 
should be considered with some caution. And when it is pro- 
posed to open up a new class of claims ior Co to adjudi- 
cate and this Government to pay, it is time that we should stop 
for 2 moment and see what we are doing. 
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Mr. STONE of Kentucky. I should like to suggest to the 
gentleman that one of the opponents of this measure has made 
the point that this is an old claim. Now the gentleman from 
Maine says that it is a new claim, one of a new class of claims. 
Those of us who believe that these claims should go into the 
Court of Claims would like to see the opponents of the bill stand 
together. 

Mr. DINGLEY. My friend from Kentucky[Mr. STONE], who 
has referred tothe French spoliation claims, must be aware that 


| there is some distinction between a claim that had its origin in 


patriotism and in defense of the nation and a claim that had its 
origin in some opposite ground. The gentleman must bear in 
mind that when claims come here which are the claims of men 
who were disloyal during the war, and whose property was de- 
stroyed during the war, it is right that those claims should be 
examined with some degree of caution. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. I should like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. Under the substitute that is before the House now, the 
statute of limitations is not waived, but the Court of Claims will 
eventually report whether there are such facts as in its opinion 
should prevent us from claiming the benefit of the statute of 
limitations. 

Now, do you not think that if the Court of Claims should find 
that there are circumstances which should impel us to waive the 
statute of limitations, that that ought to be done? Admitting 
that this is a just claim—and if it is, the Court of Claims will so 
hold—and admitting that there are such facts as should impel 
us to waive the statute of limitations, do you not think that ought 
to be done? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, I will state to my friend—— 

Mr. BUNN. I will ask the gentleman from Maine if he will 
— so that I may move that the committee rise? It is getting 
ate. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will. 

Mr. BUNN. I move that the committee rise. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman [Mr. TATE] an- 
nounced that the noes seemed to have it. 

On a division there were—ayes 115, noes 16. 

Mr. ENLOE. No quorum. 

Mr. BURROWS. It does not require a quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN, It does not require a quorum ona motion 
that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HATCH, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House, ro that that committee had had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 724) for the relief of Hiram John- 
son and others, and had recommended that it be recommitted 
to the Committee on War Claims with instructions. 

The SPEAKER. The question is the recommendation of the 
Committee of the Whole. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. ENLOE. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 61, noes 52. 

Mr. ENLOE. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. KILGORE. I move, this being Friday evening, that the 
House now take a recess until 8 o’clock. First, I will ask unani- 
mous consent that the House do now take a recess. 

Mr. ENLOE. I object. 

Mr. KILGORE.: I move that the House now take a recess. 

Mr. ENLOE. I make the pointof order that the motion is not 
in order while the House is dividing. 

Mr. KILGORE. The House is not dividing. 

The SPEAKER. When the point of no quorum is pending 
the House can not take a recess. 

or KILGORE. Perhaps a quorum will vote upon that prop- 
osition. 

The SPEAKER. But there appears to be none here. The 
Chair will appoint astellers the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
ENLOE] and the gentleman from Michigan ree BuRROWS |]. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think we may as well have the yeas and 


nays. , 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gen: 

tleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] and the gentleman from 

Michigan [Mr. BuRROws]. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 108, nays 80, 
not voting 165; as follows: 

YEAS—108. 
Caldwell, 
am, 
Cockrel 
Cogswell, 
Coom 


Black, Ga. Curtis, Kans. 
Bowers, Cal. Curtis, N. Y. 
Bre Daniels, 
Davis, 

ey, 
Dolliver, 
Doolittle, 
Ellis, Oregon 








1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL 





Epes, Johnson, N. Dak. McLaurin, 
Everett, Kem, Neill, 
Fletcher, Kiefer, Newlands, 
Gardner, Kilgore, O'Neil, Mass. 
Geary, Kribbs, Outhwaite, 
Gillet, N. Y. Lacey, Page, 
Gillett, Mass. Lane, Paschal, 
Hager, Linton, Payne, 
Hainer, Lockwood, Pearson, 
Haines, Loudenslager, Perkins, 
Harris, Lucas, Phillips, 
Harter, Lynch, Pickler, 
Hatch, Maguire, Ray, 
Hepburn, Marsh, Richards, Ohio 
Hitt, Marvin, N. Y. Richardson, Mich. 
Hopkins, Il, McCall, Russell, Conn. 
Hunter, McCleary, Minn. Ryan, 
Ikirt, McEttrick, Sayers, 
Johnson, Ind. McKeighan, Shell, 
NAYS—80. 
Abbott, Cox, Izlar, 
Alderson, Crain, Jones, 
Alexiipder, Davey, Kyle, 
Baildr, De Armond, Lapham, 
Bell, Tex. Denson, Lawson, 
Berry, Dinsmore, Lester, 
Boatner, Durborow, Livingston, 
Branch, Edmunds, Maddox, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Ellis, Ky. Mallory, 
Bunn, English, Cal. Marshall, 
Cabaniss, English, N. J. Martin, Ind. 
Caminetti, Enloe, McCreary, Ky. 
Campbell, Erdman, McCulloch, 
Caruth, Goldzier, McDannold, 
Catchings, Goodnight, McDearmon, 
Causey, Grady, McKaig, 
Clark, Mo. Gresham, McMillin, 
Cobb, Ala. Heard, McNagny, 
Cooper, Fla. Henderson, N. C. McRae, 
Cooper, Tex. Hutcheson, Meredith, 
NOT VOTING—1665. 
Adams, Ky. Cummings, Hudson, 
Adams, Pa. Daizell, Hulick, 
Aldrich, De Forest, Hull, 
Allen, Dockery, Johnson, Ohio 
Apsley, Donovan, Latimer, 
Arnold, Draper, Layton, 
Babcock, Dunn, Lefever, 
Baldwin, Dunphy, Lisle, 
Bankhead, Fielder, Loud, 
Belden, Fithian, Magner, 
Bell, Colo. Forman, Mahon, 
Beltzhoover, Funk, McAleer, 
Bingham, Funston, McDowell, 
Black, Ill. Fyan, McGann, 
Blair, Gear, Meiklejohn, 
Biand, Geissenhainer, Mercer, 
Boen, Gorman, Milliken, 
Boutelle, Graham, Montgomery, 
Bower, N. C. Griffin, Moon, 
Brattan, Grosvenor, Morgan, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grout, Morse, 
Brickner, Grow, Murray, 
Brosius, Hall, Minn. Mutchler, 
Brown, Hall, Mo. Northway, 
Bryan, Hammond, Oates, 
Burnes, Hare, Patterson, 
Cadmus, Harmer, Paynter, 
Cannon, Ill. Hartman, Pence, 
Seas. Haugen, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Chickering, Hayes, Pigott, 
Childs, Heiner, Post, 
Clancy, Henderson, Ill. Powers, 
Clarke, Ala. Henderson, lowa Price, 
Cobb, Mo. Hendrix, Quigg, 
Cockran, Hermann, Randall, 
Coffeen, Hicks, Rayner, 
Compton, Hines, Reed, 
Conn, Holman, Reilly, 
Cooper, Ind. Hooker, Miss. Reyburn, 
Cornish, Hooker, N. Y. Ritchie, 
Covert, Hopkins, Pa. Robertson, La. 
Culberson, Houk, Robinson, Pa. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 


Sherman, 

Sipe, 

Springer, 
Stallings, 
Stone, C. W. 
Strait, 

Strong, 
Tawney, 
Taylor, Ind. 
Thomas, 
Tracey, 
Updegraf, 

Van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Warner, 
Williams, Il. 
Williams, Miss, 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wolverton. 


Meyer, 

Money, 

Moses, 

O'Neill, Mo. 
Pendleton, Tex. 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Robbins, 
Russell, Ga. 
Stone, Ky. 
Swanson, 
Talbert, S. C, 
Talbott, Md. 
Tate. 

Tucker, 
‘Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 


Tyler, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Wise 


Woodard. 


Rusk, 
Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 

Shaw, 

Sibley, 
Sickles, 
Simpson, 
Smith, 
Snodgrass, 
Somers, 
Sperry. 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 
Straus, 
Sweet, 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Terry, 
Turpin, 

Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Wanger, 
Washington, 
Waugh, 
Weadock, 
Wells, 

Wever, 
Wheeler, Ill. 
White, 
Whiting, 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Woomer, 
Wright, Mass. 
Wright, Pa. 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 
Mr. TURPIN with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. LAYTON with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
Mr. OATES with Mr. POWERS. 

Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. WHEELER of Illinois. 
Mr, CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 
Mr. HALL of Missouri with Mr. CHICKERING. 

Mr. BRICKNER with Mr. ADAMS of Kentucky. 

Mr. BROWN with Mr. MorsE. 

Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. WADSWORTH. 


Mr. HINES with Mr. WHITE. 


Mr. WEADOCK with Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. FORMAN with Mr. SMITH. 

Mr. LISLE with Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. 
Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 


This day: 


Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. MOON. 
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MUTCHLER with Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 
BANKHEAD with Mr. HIcKs. 
HAYES with Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. REILLY with Mr. CHILDs. 

Mr. RusK with Mr. LEFEVER. 

Mr. DOCKERY with Mr. RoBINSON of Pennsylvania. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr, DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the House now take a recess until 8 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. One moment. The Chair will lay before 
the House the following personal requests of members: 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted— 

To Mr. ALDERSON, for the evening, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. SIPE, for four days, on account of sickness in family. 

To Mr. SCRANTON, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland, from this evening's session, on 
account of sickness in family. 

To Mr. Coomss, for this evening, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. FIELDER, for ten days, on account of sickness of wife. 

To Mr. LEFEVER, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. WASHINGTON, for this evening, on account of sick- 
ness. 

To Mr. Coss of Alabama, for this evening, on account of sick- 
ness. 

To Mr. GEISSENHAINER, for two days, on account of public 
business. 

To Mr. CLANCY, for two days, on account of sickness in family. 

To Mr. CUMMINGS, for one day, on account of illness in family. 

To Mr. REILLY, Saturday and Monday, on account of{sickness 
in family. 
REPRINT OF BILL. 


At request of Mr. GOLDZIER, a reprint was ordered of the bill 
(H. R. 6842) to provide for the relief of aged and disabled letter- 
carriers. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker,I move that when the House ad- 
journ to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. COOPER 
of Indiana, left the House awhile ago feeling quite unwell, and 
I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. If the motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana |[Mr. ByNuM] should be adopted, what would be the 
effect on the rule providing for a pension session this evening? 

The SPEAKER. It will have no effect. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I hope the House will not 
adopt the motion of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. BURROWS. The motion is not debatable, I beiieve. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. BYNuM, the 
Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I[ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 60, noes 32. 

The SPEAKER. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. BYNUM. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I demand tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Speaker appointed Mr. ByNUM 
and Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported 33 in the 
affirmative. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr.Speaker,I make the point that a sufficient 
number have voted in the affirmative to order the yeas and nays. 
It requires only one-fifth of the last vote, and a sufficient num- 
ber have voted. 

The SPEAKER. But this is on the question whether the yeas 
and nays shall be ordered. 

Mr. BYNUM. It makes no difference how many vote on the 
other side. 

The SPEAKER. One-fifth of those present can order the yeas 
and nays. Those opposed will pass between the tellers. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask that the rule be read. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr.Speaker,I make the point that under the 
rule the House is obliged to take a recess when the hour of 5 
o’clock has arrived. 

The SPEAKER. That is the rule. 

a TUCKER. Then I make the point that that hour has ar- 
rived. 


Several MEMBERS. Let us have the rule read. 
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The SPEAKER. The hour of 5 o'clock having arrived, the 
House stands in recess until 8 o’clock this evening,. The gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. BROOKSHIRB] will perform the duties 
of the Chair at the evening session. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at8 o’clock 
p. m., and was called to.order by Mv. BROOKSHIRE as Speaker 
pro lempore. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is in session under 
clause 3 of Rule XXVI. 

Mr.MARTINocfIndiana. I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering bills 
on the Private Calendar, pursuant tothe rule just.cited by the 
Chair. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself inte Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. DockzRy in the chair. 


WARREN ALONZO ALDEN. 


The first business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2108) to 
perfect the military record of Warren Alonzo Alden. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is herety, auttior- 
ized and required to enter the name of Warren Alonzo Alden upon the roll 
of Company H of the Ninety-seeond Ohio Volunteer Infantry, with a.state- 
ment of the fact that he ——r 4 yt the United States in said organi- 
zation, commencing August 15, 1 and continuing until January'5, 1863. 

Suc. 2. That the Secretary of War be; and he ishereby, authorized and re- 
quired tocomple the record as to the services. of Warren. Alonzo Aiden in 
Company C, Fourth Independent Battalion Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, in which 
he served from July 10, 1863, until October 10, 1863. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

After line’6, section 2, insert: 

a ee ‘That no pay or allowance accrue On. accountof the passage of 
this act. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, [I do not 
rise for the purpose of consuming the time of this. body or to 
make anything like a speech. I desire to continue the service 
to-night along the line that we have been traveling all the week 
and from where we left off last Fridaynight. I do not desire, 
as T have said, in my own time to makea speech or to read any 
document; but I simply ask permission atthe outset of the meet- 
ing of the Committee of the Whole to-night to have extended 
in the RecoRD a portion of the second of a series of articles 
which have been published in the New York Times. It is only 
the first page I am asking tohave printed. There are four pages 
inall. Iam only asking to have printed.in the Rmcorp the first 

age—about seven columns. 

This will not. takeany time. I hope there will beno objection. 
It bears upon. the general subject of pensions. [ only desire to 

place it in the RecorpD forthe enlightenment of members of the 
iouse. Itis information gottenup carefully. It can not becon- 
troverted or gainsaid.. Itis.correct.. I do.not think gentlemen 
of this House ought te object. to information and light wu the 
subjectof ponsions. Theyshould desire all theinformation they 
can get, and for that-reason I ask 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, I wishtoaskthe gentleman a ques- 


tion. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Does-the gentlemam from: South Carolina 
yield? 
. Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Certainly. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Pending the request of the gentie- 
man to have this matter printed in the Rmecorp, let me ask 
whether or not it is his purpose to raise the point of no quorum 
after he has obtained permission to print. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I can not say as to that. 
Ld» not know what particular claims.may come up. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana.(imhisseat). Well, Mr. Chairman, 
I object to this going into the RECORD, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from South Carolina? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana, Mr. HULL and Mr. HOOKER of 
New York objected. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Well, Mr. Chairman, I 
maintain that this is germane to the subject.of pensions; and I 
think it is rather sing 

Mr. HULL. I rise to a point of order. The request of the 
gentleman has been passed upon; and L think the gentleman is 
now out of order. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Caroling. Well, Mr. Chairman, I 


wish to say that L am not here to be bulldozed by gentiemen from | 


the North or the South or the East or the West. 
Mr. HULL. I eall the gentleman to order. This is not a 
question of bulldozing-—— 
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_Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I came here to make a 
simple request of this body-—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. The gentleman has made his re- 

uest, and it has been objected to. That is all thereis about it. 

hat is the parliamentary status. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!”’] 

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HULL. Not on that question. 

Mr. TALBERT of SouthCarolina. I ask, Mr. Chairman, that 
the first page of this article be read by the Clerk. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the article? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. It is part of a series of 
articles being published in the New York Times bearing upon 
the subject of pensions. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is the most slanderous and untrue vilifi- 
cation ever published in the United States against the Union 
soldier, and [ object. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
man to produce his proof. 

Mr..PICKLER. It does not need any proof. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. It is certified to by the 
managers of the New York Times. I think the gentleman has 
made an assertion in which he can not. bear himself out. 

Mr. PICKLER. I denounce it as the: most slanderous vili- 
fication of Union soldiers ever published in this country. 

_ Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. And I say the gentleman 
is talking of something» he does not know anything about. 

Mr. PICKLER. You are cnly trying to slander the Union 
soldiers:when you make such assertions. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I deny it. 
man has uttered a falsehood pure and simple. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Icall the gentleman to order and demand 
that his words-be taken down. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina will 
take his seat.as required. by the rule, and the words will bewrit- 
ten out. The Chair will direct the Clerk first to read the rules 
bearing upon this subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

4. If any member, in speaking or otherwise, trans the rulesof the 
House theSpeaker may, or any member may, call. him to order, in which 
case he shall immediately sit down, unless permitted on motion of another 
member to explain, and the House shall, if appealed to, decide on: the case 
withoutdebate: if the decision isin favor of the member called to order he 
shall be at liberty to proceed, but not otherwise; and, if the case require ib, 
oe oe beliable to censure: or such punishment as the House may deem 

5. Ifa memberis-called to order for;words spokenin debate the member 
ealling him to ordershall indicate the words excepted to and they shall be 
taken down in writing at the Clerk’s desk and read aloud to the House; but 


he shall not.be held to answer, nor-be subject to: the censure of the House 
therefor; if further debate or other business has intervened. 


The CHAIRMAN. The-Clerk will now report the words ex- 
cepted to by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr: HEPBURN]. 

Mr. LATIMER. I move thatmy colleague beallowed to pro- 
ceed in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will first report the words. to 
which exception, has been taken. by the gentleman from Towa. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. [deny it. The gentleman has uttered a 
falsehood pure and.simple. 

Mr.. TALBERT of South Carolina. Now, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. Icall the gentleman from. South Carolina 
to order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina will 
resume his seat until the House has taken action upon the words 
excepted to. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Can notallof the language go:into the 
RECORD together; I mean that spoken by the gentleman from 
South Dakota that called forth this remark of the gentleman 
from South Carolina? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itwill all go.into the REcoRD. 

Mr. HULL. No.member has ealled for it. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I ask that the entire colloquy may go 
into the RECORD. 

TheCHAIRMAN,. The words of the gentleman from South 
Dakota can not be taken.down, because there has been interven- 
ing business, no demand being made for such action at the time. 

Mr. MOSES. I move thatthe gentleman from South Carolina 
be permitted to explain. 

Mr. RAY. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN, The:gentleman will state it. 

’ Mr. RAY. Would it bo in order to: have the words. of this 


L would like the gentle- 


The gentie- 


colloquy read? 


The CHAIRMAN. They have been read. 
Mr. RAY. - What I mean is the words of the gentleman from 


‘South Dakota that brought out this remark of the gentleman 


from South Carolina. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Without objection thatcan bedone. The 
Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman 
from South Carolina will be permitted to explain. 

Several MEMBERS. Let him proceed in order. 

Mr. HEPBURN. We have proceeded to other business. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the request was submitted, and the 
Chair stated that without objection it could be done, and there 
was no objection. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There is nothing objectionable in it except 
that it interferes with this other transaction. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated that without objection 
the words could be reported, and no objection was made. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Lobject. 

Several MEMBERS. Too late. 

Mr. MOSES. I appeal. to the gentleman from Iowa to allow 
the words to come in. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Consent has been given. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the words. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I interposed an objection 

The CHAIRMAN. But unanimous consent. was given to re- 
port these words. The Chair submitted the request to the com- 
mittee, and no objection: was made. 

Mr. HEPBURN. [I did, if the Chair please, make am objec- 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 
from Missouri rise? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Would it be in order or would a 
motion be proper to move to strike out both whatthe gentleman 
from South Dakota and the gentleman from South Carolina 
said? [Cries.of ‘‘ No!” ‘ Nol’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion would not bein order atthis 
time. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. One is just as bad as the other. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia moves that 
the gentleman from South Carolina ba permitted to explain. 

The question was taken, and. the Chairman announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HULL. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 59, noes 2. 

The CHAIRMAN. The ayes haveit, and the gentleman from 
South Carolina is permitted to explain. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I just 
simply asked to have this-article read ora portion of it; and 
after having made that request. the gentloman from South Da- 
kota stated positively that my object was simply to slander the 
old Unionsoldier. Inreply | simply stated that that was a false- 
hood. Lam sorry that Lhad tosayit. Itis true. [Laughter.] 
And if the gentleman will withdraw his remarks I am perfectly 
willing to withdraw niine, and we will proceed and go on our 
way rejoicing. Substantially one is just as unparliamentary as 
the other, and if the gentleman had not accused me of wanting 
to.slander old soldiers; which was not true, [ would not have 
stated what was true, that it. was.false when he said so. Now, 
that is—— 

Mr. BAKER.of. New Hampshire. L rise te a point. of order, 
and.ask: that the gentleman’s words be taken down. His expla- 
nation is just as offensive as his original language. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina will 
suspend his remarks. The gentleman from New Hampshire 
rises to.a question of order. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr.. BAKER of New Hampshire. My point of order is that 
the. explanation is- fully as oifensive as. the original language, 
and. L have demanded that his words-be taken down, 

Mr..LIVINGSTON. Lask that: the gentleman be allowed to 
proeeed with his explanation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can only be permitted to 
proceed in order. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. [ have risen and demanded 
that his words: be taken down. 

Mr. HULL. He hasreiterated the original words taken down; 
said they. were so,.and L object to his proceeding any further. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Reporter will write out the words. 





tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman objected after the 
order was made. The gentleman: from New York [Mr. Ray] 
asked that the words be reported,.and' the Chair stated that 
without objection they could be reported, and there was no ob- 
jection. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk: read as‘ follows: 

Mr. TALBERT of South: Carolina; And I say the gentleman is tallsing of 
something he does not. know anything abont. 

Mr. PICKLER. You.are only trying to slander the Union soldiers whenyou 
Make such assertions; 

Mr. 'TAGBERT:ot South Carolina. Ideny it. The gentleman has: uttered.a 
falsehood pure and simple. 

The CHAIRMAN. ThegentlemanfromGeorgia[Mr.Mosss] 
will now please state his motion again, 

Mr. MOSKS;. [move that the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. TALBERT] be permitted toexplain. 

Mr. HULL. What kind of an explanation.cam there: be? 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentlemanfrom Georgia{ Mr. Mosns] 
moves that his-colleague be permitted to explain. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr..BAKER.of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does. the gentleman 
from Georgia:[Mr. LIVINGSTON] rise? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON... [move to amend the motion.of my col- 
league {Mr. Moss], and! move that the gentleman from Seuth 
Carolina [Mr. TALBERT] be allowed to proceed in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The rule provides that if any member 
shall, in speaking or otherwise, transgress the rules of the [After a pause. | 25; Fis, oats 
House’the Speaker shall, or any member may, call him to order, Mr. MOS ES. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 
in which case he shall immediately sit down, unless permitted he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
on-motion of another member to explain. Mr. MOSES. L think the gentleman perhaps misunderstood 

Now, the motion offered by the gentleman from Georgia-[Mr. the gentleman from South Carolina. Is. it not in erder before 
MosEs] seems to be expressly provided for in the rule. The the words are taken down to ask that the gentleman be per- 
Chair thinks it isin order. The gentleman from.Georgia{Mr. | ™itted to explain before the words are read? | 
MoSEs] moves: that. the gentleman from South. Carolina [Mr. The CHALRMAN. The gentleman from New Hampshire de- 
TALBERT] bs-permitted to explain. On that, as the Chair un- | ™®nded thatthe words be taken down. . 
derstands, the: gentleman. from New Hampshire [Mr. BAKER] Mr. MOSES. The rule provides that he may be permitted to 
desires to be heard; but that motion, however, must be decided | ©*?!ein his: words, does: it not, before they are read from the 
without debate, under the rule. The. question is on the motion | 2¢s** Task for the reading of the rule. . 
of the gentleman from Georgia. The CHAIRMAN. Clause 5 of Rule XIV provides that— 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I want to raise a point of If ® member iS cailledito order for words spoken in debate; the member 
order. [submit that the first thing forthe Chair to do is tode- —— - — ee — ae a =— shay eel, be 
cide my point of order as to whetheror m0 the gentleman was in heutalF not be nel 00 anwar. 0 be ‘utdect 1 t ne consare of te Hibune 
order when he used the language that he indulged’in. There is | therefor, if further debate or other business has intervened. 
nothing to explain if he was in order, 








The CHAIRMAN. Clause 5 of the rule provides-—— Then another clause of the rule provides that the gentleman 
Mr. TALBERT of. South. Carolina. Mr. Chairman, may I be | May be:permitted to explain. The gentleman from South Car- 
permitted —— oliny was permitted to explain, but the gentleman from New 
Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I call the gentleman. from | Hampshire [Mr. BakER] makes: the point of order that the gen- 
South Carolina to order. tlemmun from South Carolina, in making his explanation, has 
The CHAIRMAN (after rapping: fororder). Clause. 5 of the | again transgressed the rules, and asks that his words be taken 
rule: provides as follows: down, and as soon as the reporters hand them up they will be 


If'a member is called to order for words spoken in debate, thie member ‘read from the Clerk's desk. 
calling him to order shall indicate the:words excepted to, and they shall be Mr. BYNUM. Mtr. Chairman—— 
taken down in writing at the Clerk’s desk, and read aloud to the House; but The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 
Heshall not be held to auswer, nor be subject to the censure of the House rise? 
therefor, if‘ftmther debate or other business has intervened. : r ‘ " 4 7 

Mr. BYNUM. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. The com- 

ow, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr.. HEPBURN] ealled tlie | mittee has no power to punisha member. All it couid do would 
gentlemanfrom South Carolina to order, and:demanded that the | be to report the words to the House, and that must be done 
words of the gentleman from South Carolina be: taken down. | without any intervening business. The motion of the gentle- 
That hasbeen done, and the Chair thinks that the motion thai | man from Georgia [Mr. Mosws] that the gentleman from South 
he be permitted to explain is in order, and not debatable. Carolina be allowed to proceed in order, being in the nature of 
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business, of course there can now be no report of the words 
made to the House, and there is nothing for the Chair to do ex- 
cept to require that the gentleman from South Carolina shall 

roceed in order. There has been no motion made to report 

im to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana is entirely 
correct in stating that the committee can not punish a member 
for an infraction of the rules. The words excepted to must be 
taken down and, if of sufficient gravity in the opinion of the 
committee to warrant action, they must be reported to the 
House for action. The committee itself can not punish a mem- 


r. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that possibly the 
Chair is inerror in saying that the committee has no power to 
punish amember. It has power to punish him at least so far as 
to refuse to allow him to proceed with his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa is correct in 
that statement, but the Chair did not intend to be understood 
as saying thatthe committee could not prevent the gentleman 
from continuing his remarks, if, in the opinion of the commit- 
tee, he was out of order. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I submit that that is for the Chair to de- 
termine, whether the words were parliamentary or not. That 
is the question now before the Chair. If the Chair holds that 
they are unparliamentary, then the motion to allow the gentle- 
man to explain, or to allow him to proceed in order, would be 
in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the 
gentleman from Iowa to the fact that there are two methods by 
which the committee can dispose of this question, and they seem 
to the Chair very clear. If a member in speaking transgress 
the rules and is called to order by a member on the floor, then 
it is the duty of the Chair to decide whether or not the remarks 
of the gentleman are in order, and if the Chair decides that 
they are not in order, then it is in order for the committee by 
motion to allow the  pemge rey to proceed. Clause 5 of Rule 
XIV, which has just been read, — another method. The 
grees may not only be called to order, but the demand may 

made, as it has been made in this instance, that his words be 
taken down; in which case they are to be read from the desk, 
and clearly, under the practice as the Chair recalls it, and from 
the language of ‘ue rule, it would seem to be, in this case at 
least, a —s for the committee to determine whether or not 
- gon eman should be permitted to proceed or whether he is 
h order. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman under the last call—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is notin order at this time except 
upon the point of order. The notes of the words objected to 
have not yet been transcribed. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, I am not positive upon the sub- 
ject, but it occurs to me that where a member is simply called 
to order, it is the duty of the Chair to admonish him to proceed 
in order, and that no motion is necessary in order to allow him to 


proceed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Undoubtedly that is correct. 

Mr. BYNUM. Where he has violated the rules of the com- 
mittee and is liable to be reported to the House for censure, then 
of course he can explain only by permission of the House. The 
proceedings in this case, however, do not seem to be under that 
rule, because no motion has been made to report the gentleman 
from South Carolina to the House, and if the Chair decides that 
the words used by the gentleman are not in order and thatif he 
proceeds he must proceed in order, it seems to me that there is 
all there is of it—simply that the Chair shall see that the gen- 
tleman proceeds in order. If there is to be no report made to 
the House of the words that are deemed objectionable—— 

The ance AN. The words have not yet been handed up to 
the desk. 

Mr. BYNUM. The first words objected to were read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first words were, and the gentleman 
from South Carolina was permitted, cn motion, to explain, and 
while proceeding with his explanation he was again called to 
order and on demand of the gentleman from New Hampshire 
the words excepted to were ordered to be taken down. The 
transcript is now at the desk, and the Clerk, under clause 5 of 
Rule , will report the words excepted to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. I just sim asked to 

articie read, or a portion of ond etter ving sabe that re- 


quest the tleman from South Dakota stated positively that ob; 
simply to slander “ee Union soldier. In z 
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Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, I move that the gentleman 
from South Carolina be allowed to proceed in order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Now, Mr. Chairman, I 
have not much ‘‘ proceeding” to do except to renew my request 
to have this article spread upon the records. 

Mr. PICKLER. Nr. Chairman, I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentle- 
aa South Carolina to submit a request for permission to 
prin 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I have withdrawn that 
request and will owe to read this myself. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I rise to a point of order. 
The reading of an article from a newspaper can not be in order 
as part of a personal explanation of improper words spoken in 
debate. The gentleman is out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina, on 
motion of the gentleman from Georgia, was allowed to proceed 
in order. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. To explain. 

The CHAIRMAN. No; that was not the motion. The mo- 
tion was that the gentleman from South Carolina be permitted 
to proceed in order. The gentleman will proceed in order. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I withdraw my request 
for the present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the bill reported by 
the Clerk. As many as are in favor of laying it aside witha 
favorable recommendation—— 

Mr. PICKLER. 1 desire to say in connection with this bill, 
and in connection with what has transpired, that I am in favor 
of the ee of the bill. I think what the gentleman from 
South Carolina offered had no bearing on it. know that the 
New York Times is slandering and vilifying the soldiers. The 
gentleman from South Carolina has vilified the soldiers every 
evening this session. I think that is his object; and [ hold it in 
utter contempt. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I call the gentleman to order and ask 
that his words be taken down. 

The CHAIRMAN (the words having been written out by the 
Reporter). The Clerk will report the words of the gentleman 
from South Dakota. ‘ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The peutiomen from South Carolina has vilified the soldiers every even- 
ing Ssession. I think that is his object; and I hold it in utter contempt. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I ask, Mr. Chairman, whether the Re- 
— is not wrong as to asingle word. Did not the gentleman 

rom South Dakota say, ‘‘I hold him in utter contempt?” 

The CHAIRMAN. The words as reported at the desk were 
an down by the Reporter. The Chair has no other informa- 
tion. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I move that the gentleman from 
South Dakota be allowed to proceed in order. 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not ask to proceed; I have nothing to 
take back. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I move that the committee rise, 
for the purpose of making a motion in the House for a call of 
the House. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. MARTIN of In- 
diana, it was not agreed to, there being—ayes 23, noes 46. 

The CHAIRMAN. The questionis on laying the bill aside to 
be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

CELESTIA P. HARTT. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill [H. R. 5351) 
granting a pension to Celestia P. Hartt: 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pu ce on the pension roll the name of Celestia P. 
Hartt, widow of Samuel T. Hartt, late naval constructor, and allow her a 
pension equal to that allowed officers in the Navy of the grade of captain. 


The report (by Mr. TAWNEY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5351) 
gran a pension to Celestia P. Hartt, submit the follo report: 
The t is the widow of Samuel T. Hartt, who at me of his 
death, and for twelve zane prior thereto, was a naval constructor in the 
ted States Navy. © records of the Navy De ment show that he 
a@ naval J 5, 1847, and served as such at the 
and Pensacola, Fla., and that he died at Norfolk, 
the naval service, May 10, 1859. 
claim of the widow has been rejected because of the fact that at that 
time naval constructors were civilian gt hee but it is shown that by Con- 
gressional legislation enacted July 25, 1866, naval constructors and first and 
second assistant enapnents were given rank and pay as officers of the Navy. 
It is shown by evidence satisfactory to your committee that the officer 
died from disease resulting from ey exposure attending the 
aoe to =. weer nee - the cane eee oD 18a, in the waters i 
esapeake Bay early morning of January com 8 
crew and to take to small boats at that in ements season of the 
year; that he was a passenger on said steamer and was returniy’y to his 


- 
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station at the Norfolk navy-yard from Washington, D. C., whither he had 

one on business connected with his official duties; that he lived less than 
five months after this catastrophe, leavi a widow, the claimant, who has 
ever since remained his widow, and five of his children, all under 8 years of 
age, torear, with an embarrassed estate, practically yielding no revenue to 
her. 

The facts presented show that had the officer survived a few years and then 
died the title of his widow under the general pension laws would have been 
indefeasible, and, as it is shown that his death was due to disease contracted 
by him in performance of his duty, thus rendering the Government respon- 
sible for his premature death, your committee believe that she should have 
the benefit of the legislation subsequently enacted for the benefit of this 
class of officers and their widows. 

Besides, it is shown that the claimant is over 63 years of age, in impaired 
health, and with no adequate source of subsistence. 

The passage of the bill granting a pension as of the grade of naval con- 
Aree, eee rank of captain, United States Navy (830 per month), is rec- 
ommen 5 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this bill will be 
laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

Mr. MADDOX. I wish to inquire whether this bill has not 
already been unfavorably passed upon by the Committee of the 
Whole? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It has not been. 
two meetings of the committee. 

Mr. MADDOX. Who introduced the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair). The bill 
was introduced by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TYLER]. 

Mr. TYLER. The gentleman from Minnesota[Mr. TAWNEY] 
is correct, I think. The bill has not been passed on unfavorably; 
but the committee refused to report it favorably, and I withdrew 
it. Ido not think that displaces it from the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is the next bill on the Calendar for 


It has been passed over at 


consideration. If there be no objection, it will be laid aside to 
be reported favorably to the House. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion. 


Mr. BYNUM. I understood a motion was made at a previous 
meeting of the committee, and voted down, to report this bill 
favorably. 


The CHAIRMAN. But the bill retained its place on the Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It was passed over without prejudice. Itre- 
tained its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. PICKLER. Idemand the regular order. The bill has 


been laid aside. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside 
to be reported favorably to the House. 

Mr. PICKLER. That order has already been made. 

The CHAIRMAN. When? 7 

Mr. PICKLER. Just now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is correct. 
heard no objection; and it was so ordered. 


CORNELIA DE PEYSTER BLACK. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3156) for 
a pension to Cornelia de Peyster Black, widow of Henry M. 
Black, late colonel of the United States Army, deceased. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, the bill just read was introduced 
by Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, who was called away to-night, 
_ asked me to request that it be passed over without preju- 

ce. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
be mude. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MADDOX. I wish toask, Mr. Chairman, what became 
of the other bill I raised the point of order on? 

The CHAIRMAN. It was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it pass. 

Mr. MADDOX. I think nobody understood that in the House. 
oo CHAIRMAN. It was stated plainly by the Chair to the 

ouse. 

Mr. MADDOX. The House never voted on it, and we never 
heard the question submitted. 

Mr. TYLER. The vote was unquestionably taken. The 
Chairman stated that if there be no objection the bill would be 
laid aside. No objection was made. 

Mr. MADDOX. If Iam in order, I move to reconsider that 
action. I do this for the reason that I am sure the House, when 
it understands the bill, will not consent to let it pass. It is the 
establishment of a precedent we can not afford to establish. 

Mr. TYLER. The bill has already passed, and a motion to 
reconsider in committee would not be in order. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thatiscorrect. The gentleman will have 
luis remedy in the House. 


MARY E. TRICKEY. 


The Clerk will report the next bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 1196) to restore Mary E. Trickey and children of Hartwell M. 
Tickey to the pension rolls. 


The Chair 


If there be no objection, thatforder will 
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Let us have the reading 





Mr. JONES and Mr. STALLINGS. 
of the report accompanying that bill. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, that bill was in- 
troduced by the gentleman from Ohio[Mr. OUTHWAITE]. He is 
not present, and I ask that it be laid aside without prejudice, so 
that he may be here to take care of it. It is a bill in which he 
is interested. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
of the bill. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. 


There may be no objection to the passage 


[ think there will be. 


Mr. JONES. Before I conclude not to object I wish to aska 
question as to the parliamentary status of the bill. When that 
matter was up at the last pension night, the gentleman from 


Ohio said he would withdraw the bill. There being some objec- 
tion made as to the want of a quorum, the bill was withdrawn, 
and I understood that to be the end of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. But it still remained on the Calendar. 

Mr. JONES. Could that be done without unanimous consent? 
Mr. CURTIS of New York. No objection was raised. 

The CHAIRMAN. Inthe absence of objection, this bill will 
go over for the present, retaining its place upon the Calendar. 

There was no objection. 

MARCELLUS PETTITT. 

The next business of the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
the relief of the widow and heirs of Marcellus Pettitt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in adjudicating a claim of the widow and 
heirs of Marcellus Pettitt, of Company G, Twenty-first Missouri Infantry 
Volunteers, the fatal disease of the soldier, contracted in active service with 
the State troops prior to muster into the United States service, shall be 


deemed and admitted as having been contracted in the line of duty in the 
United States service. 


Mr. JONES. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. MARTIN) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 3722 


granting a pension to the widow and heirs of Marcellus Pettitt, and submit 
the following adverse report: 

There is no record of the military service of this soldier, Marcellus Pettitt. 
A special act was passed in 1891 to place his name on the rolls of the Twenty- 
first Missouri Infantry, to date from February 1, 1862. The widow's claim 
for pension was then rejected by. the Pension Bureau on the ground that the 
disease (measles) of which soldier died, February 10, 1862, was contracted 
prior to his entering the service, as fixed by the special act. 

The widow has long since remarried toa Mr. Ruth, who is living. 
daughter of the soldier is over 30 years of age and also married. The pur- 
pose of this bill is to give pension to the former widow for the period be- 
tween the death of the soldier and her remarriage, and to the daughter from 
the mother’s remarriage until she became 16 years of age. This would be 
an aggregate sum of considerable amount in each case. it would be arrears 
of pension, pure and simple, and not in any sense a present pension for re- 


9 oo 


vie 


) for 


The one 


lief of — necessity—in fact, it does not appear that any present neces- 
sity exists. 

The law (section 4720, Revised Statutes) provides that pension under spe- 
cial act, unless otherwise provided in the act itself, shall begin from the ap- 


proval of such special act, and it has long been the policy of Congress not 
to favorably consider any private legislation the effect of which would be to 
grant arrears of pensionin any form whatever. 

For these reasons, which appear to be well founded, your eommittee rec- 
ommend that the bill do Iie on the table. 


VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 


The minority of the Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the 
bill to pension the widow and heirs of Marcellus Pettitt (H. R. 3722), and sub- 
mit the following report: 

In 1891, by special act of Congress, the nameof Marcellus Pettitt was placed 
on the muster rolls of the Twenty-first Missouri Infantry, to date from Feb- 
ruary 1, 1862, on the following statement of facts in the report of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs: 

“Tn 1861 two regiments of Missouri Home Guards were called into active 
service and performed considerable active duty. They were calied the First 
and Second N. E. Missouri Volunteers. These two regiments were consoll- 
dated in 1862 and mustered into the United States service as the Twenty-first 
Missouri Volunteers. 

‘* Marcellus Pettitt enlisted in the First N. E. Missouri Volunteers about Oc- 
tober 1, 1861, and served in said regiment until the last week in January, 
1862. On or about February |, 1862, said regiment was mustered in as a part 
of the Twenty-first Missouri Volunteer Infantry. That said Marcellus Pet- 
titt, at the time his regiment went to Canton, Mo., to be mustered in, was left 
behind at Memphis, Mo., in hospital sick with measles, and that he was un- 
able to go to Canton, Mo., for muster with his regiment. That said Marcel- 
lus Pettit died of measles February 10, 1862, at Memphis, Mo., in hospital. 
That he was not mustered in with his comrades because of his illness. 
These facts appear from evidence filed in the Pension Office and supple- 
=e by statement of Mr. LACEY, member of the House of Representa- 
tives.”’ 

The widow's claim for pension was rejected November 3, 1891,on the 
ground that the soldier's fatal disease, ‘‘ measles,” originated prior to com- 
mencement of his service as fixed by the special actof Congress, there being 
no record of his service in the organizations which were consolidated to 
make the Twenty-first Missouri Infantry. 

It thus appears that the special act referred to has failed of its purpose, 
to give the soldier’s widow and children a pensionable status, and the pur- 
pose of this present bill is to carry into effect the intent of the former act. 

The widow having remarried to one Ruth, the pensionable status would 
cease at date of remarriage. She filed her claim in due time, and the only 
reason why her claim was not allowed under the general law was because 
of the failure of her husband to be formally mustered into the United States 
service before contracting his disease, altho 


h he had for several months 
been e in actual service in the field wit 


his command. 


We, the minority, respectfully recommend the passage of the Dilil, as it 
only carries out the manifest intention of the yutty-Gre8 Com ro ian, 
OH) ", LACEY. 


J. A. PICKLER, 
L. M. STRONG, 
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Mr. JONES. I understand that bill was reported adversely. 

The CHAIRMAN. Having been reported adversely, it will 
lie vn the table, if there be no objection. 

Mr. LACEY. I move that it be laid aside with a favorable 
report. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa objects, and 
the question will be on the motion he has submitted. 

Mr. JONES. I moveas asubstitute that it be reported to the 
the House with the recommendation that it do lie on the table. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, this bill was before the com- 
mittee, I think, two weeks ago to-night, and we had two votes 
on it. The first vote was had before a full discussion of the mat- 
ter, and later on a discussion was had on the bill. 
first vote the majority of the committee were in favor of laying 
it aside with an adverse recommendation, but on a further ex- 
planation a majority, I think, of one or two, the committee being 
nearly equally divided, was in favor of laying it aside with a 
favorable recommendation. The question of no quorum was 
raised and the matter went over. 

There are one or two additional points that I think ought to 
be explained, and in view of the fact that a number of members 
are here to-night who were not present on the former occasion 
I will endeavor briefly to explain the bill. In the first place, I 
ask the Clerk to read a bill which was passed by the Fifty-first 
Congress, which en@eavored to give relief in this matter. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 


An act to correct the military record of Marcellus Pettitt. 


Bett enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of War is empowered 
and directed to enter the name of Marcellus Pettitt upon the muster rolls 
of Company G, nis Missouri Infantry Volunteers, from the Ist day 
of February, 1862, to the 10th day of February, 1862, the latter date being the 
date of his death and his muster having been prevented by his fatal illness. 

Approved February 18, 1891. 


Mr. LACEY. Now, when that bili was passed it was under- 
stood that it would be effective to facilitate the allowance of the 
claim then on file in favor of this pensioner and her minor chil- 
dren. The soldier died on the 9th of February, 1862, of measles 
contracted in the service ‘and in the line of duty. I ‘hold in my 
hand a report from Dr. Ainsworth, chief of the Record and Pen- 
sion Division, to Senator COCKRELL, in the Fifty-first Congress, 
in which ‘he makes this statement: 

WAR DPPARTMENT, Decernber 18, 1890. 
Hon. F. M. CocKRELL: 


Company G, Twenty-first Missouri Infantry, was mustered In February 
1, 1862, at Canton, Mo., for three years or during the war. Some ofthe mem- 
bers of this co y were enrolled as early as June 15, 1861, but none mus- 
tered in prior to February 1, 1862, 

F. C. AINSWORTH, 
Captain and Assistant Surgeon. 


The exact date of the enlistment of this soldier does not ap- 
pear, for reasons which I willexplain. But itis probable that he 
was enlisted early in the summer. Most of these men served 
from June, 1861, until the date of their muster, the Ist day of 
February, 1862, when the regiment became the Twenty-lirst 
Missouri Infantry, Col. Moore’s regiment, a very gallant regi- 
ment that served three or four years after that. 

‘When this bill was passed the claims were called up in the 
Pension Office and Gen. Raum decided that the bill was not suf- 
—— to ia out the purpose of Congress, for the reasons which 

will read. 

His decision is shown in the following letter written by the 
present deputy commissioner: 


ors, No. 163090, Marcellus Pettitt, Co G, Twenty-first Regiment 
{Min , mark ’ ity g 


BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
C., October 13, 1893. 
Sir: In response to your personal inquiry relative'to the pension claim 
of the minor children ar the above-named soldier, I have the ‘honor to ad- 
vise you as follows: This claim was rejected November 8, 1891, on the 
= that the .oldier’s fatal disease (measles) originated prior to his en- 
en 


t, 
This action ‘was based upon the records of the War Department, which 
fail to show enrollment or muster into service in any organization prior to 
February 1, 1862, when, by special act of Congress approved February 13, 
1891, his service was made to commence. 
It “Te Twenty-tret Missourt Intantry) Was mnusbered. into ser 
t 
-firs' 


DEPARTMENT OF THE 


his the -first Missouri Infantry) was mustered into serv- 
1862, and that he died of said Gisease 10, 
The zations, which 


Twen 
8 of the two organi 
t Missouri Infan 


Hon.J. F. Lacey, 
House of Representatives. 
Therefore, 2s the record fails to show that he belonged to 
either of these organizations prior to the Ist day of February, 
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they held that his disability was not contracted in the service. 
Evidence has since been filed showing that as a matter of fact 
he was in the service long before that time, and that his disa- 
bility was contracted in the service and in the lineof duty. His 
widow’s claim was filed soon after his death, and has been pend- 
ing ever since, undetermined and undisposed of, and Congress 
endeavored to allow that claim by ordering a remuster of the 
soldier to take effect at the same date as that of the balance of 
hiscommand. There was no roll made at that time of the 
Twenty-first Missouri. There were no rolls made of these 
militia companies that became the Twenty-first Missouri; but 
after the lst day of February a commission was appointed. I 
think Senator Henderson was the chairman of that commis- 
sion. That commission sat in the city of St. Louis and made up 
the rolls of this regiment and other Missouri regiments, and 
upon those rolls these men were paid for their services from 
the month of June, 1861, down to the date of their muster into 
the service. 

But this poor fellow was not there to apply to be put upon the 
rolls. He had died in the service, and the rolls are defective 
in this, that they fail to record his name and the service which 
other evidence shows he performed in the line of duty. He lost 
nis life in defense of his country. He lost his life in this man- 
ner, and the only reason why his heirs can not get the benefit 
of the law, and of the act of Congress passed for the purpose of 
carrying out that law, is the failure to have his name entered 
propeeny upon the rolls by the commission that made up those 
rolls. 

It is said, however, by the majority of the committec that 
this is a question of arrears of pension, and that it is against the 

licy of the committee, and has been against the policy of this 

Touse and of previous Congresses, to grant special acts where 
the effect of those acts is merely to give arrears of pensions. 

But this is not a question of arrears in this case. This claim 
was filed immediately after the death of the soldier. Ithas been 
pending up to this time. It isan adjudication of a claim that 
was filed in due time. Congress sought to have it allowed in 
such a way that it would cover whatever allowances were duc 
to this widow up to the time of her remarriage, and to the child 
up tothe time that it became 16 years of age. It would amount 
to several hundreds of dollars, and they have been kept out of 
it all this time simply by the failure to make proper entrics 
upon the rolls regarding the service of this regiment. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I think that this House ought to allow 
this claim. It is not an ordinary case of arrears. It is an ex- 
ceptional case. 

ir. LIVINGSTON. How much is involved in it? 

Mr. LACEY. Several hundred dollars; five or six hundred 
dollars, think. I have not computed theamount. I move that 
the bill be laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 

_ Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, here is a claim—— 

Mr. Martin of Indiana rose. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Does the Chair recognize me? 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Georgia does not 
object, the Chair will first recognize the gentleman from Indi- 
ana |Mr. MARTIN], chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I will yield tothe gentleman from Indi- 


ana. 

Mr. MARTIN ofIndiana. Mr. Chairman, I beg the very care- 
ful attention of the House for just a few moments. This isa 
bill which I will ask the privilege of reading: 


Be it enacted, etc., Thatin adjudicating the Yvan claim of the widow and 
heirs of Marcellus Pettitt, of Company G, nty-first Missouri Infantry 
Volunveers, the fatal disease of the soldier, contracted in active service with 
the State _—— ior to muster into the United States service, shall be 
deemed andi admitted as having been contracted in the line of duty in the 
United States service. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, the committee will at once see that this 
is not a bill to provide for a pension for a widow or heirs in the 
future. When this bill was under consideration before the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, it was gone into carefully, and the 
majority ordered an adverse report. That report was made by 

self, on behalf of the majority,and the minority of the com- 
mittee have made a minority report. Now the question comes 
clearly to this, shall this committee recommend to the House 
the of a bill, the effect of which will not be to give to 
this widow nor to this daughter a penny of pension for the future? 

It ly provides for the payment to the widow of a lump 
sum, to be calculated from the 10th day of os 1862. The 
date is fixed in the bill reported from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to which my colleague [Mr. LACEY] has referred. 
The pension would have aid from that date until the time 
the widow remarried and to the daughter for the same period, 
whatever would have come to her as an heir. Now, let me put 
this question to the committee. Are youready here and now 








1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


4207 








by your recommendation to break down a precedent which has 
been established in this House and adhered to for year after year 
never toal!dw arrears of pension in a special bill? 

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Let me get a little further, so as 
not to break the line of my thought. 

Mr. MARSH. I wish to ask the gentleman a question in that 
connection. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Suppose now that this widow had 
never remarried and that the daughter never married, and they 
were applying fora pension and it had been rejected at the 
Pension Office on the grounds of the rejection of the case here. 
Suppose that they came to Congress and asked it to pass a pri- 
vate bill and give the widow and daughter a pension on account 
of the death of the husband and father, would this committee 
be impressed favorably with the recommendation from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions in not granting that pension for fu- 
ture years, but that it should reach back to the 10th day of Feb- 
ruary, 1862? If the committees will recollect 

Mr. LACEY. May I ask my colleague a question? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LACEY. Why not? If the claim was filed away back in 
1862, and been pending all this time with nothing but a tech 
nical objection to its allowance, and that technical objection was 
removed by making a correction, why not allow the pension{rom 
that date? Is it not enough that he has been kept out of a pen- 
sion for all these years? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 





Now, Mr. Chairman, she never has 
had any legal status for obtaining a pension. I do not mean to 
reflect in any way upon this woman or her daughter. I am 
simply insisting that this House shall not depart from a prece- 
dent established for years and years. If you depart from it in 
this case, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, every member of this 
House who introduces a private pension bill to allow an increase 
of pension, if it has been rejected three years ago or one year 
ago, he will have the same reason to ask that you grant a favor- 
able report in such a case, and that you date the pension back 
to the time of the rejection, asin this case it is asked to date 
back to the date of the death of the soldier. 

Mr. MARSH. I understand you to say that this lady had no 
legal status for a pension. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. She had not. 

Mr. MARSH. Of course, if she had a legal status she would 
not be applying here. The question for this House to determine 
is whether she had an equitable status. It is on the equity 
of this case that she appeals to this House. Now, will my friend 
from Indiana, whom I know is generous and fair ordinarily, 
and I believe desires to be so in this case—will he address him- 
self, not to the legal status of this lady, but to her equitable 
claim. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I will. 

Mr. MARSH. Shefiled herclaim for pension so soon after the 
death of her husband asshe reasonably could, and she has main- 
tained the prosecution of that equitable claim, having no legal 
status, up to the present date; and she is here before Congress 
simply because, as the gentleman charged awhile ago, she has 
no legal status; but I believe she has an equitable status, and it 
is to the equity of the case that I wish my friend from Indiana to 


address himself. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I will. Now, Mr. Chairman and 
——_ I am glad that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 

ARSH] has brought that squarely up. I hold in my hand here 
a bill which has been favorably recommended by this committee, 
and has passed the House to-day, that grants a pension toa man 
who was not an enlisted soldier, but who was wounded in battle 
while serving as a soldier back in 1863. That bill did not pro- 

ose to go back tothe time of hisinjury. If this woman should 

ave an equitable claim that ought to enforce itself upon this 
House, how much more should this man, who was wounded in 
battle, be allowed by this committee and this House a pension 
© date back to the date of his wounds. 

Mr. MARSH. Allow me to suggest to my friend that if this 
lady had remained a widow the point that he makes against her 
would not now be made. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana... Why? ; 

Mr. MARSH. And I submit to the gentleman that it isa 
point that ought not to be made. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Why? 

Mr. MARSH. It ought not to be made for several reasons, 
among other becauseanything that interferes with the marriage 
— a the contracting of it is contrary to public policy. 

ughter. 
(hene MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I think the com- 
mittee pretty fully understands this question, and I do not desire 
to occupy much more time. I do, however, want this subject 








fairly understood so that this committee shall act this evening 
with its eyes open. If this woman had remained a widow, I re- 
peat again, she could not have been pensioned through the Pen- 
sion Office at this time. She is denied a pension, not on the 
ground that she has remarried, but on the ground that her 
husband did not incur the disease from which he died in the 
service. Therefore, if she were to apply to-day as a widow who 
had never remarried the Committee on Invalid Pensions would 
not have reported the bill to date back to the death of her hus- 
band, and if they had reported a bill to give arrears, I believe 
that this Committee of the Whole and the House of Representa- 
tives would have reminded them that they were departing from 
the precedents which have so long bound us. 

Now, I desire to make myself plainly understood on this qu 
tion. When the time comes for the passage of a biil granting 
arrears of pensions, let it come first to the old soldiers by a gen- 
eral bili. Letit not come by private bills granting, either to 
the individual soldier here and there, to the widow, to the de- 
pendent parents here and there, to the children here and there 
in a fewspecial cases, arrears of pension which have been denied 
to so many hundreds of thousands of old soldiers under the gen- 
eral laws of our country. 

Mr. JOHNSON ofIndiana. I wishtosuggest to my colleague 
thatthe gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MARSH] seems to take 
this case out of the plea that iv involves arrears of pensions, by 
citing the equity arising from the fact that the application of 
the claimant was made longago. The gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. MARTIN] has cited in alleged analogy the case of 1 man 
who was pensioned this afternoon; I wish to ask him when that 
man made his application for pension? How far back? 

Mr. BRETZ. I will say to the gentleman that that man made 
his application in the Pension Office some three or four years 
ago, and it was rejected. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I desire to ask theattention of my 
colleague from Indiana |Mr. JOHNSON] to this point: Where a 
person who has no legal status makes an application which un- 
der the law that person is bound to know can not beallowed, the 
mere fact of making that application which the law does notau- 
thorize does notadd anything toward creating an equity, whethe 
it be in the case of the man pensioned to-day for wounds or the 
case of this woman who had no legal status, and whose applica- 
tion was rejected on that ground. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I was simply trying to ascertain 
how far the analogy would hold; I was not undertaking to pass 
at all upon the strength of the equity in this case. 

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Chairman, I desire to put this case to my 
friend from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN]. This lady made her appli- 
cation for pension some time in 1862,I understand. Now, if she 
is entitled to any consideration at all from this Government, she 
is entitled to it from that date. Then and there her rightarose. 
Then and there her equity arose, if she has any equity, and if 
the record of that regiment showed the facts as the evidence in 
this case shows them to exist, that her husband enlisted in 
June, 1861, that he served in one, two, or three engagements in 
1861, and, in theline of his duty, was taken sick and died—and 
for the want of that showing this soldier was not responsible, 
but his officers were—if that record had shown what the facts 
indicate that it should have shown, then, under the law as it 
now stands, this lady would have been entitled to pension from 
the time that she made her application in 1863. Therefore I 
submit to the gentleman from Indiana and to this committee 
that the question of arrearages is not really involved here. If 
this application had been made within the Lest year, or within 
the last five years, and then a proposition had been made that 
the pension should date back to 1863, that would be a demand 
for arrears; but her application was filed in 1863, and it was then 
that her equity arose, if there is any equity at all. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEy]. 

Mr, LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask the gentleman whether 
it is not true that under the act applying to Missouri militia, 
this case was fully covered, and whether this woman and her 
child would not have been entitled to pension but for the de- 
fect in the record, in consequence of which the claim could not 
be put through until the limitation of the 4th of July, 1874, had 
barred it, although it has been on file long before that time? 
Is not that correct? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I hardly understand that such was 
the case, for this reason: This soldier never was mustered 

Mr. LACEY. But under the Missouri act, to which refer- 
ence has been made, muster was not required if the service was 
with troops. In that case, the party was entitled to pension, 

rovided the claim was proved up and allowed prior to July 4, 
874. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 

mustered? 





Without the soldier having been 
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Mr. LACEY. Yes,sir. I refer the gentleman tosection 4722 has no jurisdiction, and if the committee allows the claim it isa 


of the Revised Statutes, reading as follows: 

The provisions of this Title are extended to the officers and privates of the 
Missouri State militia, and the provisional Missouri militia, abled by rea- 
gon of injury received or disease contracted in the line of duty while such 
militia was coOperating with United States forces, and the widow or chil- 
dren of any such person, dying of injury received or disease contracted under 
the circumstances herein set forth, shall be entitled to the benefits of this 
Title. But the pensions on account of such militia shall not commence prior 
to the 3d day of March, 1873. 

After July 4, 1874, these claims had to be proved up and al- 
lowed under another provision. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. As this special act has been re- 
ferred to I desire to send to the desk and have read the report 
upon which that act was reported by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and passed by the House in a previous Congress. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
11766) to correct the military record of Marcellus Pettitt, —- as follows: 

In 1861 two regiments of Missour! Home Guards were called into active® 
service avd ore considerable active duty. They were called the First 
and Second N. E. Missouri Volunteers. These two regiments were consoli- 
dated in 1862 and mustered into the United States service as the Twenty- 
first Missouri Volunteers. 

Marcellus Pettitt enlisted in the First N. E. Missouri Volunteers about 
October 1, 1861, and served in said regiment until the last week in January, 
1862. On or about February 1, 1862, said regiment was mustered in as a part 
ofthe Twenty-first Missouri Volunteer Infantry. That said Marcellus Pet- 
titt, at the time his regiment went to Canton, Mo., to be mustered in, was 
left behind at Memphis, Mo., in hospital sick with measles, and that he was 
unable to go to Canton, Mo., for muster with his regiment. That said Mar- 
ceilus Pettitt died of measles February 10, 1862;at Memphis, Mo., in hospital. 
That he was not mustered in with his comrades because of his illness. 
These facts appear from evidence filed in the Pension Office and supple- 
manne by statement of Mr. LACEY, member of the House of Representa- 

ve: 

, Your committee recomend that the bill be 
that the record of the —- shail show said 
with his regiment as of February 1, 1862. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe I 
shall not undertake to occupy the time of the House longer. The 
question I put to this committee squarely is this: Are you will- 
ing to recommend to the House the passage of a private bill 
which does not grant a pension to operate in the future, but 
which grants the remarried widow of a soldier and her married 
daughter a sum in gross from the date of the death of the hus- 
band and father up to the time of the remarriage, these persons 
not being shown in any manner or form by the report in the 
case, if I recollect correctly—either the majority or the minority 
report—— 

{r. MARSH rose. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 
have yielded as much as I can, and Iam about throu As I 
was about to say, there is no statement of either the majority or 
the minority report showing the poverty of these persons. It 
seems to me there is nothing in this case that ought to appeal 
to the sympathy of the House to grant that which we have uni- 
versally refused tograntheretofore. [Criesof ‘‘ Vote!” nul 

Mr. LANE. I desire to raise on this bill the plea of want o 
jurisdiction. This case can not legitimately be considered in 
this Committee of the Whole. The rule under which we are 
operating does not permit this class of claims to be passed upon 
by this committee. 

Mr. PICKLER. I raise the point that the gentleman is out 
of order. He can not raise the question of consideration after 
the bill has been discussed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The a is proceeding to state his 
point of order; and the Chair can not hear another point until 
the gentleman has concluded his statement. 

Mr.LANE. I am-addressing myself tothe jurisdiction of this 
committee. I want to show that this committee has no right to 
allow this claim; and if it passes it, the action is a nullity, be- 
cause tue House has not given the committee the power todo it. 
That is the point I make. If the claim were before the House 
and we were not acting under a special order, then as a matter 
of course the House could do what it +" see proper about it. 
But this Committee of the Whole and the Pension Committee 
itself have no jurisdiction ofthis claim. Thisis aclaim in gross, 
for a total amount; and it should have gone to the Committee 
on Claims or the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. STALLINGS. It is not a pension claim at all. 

Mr. LANE. No, it is not a pension claim at all. We can not 
allow this widow a pension because she is already married, and 
we can not allow her children pensions because they are over 
age. So if you allow anything you must allow a gross amount, 
which must come from the Committee on Claimsor War Claims. 
You have no jurisdiction of the matter at all. I said that I en- 
tered a plea to the jurisdiction of the committee. 

Mr. INGSTON. You said you raised a question against 
the consideration of it. 

Mr. LANE. I did notmeanthat. I meanta plea to the juris- 
diction of the committee. I make the point that the committee 


sed with an amendment so 
Marcellus as being mustered 


I beg the gentleman's yee I 
gh. 





' tion to let it 


nullity. It is not within your power to grant it. 

It is true that the committee may report it back to the House 
with some recommendation, but even then the House has no au- 
thority to act — it except by unanimous consent until after 
the committee having jurisdiction hasacted upon it. And even 
if it was in the House it would be necessary first to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole to consider it. All bills which require the 
payment of money from the Treasury must be first considered 
in a Committee of the Whole. 

Now, we are confined under a special rule to certain objects 
which do not embrace this rule. We had the same question up 
in the Fiftieth Congress, a question of order being raised, and it 
was held that the committee had no jurisdiction under the lan- 
guage of the special rule which is now the same we had then. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Let me read the rule of the 
House for the gentleman's information. 

Mr. LANE. I know very well what the rule is. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Well, the gentleman has not 
been stating what the rule is. And I desire to read the rule in 
relation to the oe of order made by the gentleman himself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman 
from Illinois to submit a point of order. 

Mr. LANE. No, sir. I only made the point as to the juris- 
diction of the committee. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. 


Now, I wish to show by the rule 
that we have jurisdiction. 


The rule says: 

8. The House shall, on each Friday, at 5 o’clock p. m., take a recess until 
8 o'clock, which evening session shall be devo to the consideration of 
private bills reported from the Committee on Pensions, and the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, to bills for the removal of political disabilities, and 
bills removing charges of desertion only; saidevening session not to extend 
beyond 10 o'clock and 30 minutes. 

This bill has been reported by the Committee on Pensions, 
and is before us under the rule. [t may have been improper to 
refer it at first to that committee, but it is clearly within the 
rule as having been reported from the committee. The ques- 
tion of it- having been first improperly referred is entirely an- 
other thing. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, there 
seems to be a good deal of doubt in the minds of gentlemen 
touching this measure now under consideration. There seems 
to be a considerable conflict of opinion about it, and it is appar- 
ently a complicated question, judging from the length of the dis- 
cussion which has been had uponit. I am glad to seethat there 
are sO mauy members here to-night to discuss it. Something 
has evidently inspired the members of this body to come out to 
these Friday night sessions. I have been trying for a long time 
to succeed in getting a quorum here on Friday nights, a if we 
may judge from the appearance of the House to-night, the time 
is not far distant when we may expect to get a quorum here to 
discuss these matters, consider and pass them, and give the de- 
serving old soldiers what they really need. It is not my desire, 
as some have said, to slander the soldiers; all that I plead for 
is justice and right. 

And just here, Mr. Chairman, I think that the reading of this 
article from the New York Times would throw some light on 
the subject under consideration. [Laughter.] And right here 
and now in ~~ of this body I trust t °y will make no objec- 

read from the Clerk’s desk. He can read it 
rapidly and it would take but ashort time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman? 

Mr. HULL. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Well, I would like to test 
the presence of a quorum upon this measure then. You object 
to having it put on record, while I think it will throw light on 
the situation. I think whenever a body of men = to a point 
where they prefer darkness to light the time will inevitably 
come when they will halt until they are able toget light. [Cries 
of ‘* Vote!” * Vote!”’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] 
moves to lay this bill aside to be reported to the House with 
favorable recommendation. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
JONES] moves that it be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it lie on the table. 

The question will be first taken on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Virginia. 

The question was taken; and on a division [demanded by Mr. 
LACEY] there were—ayes 62, noes 28. 

So the motion was eed to, and the bill was accordingly 
laid aside to be reported to the House with an adverse recom- 
mendation. 

MARTHA A. HOLT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


. 
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3971) for the relief of Martha A. Holt, the widow of Thomas C. 
Holt. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, before the report in that case 
is read I desire tostate that the clerk of the committee, at the 
request of the chairman of the committee, has addressed a let- 
ter to the War Department, inquiring further as to the service 
of the soldier. No reply has been received. I ask unanimous 
consent, therefore, that this bill be passed without prejudice. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Without objection, the bill will be passed 
without prejudice, retaining its place on the Calendar. The 
Chair hears no objection, and it will be so ordered. 


MARY TRIMBLE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4811) granting a pension to Mary Trimble, the crippled, help- 
less, and destitute daughter of Benjamin Trimble, late of Nevins’s 
Independent Battery, Light Artillery, Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Mary 
Trimble, the crippled, helpless, and destitute daughter of Benjamin Trim- 
ble, jr.,latea private in Nevins’s Independent Battery, Light Artillery, Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers, at the rate of $15 per month, payable to her legal guar- 
dian until she becomes of age and afterwards to herself. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the follow- 
ing amendments: 


Strike out all after the word “ volunteers,” in lines 7 and 8, and insert in 
lieu thereof the words ‘‘ subject to the limitations and provisions of the act 
approved June 27, 1890;"’ also strike out the word “ crippled,” in line 5, and 
insert in lieu thereof the word “permanently,” and strike out the words 
“and destitute ” in line 5. 


Mr. JONES. Let the report be read, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report. 
The report (by Mr. ERDMAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have duly considered the bill (H. R. 
4811) granting a pension to Mary Trimble, and submit the following report: 

It is shown by evidence presented to the committee that the beneficiary of 
this bill is the daughter of Benjamin Trimble, jr., who served in Capt. Nev- 
ins’s Battery, Pennsylvania Light Artillery, from March 24, 1864, to June 18, 
1865; that he died November 11, 1876; that the mother of this child died 
March 30, 188%, and that no pension has ever been paid or applied for on ac- 
count of this soldier. 

It is further shown that this child and her mother were cared for by the 
humane society of Pittsburg, Pa., because neglected and abandoned and 
having no relatives to support them. The a is shown by a physi- 
cian’s affidavit to be diminutive, stunted, afflicted with right lateral poste- 
rior curvature of the spine, the spinal column being forced to the right7 
inches from the normal line, breastbone forced forward 6 inches, and the 
right shoulder 3 inches lower than the left. ——_ of spinal column, 14 
inches, or one-half normal, and this condition evidently produced by inju- 
ries received at an early age. 

As the beneficiary of this bill is now of age a guardian is not required. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill do pass after being 
amended by striking out all after the word ‘‘volunteers,’’ in lines 7 and &, 
and inserting in lieu thereof the words ‘subject to the limitations and pro- 
visions of the act approved June 27, 1890;” also strike out the word “‘crip- 
pled,” in line 5, and insert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘permanently,’’ and 
strike out the words ‘‘ and destitute ”’ in line 5. 

Also amend the title so as toread ‘‘A bill to pension Mary Trimble.” 


Mr. STALLINGS. ! 
bill, and who has charge of it? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 
Committee on Invalid Pensions by my colleague [Mr. ERDMAN] 
of Pennsylvania. 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KRIBBS], who is present. I will ask the gen- 
tleman to yield to him if he desires it. 


Mr. STALLINGS. I simply want toask some questions about | 


it. I want to ask how much pension this bill carries? 

Mr. KRIBBS. Whatever the law allows her. 

Mr. STALLINGS. How much is that? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Ten dollars per month. 

Mr. STALLINGS. During the term of her natural life? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes; unless she marries. 

Mr. KRIBBS. Mr. Chairman, the father of this crippled girl 
died when she was 3 years old. Her mother remarried, and was 
either deserted or her second husband died. The girl’smother 
died when she was 6 years old, and she was taken care of by the 
Humane Society of Pittsburg. There was no one to look after 
her. If she had had anyone to look after her she would have 
come in under the general law, but there was noone. Aftershe 
became 16 years of age akind gentleman there, whose only mo- 
tive was that he himself had been a soldier, had himself ap- 
pointed her guardian at his own expense, and applied for a pen- 
sion. 

It was refused by the Department because she was then more 
than 16 years of age. Now she comes here with this bill. It 
was because she was ignorant of her rights, and had no one to 
look after her, that she did not get a pension under the general 
law, and it would seem a hardship that she should be debarred 
now on that account, because she has no one to care for her. 

Mr. STALLINGS. She is more than 16 years old, and can 
uot get a pension under that part of the act? 

Mr. KRIBBS. Yes. 
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Mr. STALLINGS. In other words, you desire the Govern- 
| ment to do for this girl in Pennsylvania what in other States is 
| done by counties and by the poorhouses. 

Mr. KRIBBS. We have the same institutions there, and do 








| the same thing, but ‘n cases of the children ofsoldiers, we think 
| they should not be compelled to go to the poorhouse. 

Mr. STALLINGS. You have institutions for the care of peo- 
ple of this kind in Pennsylvania, have you not? 

Mr. KRIBBS. For the care of our poor people, certainly. A 
| bill similar to this was passed to-day by the House. 
Mr. STALLINGS. [think it wasa very bad precedent if it 

did pass. It seems to me so. 
Mr. KRIBBS. I think not. 
Mr. STALLINGS, We differ on that. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendments re- 
| ported by the committee. 
The amendments reported by the committee were agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on laying aside the 
bill as amended, with a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 85, noes |. 

So the bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable ree- 
| ommendation. 


MARTHA E. MILLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2908) restoring the pension of Martha E. Miller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to restore to the pension roll the name of Martha 
E. Miller, widow of Alexander N. Miller, late of Compay C, Twenty-sixth 


Regiment of Iowa Volunteers, to take effect from and after the passage of 
this act. 

The report (by Mr. LACEY) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2908) restoring the pension of Martha E. Miller, having examined and con 
sidered the same, report it back to the House with a recommendation that 
it do pass. ‘ 

This same matter was before the Fifty-second Congress and passed this 
House, and the report, which we adopt, was as follows: 

‘*Martha E. Miller was the wife of Andrew W. Miller, late of Company C, 
Twenty-sixth Regiment lowa Infantry, who died at Jeffersonville, Ind., June 
17, 1864, from wounds received at the battle of Resaca,Ga., May 14, 1864. She 
1867, granted a pension as his widow soon thereafter, which she drew until 

‘ 


“On January 22, 1867, she married one James E. Irwin and lived with him 
until the fall of 1871, when he deserted her, leaving her without any means 
of support whatever, and upon this she obtained adivorce from him. When 
she married said Irwin she had saved up and had a little property, but it was 
all used up during her married life with him, and when he left her she had 
nothing, and has ever since earned her own support by sewing, and now, 
being of advanced age, she is unable to make a living, and has no one upon 
whom she can call for aid. The evidence of these facts and a copy of the de 
cree of divorce is now on file in the Pension Office and in the district of Clin- 
ton County, Iowa, in June, 1881. 

** This case is in the line of precedent and your committee recommend the 
passage of the bill.” 

Mr. JONES. I move that this bill be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it lie on the table. I will with- 
draw that motion, however, for a moment, and will ask that the 
views of the minority be read. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The views ofthe minority will be reported 
by the Clerk. The gentleman withdraws his motion for the 
present. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, this is a bill which 
was introduced by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAyrs], who 
is absent by leave of the House, as I understand; and through 
courtesy to him I ask that it be passed over without prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that this bill be passed over without prejudice, re- 
taining its place on the Calendar. 

There was no objection. 


WILSON KALE 
The next bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3147 





granting an honorable discharge to Wilson Kale. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of W ar be, and he is hereby, author 
ized and directed to correct the military record of and grant an honorable 
discharge to Wilson Kale, of Truro, Iowa, late a private of Company G, 
Sixth Regiment of California Infantry Volunteers: ?rovided, That no pay 
or emoluments shall be due said soldier by reason of the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. MORGAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred tho bill (H.R. 
3147) granting an honorable discharge to Wilson Kale, have had the same 
under consideration and report that a bill of identical character was favor- 
ably reported by the Committee on Military Affairs of the Fifty-second Con 
gress, and hereby — the report then made, which sets out fully why the 
relief asked for should be grante’. 

Your committee recommend that the bill do pass. 





[Report Fifty-second Congress. } 


The Committee on Military Affairs have had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 5780) for the relief of Wilson Kale, and find that the soldier enlisted as 
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a private in Company G, Sixth California Volunteers, November 19, 1863, to 
serve three years, and served faithfully until March 14, 1866, 

The testimony shows that he was a minor and that acorporal of said com- 

any deserted the said company at the same time, the soldier claims 

6 Was persuaded to leave by said corporal. The — of the company 
testifies that the regiment was at the time, March, 1805, stationed at Monte- 
rey Barracks, in Southern California, and never performed any military 
service after that date. 

In view of the faithful service of the soldier from date of enlistment until 
March 15, 1895, and in view of the youth of the soldier, the committee rec- 
ommend that the bill do pass. 

The report from the War Department is herewith submitted. 

Case of Wilson Kale, late private Company G, Siath Catifornia Infantry Vol- 
unteers. 
RECORD AND PENSION Division, February.19, 1892. 

Wilson Kale was enrolled as a private in Company G, Sixth California 
Volunteers, November 19, 1868, to serve three years, and appears to have 
served faithfully until March 14, 1865, when he deserted from onterey Bar- 
racks, Cal., never returning to military control, although his company re- 
mained in service until October 31, 1865. 

In an application for removal of the charge of desertion, the soldier de- 
clared under oath, June 9, 1890, that when he enlisted he was a minor (born 
in December, 1844), and that he entered the service without the consent of 
his parents; that he had two brothers in the Army during the war, one of 
whom was killed October, 1864, at Allatoona, Ga.; that he left hiscommand 
without intending to desert, and that as the war closed soon afterwards he 
did not believe it was necessary to return to milit control. 

His application for relief was denied June 14, 1890, on the ground that he 
did not serve until May 1, 1865, and that it did not appear from his sworn 
statement that he was prevented fromcompleting his term of enlistment by 
reason of disability contracted in the line of duty. 

Since that date the status of the case has not been changed, either by the 
introduction of new testimony or by legislation. 

Respectfully submitted, 
F. C. AINSWORTH, 
Major and Surgeon, United States Army. 

The SECRETARY OF WAR. 

Mr. JONES. Mr.Chairman,I move that this bill be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it lie on the table. 

Mr. HULL. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon that. 
The report was made by the gentleman from ae r. MOR- 
GAN], and lam acquainted with the circumstances of the case. 

Mr. JONES, Is it not a case to pension a deserter? 

Mr. HULL. It is not to pension the beneficiary atall. He 
was & minor, but served until practically the close of the war. 
He was stationed at a place where there was no earthly use for 
any further service when he retired. : 

Mr. JONES. If this charge be removed, will he not beable 
to apply to the Pension Office for a pension? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly, he will be able to apply. : 

Mr. JONES. Is it not then tantamount to granting him a 
pension? 

Mr. HULL. 
and he could only do that if he was 
live to be old enough, and need it, I do not see why he'should 
not be able to apply. He served practically through the war. 
This is one of the best cases that we have had before the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. It passed the committee in the last 
Congress and in this aaron unanimously in both instances. 
We have repeatedly passed bills where the parties had notserved 
anywhere near the time that this party did; and in their cases 
they did not have the excuse of being veryyoung men. He left 
the service at a time whenif he continued toserve it would have 
been impossible for him to have performed any more military 
service, because there was no further need for it. 

Mr. CABANISS. There is no doubt that he was a deserter? 

Mr. HULL. Nota bit. 

Mr. CABANISS. He was of age when he deserted, was he? 

Mr. HULL. No; he was still a minor. 

Mr. JONES. Does the gentleman know how old he was when 
he deserted? . 

Mr. BULL. Over 18. : 

Mr. CABANISS. I see the report says that he was born in 
1844 and he deserted in 1865. That would make him 21. 

Mr. HULL. He deserted in 1865. The question would be 
whether he was born before March, 1844. 

Mr, JONES. He was about of age. 

Mr. HULL. He was aboutof age. We have passed bill after 
bill here for parties favorably where they have performed serv- 
ice and where they deserted when the war wasin active 83. 
This man was ina of the country where no mar. service 
could be performed at the time of his desertion. He was still a 
minor, and he did enough gallant service for his country to en- 
title him to have thisstainremeved. Now, from my knowledge 
of the man I think his great desire to have this honorable dis- 
charge granted him is so that he can associate with other men 
in his ez in the Grand Army of the Republic. 

Mr. JONES. I desire to ask the a question. 

Mr. HULL. LI yield to the gentleman fora question. . 

Mr. JONES. ill the gentleman consent to.amend this bill 
so as to provide that this man shall not receive any pension by 
the reason of the 


He can not apply except under the act of 1890; 
ependent. If he should 


of this act? 
Mr. HULL. Edo-net telleve: you can: dir thas. This is tlie | 
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same proviso that the Committee on Military Affairs has put on 
all these bills. We have passed one or two of them to-night. 

Mr. JONES. Will the gentlemanconsent to that amendment? 

Mr. HULL. No;I would not. 

Mr. JONES. That would allow him to associate him with his 
comrades in the Grand Army of the Republic and save the Re- 
public from supporting him in the meantime. 

Mr. HULL. He could not get’a pension now. I know that, 
because he isa farmer, and there: is no reason why he should 
—- He is a.strong and healthy man, and he can not apply 

or it. 

Mr. JONES. Those are reasons, then, why he should not 
have this charge of desertion removed, because the day will 
come when he will want a pension. 

Mr. HULL. If he lives to be 60 or 75 years of age or lives 

until he shall be broken down in health, there is no reason why 
he should not be able to apply under the act of 1890 and receive 
a pension, if he needs it. 
_ Mr. JONES. He may apply if this bill is passed. That is 
just why I object to its passage. I do not want tosee the policy 
inaugurated of pensioning deserters. The country is under a 
heavy burden already and I do not want to add to it in the way 
that is now proposed. 

Mr. HULL. But why put this stigma upon him when you 
have passed bills to-night in cases no more deserving than this, 
cases not so deserving as this, removing the charge of desertion 
and granting an honorable discharge in cases where the war was 
not so near over as it was in this case: 

Mr. TAWNEY. Howlong’ did this man serve? 

Mr. HULL. Fromhis enlistmentin March, 1863, until March, 
1865, nearly two years. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Why does he not apply under the general 
law? , in fact, has he not already applied to the War Depart- 
ment: 

Mr. HULL. He has, and his application has been rejected 
simply: because he did not serve until after the date fixed by 
aw. 

Mr..ROBBINS. Does not the general law provide that if a 
man deserts, and, within a reasonable time thereafter returns 
to his command voluntarily, he may. have the charge of deser- 
tion removed by applying to the War Department? 

Mr. HULL. In this:case-there was no command to return to. 

Mr. ROBBINS: If le voluntarily returns le can have the 
charge: removed, can he not? 

Mr. HULL. There was no command to-return to in this case. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Iwill ask the gentleman whether he isin 
favor of special bills:te remove the charge of desertion in cases 
where, under'the general law, the War Department declines to 
remove. them? 

Mr. HULL. We have done it in every case where we have 
passed_these special bills. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Does the gentleman advocate that kind of 
special legislation? 

Mr. H Ido indeed. Whero the evidence is conclusive 
that the man is deserving of the relief we have granted iti in 
every case. Let me say to the gentleman that the Committee 
on Military Affairs: have refused these applications in many 
more cases than they have granted them. 

Mr: BOWERS of California. Yes; two to one. 

Mr. HULL. Two to one, as my colleague on the committee 


says. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Do youclaim that this man had no chance to 
return? 

Mr. HULL. [I have not looked up the record to see just when 
his regiment was mustered out. 

Mr. ROBBINS. .Do you think you are treating this commit- 
tee oho s looking that up? 

Mr. 4.. There isno question in this case about the man’s 
not ay eo In no cass where Congress has passed these 
special bills has there been any evidence that the party tried to 
go back to-his regiment. In nosvch case has that been au issue. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I will call the attention of the gentleman to 
the report, whtich says that thisapplicant “did not himself deem 
it nece to return to the service.” 

Mr. . Because the war was over. 

Mr: ROBBINS. ‘The gentleman answers without being in- 
formed. The fact, as stated in the report, is that this man ‘‘did 
not himself deem it necessary to return to the service.” 

Mr. HULL. Well, this case stands exactly on the same hasis 
with every other case where we have passed a bill grenting re- 
lief, except that in this case the war was more nearly at an end 
than it-was in four-fifths of the cases. 

Mr. ROBBINS. How long was it after this man deserted be- 
fore his ent was mustered out? 

Mr. .L. That-was notin issue at all. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Well, I put it in issue now. 


; 
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Mr. HULL. It could not have been long. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I put it in issue, and I “ask you the question. 

Mr. HULL. Ido not propose to answer that by mere guess- 
work, and | do not know the exact time. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Well, do you think that this man ought to 
be relieved of the charge of desertion under such circum- 
stances? 


Mr. HULL. The war was over shortly after he left this com- 
pany. 
Mr. ROBBINS. How soon after? 
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Mr. HULL. It was over in April, 1865. 
Mr. ROBBINS. When did he desert? 
Mr. HULL. He left in March, 1865. He was stationed ata | 


place where the necessity for the service, according to the testi- | 


mony of the officers, had passed away even before he left the 
regiment, because there was nothing to do except to wait to be 
mustered out. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Do you not think that the same odium rests 
upon a deserter who deserts two days or one day before the end 
as upon the man who deserts a year before? 

Mr. HULL. No, sir. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I would like to ask the gentleman to draw 
the distinction between a man who deserted at the beginning 
and one who deserted at the end? 

Mr. HULL. Iwill doit. The volunteer soldiers went ot 
the army for the purpose of preserving the Union, and when tha 
end was accomplished they were restive under the restraints of 
military life where they had no duty to perform except to re- 
main in camp to be mustered out. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Then the gentleman makes no distinction 
ee desertion and an honorable discharge? 

Mr. HULL. Let me answer that suggestion. If the soldier 
des: rted in the beginning of the war, or while the war was in ac- 
tive progress, he deserted while his services were needed by the 
Government; and in no such case has the Military Committee 
recommended that the charge of desertion be removed. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Was not death the penalty of desertion at 
that time? 

Mr. HULL. Not necessarily. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Now, do not dodge the question. I ask you 
whether, according to military law, it was not an offense pun- 
ishable by death for a man to desert at that time? 

Mr. HULL. Not necessarily. The court-martial could de- 
termine the punishment. 

Mr. ROBBINS. If desertion was proven’ in any case, was not 
that the penalty? 

Mr. HULL. Not necessarily. 
penalty. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Then, according to the position the gentle- 

man takes, as I understand it, he ‘le: aves it to each individual 


A court-martial! would fix the 


soldier td determine whether his services are necessary at the | 


time of his desertion. 

Mr. HULL. Not at all. 
House and to this body to determine whether the desertion was 
justifiable or not; and your committee, largely Democratic, re- 
ported this bill unanimously in the Fifty-second Congress and in 
this Congress, after full discussion. 

Mr. ROBBINS. You will admit, will you not, that the of- 
ficers in charge of the regiment to which this man belonged 
considered that his services were necessary at the time he de- 
serted? 

Mr. HULL. No;I will not admit that, because the officers 
testify that the were not. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Then why was he reported as a deserter? 

Mr. HULL. Because they had to report him. 

Mr.ROBBINS. Thenlet the gentleman answer this question: 
If this man was a deserter, but his services were not needed, 
why were the military rules still enforced in his case? 

Mr. JOHNSON of indiana. I believe I will object to the fur- 
ther continuation of this colloquy. I insist that the witness 
has been cross-examined far enough, and [| object to the exami- 
nation proceeding farther. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I would like to know whether that gentle- 
man has the right to take any member off the floor? 

The CHAIRMAN. The cross-examination is proceeding by 
the permission of the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HULL. Is there a motion to lay the bill aside with an 
unfavorable report? 

Several MEMBERS. Yes. 

Mr. HULL. Then I move as a substitute that the bill be laid 
aside with a favorable report. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first question is on laying the bill 


aside with an adverse report. 
Oh, no, Mr. Chairman 
I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, 


Mr. PICKLER. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 


I leave it to acommittee of this | 


iztl 


which I submit in the nature of a point of order. I have myself 
a bill or two on th » Calendar from the Committee on Military 
Affairs; and in making poe point I do not do it for the purpose 
of opposing bills o ft that but I raise the question how van 
thisCommittee of the W Phole | n any bill, either favora- 
bly or unfavorably, which pro to remove the 


Ss upo 
' 


3e8 simply charge 


of dese rtion and involves 20 iuestion of a charge upon the 
| Treasury? 7 
Now, let me make this further suggestion. tl now that clause 
3 of Rule XXVI says that bills of this chara er shall be in or- 
der on Friday night; butI put the questi 1 tk sth © ‘whether 
it is not true that such bills are in order only in the H yt 
before the Committ ex 3of the Whole. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair prefers not to yom on 
| question at this eiene . because the point of order, nif it wer 
originally good, comes too late in this case. ‘The C hair would 
prefer to examine the question before expressing an opinion. 
Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, there seems to be some confu- 
sion as to the facts in this caso; and the gentlema nw ho hi 1S un- 





' does not 


| he was within a month of 19 on er iter ing the service; 


| 21 years 
| of any considerable lengt 


dertaken at some length to explain this bill to the com 


appear to havo the facts ve ry clear in his mind. | 
confess that it is very difficult for a member to speak 
facts of a case like this when he has to doitupon a report which 


to the 


is read hastily at the Clerk’s desk without opportunity for e 

amination. But I have read this report in the last few minvtes, 
| and i find that this soldier was no child when he enlisted. Ac- 

cording to the report of this committee he was 19 years of age 


at the time of his enlistment. I find that when he deserted 
from the Army he was nota minor, but was about 21 years of age 
Now, there seems to have been some doubt about this matter. 


The gentleman who has been defending this claim, and whocer 


| tainly ought to be informed as to the facts upon which it is 


based, could not answer a question on this point. The report is 
an exceedingly short one, andI have just glanced over it. 
soldier was born in December, 1844; 
vember, 1863; and deserted in 1865. 
21 years of age when he deserted. 
Mr. HULL. He lacked until December of be me 3 
Mr. JONES. Yes; thatis true. Ho was not qi 


This 
entered the service in No- 
He was somewhere about 


oO 
6 «i. But 


he was not 
and he was nearly 
e at the time of his desertion. His service was 
h. It was less thana yoar and a 
all told, and was not that ‘‘ long and honorable service” the 
tleman from Iowa has been endeavoring to impress upon us. 

Mr. HULL. It was as long as his services were neede 

Mr. TAWNEY. It was more than sixty days anyhow 

Mr. JONES. Oh, yes; itwas even more than thirty ds Lys, but 
not long enough, in my judgment, to e1 title a deserter to )a pen- 
sion if sufficient in the case of an sae n and loyal soldie 

Mr. HULL. The same principle applies in this bill th it we 
have applied in the case of Warren Alonzo Alden, a bill that was 
passed this evening. The gentleman from Virginia made 
motion or objection in regard to that case. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman from Virginia was not here 
when that bill was passed, if such a bill did pass; but I assure 
my friend from Iowa that whenever I fa bill-of this 


BT. 
i+ 
it 


a child then as it is sought to mike him out, 


of age 


not 


i 


no 


am here, if 


character is under consideration to correct the militar y record 
of a man who has deserted, for the purpose of eventually put- 
ting him in a position where he will have a r ight to apply fora 


pension, and obtain it too, I shall certainly object to it if l know 
it. No bill of this character shall pass this House if I can pre 
ventit. If the purpose is not to give this deserter a pension, 
why will not the gentleman consent toaccept a simple amendment 
providing that he shall not draw any pension by reason of this 
act? 


Mr. HULL. I have already answered that. 
Mr. JONES. Yes, I believe you have attempted to answer it. 


Your answer is that the time may come in his old age when he 
may need a pension, and you do not wish to so provide that he 
may not then be given it. Myreply tothat is that this Congress 
should not anticipate that event; that it will be time enot ih in 
all conscience for a deserter to ask to be pensioned when ho 
needs to be. 

Mr. HULL. That is not the answer entirely. 

Mr. JONES. I oppose a policy that tries to pension a man 
when he does not need it on the ground that one day he may 
need it. 

Mr. HULL. My answer was not that entirely, but that the 
amendment the gentleman suggests here would be to make a 
specific exception of this man from all cases of a similar char- 
acter acted upon by this Congress and other Congresses hereto 
fore. 


Mr. JONES. My recollection is that such conditions as these 
have been attached to bills of this character heretofore. 
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Mr. HULL. Notone of them. 

Mr. JONES i am quite certain thatI have seen a provision 
like this inserted in some of these bills, but whether vom mis- 
taken or not it would be a good amendment to make to this bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the proposition of the gentleman? 

Mr. JONES. My proposition is that a provision should be in- 
serted here providing that the passage of this bill will not en- 
title this par ty to any pension hereafter. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then it is the pension and not the desertion 
that you are objecting to? 

Mr. JONES. Now, as I have already said, it is almost impos- 
sible to get the information the committee ought to have from 
these me«ger reports submitted with private bills. Gentlemen 
are in the habit of supplementing the reports by long personal 
statements of their own. Somebody has said something here in 
the courze of this debate to thee Tect that this man had ractually 
applied at the Pension Olice on some previous occasion for a 





pension. 
Mr. HULL. Thatis a mistake; he did not. 
Mr. CURTIS of New York. No such application was made. 
Mr. HULL. He applied to have the charge of desertion re- 


moved, but the application was rejected, because he did not serve 
until May 1. But he never ap; lied for pension. 

Mr. STALLINGS, If the gentleman from Virginia will yield 
to me for a moment, 1 thiuk he will find that there is a proviso 
in the bill that no.back pay or emoluments shall become due to 
the soldier by reason of the passage of this act. 

Mr, JONES. But that does not cover the point I am making. 
That prevents him collecting any back pay which have been due. 
him at the time of desertion. But the objection I make is that 
there is nothiny here to prevent his getting a ponsion. I think 
that in such a case as this a provision should be inserted such 
as I have suggested. If it is not the intention of the bill to give 
him a pension, why does the gentleman object to having it made 
sp cific and definite so there can be no mistake about it? On 
the contrary the gentleman from Iowa himself expressly says he 
does not desire such a limitation shall be placed on the bill, be- 
cause he apprehends that at some future date this man may de- 
sire to apply for a pension, and he does not want to prevent him 
from doing so, or from getting a pension if he needs it here- 
after. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr... ONES. Yes. 

ir. TAWNEY. Is your eo. to the bill based on the 
fact that he may hereafter apply for a pension, or that you are 
opposed to remov ing the charge of desertion? 


Mr. JONES. Iam unalterably oppoced to granting pensions 
to deserters, ms my objection to this bill is that itdoes this very 
thing. 


Mr. TAWNEY. 
in this bill. 

Mr. JONES. That proposition is involved in this bill because 
the passage of it will enable the deserter to make an application 
for a pension, and therefore the proposition is necessarily in- 
volved. 

Mr. HULL. 
the bill. 

Mr. JONES. Iam opposed also to removing even what the 
_ gentleman calls the stigma upon the character of this man. He 

was 19 years of age when he enlisted, and nearly 2! years of age 
when he deserted. Mz “| a man served in the army and at- 
tained the rank of general and led armiesin the con ‘ict in which 
this man served before he was 21 years of age. Yet we are 
now told that thisman, who entered the service when he was 19, 
nearly two years afterward, did not know any better than to 
desert, and we are told upon his own testimony, which has 
been read here, that he was induced to desert by a comrade, a 
corporal in his company, and upon such testimony we were 
asked to remove the so-called stigma and thus open the doors 
to permit him to receive a pension. Now Iam willing to com- 
promise this far: if he is so anxious to associate with “his com- 
rades upon equal terms, if ho is particularly anxious to join the 
Grand Ariny of the Republic, Tam willing that he may do so if 
it is provided that he can not under any circumstances receive 
any pension by reason of the passage of this bill. Otherwise I 
am not willing that the bill shall pass. I arose, Mr. Chairman, 
to make a motion that this bill be reported adversely. I do not 
know whether the Chair understood my motion. 

The CHALRMAN,. The Chair understood the gentleman to 
make that motion. 


There isno proposition of that kind involved 


That is another propositicn, entirely outside of 


Mr. HULL. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. HULL. Lask if it is not in order to move asasubstitute 


for the gentleman's motion that the bill be laid aside with a 
favorable recommendation? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair js inclined to the opinion that 
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under clause 4 of Rule XVI the motion to report a bill adversely 


would have 
In ot 


ably. 


recedence over a motion to report the bill favor- 
er words, this is eyuivalent to a motion to lay on 


the table in the House, and that motion, in the House has pre- 


cedence over a motion that a bill pass. 


The Chair thinks that by 


analogy the motion to report the bill to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it lie on the table would first be in order. 


The 


question is upon the motion of the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. JONES] to report the bill to the House with the recommen- 
dation that it lie on the table. 

The question was taken, and the Cliairman announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 


Mr. JONES. 
The committee divided; and there were- 


Division. 


Mr. JONES. No quorum. 

The Chairman appointed as tellers Mr. JONES and Mr. HULL. 

The tellers reported —ayes 31, noes 51. 

Mr. JONES. No quorum. 

The CH AIRMAN, The Clerk will call the roll. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following mem- 
bers failed to answer to their names: 


—ayos 23, 


noes 54. 


Abbott, Cornish, Hopkins, Pa. Rey burn, 
Adams, Ky. Covert, Houk. Richardson, Tenn. 
Adams, Pa. Cox, Hudson, Robertson, La. 
Aitken, Crain, Hulick, Robinson, Pa. 
Alderson, Crawford, Hutcheson, Rusk, 

Alirich, Sulberson, Ikirt, Russell, Ga. 
Alexar ider, Cummings, Iziar, Ryan, 

Allen, alzell, Johnson, Ohio Scherimerhorn, 
Ay ysley Daniels, Kilgore, Scranton, 

Ar nold, Davey, Lapham, Setile, 

Avery, De Forest, Layton, Shaw, 
Babcock, Denson, Lefever, Shell, 
Bankhead, Dingley, Linton Sherman, 
Bartlett, Dolliver, Lisle, Sibley, 

Belen, Doolittle, Lockwood, Sickles, 

Bell, Colo. Draper, Loud, eee. 
Bell, Tex. Dunn, Lynch, Sipe, 
Beltzhoover, eene ey Magner, Smith, 

Berr y, Elli y. Maguire, Snodgrass, 
Bingham, Engiish, N. J. Mahon, Somers, 
Blac'r, Ill. Enloe, Mallory perry, 
Blair, Everett. Marvin, N. Y. Stephenson, 
B.and, Fieider, McAleer, Stevens, 
Boatner, Fithian, McCall, Stockdale, 
Boen, Fletcher, McCleary, Minn. Stone, W. A. 
Boutelle, Forman, McDearmon, Stone, Ky. 
Bower, N. C. Funk, McDowell, Storer, 
Branch, Funston, McGann, Strait, 
Brattan, Fyan, McKaig, Straus, 
Breckinridge, Ark.Gear, McLaurin, Sweet, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Geary, McMillin, Talbott, Md. 
Brickner, Geissenhainer, Meyer, Tarsney, 
Broderick, Goldzier, Miliiken, Taylor, Ind. 
Brosius, Goodnight, Money, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brown, Gorman, Montgomery, Terry, 

Bryan, Grady, Moon, Thomas, 
Bundy, Graham, Morgan, Tracey, 

Bunn, Gresham, Morse, Tucker, 
Burnes, Grosvenor, Murray, Turner, Va. 
Burrows, Grout, Mutchiler, Turpin, 
Cadmus, Grow, Newlands, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Caldwell, Haines, Northway, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Campbell, Hall, Minn. ates, Wadsworth, 
Cannon, Cal. Hall, Mo. O'Neil, Mass. Walker, 
Cannon, Il. Hammond, Outhwaite, Wanger, 
Caruth, Harmer, Paschal, Warner, 
Catchings, Harter, Patterson, Washington, 
Causey, Hartman, Payne, Waugh 
Chickering, Haugen, Paynter Weadock, 
Childs, Hayes, Pence, Wells, 
Clancy, Heiner, Pendleton, Tex. Wever, 
Clarke, Ala. Henderson, Il. Pendleton, W. Va. Wheeler, Ill. 
Cobb, Ala. Henderson, lowa Perkins, White, 

Cobb, Mo. Henderson, N.C. Phillips, Whiting, 
Cockran, Hendrix, Pigott, Williams. Miss, 
Cockrell, Hepourn, Post, Wilson, Wash. 
Coffeen, Hermann, Powers, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cogswell, Hicks, Price, Wise, 
Compton, Hines, Quigg, Woodard 
Coombs, Hitt, Randall, Woomer. 
Cooper, Fla. Holman, Rayner, Wright, Mass. 
Cooper, Ind. Hooker, Miss. , Wright, Pa. 
Cooper. Wis. Hopkins, tl. Reilly, 


The CHAIRMAN. The committee will rise. 


The committee accordingly rose, and Mr. BROOKSHIRE re 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, the Committee of the Whole 


on the Private Calendar, finding itself without a quorum, I 
caused the roil to be called as required by the rule, and here- 
with report the names of the absentees. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Missouri, 
chairman of the Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar, reports that the committee found itself without a quo- 
rum, that he caused the roll to be called, and he repurts the 
names of the absentees to the House. The names of the ab- 
sentees will be entered upon the Journal. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask that 
that the gentlem2n from Alxbama, Mr. Coss, be excused on 
account of sickness. 

There was no obiection, and it was so orde-ed. 
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Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 
colleague, Mr. HOLMAN. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. McCCREARY of Kentucky. I desire to ask that my col- 
league, Mr. LISLE, be excused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I ask that my colleague, Mr. TURPIN, be 
excused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I ask that my colleague, Mr. COBB 
of Missouri, be excused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HULL. I ask if my colleague, Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa, is 
excused? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman from Iowa has leave of ab- 
sence on account of sickness, 

Mr. MUTCHLER. 
excused on account of sickness in his family. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask that the gentleman from 
Missouri, Mr. FYAN, be excused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, I move that the House do now ad- 
ourn. 
’ Mr. MARSH. I move that all the absentees be excused. 
[Laughter. ] 

The motion to adjourn was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 100’clock and 27 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


I make the same request for my 





REPORTS GF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 


severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and | 


referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. MARTIN of Indiapa, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 6634) to grant a pension to Edwin Overman, an 
insane child. (Report No. 791.) 

A bill (H. R. 5616) granting a pension to Mary Tuttle 
No. 792.) 

By Mr. MCDANNOLD, from the same committee: 

A bill (H. R. 4290) for the relief of DruzitlaJ. Rigg, of Macomb, 
Ill. (Report No. 793.) 

A bill (H. R. 6361) to grant a pension to Pauline J. Smith. 
(Report No. 794.) 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOBN, from the same committee: A bill (H. 
R. 4962) to restore to the pension roll Sarah Beck, widow. (Re- 
port No. 795.) 

By Mr. LACEY, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 5260) 

a an increase of pension to Thomas Corigan. (Report 

o. 796. 

By Mr. MCALEER, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
A bill (H. R. 650) to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against Oliver O’Brien. (Report No. 798.) 


(Report 





ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills were adversely re- 
ported and laid on the table, as follows: 

By Mr. HUTCHESON, from the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 3809) for the relief of William Cleaveland. 0(Re- 
port No. 786.) 

A bill (H..R. 3598) for the relief of the estate of Thomas C. 
Munroe. (Report No. 787.) 

A bill (H. R. 3381) for the relief of W. A. Proctor. 
No. 788.) ; 

By Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: A 
bill (H. R. 1457) to increase the pension of Louis C. Schilling. 
(Report No. 797.) 





PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: A bill(H. R. 6879) extending time 
for final proof in certain desert-land entries—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 6880) to amend section 40 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ENGLISH of California: A bill (H. R. 6881) to provide 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 


If not, [ask that he be excused on account of sickness. | 


I ask that my colleague, Mr. REILLY, be | 
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to the Commit- 








thereon at Alameda, in the State of California 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6882) to provide for the purchase of a site 


| and the erection of a public building thereon at Oakland, in the 











State of California—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. 8. 6883) to authorize the construe- 
tion of an addition to the public building at Knoxville, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 6884) to commence th 


‘* con- 
struction of the Mount Vernon avenue—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: A concurrent resolution authorizing the 


printing of astatistical abstract of foreign countries for the year 
1894—to the Committee on Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOWER of North Cirolina: A bill (H. R. 6885) for the 
relief of Davenport Female College—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. CONN: A bill (H.R. 6886) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion against William Bassett, Company I, One hundred and 
fifty-fiftir Indiana Volunteers—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 6887) for the relief of Michael 
Bassett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. [IZLAR: A bill (H. R. 6888) for the registry or enroll- 


| ment of the barge Skudanaes—to the Committee on Merchant 


Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. JONES: A bill (H. R. 6889) for the relief of the Shiloh 
Methodist Church, Fredericksburg, Va.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. LINTON: A bill (H. R. 6890) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to remove the charges of desertion against the military 


| record of Frederick Stewart and to issue to said Stewart an hon- 


orable discharge for services rendered—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PASCHAL: A bill (H. R. 6891) to authorize Boyd An- 
derson & Co. to erect wires across the Rio Grande River at 
Eagle Pass, Tex.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. STORER: A bill (H. R. 6892) to return to the legal 
representatives of Edgar Conkling, deceased, certain papers now 
on file in the Department of State—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII. the Committee on Appropria- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of a petition to open 
New Hampshire avenue from Fourteenth street to the Soldiers’ 
Home, and the same was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause lof Rule XXII, ths following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CHICKERING: Petition of J. C. Van Epps and 26 
other citizens of Oswego County, N. Y., asking for passige of 
bill regulating the sale of dairy substitutes—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CRISP (by request): Memorial from the Wardens’ As- 


(Report | sociation, praying an appropriation to defray expenses of send- 


ing delegates to the International Penitentiary Congress - to the 


| Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


By Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey: Petition pf A. B. Rich and 
others, of Short Hills, N. J., praying for legiSlation against the 
Honduras Lottery—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GEAR: Resolution of Burlington Typographical 
Union, No. 75, praying for Government ownership and con- 
trol of telegraph lines—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of citizens of 
Hampshire County, in favor of regulating the sale of substitutes 
for dairy products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Montague, Mass.,in favor of en- 
forcing laws regulating the sale of substitutes for dairy prod- 
ucts—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: Petition of 104 citizens of 
Chemung, N. Y., for Federal legislation to enable States to en- 
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force legislation regulating the sale of substitutes for dairy prod- 
ucts—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GOLDZIER: Petition of pastor and trustees of St. 
Luke’s Evangelical Lutheran Church, against amendment to the 
Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Petition of James H. Mills and 62 other 
citizens of Helena, Mont., in favor of Manderson-Hainer bill— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of St. Paul’s and Lake Creek Lu- 
theran Churches of Morganand Benton Counties, Mo., against the 
proposed amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
to recognize God by express terms in said instrument—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of Noble Franklin Lodge, Ancient 
Order of United Workmen, St. Paul, Minn., for the passage of 
the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Indiana: Affidavit of William Newby and 
Rebecca Newby, to accompany House bill 6634, to pension Edwin 
Overman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota: Protest of Trinity Evan- 
gelical Church of Nicollet, Minn., signed by Rev. Osso Lugen- 
heim, pastor, and John Bartz and Frank Heidel, elders, in be- 
half of 500 communicants, against any change in the preamble 
to the United States Constitution—to the.Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. MCRAE: Petition of R. G, Jenning and other surgeons, 
asking for the passage of House bill 5837—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MEYER: Petitionof the Brown Segmental Wire Gun 
Company, of the city of New York, asking for an appropriation 
of $60,000 for constructing an experimental wire gun for the 
Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. PEARSON: Resolutions of Standard Council, No. 39, 
Junior Order United American Mechanies, of Martins Ferry, 
Ohio: Summit Council, No, 222, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Louisville, Ohio and Hiawatha Council, No. 308, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Martin's Ferry, 
Ohio, favoring the passage of House bill 5246—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Aliso, resolutions of Mingo Lodge, No. 22, Amalgamated As- 
sociation of Iron and Steel Workers of the United States, at 
Mingo Tunetion, Ohio, in favor of Government: control of tele- 
graph lines—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. PIGOTT (by request): Petition of H. J. Nettleton, C. 
R. Hitchcock, and others, of Connecticut, forlegislation in aid of 
the suppression of substitutes for dairy products—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: Petition of Mary Mc- 
Guire, administratrix of Pat McGuire, deceased, of Hamilton 
Cees Tenn., asking that her claim be referred to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. — 

Also, petition to — New Hampshire avenuefrom Fourteenth 
street to Soldiers’ Home—to the Committee on tho District: of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Memorial of the Scranton Board of 
Trade, in favor of the Nicaragua Canal—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Scranton Board of Trade, against the 
proposed tariff bill—te the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of Niles Campbell and 26 other 
citizens of Vernon, N. Y.; . W. Gleason, J. B: Foot, and 33 
other citizens of Kirkland, Oneida County, N. Y., and Charles 
BE. Watson and 20 other citizens of Clinton, N. Y., asking for 
the passage of the bill regulating the sale of dairy. substitutes— 
te the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STORER: Memorial of the Toledo Produce Exchange, 
praying for an amendment to the act to commerce —to 
the Committee on Interstate and Poreign merce. 

By Mr. SIP: Memorial of 500 citizens of Washington County, 
400 citizens of Fayette County, 400 of Hickory, and 65 of Clays- 
ville, all of Pennsylvania, praying that God be in 
the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Also, petition of Typographical. Union No. 7, of Pittsburg, 
Pa., in favor of governmental ownership of the i 
tems—to the Committee on the Post-Office-and and Post- ; 

sae — of 1,000 yeeeete Be wera noe County, Pa., 

ying tor passage of an act 3 » give govern- 
eal control of telegraph lines to be operated in conneetion 
= the postal service—to the Committee: on the. Post-Office 


Post- ds. 
By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of Charles Trzeinski, E.R. 


Baker, and O. A. Strand,.of ee 
on incomes of national loan and be g. the 


Committee on Ways and: Mears. 
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SATURDAY, April 28, 1894, 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MinBurRn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, and was interrupted by 

Mr. FRYE. This is an important paper, and it ought not to 
be read in the absence of the Senator from Tennessee (Mr. HarR- 
RIS). I suggest that there is no quorum present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 

Allen, George, McPherson, Shoup, 
Bate, Hale, Martin, Smith, 
Berry, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. Squire, 
Blackburn, Harris, Morrill, Teller, 
Camden, Hawley, Palmer, Turpie, 
Coke, Higgins, Pasco, Vilas, 
Dixon, Jones, Ark. Pefter, Voorhees, 
Dolph, Jones, Nev. Perkins, Walsh, 
Faulkner, Kyle, Platt, Washburn, 
Frye, Lindsay, Pugh, White. 
Gallinger, McMillan, Sherman, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 11 o’elock and 8 minutes a. m.). 
Forty-three Senators have answered to theirnames. A quorum 
is present. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the 
Journal of yesterday’s proceedings. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
Journal will stand approved. 

GEORGE W. BARNES. 

The bill (H. R. 2688) for the relief of George W. Barnes was 
read tavice by its title. 

Mr. COKE. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
consider the bill at this time. It is: am exact copy of a bill al- 
ready on the Senate Calendar which has been favorably reported 
unanimously by the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenator from Texasasks unan- 
imous consent fur the present consideration ef the bill. It will 
be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. It directs the Secretary of State to withdraw from the 
files of the Department of State, and deliver the same to the 
heirs of George W. Barnes or their legal representatives, the 
papers and evidence presented to the late American and Mexi- 
can Claims Commission, organized pursuant to the convention 
of July 4, 1868, between the United States and Mexico, in his 
claim against Mexico as assignee of Juan Barbadillo for reim- 
bursement of amount of certain mortgages paid on church prop- 
erty, purchased by the assignor of Barnes from the Mexican Gov- 
ernment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COKE. I move that the bill (S: 1108) for the relief of 
George W. Barnes be postponed indefinitely. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Central 
Trades and Labor Assembly, of Syracuse, N. Y., remonstrating 
against the ratification of the proposed Chinese treaty: which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of the Produce Ex- 
change of Toledo, Ohio, remonstrating against the repeal of the 
reciprocity treaties; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. MCMILLAN presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Union, 
No. 46, of Grand Rapids, Mich., remonstrating against the rati- 
fication of the proposed Chinese treaty; which was ordered. to 
lie on the:table. ’ 

He also presented the memorial of Mrs. H. E. Winsor and sun- 
dry other women of Marshall, Mich., members of the Presby- 
terian Church, remonstrating against the admission of Utah into 
the Union as a State; which was referred to the Committee on 
Territories. 

Mr. COKE presented a petition of Pioneer Assembly, No. 4215, 
Knights of Labor; of Houston, Tex., praying that the army of 
the unemployed be protected in. their rights as American citi- 
— which was referred to. the Committee on Hducation and 

ir. 
REPORT OF A COMMITTEE, 


Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2857) to confirm to the heirs 
‘of Mrs, Courtney Ann Claiborne the title to a certain tract of 


‘land: inthe State of Louisiana, reported it. without amendment. 
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DISTRICT STREET RAILWAY PAVING. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom the subject was referred, to re- 
port a bill and ask its immediate consideration. It is short, and 
{ think will only take a few moments. 

The bill (S. 1975) to require street railway companies in the 
District of Columbia to pave and to repair pavements with 
asphalt, vitrified brick, or granite blocks, was read the first time 
by its title, and the second time at length, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc,, That after the passage of this act no street railway com- 


any shall pave or repave with cobble stones the space between, or for 2 | 


eet outside of, thetracks of such company. In every case where a street 


railway company is required by law to pave and to keep in repair the space | 


between its tracks and 2 feet outside thereof, such paving shall be done with 
asphalt, vitrified brick, or granite blocks; andinevery case where pavements 
now laid with cobblestones are repaired by street railway companies such 
repairs shall be made with asphalt, vitrified brick, or granite blocks, as the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia shall direct. 


Mr. HALE. I tried to get the purport of the bill from the 
reading at the desk, but the noise was so great in the Chamber 
that I entirely failed. Iwish the Senator from Michigan would 
explain just what the bill covers, so that the Senate may under- 
stand it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. 
paving between the tracks of street railway companies in the 
city, to prevent the space from being paved with cobblestones. 
The committee are informed, and I believe itis true, that in 
some cases railway companies are taking up the present asphalt 
pavement and putting down in its stead cobblestones. The 
next object in view is that where the cobblestones are now laid 
and the pavement has to be relaid, the committee thought the 
paving should be done with vitrified brick, or with granite, 
which makes a very smooth pavement. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Or blocks. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Or blocks. Itis simply to regulate some- 
thing that just now needs regulation very much. 

Mr. HALE. Then the idea is that gradually the cobblestone 
feature shall be made to disappear? 

Mr. McMILLAN. That is the object of the bill. 

Mr. HALE. Andeither the asphaltum or the square surface 
granite or brick substituted? 

Mr. McMILLAN. That is the object. 


Mr. HALE. The Senator says he learns that some of the | 


vements where there is now asphalt, smooth pavement which 
snot hurt wagons and carriages going over them, are being 
replaced by cobblestones by the companies. How does the Sen- 


ator understand thet the companies can do that unless the Dis- | 


trict Commissioners have authorized it? 

Mr. MCMILLAN. That is what I suppose they have done. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator believe that the District Com- 
missioners, where there is smooth and comfortable pavement, 
have in any case authorized the railway companies to substitute 
rough, uncomfortable cobblestones? 

Mr. McMILLAN. The bill is to prevent that. I believe that 
is being done, and that is the reason why the committee took up 
the matter. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator believes that is being done? 

Mr. McMILLAN. I believe that is being done. 

Mr. HALE. Now, I ask the Secretary to read that portion of 
the bill wherein some reference is made to the discretion of the 
District Commissioners, because as Senators will see from the 
statement of the Senator from Michigan, if all this matter is 
left in the discretion of the District Commissioners we may as 
well do nothing whatever. 

vements to be substituted in these tracks by cobblestones it 
would be a farce and an absurdity to put a feature into the bill 
leaving a discretion in regard to the whole matter with the Com- 
missioners. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator will allow me to suggest to him 
that he will find the discretion is to beexercised as between the 
smooth Belgian block, the vitrified brick, and the asphalt pave- 
ment. 

Mr. HALE. I was going to say I do not know that the dis- 

goes so far, and that is why I called for a rereading of 
that portion of the bill. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. It is only fair for me tosay that these 
cobblestones are put in where they use horses—on one of the 
horse roads, I think the Eckington road—where Congress has 
allowed them toreplace the electric power byhorses. They are 
taking up the pavement and putting down cobblestones. In the 
eastern part of the District, where they are also going to use 
horses, I understand they are putting downcobblestones instead 
of Belgian block or brick. It is not being done on the main 
lines of road, as the Metropolitan. 

Mr. HALE. Let that part of the bill be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as ro- 
quested. 
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The Seeretary read as follows: 

And in every case where pavements now laid with cobblestones are re- 
paired by street railway companies, such repairs shall be made with asphalt, 
vitrified brick, or granite blocks, as the Commissioners ofthe District of C 
lumbia shall direct 

Mr. GORMAN. Is the bill up for consideration? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Michigan asks 
unanimous consent for its present consideration. The bill wa 
read at length for information with the view of submitting the 





Ss 


question to the Senate whether there is objection to its present 
consideration. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask the Senator fr ym Michi ran not to nress 
his request for consideration this morning. There is in 





the 
District of Columbia appropriation bill, which is now | , 
before the Committee on Appropriations, a provision sor 
similar to it, indeed differing but little as I caught the readin 
It is a matter that we are necessarily called to go into upon the 
appropriation bill and I should like very much if the Sena 
tor from Michigan would permit the pending bill to go over so 
that there may be a conference between the members of the 
subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations in charge of 
the District appropriation bill and the membersof the Commit- 


The object of the bill is in the case of | tee on the District of Columbia and not have any conilict be 
e obj i 3 in case of re- | 


tween the two measures. If the Senator permits the bill to go 
over the subcommittee which is considering the District 
priation bill will be very glad tu have such a conference. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I have no objection, but I will state at the 
same time that asthe railroad company are laying the cobble- 
stones now, it would be well for us toact very promptly in 
matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bil! will go over. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 79) to 
require street railway companies in the District of Columbia to 
pave and repair pavements with asphalt, brick, or granite 
blocks, reported adversely thereon; and the joint resolution was 
postponed indefinitely. 


“uppro- 


the 


VESSELS FOR THE REVENUE-MARINE SERVICE. 

Mr. GORMAN. I am directed by the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 150 
providing for partial payments for work, etc., for vessels con- 
structed under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury 
to report it without amendment, and to ask for its present con- 
sideration, asit is a matter of some importance to the Treasury 
Department. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
formation. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Tho resolution will be read for in- 


Resolved by the Senate, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
hereby is, authorized to make partial payments, from time to time, upon exist 
ing contracts and all contracts hereafter made forthe construction of vessels 
for the Treasury Department, but not in excess of 75 per cent of the amoun 
of the value of the work already done; and that the contracts hereafter made 
shall provide for a lien upon such vessels forall advances so made: Provide! 


| That nothing in this joint resolution shall be construed to hereafter author 


ize any partial payments, except on contracts stipulating for the same, and 
then only in accordance With such contract stipulation. 

Mr. PEFFER. I should like to have an explanation on the 
object and scope of the joint resolution from whoever has it in 
charge. 

Mr. GORMAN. It has been the custom of the Treasury De- 
partment in contracting for the construction of vessels for the 


| Revenue Marine Service and for repairs to make contracts pro- 
If they are allowing the old smooth 


viding for payment by installments on the work, precisely as is 
provided for ie the joint resolutioa. The same system obtains 
in the matter of the contracts for the Navy. It was supposed 
until within the past three weeks that the law amply provided 
for this character of contracts, and quite a number are in exist- 
ence now, but upon an examination by one of the Auditors of 
the Treasury and afterwards by an Assistant Secretary, and ob- 
taining the opinion of the Attorney-General, it was found that 
in the construction of vessels for the Treasury Department there 
is this omission, and in fact that there is no law for the proced- 
ure which bas been iu existence for the past fifty years and 
which is necessary for the economy of construction. 

Mr. PEPFER. I ask the Senator from Maryland if it has not 
been the practice in the past years to make advance payments 
upon contracts of this character? 

Mr. GORMAN. I say the practice has been precisely as is 
provided for in the joint resolution, and the supposition was that 
the law covered the revenue marine, but the Department find 

examination that there is an omission in the law. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then I will ask the Senator another question. 
Is this measure intended to relate to any of the vessels about 
which alleged defective armor applies? 

Mr. GORMAN, Oh, to none of those whatever. 

Mr. PEFFER. This is another matter? 
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Mr. GORMAN. These are the vessels of the revenue marine 
and not of the Navy Department. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AD VALOREM RATES ON CHEMICALS. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I report from the Committee on Finance 
the replies of importers and manufacturers to inquiries in re- 
gard to the operation of the tariff in the various States, and ask 
that they may be printed. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I inquire of the Senator from Indiana if the 
report includes the answers which came from the various States 
to the inquiries which were sent out by the Committee on 
Finance? 

Mr. VOORHEES. The replies relate to the chemical sched- 
ule. I reported yesterday or the day before auswers from col- 
lectors of customs in regard toad valorems, Theseare all in the 
shape of bulletins on different subjects, and afford a great deal 
of information which I think will give much satisfaction to the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. VILAS in the chair). The 
matter referred to by the Senator from Indiana will be printed, 
in the absence of objection. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MCMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1976) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Elizabeth H. David; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1977) granting a pension to James 
D. Henderson; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (Ss. 1978) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Jane Stewart Whiting; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 1979) grant- 
ing a pension to Robert Markwood, of Oregon; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

WESLEY MONTGOMERY. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate for 
the pregpnt consideration of the bill (S. 1583) for the relief of 
Wesley Montgomery. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the bill be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill. . 

Mr. HALE. How does this bill get before the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill ison the Calendar. The 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. oe asks unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HALE. Has the routine morning business been disposed 

? 


of? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not been concluded. 

Mr. HALE. Then [ object, and will object to any such re- 
quests for unanimous consent, because after the routine morning 
business has been disposed of the Calendar naturally comes up in 
its order, and then the Senate by a vote, or by refusing to take up 


any particular bill,can go to the Calendar and all these bills can | 


be reached. I wish to say that hereafter I shall object to all 
unanimous consent agreements for taking up bills and — 
them, because there is a clear place where they can be disposed 


o by goin to the Calendar after the routine morning business 


f 
has been disposed of. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from Maine will not object 
to taking up the bill. Yesterday on after the routine busi- 
ness was closed we had something like half an hour of the morn- 
ing hour left, and yet that time was consumed by the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee to take up the tariff bill, and this 
kind of business was entirely cut out. This bill is eminently 
meritorious, and it is reeommended by the Interior Department. 

Mr. HALE. The morning hour runs for two hours, from 11 
o’elock till 1, and a majority of the Senate at any time, if it is 
desirous of proceeding to the consideration of various bills that 
interest the whole country or different parts of the country, 
can secure the whole of that time for the passing of bills on 
the Calendar. The Senator from Nebraska can join in that 
effort every day, and, if he can get votes enough, he can se- 
cure all of the time until 1 o'clock each day for considering 
these bills. The routine business takes certainly not more than 
thirty minutes, and there is always an hour and a half that can 
be got each day. If the Senator can contribute toward secur- 
ing that hour and a half for the Calendar, he will get his bills 
considered; but he will not get them considered by unanimous 
consent, ’ 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill. Concurrent or other resolutions 
are next in order. [A pause.] If there are no concurrent or 
other resolutions the morning business is closed, and the Calen- 
dar under Rule VII is in order. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the tariff bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope that the Senator from Tennessee will 
let us dispose of a few of the little bills on the Calendar. I wish 
some bills considered which are meritorious and which have 
been pending for some time. They have been recommended by 
the heads of the various Departments. - 

Mr. HARRIS. I should be exceedingly glad to oblige the 
Senator from Nebraska, but there is not a Senator on this floor 
who is not interested in two or three little bills which he would 
like to have considered. I need not repeat, what I have sooften 
already repeated, that the disposition of the pending bill is of 
vastly more importance than the consideration of all these lit- 
= bills put together. I must insist on my motion, Mr. Presi- 

ent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of a bill the title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H.R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to 
provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Onthat I call for the yeasand nays. 

Mr. ALLEN. Before the question is put [should like to make 
an inquiry. I inquire whether, under the rules of the Senate, we 
are notentitled to have some business transacted during the morn- 
ing hour independent of the pending tariff measure? I realize 
as fully as the Senator from Tennessee the necessity for prompt 
action on the tariff bill,-and I am perfectly willing to come into 
the Senate Chamber at 9 o’clock in the morning and go to work 
and continue at work until 9 or 10 0’clock at night. 1 see no ob- 
jection to that, and I am perfectly willing to do it. The motion 
of the Senator from Tennessee has my sympathy to avery great 
extent, but it strikes me that we ought to be permitted to trans- 
act some of the meritorious routine business during the morn- 
ing hour, and I rise for the purpose of asking the Chair whether 
under the rules we are not entitled to have that done? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state, in reply to 
the inquiry of the Senator from Nebraska, that under the rules, 
at the conclusion of the morning business, the Calendar, under 
Rule VIII, is in order; but itis within the province of the Sen- 
ate by motion to proceed to the consideration of other business. 
The Senator from Tennessee has entered a motion to proceed to 
the consideratioa of the tariff bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. [I do not think the Senator from Tennessee has 
anything to gain by unduly pressing his motion at this time to 
the exclusion of all other business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee, on which the yeas and nays are 
demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

. Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]}. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN], but I 
will transfer that pair to my colleague |Mr. ALDRICH], who is 
absent, and I shall vote. 1 vote “nay.” 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from New York [Mr. HILu], and therefore 
withhold my vote. If he were present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana[Mr. BLANCHARD], and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when Mr. RoAcH’s name was called), 
I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. ROAcg] is absert 
from the Chamber on account of illness. 

Mr. MCMILLAN (when Mr. STOCKBRIDGE’s name was called), 
I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE] is absent 
on account of illness. He is paired with the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. GIBSON}. 

The roll eall was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the senior Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], who is absent; and with the con- 
sent of the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGs], I 
suggest that we transfer our pairs, he being paired with the 
senior Senator from New York {Mr. Hin}, and let the Senator 
from New York stand paired with the Senator from Nebraska, 
Then the Senator from Massachusetts and I can vote. 

Mr. LODGE. That will b2 agreeable to me. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

M~. BLACKBURN. I vote “yea.” 


; 








1894. 





Mr. CULLOM (after having voted in the negative). 


seat. I inquire if he has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 
vised. 

Mr, CULLOM. 
with that Senator. ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. On this question I am paired with the 
junior Senator from New York |Mr. MuRPHY}. : 

Mr. PERKINS (after having voted in the negative). I inad- 
vertently voted. I am paired with the junior Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. Roaca], whois absent on account of sickness, 
and therefore | withdraw my vote. 

Mr. VILAS (after having voted in the affirmative). I am 
paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] and voted 
without observing that he was not presentin the Chamber. I 
will, however, transfer my pair to the Senator from North Car- 
olina [Mr. JARVIS], and allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. CALL. I am paired with the Senator from Vermont (Mr. 
PROCTOR]; I believe he has not voted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenator from Vermont has not 
voted. 

Mr.CALL. ThenI withhold my vote, and announce that if 
the Senator from Vermont were present, I should vote ‘“‘ yea.” 

Mr. SQUIRE (after having voted in the negative). I inad- 
vertently voted, supposing the Senator from Virginia[Mr. DAN- 
TEL], with whom I am paired, had voted; but I am told he is not 
present, and I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CAMERON. Lam paired with the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 19; as follows: 


Then I withdraw my vote, as I am paired 


YEAS—31. 
Bate, Harris, Mitchell, Wis. Turpie, 
Berry, Hunton, Palmer, Vest, 
Blackburn, Jones, Ark. Pasco, Vilas, 
Camden, 12 Pugh, Voorhees, 
Coke. Lindsay, Ransom, Walsh, 
Faulkner, McPherson, Smith, White, 
George, Martin, Stewart, Wolcott. 
Gorman, Mills, Teller, ‘ 

NAYS—19. 
Allen, Hale, Jones, Ney. Platt, 
Dixon, Hansbrough, Lodge, Sherman, 
Dolph, Hawley, Morrill, Shoup, 
ot Higgins, Peffer, Washburn. 
Gallinger, Hoar, Pettigrew, 

NOT VOTING—35. , 

Aldrich, Chandler, Hill, Perkins, 
Allison, » Cockrell, Irby, Power, 
Blanchard, Cullom, Jarvis, Proctor, 
Brice, Daniel, McLaurin, ay, 
Butler, Davis, MeMillan, oach, 
Caffery, Dubois, Manderson, Squire, 
Call, Gibson, Mitchell, Oregon Stockbridge, 
Cameron, Gordon, Morgan, Wilson. 
Carey, Gray, Murphy, 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) 
to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and 
for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
DOLPH] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr.HALE. Will the Senator yield to me for a few moments? 

Mr. DOLPH. LI yield. 

Mr. STEWART. With the permission of the Senator, I wish 
to give notice thaton Monday after the morning business, if there 
is no arrangement by which the time is to be monopolized, I 
shall take occasion to address the Senate on the pending bill. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Chair state the parliamentary position 
of the bill and what the pending amendment is? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, and the question is upon the first 
amendment reported by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HALE. What is the amendment? 

Mr. HARRIS. The first amendment to the bill. 

Mr. HALE. lLask the Secretary to read the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 3, on page 1, after the first word 
** that,” the committee report tostrike out the words ‘‘ on and;”’ 
and in the same line, before the word “day,” to strike out ‘‘first”’ 
and insert ‘‘thirtieth;” so as to read: 

That after the 30th day of June, 18%, unless otherwise specially provided 
for in this act, there shall be levied, collected, and paid upon all articles im- 
ported from foreign countries, etc. 

Mr. HALE. So that the proposition is that with a bill of 206 
pages, covering every industry in the country and a doubtful re- 
sult upon many of them, the Senator from Tennessee | Mr. HaR- 
Ris], who is in charge of the bill, proposes now to decide that 
upon the 30th day of June, only sixty-five days ahead, this bill 
shall take effect, and that every reduction of duty, every change 
affecting any industry, shall then become the law. 
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that the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] is not in his | 
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Now, I appeal to the Senator from Tennessee to let this part 
of the bill, in reference to the date when it shall take effect, re- 
main unacted upon until we have more daylight, until we can 
see through and know what is likely to be done. 

Mr. President, I do not believe that the Senator from Tennes- 
see, whom we all know to be a most straightforward man, who 
comes to his results by direct processes, and who is frank and 
open and states his purposes, has the slightest conception of what 
this bill is likely to be when it is finally passed, if it ever is 
passed, I doubtif the Senator from Tennessee, who has one 
clear line of thought as to a tariff measure, can vote for the bill 
taking effect on the 30th of June or the 30th of July or the 30th of 
August, or any time, if the things which are going on to-day are 
perfected and such a bill is brought in here as we have a right 
toexpect. I do not believe that the Senator from Tennessee 
apprehends what is going on in byways and in corners and in 
holes in the wall through which an attempt is being made to fix 
up a bill which will gain the votes of more Senators than are 
now prepared to vote for this bill. 

I want the Secretary to read in the order which I have marked 
here certain statements of leading Senators which have been 
made touching this very bill which the Senator from Tennessee 
hasin charge, andis with apparentinnocence trying to pass. Iam 
bound tosay that I donot believe that these statements, which are 
made by Democratic Senators, have been made after conference 
with the Senator from Tennessee. They present such startling 
contrasts to what he believes in and what is the platform of the 
Democratic party and to what, I am bound to believe, Demo- 
cratic Senators generally believe in, that I can not think they 
have been made on full consultation, but that they have been 
made, and that there is a scheme, a plan on foot to gain votes, 
is undoubtedly the fact. 

Six weeks ago the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Bricre]threw some 
light upon the performances attending the treatment of this bill 
in committee, and I ask the Secretary to read the utterance of 
that Senator at that time. 

It was found in an interview published in the Cincinnati En- 
quirer, and so far as I know has not been questioned or contra- 
dicted. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


When the House bill came up to the Senate three Senators set themselves 
aside in secrecy to formulate such a measure as would suit their adjoining 
localities—Mr. MILLS of Texas, Mr. Jongs of Arkansas, and Mr. Vest of 
Missouri; they consulted nobody, or anybody, as they pleased. They went 
off by themselves and arranged to put on the dutiable list sugar, coal, iron, 
ete. The active and versatile and vigorous States like Ohio, New York, 
Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Michigan, and the New England States were not 
allowed to say one word, while Louisiana sugar and West Virginia coal were 
taken aboard the private committee’s prize vessel. They needed FAULKNER 
and CAMDEN. At this juncture I went to see the President and called his 
attention to the narrow and local way this subcommittee was farming out 
a national tariff, while great States like nn New York, Ohio, 
New Jersey, and Massachusetts were entering their protest by unprecedented 
majorities, exceeding those of the war, against the closing of the doors of 
the Finance Committee to their employers and hands. I demanded (of the 
Finance Committee) that the revision of the tariff be upon lines of consid- 
eration of the greater States of the Union, of which New York and Ohio 
were most representative. The two New York Senators, Mr. SMirn of New 
Jersey, Mr. GORMAN, and myself were the most active. We obtained the 
concession that we should have the right to offer amendments. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, that was the attitude taken by 
the careful, shrewd, bright, and intelligent Senator from Ohio 
on the bill which is now in charge of the Senator from Tennes- 
see. He discloses the processes by which the bill has been 
wrought outand brought here as a measure for which his party 
was asked to vote and to stand by. Now, six weeks have passed, 
and I ask the Secretary to read the utterances of the same Sena- 
tor with reference to present conditions, and I call the attention 
of my distinguished and venerable friend from Tennessee to this 
as showing what progress is being made intinkering and manip- 
ulating and changing this bill, while he is honestly striving to 
put it through as it was reported from the Committes on Finance. 


| [ think he ought to know just what is going on oulside. 


The Senator from Ohio says first that the bill was made up in 
a corner where nobody could get at the committee, that the 
members suited themselves, and that he and his friends were 
only allowed the concession of offering amendments. Now, pat- 
terning after the method in which he says the bill was made up, 
he and other Senators are fashioning a bill in a quiet way, un- 
known to the Senator from Tennessee, unknown to the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. VEST], who always blindly denies all such 
things, to suit themselves. 

I ask the Secretary to read what covers the scheme of the new 
tariff bill. Thisinterview of Senator BRICE came out only three 
- ago. 

he Secretary read as follows: 
COMPROMISE TARIFF BILL. 


“ We have got a tariff bill which will pass,’ said Senator Brice of Ohio 
to-day. ‘‘It will go through early in June, or perhaps before that; at least 
as soon as the Republicans get through talking. 

“The bill which has beenagreed upon is one which wil! receive the support 
of the entire Democratic party in the Senate. It has been made up by Sec- 
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retary Carlisle, representing the Administration, and who has had frequent 
consultations with the President, and Senator JONES, representing the 
Finance Committee, Senators COCKRELL, GORMAN, myself, and others, who 
have interested themselves, and the result has been a bill which will meet 
the approval of the Democratic Senate.’ 

Senator Brice wasasked as tospecific items in which it issupposed changes 
have been made, and said that he could ped no specific changes. If those 
having actual charge of the matter cared to make known the changes they 
might, buthe did not care to say anything about them. 

“We have taken the Senate bill, the McKinley bill, the Mills bill and such 
information as has been furnished and made a tariff bill that will pass.” 

NEMOCRATS WILL SUPPORT IT. 


*“Hiow will it be brought into the Senate?” 

“The changes will be in the form of amendments offered as Finance Com- 
mittee amendments to the pending bill, and will be supported bythe Demo- 
crats of the Senate.”’ 

Asked further as to details, Senator Brice said he could not give them. 
Ag ter himself he had not asked a thing, cr undertaken to dictate a single 

chedule. . 
. “I have aimed,” said he, “ to secure a reduction of about 30 per cent from 
the McKinley law, and that is about what the reductions will average.” 

“The income tax will stay?’’ he was asked. 

“'Yos, with some changes and limitations.” 

Continuing, Senator BRICE said: ‘‘ When the bill passes it will go to con- 
ferenee. A strong conference committee will be named, and there will no 
doubt besome changes made, but in the end a bill will pass. Then the Dem- 
ocratic party will have redeemed the three principal promises it made—the 
repeal of the silver-purchase act, the re of the election laws, and the en- 
actment of a reform tariff measure.” 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I call the attention of my friend 
from Tennessee to this bold proclamation that a bill is to be 
drawn upon different lines from his, entirely repudiating the 
theories of the bill which he is so ably and faithfully managing, 
and that at some day, nobody knows when, it will be sprung 
upon the Senate, and a united Democratic vote will be asked to 
pass it. I am sorry to say that, as contributing to this result in 
the direction of abandoning the Senator from Tennessee in his 
earnest work in which he is engaged so many hoursof each day, 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance given utterance 
to just such confessicas as result in the making up of a bill with 
wholly a new framework and under new principles, and I ask the 

cretary to read the comments of the Senator from Indiana 
‘Mr. VOORHEES] upon this bill, as given in what is clearly. an au- 
thentic interview, intended to save him from criticism and at- 
tack at home. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

There are several features in the bill now pending in the Senate 
did not desire to have, but because I was_overruled on these points I no 
therefore, feel at liberty to join the Republican members and report no 
atall am pose 2 ——— — on our statuie aS ——e 

inst anything at g puton s tron, or coal, when 
femoustrased in a full three days’ 


men throughout the country, state that a new bill is to be pro- 
jected upon us, to deny this; and avery member of the Finance 
Committee of the Senate who can be drawn out of his seat by 
any possible 2 gets up and declares that these statements 
are not true, t there is no such bill being framed, that there 
isnosuch purpose of changing the theories and propositions 
upon which the bill goes. 

Mr. President, there is one Senator who has not been on the 
confessional. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. BRICE], who knows 
what he is about, who knows the gro upon which he stands, 
who has made these statements, and who declared six weeks 

that a bill objectionabie in every oro been reported 
which unamended could not pass, and at end of six weeks 
has changed his mind, and has declared that under a secret in- 
trigue a bill will be presented which will command the votes of 
the Democratic party. This Senator has not risen in his 
to deny these statements; he has not been on the conf 
and he knows what he is about and stands by what he says. No 
man who is in making this new ee te 
seen fit todeny it. As the Senator from Rhode d well said 
yesterday, no matter how denials come from theother side; 
thirty days, perhaps twenty days, or fifteen ons disclose 
to the Senate and the country the results of the furtive secret 
operations that are now going on. 

Does the Senator fram Tennessee have any doubt that the 
sugar schedule in the bill is to be made so that it shall satisfy 
the refiners, and that the producer in Louisiana and Nebraska, 
if need be, will be ground between the upper and the nether 
millstone? If he has any doubt let him wait ten, fifteen, or 
twenty days, and his doubt will be removed, and he will find 
himself confronted with a to vote for a re- 

the sugar svhedvle in the interest of refiners. 
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Does the Senator from Tennessee know that the stock of the 
great sugar trust has gone up from 85 to 103 during the pend- 
ency of the secret operations and negotiations that are going on 
and the amnouncement that has been made of what the result 
will be? Does the Senator from Tennessee have any doubt that 
the great metal schedule in the bill, covering as it does a 
most important part of the whole tariff matter, is to be taken 
and torn and dismembered and distorted so that he will never 
recognize the child of his own paternity? If he has any doubt 
about it, all that he has got to do is, as in the case of sugar, to 
waitand see what the men who are his masters, because without 
them he can not get the vote of the Democratic party, are 
going to oblige him to do, to swallow every doctrine, every 
peepee. and every idea that hasever taken root in his mind. 

©, sir; whatever may be the denials this whole bill is to be 
recast, and Senators who have not been in friendly mood toward 
it and who have early and late taken occasion to make known 
their sentiments are to be propitiated in order that there will 
be a solid vote of the Democratic party. What does that mean, 
Mr. President? That means that men like the Senator from 
Tennessee, who have been trained in certain beliefs, who are 
whatare called free traders, or tariff for revenue reformers, are 
to be overslaughed; that they are to give up every theory that 
they have ever believed in, and are to stand up here and, in 
order to get votes, vote for the things that they havedenounced 
all their lives. 

Is that the way to frame a tariff bill? I should like to have 
seen Andrew Jackson frame a tariff bill after that way, in holes 
and corners of the walls, or Robert J. Walker. Even when Jef- 
ferson Davis and his cabinet made that pitiless declaration in 
their constitution they came out boldly and squarely and de- 
clared what they meant, and that it should be the fundamental 
organic law of the confederacy that protection for any industry 
should be forever unconstitutional. They did not say one thing 
to-day and another to-morrow. Tho Senator from Tennessee 
was taught in that school, and believes in it, yet he must swal- 
low the new bill. 

The newspapers say that under these conditions the Demo- 
cratic leaders appear to be “more cheerful.” Cheerful, Mr. 
President! Cheerful when bargaining and selling are going on 
instead of honest tariff legislation! Cheerful,when juggling 
and skuld take the place of honest tariff reform! Mr. 
President, it is the cheerfulness of the dying man when he has 
arrived at such a stage that decomposition has set in and all ca- 
pacity for healthful pain is gone out of the body. That is the 

Se * of the other side to-day. What are they going 
to do 

Here is another 5 which says that in view of this remark- 
able performance ‘ MILLS is kicking like a steer.” [Laughter.] 
Well, well, I do not wonder thatthe distinguished Senator from 
Texas, who had long service in the other House, who was the 
father of a tariff bill there, and who is a real Simon Pure nat- 
ural free trader, is “‘kicking like a steer” when he finds that 
three or four men who have never had anything in common with 
him about their tariff beliefs are framing a bill and putting in 
provisions and propitiating interests for which he has no sym- 
pathy, and will soon demand his votefor their measure. I doubt 
very much whether the “ kicking ” will avail; for when the party 
lash is applied, and when the position is realized that unless 
some bill is passed the Democratic party will be discredited, 
then we shall behold the spectacle of the Senator from Texas 
leading his fellows who have had strong beliefs on one doctrine 
all their days, trooping silently into the procession and voting 
for a bill which, from beginning toend, while it will not relieve 
the industries of the North, will murder every one of these be- 
liefs. 

All this, Mr. President, we will watch and wait for. A few 
— will tell the story. 

Mr. SHERMAN obtained the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS rose. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the Senator from Tennessee wish to 
say anything? 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to say a single word. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [I yield for the present, if the Senator from 
Tennessee desires to y to the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. sident, the Senator from Maine has 
complimented me in a manner that shows no disposition upon 
his part to spare gc Bp ee blushes, but I think pe it 
makes it necessary that I should very briefly define m tion 
in to the pending bill. I p:omise to be very f, as I 


am. 

Te begin with, I undertake to say and assert with absolute 
ae there never was in the history of this Govern- 
ment a bill framed by either party, there never will be a 
tariff bill framed by either party, that has not been and will not 
be the result of amumpeonsten between conflicting interests and 
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conflicting opinions. Now, I have tolerably well-defined opin- 
ions about when the tariff policy of this country ought to be. 
And they are a little more extreme perhaps than nine-tenths of 
the Senators on this side of the Chamber: but I have never yet 
been sufficiently arrogant or sufficiently confident of my own 
superior wisdom upon that or other questions as to hold myself 
above respectfully considering the suggestions of other gentle- 
men equally well informed, equally honest, and equally inter- 
ested in the general welfare of this country; and I should de- 
spise myself if I were not capable of hearing the suggestions of 
brother Democratic Senators and hearing them with a spirit of 
compromising conflicting opinions upon this and all other im- 
portant questions about which we chance to differ. 

The man who is arrogant enough to set himself up to say, ‘I 
will dictate the policy, and I will turn from allsuggestions from 
friend or foe in respect to this matter which chance to conflict 
with my own opinions”—such man I should have no confidence 
in, and I will not say, but it would be truthful if I did say, I 
should condemn and despise him. 

Now, I do not choose at this time to go into the details of this 
bill, but I have been ready from the beginning, I am stillready, 
to compromise cenflicting opinions with brother Democrats, or 
I would even be willing to compromise conflicting opinions with 
my friend from Maine, if he should evince a disposition to come 
to a reform in what I conceive to be the most vicious, the most 
hurtful, the most outrageous tariff law that ever afflicted the 
country or was ever inflicted upon it. 

The Senator from Maine states as a fact that the sugar trust 
stock has gone up under the provisions of this bill. At the ut- 
termost the only protection given by the bill to the sugar trust 
is one-eighth, when the McKinley law that the bill proposes to 
repeal secures in explicit terms a protection of one-half. 

r. HALE. The Senator from Tennessee misunderstood me. 
I did not say the stock of the sugar trust had gone up because 
of the provisions of the bill, but just the reverse, that the stock 
of this great trust had gone up since this project for a new bill 
which will change the provisions the Senator’s committee has 
reported. That is what has sent the sugar stock up, not the 
provisions of the Senator’s bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not know what amendments may be 
offered to the bill by this side or the other side, but I am frank 
to tell the Senator from Maine and the Senate thateven though 
there shall be malcontents here with the present form of the 
bill demanding concessions, for my single self and as a member 
of the Finance Committee and a member of the Senate I should 
not hesitate one moment to entertain propositions, and if they 
resulted in a great reduction of duties imposed by the McKin- 
ley law, however objectionable to my own judgment,I should 
seize upon the main point. We want to pass a bill that will 
greatly reduce tariff taxation as oo by the McKinley law, 
and the crucial issue at last is, shall we perpetuate the infamies 
of the McKinley law or shall we take a better proposition, even 
though it be not entirely satisfactory to me,or perhaps not en- 
tirely satisfactory to any Senator upon this side of the Chamber. 

Mr.HALE. Nowletme ask the Senator one question, a square 
question. The provision in this bill touching sugar is very care- 
fully worked out. It had the attention and scrutiny of the com- 
mittee, and I take it that the Senator from Tennessee agrees to 
the provision relating to sugar. Does he not? 

Mr. HARRIS. Lassented to it as a member of the commit- 


tee. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator, then,is championing the bill with 
this provision. Now, what will be the position of the Senator 
when he is asked to vote for an amendment that is clearly not 
in the interest of the producer,the grower of sugar either in 
Louisiana or Nebraska or wherever it be raised in this country, 
but is in the interest of the refiner, and sochanges the ssheduis 
that he gets a greater advantage? Will the Senator go for that 
upon the theory that it reduces taxation? 

Mr. HARRIS. I say to the Senator from Maine that I am as 
little in favor of aiding or benefiting the refiners or the sugar 
trust as he or any man in this Chamber or outside of it; but if 
to make such concession was an indispensable necessity to pass 
a bill that reduces taxation and repeals the infamies of the Mc- 
Kinley law I should glory in accepting it, but 1 know of no prop- 
osition to increase the duty on refined sugar above the one- 

hth as now provided by the bill as reported. 

r. HALE. There. That tells the whole story. The Sena- 
tor has let it all out. No matter what offensive provisions may 
be insérted in the biil at different points, that give no advan- 

to the producer and the taxpayer, provisions that he would 
with me in denouncing as outrageous, bad, vicious legisla- 

on, for the sake of getting his bill through he will vote for 
every one of them, no matter what they are nor how many they 
be. He has stated in a few words and much better than I 
could. all ‘hat I was endeavoring to bring before the Senate and 
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the country. That is what even as strong and resolute and 
high-minded and experienced a Senator as the Senator from 
Tennessee will do in order to pass his bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. The most objectionable amendments that | 
have heard suggested are so much less objectionable than the 
policy of the Senator from Maine and his McKinley law that | 
can scarcely imagine a proposition that would not in my mind 
be preferable; and as Ihave to decide between continuing the 


McKinley law in force or substituting for it something better, 
although not so much better as I would desire to have, I hone 
the Senater from Maine can understand my position upon the 


question. 

Mr. HALE. Ido. I understand it thoroughly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, in the consideration of thi 
billin the SenateI think we commenced atthe wrong place. Th 
last vote that should be taken upon the bill after it has pas 
through the various stages should be upon the time when it 
shall take effect. No man can vote intelligently on the proposi- 
tion as to when this proposed law will take effect. Therefore 
the custom, so far as 1 know, of Congress in the past has been to 
leave the question of the taking effect of the act upon the 
vote, perhaps upon the third reading of the bill, and sometim 
that question has gone into conference. So it seems to me that 
the present course is unusual, and the first step taken by the 
committees that reports the bill, of which I happen to be a mem- 
ber, should be to withdraw this amendment and let the text 
stand as it passed the House of Representatives. We may then 
proceed in an orderly way to discuss the various amendments of 
the bill that have been reported by the Committee of Finance 
or that may be proposed by any member of this body. I trust this 
suggestion will be followed. Iam told it was made the other 
evening in my absence by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON}, 
who has great experience in the conduct of tariff bills, and that 
no vote will now be taken upon the time when the act shall take 
effect. 

As a matter of course it is natural for all those on this side of 
the Chamber to desire to examine leisurely the bill in all its 
details, and it is just as natural for gentlemen on the other side 
of the Chamber to try to push it forward as rapidly as possibl 
whether they take it upon the faith of their committee or upon 
their own belief. Therefore it is but natural that there should 
bea struggle, and under our rules that struggle can be prolonged. 
This is not an unusual delay in the passage of a tariff bill. The 
long speeches that have been made, all of them instructive, ar 
not only usual, but such speeches have always been made when 
such a bill has been pending. 

The Democratic party resisted the passage of the McKinlk 
tariff act with great violence and opposition, and continued it 
day after day. tt was not until the Ist day of October, 1890, that 
that bill finally passed through the two Houses of Congress and 
became a law. So this debateis not unusual. I had hoped that 
this preliminary question, this moot court question, a question 
that can not bedetermined now, should be put aside and that wo 
mightgoon with the details of the bill. 

{ wish what I say here to be distinctly understood not only by 
members of the Senate but by the people we represent. This bill 
has never had the consideration that has been given to a tariff 
bill during my period of nearly forty years in Congress. Never 
has a tariff bill been treated as this tariff bill has been treated. 

This bill has never been considered by the Committee on Fi- 
nance. Notone of the amendments was submitted to us until! 
they were agreed upon by the majority of that committee, and we 
thereforecould notchangethem. The honorable Senator whosits 
by my side, the venerable Senatorfrom Vermont[Mr. Morrixw], 
who wrote out the Morrill tariff bill and is probably better 
informed than anyone else upon the subject, had no opportu- 
nity to say whether the amendments proposed should be agreed 
to by the Committee on Finance. The Senator from Igwa [Mr. 
ALLISON], an old and experienced member, had no opportunity 
of that kind. I had no opportunity of that kind, except to vote 
against the amendments in gross. 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who is con- 
fessedly the best-informed man in regard tothe various subjects 
embraced in our tariff legislation, had no more opportunity than 
the rest of us had. Therefore the bill comes before us in com- 
mittee as it comes before every Senator here. We have never 
had the opportunity to express our opinions and propose amend- 
ments to the amendments of the committee. Itis a bill before 
us de novo in every part of it, and we have to take it up in detail 
for consideration. I hope we shall proceed without stopping to 
discuss the time when the bill shall take effect, if it ever takes 
effect, and see whether we can so arrange the details of the tariff 
on imported goods as to justify the consent of the Senate to the 
bill as amended. 

Mr. President, all through this bill there are questions of great 
difficulty upon which Senators may honestly differ, whether 


final 





4218 


retary Carlisle, representing the Administration, and who has had frequent 
consultations with the President, and Senator JONES, representing the 
Finance Committee, Senators COCKRELL, GORMAN, myself, and others, who 
heve interested themselves, andthe result has been a bill which will meet 
the approval of the Democratic Senate.”’ 

Senator Brice wasasked as tospecific items in which it is supposed changes 
have been made, and said that he could or no specific changes. If those 
having actuai charge of the matter cared to make known the changes they 
might, buthe did not care to say anything about them. 

‘We have taken the Senate bill, the McKinley bill, the Mills bill andsuch 
information as has been furnished and made a tariff bill that will pass.” 

DEMOCRATS WILL SUPPORT IT. 


“Tiow will it be brought into the Senate?” 

“Phe changes will be in the form of amendments offered as Finance Com- 
mittee amendments to the pending biil, and will be supported bythe Demo- 
crats of the Senate.” 

Asked further as to details, Senator Brice said he could not give them. 
As tor himself he had not asked a thing, or undertaken to dictate a singie 
sehedule. . 

“T have aimed,” said he, ‘ to secure a reduction of about 30 per cent from 
the McKinley law, and that is about what the reductions will average.”’ 

“The income tax will stay?’’ he was asked. 

“Yes, with some changes and limitations.’ 

Continuing, Senator Brice said: “ When the bill passes it will go to con- 
ference. A strong conference committee will be named, and there will no 
doubt be some changes made, but in the end a bill will pass. a the Dem- 
ocratic party will have redeemed the three principal promises it made—the 
repeal of the silver-purchase act, the re of the election laws, and the en- 
actment of a reform tariff measure.” 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I call the attention of my friend 
from Tennessee to this bold procl that a bill to be 
drawn upon different lines from his, entirely semeeneing the 
theories of the bill which he is so ably and faithfully managing, 
and that at some day, nobody knows when, it will be sprung 
upon tke Senate, and a united Democratic vote will be asked to 
pass it. I am sorry to say that, as contributing to this result in 
the direction of abandoning the Senator from Tennessee in his 
earnest work in which he is engaged so many hoursof each day, 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance given utterance 
to just such confessions as result in the making up of a bill with 
wholly a new framework and under new principles, and I ask the 

cretary to read the comments of the Senator from Indiana 

Mr. VOORHEES] upon this bill, as given in what is clearly an au- 
thentic interview, intended to save him from criticism and at- 
tack at home. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


There are several features in the bill now pending in the 
did not desire to have, but because I was_overruled on these 
therefore, feel at libert; 
at all and ae a an see on our 

ainst anything at g on #8 
demonstrated in a full three days’ 


could nevigate the ocean, I came 

ful solicitucde, that it was my plain duty 

try, and especially to the Demaecratic 

as it now stands, to make sure of the 

which it guarantees, and then continue to fight for farther progress and re- 
form hereafter. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, it isthe fashion of the Senators 
upon the other side of the Chamber when Republican Senators, 
seeing what is filling the press of the land and the minds of all 
men throughout the country, state that a new bill is to be pro- 
jected upon us, to deny this; and every member of the Finance 
Committee of the Senate who can be drawn out of his seat by 
any possibie appeal gets up and declares that these statements 
are not true, that there is no such bill be!ag framed, that there 
isnosuch purpose of changing the theories and propositions 
upon which the bill goes. 

Mr. President, there is one Senator who has not been on the 
confessional. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Brick], who knows 
what he is about, who knows the gro upon which he stands, 
who has made these statements, and who declared six weeks 

that a bill objectionable in every had been reported 
which unamended could not pass, and at end of six weeks 
has changed his mind, and has declared that under a secret in- 
trigue a bill will be presented which will command the votes of 
the Democratic party. This Senator has not risen in his place 
to deny these statements; he has not been on the conf r 
and he knows what he is about and stands by what he => 0 No 
SS ae > this new proposi’ has 
seen fit todeny it. As the Senator Rhode d well said 
renee, no maior petibeny denials aes 
ty da r tw 's, or n disclose 
to the rae ge the coumtey the results of Be furtive secret 
operations that are now going on. 

Does the Senator from Tennessee have any doubt that the 
sugar schedule in the bill is to be made so that it shall satisfy 
the refiners, and that the producer in Louisiana and Ne ’ 
if need be, will be ground between the upper and the nether 
milistone? If he has any doubt let him wait ten, fifteen, or 
twenty days, and his doubt will be removed, and he will find 


himself confronted igen tee ag to vote a re- 
arranging the sugar svtedvle in of refiners. 
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Does the Senator from Tennessee know that the stock of the 
great ee trust has gone up from 85 to 103 during the pend- 
ency of the secret operations and negotiations that are going on 
and the announcement that has been made of what the result 
will be? Does the Senator from Tennessee have any doubt that 
the great metal schedule in the bill, covering as it does a 
most important part of the whole tariff matter, is to be taken 
and torn and dismembered and distorted so that he will never 
recognize the child of his own paternity? If he has any doubt 
about it, all that he has got to do is, as in the case of sugar, to 
waitand see what the men who are his masters, because without 
them he can not get the vote of the Democratic party, are 
going to oblige him to do, to swallow every doctrine, every 
proposition, and every idea that hasever taken root in his mind. 

No, sir; whatever may be the denials this whole bill is to be 
recast, and Senators who have not been in friendly mood toward 
it and who have early and late taken occasion to make known 
their sentiments are to be propitiated in order that there will 
be a solid vote of the Democratic party. What does that mean, 
Mr. President? That means that men like the Senator from 
Tennessee, who have been trained in certain beliefs, who are 
whatare called free traders, or tariff for revenue reformers, are 
to be overslaughed; that they are to give up every theory that 
they have ever believed in, and are to stand up here and, in 
order to get votes, vote for the things that they havedenounced 
all their lives. 

Is that the way to frame a tariff bill? I should like to have 
seen Andrew Jackson frame a tariff bill after that way, in holes 
and corners of the walls, or Robert J. Walker. Even when Jef- 
ferson Davis and his cabinet made that pitiless declaration in 
their constitution they came out boldly and squarely and de- 
clared what they meant, and that it should be the fundamental 
organic law of the confederacy that protection for any industry 
should be forever unconstitutional. They did not say one thing 
to-day and another to-morrow. Tho Senator from Tennessee 
was taught in that school, and believes in it, yet he must swal- 
low the new bill. 

The newspapers say that under these conditions the Demo- 
cratic leaders appear to be “more cheerful.” Cheerful, Mr. 
President! Cheerful when bargaining and selling are going on 
instead of honest tariff legislation! Cheerful,when juggling 
and skulduggery take the place of honest tariff reform! Mr. 
President, it is the cheerfulness of the dying man when he has 
arrived at such a stage that decomposition has set in and all ca- 
pacity for healthful pain is gone out of the body. That is the 
= a ” of the other side to-day. What are they going 
to do 

Here is another paper which says that in view of this remark- 
able performance ‘‘ Minzs is kicking like a steer.” [Laughter.] 
Well, well, I do not wonder thatthe distinguished Senator from 
Texas, who had long service in the other House, who was the 
father of a tariff bill there, and who is a real Simon Pure nat- 
ural free trader, is ‘kicking like a steer” when he finds that 
three or four men who have never had anything in common with 
him about their tariff beliefs are framing a bill and putting in 
provisions and propitiating interests for which he has no sym- 
pathy, and will soon demand his votefor theirmeasure. I doubt 
very much whether the ‘ kicking ” will avail; for when the party 
lash is —— and when the position is realized that unless 
some bill is passed the Democratic party will be discredited, 
then we shall behold the spectacle of the Senator from Texas 
leading his fellows who have had strong beliefs on onedoctrine 
all their days, trooping silently into the procession and voting 
for a bill which, from beginning toend, while it will not relieve 
the industries of the North, will murder every one of these be- 
liefs. 

All this, Mr. President, we will watch and wait for. A few 
days will tell the story. 

Mr. SHERMAN obtained the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS rose, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the Senator from Tennessee wish to 
say anything? 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to say a single word. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [ yield for the present, if the Senatorfrom 
Tennessee desires to y to the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. sident, the Senator from Maine has 
complimented me in a manner that shows no disposition upon 
his to spare my modest blushes, but I think perh it 
makes it necessary that I should very briefly define m tion 
in to the pending bill. I promise to be very f, as I 


us: am. 

To begin with, I undertake to say and assert with absolute 
confidence, that there never was in the history of this Govern- 
ment a tariff bill framed by either party, there never will be a 


ore ty, that has not been and will not 
emptindinn between conflicting interests and 
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conflicting opinions. Now, I have tolerably well-defined opin- 
ions about what the tariff policy of this country ought to be. 
And they are a little more extreme perhaps than nine-tenths of 
the Senators on this side of the Chamber: but I have never yet 
been sufficiently arrogant or sufficiently confident of my own 
superior wisdom upon that or other questions as to hold myself 
above respectfully considering the suggestions of other gentle- 
men equally well informed, —, honest, and equally inter- 
ested in the general welfare of this country; and I should de- 
spise myself if I were not capable of hearing the suggestions of 
brother Democratic Senators and hearing them with a spirit of 
compromising conflicting opinions upon this and all other im- 
portant questions about which we chance to differ. 

The man who is arrogant enough to set himself up to say, ‘I 
will dictate the policy, and I will turn from allsuggestions from 
friend or foe in respect to this matter which chance to conflict 
with my own opinions’—such man I should have no confidence 
in, and I will not say, but it would be truthful if I did say, I 
should condemn and despise him. 

Now, I do not choose at this time to go into the details of this 
bill, but I have been ready from the beginning, I am stillready, 
to compromise conflicting opinions with brother Democrats, or 
I would even be willing to compromise conflicting opinions with 
my friend from Maine, if he should evince a disposition to come 
to a reform in what I conceive to be the most vicious, the most 
hurtful, the most outrageous tariff law that ever afflicted the 
country or was ever inflicted upon it. 

The Senator from Maine states as a fact that the sugar trust 
stock has gone up under the provisions of this bill. At the ut- 
termost the only protection given by the bill to the sugar trust 
is one-eighth, when the McKinley law that the bill proposes to 
repeal secures in explicit terms a protection of one-half. 

r. HALE. The Senator from Tennessee misunderstood me. 
I did not say the stock of the sugar trust had gone up because 
of the provisions of the bill, but just the reverse, that the stock 
of this great trust had gone up since this project for a new bill 
which will change the provisions the Senator’s committee has 
reported. That is what has sent the sugar stock up, not the 
provisions of the Senator’s bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not know what amendments may be 
offered to the bill by this side or the other side, but I am frank 
to tell the Senator from Maine and the Senate thateven though 
there shall be malcontents here with the present form of the 
bill demanding concessions, for my single self and as a member 
of the Finance Committee and a member of the Senate I should 
not hesitate one moment to entertain propositions, and if they 
resulted in a great reduction of duties imposed by the McKin- 
ley law, however objectionable to my own judgment,I should 
seize upon the main point. We want to pass a bill that will 
greatly reduce tariff taxation as ae pee by the McKinley law, 
and the crucial issue at last is, shall we perpetuate the infamies 
of the McKinley law or shall we take a better proposition, even 
though it be not entirely satisfactory to me,or perhaps not en- 
tirely satisfactory to any Senator upon this side of the Chamber. 

Mr.HALE. Nowletme ask the Senator one question, a square 
question. The provision in this bill touching sugar is very care- 
fully worked out. It had the attention and scrutiny of the com- 
mittee, and I take it that the Senator from Tennessee agrees to 
the provision relating to sugar. Does he not? 

Mr. HARRIS. Lassented to it as a member of the commit- 


tee. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator, then, is championing the bill with 
this provision. Now, what will be the position of the Senator 
when he is asked to vote for an amendment that is clearly not 
in the interest of the producer,the grower of sugar either in 
Louisiana or Nebraska or wherever it be raised in this country, 
but is in the interest of the refiner, and sochanges the schedule 
that he gets a greater advantage? Will the Senator go for that 
upon the theory that it reduces taxation? 

Mr. HARRIS. I say to the Senator from Maine that i am as 
little in favor of aiding or benefiting the refiners or the sugar 
trust as he or any man in this Chamber or outside of it; but if 
to make such concession was an indispensable necessity to pass 
a bill that reduces taxation and repeals the infamies of the Mc- 
Kinley law I should glory in accepting it, but 1 know of no prop- 
osition to increase the duty on refined sugar above the one- 

ighth as now provided by the bill as reported. 
ae HALE. There. That tells the whole story. The Senz- 
tor has let it all out. No matter what offensive provisions may 
be ins¢rted in the bill at different points, that give no advan- 
to the producer and the taxpayer, provisions that he would 
with me in denouncing as outrageous, bad, vicious legisla- 
on, for the sake of getting his bill through he will vote for 
every one of them, no matter what they are nor how many they 
be. He has stated ina few words and much better than I 
could, all ‘hat I was endeavoring to bring before the Senate and 
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the country. That is what even as strong and resolute and 
high-minded and experienced a Senator as the Senator from 
Tennessee will do in order to pass his bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. The most objectionable amendments that | 
have heard suggested are so much less objectionable than the 
policy of the Senator from Maine and his McKinley law that | 


can scarcely imagine a preposition that would not in my mind 
be preferable; and as I ‘have to decide between continuing the 
McKinley law in force or substituting for it something better, 


although not so much better as I would de 
the Senater from Maine can under 
question. 

Mr. HALE. Ido. I understand it thoroughly 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, in the consideration Li 
billin the SenateI think we commenced atthe wrong place. ‘The 
last vote that should be taken upon the bill after it has pas 


ire to have, [ hope 
tand rpon the 


my position 1 


through the various stages should be upon the time when it 
shall take effect. No man can vote intelligently on the provosi- 
tion as to when this proposed law will take effect. Therefore 


the custom, so far as I know, of Congress in the past has been to 
leave the question of the taking effect of the act upon the final 
vote, perhaps upon the third reading of the bill, and sometim 
that question has gone into conference. So it seems to me that 
the present course is unusual, and the first step taken by the 
committee that reports the bill, of which I happen to be a mem 
ber, should be to withdraw this amendment and let the tex 
stand as it passed the House of Representatives. We may then 
proceed in an orderly way to discuss the various amendments of 
the bill that have been reported by the Committee of Finance 
or that may be proposed by any member of this body. I trust this 
suggestion will be followed. Iam told it was made the other 
evening in my absence by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON}, 
who has great experience in the conduct of tariff bills, and that 
no vote will now be taken upon the time when the act shall take 
effect. 

As a matter of course it is natural for all those on this side of 
the Chamber to desire to examine leisurely the bill in all its 
details, and it is just as natural for gentlemen on the other side 
of the Chamber to try to push it forward as rapidly as possible 
whether they take it upon the faith of their committee or upon 
their own belief. Therefore it is but natural that there should 
bea struggle, and under our rules that struggle can be prolonged. 
This is not an unusual delay in the passage of a tariff bill. The 
long speeches that have been made, all of them instructive, are 
not on N usual, but such speeches have always been made when 
such a bill has been pending. 

The Democratic party resisted the passage of the McKinle 
tariff act with great violence and opposition, and continued it 
day after day. It was not until the Ist dayof October, 1890, that 
that bill finally passed through the two Houses of Congress and 
became a law. So this debate is not unusual. I had hoped tha 
this preliminary question, this moot court question, a question 
that can not bedetermined now, should be put aside and that wi 
might goon with the details of the bill. 

{ wish what I say here to be distinctly understood not only by 
members of the Senate but by the people we represent. This bill 
has never had the consideration that has been given to a tariff 
bill during my period of nearly forty years in Congress. Never 
has a tariff bill been treated as this tariff bill has been treated. 

‘Lhis bill has never been considered by the Committee on Fi- 
nance. Notone of the amendments was submitted to us until 
they were agreed upon by the majority of that committee, and we 
thereforecould notchangethem. The honorable Senator whosits 
by my side, the venerable Senator from Vermont[Mr. Morg1.1.}, 
who wrote out the Morrill tariff bill and is probably better 
informed than anyone else upon the subject, had no opportu- 
nity to say whether the amendments proposed should be agreed 
to by the Committee on Finance. The Senator from Igwa [Mr. 
ALLISON], an old and experienced member, had no opportunity 
of that kind. I had no opportunity of that kind, except to vote 
against the amendments in gross. 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who is con- 
fessedly the best-informed man in regard tothe various subjects 
embraced in our tariff legislation, had no more opportunity than 
the rest of us had. Therefore the bill comes before us in com- 
mittee as it comes before every Senator here. We have never 
had the opportunity to express our opinionsand propose amend- 
ments to the amendments of the committee. Itis a bill before 
us de novo in every part of it, and we have to take it up in detail 
for consideration. I hope we shall proceed without stopping to 
discuss the time when the bill shall take effect, if it ever takes 
effect, and see whether we can so arrange the details of the tariff 
on imported goods as to justify the consent of the Senate to the 
bill as amended. 

Mr. President, all through this bill there are questions of great 
difficulty upon which Senators may honestly differ, whether 
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they are for protection or for free trade. There are details in 
the bill that will necessarily have to be investigated and studied 
by persons on both sides of the Chamber. 

Mr. VILAS. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to ask him 
a question? 

fr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. VILAS. I desire to ask him if,in the judgment of the 
Senate, after consideration of the bill, a later day than the 30th 
of June should be fixed for the general operation of the bill, that 
date could not be changed by amendment just as easily as a blank 
could be filled? 

i Mr. SHERMAN. Why putitinnowatall? Thatis the ques- 
on. 

Mr. VILAS. Why, then, delay over this single point? 

Mr. SHERMAN. We have debated for four or five days a 
ees that has not usually been made in the Senate at all 
until the bill arrives at its latest stage. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator a question. I 
very rarely interrupt the Senator, but I should like to inquire 
astoafact. Is it not true that the McKinley bill, so called, 
came to the Senate from the other House with a date fixed, and 
re a date remained in the bill until about the Ist of Oc- 

r? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is precisely what I said. 

Mr. VEST. It was the last thing fixed. 

Mr.SHERMAN. That is precisely what I have advised the 
Senate here now to do—to just let the thifg stand as it is, be- 
cause we can change the Ist day of June just as well as we can 
change the Ist day of July. 

Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator's pardon for interrupting him, 
but he does not understand my point. The Senator from Iowa 
proposed the other day to strike out the date, June 30, fixed in 
the bill, and to leave it blank. I ask if we are not iellowing the 
precedent set by what was then the majority of the Senate in re- 
gard to the McKinley bill? Mr. McKinley sent to us his bill 
with a date in it, and that date remained here during all that 
long discussion, and was the last thing fixed. Thatis my rec- 
ollection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Suppose it is true that the other House, 
when sending us a bill, fixed a date for its taking effect; the 
Senate did not either strike out or attempt to put in another 
date until they examined the bill to see whether the bill in any 
form, with the amendments that had been proposed, could be 
passed through the Senate. Now, that is the usual course. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will allow me, the course fol- 
lowed in 1890, as I remember it (and I am very clear in my rec- 
ollection about it), was that when this paragraph of the bill was 
read, by common consent any action upon the date was passed 
over until the conclusion of the bill and it was ready to be put 
upon its pz e. 

Mr. SHER) AN. As is in the House bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. As in the House bill, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, Mr. President, when a bill is referred 
toa committee I do not criticise the right of a majority to ex- 
press their opinion and have their way; but the only mode by 
which you can arrive at the best of any proposition is to hear 
theargumentson both sidesinaquietcommittee. Ihave nodoubt 
if this bill had been gone over in the usual way in the committee 
our Democratic friends would havefound reasons enough given by 
such men as my honorable friend from Vermontand other mem- 
bers of the committee that would have changed and modified 
somewhat the features of this bill. 

But that was not the condition. The bill, it is but fair tosay, 
as was stated in one of theinterviews attributed to my colleague 
{Mr. BRIcE], and correctly so, was framed by three gentlemen, 
all of them Senators of ability and for whom I have high re- 
speek and yet it is certain that if certain ee which 
they reported favorably here had been considered in a full com- 
mittee they would have been rejected. The chairman of the 
committee, the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], whose 
words have also been read to us, whether correctly or not I do 
not know, says he differs from his Democratic colleagues. If he 
had differed with his Democratic colleagues in committee then 
the saree would have been against the proposition. What 
can be said in regard to the position of the Senator from New 
gn a yer ying mee 

He has stated it himself. I do not criticise these gentlemen 
atall. But it is absolutely certain that if the bill had been con- 
sidered in the usual way in which Senators consider bills in the 
Committee on Public Landsor any other committee many items 
in the bill and many amendments that have been offered would 
have been rejected by the ae 

Mr. HA Let me ask the Senator from Ohio a question 
right there. Is not the Committee on Finance made up of five 
Republicans and six Democrats? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is. 
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_ Mr. HALE. So that in any consideration of a party measure 
c one Democrat votes with the Republicans that gives a major- 
iy: 

Mr. SHERMAN. It might or it might not. 

Mr. HALE. If the Republicans were all there, 
ine SHERMAN. Certainly, if the Republicans were all 

ere. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoorsEss] 
stated (his statement was read this morning) thathe is in favor 
of free sugar. Now,I ask the Senator from Ohio, just in line 
with what he has been saying, whether, if the bill had been sub-. 
mitted to the entire committee and the Senator from Indiana 
had voted for free sugar with the five Republicans upon the com- 
mittee, that would not have been a majority, and would it not 
have been left so in the bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. VEST. I give my pledge not to interrupt the Senator 
from Ohio again, but I think it is only fair to the committee, of 
which he and I are both members, that a statement should be 
made which differs so entirely from that which he has made, 
honestly beyond question, that it is hardly possible for me to 
conceive how such a difference could exist. I understand the 
Senator from Ohio to say that the bill was never submitted to 
the full committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was submitted in gross, and the amend- 
ments which had been agreed upon by the majority of the com- 
mittee were reported to us. 

Mr. VEST. Now, let me make a statement. I understand the 
parliamentary rule to be that what occurs in a committee is not 
a matter for discussion in the full Senate, and I shall try not to 
infringe upon that parliamentary rule. The bill was framed, as 
it necessarily was obliged to be framed, by a majority of the 
Finance Committee, who are responsible for it. It seems to me 
it is entirely immaterial how many of us framed it if the ma- 
jority assented to it after it was framed. It was then reported 
to the full committee, and they were asked by the chairman of 
the committee how many days they thought it would be neces- 
sary for them to examine the bill. They stated the number of 
days, and that number wasagreed upon. They took the bill, ex- 
amined it—or I presume they examined it—brought it back to 
the full committee, and we then took it up in the full committee 
for examination. Not only is that true, but the records of the 
committee will show that we voted upon amendments proposed 
in the full committee. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Missouri let me ask him 
a question? 

Mr..VEST. Let me make another statement, and I shall be 
done. As to the amendments that were proposed afterwards, 
submitted by me,I was directed to reportthem to the Senate. I 
first introduced them in the Senate; they were printed, referred 
tothe committee, and considered in the committee. The mi- 
nority of the committee stated that they did not care about tak- 
ing them up in detail; that the majority could do with them as 
they pleased, and I then reported them to the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator from Missouri one ques- 
tion. If the Senator from Indiana is properly reported and was 
against the sugar schedule and in favor of free sugar, and if in 
committee he had asked for a vote upon that item and had voted 
for free sugar with the Republican members of the committee, 
would it not have been free sugar in the bill? 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course the very simplest rule of 
arithmetic would give a majority to the Republicans if there 
were five of them and six of us and one Democrat should join 
withthem. That endsthat question. Bu‘ I submit to the Sen- 
ator from Maine that it is not fair and scarcely parliamentary 
to bring in here a newspaper report and read it in the Senate 
as the deliberate expression of opinion by a Senator who has 
agreed to a report that is entirely different. The Senator from 
Indiana is not here, and I am not authorized to speak for him, 
but I wish to say right here, and I can not say it too emphatic- 
ally and distinctly, that an end should be put to the practice 
that has grown up in the Senate, with other bad practices, of 
bringing in irresponsible and vagabond interviews and taking 
up the time of the Senate of the United States with reading and 
commenting upon them. 

It is a disgrace to the proceedings of this body that a man 
without name, and, for all we know, without character, can be 
presumed to represent the opinions of a Senator and then have 
another Senator read them here with no other authority,for it 
except that they appear in print, and hold that Senator respon- 
sible for them. No man’scharacter is safe here, no man’s public 
position is safe, if that sort of thing is to continue; and it is an 


outrage. 

Mr. SHERMAN. While the quotation of newspaper extracts 
may be wrong, it is not so great an abuse of the old-fashioned 
privileges and customs of the Senate as this constant interrup- 








1894. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


A221 


tion with immaterial matters and the side issues that grow up. like cotton. Although cotton is grown on a multitude of plan- 


Ido ho 


conclusion that these things ought to be forbidden by express 


rule. It does not make much difference to me. I have no set 
speech to make, but it does constantly break in upon the conti- 
nuity of anyone's thoughts. 

There is no material difference between the Senator from Mis- 
souri[Mr. VEST] and myself with regard to the mode in which 
the pending bill was dealt with. He knows very well that the 
bill was never acted upon in the Committee on Finance, the or- 
ganized committee. It is true, as he says, that a large mass of 
amendments, involving all the merits or demerits of the bill, 
was presented by him tothe Senate, and printed. We had never 
seen them. When they were printed we had the privilege of 
seeing them, but we knew then that the Democratic majority of 
the committee, whether they were in favor of these amendments 
or not, had committed themselves to these amendments, as stated 
frankly and fairly among us, and proposed to stand by them. I 
do not care to go into details about it. There are one or two 
matters upon which there was some difference of opinion about 
which I was consulted, and perhaps amendments were agreed 
upon and will be offered. They do not appear yet. But the 


body of amendments was never, until determined by the ma- | 


jority, before us. 

I wish tosay another thing. The bill that came to us from 
the House of Representatives was a logical and orderly bill, 
founded upon the principles announced by the Democratic con- 
vention in Chicago in 1892. It sought to remove all taxes on 


that the Senate sometime or other will come to the | tations all over the South, yet the aggregate of the production 


of those plantations furnishes us the largest agricultural crop in 


| the country, except grassand corn. Butneither cotton nor corn 


nor grass is more essential to our prosperity or independence than 
wool. 

This interest ought not to be sacrificed. I think every Sena- 
tor present who hears me, whether he be in favor of a revenue 
tariff or a protective tariff will feel that this interest should be 
protected, and I shall demand for it a patient hearing. 

There is another industry of our people which has been struck 
at very severely. 


Agricultural implements, although made from articles th \t pay 
tariff duties, are admitted free of all tax. That is for the bonetit 
of our Southern friends, so that they may have their agricul 


turalimplementsfree. But how does it benefit the places where 
these agricultural implements are made? In Ohio we havea 
multitudeof them; large establishments. The production of the 
State of Ohio in this class of industry amounts to many million 
dollars. The manufacture of these articles in the last fiseil year 
is valued, according to the statistics laid upon our desirs, at 


| $120,000,000. Yet these articles, madeof iron,wood, lumbe. and 


various things upon which duties are levied by the bill, are made 
free of duty. It is sometimes said in reply that in Europe they 
do not make these articles because labor is so cheap there that 


| they do not have to employ these kind of implements: but 


| Canada is on our border. 


what are called raw materials, and therefore it added tothefree | 


list coal, ironore, and wool, and in other productions other raw 


materials were made dutyfree. Now,the Committee on Finance | 


have disregarded these important principies of the Democratic 


party. They have abandoned the doctrine of free raw material, | 


which they have maintainedand upheld asa part of their creed. 
They yielded, to what influence I do not know, upon almost all 
these questions except only on that which is the most impor- 
tant—on the wool. So they have abandoned the very prineiples 
and rules upon which the bill was founded. They also took up 


Canada has cheaper lumber than we have; she has equ:l or 
more facilities than we have for making these articles; she has 
cheaper labor; and the result will be that the industries which 
have made our little cities in Ohio and in the Western States 
prosperous will be transferred across the line to Canada. Why 
should a discrimination be made against an industry like this 
merely to gratify another section amply protected? Whyshould 
we refuse to levy a duty on a finished article composed o! arti- 
cles that pay duties, and thus compel us ata disadvantage to 


| compete with other countries that are not burdened with such 


and put upon the tax list taxes which have not been heretofore | 


levied except for the urgency of war, and asaconsequence of the 
results of war. It wasan income tax soframed as toaffect directly 
only afew. It taxes the few very rich and exempts the great 
number that have good incomes. They were not satisfied with 
that discrimination, but they tax the incomes of the very poor- 
est of the poor, the men who depend upon their daily labor for 


their daily bread, and required them through the organizations | 
| fore us is treated. Irecognize the rightof the majority to pre- 
| sent the bill in theirown way and intheirown manner. WhileI 


in which their funds are invested or deposited to pay taxes upon 
the incomes derived from their small savings. 

Not only that, but they have made the incomes of persons of 
small means all over our country derived from their savings in- 
vested in the stocks of banks, savings institutions, and railroads, 
many of them, as shown by the statistics, amounting on the aver- 
age to not over four or five hundred dollars, a proper subject 
of charge against them, and deduct it from them before their 
dividends can be paid. 

Mr. President, I do not intend now to go into the details of 


taxes? 

Sir, I might go over the list, but I do not care to do so at this 
time. When these questions come up it will be sufficient. We 
have had noopportunity toamend these propositions; we have had 
no opportunity to discuss them until now. Even nowitis rather 
in a disorderly way that I mention them, when a proposition is 
pending that has no connection with them. 

I wish tosay tomy Democratic friends with perfect fairness that 
I wish to treat the pending bill as any other bill that is pending be- 


cancriticise their method of doing it, yet they have the power to 
do it; and Iam willing totake up the bill item by item and discuss, 
but they must know that on this side of the Chamber we never 
will allow the bill to pass until we have had the opportunity to 


| read in the Senate Chamber every clause and every word of it, 


and every word and every clause shall be subject toour scrutiny. 


| We would be held responsible to the people we represent if we 


the bill. At some future time and when we are approaching | 


these subjects I propose to take my share in the discussion. [| | 


will state that so far as the people of Ohio are concerned the bill 
is very destructive to well-established industries. Ohio is the 
largest sheep-growing State in the Union, and although our 
State is small compared with Texas and many of the magnifi- 
cent States inthe West, yet nearly all the farmers of Ohio have 
from time almost immemorial, since the early settlements, had 
little droves of sheep; mainly raising the very best kinds of wool, 
all the higher grades of wool. Those little flocks rarely num- 
ber more than one or two hundred, and we have over 5,000,000 
sheep in Ohio. 

From the beginning of the Government, with rare exceptions 
and vnly occasional lapses, it has been considered as of the 
highest national importance in the broadest sense to maintain a 


duty on wool so as to encourage woolgrowing. Why? Because | 


wool is the fundamental element which enters into one of the 
great wantsof life—clothing, shelter from heatand cold. It has 
been held as a wise public policy by many nations to maintain 
the growth of wool, so that in times of war Or distress, in cases 
of exigency, they would not be dependent upon any other nation 
for clothing, for blankets for their soldiers, which are just as 
much elements of warfare as the gun, the musket, or the can- 
non. Even England maintained her policy of protection on this 
subject longer than upon almost any other article. This indus- 
try is stricken down. What reason is there for it? If it is re- 

rded simply as a tariff tax, why should not a reasonable tariff 

be imposed upon wool imported from foreign countries? 

Sir, the value of wool and the production of wool in this coun- 

try is one of the largest items of wealth of our country. It is 


did not demand and secure this kind of consideration for a bill 
that strikes down many of their most important industries. 

Mr. President, there is one feature of the bill which I dislike 
to discuss, but it is right to be discussed now not upon any par- 
ticular item, and that is the unfortunate sectional feature of the 
bill. It can not be overlooked; it can not be denied. Why it 
should be so [ do not know, and yet it is certain that all these 
amendments, the body of them, and the bill are framed upon the 
idea that the South should have some special limitations and 
provisions in its favor. The fact that the honorable gentlemen 
who framed these amendments live in the South no doubt would 
give som® color of explanation to it, but there it stands. We 
naturally favor our own constituents. 1 do itcertainly for Ohio; 
[ feel bound to protect their interests, but certainly I do not 
feel it my duty to propose anything for Ohio that I would not 
propose also for any other portion of the people of the United 
States. Yet the bill is full of these incongruities and these in- 
equalities. 

The South has the majority not only in the committce (the 


| subcommittee was framed entirely of Southern men), but the 


South has the majority of the whole Democratic Senators on 
this floor. The Senxtors from that section have the power to 
dictate to the Democratic majority in this Chamber. They can 
then say to the minority of their colleagues ‘‘ Here is our bill; ” 
and I fear that some of the honorable Senators from the North- 
ern States have not said to them ‘‘ We are opposed to your prop- 
ositions. We will do our duty in voting them down in the Sen- 
ate of the United States.” Some of these Senators have in 
various ways here and elsewhere s1id they are not satisfied with 
certain features of the bill. Even the honorable chairman of 
the Finance Committee, who made his eloquent speech in the 
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opening of the debate, said he had to take it by and large, with 
all its demerits and with all its merits. That may be so, but 
when we come to consider the bill in detail every man is bound 
by his honor, he is bound by his duty to his constituents, he is 
bound by the most solemn obligations to give his judgment upon 
the item according as it will best promote the public interest 
and the common welfare of our country. 

Now, therefore, no Senator on the other side of the Chamber 
can conceal himself behind a party majority when that majority 
proposes something that he Soon not agree with. Wecan in 
that way amend and correct the various itemsof the bill, making 
the proper changes as we go along, and then at the end of the 
contestevery Senator can say whether or not he will yote against 
the billasa whole. But when we treat the bill in detail, then 
every Senator is bound to vote according to his conscience and 
not according to his party creed. So it has always been recog- 
nized by the Republican party. I have participated in many 
tariff discussions and the enactment of many tariff bills, and i 
never heard a word of complaint made against any of our people 
who voted against a particular item because it seriously affected 
the interests of their constituents or was against their judgment; 
and in that way some tariff bills have been held up for a long 
timein debate. The Morrill tariff bill was defeated twice or three 
times in this way, until finally at the last by offering an amend- 
mentin the nature of asubstitute for the whole bill it was carried 
through and became the law of the land. That has always been 
the rule with us. 

I trust, therefore, without detaining the Senate longer, that 
the Senate will proceed with the bill according to the order and 
agreement made between the gentlemen who represented both 
sides, that we should take up item by item and without unneces- 
sary debate proceed to consider them fairly and frankly. Then 
at the close of debate, if any Senator desires to express his gen- 
eral opinion upon the whole result he is at perfect liberty to do 
so to any extent he desires. . 

THE GOLD STANDARD AND PROTECTION CAN NOT STAND TOGETHER—THE 
GOLD STANDARD MUST YIELD TO BIMETALLI§M OR PROTECTION TO FREE 
TRADE. 

Mr.STEWART. Mr. President, the Westhas been in favor of 
the protection of American industries on the assumption that 
there wasa unity of interest throughoutall sections of our common 
country, and that what was good for a part was good for the whole. 
Unfortunately, the great and dominating section of the North- 
east has acted upon an entirely different principle. The North- 
east has assumed that whatever is beneficial to the creditor class 
of that section is just ond geese, however destructive it may 
be to the South and the West. 

The nonprotected industries are principally in the farming 
and mining regions of the South and the West; the protected 
industries are in the manufacturing regions of the Northeast. 
The nonprotected industries furnish nearly allourexports. The 
exported products of the mines and farms buy our imports, 
including luxuries for the rich, and pay nearly a million dol- 
lars a day interest on foreign obligations. When such exports 
are insuificient, gold is sent abroad to make up the balance, 
— the interest-bearing national debt increased to buy more 
goid. 

The creditor class of the United States reside in the manu- 
facturing sections of the Northeast, and the debtor class in the 
South and the West. This creditor classin our country united 
with the bondholding and creditor class of Europe and demon- 
etized silver, and reduced the standard metallic monéy of the 
United States and Europe to gold alone. This more than doub- 
led the obligations of the debtor class and caused a fall in the 
ene of commodities exported and sold in Euro markets of 

rom 50 to 60 per cent. The demonetization of silver was solely 
in the interest of the creditor class, and has not only more than 
doubled the obligations of contracts, but has reduced the price 
of commodities produced in the debtor sections of our country 
below the cost of production, and substituted poverty and want 
for abundance and prosperity. 

The Northeast, which has compelied the South and the West 
to sell commodities in Europe to pay interest on foreign obliga- 
tions and buy imports for the whole country, now asks the South 
and the West te maintain high protective duties to increase the 

ice of manufactures which the Northeast produces, and which 

The South and the Westconsume. TheSouth and the West com- 

eae because the Northeast compels them to pay in dearer mone 

was in circulation at the time the contract was made, 
also forces them to seil their commodities at gold prices abroad 
in competition with the poorl d labor of Europe and of the 
silver standard countries of Asia, where cooly labor continues 
at the same price in silver that prevailed before the demoneti- 
zation of that metal. 

The people of the South and the West can not understand 
why, if the Northeast may join the bondholdersof Europe in de- 
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monetizing silver to enhance the obligation of contracts and fur- 
nish cheap farm products for the manufacturing centers in Eu- 
rope and America, they may not i England for free trade. If 
they are compelled to sell for gold prices in Europe for the ben- 
efit of the creditor classes of Europe and America, why should 
they be compelled to buy at protected prices in those sections of 
the United Stateswhich have joined the creditor class of Europe 
to oppress them? If they are compelled to sell at gold prices in 
the cheapest market in the ror why should they be denied 
the privilege of buying in that market? 

If the Northeast is unpatriotic enough to join England in re- 
ducing the volume of standard money to gold alone, for the bene- 
fit of European and American creditors,why should not the West 
and the South join England in her free-trade policy for the pur- 

e of buying in the cheapest market, where they sell? If the 
ortheast would join the South and the West in an independent 
financial policy for the benefit of the whole country, there would 
be no necessity for the South and the West to jon England in 
pursuing the policy of free trade, because we would then be a 
common country and have a common interest. 

But while the Northeast insists upon low prices and starvation 
wages for the West and the South, it is the duty of the West 
and the South, on the principle of self-preservation, to treat the 
North and the East as the North and the East treat them, and 
contend for the right to buy in the cheapest market, whether it 
be foreign or domestic, without regard to the effectof such policy 
upon that section of our common country which is working in 
concert with foreign interests for the destruction of the agricul- 
tural and mining regions of the United States. 

The representatives of the South and the West have for two 
decades —— to the manufacturing and money loaning sec- 
tion of the Northeast to abandon its combination with the bond- 
holders of Europe, remonetize silver, and relieve the great pro- 
ducing sections of the United States from the blighting effects 

old contraction, but their appeals have been in vain. 

he money powers of London and New York, reinforced by 
manufacturers and national banks, have destroyed more than 
one-half of the metallic money of the world at a time when the 
output of gold is substantially consumed in the arts. If it be 
said that sectional considerations are unpatriotic, and that pa- 
triotism requires us to foster industries in every section of the 
country for the good of the whole, the West and the South can 
truthfully say to the Northeast: ‘‘We follow your oxample. 
You are guilty of the want of patriotism which you charge upon 
others. You are in combination with the money powers of 
Europe to impoverish yourowncountry. You refuse to join your 
countrymen in a patriotic effort to establish an independent 
commercial and financial policy which shall benefit the whole 
country.” 

Long after the Northeast had become a sectional party legislat- 
ing for foreign and domestic bonds and banks, the Westremained 
true to the principle of ‘‘An American policy for America.” 
But at the extra session of the TPifty-third Congress, when the 
Republicans and Democrats of the Northeast joined Mr. Cleve- 
land, of Wallstreet, and consummated the establishment of the 
English gold standard in this country, it was made plain to the 
Republicans of the West that the Northeast regarded the inter- 
ests of the ee powers of New Yorkand London as paramount 
to the great producing interests of the United States, and that 
the Republicans of the East preferred a combination with Demo- 
crats of the Cleveland type to their former association with the 
Republicans of the West. They demonstrated that their policy 
was sectional, and that the legislation of this country was ac- 
cording to g phical and not party lines. 

It is idle to suppose that legislation can continue on geograph- 
ical lines and that party names and public plunder can continue 
to control elections regardless of those lines. Party names with- 
ee principles are all that bind the Republicans of the West 
to the Republicans of the East, and the word ‘‘ Democracy ” is all 
that binds the Democrats of the South to the Democrats of the 
North. If the Northeast continues to adhere to its alliance with 
England in maintaining gold prices for the ruin of the producers 
of wealth, the South and the West must also join England toob- 
tain cheaper necessaries of life. 

The ridicule and abuse heaped upon the South and the West 
by the great organs of the money powers would be endured with 
patience if the policy of those powers had not wrecked the for- 
tunes and destroyed hopes of the miners, the farmers, and the 

lanters of the = producing sections. But mockery of the 

tress which the Northeast has produced in the South and the 
Weat is nota a argument to induce the people of those 
sections to assist in augmenting the power of their oppressors. 
Protection and the gold standard can not stand to er. The 
English monetary system for the benefit of creditors, and the 
Ameriean protectivesystem for the benefit of manufacturers, the 
one alien and the other sectional, can not continue. The gold 
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trade. it did to find a market in the United States, the McKinley bill 

The benefits which the bankers, bondholders, and manufac- | to the contrary notwithstanding. It appeared from the statis- 
turers in the Northeast derive from the gold standard and pro- | tics presented to Parliament that, while trade with India had 
tection are much less than the loss sustained by all otherclasses | fallen off on account of the difference in exchange, the trade 
in the samo section by reason of the shrinkage of value pro- | with the United States had increased notwithstanding the ob- 
duced by gold-standard contraction. The total valueof the prop- | structions of the McKinley tari. 


standard must give way to bimetallism, or protection to free | for England to find a market in India for her manufactures than 
| 


erty of several of the Eastern States, asshown by the Senator; The fact that some Senafors from the South and the West 
from New Hampshire (Mr. GALLINGER], was less in 1890 than it | misapprehend the situation and adhere to the gold party of New 
was in 1880, and theshrinkage of value in the last four years has | York and London seemsincomprehensible. How, | inquire, ha 
been much more rapid than at the former period. The change | the gold standard benefited California, Oregon, or Washington: 
which has taken place in the Northeast has been the consolida- | Let the universal hard times in those Statesanswer. Whatha 


the community at large have grown poorer from year to year. country, done for the mountainStates? Letthe desolated towns 

The benefits which the States west of the Mississippi havere- | and abandoned mines answer. What has the gold standard 
ceived from protection would not amount to 5 per cent of the | done for the South? Let the price of cotton and other products 
loss produced by the destruction of silver and the contraction of | of that region answer. What has it done for the great Middle 
the money volume to gold alone. The average shrinkage of | West? Let the price of farms and farm products answer. 


| 
' 
tion of wealth in bankers, manufacturers, and bondholders, while the gold standard, which the Northeast has forced upon 


: - ; ; é 
values by gold contraction has not been less than 50 per cent. Under a proper monetary system, which would be a suflicient 
If the farms of any section have not declined in price, they have | volume to restore and maintain stability of prices, there can be 
increased in value 50 per cent less than they would have done | no doubt that protection sufficient to raise revenue for the sup 


with a proper money volume. Against the meager advantages | port of the Government would be beneficial to the whole coun- 
which may have been realized by protection west of the Missis- | try, but under the gold standard which forbids new enterprise 
sippi must also be charged the increased price of protected | and the development of new regions, protection of any kind is 
commodities which they are compelled to buy. | unjust and unequal. If we must have the gold standard, the 

The situation of the South is entirely similar to that of the | revenues of the Government should be derived from internal 
West. Gold contraction has produced falling prices and a| taxes and.inrport duties on such articles as are not produced in 
shrinkage of values almost beyond computation, Theincidental | this country; for if the nonprotected products of the United 
advantages of protection to the South can not be conipared to | States, which areour only resources to buy foreigncommodities 
the irretrievable loss and ruin already produced by the iron | and pay foreign interest, must be produced at gold prices and 
grasp of contraction under the shrinking money volume to reach | soldfor gold pricesin Hurope, the producers of our exports must 
the gold standard. have the right to buy the necessaries of life in the murkets of 

It is impossible for the imagination to conceive an adequate | Europe which are controlled by cheap labor. To compel the 
compensation to the South for the shrinkage of values under | producers of exports in this country to compete in production 
gold contraction and the enhanced cost of the necessaries of life | with the cheap labor of Europe and the cooly labor of Asia, and 
bought in a protected market. The theory of a protective tariff | also to compel them.to buy the necessaries of life produced by 
is to encourage the development of manufactures in all parts of | dear and protected labor in this country, is unjust and unequal, 
ourcommon country. If this:could be done, and home industry | and ought not to be tolerated or endured. 





could supply the home market, wealth and prosperity would fol- Lrepeat,.the gold:standard and protection must part company. 
low; but manufactures can not be extended to new regions while | Their coexistence in this country means ruin to the producers 
money is appreciating and property depreciating. of nonprotected articles and. the absorption of wealth by bond- 


The gold standard is a bar to thedevelopmentof new countries | holders, banks, and established manufactures. So long as the 
and the establishment of manufacturesin the South and the West. | existence of the Democratic party depends upon any State in 
None but the established manufactures of the Northeast can ex- | the Northeast, the South must be sacrificed on the altar of the 
ist under the present monetary system which ‘the creditor class | gold standard. Before the golden calf which Wall street has 
as of Hurope and the Northeast have fastened upon the United | set up the South must bow down and worship, or be denied the 
States. The limbs of enterprise are fettered and bound and can | offices and emoluments which rightfully belong to that section 
not extend themselves into new fields while the gold standard is | underthe Constitutiomand Government of the United States as 
maintained. established by the fathers. 

The restoration of silver to the place it oosupied previous to The Republican party can not be maintained unless the West 
the crime of 1873'would revive enterprise and create: manufac- | will worship at the same shrine and kneel before the same 
tures in the South and the West, as. free coinage did in India | golden god which the South must obey. Why should the West 
previous to its suspension, and as it does to-day in Mexico, South | and the South worship a golden image set up in Wall street? 
America, and Japan. Give the South free coinage; and the | Why should they kiss the rod that smites them, and supplicate 
Northeast the gold standard, and the tables will be turned. The | avarice for merey when they have the power to demand and en- 
South will manufacture for the North. l'ree coinage in India | force justice and equal rights? Why should not the great pro- 
operated asa bounty on exports and a) tax on imports, and was | ducing sections of the West and the South unite for the interest 
ruining the manufacturesof England and excluding her products | of the wealth-producersof the great country which they inhabit? 
from all the countries of Asia, which India was rapidly supplying. | Why should the people of those sections become slaves and vas- 

The suspension of freecoinage in India has relegated that:.vast | sals to the greed of accumulated wealth under the control of 

Empire to its former conditionof dependence upon the manufae- | London and New York? If thedesigns of the two old parties 
tures of England. The manufacturesof China and Japan are in- | are selfish and foreign to the interest of production, what claim 
creasing as if by magic under the benign influence of am ample | have they which: the farmers; miners, and producers: generally 
supply of good silver money, and already steamship lines from | are bound to respect? 
Japan go laden with the products of thatancientempire to India| The combination of the two old parties in the Northeast on 
and other ports of the Orient under the control of Great Brit- | the financial question, which is paramount to all other ques- 
ain. The increase of manufactures in Mexico are without a/| tions, has been complete and exclusive for more than twenty 
— in that Republic, whilethose of California, Oregon, and | years. 

ashingtonare shrinking and decaying underthe baleful influ- Democracy is butasentiment in the South, and Republicanism 
ence of gold contraction. is but a tradition in the West, while with the Demo-Republican 

Free coi at the ratio of 16 to 1 would be to the United | party of the Northeast banks, bonds, and the gold standard are 
States what the gold of California and Australia was to the civ- | vital principles. The policy of the Demo-Republican party of 
ilized world. It would breathe new life into business and en- | the NortheastisEnglish policy, inspired by the intolerant senti- 
terprise. There is no State in the Union which might not man- |} ment which unbounded wealth creates. 
ufacture all that can be produced from the products of the The policy of the great producing sections is enterprise, de- 
United States. Instead of submitting to the oppression of fall--| velopment, and the creation of wealth from the boundless re- 
Sua prieee the people of the United States would enjoy the boon | sources of nature. The former means the degradation of labor 
of advancing prices; and the motive to enterprise, which is the | and the impoverishment of the masses; the latter means oppor- 
prospect of gain, would be restored. The United States would | tunities for all, the elevationof labor, and the promotionof free- 
enjoy the bounty which free coinage of silver has given to other | dom and prosperity for the masses. 
countries in ail our vast exports. Europe would be forced to If the Northeast is wedded to its aliemand wicked idols, let it 
open her mints to silver or lose our trade. alone.. Progress and prosperity for the producers of wealth in 

was demonstrated by the manufacturers of England in their | every part of our common country can be secured by the united 
nape to Parliament for relief, that free coinage of silver in | action of those: States and sections which are outside of the 
dia and the gold standard in England made it more difficult | Europeamcombination which the Northeast has joined and which 
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that section supports in its financial policy and its legislative 
action. Twenty years of experience has established beyond con- 
troversy that the policy of the Northeast is antagonistic to the 
interests of the South and the West. Both of the old partiesare 
under the control of the Northeast. That section makes the 
platformsfor both the great political parties under the supposed 
=v of securing the vote of the gold-standard State of New 
ork. 

Such supposed necessity and the power of patronage and money 
preclude the possibility of obtaining relief through either of the 
old parties. Relief has been sought through those parties for 
twenty years and during all that time the power of gold monop- 
oly has grown in strength and increased in boldness, until it 
now telisthe people of the United States that they have no power 
to inaugurat® an independent financial policy for the United 
States without the consent of the gold combination in which 
England is supreme. 

1 have an abiding faith in the people of the United States. I 
do not believe that the time has come when the institutions of 
this country must forever pass from the people for whom they 
were established and go under the absolute and permanent con- 
trol of an alien gold trust, to which the bankersand bondholders 
of the Northeast owe allegiance. 

The murmurs of discontent which are heard at this capital 
from every section of our common country are a note of warn- 
ing that the distress which gold contraction has produced will, 
in the near future, arouse the masses to a mighty effort to rescue 
the Government of the United States from the control of the 
money powers. 

The people see and know that twenty years of profound peace, 
freedom from pestilence, and abundant harvests are not the 
cause of the afflictions they suffer. They know that class leg- 
islation and class administration are the cause, and they are 
now inquiring for whose benefit bad laws have been made and 
good laws badly administered. If they find, as they surely 
will, that the financial system of this country has been revo- 
lutionized by legislation, that one-half of the metallic money 
of the world has been destroyed for the benefit of banks and 
bondholders, they will reverse that legislation and restore the 
finances of the country to the firm bimetallic basis established 
by Jefferson and Washington and their patriotic associates in 
the earlier and better days of the Kepublic. 

Those who think the rule of the gold kings having been es- 
tablished will be perpetual, have nofaith in the capacity of man 
for self-government. Those who believe that the producers of 
wealth in this country can be held in permanent bondage by the 
manipulators of money and absorbers of wealth, underrate the 
intelligence and virtue of the American people. The success of 
the juggling platforms of the two parties to lull the apprehen- 
sions of the people while the gold standard was being established 
in this country has led the unthinking to believe that the sub- 
mission of the American people to wrong and oppression has no 
limit. They are mistaken. The day is approaching when the 
legislation of 1873 and that of 1893, which have sent misery to 
the home of every laborer and producer in the land, will be re- 
versed and the financial system of the fathers be restored. 
Twenty years of wrong and oppression by the Demo-Republican 
party of the Northeast have already created an uprising in the 
South and the West. Common affliction will unite them in a 
common cause. 

The po will form a party under some name which is not 
controlled by the eee bondholding interests of 
New York and London. Tt will be a party for the restoration of 
the Government of the United States to the people for whom it 
was ordained and established. The Demo-Republican gold 
organization of the Northeast can not be reformed, but it can be 
overthrown and its wicked pu thwarted. Let those who 
doubt it study the history of the triumphs of freedom in this 
land of liberty. The history of constitutional liberty in this 
country is a history of the struggles of a dominant race on a 
ee continent for liberty and equal rights, and abundantl 
show the capacity of the people of this favored land for self- 
government. The money powers with which they now contend 
are more insidious and cunning in their devices than the foes 
they have met and conquered in the conflicts of more than a 
hundred years. But cunning is powerless when its tricks are 
known and its plans —— One rally at the ballot box would 
set the people free and restore pi rity. When that rally 


1 
comes, ietvleres, cunning, bribery, and corruption will disappear 
before the o:anipotent power of public opinion. 
Every vote against the restoration of the money of the Con- 


stitution and an independent financial for the United 
States is a vote for lower prices of the products of the farms and 
the mines anda higher price for money and bonds. Every vote 
for the gold standard is a vote to compel the producers of this 
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country to compete in the markets of Europe with the pauper and 
cooly labor of the Old World. Every vote for protection while 
the gold standard is maintained is a vote to compel the great 
majority of the American people who are engaged in nonpro- 
tected industries to buy in a dearer market than that in which 
| are compelled to sell. 

hile prices are falling the extension of manufactures is im- 
possible. Every vote for protection while the gold standard 
exists isa vote to concentrate wealth in established manufac- 
tures at the expense of allother wealth-producers. The combi- 
nation between the manufacturers and the bondholders is wicked 
and destructive. Itis in violation of the theory of protection, 
which is, ‘‘America for Americans, and equal opportunities for 
all.” An American policy of protection for the South and the 
West, and an English policy of gold contraction for their cred- 
itors in the North and the East are incompatible. It ill becomes 
the Northeast to appeal to the South and the West for an Amer- 
ican policy of protection while the Northeast joins England in 
establishing for the debtor and undeveloped regions of the South 
and the West the English gold policy of contraction for the de- 
struction of enterprise and thé ruin of debtors to satisfy the 
greed of creditors. 

Our policy must be harmonious. If we must have an English 
financial policy, we will have an English commercial policy. 
Weare Americans, and believe in an American policy for Amer- 
ica; but while we are a financial colony of great Britain, we de- 
mand the commercial advantages which English laws accord to 
Englishmen. The English poiicy may suit the bondholders of 
America, because it requires the debtor to pay in dearer money 
than that which existed at the time the contract was made; but 
it does not suit America as a whole, because the United States 
isa debtor nation, and her obligations to Great Britain have 
been more than doubled by the English policy which’the North- 
east has forced upon the whole country. 

Why should the producers of exportable commodities suffer a 
discount of more than 50 per cent upon all their productions to 
pay England more than double the amount due, measured in com- 
modities or days of toil? The humiliating assertion that the 
American people have no power to establish their own financial 
system without the consent of England insults the intelligence 
of the American people. This false and degrading assertion 
comes from the un-American money classes in this country who 
have adopted the English policy to oppress their own country- 
men. 

The time has come when this insulting argument will not de- 
ceive, but will excite the indignation and contempt of the liberty- 
loving masses who are too patriotic to join an alien enemy to 
rob their fellow-citizens. The protest of the laboring masses 
against the wicked legislation and administration which have 
impoverished them will be heard in the nation’s capital, and if 
not obeyed by those now here whom the people have trusted, 
others will take our places to do the people’s will. 

Mr. DOLPH resumed the speech begun by him on the 20th 
instant. After having spoken a few minutes, 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me a moment, I 
do not think he ought to make his remarks in the absence of the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], and therefore I ask a call 
of the Senate to see whether it may not bring him in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. VILAs in the chair). The 
absence of a quorum having been suggested, the Secretary will 
eall the roll. © 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 
Ald . e, 
he Galitnger, 
Berry. Gorman, 
Risckbara, Hale, 
Caffery, Hansbrough, 
Call, Harris, 
Cameron, 
Chandler, Peffer, 
Coke, Perkins, 
Daniel, Jarvis, Pettigrew, 
Dixon, Platt, 
Dolph, Power, 
Faulkner, Ransom, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-one Senators having an- 
swered to their names, a quorum is present. The Senator from 
Oregon will proceed. 

Mr. DOLPH resumed his speech. After having spoken for 
half an hour, 

Mr. HIGGINS. If the Senator from Oregon will allow me I 
think we have a very thin Senate. His remarksare very inter- 
esting and instructive. I suggest the want of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The +> wasn of a quorum having been suggested, the roll will be 
called. 


McPherson, 
Manderson, 
Martin,. 


Mills, 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Palmer, 
Pasco, 


Sherman, 
Shoup, 
Smith, 
uire, 
Teller, 
= 


Hawley, 
Hig; 


h 
Wolcott. 
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The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Davis, Jones, Ark. ; Pettigrew, 
Allen, Dolph, Jones, Nev. * Platt, 
Bate, Faulkner, Kyle, Ransom, 
Berry, ane dsay, Shoup, 
Blackburn, Gallinger, McPherson, Smith, 
Blanchard, George, Martin, ‘eller, 
Caffery, Gorman, M Turpie, 
Call, Hansbrough, Morrill, Vest, 
Camden, Hawley, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Higgins, Pasco, Walsh. 
Chandler, Hoar, Peffer, 

Daniel, Jarvis, Perkins, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-six Senators have an- 
swered to their names; a quorum of the Senate is present. The 
Senator from Oregon will proceed. 

Mr. DOLPH resumed his speech, and after having spoken al- 
together about an hour and a half, 

r. CAMERON (at 3 o’clock p. m.). 
Oregon to give way to me. 

Mr. DOLPH. I yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania, in 
pursuance of a notice heretofore given by him. 

[Mr. DOLPH’s speech will be published entire after it shall 
have been concluded. } 

DEATH OF THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE WILLIAM LILLY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
resolutions from the House of Representatives, which will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions of the House of Represent- 
atives, as follows: 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 17, 1894. 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow the announce- 
ment ofthe death of Hon. William Lilly, late a Representative from the 
State of Pennsylvania. 

Resolved, That the business of the House be now suspended in order that 
tribute be paid to his memory. 

Resolwed, That the Clerk of the House be directed to communicate these 
resolutions to the Senate. 

Resolved, That as an additional mark of respect the House, at the conclu- 
sion of these ceremonies, do adjourn. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, 1 submit the resolutions 
which I send to the desk and ask their adoption. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. William Lilly, late a Representative from the 
State of Pennsylvania. 

Resolved, That the business of the Senate be now’suspended in order that 
fitting tribute be paid to his memory. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolutions submitted by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 
The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 


Mr.CAMERON. Mr. President, Gen. William Lilly, Con- 
gressman at large from the State of Pennsylvania, died suddenly 
at his residence in Mauch Chunk, Carbon County, Pa., at 1 
o’clock and 20 minutes p. m. on December 1, 1893, in the sev- 
enty-second year ofhisage. He waspreparing to come to Wash- 
ington to take his seat at the beginning of this session of Con- 
gress. His death, which was a great shock and surprise to all 
his friends, was caused by congestion of the lungs, brought 
about by a severe cold which he contracted during a visit to 
Indianapolis since the adjournment of the recent extraordinary 
session on the 3d of November last. He lived only twenty 
minutes after he was taken seriously ill. His health had been 
in a precarious condition ever since he was stricken with par- 
alysis a year before. He took the oath of office in the House 
at the beginning of the extraordinary session called together 
by the President on the 7th of August last, and on the 6th of 
September, having served just one month of his term, he was 
compelled to apply for and received an indefinite leave of ab- 
sence on account of sickness, and returned to his home. 

Gen. Lilly was born at Penn Yan, Yates County, N. Y., 
June 3, 1821. He was descended from Revolutionary stock, his 
forefathers having participated in the memorable struggle by 
which American freedom was achieved. His father, Col. Wil- 
liam Lilly, left New York with his family in 1838 and settled in 
Carbon County, in the beautiful and enterprising valley of the 
Lehigh, in the State of Pennsylvania. Young Lilly was then 
but 17 years old. From that time until the day of his death 
there have been few people in the State whose lives have been 
more remarkable than that of Gen. Lilly. His career emphati- 
cally demonstrates the fact that a young man, no matter how 
poor he may be, who has indomitable will, pluck, and energy 
can surmount the most obstinate and difficult barriers in his 
_ through life. In no other country on the face of the globe 

this so ible and so marked as in our own. 

Gen. Lilly’s career in that regard is a striking illustration 
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and one worthy of emulation. He entered the service of the 
Beaver Meadow Railroad Company as their coal-shipping agent 
at Pen Hagen, which was then at the head of the Lehigh Canal. 
He became a conductor on that road, and by energy, hard work, 
and good business habits he very soon filled a place of trust in 
the administrative department of the road. His life thence- 
forth was one of active business enterprise. He soon entered 
into coal-mining operations in the anthracite region of the 
State, and he increased his business from time to time, so that, 
at his death, he was a member of the coal-mining firms of Lentz, 
Lilly & Co., and L. A. Reilly & Co., in Schuylkill, and of the 
firm of George B. Markle & Co., at Jeddo, Luzerne County. He 
was a director in the East Broad Top Railroad Company, in the 
Highland Coal Company, in the Union Improvement Company, 
and in the Andover [ron Company. 

In his own county of Carbon, he was president of the Lehigh 
Emery Wheel Company and the Carbon Metallic Paint Com- 
pany. He was a director in the First and Second National 

3anks of Mauch Chunk, and also held a seat in the board of di- 
rectors of the First National Bank of Shenandoah. He was one 
of the board of commissioners to locate and build a State hos- 
pital for injured persons in the anthracite coal region. This 
institution, called the Miners’ Hospital, is situated near Ash- 
land, Schuylkill County, and was turned over to the trustees in 
1884. He was one of the original trustees, and at the time of 
his death was, and had been for some years, the president of 
the board. This institution, it is needless to say, had in hima 
warm, faithful, and devoted friend. He was a life member of 
the Academy of Natural Sciences of Philadelphia, and also of 
the American Association for the Advancement of Science, be- 
ing treasurer of the latter, and was likewise a member of the 
Society of American Mining Engineers. 

During the war he was a great friend of the Union soldiers, 
and supported a number of the families of his workmen who had 
volunteered. He wasanactive member of the Masonic fraternity 
for more than half a century and held the position of Grand 
Master of Pennsylvania. 

However, all these numerous business connections and occu- 
pations did not prevent Gen. Lilly from becoming aclose student 
of social and ree affairs, for which he evinced a taste in 
early manhood. At that time he affiliated with the Democratic 

arty. He was elected to the State Legislature of 1850 and 1851 
fore he was 30 years ofage, taking such an active and leading 
part in the first session that at the beginning of the second ses- 
sion he became a prominent candidate for speaker of the house, 
but was defeated by afew votes. Urgent business demands com- 
pelled him to decline a re®lection to that body. 

Although the valley in which he lived was strongly Demo- 
cratic, he joined the fortunes of the Republican party in the 
autumn of 1862, and at once became what was termed an ardent 
Union man and a prominent figure in the politics of the State, 
and ever afterwards he rendered valuable and efficient services 
to that party. 

It is related that while on a visit to Washington in 1862, Gen. 
Lilly met some of the leading Democrats of the country and be- 
came very much dissatisfied with their views onthe war. Vis- 
iting the House of Representatives, he found 55 Democratic Con- 
gressmen voting against a war measure of vital import to the 
National Government. Finding on personal conversation with 
many of them that they were in sympathy with the South, he 
said to a Democratic member from Pennsylvania: ‘ [ don’t care 
about breaking personal friendship, but I have come to bid you 
a political good-bye.” ‘‘ What's the matter?” asked his aston- 
ished friend. ‘‘ Well,” replied Gen. Lilly, ‘‘I have made up my 
mind never again to vote with a party which has failed to sup- 
port the Government in its hour of trialand need.” And he was 
true to his word. From that time on he served as a delegate at 
every important Republican State convention in the State, and 
was also adelegate or alternate to every National Republican 
convention held in the last twenty-five years. 

In 1868 he was a candidate for the gubernatorial nomination 
and his name was presented to the convention, receiving next 
to the highest vote on the last ballot. It was partly through 
his instrumentality that the Pennsylvania State constitutional 
convention of 1872—’73 was called, to which he was elected as a 
delegate at large. At this convention, which was composed of 


‘some of the most eminent, learned, and distinguished men in the 


State, and the sessions of which were prolonged for almost an 
entire year, he established for himself a splendid record and one 
which will be handed down in the annals of the Commonwealth 
as equal to that of any of the members of that famous assem- 


age. 

Gen. Lilly was elected as one of the Congressmen at Large 
from Pennsylvania to the Fifty-third Congress, receiving 512,577 
votes against 448,714 votes for his Democratic opponent. 
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My departed colleague obtained the title of general during 
his connection with the State militia in his early youth. He 
was a man of fine and powerful physique and of commanding ap- 
pearance, and when but 20 years of age was elected colonel 
of ove of the militia regiments in his neighborhood, and was 
subsequently appointed a brigadier-gene It is said that he 
was the youngest man upon whom the governor of Pennsylvania 
had ever conferred so high a rank, 

Gen. Lilly was in every senseatrue Pennsylvanian. Even 
while a Democrat he was a firm, steadfast believer in and ex- 
ponent of the American doctrine of high protection. It was 
the dream and ambition of his life to see our people of all trades 
and classes, the miners, the mechanics, the artisans, the labor- 
era, elevated to the highest possible plane, and his noble spirit 
rebelled against the idea of putting them on a level with the 
poorly paid labor of Europe. He believed this could only be 
possible by the most stringent protective tariff laws. He was 
very pronounced in his convictions in this regard, and nosubtle 
and ingenious argument could swerve him in hisopinions, which 
a lifetime of study and experience had convinced him were 
based upon correct principles, So strongly had he proclaimed 
himself the champion of our home industries that in 1881 the 
New York tariff convention made him their chairman, a posi- 
tion which he filled conscientously and creditably. 

Gen. Lilly was a true, faithful, and patriotic friend of the 
people, kind-hearted, generous to a fault, and he possessed a 
manly and moral cour that is rarel ualed. e was fully 
alive to the interests of his State, and he been spared to us 
would have taken a leading part in defending them to his ut- 
most ability when the body to which he had been elected was 
engazed in rending asunder all her great industries. He was 
violently opposed to free-trade he 8s. He was aman of the 
people, with the people, and for the —, and he vehemently 
denounced both publicly and privately the false economic ethics 
and political sophistries of those who were constantly endeavor- 
ing to tear down the bulwarks of American institutions and 
opening wide the gates of our shores to foreign competition. 

is loss, therefore, at this most important juncture of the 
history of our country was not only a severe blow to his own 
immediate constituency, but it was a great shock and an irre- 
parable loss to the whole State. 

Mr. President, Gen. Lilly was my warm, personal friend. He 
was a friend as stanch and true as it has been my fortune te 
possess. He was a manof noble impulses, and I had the highest 


regard and respect for him. Our friendship soape a long time 
ago, and ripened as the years rolled by; and I am giad and 
roud to say that never for a single moment was that friendshi 
n the least degree strained. His life can justly be epitomize 
in one short sentence: He was honest, square, and fair in his 
dealings with his fellow-man; and the people of Pennsylvania 
will revere his memory for all time tocome. 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, it was not my fortune to meet 
Gen. Lilly until his brief appearance in city as a member of 
the Fifty-third Congress, and yet he was not to me an entire 
stranger. In 1861 I was a member of that abortion termed a 
Peace Congress. At that convention I met David Wilmot and 
other Pennsylvania Democrats. I had conferences with them 
as to their and my own duty in the then impen erisis, and 
Ithen heard of Gen. William Lilly as a Democrat, a Jeffersonian 
Democrat, opposed to slavery as logic of his political creed, 
devoted to the Union as a necessary t of his inheritance as a 
Jackson Democrat. I was told that he was earnest, and would 
be earnest whatever might in the future of our common 
country. [knew of the tsof Pennsylvania at that 
time. I learned much of their patriotic attachment to the in- 
terests of the country, and their devotion to the Union of the 


States, 
They were States rights men, op to slavery upon princi- 
e Jeffersonian trine of 


ple. They, however, 

the rights of the States. ey regarded slavery as having its 
foundation in force, and believed it could only t in the States 
when sanctioned by tive law. When thes le came for 
the rvation eo Union they were earnest in their efforts 
and did their whole duty. I will not repeat the name of many 
of them who are endeared to me by memories. They have 
passed away, and I linger on this stage of action. 

Gen. Lilly was born on the 3d of June, 1821. He died on the 
ist day of December, 1893. Hisdeath was timely, not untimely. 
He lived his three-score years and ten, and his was a life of ac- 
tivity and usefulness. e are told also that he was descended 
from Revolutionary — From that stock he eae 

» ©O those nobler qualities, resolution an 
indent. in 1 with his father, he removed to a of 
Pennsylvania which was then vely new, and with that 
inheritance which is far more than millions, he early saw the 
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advantages which surrounded him, and had the sagacity to con- 
trol them. He became distinguished for his activity and his 
usefulness, for his business sagacity, for his personal integrity, 
and for his devoted patriotism. 

Not much more can be said, Mr. President, of any man, 
Some men obtain loftier positions in the estimation of their 
countrymen and of mankind, but the man who wins the distine- 
tion I have mentioned has fulfilled all the just expectations of 
those who love him. 

Mr. President, I may be permitted tosay, having myself lived 
even longer than he, that we underrate the advantages of the 
conditions that prevailed in the part of Pennsylvania in which 
this man settled. Such conditions favor the development of in- 


‘dividualism. It is one of the evils of modern social and busi- 


ness life that individuality is almost entirely lost in the great 
struggle in which we are all engaged. 

I trust and believe that there will be at no distant day such 
an adjustment of conditions as will again allow the development 
of strong individuality. But I may say that the conditions 
which surround young men or which surrounded young men in 
the new States of the Union caused the development of personal 
characteristics that attended them through life, and made them 
strong in the right direction or strong in wrong directions, In 
the case of Gen. Lilly, his strength, his earnestness, his cour- 
age, his resolution, his self-denial were wisely employed, and he 
attained political distinction as well as business successes. 

It may be, Mr. President, that changes in political connections 
separate men who were intimately associated during the occur- 
rence of great events. If it were true that the stream of life 
flowed on steadilyand quietly, if it was never disturbed by rocks 
and rapids, men possibly might never learn wo love and respect 
each other; but there are days of peril and hours of trial, when 
men become attached to each other by ties that are never broken. 
I may refer for the moment to the fact that the men who in 1860, 
and during the years of our national struggle, became attached 
to each other by their common sympathies and efforts in that 
great cause, and who contributed to the great, grand result for 
which we all hoped and struggled—such men never separate 
entirely; they never become altogether estranged. They may 
differ; there may be grounds of personal and political contro- 
versy between them; they may pursue different directions and 
follow interests that are divergent, but after all there isa tic 
that binds them together which is never broken. 

The memory of a man such as Gen. Lilly is described to be 
clings tome. I remember him, Sones astranger,as a brother, 
as one whose sympathies were in the right direction, as one 
whose efforts were directed toward noble ends, a man who loved 
his country, and who had the courage to take ground for its de- 
fense, and who did his duty in the sphere in which he was no 
doubt most useful. 

The men to whom I refer, Mr. President, are becoming fewer 
and fewer every day. To many who listen to me the events of 
1860 to 1865 are but traditions. They listen to them as to the 
twice-told recollections of the ancients; they know but little 
about them. The struggles of that period have given us beyond 
all question a new Republic, a free Republic. Its result was to 
abolish and destroy one of the great evils that afflicted the 
country, and — the Constitution of our common country, 
which needed but the improvements which were the result of 
the conflict that occurred in the years to which I have adverted. 

The men who took part eithor in civil or military life in that 
_— struggle are porcine away. Slocum within a few a 

ther names occur to me. One by one they pass away. Lilly, 
not the soldier, but the patriot in civillife, who gave of his ob: 
stance for the care and comfort and protection of those whom 
the soldier loved better than his life—he has gone. They go, 
and soon all will be gone. The ee civil war is to-day but a 
memory. Its actors are falling by the wayside; they will soon 
passaway. They have left a rich inheritance to their country, 
a Union restored, liberty and law established forever, the flag 
the symbol of freedom wherever it floats, and peace and order 
prevail. The duties of Government are still difficult; but this 
great struggle gave us a Government, and those who succeed us 
will no doubt, . President, be equal to all the requirements 
of the new days pon which we are entering. 

I can not deplore the death of the aged man whom Providence 
has permi to pass his three-score years and ten. Death is 
not anenemy to such men, Such deaths are as natural as 
births. Death is but the voice that calls such men from the life 
thatis to that life which is to come. 

Iam told that this patriot, this aged and venerable citizen, 
was ready tores to the call of the Master of life. When he 
heard his name he answered like thesoldier at roll call, “Here!” 
He died as the wise man would wish todie. . 

lam told that hjs death was such that twenty minutes was the 
limit of his life from the time death appeared until it took its 
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own. Suchadeath moe be envied by men who are prepared 
to meet the last, not the dread account—no, not the dread ac- 
count; death is no enemy to the man who has discharged his 
duties faithfully as becomes a man, a citizen, and a patriot. 
Death is the kind summons; it is the voice of the Almighty, 
‘¢Your work is done; come up higher.”’ 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President, it is not unfitting that in this 
great arena of national action those who come from widely sep- 
arated parts of the country should upon occasions when members 
of either of these two bodies shall pass into another stage of ex- 
istence add our tributes of respect to their memory, to the end 
that the whole country and the whole people shall appreciate 
and respect the record of those who shall have done in their 
place and in their time something for the preservation of the 
country, something for the continuance of those public policies 
which we believe will advance the happiness and the welfare of 
the great mass of the people of the world. 

In that respect, in his place and in his time the distinguished 
Pennsylvanian, whose memory we now celebrate and to whose 
virtues we pay this tribute of respect, pertormed a great part 
admirably and perfectly. It is not always those who are most 
distinguished and most eminent in public life in either of these 
two bodies who perform the most useful part. The wise, the 
deliberate, the thoughtful citizen, intent upon those practical 
measures which convey success to our public policies, contributes 
more than the brilliant orator, more even perhaps than the 
great statesman whose thoughts are intent upon some special 
measure, some particular theory of action in respect of public 
policies. 

Amongst those thoughtful, firm, stable, patriotic, brave, and 
manly men, the record which has been presented of; Gen. Lilly 
equals that of anyone [ have ever known; nota distinguished 
orator, not identified with any particular scheme or public 
measure other than those which belonged to his party, yet 
known as a brave, a manly, a sincere and earnest friend of the 
people, and a man laboring in the convictions of an honest and 
an intelligent judgment. 

Mr. President, I can not conceive of a character more worthy 
of respect; I eam not conceive of an example that will do more 
to build up that American character upon which the destinies of 
this great. republic must rest, than the life and the example of 
such a man. 

It was the custom of the Romans, when the body from which 
the spirit had departed to another life was removed to its final 
resting place, to salute it as it passed away with the words, Ave, 
ave, atque vale, hail, hail, and farewell, until we too shall quickly 
join thee. Thus ended the poetic and touching fune cere- 
mony of that extraordinary people; but after thisthere was left 
a record in that great republic of the lives of their public men, 
reserved and transmitted to us, and in that history the virtues 
which have characterized this member of the Congress of the 
United States bear a conspicuous place. This distinguished 
Pennsylvanian’s history will go down to future generations with 
the record of his manly virtue, of his devotion to the public in- 
terests, of his sincere patriotism. His life still remains to en- 
lighten the world and encourage the citizens of this Republic to 
emulate his example. 


Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President, the present Congress has 
been called upon to mourn for an unusual number of its mem- 
bers. Senators and Representatives have seen so many seats 
draped in black, and have started so often at tho mind’s vision 
of the familiar forms so lately present but forever gone from 
mortal sight, that the session has seemed almost a continuous 
ceremonial in memory and honor of our departed associates. 

Our own number on this floor was lessened by the deaths of 
three respected and beloved companions—the wise and benevo- 
lent Stanford; the patient and devout Colquitt; the genial and 
eloquent Vance. 

Six Representatives have passed away: Two from Ohio, 
Messrs. Houk and Enochs; one from Michigan, Mr. Chipman; 
three from Pennsylvania, Mr. Mutchler, whose son succeeds 
him; the lovable veteran in faithful and patriotic service, Charles 
O'Neill, and he whom we now lament, 

Among all these whose deaths have afflicted the Fifty-third 
Congress there was no finer specimen of American manhood, no 
nobler product of American institutions, no truer type of Ameri- 
can citizenship than Gen. William Lilly. In his long life of 72 

ears his varied experiences formed the strong character which 
Labs those who have studied it to speak in no stinted words 
their commendation and eulogy. 

His recollection of the virtues of his revolutionary fathers; 
the simplicity of his early surroundings; his own hard and un- 
remitting toil in the Lehigh Valley when its sturdy settlers be- 
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gan to tear the mineral wealth from its coal mines and send to 
an ever-widening market this marvelous product so bountifully 
created by nature’s wonderful chemistry during ages long gone 
by; the slow accumulation of wealth by patient and honest pro- 
cesses; all these developed in William Lilly a manhood accom- 
— by few faults and by no vanities, self reliant and power- 

ul, bringing him to the front rani in the community where his 
lot was cast. Labors of usefulness and honor were crowded 


upon him; in coal enterprises, in manufacturing companies, in 
banks and other financial institutions, where his participation, 
counsel, and assistance were always eagerly sought; in societies 


for the development of science, both theoretic:l and applied, 
and in organizations benevolent and Masonic, where his mem 
bership and services were ever welcome and ever cheerfully, 
helpfully, and earnestly given—uatil at the last he attained, in 
full age, the completest development of the greatest numbor of 
human faculties which can be reached outside of public life in 
this or any country. 

Gen. Lilly did not seek public employment; and only with re- 
luctance in his youth consented to become for two terms a mem- 
ber of the Pennsylvania Legislature; in 1868, allowed his nam 
to be considered in connection with the nomination for governor 
and in 1873 attended as a delegate a constitutional convention. 
The pressure of his business pursuits and their kindred oceupa- 
tions most fully engrossed the attention of his long, laborious, 
and useful life, and he resisted all tempations to give them up. 
The war for the Union aroused his earnest sympathies, and 
caused him to change his political affiliations, and to give his 
influence at all times and in the fullest possible measure to the 
party whose principles he espoused in the greatest national 
emergency of the century in which he lived. 

With this grand old man before them, full of years and pri- 
vate honors, but never having sought or willingly accepted pub- 
lic position, it was natural that in 1892 the peopleof the State of 
Pennsylvania, looking for candidatesfor Congressmen at large, 
should select to represent them in tho Fifty-third Congress such 
aman as Gen. Lilly. He didnotneed the suffrages of his fellow- 
citizens, but. was content to live and die in his suecessful and 
honorable career in private life; but they needed him; they 
wished to honor one who had done so much to inerease the pros- 
perity of his neighborhood and his State, and to illustrate the 
high character of Pennsylvania citizenship; and so they called 
upon him, he yielded to their demands, gave strength and pop- 
ularity to the ticket upon which he was placed, and was chosen 
by 64,000 majority. 

It was a movement that was creditable to the great Common- 
wealth; it wasan honor well deserved by Gen. Lilly; but itis possi- 
ble, so some may think, that at his age it was a mistaken dem- 
onstration. He took his seat at the special session in August, 
1893; but his health was already infirm, he soon left for his home 
on leave of absence, and on the Ist day of December, while he- 
roically preparing to come again to Washington, he wasstricken 
down and passed away from eartb. 

He had begun his career, as a boy, in Pennsylvania in 1838, 
with unfaltering strivings to achieve success by hard labor and 
untiring effort. The determined spirit of his youth bad not 
failed him when, in November, 1893, he rose to perform the du- 
ties he had undertaken as a Representative in Congress; but, 
alas! although the spirit was willing the flesh was weak; his 
mortal powers were unequal to the task he felt bound to perform: 
and so there went from earth to Heaven one of the best and 
noblest of our kind. 

Mr. President, I feel that I can not too often assert my hope 
and belief in the existence of a future life. Inthe mad rush and 
hurry of human endeavor, becoming each year in this era and 
in this American world moreand more fierce, with all the modern 
appliances derived from growing wealth and marvelous inven- 
tions to incite us, there is the utmost danger of increased mate- 
rialism leading on to prevalent scepticism. On such solemn 
oceasions as this we must renew our faith. We know little of 
what we are. We know nothing of what we shall be. But we 
do know that we are now in existence, and we do notbelieve that 
we shall be annihilated when life in this world is oxtinguished. 
No such mockery of human aspiration is possible. The mind 
will not conceive or admit the possibility of the cruelty which is 
a in limiting human existence to this present state of 
being. 

Rither we do not now exist(and the consciousness of everyone 
assures him that such an assertion is false) or we shall live on to 
endless ages with the soul of God himself. Those who have left 
us have put off, God be thanked, the burdens of human eare and 
trouble and suffering; but they are not dead; they walk in gar- 
dens of perpetual delight, by streams of endless beauty and 
brightness; they will not come bavk to us, but we shall go to 
them, and im their renewed presence enjoy the boundless felicity 
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which, according to the blessings of the divine scheme of uni- 
versai salvation, comes to all the creatures to whom God in His 
infinite wisdom and power and mercy hasever given aconscious 
existence. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, I submit for adoption the 
resolution which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hate in the chair). The 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Pennsylvania will be 
read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the deceased 
the Senate do now adjourn. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the resolution. 

The resolution was unanimously agreed to, and (at3 o’clock and 
43 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, April 30, 
1894, at 11 o’clock a, m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
SATURDAY, April 28, 1894. 


The House met atl2o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
EK. B. BaGBy. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 

Mr. HOOKER of New York. Mr. Speaker, I desire to cor- 
rect the Journal. Isee! am recorded as not having been present 
last night. I was present, and desire to be recorded as present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will be recorded as present. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal as corrected 
will be approved. 

There was no objection. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, the bill H. R. 6053 was 
erroneously referred to the mmittee on Foreign Affairs. I 
ask that it be referred to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
elgn Commerce. 

‘he SPEAKER. The gentleman will send up the bill, the 
title of which the Clerk will read,so that the House may under- 
stand it. The gentleman from Washington asks that the bill, 
the title of which the Clerk will now read, be referred to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and that the 
Committee on Foreign Affai=s be discharged from its considera- 


tion. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 6853) to amend an act entitled “An act to incorporate The 
Maritime Canai Company of Nicaragua,” approved February 20, 1893. 


_The SPEAKER. _ This bill will be referred to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and the Committee on 


- Foreign Affairs will be discharged from its further considera- 


tion. 
QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a 
question of ae On page 5086 of the RECORD of to-da 
there appears this language, used by the gentleman from Sout 
Dakota [Mr. PICKLER]: 

I desire to'say in connection with this bill, and in connection with what 
has transpired, that I am in favor of the possege of the bill. I think what 
the gentleman from South Carolina offered had no beari on it. I know 
that the New York Times is slandering and vilifying the soldiers. The gen- 
tleman from South Carolina has vilified the soldiers every evening this ses- 
sion. I think that is his object; and I hold it in utter contempt. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what I want to say is this: that so far as 
the reference to the New York Times as slandering and vilify- 
ing the soldiers—— 

r. BYNUM. I rise to a question of order. 

The SFEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina will 

suspend. The gentleman from Indiana rises to a question of or- 


der. 

Mr. BYNUM. I do not think the gupns presents a ques- 
tion of privilege. Whatoccurred in the House last evening was 
considered by the House then. All this matter was = through 
last night,and the House — upon it; and that is an end of it. 
oe ALBERT of South Carolina. I just desire to make 

Ce 

The SPEAKER. Thegentlemanfrom Indiana makes a state- 
ment that this matter was gone over last night, and the words 
taken down. The present occupant of the chair was not here. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I desire to say, so far as 
that assertion is concerned—— 

The SPEAKER. The question is whether the gentleman can 


ee about it. 
Xr TAL ERT of South Carolina. I desire to say, Mr. 
Speaker—— 
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The SPEAKER. But the point is made that this matter was 
disposed of at last evening’s session; that the words were taken 
down and action was taken by the House. If that is so, itought 
to dispose of the matter. If the gentleman wil! suspend for a 
few minutes the Chair will look at the RECORD and see what did 
take place. 

GREEN LUTTRELL VS. THE UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a copy of the findings 
of the Courtof Claims in the case of Green Luttrell vs. The United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

REPAIRS TO AQUEDUCT BRIDGE, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 

president of the Board of Commissioners of the District of Co- 
umbia, submitting an estimate of appropriation for repairs on 
the Aqueduct Bridge; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

NAVIGATION OF THE ST. FRANCIS RIVER. 

The Speaker also laid before the House a joint resolution (S. 
R. 81) directing the Secretary of War to cause an examination 
to be made to Setetmiae if there is probability and danger of 
the Mississippi River cutting throu h the space dividing said 
yey from the St. Francis River, in the vicinity of Walnut Bend, 
ArK. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present con- 
sideration of that resolution. 

Mr. BURROWS. Has the joint resolution been read? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let it be read. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


pases the Senateand House of Representatives, etc., Thatthe Secretary of 
War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause an examination 
to be made to determine if there is probability and danger of the Mississippi 
River cutting through the space dividing such river from the St. Francis 
River in the vicinity of Walnut Bend, Ark., some 20 miles above the mouth 
of the St. Francis River; and if such danger exists, to cause to be made a 
survey and estimate of the amount necessary to prevent damage to the navi- 
gation of the St. Francis River. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Has that passed the Senate? 

The SPEAKER. It is a Senate joint resolution which is now 
laid before the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Has it been referred to any committee? 

The SPEAKER. Not to any House committee so far as the 
Chair knows. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It seems to direct a survey to be made and I 
think it ought to go to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
unless the chairman of that committee, whom I see present, 
thinks it is proper legislation. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Isee no objection to the passage of the 
joint resolution. 

The — resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MCCULLOCH moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the joint resolution was passed, and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN M. RICE. 


Mr. PAYNTER. Mr. Speaker, Iusk unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 3978) for the relief ol 
John M, Rice. : 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eic.. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any money inthe Treasury not other- 
wise aeeraeranne’, the sum of $1,890 to John M. Rice, to be in full of ex- 
penses by him as contestee in the Forty-first Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the requestof the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky for the presentconsideration of this bill? 

Mr. BURROWS (to Mr. PAYNTER). I suppose it is the usual 
amount? 

Mr. PAYNTER. Less than the usual amount; it is $1,80). 

Mr. BURROWS. Less than the amount fixed by law? 

Mr. PAYNTER. Less than the amount fixed by law. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read athird time; 
and being engrossed, it was according read the third time, and 


On motion of Mr. PAYNTER, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
FLAG OF TWENTY-SECOND REGIMENT, IOWA VOLUNTEERS. 
Mr. GEAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the joint resolution (H.Res. 168) instruct- 
ng the Secretary of War to return to the State of lowa the flag 
of the Twenty-second Regiment of Iowa Volunteer Infantry. 
The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the Secreta 
of War be, and is hereby, instructed to return to the State of Iowa the 
mental flag of the Twenty-second Regiment of lowa Volunteer Infantry. 
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5 The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
present consideration of this joint resolution? 

Mr. BRETZ. Was not that passed yesterday morning, Mr. 
Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. 
~~ morning. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GEAR, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


ADJUSTMENT OF CLAIMS OF THE UNITED STATES AND THE 
STATE OF TENNESSEE. 


Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the joint resolution (S. R.61) provid- 
ng for the adjustment of certain claims of the United States 
— the State of Tennessee and certain claimsof the State of 

ennessee against the United States; and I would like the privi- 
lege of making a brief explanation of the resolution after it is 
read. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas it is claimed that the State of Tennessee is indebted to the United 

States for railroad — ments and materials purchased for the Memphis, 


Clarksville and Louisville Railroad Company, the Edgefield and Kentucky 
road Company, and the McMinnville and Manchester Railroad Company; 


It was reported from the committee yester- 


and 
Whereas the State of Tennessee claims against the United States certain 
abatements and reductions of said indebtedness by reason of excessive valua- 
tions of said equipments and materials and also certain set-offs and counter- 
claims, growing out of the use by the United States Government, for military 
and other purposes, of certain of the Tennessee railroads and for the removal 
and ree of the —_ rty, rails, bridges, and so forth, of said roads, 
namely: e Memphis, Clarksville and Louisville Railroad Company, the 
McMinnvile and Manchester Railroad Company, and the Winchester and 
Alabama Railroad Company 
Whereas said matters are o standing and it is desirable that the same 
should be adjusted and settled: Therefore, 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
‘ongress assembled, That the Attorney-General, Secretary of the 


; and 
f lo 


America t 
Treasury, and the Secretary of War be, and they are hereby, authorized and 
required to proceed to compromise, adjust, and settle with the State of Ten- 
nessee, through her duly appointed agent, all said matters, upon such terms 
as to aiaucunt, allowance of interest, etc., as shall do equal and impartial 

ustice to both parties; and if the result of such settlement shall disclose a 

alance due to the United States from the State of Tennessee, the said com- 
mission shall reportsuch aqreomens, compromise, or settlement to the gov- 
ernor of Tennessee to be submitted by him to the Legislature of said State 
at its next regular session, and if ths payment of such balance shall not be 
provided for at the next regular session of the Legislature of Tennessee, 
then the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and required to pro- 
ceed to collect same by appropriate proc ings in accordance with the 
terms of the bonds held by the United States; and in the event the result of 
said settlement shall disclose a balance due the State of Tennessee, the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to report the same 
to Congress with such recommendation as to an appropriation therefor as 
he may deem proper. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee for the present consideration of this joint 
resolution? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I reserve the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
until I can make some inquiry about it. 

Mr.MARSH. Before the gentleman from Tennessee proceeds, 
I wish to make one suggestion. I notice from the reading of the 
joint resolution that it proposes to authorize the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, the Secretary of the Treasury, and the Secretary of War 
to ‘compromise, adjust, and settle” these claims. Now, I do 
not want to see Congress confer upon those three gentlemen au- 
thority to ‘‘compromise ” away any right that the people have 
or that this Government has, 

Mr. COX. That is not intended. 

Mr. MARSH. Iam willing that they shall settle fairly these 
differences, but I think the word ‘‘compromise” ought to be 
stricken out. 

Mr.COX. Mr. a! the joint resolution is in this shape. 
It was introduced in the Senate and in the House at the same 
time, but it was changed in the Senate so as to provide that no 
appropriation whatever should be made until the claims were 
adjusted. Two acts have been heretofore passed, exactly in the 
same language, providing forsettling and adjusting theseclaims, 
and the only reason why those acts were not carried into execu- 
tion was that some of the railroads were left out of them. This 
resolution is in the same language as the acts providing for the 
settlement of the railroad difficulty with the State of Georgia 
and with every other Southern State, and not a dollar is asked 
for until the — is made. 

This resolution was drawn by the Attorney-General of the 
United States and the attorney-generalof Tennessee, and repre- 
sents their views. The Attorney-General of the United States 
in a letter accompanying the — insists that these matters 
should be honestly adjusted. I doubt very much whether any- 
thing of any very great consequence is involved in the outcome. 
A law already exists directing the Attorney-General to bring 
suit against the railroads. These roads have passed out of the 
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hands of the State of Tennessee tocorporations there; and under 
the existing law the Government of the United States can take 
charge of these roads and put the State in the sad condition of 
having sold the roads to these companies and then the Govern- 
ment taking charge of them. 

Mr. KILGORE. [understand the gentleman to say that the 
accounts between the Government and Southern States for the 
use Of railroads in the South during the war have been adjudi- 
cated. 

Mr. COX. 
ters. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, as I understand, no Southern State 
had any such claim against the Federal Government, except the 
State of Georgia, which owned its own roads. 

Mr. COX. There were unadjusted matters with the State of 
Tennessee as well as the State of Georgia, but the controversy 
with the State of Tennessee has been settled except as to the 
two or three roads mentioned in this resolution. Not only was 
an adjustment reached, but a very large amount of money was 
paid into the Treasury of the United States upon that adjust- 
ment by corporations of the State of Tennessee. And I may say 
that the roads of the State of Georgia, with which settlement 
was made, ran into the State of Tennessee. 

Mr. KILGORE. Did the State of Tennessee own any of these 
roads? 

Mr. COX. The State did own the roads. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand otherwise. 

Mr.COX. The State had a first lien under the bonds, and 
took charge of the roads upon executing through the courts 
this first lien. 

Mr. KILGORE. The State had a mortgage on the roads? 

Mr. COX. Oh, yes; and it foreclosed the mortgage and sold 
the roads, and guaranteed the title to the companies that pur- 
chased. Now, the Government of the United States has this 
claim hanging over the roads, and the object of this resolution 
is to —, the matter finally. 

Mr. KILGORE. It occurs to me this is a very important 
measure, and one which should be carefully considered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would like to know what is the nature of 
the claim of the United States as involved here? The reading 
of the bill was not distinctly understood where I[ am sitting; 
and I wish to inquire as to the effect of the provision in regard 
to interest. 

Mr. COX. The question of interest on both sides is accord- 
ing to the proposed settlement to be reported back to Congress. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, the interest payable to the United 
States ison what? On bonds held in trust for the Indians? 

Mr. COX. No; this has nothing to do with the Indians at all. 
It is on bonds which were executed by the governor of Tennes- 
see to the United States to pay for the rolling stock which the 
State bought from the United States. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The fact is wellknown that the United States 
held certain bonds of the State of Tennessee in trust for certain 
Indian tribes. 

Mr. COX. [hope the gentleman will not go into the ques- 
tion of those old Indian bonds, which have nothing to do with 
this case on earth. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Butthose bonds have never been paid—— 

Mr. COX. They have nothing on earth to do with this case. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And the interest has never been paid dur- 
ing thirty years. 

Mr. ENLOE. What has that to do with this matter? 

Mr.COX. Nothing in the world. 

Mr. BURROWS. I would like to know how much is involved 
in this question? 

Mr. BYNUM. I think this is too importanta bill to be passed 
in this way. [would like to investigate the matter. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands, the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. ByNuM] objects. 


THOMAS RHYS SMITH. 


Mr. BURROWS. lI call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded by the gen- 
tleman from Michigan. , 

Mr. BURROWS. I will not insist on the call. 

Mr. ENLOE. [I hope it will be insisted upon. 
the regular order hereafter. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill (S. 499) to provide for the adjustment and payment of 
the claim of Thomas Rhys Smith for work done and materials 
furnished for the breakwater at Bar Harbor, Me., was read. 

Mr. ENLOE. I demand the regular order. 


HEALTH REPORT, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following concurrent 


Yes; they have all been settled except these mat- 


Let us have 
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resolution of the House, returned from the Senate with amend- 
mInents. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized to print and b in cloth 
1,500 copies of the annual report of the heaith officer of the District of Co- 
lumbia, 100 for the use of the Senate, 350 for the use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and 1,050 for the use of said health officer. 

The amendments of the Senate were read, as follows: 


Tn line 4, strike out “fifteen”? and insert “twelve,” so as to read, ‘1,200 
copies.” 

fm line 6 after the words “ District of Columbia” insert ‘for 1803.” 

Strike out in lines 7 to 10 the words “100 for the use of the Senate, 350 for 
the use of the House of Representatives, and 1,050.” 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I move that the amend- 
ments of the Senate be concurred in. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. What is the object of the reso- 
lution? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The House passed a reso- 
lution to print 1,500 copies of the report of the health officer of 
the District of Columbia, and that resolution allowed 100 copies 
of the report to the Senate and 350 to the House, the remainder 
to the health office. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. What I would like to under- 
stand is the purpose of this publication? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If the gentleman will par- 
don me a moment, I will explain the matter. The Senate struck 
out a provision a 100 copies of this work for the Senate 
and 350 for the House, and gives the entire number proposed to 
be printed, 1,200, to the health officer; that is to say, reducing 
the aynount originally pro to 1,200 copies. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Ail of which go to the health 
officer? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is correct. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. That is all right. I do not 
want any of the health reports. You eam give us all the reports 
on horses that you please, however. 

The question was taken; and the Senate amendment was con- 
curred in. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to 
reconsider the last vote was laid on the table. 


WATER-MAIN ASSESSMENT, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker,I call atten- 
tion to a matter which I think is of privilege, inasmuch as there 
has been an error in regard to. the e of a bill either in 
the Recorp or the Journal. I will make statement in ref- 
erence to the matter: 

On Monday last. the House passed the bill H. R. 3294, a bill 
to regulate water-main assessments in the District of Columbia, 
to which there was an aa ‘the Committee 
on the District of Columbia which the RD shows was agreed 
to. I understand the Journal does not. show it. The. bill went 
over to the Senate, but has been recalled. The bill is reported 
unanimously from the Committee on the District of Columbia; 
and I ask that the amendment be concurred in and the bill 
again in order that there may be no question hereafter as to the 
regularity of the proce S. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that there were two 
bills of the same number, oneof which wasintended to have been 
withdrawn. Itseems that at the desk they had one tof the 
bill and the Reporters had another, which were different, one 
of them omitting the amendment to which the gentleman from 
Tennessee refers. Some question is raised, therefore, as to the 
difference between the Journal and RECORD, so that the easiest 
way io settle the matter would be to let the House pass on tho 
bill now. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be tt enacted, ete., That hereafter assessments levied prcaumeematerensine 
in the District of Columbia shall be at the rate of $1.25 per 

against all lots or land abutting wpom the street, road, or 

water main shall be laid: Provided, That no lot shall be twice: And 
provided further, That corner lots shall be taxed only on their front, with a 
depth of not exceeding 100 feet; any excessof the other front over 100feet shall 
be subject to above rate of assessment. 


The committee recommend the adoption of the following 
amendments: 


Strike out, in lines 7 and 8, the words ‘‘that no lot shall be taxed twice. 
And provided further,” and insert after the word “assessment,” in line 11, 
thefollowing words: 

‘And provided further, That in all cases now pending where assessments 
have been regulerly made, and where there has not been paid a sum equal 
to #1.25 per linear foot, as estimated above, shall be col- 
lected as will make the whole sum paid equal to $1.25 per linear foot. But 
this act is not intended to give ground of action for the refunding of any 
Sum already paid in excess of 81.2 ¥. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I move to agree to the 
amendments ay read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendments will be 
agreed to. 

There was no objection. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, and being engrossed it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to 
reconsider the last vote was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. What disposition does the gentleman from 
Tennessee propose to make of the bill heretofore sent to the 
Senate? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That billhas already been 
recalled, Mr. Speaker, and is on the desk. I suppose the regu- 
lar order would be to send forward the bill just passed, and I 
ask that the other bill lie on the table. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, that order will 
be made. 

JOHN M. RICE. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, [ desire to enter a motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill (H. R. 3978) for the relief of 
John M. Rice was passed this morning. 

Mr. ENLOE. I move to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. SAYERS. I hope the House will not agree to that mo- 
tion. I ask that this matter lie over until Monday morning so 
that I may have time to inquire into it. 

Mr. ENLOE. The gentlemanfrom Texas moves toreconsider, 


and [ move to lay that motion on the table. 
Mr. SAYERS. I understand this bill is to pay a comtested- 
election claim originating in the Forty-first Congress. 
Mr. CARUTH. 
reconsider. 


The gentleman is too late with his motion 
to . The motion to reconsider has already been laid 
on the table. But Isee my colleague [Mr. PAYNTER], on whose 
motion. the ‘sill was ponundl, is. now nt. 

Mr. PAYNTER. Mr. Speaker, the motion to retonsider was, 
on my own motion, laid on the table. 

Mr. SAYERS. When I made the motion to reconsider [ had 
been informed that no such motion had been made. 

Mr. PAYNTER. [I recollect most distinctly that the Speaker 
did in the customary way submit that. motion, and I make the 
point of ie the motion of the gentleman from Texas. 

The S . The Chair will state that the notes of the 
Official Re are in conformity with the recollection of the 
gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr.SAYERS. Very well, Mr. Speaker, it is now too late to 
make the motion. 

Mr. KILGORE. What has become of the demand for the 
lar order? 
he SPEAKER. Thisis the regular order. This is a priv- 
matter to which the gentleman from Texas has referred, 
a motion to reconsider. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BINGHAM, for this day, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. LACEY, for next week, on account of business. 

To Mr. BUNN, for ten days, on account of sickness of his wife. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. TERRY, was 
absent from the House yesterday on account of sickness, and is 
also absent from the same cause to-day. I ask that indefinite 
leave of absence be granted to him on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 


COMMITTEE REPORTS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports. 
The Clerk called the committees for the presentation of re- 


re 


SOUTHERN UTE INDIANS. 


Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, re- 
ported a bill (H.R. 6792) to disapprove the treaty heretofore 
made with the Southern Ute Ind to be removed to the Ter- 
ritory of Utah, and providing for settling them down in severalty 
where they may so elect are qualified, and to settie all those 
not electing to take lands in severalty on the west 40 miles of 
present reservation and in portions of New Mexico, and to earry 
out the provisions of the treaty made with said Indians June 15, 
1880, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had without amendment bill 
and joint resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (H.R. 2683) for the relief of George W. Barnes; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 150) providing for partial payments 
for work, ete., for vessels constructed under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 


: 
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PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


Mr. LOCKWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on the Pacific Railroads to report back a resolution in- 
troduced by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], calling 
upon the Attorney-General for certain information, and to ask 
for its immediate consideration. P 

The SPEAKER. The call of committees for reports having 
been completed, the gentlemen from New York|Mr. Lock woop| 
submits a privileged resolution and asks for its immediate con- 
sideration. P 

The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the Central Pacific and Western Pacific Railroad Companies were 
chartered by the State of California, and the laws of said State provide that 
individual stockholders shall be liable for the debts of such corporations: 
Therefore, be it 

Hesolved, That the Attorney-Generalof the United States inform the House 
as to whether or not the stockholders, or their successors, heirs, or assigns 
are liable in any manner to the Government of the United States for reim- 
bursement of the United States for bonds issued under the various acts of 
Congress authorizing the issuing of such bonds in aid of the building of said 
railroads. ‘ 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. I am directed by the committee to favor- 
ably report this resolution. It calls upon the Attorney-General 
for certain information. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ido not understand precisely what the res- 
olution is. : 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. It is aresolution of inquiry, addressed to 
the Department of Justice, reported back favorably from the 
Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motionof Mr. LOCKWOOD, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


ARMY APRROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of general appropriation bills, with Mr. O’Nern of Massa- 
chusetts in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Abill (H. R. 6373) making appropriations for the support of the Army for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I have no disposition to 
debate this billnow. It isa general appropriation bill, upon the 
lines usually carried out in the appropriation for the support of 
the Army, but it contains some points of new legislation in the 
direction of economy. I shall asktodispense with the first read- 
ing of the bill. I purpose then to ask that general debate be 
closed, unless gentlemen will indicate that they desire general 
debate. I have had nointimation that anyone does desire it. I 
request the committee that we proceed as the committee pro- 
ceeded with the sundry civil bill. When we reach any point in 
the bill which gentlemen desire to debate, I propose that we 
take a reasonable time to discuss it as it is reached. 

Mr. RAY. Mr.Chairman, I notice in this bill several clauses 
changing existing law, which are quite important. For that 
reason I object to dispensing with the first reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The clerk will read the bill. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, before the general de- 
bate begins I think it proper to state to the committee that I am 
authorized and directed by the Committee on Military Affairs 
to move to strike out the provision on the first page, beginning 
at the word ‘‘and,” on line 9, and following down to the end of 
line 5, on page 2, so that thore will be nonecessity for discussing 
that item. 

Mr. BURROWS. 
strike that out. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Thecommittee propose to offer an amend- 
ment to strike thatout. 1 think that it may bo said that the 
committee would agree to a modification of the legislation on 
page 8, the second proviso, commencing on line and extending 
through line 12. 

Me. MOCREARY of Kentucky. Why not strike that out en- 
tirely? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
not striking it all out. 

Mr. PICKLER. I should like to hear the gentleman on that. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I will state the reasons. 

Mr. RAY. The only objection I have is to those provisos on 


e 8. 
I understood the gentleman from Ohio, in 


The Clerk will report the title of the first 


I understand the committee propose to 


Well, there are very good reasons for 
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reply to the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER], to 
say that there were good reasons for not striking out these pro- 
Visos, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The first proviso. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Mayiask the gentleman if there is any 
good reason for ever putting itin? — 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I will give you those reasons. I think 
they are one and the same thing. This Congress has increased 
the number of officers who may be detailed for this purpose, 
teaching military tactics in institutions of learning from seventy- 
five to one hundred, making an increase of twenty-five officers of 
the Army who should be detailed from their proper duti 
officers ofthe Army for the purpose of serving as educators in 
institutions of learning; thus making an increase of about $75,000 
to $100,000 to be paid by the National Government for that p 
pose more than heretofore. 

Mr. WARNER. Does the gentleman mean to say that it costs 
the Government $75,000 to $100,000 to furnish officers for this 
purpose? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I mean to say that it is that sum more 
than the amount of salaries paid to officers detailed to institu- 
tions of learning heretofore. 

Mr. WARNER. Have any officers been added to the Army 
for that purpose? Is there any greater sum paid on that ac- 
count? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes; it wiil require officers of the Army 
to fill the places. It can not be assumed that their services aro 
worth nothing elsewhere. 

Mr..WARNER. Have there been any officers added to tho 
Army for that purpose; or will there be: or will it cost the 
United States Government a single cent additional to supply 
these details to educational institutions? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman's question is not perti- 
nent to my statement. My statement was that the National 
Government would pay such an amount more than they had paid 
heretofore to officers serving in this capacity. 

Mr. WARNER. Do not you pay the same to those officers 
now that you will pay them when they areserving in that capac- 
lty? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Not serving in the same capacity. 

Mr. HULL. [rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his question of 
order. 

Mr. HULL. I want to hear this discussion, and there is 
much confusion on the floor that I can not hear what is said. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man a& question. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
tucky for a question. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I understand the gentleman 
from Ohio to be willing to strike out the last proviso on page 8, 
as follows: 

And provided further, That after July 1, 1894, no army officer shall be per- 
mitted toremain at or be detailed to any educational institution unless 
quarters or commutation therefor are provided for such officer without ex- 
pense to the Government. 

Did the gentleman say he was willing to strike this out? 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Yes. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 

Mr. OUTHWAILTE, 
considering the bill. 

Mr. MARSH. I want toask the chairman of the committes 
a question 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I understood the gentleman 
to say that the last proviso should go out. 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. I stated frankly that I thought the com- 
mittee would authorize it being struck out. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Itwould be subject to a point 
of order anyway; but I think it is legislation that should go out 
| and not be in the bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE.- 

I will answer it. 
to ask questions. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. This is the question I desire 

toask the gentleman. The first proviso reads: 

Provided, That after July 1, 1894, no commutation of quarters shall be al- 
‘| lowed to any army officer detailed to educational institutions. 

Do you mean by that that the officers who have been detailed 

to the various institutions of learning shall no longer receive the 
| commutation they have been receiving? 
| Mr. COGSWELL. Yes. 


SAS 


y’- 


S80 
[ will yield to the gentleman from Ken- 


Then that goes out. 
It does not go out until we reach it in 





If the gentleman will ask mo a question 
There are several other gentlemen who desire 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. How does the committee ex 
pect that these officers shall be maintained? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I make a point of order. Gentlemen in 
the rear are talking so loud that it is impossible for me to hear 
the questions asked me. 
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Mr. MCCREARY of Seaton: [ desire to know how the of- 

ficers are to be maintained if they, under the provision of this 
bill read by me, are to be deprived of the commutation for quar- 
ters such as they have been allowed before? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. At present many of these officers are in 
army quarters, built by the Government ata large expense and 
provided for them. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana, At these college institutions? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No. These officers have been detailed; 
are in army quarters or post quarters prior to detail for an in- 
stitution of learning. Some of these institutions of learning 
have already provided quarters for the officers detailed to them, 
and the officers at those placesare receiving their commutation 
pay for rent and receiving a house in addition. It is also true 
in many instances that these officers are receiving other com- 
pensation than their salaries, receiving it for additional services 
rendered to those institutions of learning. Now, first, there is 
the salary of the officer; the second is the mileage of the officer 
to and from the post of detail; third, commutation for quarters; 
fourth, commutation for fuel; fifth, if they be mounted officers, 
commutation for forage, all paid by the Government of the 
United States. 

But of these institutions of learning fifty are receiving about 
$19,000 per annum from the Federal Government. It may be 
said that the chief condition is that they shall teach military 
tactics. This appropriation began at fifteen thousand a few 
years ago, and is being increased each year at the rate of $1,000 
until it shall reach a total of $25,000. Besides that, many of 
them have received a donationfrom the Government which was 
originally = to them, and they are deriving an income from 
it. Therefore, it was considered by the eommittee thatno great 
hardship would be inflicted on those colleges at any rate. The 
committee has an intimation from the agent of those colleges 
that if the second provision is stricken out there will be no seri- 
ous objection to the first. 

Mr. MCCREARY, of Kentucky. An agent of what colleges? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Of the land-grant colleges. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. But there are many other 
colleges interested that have not those advantages. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I have mentioned the number of those. 
Now I do yield further to the gentleman from Kentucky at 
present. 

Mr. PICKLER. I want to ask the gentleman a question. If 
it is left to the institutions to furnish barracks, who is going to 
determine when the proper barracks are furnished, and how will 
the barracks of an officer detailed toa New York college, for 
instance, compare with the barracks furnished to one who is de- 
tailed to a college in the Western States? And how are you 
going to settle the interminable difficulties that will arise in 
that way: 

Mr. OUTH WAITE, It does not strike me that that is a very 
important or serious question. 

Mr. PICKLER. I think it is. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. An officer detailed to one place now can 
not get as good a building for the amount of commutation that 
is allowed for quartersas an officer detailed toanother place can 
get, but that does not cause any difficulty. 

Mr. PICKLER. But the officer has to go where the Govern- 
ment sends him. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No, he does not have to go; no officer 
is compelled to go to these institutions against his wishes. 
These officers go y their own request. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. But if you refuse them com- 
mutation for quarters they will not be willing to go. 

Mr. BRETZ. I desire to ask my colleague on the committee 
a question. He speaks about the land-grant colleges having de- 
tailed officers and furnished quarters. Iwillask him if it is not 
the law that these colleges are required to give military instruc- 
tion! 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Oh, yes. 

; oe oo of California. And they get $25,000 a year for 
oing it. 

Mr. BRETZ. Nineteen thousand. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, ‘They get $19,000 and they do not pay 
out a cent of it for that pur . 

Mr. POWERS. Dol understand the gentleman to say that 
they get $19,000 for giving instruction? 

Mr. OUTHWAITR. I say they get that amount from the 
Government. 

Mr, POWERS. But that is notfor military instruction. It 
is for the whole curriculum of the schools. 

Mr, OUTHWAITE,. I did not mean to say that it was for 
military instruction alone. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. And they are required by law 
to furnish the instruction? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes; and this is one of the requirements 
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made of them in consideration of the amount which the Govern- 
ment has donated to them. 

Mr. PICKLER. I have asked the gentleman if he does not 
consider that this detail of officers for this duty is a matter in 
which the General Government is largely interested. It is more 
for the accommodation and benefit of the General Government 
than it is for the accommodation of the States to have these 
young men educated in that way. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Notalways. I know of some instances 
in which the profit of the proprietors of the college, the very 
life of the institution, depends upon the fact that they can adver- 
tise that they have a United States officer as instructor in mili- 
tary tactics and in Other branches. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Let me suggest tothe chairman 
this point: There are onlyacertain number of these officers tobe 
detailed, and there are many hundred schools in the United States, 
and one might with pertinency inquire why every school should 
not have thisinstruction. It is amatter now of diligence and com- 
petition between them as to whoshall have theseofficers. Many 
of these schools are private institutions and the proprietors are 
very glad to be able to state in their advertisements that they 
can furnish military instruction by an officer of the United States, 
and it is a mighty good recompense to them for about $25 a 
month for quarters. 

Mr. BRETZ. When my friend asks why do not they all have 
them, does he not know that the limit is fixed at one hundred, 
and that there can not beany more? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I know that; but I know that a 

reat many more than one hundred private schools and colleges 
n the United States all want these officers, and let those whoare 
able—— 

Mr. PICKLER. But some of them are not able. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Very well; then there must be 
several hundred of them that can not have these officers under 
any circumstances, even if vou strike out this provision, and 
what are you going to do with them? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I wish to ask the gentle- 
man in charge of this bill whether he does not think that this 
provision would bear most heavily upon the South and South- 
west where the smaller institutions are located? The old ones 
have got well on their legs, and might not feel it, but the new 
ones which have been started at a recent period in the South and 
the Southwest would suffer, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I have not thoughtatall of any particu- 
lar section of the country in connection with this matter. Many 
of the institutions in the West are receiving from the United 
States Government $15,000 to $25,000, and many of them have 
received land grants besides that would enable them to employ 


‘almost an army. 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I know that in my own 
State a provision of this kind would operate injuriously upon a 
college there which is a little overa yearold. That institution 
has not had the benefit of any land grants. This arrangement 
by which officers are detailed to our different institutions does 
not cost the Government anything, as they are in the employ of 
the Government at any rate. To adopt sucha provision as is 
now proposed would operate as a hardship upon these small in- 
stitutions. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman, I think, has not ob- 
served that this second provision, which we propose to strike 
out, is the one which requires these institutions to provide quar- 
ters at their own expense; the other one, which we desire to re- 
tain, does not contain any such provision. 

Mr. WARNER. If I understand the explanation of the gen- 
tleman, it is this—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If the gentleman wants to ask me a 
een he may go on; but I have not time to yield for any 
speech. 

Mr. WARNER. I desire to know whether the result of the - 
gentleman’s argument is that he proposes to wipe out—as a re- 
sult of not furnishing what the Government has heretofore of 
its own accord furnished—the smaller and weaker colleges of 
the South and West, by a measure which will practically do 
no harm to the strong or land-grant colleges of the North and 


East. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman will have to decide for 
himself what the result of oo is. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. hat part of the bill does the gen- 
tleman from Ohio propose to strike out? 

Mr. OUTHW E. The second provision, commencing in 
the — line and running down to the twelfth line, inclusive. 

. LACEY. Under the existing law what is the allowance 

for quarters? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It varies somewhat. It is an allowance 
varying from about $300 to $360a year. I yield a moment tothe 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MaRs8]. 








1894. 


Mr. MARSH. The chairman of the committee [Mr. OuTH- 
WAITE] has just said in answer to the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. WARNER] that he was unable to state what the effect of 
this measure would be upon the weaker colleges of the West and 
Southwest. Now, I would like him to state candidly whether 
his purpose, and only purpose, in thusstriking at educational in- 
stitutions of this country is not to save a few dollars to the pub- 
lic Treasury 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No; the gentleman will have time to get 
in his speech later. I can notyieldfurther. I now yield tothe 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCREaARy]. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I wish to ask whether the 
committee regards the appointment of an army officer to a col- 
lege as a favor to that institution or a favor to the Government 
of the United States? I regard it as a favor to the Government, 
as well as to the college, because the Government now has more 
army officers than are needed to command our soldiers in time 
of peace; and when we detail an officer for duty in any educa- 
tional institution we help to train young men in military tactics 
who may be very useful when the life of the nation is endan- 
gered, or when domestic violence threatens, or when civil com- 
motion occurs. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman has answered his own 
question. I am very much obliged to him. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Do you indorse what I say? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No; I do not entirely. [Laughter.] I 
now yield a moment to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TATE]. 

Mr. TATE. IfI understood the gentleman correctly, he has 
stated that it is not compulsory for an army officer to go to one 
of these colleges when assigned? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Exactly so. 

Mr. TATE. That being the case, and it being provided in 
this bill that when such a detail is made the officer shall not be 
entitled to commutation of quarters, may not the officer by de- 
clining to go unless quarters are furnished, compel the college or 
other institution to furnish him quarters? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There are plenty of officers who will be 
glad to go upon the terms here proposed. I yield now for a mo- 
ment to the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. GROUT]. 

Mr. GROUT. I concur with the gentleman from Ohio in his 
suggestion as to taking out the second proviso; but I desire to 
say that if he will also consent to strike out the first proviso, 
which places practically a penalty upon the officer assigned to 
the extent of the value of the commutation of rations, amount- 
ing to about $300 a year, there will be very little opposition dis- 
closed in general debate to this bill. If that proviso be left in 
it will very much interfere, as I believe, with the details of 
these officers. If that provision be struck out, the time occu- 
pied in general debate will be much abridged. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I decline to yield to further interrup- 
tions, which are not so much questions in regard to matters of 
fact as arguments. 

Mr. MARSH. I suggest that the gentleman [Mr. OUTH- 
WAITE] bo permitted to continue his remarks without further 
embarrassment. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There has been no embarrassment at 
all. There has been a good deal of confusion in the House, but 
no ‘‘embarrassment” tome. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TRACEY. Lask that the order, inasmuch as we are en- 
forcing the rules of the House, be also enforced in regard to 
smoking on the floor of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio will proceed. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I decline to yield 
to any more questions on this subject. I was willing to doso, so 
long as the questions were confined to matters of fact, but when 
gentlemen go intoan argumentof the question, so as to give them 
an opportunity to insert their little speeches in the record of my 
remarks, I think I am justified in declining to be further inter- 
rupted on that point. 

There are some other matters of new legislation embodied in 
the bill. But gentlemen seem deeply interested in this propo- 
sition, and the suggestion has been made that if both of these 
igo were eliminated from the bill the general debate could 

thereby very much abbreviated. I therefore make the prop- 
osition now, for the purpose of arriving at an earlier conclusion 
of the general debate, that the Committee on Military Affairs 
shall consent that these two propositions, embodying the two 
rovisos on page 8, may be stricken from the bill on a motion 
which I will make for that purpose, provided that we can thereby 
limit the general debate toa reasonable hour. I ask, therefore, 
that an hour and a half be allowed for general debate, one hour 
of which time to be given to the minority side, and a half hour 
to those in support of the bill. 
Mr. MARSH. I object to that, because these two propositions 
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will go out anyhow, without any limitation, by a vote 
House. 
A MEMBER. 





of the 


But if these provisions go out, who wants to 


speak? 
Mr. MARSH. Several gentlemen on this side have desired 
to occupy, as they have informed me, some considerable time in 


the general discussion. 

Mr. GROUT. Those to whom I have spoken on the subject of 
the general debate have indicated to me their intention of con- 
fining their remarks mainly to these two provisos, and I felt au- 
thorized to make the statement I did to the gentleman from 
Ohio if the provisos were stricken out. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. ThenI make this further proposition: 
that these two provisos shall go out, with an agreement that 
general debate be limited to two hours, one hour and a half to 
be occupied by gentlemen on that side of the question and one- 
half an hour on this side. 

Mr. MARSH. There are other matters of importance, other 
provisions in this bill which will lead to debate. Therearesev- 
eral matters of new legislation that the committee ought to know 
something about, and the time the gentleman suggests. in my 
judgment, will not be adequate. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois object? 

Mr. MARSH. I do. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Permit me to ask if these are the only two 
changes in existing law contained in the bill? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No; there are several others. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Do they increase or decrease expenditures? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. They decrease expenditures. 

Mr. BURROWS. If the gentleman will allow me a moment. 
I understood him to state that there are other matters of new 
legislation in the bill? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes. 

Mr. BURROWS. Will he be kind enough to call the atten- 
tention of the committee to these provisions, because I think if 
he does that we may arrive more readily at a conclusion as to 
the time that will be required for general debate. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We can consider them when we reach 


them. 

Mr. BURROWS. I would suggest that I think the shortest 
way out would be to permit the general debate to run to day. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. IfI propose, on a motion from the com- 
mittee, to eliminate the two questions which seem to be mainly 
at issue, I do not see any special reason for prolonging the de- 
bate. I announced to the committee that I would propose on be- 
half of the Committee on Military Affairs to strike out these two 
provisions on page 8. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does thatinclude the provision in reference 
to the chaplains? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
eration. 

Mr. BURROWS. If the gentleman will allow me to suggest, 
I think there are several gentlemen on this side of the House 
who would like to speak on this bill without any special limita- 
tion as to time. I feel quite certain that if he will allow the de- 
bate to run they will notconsume more than two hours. I think 
he will find that in less than that time we will be proceeding 
with the bill. There is no desire or intention to prolong the 
discussion. 

Mr. MARSH. By the consent of the gentleman from Ohio, I 
would ask if he is also willing not only to strike out these two 

rovisos relating to the detail of army officers to educational 
institutions throughout the country, but to strike out also that 
other provision which in part strikes down one of the most im- 
portant branches of the service, the medical corps. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Thatis very eloquently put, but I do not 
agree with the gentleman in any sense of the word that there is 
any such result to follow from this provision. 

Mr. MARSH. Iam aware that you do not agree with me. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. O’NEILL of Massachusetts reported that 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
having had under consideration the army appropriation bill, 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I have given notice on the part of the 
committee that the provisos on page 8, concerning commutation 
of quarters to army officers, shall be stricken out, upon motion 
of the chairman of the committee. I now move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the purpose of considering the army ap- 

ropriation bill; and pending that I move that all general de- 

te on the bill be limited to one hour and a half, one bour to 

be given to the minority and one-half hour to this side, and on 
that I move the previous question. 


No; that is a matter for further consid- 
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The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon limiting debate, as 
stated by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE]. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mer. BURROWS. One moment. 
tion is for an hour and a half? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes; an hour to be allotted to that side. 

Mr. BURROWS. That will not. in to accommodate gen- 
tiemen on this side. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 100, noes 4, 

Mr. BURROWS. No quorum. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. eas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays, and 
the Speaker announced “evidently a sufficient number. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Spealer,{ demand tellers on the yeas 
and nays. 

Tellers on the demand for the yeas and nays were refused, 
only 28 members voting in favor thereof. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays are ordered, and the 
entleman from Michigan [Mr. BuRROws] and the gentleman 
rom Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] will take their places as tellers. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, gentlemen upon the other 
side seem anxious to have another hour. It will take half an 
hour to call the roll. If gentlemen will now agree that unani- 
mous consent be had that general debate shall be elosed in two 
hours and a half, an hour and ahalf to be given on that side, and 
one hour on this side, I will ask that the order for the yeas and 
nays be reconsidered. 

r. BURROWS. That is acceptable. 

Mr. HULL. That will be satisfactory. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. ThenI ask unanimous consent that. the 
vote ordering the yeas and nays be reconsidered. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection that order will be recon- 
sidered, and without objection the agreement made, that two 
hours and a half be allowed for general debate, an hour and a 
half to the opposition to the bill and an hour for the bill, will 
be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

And then, on motion of Mr. OUTHWAITS, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of oe 
tion bill, with Mr. O’Nuit of Massachusetts in the le 

Mr. OUTHWAITE,. I reserve the hour allowed to this side. 

Mr.HULL. Mr. Chairman,if 1 have control of the time on 
this side, as seems to be conceded, I yield fifteen minutes of the 
hour and a half to the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Pick- 


LER 

Me PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, this general provision in re- 
gard to the detail of army officers to colleges is in my opinion 
one of the very best provisions that can be had in regard to 
army officers. I believe that the detail of officers to our educa- 
tional institutions is not in the interest of the States as much as 
it is in the interest of the Government. 

Mr. POWERS. I make the point of order that debate on the 
two provisos is not in order, the Committee on Military Affairs 
hav iven notice that they will be stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will overrule the point, be- 
cause the two provisos have not yet been stricken from the bill, 
and general debate is in order. The gentleman from South Da- 


kota will seeree’- 
Mr. PICKLER. It seems to ao awe Chairman, that this is 
the time, that these years in the history of the country are the 
ears when the General Government should encourage 
Btates as far as possible in the control * es men 
n 


in 
them a military education, and I hope ot only w 


[ understand the proposi- 


the 
ving 
1 the 
officers remain in these institutions, but that before long the 
number of institutions to which these details can be made will 
be increased. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Why should it not be in- 


creased now? 

Mr. PICKLER. I hope the gentleman will understand that 
ibis understood by the House that these provisions are going 
out; but I am talking in this line for an en ent of the use 
of these officers. I want more officers . That is the 
point I am making. 

I not only desire that the officers who are at present detailed 
shall be continued, but I desire to see other officers detailed for 
other educational institutions of the country. Thatis the point 
I desire to make. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. We have alr ady increased the 
number to a hundred. 

Mr. PICKLER. I was saying when interrupted that there 
never was a time in the his of this country when there was 
greater need for —o education of young men in the 


military department and for military purposes than at present. 
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I belicve that the preseat state of the country ought to convince 
anybody of that fact. 

Now, these details are far more in the interest of the General 
Government than they are of the institutions if their respective 
interests can be compared. The General Government should 
not only continue all the officers at present detailed, but there 
are at least fifty other large educational institutions in the 
country that ought to have officers detailed to them. The Gen- 
eral Government ought to be glad to double the numberof these 
officers detailed and to furnish them with barracks. I desire to 
place in the RECORD the number of institutions to which officers 
are now detailed, giving the name of the institutions in each 
State, so that we may know whether the officers are detailed. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. What is that request? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota asks 
unanimous consent to print in the REcoRD a list of the colleges 
to which these details are made, asa partof his remarks. Is 
there. objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PICKLER. Itseems to me, Mr. Chairman, that it can 
not be said nor intimated with any good foundation that the de- 
tailing of these officers is nota proper detail. [ can conceive of 
no better object for which an officer can be detailed and of no 
higher duty with which he may be charged than that of giving 
the young men of the country something of a military educa - 
tion while they are acquiring their literary education; and so, 
in my opinion, the details to theze institutions ought to be in- 


c 

Mr. Chairman, the Government of the United States is now 
detailing officers of the Army to act as Indian agents at the dif- 
ferent Indian agencies throughout the country. The Govern- 
ment has never yet asked that the States in which these Indian 
agencies are located shall have anything to do with the pay- 
ment of the officers or providing the barracks for them. Cer- 
tainly it does seem to me that while the Government is paying 
these officors for services in their details, it would be degrading 
the officers to classify these services as not worthy of barracks 
being furnished officers discharging the duties; and I submit 
that an officer in going to one of these institutions ought not to 
be treated in any different manner than if he were going on an- 
other detail. 

It seems to me it would be making a class among army of- 
ficers, and it would prevent a detail of these officers if the Gen- 
eral Government shall at any time not only refuse to pyy for the 
quarters for those who are now detailed but also to pay for the 
quartersof those who may hereafter be detailed when the details 
to these institutions shall have been increased. I think that 
nothing should be done at any time, neither now nor in the fu- 
ture, if these details should be increased, that would in any way 
prevent these army officers from being willing at all times to 
accept the work imposed. I believe that it helps young men to 
be thus drilled. Itstraightens them up. They come from the 
farms and shops and the different vocations in life, and come 
to these military institutions where these officers are detailed. 
They acquire yeenee Senate Tt helps them. It gives them 
strength, bea , address, independence, and it is of great im- 
portance to the young men. 

Now, Mr. Ch an, how can the Government engage in any 
greater work than in educating young men in this line, espe- 
cially, as [ said, ata time that seemsfraught with needs for a citi- 
zenship that is drilled and knows something about military tac- 
tics? f shall not detain the House further, contending as I do 
for an increase of officers for this service. 

Mr. BRETZ. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRETZ. Does not my friend know that this is going to 
be stricken out by ement? 

Mr. PICKLER. me" yes; I een that from at na a 
dozen gentlemen. y proposition is to increase the number of 
officers detailed 

Mr. BRETZ. 


ready. 

ME PICKLER. I think there ought to be at least 50 more. 
Iam talking in that general line. [am attempting to induce 
this Eouse to make a proper provision as to quarters for these 
officers. 

Mr. BRETZ. Iam with you with reference to the striking 
out of this provision. 

Mr. PICKLER. I only want to try to give some reasons as 
an argument why this number of officers should be increased 
and a provided, and to call attention to these details with 
the hope that there shall not again soon be an attempt made 
to tax State tosustain Army officers when the General Gov- 
ernment should bear the burden. I compliment the committee 
on their good judgment in consenting to strike out that proviso. 

Now, I think I have said all that I care to say upon this ques- 


"We have increased them from 75 up to 100 al- 
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tion, which I think is one of the most important questions pro- 

sed in this bill. I hope to see the number of these details 
nereased. I should be glad to see, as was suggested the other 
day, the doors of West Point opened to a thousand young men 
other than those who are receiving commissions in the Army. 
Let us educate more of our young men in this way, even if it 
does cost something. There is no way in which the Govern- 
ment can so cheaply educate its citizens in military tactics as 
by these details of officers to these educational institutions. 
There is no way in which the State can so readily educate its 
best young men. I hope that the present details will stand and 
that there will be an increased number in the future. 





APPENDIX. 


Universities, colleges, etc., having officers of the Army detailed aa professors of 
military science, etc., with names of the detailed officers. 








Commence- 
ment 
of service. 


Universities, colleges, etc. Names of officers detailed. 


ei — 


ALABAMA. 


Alabama Agricultural and Me- | Lieut. John H. Wills, 22d Sept. 5, 1891 


chanical College, Auburn. Inf. 
University of Alabama, Tusca- | Lieut. W. L. Taylor, 20th | Mar. 1, 1894 
loosa County (University P. Inf. ‘ 


O., Tuscaloosa County). 


| 
ARKANSAS. | | 
Searcy College, Searcy ........._..| Lieut. E. 0. ©. Ord, 22d Inf..| Oct. 10,1393 
Arkansas Industrial University, Lieut. Elias Chandler, 16th | Feb. —, 1894 


Fayetteville. Inf. 


CALIFORNIA. 


University of California, Berkeley} Lieut. F. L. Winn, 12th Int..) Aug. 14, 1893 


Mount Tamalpais Military Acad- | Lieut. D. E. Holly, 4th Inf_..} Feb. —, 1804 
emy, San Rafael. 
COLORADO. 
State Agricultural College, Fort | Lieut. H. D. Humphrey, 20th; Sept. 1, 1893 
Collins. Inf. 
CONNECTICUT. 
Sheffield Scientific School of Yale | Capt. J. S. Pettit, ist Inf. .... Aug. 1, 1892 
University, New Haven. 
DELAWARE. , 
Delaware College, Newark. ..... .| Lieut, J. H. Frier, 17th Inf..| Jan. 26,1893 
FLORIDA. 
Florida Agricultural College, | Lieut. W. A. Thurston, 16th 
Lake City. | Inf. 
GEORGIA. 
North Corolina Agricultural Col- | Lieut. W. R. Dashiell, 17th | Aug. 1, 1892 
lege, Dahlonega. Inf. 
Gordon Institute, Barnesville.__.| Lieut. A. R. Piper, 2d Inf _...| July 10, 1892 
Middle Georgia Military and Agri-| Lieut. A. B. Scott, 13th Inf...| Jan. 29, 1804 
cultural College, Milledgeville. 
IDAHO. 
University of Idaho, Moscow..... Lieut. E. R.Chrisman,2dInf.| Mar. —, 1894 
ILLINOIS. 
University of Illinois, Champaign Cop, Mineiden R. Hills, 5th | Sept. 1, 1890 
r 
Knox College, Galesburg.......... Lieut. W. A. Phillips,22dInf.| July 1, 1893 
Northern Illinois Normal School, | Lieut. Ammon A. Augur, | May 18, 1891 
Dixon. 24th Inf. 
Western Military Academy, Up- | Lieut.W.F.Hancock,5th Art.) Feb. 7, 1894 
per Alton. 


INDIANA. 


Dokauw University, yreencastle.| Lieut. E. M. Lewis, 20th Inf_} Sept. 21, 1892 
ty 


Vincennes University, Vincennes.| Lieut. U.G. Kemp, 8th Cav_.| Oct. 24, 1893 

Purdue University, La Fayette..| Lieut. S. W. Miller, 5th Inf _.| Mar. —, 1894 
IOWA. 

Cornell College, Mount Vernon__.} Lieut. C. L. Phillips, 4th Art.| Aug. 1, 1892 

Iowa State University, Iowa City .| Lieut. C. B. Vogdes, Ist Inf..| July 1, 1893 


Iowa Wesleyan University, Mount) Lieut. UlyssesG.McAlexan-| Aug. 17, 1891 


Pleasant. der, 25th Inf. 
KANSAS. 
State Agricultural College, Man- | Capt. H.G. Cavenaugh, 13th | Feb. 27, 1894 
hattan. inf. 
Baker University, Baldwin. ...... | Lieut. E. V. Smith, 4th Inf..| Mar. —, 1894 
| 
KENTUCKY. | | 
cultural and Mechanical Col- | Lieut. Charles D. Clay, lith | Sept. 1, 1890 
ege of Kentucky, Lexington. Inf. 
Central University of Kentucky, | Capt. Henry Wygant, 24th | Sept.20, 1893 
Richmond. | ~ Int. 
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Universities, colleges, etc., having officers of the Army detailed, etc.—Continueda 


Commence 
Universities, colleges, ete. Names of officers detailed ment 
of servi 
LOUISIANA 
Louisiana State University and | Licut. Elisha S. Benton, 34 | Oct 3, 1891 
Agricultural and Mechartical Art 
College, Baton Rouge. 
MAINE. 
Maine State College of Agricul- Lieut. Mark L. Hersey, 9th | Ju 1, 1801 
ture and the Mechanic Arts,/| Inf 
Orono. 
MARYLAND 
St. John’s College, Annapolis Lieut. Robert H. Noble, Ist | Sept.! 
Inf, 
Maryland Agricultural College, | Liew® John S.Grisard, 13th Sept. 1,1 
College Park, Prince George's | Inf. 
County. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
Massachusetts Agricultural Col- | Lieut. W. W. Dickinson, Aug. 16,1 
lege, Amherst. 17th Inf. 
Massachusetts Institute of Tech- | Lieut. H. L. Hawthorne, Feb. 19,18 
nology, Boston. 4th Art. 
Groton School, Groton............ | Lieut. H. C. Hodges, jr., Oct Ixy 
22d Inf 
MICHIGAN. 
Michigan Military Academy, Or- | Lieut. F.S. Strong, 4th Art.) May 6,18 
chard Lake. | 
Michigan Agricultural College, | Lieut. E. A. Lewis, 18th Inf.' July 1, 189 
Lansing (P. O., Agricultural | 
College, Ingham County). } 
Hillsdale College, Hillsdale... .... Lieut. E. A. Helmick, 4th | Jan. 19, 1804 
Inf. 
MINNESOTA. 
University of Minnesota, Minne- | Lieut. George H. Morgan, | Oct. 1, 180 
apolis. 3d Cay. 
MISSISSIPPI. | 
Agricultural and Mechanical | Lieut. Charles L. Steele, Sept.i5, 1803 
College of the State of Missis- 8th Inf. ‘ 
sippi, Oktibbeha County (P.O., 
Agricultural College). 
MISSOURI. 
University of the State of Mis- | Lieut.S. A. Smoke, 18th Inf.' Sept.2#, 18 
souri, Columbia. 
Washington University, St. | Lieut.JohnStafford,8ihInf.! Mar. 31, 1801 
Louis. 
St. Louis University, St. Louis .._| Lieut.D.D.Johnson,5th Art_| Jan. 19, 1804 


Missouri Military Academy, | 
Mexico. | 


Lieut. E. S. Walker, 8th Inf.) July 8, 18938 





Marmaduke Military Academy, | Capt. L. P. Hunt, 10thCav..| Feb. %, 1994 
Sweet Springs. 
MONTANA. | 
The College of Montana, Deer} Lieut. George P. Ahern, | De 1 
zodage. 25th Inf. 
NEBRASKA. 
University of Nebraska, Lin- | Lieut. John G. Pershing, | Oct. 1, 1801 
coln. 10th Cav. | 
Doane College, Crete.............-. Lieut.C. B. Hardin, 18th Inf. .| 
NEVADA. 
State University of Nevada, Reno.} Lieut. John M. Neall, 4th | Nov. 2, 1890 
Cav. | 
NEW JERSEY. 
Rutgers College, New Brunswick.| Lieut. John J. Brereton, | Oct. 1, 1891 
24th Inf. 
Seton Hall College,South Orange_| Lieut.M.J.Lenihan,20th Inf.) Aug. 29, 1893 
NEW YORK. 

Cornell University, Ithaca... -...- Lieut.George Bell, jr.,3d Inf Oct. 12, 1892 
St. John’s College, Fordham .-.... | Lieut. Granger Adams, 5th Noy. 4, 1893 
Art. 

St. John’s Military School, Man- | Lieut. W. P. Burnham, 6th | Sept. 2, 1891 

lius. nf. } 
De La Salle Institute, New York | Capt.R.T.Yeatman,l4thInf.| May 4, 1891 
City, 108 W est Fifty-ninth street. | 
Peekskill Military Academy, | Lieut. P. P. Powell, 9th Cav_| June50, 1892 
Peekskill. 
Clinton Liberal Institute, Fort | Lieut. E. E. Hatch, 18th Inf..| Feb. 20, 1804 
Plain. | 
College of St. Francis Xavier, | Capt. John Drum, 10th Inf..! Feb. 7, 1804 
New York City. | ; 
‘River View Academy, Pough- | Capt. Q. O'M. Gilmore, 8th | Ma i 
keepsie. Cav 
NORTH CAROLINA. 
Bingham School, Asheville-_.-.-_.. Capt. C. L. Davis, 10th Inf..! Dec. 29, 1893 
Davis School, Winston............ Lieut. W. E. Shipp,10th Cav.} Dec 1893 
NORTH DAKOTA. | 
University of North Dakota, | Lieut. C. S. Farnsworth, | Oct. 15, 1893 


orks. | 25th Int. 
* Just detailed 


Grand fF 





Deena 


epee ka 
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mae a 


3 =e a 
OLE RSTn nen Ce ee en 


Ai hechashete CO aioe 


bs amen 


4236 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Universities, colleges, etc., having officers of the Army detailed, etc.—Continued. 


Universities, colleges, etc. 


OHIO. 


Ohio State University, Columbus. 
Ohio Normal University, Ada.... 


Ohlo Wesleyan University, Dela- 


ware. 
Mount Union College, Alliance... 


Wilberforce University, Wilber- 
force. 
OREGON, 


State Agricultural College, Cor- 
vallis. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


The Pennsylvania State College, 
State Col ogo. 

Allegheny College, Meadville 

Pennsylvania 


hester. 
Grove City College, Grove City... 


ilitary College, 


Girard College, Philadelphia, Pa. 


Gressly College, McKeesport 
RHODE ISLAND. 


Brown University, Providence. .. 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 
South Carolina Military Acad- 
emy, Charleston. 
Clemson Agricultural College, 
Clemson College. 
SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Agpion\enses College of South 
akota, Brookings. 
Creo, of South Dakota, 
Vermillion. 
TENNESSEE. 
Ungeesotty of Tennessee, Knox- 
ville. 
Memphis Institute, Memphis 
Cumberland University, Leba- 
non. 
TEXAS. 
Agricultural and Mechanical Col- 
ege of Texas, College Station. 
Austin College, Sherman 
Baylor University, Waco 
UTAH. 
University of Utah, Salt Lake 
ty. 
Agricultural College of Utah, Lo- 
gan. 
VERMONT. 
University of Vermont, Burling- 
ton. 
Norwich University, Northfield.. 
Vermont Academy, Saxton’s 
River. 
VIRGINIA. 

Virginia icultural and Me- 
chanical College, Blacksburg. 
Virginia Military Institute, Lex- 

ington. 
Deayete Military Institute, Dan- 
ville, 
WASHINGTON. 
Curry of Washington, Se- 
t 


attle. 
Washington Agricultural Col- 
lege, liman. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 
West Virginia University, Mor- 
gantown. 


WISCONSIN. 
State University of Wisconsin, 
Madison, 


WYOMING. 
University of Wyoming, Lara- 
mie. 


Names of officers detailed. 


Lieut. Eugene T. Wilson, 
Ist Art. 

Capt. J.N. Morgan, 24th Inf. 

Lieut. C. D. Rhodes, 6th Cav, 


Lieut. E. M. Johnson, jr., 
19th (nf. 


Lieut. C. E. Dentler,11th Inf. 


— E.W. McCaskey, 2ist 

Lieut. F.J.Koester,10th Cav. 

Lieut. G. McK. Williamson, 
6th Cav. 

Lieut. Charles W. Rowell, 
2d Inf. 


Lieut. E. C. Brooks, 6th Cav. 
Lieut. L. L. Durfee, 10th Inf. 


Lieut. W. J. Pardee, 25th Inf. 


Lieut. J. M. Jenkins, 5th 
Cav. 


Lieut. Thomas Q. Donald- 
son, jr., 7th Cay. 


Lieut. A. S. Frost, 25th Inf. 
Lieut. W. C. Neary, 3d Inf... 


Lieut. Laurence D. Tyson, 
9th Inf 


nf. 

Lieut. M. F. Waltz, 12th Inf. 

Lieut. Charles Gerhardt, 
20th Inf. 


Lieut. Benjamin C. Morse, 
18th Inf 


Lieut. Carl Koops, 18th Inf. 
Lieut. B. B. Buck, Inf... 


cies, Walter K. Wright, 
Lieut. H. D. Styer, 18th Inf.. 


Capt.H.E.Tutherly, IstCav. 

Lieut. H.C. Keene, jr., 4th 

Lieut. G. W. Gatchell, 4th 
Art. 

Lieut. John A. Harman, 7th 

Lieut. E. M, Blake, 5th Art... 


Lieut. J.C. Byron, 2d Cay... 


Lieut. John L. Hayden, Ist 
Lieut. G. E. Stockle, 10th 
Oay. 


Lieut. Frank De W. Ram- 
sey, 9th Inf. 


Lieut. H J. McGrath, 
4th oe 


Lieut. E. C. Bullock, 7th 
Cav. ‘ 


Commence- 
ment 


of service, 


July 27, 1891 


Oct. 13, 1893 
Sept. 20, 1893 


Apr. 18, 189i 


Sept. 1, 1892 


Sept.21, 1893 
Sept. 7, 1893 


Feb, 25, 1891 


Dec. 3, 1891 
Feb. —, 1804 


Aug. 26, 1892 


May 5, 1893 
June 13, 1891 


Apr. 20, 1893 
Mar. 13, 1894 


Sept. 15, 1891 


Feb. 10, 1804 
Mar. —, 1 


Oct. 9,1890 


Aug. 3, 1891 
Dec. 8, 1893 


Mar. 16, 1891 
Sept. 20, 1892 


Sept. 1, 1893 
Sept. 26, 1893 
Sept. 10, 1891 
Sept. 2t, 1890 
Sept. 1, 1893 


June 23, 1892 


Sept. 1, 1891 


Sept. 15, 1801 


Sept. 1, 1892 


Total number, 9%. New Hampshire, Arizona, New Mexico, and Oklahoma 


have no detail. 


APRIL 28, 


Mr. HULL. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman ‘ 
Illinois [Mr. Posr}. ; : a9 

Mr. POST was recognized. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will yield to me 
for a moment I desire to say that upon these two provisos I had 
prepared a very comprehensive, classical, and learned speech 
\laughter], which I had written out in full. I have it here on 
my desk, and if any gentleman is burning to deliver a speech on 
thissubject after the victory is won, Iwill lend him mine for that 
purpose. [Laughter.] 

Mr, POST. Mr. Chairman,I propose to talk on the very sub- 
ject of these provisions which it is proposed to strike out. I 
do not understand that they are yet stricken from the bill. I 
know they can not be stricken out until the bill comes up for 
consideration under the five-minute rule. Therefore, in the re- 
marks which I am about to submit I shall cover these as wellas 
some other points. 

Mr. Ohairman, Americans ought to respond with enthusiasm 
to the sant oae Navy of the United States as the embodiment of 
traditional honor, heroism,and glory. Notonly at home, but in 
foreign lands that sentiment arouses recollection of useful serv- 
ice, gallant deeds, and brilliant action. The Army and Navy 
always eh ie us in the court of lastappeai. When independ- 
ence was declared, when the perpetuity of the Union was threat- 
ened, it was the Army and Navy which gave security and vin- 
dicated the majesty of the nation. Their arbitration is the kind 
which arbitrates, not by useless compromise, not by yielding 
just rights, but by defending them. 

THE GRAND ARMY. 

The Army in its broad sense includes the band of uniformed 

—_ for whose maintenance this bill appropriates nearly 

24,000,000. True, the officers of that Army, with few excep- 
tions, are recent graduates of a military school, and have not 
endured the shock of conflict or suffered any of the nameless 
horrors of the battlefield. They are heroes without experience 
and by anticipation; but they are nevertheless heirs to the fame 
achieved by the soldiers of 1776, of 1812, of 1845, and of 1861. 
They are, however, not the only heirs. The organized National 
Guard and State troops, 112,190 strong, are alsoheirs. The men 
liable tomilitary duty number 8,634,040 and are also heirs. The 
men past the age for such duty and all the women are also heirs 
of the military fame achieved by their fathers, by their brothers, 
by their countrymen. 

Perhaps some will think it re to specially mention 
another class of men for whom the President of the United 
States has exhibited little regard, but whom the mass of the 
people stillremember withenthusiasm. Irefer to the survivors 
of the Grand Army of the Republic, “‘the men through whom 
we are here.” The men who upheld the flag and defended the 
Union in its last and greatest war—the men to whose sacrifices 
and exertions we owe the privilege of meeting under this mag- 
nificent Dome to consider the welfare of the grandest nation ox 
earth—these men are also heirs to the military fame of our fore- 
fathers, and have some claim on the renown of their own match- 
less deeds. 

OFFICERS USEFUL IN PEACE. 

The pending bill relates to appropriations for the regular 
Army of the United States, inclu ing the pay of these officers. 
All officers in active service are doubtless properly employed, 
but the officers of certain departments are engaged in service 
in time of peace, the utility of which would not ee. 
This is true of engineer officers, who have charge of the river 
and harbor improvements, and also of ordnance officers. It has 
been said that such officers are ‘‘in no sense soldiers, being sep- 
arated entirely from troops, performing no military duty, but 
holding military rank and wearing the uniform of the Army,” 
and that this system deprives the Army of its most talented 
men by placing them in these branches of service which are 
‘not in the least military.” 

There is, however, a class of officers whose services are mili- 
tary, and at the same time of the greatest utility and importance 
in time of peace. I refer to those detailed as instructors in mil- 
itary science at the Military Academy and at higher educational 
institutions. Such officers have something legitimate to do in 
this busy world, something todo for the benefit of mankind, 
something for which they will be hereafter known and remem- 
bered. they lead the german, chase the paper fox, or um- 
pire polo games, they do it as a legitimate recreation from real 
effort, not merely as ws to idlers to fill up the blank in 
an objectless existence. For regular business they have some- 
thing better to do than to wearily con the pages of an Army 
Re rand calculate how the retirement of this officer or the 
death of that one will affect their own rank and bring them 
nearer to promotion and increased pay. Their daily work is 
real, not mere routine acceptance of incense offered to their in- 
dividual vanity. . 
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OUR MILITARY SYSTEM. 

Youths who graduate from a free academy into the Army are 
not responsible for our extraordinary military system. They 
only accept what the Government provides and requires. If 
they are decked in gold lace and feathers, and set apart as a pe- 
culiar race to minister to the god of war, and theoretically in 
due time to be sacrificed on his altar, they but obey like men of 
honor. Why should they refuse to be supported and petted 
through life? Good pay rewards their light and pleasant duty, 
and after forty oe service duty ceases and pay continues. Is 
it not better to be a lieutenant in the Army of the United States 
than to be a general in the army of the unemployed? 

Should Mars demand the sacrifice to which they are dedicated, 
they would bear themselves bravely like gentleman as they are. 
But they are not ignorant of history, and they know that gold 
lace and feathers, theoretically so important on warriors, and 
even in war so conspicious in the rear, are never seen at the 
front where the battle rages. They know that thousands of pa- 
triotic men, who never conned an army register or calculated 
the course of promotion, would make the sacrifice for them. 

Some among them who have a genius for command or whoas- 
pire to fame, would undoubtedly strip off their gold lace and go 
to the front, but in every great war the administrative offices 
are necessarily increased, and always furnish a secure place at 
the rear for many skilled warriors. 

SELECTION OF OFFICERS. 

Undoubtedly our military system must continue. Wecan not 
be left defenseless. The omniscience which enables a member 
of Congress to unerringly designate the one military genius 
among the youths of his district would be wonderful, if it were 
notsocommon. Yet members of Congress do not always select 
the boy who is known to be a leader among the boys of his own 
age, or whosa ambition centers in a military life. On the con- 
trary members, with an instinct that all the boys of proper age 
ought to have an equal chance, frequently select by competitive 
examination. 

But such an examination only designates the youth most ad- 
vanced in certain studies. At best it shows which one has su- 
perior qualifications for a clerk or teacher. It takes no ac- 
count of previous educational opportunities, of hereditary ten- 
dencies, or of mental and physical qualifications to command. 
The quality which gave Napoleon the leadership in the snow- 
ball fight at school gave him command of the army of Italy at 
an age when American officers are proudly donning their uni- 
forms as second lieutenants. Napoleon would have stood no 
chance in a competitive examination for a cadetship, for his 
spelling was notoriously inaccurate. Careless in spelling words! 
And yet his campaigns astonished the world and are studied as | 
a part of military science. When old officers gathered about 
the young commander of the army of Italy, who did not even | 


know how to spell words, and proffered him advice, he replied: | 1 


‘*Gentlemen, the art of war is in its infancy.” 
OFFICERS OF OTHER ARMIES. 

In ancient times armies were officered without our excellent 
system of selection. Hannibal, Cesar, and Napoleon were not 
created by West Point. West Point was not established in time 
to prevent Washington and Scott from commanding the armies 
of the United States. Washington, with small resources, in a 
seyen years’ struggle defeated Great Britain with all her wealth 
and power. Scott penetrated the heart of a populous country 
and dictated peace. 

The great armies of Europe are officered without a pass- 
port from any European West Point. An opportunity to be- 
come an officer in the German army is practically open to any 
youth who has a genius for the military service. The young 
man who wishes to become an officer, and is nominated by the 
colonel, enters the regiment asa private to serve six months. 
A certificate from school showing that he has a liberal civil 
education sends him to a war school, where for ten months 
he has a purely military education. The officers of the regi- 
ment admit him among their number if they are satisfied of 
his capacity and personal qualities. Two-thirds of the Prus- | 
sian officers go through thiscourse. The other third come from 
cadet schools intended for the sons of officers and civilians who 
have rendered important service to the state, but the schools | 
are really open to all. The cadet on leaving the school is not 
obliged to enterthe army. Itis considered an advantage to the 
state to have military knowledge distributed and ready for use 
in time of war. In France two-thirds of the officers come from 
the ranks, and the rest are from the schools or by government | 
selection. 


THE SELECT FEW. 

Can the United States afford to confine military instruction 
to aselect few? Why should not the youth of America have 
reasonable opportunity to acquire the rudimentary principles of 
this science? Even the graduates of West Point do not learn 
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war in time of peace. They must learn war in time of war, and 
there is no royal road through the schools. 

Why are extraordinary inducements offered to prevent offi- 
cers of the Army from leaving the service after they have ac- 
quired all the knowledge of the art obtainable in time of peace? 
What disadvantage is it to the Government to have trained offi- 
cers engaged in civil pursuits? Grant and Sherman were not 
in the Army when the late war broke out. Their West Point 
instruction had been supplemented by experience in civil life, 
a most valuable experience for important command. 


POPULARIZE OUR MILITARY SYSTEM. 


Mr. Chairman, there may be no way in which American youths 
with military tastes can find away into the charmed circle which 
opens to the graduates of West Point, but there is a way by 
which the young men of America can have a military education, 
which would be of service to them and to the country were 
they ever called upon for service inagreat war. There is a way 
in which the graduates of West Point may serve their country 
in time of peace by preparing and qualifying the youth of the 
land for their duties, should they be called upon to defend the 
country. 

The , which provided for a detail of officers for colleges is 
astep in the right direction. No military service in time of 
peace exceeds it in importance. [tis the one service which tends 
to popularize our military system and makes it tolerable. 

The military training which teaches a young man to walk, to 
carry himself properly, which inculeates the graces of courtesy, 
aside from anything he may learn in the school of the soldier or 
of the company, benefits the community in which that student 
resides, and everyone he comes in contact with through life. 
It is impossible to estimate the far-reaching results of this benev- 
olent law. 

The new legislation proposed in this appropriation bill does 
not, it is true, do away with the detail of officers to educational 
establishments, but it strikes that system a most unfriendly 
blow. 

I refer to the section which reads, ‘‘ Provided, that after July 
1, 1894, no commutation of quarters shall he allowed any officer 
detailed to educational establishments.”” Why this discrimina- 
tion? Why should we deprive these officers of what is allowed 
to all other officers serving without troops? Why discriminate 
against officers detailed for the most important and useful serv- 
ice, not as a recruiting officer in some place where the officer 
would be little regarded, but in civilized, intellectual, and so- 
cial centers, where his standing, character, and conduct are of 
the highest consideration? Why should the officer detailed to 
such a duty and with such surroundings be discriminated 
against? 

The unfairness and injustice of this proviso appears to have 
occurred to the committee and to be conceded, for the proposed 
aw also reads: ; 

And provided further, That after July 1, 1834, no army officer shall be per- 
mitted to remain at or be detailed to any educational institution unless 


quarters or commutation therefor are provided for such officer without ex- 
pense to the Government. 


There we have the whole precious scheme. The officer de- 
tailed to educational institutions shall be deprived of quarters, 
a right which every other officer enjoys, but he shall not be de- 
tailed unless some charitably disposed person provides him with 
quarters. These provisos never ought to become law. 


NOBLE INSTITUTIONS. 


When we reflect that the institutions referred to are either 
land-grant colleges, which annually receive Government appro- 
priations, or that they are the creations of private benevolence, 
and when we consider the noble object of such institutions, and 
the admitted benefits which they confer on the nation, it is dif- 
ficult to find parliamentary language with which tocharacterize 
this proposal. 

The committee says, “About half of these institutions are what 
is known as ‘land-grant colleges,’ which now receive annually 
considerable appropriations from the Government.” It would 
seem, therefore, that these annual appropriations would have to 
be increased in order to make good the saving effected by the 
Military Committee. That merely decreases one appropriation 
to increase another. 

T can hardly believe that the committee wishes to impose on 
institutions created and supported by private benevolence. 
The report says military instructors are sought after and are 
beneficial to institutions. Undoubtedly they are, and are they 
not beneficial to the country? Supposing that these details are 
not made for the public service, but only to promote the inter- 
est of the institutions. Suppose the Government was willing 
to further private interests by sending an officer whose serv- 
ices were not specially needed in peace. Cou!d a great Govern- 
ment say, ‘The contract with this officer includes quarters, 
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and that the institution must pay.” To save that amount while 
the detail lasts would not be a proper motive for the detail. 


THE PUBLIC BENEFIT. 


The truth is these details are made for the public benefit, and 
if an educational institution prizes them it is because they are 
for the public benefit. The service which that officer performs 
is the most important service to the country which he ean per- 
form in time of peace. The nation reaps the results of his serv- 
ices there in a greater degree than if he were sent on routine 
duty to some barracks. 

The committee report says that at a few colleges quarters 
have been provided. Thereupon the committee by a new law 
provides that no institution shall have it in its power to again 
proffer such a testimonial of the appreciation of the services of 
an officer, but every officer at those institutions and at all in- 
stitutions shall demand such a testimonial asa right. It wasa 
most unfortunate act of generosity on the part of those colleges 
if it shall result in compelling all institutions to assume part of 
the obligations of the contract which the Government has with 
its officer detailed on the public service. 

Some institutions may be able to comply with this proposals 
without inconvenience, but there are Western educational es- 
tablishments with a large number of students which ought to be 
allowed to carry on their beneficent work without this addi- 
tional burden, and the generosity of colleges which can furnish 
quarters is not a good reason for imposing hardships on others. 

The principle of this proposed law is wrong. it be neces- 
sary to decrease the amount of appropriation, there are many 
items in which a decrease could be made without imposing on 
one hundred educational institutions. ‘* The increased expendi- 
ture of the Army resulting from the establishment of a head- 
quarters of the officercommanding a department is at least equal 
to $25,000." Why not do away with the unnecessary and expen- 
sive headquarters in large cities? 

The amount appropriated in this bill for pay of retired of- 
ficers, who do no duty, is $1,703,000. These retired officers are 
largely recruited by operation of law which compels able-bodied 
officers to retire at 64.. Every retirement increases the rank and 
pay of juniors in evory grade, and the increased expense to the 
Government is the retiree pay of the officer who reaches the age 
of 64 years. If such officer were disqualified, there are other 
laws under which he would be retired. 

This law retires an officer just when he is ripe for work. 
Moltke at 71 gained the brightest laurels of his military career, 
and was in active service until he was 88. Radetsky won his 
field-marshalship at 70, and for twenty-one ter 
continued inaectivecommand. The lifeof an army bureau officer 
in time of peace is not more exacting than the multiplied duties 
of a United States Senator. But we have Senators 34 years of 
age on active duty, and at least one who entered the Senate for 
the first time at 76 for a six-years term. Whyshould a Senator 
be active at §4, and an army officer be worn out and good for 
nothing at 64? 

It seems marvelous that the committee should shut their eyes 
toall opportunities for retrenchment of enormous useless expend- 
itures, and yet strike at the quarters of the one hundred offi- 
cers detailed for more im t duties than any other in the 
army, duties which contribute to the benefit of the whole coun- 
try, and which in time of peace add dignity and popular respect 
toa topheavy military system. The friends of the Army 
should vote against the proposed law. Iam glad tosee thatthe 
rising storm has become visible to the Military Committee; that 
they are willing to strike this provision from the bill. [Ap- 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I yield ten minutes to the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. BowERS 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, the Committee 
on Military Affairs have given this bill er careful considera- 
tion in full committee at many meetings. Upon several points 
the committee divide. There are quite a number of items of new 
legislation upon which the votes of the members of the commit- 
tee will be divided here. The proposition that has been debated 
so much this morning in regard to the detail of military officers 
to educational institutions it can now be seen by everyone is 
practically stricken from the bill, and therefore I waste 
no time in talking about it. 

I ae to use a few minutes in regard to the other proposi- 
tions of the committee to strike out, on the first Pega own to 
line 5, the paragraph which to confer the of brevet 
ow my bate upon the Commanding the Army, and 
to reduce the number of major-generals to two. ThatI want to 
see stricken out. 

Mr. HULL. The committee have agreed here to strike that 


out, 
Mr. BOWERS of California. If that is so, I will not waste 
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any more time on that, but will proceed to another point. I call 
attention to the paragraph on page 6, beginning in line 15 and 
running down to and including line 22: 

That with the view of increasing the facility for religious instruction in 
the Army, the council of administration, at a post where there is no chap- 
lain, is. authorized to employ a minister of the gospel for the purpose of re- 
ligious instruction at said t, the total expenditure at each post for such 
purpose not to exceed $1, er annum, and no further appointments of 
one in the Army shall be made until the total number is reduced be- 

wenty. 


At the proper time, when the bill comes before the House for 
consideration by paragraphs, I shall submit a point of order 
against this paragraph for the following reasons: There is now 
no law upon the statute books providing for religious instruc- 
tion in the Army, and this paragraph declares that that is what 
it is intended to provide for, religious instruction; so that this is 
new legislation. Of course I do not. know what sort or system 
of religion would be taught under this provision, which of the 
eight or nine hundred different existing systems would-be 
adopted, whether the Catholic, the Protestant, the Greek 
Church, the Mohamedan, the Buddhist, the Chinese, or what. 

Mr. WLLSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I hope the 
gentleman is not opposed to religious instruction! [Laughter.| 

Mr. BOWERS of California. This paragraph is obnoxious to 
the pointof order because itis new legislationand does notreduce 
expenditures. In fact, it increases expenditures, and certainly 
it doesnotreduce the compensation of any officer, nor does it re- 
duce the amount appropriated in this bill. In short, itdoes not 
come under any of the conditions which would make it in order 
under Rule XXI. Asamatter of fact it largely increases expen- 
ditures. Thenumber of chaplains in the Army is now 34. The 
whole number of army posts in the United States is 138, of 
which 96 are garrison posts. Now, we will suppose that, as is 
provided here, the council of administration—which I suppose 
every gentleman knows consists of the ranking officer at a post 
and two others—we will suppose that the council of adminis- 
tration, under this law, proceed to appoint a chaplain for the 
post ata.salary of $1,500 ayear. This adds at least 62 new offi- 
cers at. an annual expense of $90,000 for salaries alone. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this is rather an extraordinary specimen 
of economy and reduction of expenditures in an appropriation 
bill, and, as I have said, when the proper time comes I shall 
make the point of order against it. Very shrewdly in the latter 
pers of the paragraph it is provided that the number of chap- 

ains shall be reduced to twenty at some time in the future, but 
in the meantime and immediately sixty-two new ones are to be 
appointed, at an additional expense of $90,000 for salaries alone. 
is, I repeat, is very extraordinary economy, and yet the ma- 
jority of the committee voted, after-discussion, to keep that pro- 
vision in the bill. If it should be retained, the result would be 
that at every one of these posts, for charity's sake or for good 
fellowship, some gentlemen would gotthis soft berth. Iknow of 
several poms where there are only fifteen or twenty men. 

Now, Mr. Chairman,I do not care to occupy further time at 
present. Under the five-minute rule I shall take occasion to re- 
fer to another part of the bill. I return the residue of my time 
to the gentleman from lowa [Mr. Huu]. 

Mr. HULL. I should like toask the chairman of the commit- 
tee [Mr. OUTHWAITE] whether there is not some gentleman on 
his side who wants to take the floor now? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I do not know of any gentleman on this 
side who wishes to say anything. There was one gentleman, 
but I do not not see him now on the floor. 

Mr. HULL. If no one is ready to go on over there, I yield 
ee er to the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. 

AKER |. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, this bill 
seems to be bristling with new points of legislation; and nearly 
all of these new points, oe those which have been specific- 
ally withdrawn by the gentleman from Ohio[Mr. OUTHWAITE}, 

t to persons so low in rank or so obscure in position that 
they are supposed to be without friends. I gladly to-day under- 
take to speak in behalf of the general-service clerks and mes- 
sengers in relation to the clause at the bottom of page 2 of this 
bill. The bill provides for the general-service clerks and mes- 
sengers at the number and rate now provided by law and then 
adds this clause, to which I object: 

And section 3 of the act approved ir. 1886, entitled ‘“‘An act for the en- 
listment and pay and to the du and liabilities of general-service 
clerks and general-service in the Army,” is hereby repealed. 

To this portion of the bill I propose at the proper time to sub- 
mit a point of order under ee 2, Rule I. That this 
provision is subject to a t of order the chairman of the com- 
mittee himself has completely shown in his report; for he says 
about the middle of page 2 of that report: - 


in law is in the of the third section 
Themen to ee wpenl of the 








1894. 








And later he says: 

So far none of these men have reached the age of retirement; and your 
committee were of the opinion that civilians should not be placed upon the 
retired list. 

Again, he says: 

2 » well to repeal this legislation now before the precedent is estab- 
lished. 

As the bill itself provides for the pay of these officers at ex- 
actly the rate which is now appropriated, and as the gentleman 
says none of these general-service clerks or messengers are ready 
for retirement, it is obvious there will be no reduction of ex- 
penditure. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. The report does not go so far as to say 
that none of these officers are now ready for retirement, for that 
statement would not be correct. It says that none have gone 
upon the retired list. Several are eligible for retirement, but 
they prefer -to stay in active service and draw their full salary. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The exact language of the 
report is this: 

So far, none of these men have reached the age of retirement. 

T leave the gentleman to settle for himself the meaning of that 
statement. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is a mistake in the drawing of the 
report. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. You may correct your re- 
port as you please; that is what it says. 

Now, it is well for us to consider some of the circumstances 
under which the act which it is proposed thus to repeal in a gen- 
eral appropriation bill was passed. It was under discussion in 
this House on the 4th of May, 1886. Gen. Bragg was then chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs, occupying practically 
the same position that my friend from Ohio now does. There 
was a full report upon the bill then under consideration; and in 
that report Gen. Bragg said: 


In the classification of clerks, the committee have provided for ten chief 
cleriss, one for army, division. and each department headquarters, at $1,200; 
twenty-five clerks, one for army, and each division and department head- 

uarters, and each district headquarters, and recruiting service, and at 

est Point, at $1,100 per annum, and the remainder at $1,000 per annum, to 
be distributed as the needs of the service might require: and the pay of the 
messenger force the committee think is sufficiently high for the service per- 
formed at 860 per month. The reduction in expense, if this bill becomes a 
law, will not be less than $00,000 per annum. 


That was the report of Gen. Bragg, chairman of the commit- 
tee when this bill became alaw. The report further says: 

When it is considered that the benefits of the retired list is extended to 
these clerks and SeneneneD, which is not extended to the civilian clerks in 
the other Departments, it is believed that no inequality can be found upon 
which to base a well-grounded complaint. 


Continuing the discussion of the subject, Gen. Bragg said: 
This reduction in the number of clerks and messengers which we have 


made will not impair the service, but will give them a fixed, certain status, 
so that they know where they beiong. 


I hope gentlemen of the committee will notice the language, 
‘*so that they know where they belong;” that is, know that they 
are to have a given salary so long as they serve, and that, like 
other enlisted men in the Army, having served faithfully thirty 

ears they may then retire ata fixed rate. That rate, as will 
seen, is subsequently fixed. It is fixed in such a way that 
none of these men can get above $35 per month—the amount 
varying from that down to $25 a month—a small pittance for 
men who have served faithfully for thirty years, receiving a 
salary from $300 to $500 less than is paid for like services in 
civilian departments. 

Then we find the ee a colloquy in reference to the sub- 

ject, under date of May 4, 1886, which I will read: 


Mr. BRADY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brapy. Does not this proposed legislation create new offices? 

Mr. Braa@. No, sir. 

Mr. Brapy. I understand that it does. It creates civilian employés, as I 
understand it. 

Mr. Braaa. No, sir; they are not exactly civilian employés. They areen- 
listed for this duty. 

Mr. Brapy. Are they regularly enlisted and subject to the rules and regu- 
lations of war? 

Mr. BraGa@. Yes, sir; subject to therules and regulations of war, but they 
are not counted as a part the twenty-five thousand. They are a part of 
the noncombatant force of the Army. 


Again, Mr. Bragg says: 

The object is this: Some of these men, most of them, have been in the 
service for a long time. Some have been in the 
pet their duties. They have served their whole lives asclerks, 
and are ent in the routine work of Senn een te Webeh thay are 

Under the present law they are entitled to the benefit of the re- 
tirement clause after service for a certain time in the Army; and when we 
made the grade for the salary of theclerks under this vision you will 
notice that it is less per annum than the grade the same class of 
clerks uartermaster’s departments, and performing 

ties, i . Now, it seemed to the committees that the 

which they had ‘ore, pro’ for the retirement, and which 

would have now after a service of should remain. and 
2 oa receive the benefitof the retirement. 


i 


2 
25 
i 


which is a fixed 
benefit to them, instead of paying them $1,600 or $1,800, as theclerks are paid 


service for nearly thirty. 
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And after that explanation by the chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, their bill became alaw withouta division in 
the House. There wasno opposition to it. And now, after many 
of these clerks are becoming old, after they have served their 
country faithfully and well in the positions where they have 
been receiving, as Mr. Bragg says, more than $400 less than ci- 
vilian clerks are receiving, this committee proposes by new leg- 
islation on a general appropriation bill to dostroy every right 
which they earned and which is as much a part of their proper 
salary and compensation as that which is paid to them monthly. 

In this connection, Mr. Chairman, I ask that the memoran- 
dum relating to the general service clerks in the United States 
Army, and the indorsements on it, be readin my time from the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


MEMORANDA RELATING TO GENERAL SERVICE CLERKS, UNITED STATUS 
ARMY. 

The necessity for clerks and messengers to the commanding generals and 
staff of divisions, departments, ete., seems to have been recognized from an 
early period in the history of the United States Army; and, as a rule, dur- 
ing a long period their compensation for such services was ia excess of the 
sums allowed them under the act of Congress approved July 29, 1886. But 
at no time did general service clerks receive pay for their services approach- 
ing in amount to that allowed thecivilian clerksemployed at the same head- 
quarters by staff officers in the Quartermaster's, Subsistence, and Pay de- 
partments. 

The House Committee on Military Affairs, which had in charge the law 
establishing a status for the General Service Detachment, reported in this 
connection asfollows: ‘“‘When it is considered that the benefitof the retired 
list is extended to these clerks and messengers, which is not extended to the 
civilian clerks in the other departments, it is believed that no inequality 
can be found upon which to base a well-grounded complaint.’’ 

This would be more true had the law provided that these men be entitled 
to three-fourths of their pay and allowances the same asother enlisted men, 
but by — them for purposes of retirement as first sergeants, sergeants, 
corporals, — of the line they became entitled to retirement pay 
of from 5 to per monthonly. 

Still the law was accepted as a settlement of the entire question. Men 
who were In the general service at the time of its passage have since re- 
fused elerkships in other departments where more pay was offered; gave 
up business and other aspirations and lived in the hope that, even if for 
some reason inexplicable to them, their services, rendered to the depart- 
ment commander, were not worth as much as those of other clerks em- 
ployed as civilians by the department commander's staff officers, they had 
&@ prospect of eking out an existence in their old age on this retirement pay, 
if they could serve for thirty years and sickness anf inability should then 
overtake them. 

The entire detachment with few exceptions has been drawn from men of 
the line who have had honorable or distinguished service. Many men joined 
the genera! service with the express understanding that they would not for- 
feit the ee of retirement; many of them, jf the retirement law be re- 

pealed, will to reémter the line; many deserving men in the line would 
ereafter not seek to enter the general service; knowing that thereby they 
should forfeit the boon of retirement. 

Only perhapsthreeor four general-serviceclerks and messengers have so far 
availedthemselvesoftheretirementlaw. It may be predicted that very few of 
them will ever avail themselves of the law unless unable to perform further 
duty when it may be expected that the country will not long be required to 
give them the small amount promised and surely earned by thirty years of 
service inthe Army. At any ratethe retirement pay is scarcely in excess of 
oe samen that could be obtained by most of these veterans under the pen 
sion laws. 

The general-service clerks and messengers are enlisted men. They are 
just as liable to be called out for service in the fleld (and have so served) as 
any other enlisted men. 

Many officers of high rank have given their testimony to the efficiency of 
these public servants. Gen. Nelson A. Miles, on March 19, 1886, stated his 
views of them as follows: 

“Their employment is in the true spirit of civil-service principles. They 
have by long years of service in the army uired a know — of the rules, 
customs, forms, and regulations governing oficial reports and accounts, ex- 

rience most valuable to the various headquarters. Many of them have 

m promoted for meritorious services in the fleld, from the grade of ser- 
eee quartermaster-sergeant, and first sergeants of companies, etc. 

is principle should, in my opinion, prevail. Much of their work requires 
scientific orexpert labor. Some are very worthy veteran soldiers.” 

The follow is the opinion of Gen. Robert Williams, Adjutant-General, 
United States y, as expressed in his annual reportto the Major-General 
commanding the Army, October 1, 1892: 

“The organic law of February 14, 1885, establishing a retired list for the 
rank and file of the a provides that when an enlisted man has served as 
such thirty years he shall, on his application. be retired and shall thereaf- 
ter receive 75 per cent of the pay and allowances of the rank upon which he 
was retired. 

“ July 29, 1886, Congress classified the generalservice force for clerical duty 
at the headquarters of the Army and at those of the several military de- 
partments, and, for the purpose of retirement, gave the several classes as- 
similated rank as first sergeants, sergeants, c rails, and privates. 

“Upon this small class of enlisted mend dimportant interests of mil!- 
tary administration. Under the officers of the Adjutant-General's Depart- 
ment they have charge of the records and files at department headquarters, 
and their duties, responsibilities, and qualifications are the same as dis- 
charged by and required of the clerks employed, with higher remuneration, 
in the several executive departments. Selected because of their apectal 
aptitude for the duties required of them, deprived of all chances of military 

Vvancement, and forced, of necessity, to live at increased cost inthe cities 
where department headquarters are located, it seems but jusiice to this 
small but eee deserving class that,on being retired after thirty years’ 
faithful service, they should, like other enlisted men, be entitled to receive 
three-fourths of the pay actually received by them atdate of retirement, and 
learnestly recomme that this proposition be urged upon Congress for 


consideration. 
oan E. M. Heyl, Inspector-General, states in his annual report for 1893, as 
ows: 

“I would earnestly recommend that the necessary steps be taken to se- 
cure favorable to amend section 3 of the act of Congress ap 
proved July 29, so as to provide for the retirement of general service 
clerks and messengers on three-fourths of the pay they may be receiving 
at the date of retirement. 
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‘The justice of such a measure has been so often recognized by prominent 
officers of the Army that it seems unnecessary for me to enlarge on the sub- 
ject. These men, after serving thirty years at rates of pay not at all com- 
menstrate with the important duties they are required rform, are in 
old age relegated to the retired list at rates of pay insufficient to eect 
them. After having occupied responsible positions and served with fidelity, 


they are, when no longer able to compete with younger men, confronted 
with unjust discrimination in retiring from active service.” 
[First indorsement. | 
HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE MISSOURI, 
Chicago, Ill., March 24, 1894. 


peepee forwarded for consideration by the War Department. 

Long experience on duty as adjutant-general of a military de tment 
convinced me that the law authorizing general-service clerks and messen- 
gers is a just, equitable, and very necessary one, and that it would be greatly 
to the detriment of the service to repeal so much of the law as authorizes 
the retirement ofthese men. Many of them gave up positions as noncom- 
missioned officers for enlistment in the general service with the distinct un- 
derstanding that they should not be deprived of the privileges of retirement. 
It is not a fact that they will be retired ‘‘in the prime and vigor of man- 
hood.’ They have, as a rule, been selected from the ranks because of their 
long and faithful service, and many will be at retirement past the age at 
which officers are retired under the present law. 

The seventy millions of people in this country do not expect that their 
fai:hful servants shall render service without fair compensation. Thecom- 
pensation that these men now receive is fair only because they may look 
forward to their old age understanding they will be provided for by the 
privilege of retirement. Take this from them and they are not fairly com- 
pensated for the service they render. The saving of afew thousand ease, 
as thus proposed, would be at the expense of justice to a class of faithf 
and deserving citizens of this great Republic. 

J. P. MARTIN, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 
[Second indorsement.] 
HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE MISSOURI, 
Chicago, Ill., March 24, 1894. 


Respectfully forwarded to the Adjutant-General of the Army, recommend- 
ing consideration by the War Department. 
NELSON A. MILES. 


Major-General, Commanding. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Now, Mr. Chairman, not 
one of these enlisted general-service clerks is on duty in the 
(Quartermaster or Commissary Departments. They are en- 
tirely distinct from that class of clerical work. They are at 
army headquarters; they are liable to go wherever the head- 
quarters is located, or wherever the commanding officer goes. 
It may be in the thick of the fight, but wherever it is necessary 
for him to go he is subject to orders at all times compelling him 
to go. If the clerical service was rendered by ordinary civilian 
employés, and the hour of danger came, they could resign, and 
the department headquarters would be without sufficient cleri- 
cal service. These being enlisted men, are subject to court- 
martial and all the requirements and inconveniences of army 
life. 

There are 125 of these clerks. Of that number 102 have served 
regularly in the Army. There are 45 messengers, and of these 
36 have served regularly inthe Army. 

I will print with my remarks by general consent a special or- 
der, No. 45, which shows how these men are detailed for various 
specific and important services. The order is as follows: 

(Special Orders No. 45. ] ; 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE COLUMBIA, 
Vancouver Barracks, Wash., March 23, 1894. 


1, General Service Clerk Charles A. Homan, United States Army, will pro- 
ceed to Olympia, Wash., on Monday next, the 26th instant, or as soon there- 
after as practicable, for the purpose of consulting 

there, and to determine and report what portions of each of the numerous 
military reservations in the Puget Sound country which have been set aside 
by executive orders for military and which have not been relin- 
quished, are covered by adverse title or possession, in so far as the records 
of that office show. 

He will also obtain certain information on vemee to sectional lines made 
in the progress of recent surveys, which is ed at these headquarters for 
completion of the department territorial map. 

Mr. Homan kaccess to the Jand office records upon written requests 
which will be furnished him from these headquarters. 

By command of Brig. Gen. Otis: 

M. BACON, 


JNO. 
Lieutenant-Colonel, First Cavalry, Acting Assistant Adjutant-General. 


And now, the facts in the case are that these clerks and mes- 
sengers, being enlisted men, subject to the rules and articles of 
war, are liable,as I have said before, at any moment when neces- 
sity arises to be called to the front in case of actual war or do- 
mestic disturbance to perform clerical duty and to do military 
service at the ene to which they are attached. 

The * thousand of similar civilian employés ” are not liable 
to be so ordered, and are paid at higher rates; and the only ben- 
efit which these enlis men receive, the eee 
which exists for their small compensation, is the fact that there 
is a pittance of $25 to $35 per month awai them in their old 

when they are incapable of performing further service. 

t these men should be so enlisted is absolutely necessar 
in order that there should be no failure of clerical duty an 
clerical service at army headquartersintimeofwar. Your com- 
mittee will make a mistake in reference to this matter if they 
repeal this, because then at once these men will require, de- 
mand, and receive a higher rate of pay; for they are among the 
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most competent, the most faithful, the best educated of all the 
clerks in the Governmentemploy. 

A service of thirty years as an enlisted man, whether in the 
regular service, or in the regular and volunteer service com- 
bined, renders a man eligible to retirement. Shall a man who 
has served the requisite length of time, just at the moment when 
he has about fulfilled his entire portion of the contract under an 
existing statute of his country, be deprived, by the action of 
Congress, of that upon which he has relied all through-those 
years, trusting the honor and the integrity of his country to con- 
tinue his subsistence and to provide for his old age? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. How could he bave relied upon that 
when the law was passed but recently? How could he have re- 
lied upon it for many years? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
and that was eight years ago. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That was a blessing and a benefit to all 
of them which they had not contemplated theretofore. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Theretofore every one of 
them was an enlisted soldier in the regular Army, and was sub- 
ject to all the provisions of the army regulations in relation to 
such soldiers, and eligible to be retired exactly the same as 
other soldiers, and that already existed at the time the law 
— but was intended to be made permanent and complete by 
this act. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. And their pay through this act was in- 
creased from the pay of soldiers, with a daily allowance, up to 
$1,000, $1,100, and $1,200 per year. 

Mr. BAKER of NewHampshire. If the gentleman will read 
the report of the Military Committee, to which I have referred, 
he will there see that the Military Committee state that it was 
just about the same compensation they had been receiving be- 
fore, when made up in piecemeal of different allowances, and 
that there was an actual saving of $90,000 a year by this very rec- 
ommendation which the gentleman now proposes to repeal. 

During the delivery of the foregoing remarks the time of Mr. 
BAKERof New Hampshire having expired, Mr. HULL yielded 
him five minutes more. 

Mr. HULL. I believe we have twenty minutes more on our 


side. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Lyield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. NEILL]. 

Mr. NEILL. Mr.Chairman, I desire to congratulate the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairson the excellent jugdment which they 
displayed this morning, and upon their liberality in agreein 
to strike out these two provisos on page 8, which, if they h 
become law, would have required that colleges having military 
officers detailed as instructors, should furnish quarters for those 
officers after July 1 next. I apprehend that matter is settled, 
but it is a matter in which I have great interest, and in which 
the people whom I have the honor to represent upon this floor 
are greatly interested. Therefore, like some gentlemen on the 
other side, I was loaded with a speech. I willingly forego the 
delivery of that speech. It would have been a poor one, no 
doubt, and so I congratulate you. But I desire to thank the 
committee, and to say further that, in my julgment, what they 
have done in agreeing to strike out these provisos is eminently 


right and ae 

n 1865 the State of Arkansas emerged from the ashes of a civil 
war, which was disastrous to her and to her people. Many of 
the adult male inhabitants of that State came home to find no 
homes, only broken roof trees and ruined hearthstones. But 
out of the ashes of defeat, with brave hearts and strong arms, 
they began to repair the waste places and to build up their shat- 
tered fortunes, 

Soon their thoughts turned to the matter of educating their 
children. We have to-day a good system of public schools. In 
1892 we expended nearly a million and a quarter of dollars for 
public schools. Those schools are open for the white and the black 
poesen not in the same schools, but in separate schools. The 
colored children of Arkansas are provided for in the matter of 
public schools. Inevery school district, if there are half a dozen 
colored children, there isa school for them. 

Mr. Chairman, it so happens that in one of the beautiful little 
cities in district—the city of Searcy, having a population of 
about 3,000, there is a very excellent male college. t Octo- 
ber I by the aid of the Senators from Arkansas, and several of 
my colleagues from thatState, succeeeed, upon the application 
of the president of that institution, and through the courtesy of 
our Secretary of War, in securing an army officer as militery 
instructor at that school. Ib*was a boon to the youth and young 
manhood of Arkansas. That place is to-day admirably filled by 
Lieut. E. O. C. Ord, the son of a distinguished Union gener 
who once commanded in Arkansas. r. Chairman, would 
go further. Iwould, if I believed it was necessary, agree with 

e gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] to support a 


The law was passed in 1886, 








1894. 





bill to give more of these army officers as military instructors 
in these schools. 

I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that the section of country I 
come from is desirous of having them in our colleges. [believe 
itis right. I believe it is good statesmanship that the youth of 
the country shall be not only instructed in the military art, but 
that they shall be instructed by officersfrom the United States 
Army; that they may be imbued’ with feelings of devotion to 
that starry banner that hangs over your head. Weare all now 
American citizens and we want some of the boys of the country 
educated in the military art, so that if any time it shall be- 
come necessary that they shall rally around that flag in defense 
of the country whose glorious emblem it is, that many of them 
may have the education necessary to qualify them for becoming 
officers cipable of properly instructing and leading their patri- 
otic countrymen in the armies of their Government. [Applause. ] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I will reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, with the general details of this 
bill I most heartily concur. I believe that the Committee on 
Military Affairs have made astep in the right direction; and 
where they have erred it has been by not going so far as they 
should in the line of reform. I believe that the chairman of 


the committee has been willing in many cases to go further than | 


he has in this bill; but, Mr. Chairman, the General of the Army 
and the Adjutant-General of the Army have called the attention 
of the committee tothe fact that we could cut down further than 
we have, and have requested us to take off some of the officers 
of the Adjutant-General’s department. So that in my opinion, 
as a representative of economy and reform, the Committee on 
Military Affairs itself has not gone as far as it should in the 
preparation of this bill. 

I want to call the attention of the House to page 4, referring 
to the Signal Service. Itis a department with one brigadier- 
general, one major, four captains, and four lieutenants. A tre- 
mendous jumpfrom a general officer toamajor. The committee 
proposes when the office of Chief Signal Officer shall become va- 
cant, that the officer at the head of the Bureau shall have the 
rank of colonel only. I propose that that rank shall not exceed 
that of lieutenant-colonel. 

On the question of general-service clerks, that my friend from 
New Hampshire [Mr. BAKER] has spoken about, I think the com- 
mittee has taken a very wise course. These general-service 
clerks are notin any sense soldiers. They are simply civilian 
employés enlisted in the Army to serve at headquarters. 

r. BAKER of New Hampshire. May I ask the gentlemana 
question? 

Mr. HULL. Inone minute. My recollection of headquarters 
during the war was that there was no safer place in the field 
than headquarters. The general might be exposed, but his 
baggage and his records, if he was at all successful, were abso- 
lutely safe. These clerks are simply enlisted as service clerks, 
not in the sense of men enlisted to stand guard in war or during 
times of peace, exposed to all inclemencies of weather. They 
are simply enlisted as clerks, civilians; and in order to give 
a little more dignity to the Army and a little more dignity to 
headquarters they call them general-service clerks and put them 
on the retired list. They have a good, easy place, without one 
particle of danger. 

Why not, if you are going to have a retired list for clerks, ex- 
tend it to the Interior Department? I know old gentlemen 
down there who have served for thirty-five years. Why not put 
them on the retired list? Why not put it in the Post-Office De- 

rtment? They have clerks who have been there since 1861. 

hy not put it,in all the other Departments of the Government, 
if you are going to put clerks on the retired list? In other 
words, Mr. Chairman, the committee has taken a step in the 
right direction in not recognizing as entitled to a position on 
the retired list any except actual soldiers of the United States. 
So I am strongly in favor of that proposition. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Wili the gentleman per- 
mit me to ask him a question now? 

Mr. HULL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAKER of NewHampshire. Will the gentleman please 
explain how any civilian employé can be an enlisted man? 

Mr. HULL. They are enlisted for a specific purpose. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. They are notenlisted for a 
specific purpose, for the reason that they are enlisted as sol- 

ers, sworn in as soldiers, and then simply detailed. And in 
regard to the men who have served in the other Departments 
for a much longer period, to whom the gentleman refers, I state 
that he can not find one who has served for that period at the 
rate that these men are required to serve for and do serve for. 

Mr. HULL. They get $1,200 a year, the larger part of them. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. There are only ten who get 
&i,200 a year. 


~ XXVI—266 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-—HOUSE. 





A241 


Mr. HULL. Many of them get $1,000 a year, and the messen- 
gers get 360 a month. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The messengers get $60 a 
month, ten of the clerks get $1,200, and the remainder at $1,000 
and $1,100. 

Mr. HULL. In the Departments they commence as low as 
$720 and $900, and work their way up. — 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The gentleman is incorrect 
there. Can you find anyone inthe Departments who has served 
as long as these men have, and who only gets $1,200 a year? 

Mr. HULL. Yes, lots of them; a great many. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. A great many of them do not get over 
$1,000 a year. 

Mr. HULL. And there is no scarcity of applicants for clerk- 
ships even at $900 a year. 

The law to be repealed is specific in statement that these men 
are only enlisted as clerks and are enlisted men only for retire- 
ment. 

I want to congratulate the committee on making astep in the 
right direction so far as the Medical Department of the Army 
is concerned. We have to-day the same number of officers in 
the Medical Department that we had in 1867, when the reorgan- 
ization of the Army took place. We had then 280 posts; we 
have now 95 posts, and the process of concentration is going on 
constantly, so that in all the larger cities you find the officers of 
the Medical Department of the Army competing with private 
physicians and surgeons for the business of the public. The bill 
provides that no more appointments shall be made in the Medi- 
cal Department until there shall have been a reduction of 35, 
It leaves the Surgeon-Generai and all the higher grades to stand, 
and simply provides that no more lieutenants sball be appointed 
until reduction is made. 

Why, to-day you have got to start a school to educate the men 
that are admitted into the Army. Thisis noreflectionon them, 
I think they are well educated as it is, but the Government is 
paying out thousands for officers of thisclass whoare not needed, 
and I think the only mistake the committee made—aserious one 
in my opinion—was that when they were trying to reform this 
branch of the service, they still left it topheavy, asit is, with all 
the higher grades untouched. The committee in its general ap- 
propriations in this bill has tried to provide properly for all the 
interests of the Government, and the only criticism I would make 
upon its action is that it has not gone as far as it should have 
gone insome of the measures of reorganization proposed. Thave 
no desire to occupy further time at present. 

The CHAIRMAN, If no gentleman desires to debate the 
bill further the Clerk will proceed to read it by paragraphs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


FOR PAY OF OFFICERS OF THE LINE, 


For pay of officers of the line, $2,750,000, and no appointment shall be made 
to the office of major-general until the number of major-generals shall be 
reduced below two, and thereafter the number of major-generals in the 
army shall be fixed attwo: Provided, That hereafter the senior major-gen- 
eral, commanding thearmy, shall have the brevet rank of lieutenant-gen 
eral, and shall be entitled to the pay and emoluments of lieutenant-general 
as heretofore established by law. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, [I am instructed by the 
Committee on Military Affairs to offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk and of which I have already given notice. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the word “‘ dollars "in line 9, page 1, and all of the 
lines from 1 to5, inclusive, on page 2. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I do not rise to 
make any opposition to this amendment, but I desire to say that 
I believe the Army of the United States ought to be so organ- 
ized as to be a modelof military administration, and I think that: 
the provision contained in the bill was a provision looking in 
that direction, and therefore I believe it ought to stand as re- ~ 
ported from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

It was in the line of economy and at the same time in the di- 
rection of good organization, and therefore I very much regret 
that the Committee on Military Affairs,after making a report 
showing the eminent propriety of the provision on that subject 
as it now appears in the bill, should see fit to consent that it be 
dropped out, 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I should like to say a few 
words in defense of the action of the committee in cousenting 
to the elision of this proposed change of existing law. There 
are several reasons why the provision contained in the bill 
should not be adopted. In the first place it is unconstitutional. 
It violates that provision of the Constitution which provides 
that the President shall nominate, and by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate shall appoint ambassadors, other pub- 
lic ministers and consuls, judges of the Supreme Court, and all 
other officers of the United States. The Supreme Court of the 
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United States has held that within this provision for the ap- 
pointment of ‘‘all other officers of the United States” and the 
next clause that ‘‘ the Congress may by law vest the —, 
ment of such inferior officers as they think proper in the Presi- 
dent alone, in the courts of law, orin the heads of Departments”— 
the Supreme Court, I say, has held that within these two pro- 
visions are includedall officers whatsoever of the United States. 
Now, the change proposed in the bill would take away this 
power from the Executive. 

It would also trench upon the power of the Senate, the con- 
firming authority, and would vest the power of appointment 
solely in Congress. It would make the senior major-general of 
the Army hereafter a brevet lieutenant-general, with the full 
pay and emoluments of lieutenant-general. That of itself would 
be an anomaly in military law—for a brevet is acommission con- 
ferring higher rank with no corresponding advance in —and 
a violation of all the traditions of our military legislation for 
the last century. In support of this statement I could cite a 
number of veto messages of Presidents of the United States. 

{t has been held heretofore that even where provision is made 
for confirmation by the Senate, that is, for appointment by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, if the Executive’s 
power of selection or choice is in any way limited, such a law 
violates the prerogative of the Executive and is therefore un- 
constitutional. So the bill would be unconstitutional even if it 

- provided that the President should appoint the senior major- 
general lieutenant-general by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate; but it goes further, in that it takes the appoint- 
ing power away from the President and gives it to Congress. 
The only answer that could be possibly made to this point would 
be that the office of brevet lieutenant-general is not an “‘ office” 
within the meaning of the Constitution; but the Supreme Court 
of tle United States has decided that the essential ideas of 
‘office ” are duration, tenure, emolument, and duties, and when 
you consider that this senior major-general would not only have 
the vrevet rank of lieutenant-general, but would have the full 
pay of the actual rank, you see that the position he would hold 
would have all these indicia, duration, tenure, emolument, and 
duties, 

So I submit that. the commiitee has done wisely and well in 
the elision of this provision, and that the only proper way, if we 
wish to consider this question in the future, is to bring in a bill 
providing for the revivalof the grade of lieutenant-general; and 
at that time we can meet the question onits merits, There is 
nothing whatever in the idea of the former Secretary of War, 
Mr. Elkins, that we should have a different grade of commander 
for every grade of command. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

fr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, I merely wish 
to allude fora moment to the remark of my colleague on the com- 
mittee in regard to this matter. It will be noticed, if you read 
the bill carefully, that it is proposed to reduce the major-gen- 
erals to two. e now have three major-generalsand six briga- 
dier-generals. As my colleague said, there is not a nation on 
earth comparing with the United States in magnitude, popula- 
tion, and wealth that has so few general officers. If this sec- 
tion should stand it will cut off the promotion of some of those 
brigadier-generals who have served their country faithfully 
and have gained honor and distinction in the support of the flag. 
I think no citizen of the United States is asking for this. The 
people do not wish such a thing; and I eno member here 
will vote a the adoption of the amendment to strike out 
that provision. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, in reply to my 
friend from California _ Bowers], I do not th there is 
any impropriety in recalling to him the fact that tho committee 
was unanimous in recommending an amendment which delayed 

“this reduction until all of these six general officers were pro- 
moted or retired. I contend that this provision contains three 
elements, all of which would be approved by the people of this 
country. First, it places the Army upon a i system of ad- 
ministration. Second, it reduces expenses. Third,in celaying 
this reduction until the officers so handsomely alluded to by my 
friend from California shall have been promoted, it does honor 
to them, designating them especially as officers whom Congress 
refuses to on to any loss of promotion by reason of this bill. 
All three of those features, I contend, would meet the highest 
approval of the people of this country. 

My friend from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] is mistaken in 
saying that such legislation ented. with 
him in disapproving the creation of the rank of brevet nant- 

It would be better for the officer commanding the 
to a = full —_ soon ee 7 that — —_ 
was just such a brevet lieutenant-general as is proposed by 
bill. So that there was a precedent. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Gen. Scott was appointed by and with the 


adviee and consent of the Senate; the power and volition of the 
President were in no way limited. Ihave examined the statute 
with greatcare. When Gen. Grant was made lieutenant-gen- 
eral the power was given to the President, by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate, to select anyone from among all 
these officers. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. There was no intention that 
this appointment should be made without the consent of the 
Senate, and the language of the bill could not possibly have that 
effect, because under the Constitution all these officers must be 
conae by the President, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate. 

I have here a letter from Gen. Sherman in his own handwrit- 
ing—one of the last letters he ever wrote—in which he espe- 
cially says— 

The commanding general should at least have the rank of lieutenant-gen- 
eral with the pay as now provided by law. 

When this letter was written the Army was under the com- 
mand of the very distinguished Gen. Schofield, its present com- 
mander, and Gen. Sherman’s letter had express reference to 
him and a desire to see his elevation to that rank. 

I know that Gen. Sherman had a very high appreciation of 
Gen. Schofield’s ability, and I think Gen. Grant fully concurred 
in his views. 

Considering his opportunities few olficers of the Army were 
more successful or distinguished. 

As a matter of general interest, I will now give some informa- 
tion I have at hand regarding the higher grades of officers and 
the effective strength of the regular armies of France, Germany, 
Austria-Hungary, Russia, and Italy,as shown by the most recent 
military publications of those great military countries. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. They have about ten times as 
many as we have, have they not? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. They have a great many more: 
and they have more generals and superior officers in proportion 
to the number of soidiers. 

I will also give the proportion these officers bear to the whole 
armed strength. 

FRANCE. 


Marshals of France 
Generals of division, assigned to commands of corps, 
ete., with increased pay 2 


538, 709 


Total armed strength, peace, active army 
Gendarmerie and garde republicaine - 


Total men 


Or counting the corps commanders, etc., with the marshals, 
one superior general officer to 24,539 men. 

Command allowances for generals of divisions commanding 
army corps, etc.: 

Frances per year. 

One general of division, chief of staff of the army 
One military governor of Paris 
Two generals of division commanding sixth and nine- 

teenth corps 
Sixteencommandantsofarmy corps(generals of division- 
One commandant of fourteenth army corps (military 

governor of Lyons) 


{n addition the five general officers of the superior council of 
war receive the same allowance as the chief of staff of the army. 

The employments with which generals of division may be in- 
trusted are as follows: 

Minister of war; 

Commander-in-chief of an army, a territorial region, an army 
corps, or a division of infantry or cavalry; 

Chief of the general staff, director-general or chief of depart- 
ment at the war office; 

Commander-in-chief of the artillery or engineers in an army 
composed of several army corps. 

When commanding a higher unit than a division, generals of 
division have no increased rank at present, but get the command 
allowances noted above. 


Exclusive of generals “ 4 la swite.” 


Total armed strength, 557,093, or one superior general officer 
to 3,439 men. 
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Total armed strength, peace, 298,000, or one superior general 
officer to about 1,220 men. Omitting unassigned, 298,000—122 
2,442. 

RUSSIA. 

There is no information on hand with regard to Russia by 
which the number of officers in each of the grades of generals 
may be determined. The total number of general officers of all 
grades by the last reports was 1,133. If one-fourth of the gen- 
eral officers are of the grade of lieutenant-general or higher, 
which is a low estimate, as nearly all the infantry and cavalry 
divisions commanders and the corps artillery commanders are 
lieutenant-generals, we should have at least 280 superior general 
officers. 

Total armed strength, peace, about 780,000 men, or one gen- 
eral officer (superior) to about 2,785 men. 


ITALY. 
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Total armed strength, 263,592, or one superior general officer | 


to about 4,625 men. 

The figures I have given arefor the peace establishment, and 
we all know how largely they are increased in time of war. 

I think we should have a very smail army well drilled, and 
the perfection of discipline and administration, with officers so 
thoroughly educated as to be ready for any duty and equal to 
any emergency. 

Mr. Chairman, this is all that I care to say. 

[Here the hammer fell. | 

The question being taken on the amendment, it was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For general service clerks and messengers, to the number and at the rate 
now fixed by law, #152,800, and the Secretary of War may assign these clerks 
and messengers to duty where their services may be most needed; and sec- 
tion 3 of the act approved July 29, 1886, entitled ‘‘An act for the enlistment 
and pay and to define the duties and liabilities of general service clerks and 
general service messengers in the Army,” is hereby repealed. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I make a point of order on 
all of the paragraph just read after the word ‘‘ needed,” in line 


21. My point is that it is new legislation and does not diminish 
expenses. In support of this point, I call attention to the lan- 


guage of the report of the committee, admitting that thisisa 
change of existing law. I donot suppose that they will in any 
way deny this. A little farther on in the report the committee 
say-— 

oe far, none of these men have reached the age of retirement. 

Again— 

Itis well to repeal this legislation now before the precedent is established, 

A very similar case to this arose in the first session of the 
Fifty-second Congress, a point of order being made on which 
the Speaker gave a lengthy opinion; which is printed in full in 
the Digest on pages 264, 265, and 266. I will not consume the 
time of the House or weary the patience of the Chairby reading 
it.in full, but in tho next to the last paragraph, on page 265, the 
Chair decides with reference to the alleged reduction of ex- 
penditures: 

But the Chair is inclined to the opinion that such effect should not be in- 
oa by way of argument, but should appear from the face of the bill it- 
self. 

And in the concluding paragraph, on page 266: 

And because it proposes a permanent provision of law, and nota limita- 


tion upon a present appropriation, the Chair feels constrained to sustain tho 
point of order. 


The same is true in a paragraph that is found on the middle of 
page 267, two paragraphs, where the Digest gives a similar state- 
ment to this, and numerous parallel cases might be cited. 

This is a provision in the bill making appropriations for gen- 
eral service clerks and messengers ‘to the number and at the 
rate now fixed by law;” so that the p raph towhich I have 
ealled attention under that general h is clearly within the 
line of the decision to which I have just referred. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wishes to:call the attention of 
the gentleman to this point, as to whether it is not germane to 
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| had not been atta 
| hope the Chair wil! note that point. 
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this section if by the repeal of the law it prevents these men 
from going on the retired list and thereby reduces expenditures? 
The Chair would be glad to hear the gentleman on that poin 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Gladly. 
I suppose that it will be admitted that this is new legislation. 
There can be no doubt of that fact. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is admitted. 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The chairman of the com- 


mittee admits it. Second, [ admit itis sufliciently germane to 
the bill to be attached to it. The third pointis that it does not 
decrease any existing expenditure. Why? Becauss the bill it- 
self appropriates just exactly the same number of dollars and the 


same number of cents that would be : 
thed to the bill. 


ypropriated if this cla 
[t is j the same, and | 
The bill itself says so. 
The bill says ‘‘ to the number and at the rate fixed by | 
$152,800." So that in its own express terms tho billstates thatit 
does not diminish expenditures, and the permanent occupant of 
the chair, in the ruling that [have quoted from the Digest, say 
that the reduction must appear on the face of tho bill itself, and 
can not be inferred. There is no way that the Chair can hold, 


ist 


h 
1 


Lsubmit, that this proposed repeal reduces expenditures on tho 
face of this bill except by inference, because the bill itself states 
that it does not. I hope I have made myselfclear to the Chair. 


TheCHAIRMAN. Inresponse tothe point of order raised by 
the gentleman from New Hampshire the Chairstates that by this 
provision added to the section it is proposed to repeal certain 
legislation making acharge on the public Treasury, and by the 
repeal of the act it relieves the Treasury from suchcharge. Inso 
deing the provision retrenches expenditures, and the Chair, 
therefore, overrules the point of order. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. [| offer 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out on page 2, after the word ‘‘needed"’ in line 
cluding the word “repealed” in line 25, as follows: 

“And section 3 ofthe act approved July 29, 1886, entitled ‘An act for the 
enlistment and pay and to detine the duties and Habilities of general-service 
clerks and general-service messengers inthe Army,’ is hereby repealed 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to discuss 
that matter any further. I[t has already been diseussed in the 
committee, and I think the members generally understand the 
proposition, that thisis in the direetion of the retrenchment of 
expenditures, and the report sets forth the reasons for repealing 
that law. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to know what effect the 
of that law would have. [ donot know what the law provides 
for or the effeet of its repeal. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. ‘That I will explain. 

Here is the section proposed to, repealed: 

Sec. 3. That the provisions of law relating to the retirement of enlisted 
men shall beconstrued to include “ general-service clerks’ and “ gens 
service messengers,” and, for the purposes of retirement, they will rank as 
follows: 

General-service clerks.of class 3 with first sergeants of the line; genera 
service clerks of class 2. with sergeants of the line; general-service cie: 
of class 1 with corporals of the line; general-service messengers with 
vates of the line. 

It is the only line on the statute book wherea civilian can be 
placed on the retired list. 

Now, the economy comes in in this: These men may go on the 
retired list at three-quarters of the full pay of these r i 
officers. 

Mr. KILGORE. Under the law which you propose to repeal? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Under the law we propose to repeal. 
There are some of them who are eligible now to go on the r 
tired List. 

Mr. KILGORE. They are not mustered into the service. 

Mr:OUTHWAITE. They are not mustered in as soldiers, 
For the purposes of this law only they are enlisted. They can 
not be detailed for soldiers’ duty. It is expressly stipulated in 
the law that they shall not be; and furthermore, as to the in- 
crease of the expenditure-—— 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
into the Army without conditions? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No, the law provides that they shall be 
enlisted for this purpose, and this purpose only. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. It would not be necessary to 
have:that law if they were enlisted men. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Thecgentleman said they 
were retired at two-thirds pay. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Three-fourths pay. 


the amendment I 


21 down to and in 


repe 


‘spect 


Are not these men mustered 


Mr. BAKERof New Hampshire. What pay do they get 
now? 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ido not mean three-fourths of the pay 


they are getting now. I mean three-fourths of the pay of the 
officers:in whose positions they can be retired. They are get- 
ting now $1,000, $1,100, and $1,200, and messengers $60 per month, 
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i the same pay as men doing similar service throughout the 
ar Department, throughout the Navy Department, throughout 
the Treasury Dopartment, and everywhere in this Government 
are receiving, and yet they have this additional favor. 
Mr. STALLINGS. And these civilian employés do not get 
ay pensions when their time is out? 
ir. BAKER of New Hampshire. Whenthe gentleman states 
that the oro pay in the War Department, or the Navy De- 
partment, or the Interior Department, or the Treasury Depart- 
ment is $1,000, $1,100, or $1,200 per annum for clerks, he must 
be sorely misinformed. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, I took one Deparoment, in which 
there were 118 clerks, and I found that the sverage was just 


about $1,000. 
Mr. HULL. Inthe Record and Pension Division $1,200 is 
the highest, except for the superintendents. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. No: the gentleman is en- 


tirely wrong. 

Mr. HULL. They get $1,000, $1,100, and $1,200. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I know men who are in 
charge of divisions who are getting as high as $1,600. 

Mr. HULL. They areinchargeof divisions,then. Iam talk- 
ing about clerks. 

r. BAKER of New Hampshire. And here is a chief clerk 
in eae all the correspondence of a Department who only 
gets $1,200. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Iam opposed to this amend- 
ment. I want the bil! to stand as it is for this reason: It is the 
first and only place where we have started in to pension civilians 
who have been employed by the Government at good salaries. 
Now, to-day all over the country, in all the Departments in 
eee and in every Department of the Government, in the 
Post-Office Department, in the various cities of the country, the 
employés are forming organizations. By and by the proposi- 
tion will be made that all employés of the Government shall be 
retired. That is where the whole thing is tending. Now, in 
the company in which I served during the war we had a bright 
fellow who got detailed as a clerk, who got out of the hard work 
of the service, and who got into another department, where he 
got $100 a month, instead of getting $17 a month, as I did, and 
now do we want to pension him because he has had a soft thing 
sofar? That is to say, the claim is that when a person has got 
hold of the Government teat and is milking it, and is getting a 
good, soft thing, we must keep him there for his whole life. I 
am opposed to entering upon this line. I favor pensions for 
those who stood in the fire and faced the lead and iron hail for 
the flag, and for pensions to their families, and there I propose 
tostop. No others are entitled to pensions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The snare is on the amendment to 
strike out this part of the bill. 

The question being taken, the Chairman announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 2, noes 52. 

Mr. BAKERof NewHampshire. Noquorum, Mr.Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed as tellers Mr. OUTHWAITE and 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
4, noes 89. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the Chair directs the 
Clerk to cail the roll. 

The roll was called, when the following-named members failed 

Dolliver, Heiner, 


to respond: 
Gasmace, ; 
Caldwel Donovan, Henderson, Ill. 
Campbell, Draper, Henderson, Iowa 
Cannon, Cal. Dun Hendrix, 


Cannon, Il. Dun 
Qapenans, Edmunds, 
Chickering, Fielder, 
Childs, 


Adams, Ky. 
Adams, Pa. 
Aldrich, 
Allen, 
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Mahon, 
Martin, Ind. 
McAleer, 
McCall, 
McDannold, 
McDearmon, 
McDowell, 
McGann, 
McKaig, 
MeMillin, 
Meiklejohn, 
Meredith, 


Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 
Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 
Sickles, 
Simpson, 
Sipe, 
Smith, 
Snodgrass, 
Somers, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A. 


Terry, 
Thomas, 


ee 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Wanger, 
Waugh, 
Weadock, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Il. 
White, 
Whiting, 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wolverton, 
Woomer, 
Wright, Mass. 
Wright, Pa. 


Oates, 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Patterson, 
Payne, 
Pence, 
Pendleton, Tex. 
Perkins, 
Powers, 
Price, 

uigg, 
—— 

ayner, 
Reed 


Reilly, 
Reyburn, 
Ritchie, 
Robbins, 
Robertson, La. Storer, 
Newlands, Robinson, Pa. Straus, 
Northway, Rusk, Talbott, Md. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will now rise. 

The committee rose, and the Speaker resumed the chair. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union had under consid- 
erat on the bill H. R. 6373 and found itself without a quorum. 
As Chairman [ caused the roll to be called, and herewith report 
the names of the absentees. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts, Chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reports that that committee having under consideration 
the biil i. R. 6373 found itself without a quorum, that he 
caused the roll to be called, and he reports the names of the ab- 
sentees. The names of the absentees will be entered on the 
Journal. Only 162 gentlemen have answered to their names. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. How many? 

The SPEAKER. Only 162. Nota quorum. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, 1 ask that my colleague, 
Mr. BRODERICK, be excused on account of sickness, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 53 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XII1, Mr. HUTCHESON, from the 
Committee on Claims, reported the bill (H. R. 5456) for the re- 
lief of the estate of John H. Nelson; which, with the accompa- 
nying report (No. 800), was ordered to be printed, and referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 


VIEWS OF MINORITY ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Mr. MCDANNOLD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
submitted the views of the minority on the bill (H. R. 5260) to 
increase the pension of Thomas Corigan, which was ordered to 
be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, billsof the following titles were 
introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 6894) to provide for the 
erection upon the grounds of the United States Naval Academy 
at Annapolis, Md., of a bronze statue of the late Hon. George 
Bancroft; formerly Secretary of the Navy, and founder of the 
Academy—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 6895) to authorize the 
Secretary of the ane to lease or sell part of the United 
State mint property at Charlotte, N.C.—to the Commitcee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 6896) to provide for the con- 
tinuance in office of customs officers and assistant treasurers un- 
til successors shall have been appointed and qualified—-to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6897) authorizing the pay of officers of cus- 
toms performing duty after the expiration of their terms—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama (by request): A bill (H. R. 
6898) toamend section 22 of ‘‘An act to provide a temporary gov- 
ernment for the Territory of Oklahoma, to enlarge the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States Court in the Indian Territory, and for 
other purposes,” approved May 2, 1890—to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 6899) to provide for the 
reduction of the limits of the White River Forest Reservation 
in the State of Colorado—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MALLORY: A bill (H. R. 6900) to facilitate the entry 
of steamships—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 








1894. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H.R. 6: 01) to increase the pen- 
sion of Maj. Gen. Juiius H. Stahel—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6902) granting an 
increase of pension to Mrs. Susie Conway—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: A bill (H. R. 6903) granting increase of 
pension to William Spenny—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H.R. 6904) to grant an honorable dis- 
charge to Charles McGlothen, of Knoxville, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6905) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Sampson Carroll—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 6906) for the relief of Francis 
Massich, Orleans Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6907) for the relief of the estate of Henry 
Fassman, of Orleans Parish, La.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6908) for the relief of the heirs of Mary Car- | 


lin, deceased, late of New Orleans, La.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 
By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 6909) granting a pension to 


i 
j 


| 





| 


Benjamin Cental, of Blair, Nebr.—to the Committee on Pensions. | 
By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 6910) for | 


the relief of Mrs. Aurora M. Falconer, of Morganza, La.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: A bill (H. R. 6911) for the relief of 
Walter S. Kimmel—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 6912) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. Martha B. Jones—to the Committee on War Claims. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Naval Affairs 
was discharged from the consideration of the following petitions: 


Petition of Commercial Club, of Tacoma, Wash., praying the | 


passage of bill providing for pilot chart of North Pacific Ocean, 
and same referred to Committee on Appropriations. 

Petition of Humboldt Chamber of Commerce, of Eureka, Cal., 
praying for an appropriation for the purpose of publishing a 
monthly pilot chart of the North Pacific Ocean; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Petition of Board of Trade of San Francisco, praying for an 
appropriation for the purpose of publishing a monthly pilot 
chart of the North Pacific Ocean, and the same was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause lof Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were Jaid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 


| the joint resolution (S. R.66) 
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By Mr. DE FOREST: Petition of sundry citizens of Sharon, | 


Conn., for a Federal act to enable the States to enforce laws reg- 
ulating the sale of dairy products-—-to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. ; 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: Petition of the Commercial Club of 


Tacoma, Wuash., praying for passage of bill providing for pilot | 
chart of North Pacific Ocean—to the Committee on Appropria- | 


tions. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of J. E. Hodges for the reference of 
his claim to the Court of Claims under the Bowman act—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: Resolutions of the Trade and Labor As- 
sembly of Chicago, representing over 100,000 organized work- 
ingmen, in favor of the passage of House bills 5501, 5502, 5503, 
5504, 5505, 5506, and 5903, introduced by Hon. JAMES G. Ma- 
GUIRE—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of George W. Wilson, F. W. 
Fletcher, and many other citizens of Minneapolis and St. Paul, 
Minn., favoring Government ownership of telegraph lines—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: Petitions of the Board of Trade of San 
Francisco and Humboldt Chamber of Commerce of Eureka, 
Cal., praying for an appropriation for the purpose of publishing 
a monthly pilot chart of the North Pacific Ocean—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. McCALL: Resolutions of Mammoth Assembly, No. 
237, of Boston, in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Affidavits in support of petition of Wil- 
liam O, Sargent, for correction of his military record—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 





SENATE. 
MONDAY, April 30, 1894. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. J. G. Burier, D. D., of the city of Washing- 
ton. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the rol 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 


} 


| answered to their names: 


Aldrich, Gallinger, Martin, Shoup, 
Allen, Georze, Mitchell, Oregon ‘Teller, 
Allison, Gray, Mitchell, Wis Turpie, 
Berry, Hale, Morrill est, 
Blackburn, Harris, Murphy, Vilas, 
Cameron, Hill, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Carey, Hoar, Peffer, Walsh, 
Chandler, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, White 
Coke, Lodge, Platt, Wilson, 
Cullon, Me Millan, Power, Wolcott 
Davis, McPherson, Quay, 

Frye, Manderson, Sherman, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-six Senators have answered 
to their names. <A quorum is present. Without objection, the 
Journal stands approved. 

MESSAGE 


FROM THE HOUSE. 


’ 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
providing additional clerical force 
for the Librarian of Congress, with an amendment; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also xunounced that the House had passed the 
joint resolution (S.R.81) directing the Secretary of War to 


| cause an examination to be made to determine if there is proba- 


bility and danger of the Mississippi River cutting through the 
space dividing such river from the St. Francis River in the vi- 
cinity of Walnut Bend, Arkansas. . 

The message further announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the concurrent resolution 
of the House to print and bind in cloth 1,500 copies of the an- 
nual report of the health officer of the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 479) to relieve W. H. Cohorn from the charge of 
desertion; 

A bill (H. R. 898) granting a pension to Jesse Davenport. of 
Company A, Second Regiment Oregon Mounted Volunteers, 


in 
Oregon Indian wars of 1855 and 1856; 
A bill (H. R. 1202) granting a pension to Rosanna Hastings; 
A bill (H. R. 1214) granting a pension to Hannah Welch; 
A bill (H. R. 1219) granting a pension to Mary Martin; 
A bill (H. R. 1313) to increase the pension of John Scott; 
A bill (A. R. 1463) granting a pension to Mrs. Lucinda C. 


Wheeler, widow of John H. Wheeler; 

A bill (H. R, 1713) granting a pension to Marilla Tenney; 

A bill (H. R. 1717) granting a pension to Eliza Holmes; 

A bill (H. R. 3076) granting a pension to George L. Frvmire; 

A bill (A. R. 3194) to amend the record of Simon Rice, of Com- 
pany A, Sixth Maryland Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 3560) granting a pension to Martha A. Geer: 

A bill (H. R. 3840) to pension Joel A. Walters; 

A bill (H. R. 4194) granting a pension to Guy W. Gibson; 

A bill (H. R. 4658) granting « pension to Hiram R. Rhea: 

A bill (H. R.4659) to pension Elizabeth Portner: 

A bill (H. R. 5020) granting a pension to Washington Hislop; 

A bill (Al. R. 5735) to remove the political disabilities of Caleb 
Huse: 

A bill (AH. R. 5802) to increase the pension of Pickens T. Rey- 
nolds, of Hall County, Ga.; and Ps 

A bill (H. R. 6076) to repeal the special act granting a pension 
to Louisa M. Sippeil. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speakerof the House 
had signed the enrolied bill(H. R. 5065) to ratify the reservation 
of certain lands made for the benefit of Oklahoma Territory. 
and for other purposes; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice- 
President. 

VISITORS TO WEST POINT 

The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. BATE and Mr. PRoc- 
TOR members of the Board of Visitors on the part of the Senate 
to attend the nextannual examination of the cadets at the United 
States Military Academy at West Point, N. Y. 








VISITORS TO NAVAL ACADEMY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. MCPHERSON and Mr. 
PERKINS members of the Board of Visitors on the part of the 
Senate to attend the next annual examination of the cadets at 
the United States Naval Academy at Annapolis, Md. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Horse 


Collar Makers’ International Union, of Kansas City, Mo., re- 
monstrating against the ratification of the proposed Chinese 
treaty; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of District Assembly No. 66, 
Knights of Labor, of Washington, D. C., praying that an appro- 
priation be made for the establishment and support of a public 
library and reading room in the District of Columbia: which 


was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. VEST presented a memorial of Horse Collar Makers’ 
Union No. 5, of Kansas City, Mo., remonstrating against the 
ratification of the proposed Chinese treaty; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the adoption of an amend- 
ment to the interstate-commerce law to give greater vitality and 
enforcement to the cardinal principles of that enactment; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I present a memorial of the officers and 
stockholders of the loan and building associations of Omaha, 
Nebr., remonstrating against the adoption of the clause in tho 


Wilson tariff bill proposing to tax a portion of the incomes of 
mutual loan and building associations. The memoralists set 
forth in their memorial very abundant reasons why the imposi- 
tion of a tax on any portion of the incomes of building and loan 
associations would be a gross injustice. 

{ realize that itis the custom of the Senate where bills are 
reported, and are under consideration in the body, to lay peti- 
tions and memorials pertaining to such bills on the table, but 
there are intimations, not to say actual assertions, that the bill 
known as the Wilson tariff bill is yet under consideration in the 
Committee on Finance and that it is ane to make very rad- 
ical and sweeping amendments in the billas reported. Ofcourse 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance will know whether 
this is the fact; but if it is in any degree true that that bill is 
still undergoing the scrutiny of that committee or any subcom- 
mittee of the Committee on Finance, with a view to action, I 
submit that memorials so important as this should pass to the 
committee and not go tothe table. I therefore move that the 
memorial be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection it will be so or- 


dered. 
Mr. ALLEN. I presenta petition of citizens of the Second 
Congressional district of Cincinnati, Ohio, representing that the 

resent system of finance has enabled the financiers and money- 
enders to precipitate a panic at will, and cast the country into 
bankruptey, thereby causing the s of hunger to gnaw the 
stomachs of millions of honest, willing workers, and driving the 
business men into bankruptcy, and, therefore, favoring the is- 
suance of $500,000,000 in legal-tender greenbacks, and also favor- 
ing the idea of the army of the commonweal, in issuing such 
greenbacks to the people without the intervention of banks, to 
earry on business, and petitioning ress to pass a bill giving 
that relief. I also present a like petition from several hundred 
citizens of Washington, Ind. I move that the petitions be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM., I present a petition a 
ness establishments in Chicago, Il., s 
duty at the rate of 5 cents per pound on 
the United States from fo countries has led California 
growers to invest large sums of money in the cultivation of that 
article, etc., and they therefore pray that that duty be not dis- 
turbed by the pending legislation upon the tariff question. In 
view of the remarks of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANn- 
DERSON], indicating that the bill to which this petition refers is 
still under consideration in the Committee on Finance, I ask 
that the petition be referred to that committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred as 
requested, in the absence of objection. 

Mr. CULLOM ton veep a petition of Court Little Fort, No. 
79, open er of Friends, of Wauke Tll., and a pe- 
tition of Protection Camp, No. 540, Modern oodmen of Amer- 
ica, of Barry, Ill., praying that fraternal society and college 
journals be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 8. 

Mr. HALE presented a memorial of Encampment No. 106, 
Union Veteran Legion, of Lewiston, Me., 
the passage of House bill No. 5575, which proposes to take from 


by several busi- 
ng that the present 
almonds imported into 
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the Board of Managersof the National Home for Disabled Soldiers 
all or nearly all control and to place the same under the govern- 
ment of ths War Department; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas presented the petition of A. P. Mack 
and sundry other citizens of Paragould, Ark., praying that 
national building and loan associations and local building and 
loan associations be exempted from the provisions of the proposed 
income tax; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MCPHERSON presented petitions of E. R. Murgatroyd 
and 26 other citizens of New Vernon; of Rev. E. P. Gardner 
end 16 other citizens of Chatham: of D. S: Voorhees and 7 other 
citizens of Woodbridge, and of H. A. Butz, D. D., president, 
and other members of the faculty of the Drew Theological Sem- 
inary, of Madison, all inthe State of New Jersey, praying for 
the enactmentof legislation to suppress the lottery traffic; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 


AWARDS UNDER FOX AND WISCONSIN RIVERS IMPROVEMENTS. 


Mr. VILAS. Imove that the letter of the Attorney-General 
in response to a Senate resolution of April 25, 1894, transmitting 
a list of judgments in Fox and Wisconsin Rivers overflow cases 
not appealed from, and in which the time for appeal has expired, 
be re‘erred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 
6th instant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appro- 
riation bill, reported favorably thereon and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was agreed to. 
Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H.R. 6055) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Monongahela River in the city of Pittsburg, 
reported it without amendment. 
Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 473) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Jeremiah L. Daly, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 
Mr. MCPHERSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1954) to amend section 1379, chap- 
ter 1, Title XV, Revised Statutes of the United States, reported 
it without amendment. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S.1980) authorizing the 
establishment of a free port at Fort Pond Bay or elsewhere in 
the waters of Long Island in the State of New York; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I present, in connection with the bill, 
sundry papers and memorandum, dated April 16, 1894, concern- 
ing the European free-port system, prepared by Mr. A. K. Tin- 
gle; a letter dated April 23, 1894, from E. hesewaten. esq., 
editor of the Omaha Bee, advocating the experiment of a free 
port in the United States, and a description of Fort Pond Bay: 
which I move be printed as a document, and referred with the 
bill to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. STEWART submitted two amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
were referred to the Committeeon the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ADDITIONAL FORCE IN CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the amendment of the House of R sentatives to the joint reso- 
lution (S. R. 66) providing additional clerical force for the Li- 
brarian of Congress, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the amendment of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, which was to strike out all after the resolving clause 
and insert: 

b a, t in th 
son Unied Dinter not ctkervies appropriated, the su of €,000, ores asume 
thereof as may be necessary, to be available for expenditure until the close 
of the fiseal year 1895, for the employment of additional clerical fotce under 
the direction of the Librarian of Sen. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 


ment of the House of Representatives. It reduces the appro- 
n. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator state the difference be- 
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tween the measure as it passed the Senate and as amended by 
the House of Representatives? 

Mr. MILLS. The joint resolution appropriated $10,000 as it 
passed the Senate, and it has been cut down to $6,800. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
lution are exactly the same? 

Mr. VOORHIS. Yes, exactly the same. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask that the joint resolution be read. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Whereas by the passage of the copyright law additional labor was pla 
upon the Librarian of Congress; and 

Whereas, in conseauence of insufficient clerical force, the work of furnish 
ing copyrights is several months in arrears: Therefore 

e it resolved by the Senate, etc., That there is hereby appropriated from the 
Treasury of the United States, out of funds not otherwise appropriated, the 
sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be used for the 
employment of additional clerical force, under the direction of the Libra 
rian of Congress. 

Mr. HALE. How does this measure come before the Senate? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It has come from the other House. 

Mr. HARRIS. It was laid before the Senate, coming from 
the other House with an amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair laid before the Senate 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the joint 
resolution. 

Mr. MILLS. It has come from the other House with an 
amendment. I hope Senators will have no objection to the 
amendment. It is necessary that this work shall be done. Itis 
piled up around the Librarian of Congress so that he can not 
get at business. 

Mr. HALE. I must object toits being taken up now, because 
I know it is to be debated for a long time. 

Mr. PLATT. I hope the Senator from Maine will not object. 


I do not wish to speak at any length upon the joint resolution, | 


but I should like to make some inquiries about the necessity of | When the President of the Senat 


| Senate, or it may be called for at any time by any Senator 


a reduction of the appropriation which the Senate made. It 
will take but a short time. 

Mr. HALE. If we can have the morning hour for the consid- 
eration of this and other bills, I do not object. 

Mr. VOORHELS. The joint resolution passed this body at 
$10,000 without objection. It comes back here cutdown to$6,800, 
IT can not see where anobjection would arise now. I repeat that 


it had the indorsement.of this body unanimously for $10,000. I 
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Otherwise the purposes of the joint reso- | 


ed | 


am sorry it is cut down, but as it is, I can not see any objection | 


to it. 

Mr. HALE. The trouble is this. There are Senators who 
believe that the appropriation ought not to be cutdown. There 
is objection to the measure in its preseritform. Thereare Sena- 
tors who believe that the appropriation should have remained 
at $10,000 instead of being cut down. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I think so too, but as I am in favor of 
taking half a loaf when I can not get a whole one, I will take 
this. 

Mr. MILLS. I will state to the Senator from Maine that 
the Librarian, Mr. Spofford, says he can get along with this sum 
during the time mentioned in the joint resolution—one year. I 
went to see him myself and asked him whether in his opinion I 
should move to nonconcur or to concur in the Houseamendment, 
and he said, move to concur in the amendment; that he could 
get along. 

Mr. HALE. M 


to the merits of the measure, but, as I gave notice the other 


I shall object to specific measures being taken up and con- | 


da: 
sillered by unanimousconsentavhen the rule provides for a morn- 


‘ing hour of two hours’ duration, when all of such matters can | 


come up and be considered and many bills that are of interest 
to different parts of the country can be passed. But when the 
Senator from Tennessee is earnest and desirous of taking up his 
bill and considering it at the earliest possible moment, I object 
to his yielding to particular bills. I think the Senator himself 
will seo that it is not fair. 
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Mr. HALE. Does the Senator think that universally, when a 
bill is laid before the Senate, it is not subject to the ob ectio 
a single member carrying it over? 

Mr. HARRIS. Oh,I think it is subject to objection 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. It can not be considered unk 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not think it can be consick 
unanimous consent. Now, Mr. President. if this 
debate, I am going to’ask thavit goover,and I am going tomo 


red exc 


that the Senate proceed to the consider m of He So4. 
Mr. McPHERSON. Willthe Senato om Te a to 


me for morning business? 

Mr. HARRIS. I have always yielded 

{[Mr. McCPHERSON presented morning 
pears under its appropriate heed. ]} 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair desires the a i 
the Senator from Tenn to his motion. What was h 
motion? 

Mr. HARRIS. If we can come to a vote on this proposit 
without further debate or explanation I shall not object. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Lask for the reading of the rule to 
the Vice-President referred. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read t! 

The Secretary read paragraph 5 of Rule VII, as follows 


b 


us 


The Presiding Officer may at any time lay, and it shall be in order at any 
time for a Senator to move to lay, before the Senate any bill or other ma 
ter sent to the Senate by the President or the House of Represent 
and any question pending at that time shall be suspended for this purpo 
Any motion somade shall be determined without debate, 


Mr. CHANDLER. Then the Senator from Tennessee was not 
quite accurate when he said that the joint resolution came 
a part of the routine morning business. It comesup atany time 
» chooses to submit it to the 
bul 


ted to 





up as 


being before the Senate of course it is subject to be obje 
by any one member, and goes over until another day. 
Mr. HARRIS. I beg to suggest to the Senator from Ne 
‘Hampshire that a bill coming from the other House, lying upo: 
the President's table, it is his duty in the morning hour to la: 
it before the Senate, as he would lay a communication from the 


| head of a Department or a message from the President of the 
United States. 

| Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Tennessee is right in 

| substance, as he always is, but he is not so accurate in point of 


form as he usually is. It is not a partof the routine morning 
business in any sense. It is apart of the business of the Senate, 
to be taken up atanytime. When the Senator from Tennesse: 
rises to move to proceed to the consideration of the tariff bill 
he is liable to be interrupted by a request to have a bill with its 
amendment coming from the House laid before the Senate. | 
merely wish to keep the Senator quite right on all these g 
tions, so that if we are to proceed in urder we may proceed 
always and under all conditions in order, and in questions of 


ucs- 


| order of this kind, such as are raised by the Senator from Ten- 


nessee, it is well to be precise and accurate on all occasions. 
Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I am greatly obliged to the 


| Senator from New Hampshire for his lecture upon parliamentary 


: : ‘ | 
main reason for objecting has not reference | 


methods. I move that the Senate proceed—— 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a question of order. Is the Senator 
from Tennessee in order in debating at this time? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. I had not-—— 

Mr. HOAR. I object. 

Mr. CHANDLER. L rise to a question of order pending the 


| motion of the Senator from Tennessee. 


| 


Mr. HARRIS. Will the Sénator allow me to say that the | 


Senator from Tennessee has not yielded to this or any other. 


bill; but asa part of the routine morning business the Chair 
laid before the Senate a Senate joint resolution coming back 
from the other House with anamendment. It isa part of the 
regular order as routine business of the morning hour. 

Mr. HALE. But the Senator understands that it can not be 


put on its e except by unanimous consent. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will have the rule read 
governing the question. 


Mr.HALE. Of course laying it before the Senate is a part 
of the routine morning business. 

‘Mr. HARRIS. Before therule isread I will state to the Sena- 
tor from Maine that, being laid before the Senate, it is part of 
‘the legitimate morning business, to be disposed of by reference, 
er by rejecting it, or by agreeing to the amendment of the 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
will state his question of order. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for the disposition of the joint reso- 
lution which came back from the House of Representatives, and 
which the Vice-President, in accordance with the rule, has laid 
before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon the motion 
of the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs], to concur in theamend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I think the Senate ought not 
to concur in the amendment 

Mr. HOAR. How can that question be in order when the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] objected to its present consid- 
eration? How can debate be in order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to call the at 
tention of the Senator from Maine and of the Senate to the lan- 
guage of the rule: 

The Presiding Gficer may at any time lay, and it shall be in order at any 
time for a Senator to move to lay, before the Senate any bill or other mat- 
ter sent tothe Senate by the President or the House of Representatives, 


and any question —s at that time shall be suspended for this purpose. 
Any motion so made be determined without debate 
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Mr. HALE. That being undoubtedly the law, I suppose when 
itis laid before the Senate a single objection would carry the 
matter over for a day like any other motion or resolution or 
bill; that it can not be considered by the Senate until at least 
the second day. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think the Senator from Maine is quite right, 

that if objected to the matter can not be considered on its mer- 
its oy morning; and the Senator from Maine has already ob- 
jected. 
: The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair was somewhat in doubt 
in regard to the proper construction of the rule, but under the 
suggestion of the Senator from Maine and the Senator from Ten- 
nessee the joint resolution will go over for the present. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 4864. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Iask the Senator from Tennessee whether 
that is the same motion he made which was suspended in order 
that the joint resolution might be taken up, or whether it is a 
new motion. 

Mr.HARRIS. It is the same motion I indicated, saying if the 
joint resolution could be acted upon without debate I would 
withhold the motion. I make it now for the first time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Properly speaking, [ think the Senate 
resumes the consideration of the motion which the Senator made 
before, and is not now to act upon a new motion made by him. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to inquire if it is too late to ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair that a single objection car- 
ries a bill over in the stage which the joint resolution which has 
been under consideration is now in, desired to do so, and was 
on my feet for the purpose of doing so before the Senator from 
Tennessee made his motion. If the Senate will permit me justa 
word, I will state that I do not do it for the sake of embarrass- 
ing oa at all, but because I believe the decision of the 
Chair would be very embarrassing hereafter, and I should like 
the Senate and the Chair also to have an opportunity to further 
consider that question, 

eee it were the last day of the session and a Senate bill 
came here from the House of Representatives with amendments, 
or an appropriation bill which had been passed by the Senate 
with amendments and was returned with amendments to the 
amendments of the Senate, is it true that one objection would 
carry that bill past the adjournment of the session into the next 
Congress? I beg to assure the Senate and the Chair once more 
that I am not speaking of this matter for the purpose of delay 
or in any captious manner, but it seems to me a very important 

uestion. I hope that the decision of the Chair, made as the 

hair says in doubt and without much examination of the ques- 
tion, is not to constitute a precedent for the Senate hereafter. 

Mr. ALLISON. It seems to me thata bill insuch a condition 
can not be subject to objection. 

The jointresolution has passed the Senate and has been amended 
by the House, and it appears tome that now we should either 
cencur in the amendment or refuse to concur in it. In other 
words, we should do whatever will bring the two Houses to- 
gether upon this subject in order to facilitate business. The 
amendment ought to be disposed of in some form now. I do not 
know that our rules are specific on this point, but it should be 
the rule of parliamentary proceeding, when a bill has reached 
the stage in which the joint resolution now stands, that it should 
in some way be disposed of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that this de- 

bate is proceeding by unanimous consent and without objection. 
The appeal of the Senator from Connecticut is taken after a mo- 
tion has intervened. The Chair had entertained the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for 
the Government, and for other purposes. The question is on 
agreeing to that motion. 
. Mr, HOAR. [understood the Senator from Connecticut to 
state that he rose to address the Chair, to take his appeal before 
the Senator made his motion and was not heard by the Chair. 
If that is so, then that appeal is in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair had decided that other 
business intervened, and the Chair had entertained the motion 
then pending. 








THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I desire, with unanimous consent, to ask 
the Senator from Ternessee a question. Ever since this tariff 
measure has been reported, there are some of us on this side of 
the Chamber who have availed ourselves of every opportunity 

iven us to vote in favor of taking it up at the ear moment. 

e have voted, and some of us undoubtedly shall continue to 
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vote, for earlier hours of meeting, if the majority shall so de- 
sire, and for later hoursof session, if the majority shall so desire, 
knowing that the majority must be in control of this bill. We 
have done this, Mr. President, not because we believe the bill 
is a good bill—for we believe that in some respects it is the 
worst possible bill that could be introduced, passed, and become 
a law—but because we believe that some legislation is infinitely 
better than the pending doubt and uncertainty on this question; 
that inasmuch as this Congress must last until the 4th day of 
next March, within all the probabilities of which the human 
mind can conceive, some measure of some sort must be enacted 
by the majority. 

For these reasons we have voted to take the measure up when- 
ever the request has been made; we have endeavored to add 
our presence to the counting of a quorum, and we hope to co- 
operate with those in the majority in the control of the Sen- 
ate in reaching a vote on this measure at the earliest possible 
moment. This being so, I rise toask the Senator from Tennes- 
see if it is not fair to us that he shall inform us whether or not 
this is the bill upon which we shall be called to vote? 

Here isa bill reported by the Finance Committee, the bill 
of the Democratic majority of the Finance Committee. Each 
section must be dependent and interdependent upon the other 
sections. If you cut off the revenue by changing the duty upon 
one article, you alter the whole scope and harmony of your bill. 
If this bill is to be the bill upon which your tariff is to stand, if 
this is to furnish the revenue for which you alone institute a 
tariff, with hee incidental protection, is it not extremel 
unfair to us if you ask us now to vote on sections of the bill, 
having in your minds the knowledge that there may be com- 
mittee amendments which shall entirely change its scope and 
character? 

It has byen widely asserted and openly asserted that the in- 
come-tax provision, for instance, is to be emasculated or its pro- 
visions changed; thatthe sugar trust is to receive an additional 
differential, giving it in all about a quarter of a cent, and that 
specific duties are to be changed to ad valorem. It is reported 
that the white-lead trust is to receive from a cent and a half to 
2 cents additional; and that, then, with the income tax cut out 
and made harmless, the white-lead tax increased, and the sugar 
tax satisfactory, the bill is to go through booming. 

It is not fair to us that we should be called upon to vote on 
the bill section after section. if the knowledge rests within the 
breast of the Finance Committee or any member of the commit- 
tee that there arecontemplated changes. [understood the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] the other day to admit that 
there were changes. I understood the Senator from Indiana 
{[Mr. VOORHEES]—of course, speaking with the utmost verity 
and integrity—to indignantly deny that there were to be any 
changes. 

I 4 think that those of us who want to help get this question 
settled are entitled to know whether or not this is the bill upon 
which we are to be called upon to vote as an entity. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Colorado states both the 
Senator from Indiana and myself a little too strongly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. [do not mean to do so. 

Mr. HARRIS. I am quite satisfied the Senator does not in- 
tend to state either of us too strongly, because I am glad to be 
able to say that I have always found the Senator very direct 
and careful to state thingsexactly ashe understands them to be. 

I stated on Saturday, and I am ready to restate here and now 
and at all times, that I was ready to compromise conflicting 
opinions and that I was willing to make modifications where 
they were absolutely necessary in order to pass a tariff reform 
bill. Exactly what those amendmentsare to be I am not prepared 
to tell the Senator, for I am quite as frank as he is and | have no 
secretsabout the matter; but [am now prepared to tell the Sena- 
tor that whenever the Finance Committee shall have determined 
upon any specific amendment I shall insist upon its being re- 
ported to the Senate and printed and lying upon the table, so 
that the Senator from Colorado and every other Senator can 
scrutinize it and be prepared to express his judgment upon it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Is it fair, then, for the Finance Committee, 
with the knowledge resting in their breast that there are to be 
amendments offered to present this bill for us to vote on by sec- 
tions? Is not the fair thing and the only upright thing for 
them to take their bill back and fix it up as they wish to amend 
it, and then present it to us inorder that we may vote anew it by 
sections, because each section must depend upon the other—the 
duties upon one article and the system of levying them must de- 
pend upon the revenues to be derived from duties levied in an- 
other section? There must be interdependence in this question. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Colorado by his sugges- 
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tions would revolutionize the methods by which every lengthy 
and important bill has ever been considered in the Senate or in 
any other deliberative body. Neither the Senator from Colorado 
nor myself nor any other Senator can tell to-day what form of 
amendment we may have to vote upon in respect perhaps to 
every paragraph of this bill before we complete its considera- 
tion. 

I repeat, however, to the Senator that if the Committee on 
Finance shall recommend amendments to the bill not already 
presented to the Senate and not printed, I, for one, as a member 
of that committee, shall insist upon their being offered and 
printed ard laid upon the table and laid upon the desk of every 
Senator so that he may have ample time to consider them upon 
their merits and in all of their provisions. 

org TELLER. May I ask the Senator from Tennessee a ques- 
tion 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to ask the Senator from Tennessee 
this question: I do not understand that it is a question of what 
he is willing to do, but what does he expect todo? Does he ex- 
pect there will be amendments to the bill of the radical character 
we are told are to be made? 

Mr. HARRIS. As to the “‘ radical character we are told are 
to be made ’ I can not answer. I donot know what the Senator 
has been tolad—— 

Mr. TELLER. I will modify the oxpression ‘ radical char- 
acter.” 

Mr. HARRIS. Nor dol know to what extent the other side 
of the Chamber are relying upon newspaper extracts and news- 
paper speculations and newspaper absurdities. I can notanswer 
for those; but for my singie self I will say I am ready tocon- 
sider amendments which may be suggested; I am ready to rec- 
ommend such amendments within reason as will make it abso- 
lutely certain that we can pass a bill which will reduce tariff 
taxation. 

Mr. TELLER. What I want to know of the Senator, as a 
member of the Committee on Finance, is, does he expect the 
committee are going to bring in other amendments to these va- 
rious schedules? That is the question I wish answered. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam not prepared to say what the committee 
willdo. I have veryclearly, I think, defined my own views and 
my own position, and I will say to the Senator from Colorado 
and to that side of the Chamber, if you will abandon intermina- 
ble and unprofitable debate and let us get down to the practical 
question and on the yeas and nays record what we are in favor 
of and what we are opposed to, we shall make some progress and 
give some hope to the country that at some time or other 
within the life of the younger mer of the body we may reach a 
final conclusion and pass or fail to pass a tariff measure. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say for myself, and speaking 
only for myself, that I am prepared to join the Senator from 
Tennessee in pushing this bill to a hasty conclusion whenever 
we shall be authoritatively informed that the bill before the 
Senate is the bill that the majority rely upon and expect to 


ass. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator’allow me? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not just now. 

Mr. CHANDLER. ThenTrise toa question of order. Before 
this interesting debate proceeds any further, I think there should 
be something before the Senate. I therefore ask unanimous con- 
sent that the bill may be taken up for consideration. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Before that is done, I wish tointroduce a res- 
olution as morning business. 

Mr. HARRIS. This debate is proceeding by unanimous con- 
sent, and there is a motion pending to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the tariff bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I trust there will be noobjection to my mak- 
meer orief statement after the statements made on both 
sides of the Chamber. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state in reply to 
the Senator from New Hampshire—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. -I withdraw my suggestion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChair will state that the pend- 
ing motion is that of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] 
to proceed to the consideration of the tariff bill. This debate is 
by unanimous consent. 
object? 

r. CHANDLER. I donot object to the remarks of the Sen- 
ator from Rhode [sland, but after he shall conclude I shall ask 
unanimous consent that the bill may come up for consideration 
so as to have something to debate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, three months have elapsed 
since the bill now upon the President’s desk came to this body 
from the House of Kepresentatives. By the statements and ad- 
missions made by the Senator from Tennessee, itis evident that 
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the majority of the Finance Committee, responsible for tariff 
legislation or responsible for the nature of amendments to be 
mide to the House bill, are as far if not farther from an agree- 
ment as to the terms of the bill upon which they propose to ask 
the judgment of the Senate than they were three months ago. 

Now, I submit to the Senator from Tennessee that with all 
his zeal and haste for the consideration of the pending bill it is 
due to the Senate and is due to the country that we should know 
now what bill it is that we are to be asked to consider. There 
has been no delay on this side of the Chamber in tha considera- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. Weare considering House bill 4864. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, House bill 4864, with amendments to 
be suggested by the Democratic members of the Senate Finance 
Committee. 

What are those amendments and when are they to be pre- 
As the Senator from Colorado has very properly said, 
we do not know what amendments are to be suggested to the 
first paragraph of this bill, or the second, or the third, or the 
fourth, or the fifth, and until we know the general scheme which 
Senators on the other side propose there can be no intelligent 
discussion of the bill. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Rhode Island a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. What is the Senator's recollection as to the 
| course of business in relation to the passage of the so-called 
| McKinley bill? My recollection is—he will correct me if Iam 

wrong—that that bill came over from the House of Representa- 
tives as a tariff bill pure and simple, was referred to the finance 
Committee of the Senate, was kept there several weeks and re- 
ported to the Senate, and that after it had been reported to the 
Senate, and in the course of its consideration, a most important, 
far-reaching, and almost revolutionary amendment, eae 
known as the reciprocity amendment, was proposed in the Senate 
and put on the bill changing the whole euamener of the bill, as 
was frequently said by those who were its friends on the final 
passage. So the course of reporting a bill which shall after- 
wards be amended by its friends is notaltogether unprecedented. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is undoubtedly true that the reciprocity 
amendment was added to the act of 1890 by the Senate Finance 
Committee at a late stage of the proceedings in the Senate, but 
we gave notice of that amendment early in the discussion, and it 
was one singleamendment. Now, itis generally understood—— 

Mr. GRAY. IfI may interrupt the Senator, it was one sin- 
gle amendment, but it was an amendment which authorized the 
President of the United States to suspend duties or put duties 
on at his pleasure in certain contingencies, so that it was a very 
far-reaching amendment and went to the rates of duty on a great 
number of staple and imported articles. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It did apply to five or six different articles 
under certain conditions, but the Senators on the other side had 
notice of that amendment, and it wasasingle amendment. I 
am informed and believe—— 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not care to have anything to do with this 
debate, but [should like to have the truth of history vindicated. 

The reciprocity amendment of the McKinley bill as it came 
here first upon the motion of the Senator from Maine[Mr. HALE] 
included Canada. It went te the Finance Committee in that 
condition, and it has always been understgod that the Senator 

| from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] took that amendment and 

changed its entire scope and meaning, excluding Canada, and 
put in what was thought then to be the South American coun- 
tries,on the pretense that it would obtain the trade of those 
countries. We never had any notice of that change until it was 
reported to the Senate. The Senator from Rhode Island did 
state—I have got the history of the bill here—that that matter 
would be attended to by the committee, but we never knew what 
that amendment was until it was brought here by the Finance 
Committee as it now stands in the McKinley law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is undoubtedly true—— 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Rhode Island allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator seems to be disturbed over some 
amendments which itis anticipated will be offered by the Finance 
Committee. It occurs to me, Mr. President, that the Finance 
Committee, assuch, has no moreauthority to presentamendments 
to the bill than any individual Senator after the bill has been 
reported to the Senate, and is not in the possession of the com- 
mittee: and if the Finance Committee, as such, present amend- 
ments here they are entitled to no more consideration and have 
no more legal parliamentary effect than the amendments of any 
individual Senator which may be proposed to the bill. Is not 














thata correct statement of the true parliamentary position of 
amendments presented by the committee after the committee 
has parted with the bill and the bill remains before the Senate 
and : not in the possession of the committee? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the statement made by the 
Senator from New York is undoubtedly true as a parliamentary 
question, but I thinkit is not true in this caseas a political ques- 
tion. In an interview with the Secretary of the Treasury, pub- 
lished this morning, which I have no doubt was authorized by 
him—and, by the way, itseemsa little singular that the President 
of the United States in his annual message should announce in 
advance what the Committee on Ways and Means were to do in 
regard to tariff legislation, and thatnow we getan authoritative 
statement from the Secretary of the Treasury in advance of any 
statement upon the floor of the Senate, and in absolute contra- 
dietion of the statement made by the chairman of the Finance 
Committee, as to what the action of Democratic members of the 
Finance Committee will be. The Secretary says, and I desire 
towcall the attention of my friend to the language: 

Lbave nad no conference— 


Mr. VEST. I rise toa point of order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not care to be interrupted uuow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri rises to 
a point of order. 

Mr. VEST. I donot ask the Senator’s permission. 





I rise to 


a point of order. 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hea: the Senator's 
point of order. 
Mr. VEST. Imake the point of order that the practico of 


bringing in newspaper reports and interviews and reading them 
to the Senate is a violation of the rule. Ido not make the point 
out of any personal feeling at all in regard to this matter, for I 
care nothing about it; but it has been indulged in here every 
morning. Whether these are authoritative statements or not, 
no-one can tell; and 1 say it is unjust, especially to gentlemen 
who are not members of this body, to bring in these newspaper 


=. 

Mr. ALDRICH. This purports to bean authorized interview 
with the Secretary of the waa 
Mr. VEST. Ofcourse. They all purport to be authorized. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I propose to read the interview as part of 
remarks, and I do not know of any question of order or par- 
liamentary law which excludes that kind of argument. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChair will rule upon the point 
of order made by the Senator from Missouri. There is a rule 
erning the reading of papers which are sent to the Secre- 
‘y's desk to be read, but where a Senator reads, as part of his 
remarks, newspaper articles or anything else, the Chair has no 
authority to interfere according to the rule of the Senate. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Secretary of the Treasury says in this 
interview, which I have no doubt is. correet—— 


Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allowme to give notice that: 


when he has concluded his remarks I shall object to this debate 
going on further? It is proceeding by unanimous consent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to the bill being taken 
up now, I will say to the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. I shall withdraw my consent the moment the 
Senator has concluded his remarks. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The opening sentence of the interview with 
the Secretary of the Treasury reads as follows—and I desire to 
call the attention of my friend from ‘New York [Mr. Hm] to 
the langage used: 

I have had no conference upon this subject with anybody except the 
ocratic members of the Senate Committee on Fipance. It is true that 


effort is made to agree upon such changes in the pending bill as 
will secure for it the united and aaave support of all the iumeetee in the 


liamentary ques- 
tion. The Secretary of the Treasury, spe for the Admin- 
istration—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I rise to 4 point of order. 

= VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his point of 
order. 

Mr. ALLEN, poinvof order is that the motion pending 
before the Senate is not debatable. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Ohair sustains the point of 
order. Does the Senater object to further debate? 
is proceeding by unanimous consent. 

r. AL - Lob to further debate upon the question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee. 

TRADE BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND CANADA. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I ask consent of the Senator from Tennessee 
that I may be permitted to offer a resolution of inquiry, which 
4s morning business, 


It seems this is rather a political than a 


The debate 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the resolution be read, lie on the table, 
and be printed. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I desire to ask for its present consideration. 

Mr. HARRIS. The resolution will come up as part of the 
morning business to-morrow morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretury of the Treasury be directed to send to the 
Senate statistics relative to trade between the United States and Canada, 
showing the imports and exports by articles and years down to the present 
year, for such period and from such data as are available. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Now, I ask if the Senator from Tennesseo 
has any objection to the present consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. ARRIS. Let the resolution go over until to-morrow 
morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over and be 
printed. 


Is there objection.to the request of 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 479) to relieve W. H. Cohorn from the charge 
of desertion, was read twice by its title, and referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 5735) to remove the political disabilities of Ca- 
leb Huse, was read twice by its title, and referred: to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 898) granting a pension to Jesse Davenport, of 
Company A, Second Regiment Oregon Mounted Volunteers, in 
Oregon Indian wars of 1355 and 1856; 

A bill (H. R. 1202) granting a pension to Rosanna Hastings; 

A bill te R. 1214) granting a pension to Hannah Welch; 

A bill (H. R. 1219) granting a pension to Mary Martin; 

A bill (H.R. 1313) to increase the pension of John Scott; 

A bill (H. R. 1463) granting a pension to Mrs. Lucinda C. 
Wheeler, widow of John H. Wheeler; 

A bill (H. R. 1713) granting a pension to Marilla Tenney; 

A bill (H. R. 1717) granting a pension to Eliza Holmes; 

A bill (H. R. 3076) granting a pension to George L. Frymire; 

A bill (H. BR. 3194) to amend the record of Simon Rice, of 
Creer A, Sixth Maryland Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 3560) granting a pension to Martha A. Geer; 

A bill (H. R. 3840) to pension Joel A. Walters; 

A bill (H.R. 4194) granting a pension to Guy W. Gibson; 

A bill (H. R. 4658) granting a pension to Hiram R. Rhea; 

A bill (H. RB. 4650) to pension Elizabeth Portner; 

A bill (H. R. 5020) granting a pension to Washington Hislop; 

A bill (H. R. 5802) to increase the pension of Pickens T. Rey- 
nolds, of Hall County, Ga.; and 

A bill (H. R. 6076) to repeal the special act granting a pension 
to Louisa M. Sippell. 

. MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 1403) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Niobrara river, near the village of Niobrara, Nebr., and 
making an appropriation therefor. 

The mame announced that the House had passed the 
following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested tho 
concurrence of the te: 

A bill (H.R. 8978) for the relief of John M. Rice; 

A bill (H. R.'6893) to regulate watermain assessments in the 
District of Columbia; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 168) instructing the Secretary of 
War to return to the State oflowa the flag of the Twenty-second 
Regiment of Iowa Volunteer Infantry. 

‘THE REVENUE BILL. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I now insiston my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thé question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee to proceed to the eonsideration of 
House bill 4864. 

The motion was bs ores to; and the Senate, as in Commititee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to 
reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for 
pte nme od 

Mr. DOLPH and Mr. QUAY addressed the Chair. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I trust that the Senator from Pennsylvania 
and the Senator from Oregon will allow me to go on with my 
‘statement, which will not occupy more than a few minutes. 

Mr. QUAY. Imerely desire to move to lay aside the —* 
order of business and move to take up a billreported this morn- 
Committee on Commerce to authorize the construc- 
‘tion of a bridge across the Monongahela River in the city of 
Pittsburg. 





| 
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Several SENATORS. Oh, no. 

Mr. QUAY. It isa bill which d the House of Represent- 
atives unanimously, and which has received the unanimous in- 
‘dorsement of the committee—— ; 

Mr. VEST. I rise to a point of order. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri rises 
to a question of order, which he will state. 

Mr. VEST. Has not the Senate ordered the tariff bill to be 
laid before the body? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has been done, and the Chair 
has laid the bill before the Senate. The Chair recognizes as 
entitled to the floor the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask the Senator from Oregon to yield to 


me. 

Mr. DOLPH. I simply desire tomakeastatement. The Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] originally yielded to me, 
but he has been absent from the Senate and unwell, and he is now 
present. I propose to vield to him this morning; but with his 
consent I will yield to the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iwillnot take more than afewmoments. I 
wish to complete my sentence. 

Mr. HARRIS. I want to say that the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. QUAY], perhaps two weeks or more ago, took the 
floor and delivered a speech of a day or two—I forget how long— 
and the Senator from Oregon says the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania yielded to him. 

At all events, the Senator from Oregon hasoccupied the floor 
for the last ten days or more and has farmed it out according to 
his kindly and yielding disposition. Now, I shall object from 
this moment henceforward to these unfinished speeches hanging 
like the pall of death over the proceedings in this Chamber; 
and when either Senator takes the floor I shall beg the Senate 
to stay with him through the day and through the night until he 
has had the amplest opportunity to conclude his remarks, and I 
shall object to any more farming outeither by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania or the Senator from Oregon. . 

Mr. DOLPH. I have not attempted to farm out the floor. I 

ropose to yield and take the floor again in my own right when 
T have an opportunity, whether it is thisweek or next. I yield 
to the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. QUAY. I desire merely to say to the Senator from Ten- 
nessee, ave Cesar morituri te salutant. It seems to me that the 
regal authority with which the majority of the Senate has in- 
vested him is growing more despotic every day, and he is becom- 
ingcruel. Now, referring to the proposition I made a little while 
ago, which has been decided out of order, that proposition is 
simply to enable the city of Pittsburg in the midst of these hard 
times to inaugurate a public enterprise which will place in cir- 
culation a large amount of public money and give employment 
to a large number of unemployed workingmen. The bill passed 
the House of Representatives unanimously; it has received the 
approval of the War Department and the unanimous indorse- 
ment of the Committee on Commerce of the Senate; and it will 

the Senate in ten minutes if the Senator from Tennessee 
will allow it to be taken up, which he will not do. In the dis- 
position he manifests this morning, the bill to which I refer 
must await the passage of the tariff bill. Now,I do not propose 
that it shalldoso. 1 move to lay aside the tariff bill and take 
up the bill to which I have referred, and I shall make a similar 
motion every day until the tariff bill is disposed of or until I can 
induce the Senate to cotiperate with me and pass the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania move to take up the bill. 

Mr. QUAY. I move to lay aside the pending bill and pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill I have indicated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon the motion 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HARRIS. The motion to proceed is in order, but the 
idea of moving to lay aside the pending bill issomewhatanoma- 


us. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is to proceed to the 
consideration of the bill suggested by the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr. QUAY. On thatI ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont |Mr. Proctor]. If he were here, I 
should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER]. If he 
were here, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQuIRE]. Otherwise, I 
should vote “‘nay,” and I presume he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). On this question I 


ee —————————————————— SS 


have a general pair with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILson}. 
He is not in the Chamber, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. HOAR’S name was called). The 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR} left the Cham- 
ber a moment ago, and will be absent an hour. He desired me 
to announce that he is paired with the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. Puesuy). 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when Mr. LINDSAY’s name was called). 
My colleague [Mr. LINDSAy] is paired with the Senator from 
Connecticut |[Mr. HAw Ley]. If my colleague were here he 
would vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. MCMILLAN (when his name was called). [am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD}. As my 
colleague |Mr. STOCKBRIDGE] is absent from the Chamber on 
account of illness, I will transfer his pair with the Senator fron 
Maryland [Mr. GIBSON] to the Senator from Louisiana [Mr 
BLANCHARD] and I will vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. GIBSON. Under that arrangement I vote “nay.” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH], with a res 
ervation of the right to either of us to vote in case it is neces- 
sary tomake a quorum. For the presentI withhold my vote 
I should vote ‘‘nay” if he were present. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Virginia |Mr. HUNTON], whom I do not see in 
the Chamber. I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). [am paired upon all 
questions with the Senator from Alabama | Mr. MORGAN}. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Maine |Mr. HALE]. I should vote * nay ” if 
he were present. 

Mr. ROACH (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from California|Mr. PERKINS}. | have the 
privilege of voting to make a quorum, but for the present with 
hold my vote. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when Mr. SMITH’S name wasecalled). My 
colleague [Mr. SMivtH] is absent this morning, and is paired with 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusors]. If my colleague werk 
here he would vote ‘‘ nay.” : 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DIXON (after having voted intheaflirmative). I inquire 
if the Senator from Mississippi | Mr. MCLAURTN] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. DIXON. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Mississippi. I suggest to the Senator from Virginia |Mr. DAN- 
IML] that we transfer pairs, and that the Senator from Wash- 
ington |Mr. SQUIRE] stand paired with the Senator from Missis- 
sippi {Mr. McLAuRIN]. 

Mr. DANIEL. That is entirely agreeable to me. 

Mr. DIXON. Then my vote will stand. 

Mr. DANIEL. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. CAREY. I am paired with the junior Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. Irsy!, and withhold my vote. 

Mr. PASCO. I was requested by the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. FRYE] to state that he has necessarily been called from th 
Chamber, and that he stands paired with the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 

The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—16. 
Allison, Dolph, McMilian, Power, 
Cullom, Galiinger, Manderson, Sherman, 
Davis, Higgins, Morrill, Shoup, 
Dixon, Lodge, Pettigrew, Washburn. 
NAYS—32. 
Allen, Daniel, Jones, Ark. Teller, 
Bate, Faulkner, McPherson, Turple, 
Berry, George. Martin, Vest, 
Blackburn, Gibson, lills, Vilas, 
Caffery, Gray, Mitchell, Oregon Voorhees, 
Camden, Harris, Mitchell, Wis. Walsh, 
Cockrell, Hill, Pasco, White, 
Coke, Jarvis, Peffer, Wolcott 
NOT VOTING—37. 
Aldrich, Gordon, Lindsay, Ransom, 
Blanchard, Gorman, McLaurin, Roach, 
Brice, Hale, Morgan, Smith, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Murphy, Squire, 
Call, Hawley, Palmer, Stewart, 
Cameron, Hoar, Perkins, Stockbridge, 
Carey. Hunton, Platt, Wilson. 
Chandler, Irby, Proctor, 
Dubois, Jones, Ney. Pugh, 
e. Kyle, Quay, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, in further answer to the in- 
quiry of the Senator from New York[Mr. H1Lu], I will state that 
unquestionably the majority members of the Committee on Fi- 
nance have no legal rights in regard to amendments which are 
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not enjoyed by any other member of the Senate; but they are 
supposed officially to have the control of legislative changes for 
the friends of the measure. Now, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, in the interview from which [ have read a portion, not only 
undertakes to say that in this conference of Democratic mem- 
bers of the Finance Committeea general change is contemplated, 
but he undertakes to specify the character of some of the 
changes. Thisis the first intimation or idea that the Senate 
has had of the nature of some of these changes, although the 
newspapers have been full of them for the past ten days. 

I desire the attention of the honorable chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance to the statement which [ am about to make. 


been agreed to at the conference suggested here between the 
Secretary of the Treasury and some of the Democratic members 
of the Senate Finance Committee. The Senator from Indiana 
the other day stated that I uttered an untruth when I made a 
statement similar to this. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I desire to say one word. 
I did not say the Senator from Rhode Island uttered an untruth 
in the sense of personal offense. I said so atthe time. I meant 
to convey to the Senate and to the country the fact that he was 
talking on false information, as he is now. I did not then say 
that there would not be amendments. I said, in point of fact, I 
supposed there would be some; but when he stated the other 
day that already two or three hundred amendments had been 
agreed upon, I stated then that what he said was not true; and 
Tsay again here to-day itisnot true; notone word of it. Doubt- 
less there are amendments in contemplation. I saw the Secre- 
tary's statement this morning. It is merely conjectural as to 
what may possibly happen, but when the Senator from Rhode 
Island undertakes to say what has happened, I am here to say 
that his statement is not correct. I wish to make no ugly issue 
of veracity, but when he repeats the statement over and over 
again I say to him that his informant informs him falsely; and 
if le wants after this to reassert it, he will do so upon his own 
personal responsibility. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I repeat that I have been informed and be- 
lieve that at this very moment more than three hundred amend- 
ments, or in the neighborhood of three hundred amendments, are 
in print; that they are practically agreed upon by the high con- 
tracting parties who arecarrying on this negotiation, which will 
change completely the character of the pending measure. 

Now, what I desire to impress upon the country and upon the 
Senate is the fact that on this day, three months after the bill 
was sent here from the House of Representatives, Senators on the 
other side of the Chamber are no nearer a conclusion as to the 
character of the bill that they propose to ask us to vote upon than 
they were three months ago. The impetuous haste of the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee and the Senator from Indiana comes with 
very poor grace in the face of these facts. Get your bill ready, 
gentlemen, and we are ready from the moment it is presented to 
discuss its features. 

That discussion will not be short, because the bill involves 
many important questions of public policy. It involves the 
whole arrangement and readjustmentof the rates affecting great 
industries. If there has been any delay up to this mement in 
the consideration of the pending measure, that delay is sharge- 
able to your doors, gentlemen, and not to ours. 

There is another thing to which I wish to call the attention 
of the country. Thiscampaign of examination, this process of 
evolution has discredited and defeated three different tariff bills 
to this time. The so-called Wilson bill came here from the 

ouse of Representatives, not only with the vote of a majority 
of the Representatives of the people, but with the official sanc- 
tion, given in advance, of the Chief Executive of the United 
States. I will read what he says in regard to it: 


A measure has been prepared by the appropriate Congressional commit- 
tee embodying tariff reform on the lines herein suggested, which will be 
promptly submitted for legislative action. It is the result of much patri- 
otic and unselfish work, and I believe it deals with its subject consistently 
and as thoroughly as existing conditions permit. 


That bill is hore to-day, as I say, with the indorsement of the 
majority of the representatives of the people; it is here with 
the official indorsoment of the Chief Magistrate of the United 
States, the head of his political party, and it is here in this 
Chamber to-day without a friend ordefender. Itisa discredited 
and defeated measure. I took oceasion the other day to ask the 
other side to vote upon the provisions of the bill as itcame from 
the House of Representatives. You did not accept that sugges- 
tion, You will not accept it because you know as well as I know, 
and the country should know also, that the majority of the Sen- 
ate, a large majority of the Senate, is unalterably opposed to the 
provisions of that measure. 

Let us go astepfurther. The majority of the Finance Com- 
mittee agreed upon another measure which never saw the light 





of day, thanks to the efforts of the distinguished Senator from 
Ohio (Mr. BRICE] and other gentlemen acting in conference 
with him. This bill represented six weeks or two months of 
earnest work. It was submitted first to the Democratic mem- 
bers of the Committee on Finance and then to the Democratic 
caucus. That bill suffered the same fate of the Wilson bill, so 
called, and went to ignominious defeat, partly on account of the 
terms of the bill and partly, as suggested by Senators upon the 
other side of the Chamber, because it was prepared b, three 
gentlemen living west of the Mississippi River and south of the 
Ohio. The third measure, in regard to which defeat is now con- 


| ceded, is the bill reported by the majority of the Finance Com- 
I am informed and believe that three hundred amendments have | 


mittee, and which now lies upon your table. There is nota 


| Senator upon the other side of the Chamber whois bold enough 


to claim that the new bill to be presented here will be anything 
like the measure now upon your table. é 

What is to be the nature of the measure that is being pre- 
pared by the Secretary of the Treasury in conjunction with these 
other gentlemen? We on this side of the Chamber and the 
country have a right to know what the provisions are to be. 
There are a large number of other important measures pressing 
upon the Senate for action. Not a single one of the general ap- 
propriation bills has passed this body. Weareapproaching the 
time when the appropriations for the support of the Government 
must be made. 

Now, I wish to suggest in the utmost candor to my friend from 
Tennessee, if he is desirous of serving the public interests, that 
he should consent to postpone the consideration of this measure 
until their amendments have been agreed upon, then take up the 
appropriation bills. Whenever you are ready toreport your new 
tariff bill, whether it shall be this afternoon or to-morrow after- 
noon or any other time, we shall be prepared discuss it. 

I hope my impetuous friend from Tennessee will restrain his 
ardor until his side of the Chamber or at least until the repre- 
sentatives of his side of the Chamber upon the Finance Commit- 
tee have agreed upon a measure of some kind to which they can 
appeal to the country or think they can appeal to the countr 
with confidence. Until that time comes, I repeat, it comes with 
ill grace from any Democratic member of the Committee on Fi- 
nance to come in here morning after morning and insist that no 
public business shall be discussed or considered or adopted until 
this measure is disposed of. 


Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, what we have heard this morn 
ing and what we have seen is a pyrotechnic display by the enemy, 
I suppose, for the amusement of the groundlings and those wha 
are in the pit. The gentlemen on the other side of the Cham- 
ber attempted a military maneuver the other day. They had 
sent out their scouts and spies into our camp, and they thought 
they had discovered that there was a mutiny in progress. Be- 
ing military men, they sent areconnoissance in force to shell the 
woods to develop the enemy and to see whether we were there, 
or whether we were in retreat, or whether we were fighting 
eich other. In their ardor they pushed their columns too far. 
They saw the Democratic battalions coming out of the woods, 
and coming on both flanks at the same time, and under the lead- 
-_ of the Senator from Rhode Island they made their retreat 
with such precipitous haste that they lost a large number of 
their baggage wagons and alarge amount of their sutlers’ stores. 

The same game is being started to-day, and we are told in a 
legislative body that no question can be considered at all until 
it has met the unanimous consent of the re of the body. 
I should like to know what our rules are for. Why do we pro- 
vide for amendments? Why do we provide for debate? 

Mr. President, I have been a member of a legislative body of 
the nation for the last twenty years, and I venture to say that 
the records may be searched, and during that whole time you 
will not find a single appropriation bill or a single tariff bill 
brought before either body without amendments having been 
offered to it and considered by the body before the bill was 

d. Itis for that very purpose that we have rules of proce- 

ure, in order that defects may be pointed out in a measure so 

as to make it. meet the judgment of the majority of the body 

who are to pass it. When the pending billcomes up it is open to 
amendment. 

The gentleman says he understands there are three hundred 
amendments. He has a knowledge of what is going on in our 

arty that I do not have; and I should like to know how he is so 

amiliar with what is going on in the secret chambers of Demo- 
cratic councils. It seems to me there is some underground con- 
nection between friend from Rhode Island and the Demo- 
cratic side of this Chamber, and that some of the household of 
faith are not in the secret. 

Sup there are three hundred or three thousand amend- 
ments, and I know noth about them, if they do not meet my 
approval when they are ught before this Loay I shall take 
great pleasure in voting againstthem. SofarasIam concerned, 
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Iam going to try to aid in making a Democratic measure; and 
I am going to do my best to make it a Democratic measure. 

But I can understand what the Senator from Rhode Island 
and those who are around him are after. He knows very well 
that if by divisions on this side of the Chamber he can defeat 
the bill, as it is in some of its features, then he will have a 
worse measure, the existing law, which he was so instrumental 
in putting upon the statute books, and which he is so anxious to 
retain with all its enormities. He is against anything that bet- 
ters that law, and hence he wants the Democratic majority on 
this side of the Chamber to do something that is impossible, to 
make a bill that meets the views of every member of the ma- 
jority before it shall be submitted to the Republican side of the 
Chamber. 

If the bill does not suit you, and if the three hundred amend- 
ments do not suit you, offer three thousand more to make it suit 
you. Thenif the bill does not suit you, exercise the constitu- 
tional power you have in this body to Born against it and vote 
against it. We will present our bill. If it does not suit us we 
will amend it as it goes along. Thatisour right. We have a 
Committee on Finance to whom we have intrusted the keeping 
of the bill and conducting it through the parliamentary stages 
of this body. Ifatevery moment of that procedure the majority 
in this body shall think proper to make an amendment upon the 
bill we have aright todoit. The bill we have submitted isthe 
bill on the Calendar to be tried. When it is taken up we shall 
take up paragraph by paragraph or in any other way, and we 
shall submit our amendments toit and make it conform to our 
own views if wecandoso. All this talk about making a bill 
that is perfect, and that it is due to the minority on the other 
side that we shall agree to a bill, and that not an ‘‘i” should be 
dotted or a ‘*t” crossed before we call on them to say what they 
will do about, is idle, child’s play. 

Now, gentlemen, [ do not know whether you are in the minor- 
ity or not; but, if so, all you can dois to offer amendments as 
they come and debate them. If you are in the majority, defeat 
the bill, as you have the power under the parliamentaryrules to 
do. 
of this body. Point out the men who constitute that majority. 
Only a minority sit on the other side of the Chamber. If you 
are in communication with men on this side who, added to your 
strength, put you ina es name your colleagues and your 
auxiliaries on this side with whose aid you propose to destroy 


the bill that is offered to this body as an answer to the demands | 


of the Democratic people of the United States. 
Mr. GRAY. Name them by a yea-and-nay vote. 
Mr. MILLS. I propose that we shall proceed to consider the 


bill in all its paragraphs, and if any Senator on this or the other | 


side thinks proper to offer an amendment, let him do it, let it 
be considered, and let us go on with the business of the body. I 
propose further than that, if I can get enough Senators in the 
Chamber to join with me, to change the rules of this body, to 
make the bill respond to the wishes of a majority of the body, 
and pass it now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I can assure my friend from 
Texas that I have no means of knowing what is done in what he 
chooses to call the secret conferences of the Democratic party 
that are not open to all the world. I have made no statement 
here that every bright man in the press gallery—and I think 
there are none there that do not answer this description—does 
not know to be true. The only thing that surprises me in re- 
spect to it is the constant denials that are made. It seems to 
be the function of one part of the committee to deny and of an- 
other part toadmit. I would suggest to our friends upon the 
other side of the Chamber to get together in their statements in 
regard to all these questions. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I desire to protest against 
some of the statements made by the Senator from Rhode Island 

Mr. ALDRICH]. He has said that the bill can not, in its present 
orm, be discussed intelligently. I insist that that is a grave 
reflection upon the Senator from “eon (Mr. DoLPH], for whom 
I feel no special interest, but that it is also a most serious reflec- 
tion upon my colleague [Mr. CULLOM]. He has delivered an 
elaborate speech here, which I suppose he intended to be intel- 
ligent. I protest ageian the remarks of the Senator from 
ode Island. The Senate will recollect the able and most pro- 
found speech delivered by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
GINS] a day or twe ago on the pending bill. Who will charac- 
terize that as being an unintelligent a ion? I concede that 
the Senator from Rhode Island, in his own personal case, has 
demonstrated that whatever others may say his discussion is a 
probable failure. Beyond that I am not prepared to go. 

I wish to say seriously at this stage of the proceeding, that, 
without being profoundly skilled in liamentary law, I had 
supposed the very object of debate and discussion was that the 
true merits of a bill and every partof the bill may be considered, 
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and that the bill may be perfected. The Senator from Rhode 
Island, I think, means to be in the attitude of those of whom it is 
said, ‘‘ Blessed are the peacemakers.” No doubt his motives are 
altogether to be commended. But still, what does the Senator 
mean when he insists that the bill is not satisfactory to all the 
members of the Democratic party? That may be true, and it is 
probably true, but who has authority in any parliamentary body 
to prepare a measure and submit it to be accepted by every mem- 
ber of the party in the majority? I wish to say to the Senator 
from Rhode Island that I have not given my power of attorney 
to any Senator or any number of Senators. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not even to the Secretary of the Treasury? 

Mr. PALMER. Not to the Secretary of the Treasury. I do 
not know what was the practice under the former Administra- 
tion of the Government. I do not know whether the Secretary 
of the Treasury was the recognized master of his party or not. 
I know the distinguished Senator from Ohio[Mr. SHERMAN] 
was once Secretary of the Treasury. Speaking seriously, I re- 
cognize his eminent abilities: but I donot suppose there was a 
time in the history of his administration when he laid down the 
law to his party and expected absolute and implicit obedience. 
What would become of this body? This body is not now the 
most —— part of the Government by a good deai; but if it 
should be said that the Secretary of the Treasury is prescribing 
the law for the government of the members of the party with 
which he acts, or that after the President or the Finance Com- 
mittee has spoken no Senator dare open his mouth, what would 
be the effect of that impression if it should reach the country? 
It would not disgrace us, because we would be disgraced already 
if any Senator had parted with his right to present his opinions 
and act upon them. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island has been a 
member of this body along time. I supposed it was the office 
of a Senator to consider measures when proposed, whether origi- 
nal or amendatory, and that it was a matter of congratulation 
that a measure is amended and perfected as itis being considered 
here by those interested init. I had not supposed that the fact 
that some amendments may be meditated, some may be agreed 
upon, others made by committee, was a ground of difficulty or 
objection to any measure. I[ suggest to the Senator from Rhode 
Island, with his eminent abilities, his large experience, that if 
he will give the Senate the benefit of his superior knowledge 
upon the various provisions of the bill he will render a service 
to the country beyond all question. 

But the Senator worries himself because of amendments being 


| presented which he has not seen, and in regard to which [I sup- 


pose he has had no opportunity of examination and has formed 
noopinion. He is alarmed, not about the bill, I take it, as it is 
to-day. He seems to be trembling over possible changes in the 
bill. ‘Sufficient unto the day is the evil thereof.” Suflicient 
it will be for us to meet amendments when they are proposed. 
I trust the Senator from Rhode Island will not believe that any 
of us have so far parted with our manhood and our independence 
as to be committed to any amend ment of which we have never 
heard or that we will accept when the amendments come that 
which is given us without discussion. Let the Senator abide 
his time; let him possess his soul in patience. The hour of ex- 
planation willcome. Then Lapprehend the Senator from Rhode 
Island will do as he has always done; he will discharge his duty 
and speak of the merits of the original proposition and of any 
amendments in such language as his judgment may dictate. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, | happened not to be pres- 
ent in my seat on Saturday when the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN] indulged in some remarks and criticisms. I regret 
to say that it has been difficult for me to remain in the Senate 
as much as I ought within the last few weeks. I trust I shall do 
better hereafter. 

In looking at the Recorp of yesterday morning I find that the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] indulged.in some very ex- 
traordinary statements which I think ought to be noticed, com- 
ing from the source they do. I have the RECORD here before 
me, in which he used the following language: 

I wish what I say here to be distinctly understood not only by members of 
the Senate but by the people we represent. This bill has never had the con- 
sideration that has been vo to a tariff bill during my period of nearly 
forty years in Congress. ever has a tariff bill been treated as this tariff 


bill has been treated. 
This bill has never been considered by the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. President, I repeat, that is a single sentence by itself, ut- 
tered by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]: 


This bill has never been considered by the Committee on Finance. Not 
one of the amendments was submitted to us until they were agreed upon by 
the majority of that committee, and we therefore could not change them. 
The honorable Senator who sits by my side, the venerable Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], who wrote out the Morrill tariff bill and is prob- 
ably better informed than anyone else upon the subject, had no opportunity 
to say whether the amendments proposed should be agreed to by the Com- 
miitee on Finance. The Senator from lowa [Mr. ALLISON], an old and ex- 








perienced member, had no opportunity of that kind. Lhad no opportunity 
of that kind, except to vote against the amendments in gross. 

- fhe Senator fromjXhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH],who isconfessedly the best- 
informed man in regard to the various subjects. embraced in our tariff le; 
lation, had no more opportunity than the rest.of us had. Therefore the bill 
comes before us in committee as it comes before every Senator here. We 
have never had the opportunity to expressour opinions and proposeamend- 
ments to the amendments of the committee, Itis:a bill before us de novo in 
every part of it, and we have totake it up in detail for consideration. 


Now, Mr. President, I am not going to indulge in questions of 
veracity, but I think I will show on the part of the Senator from 
Ohio the most extraordinary lapse of memory the world has 
ever known. I have the record of the committee on this subject 
in my hand. If there is any dispute in regard to the statement 
which I am going to make [ shall ask unanimous. consent that 
this journal, officially made from day to day, may be read at the 
desk. By this record it appears that the bill was reported by 
me to the full Committee on Finance on the 8th day of March, 
the Senator from Ohio being present. I am indulging in no 
mere recollection. I have taken the pains, after seeing this ex- 
traordinary statement, to verify what I am going to say by the 
record, and to base what I say upon the record. This bill as it 
is here before the Senate was reported to the Finance Commit- 
tee in full meeting on the 8th dayof March. It remained there 
subject to the consideration of the committee until the 20th day 
of March, when it was reported here: It was in fill committee 
and under consideration by the full committee for twelve days, 
or ten daysif you taketwo Sundaysout. Wemetevery weekday 
except one, and several days we met twice, and worked all the 
time. And yet the statement is-made to goto the country that 
this bill has never been considered at all by the Committee on 
Finance. 

I am patient and long-suffering and forbearing, Mr. Presi- 
dent, and [ believe it is in order at this time to. charge every- 
thing on the Democratic party, and to assert: that. we are re- 
sponsible foreverything, but onceina while the limit is reached, 
and it is reached in thisinstance. I repeat, I have the record 
here, which shows that from the 8th day of March until the 
17th—Saturday, when we agreed to report the bill—we were in 
session every day, several days twice a day, some of the times 
the Senator from Ohio being present and taking part, while at 
other times, [ regrot to-say, not. present. 

I say further, that instead of being denied the right to offer 
amendments, the Senator from Vermont [Mr: MorRIL1] will 
bear me witness that he brought forward a list of amendments 
which he desired to offer, and from the affection and the great 
respect [ have for him I took peculiar careand peculiar pleasure 
in seeing that he should have a hearing on every one of them. 
The Senator from Ohio himself, as the record here shows, offered 
amendments to the bill, and discussed them and the bill. We 
had ten meetings of the full committee devoted to the considera- 
tion of this bill, which the Senator from Ohio: ina fit of total 
forgetfulness—certainly nothing more—announced to the coun- 
try never had any consideration at all before that committee. 
We were on it twelve days, and, taking out two Sundays, we had 
ten working days, and two or three of those working days we 
were in session both in the forenoon and afternoon. Woe met 
every day at 10 o'clock, stayed in session until 12, and had an 
agrees adjournment to the afternoon several times. There is 
the record. 

If there is any question about this matter, I intend to ask the 
Senate for unanimous consent to have it read from. end to end. 
There is nothing this.committes shrinks from, and there is 
nothing more that 1 intend tosubmit to than the truth will war- 
rant. I recognize the troubles that environ us, and I intend 
when this debate closes that I can look myself at least in the 
face and feel thaf I have done my duty in the fear of my Maker 
and without fear of my fellow-man. gave, in fact, toa much 
time. We gave nearly two weeks of the precious time of the 
country, the business of the country all the while asking for 
speedy and rapid action, and we sitting from day to day—as the 


members of the committee on the other side well know and 
earnestly demanded from day to day, there ourselves, 
discussing every possible feature that could arise- men 
semewhat intelligent u this subject. 


If the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from Vermont say 
that we did not adopt their amendments (though I believe we 
did adopt one offered by the Senator from Ohio and listened to 
all he offered with the utmost i oy my answer is that we 
were not there to make a. Republ tari bill; we were not 
there to make a protective ff measure. While to 
every word the Senator from Vermont had to say in be 
his numerous amendments, yet he himself did not exp 
this side of the Chamber, entertaining the views we 
cur with him. 

Ishall makeanother statement, Mr. President. 


of 
sus on 
» to con- 


those 


During 
ten meetings the official journal of which I have here, which 
the Senatorfrom lowa[Mr. ALLISON ]is now examining, a journal 
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kept.by. Mr. Durfee, acting. as clerk to the Senate Finance Com- 
mittee, many Senators from both sides of the Chamber appeared 
before us, asked for hearings, and got them, for we listened to 
every Senator who had anything to say. 

I recall that the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHoup]—I happen 
to see him—was there on the subjectof lead. The Senator from 
Virginia[Mr. DANIEL] was there. The Senator from Maine 
(Mr. HALE] came. before.us witha most interesting and strong 
statement on the subject of lumber, I remember very well. 
Many other Senators appeared there. And yet we have the state- 
ment made here on this. floor that this bill was not considered 
in the Finance Committee at all! I could not allow that state- 
ment to go, nor shall I allow it to go. I have too much respect 
for the Senator from Ohio to characterize the recklessness and 
carelessness evinced by his statement in language which really 
is warranted under the circumstances. I can say, and every 
man of the committee with any spirit of fairness will bear wit- 
ness, that. there has been no a4 3 of liberality on my part to- 
ward the minority of the committee. If any criticism might 
justly be leveled against me it would rather be that I had ex- 
tended too much. 

The Senator from Rhode: Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who was 
present every day, knows what I say is true. He got his own 
date-for the report of the bill here to the Senate. It was on his 
own urgent point of contention that I reported the bill on the 
20th of March with the understanding and agreement. that it 
should not. be taken up until the 2d day of April. 

Now, Mr. President, there are some other things in the state- 
ment of the Senator from Ohio that [ had thought of discussing, 
but I willleave the matter for the present as itis, with the un- 
derstanding thatif there is any question about the accuracy of 
the statement I have made [ shallask to have the official journal 
of the committee read at the desk. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I have looked over not only 
the part of my remarks on Saturday which was read by the Sen- 
ator from Indiana, but also the other parts about which he has 
commented. Lwill read it again. I say the statement is sub- 
stantially true, I think in every word; and I think I can show 
to the Senatorthat. heis basing his idea upon a wrong definition 
of what the Committee, on Finance is. The Committee on Fi- 
nance is composed of 11 members,6 of whom are Democrats and 
5 are Republicans. The 6 of. the 11 are not the Committee on 
Finance. The committees are organized with a view to have 
every ge and every shade of opinion in the committee rep- 
resented in the considerationof any bill or question. Now, what 
are the facts? I said here in a single sentence: 

This bill has never been considered by the Committee on Finance. 

The Senator detaches that from the context, which as a good 
lawyer he ought not to do. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator misstates the fact. I read it 
in connection with the context right through. 

Mr: SHERMAN. Oh, he read here: 

This bill has never been considered by the Committee on Finance. 

Then he said, “ this is a distinct sentence.” 

Mr. VOORHEES. It is. 

Mr: SHERMAN. Then he went on and commented upon it. 
But what follows? 

Not one of the amendments was submitted to us— 

I was talking about the minority of the committee, as isshown 
by the previous language— 

Not one of the amendments was. submitted to us until they were agreed 
} se by the majority of that committee, and we therefore could not change 


Now, is there any doubt about that? Is it not true? Is not 
that the gist of the whole argument, that the amendments 
were made by the six members? I appeal to every gentile- 
man of the committee here before me whether they were not 
brought in and submitted to us. Now, that is what I said, and 
that is true. Itis not the way that other bills have been handled. 
Let me goalittle further. I said: 


The honorable Senator who sits by my side, the venerable Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], who wrote out the Morrill tariff bill and is prob- 
ably better informed than anyone else upon the subjeet, had.no opportunity 
to say Whether the admendments proposed should be agreed to by the Com- 
mtitee on Finance. 


The Senator from Vermont will answer for himself. 
rv from Iowa [Mr. ON], an.old and experienced member, 
had no tunity of that kind, except 
t Rhode Island 


/ Senator from 
‘essedly the best eemes manin te 
tion, no more oppor 
in committee as 


it comes We ne reer tage Sian - —_ 
to express our and propose amendmen e amendments 0: 
committee. It isa bill before us de nove in every part of it. 


I will say further that bill was never read: in the committee 
in detail and open for amendments. The bill was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. It was there open before us all, but 
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no action was taken upon the bill. The majority always con- 
trols that action,and it was not until after the majority had met 
together separately, not with us, not after notice to us—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. May I interrupt the Senator for a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; but I donot like it very well. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I entirely agree with the Senator from 
Ohio about the question of interruption on the floer. Ido not 
like it myself, and I do not want to doit, All I wish to say is 
that the Senator will bear witness that on the 8th of March, 
when I[ reported the bill it was printed, and that a printed copy 
was put into the hands of every member of the committee. That 
answers the question whetherit was read. Each man took a copy 
of it home with him. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Ofthe bill proposed to boamended undoubt- 
edly we had a copy, every member of the Senate had a copy, 
every citizen of the United States had it, because it was printed 
in the newspapers, but it was never considered in committee by 
the eleven members. If the amendments that had been offered 
by the committee and reported to us had been taken up one by 
one and considered in the committee of eleven no man can say 
that the result would have been precisely as it was. Even the 
honorable Senator, in his eloquent speech on the report of the 
bill, said that there were things in it he did not approve of. 
Suppose he had voted his disapproval in the committee, then 
there would have been a judgment and a ccnsideration by the 
committee. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] 
was also in the same situation. 

Senators on the other side can not have any controversy with 
me about this matter. 

It is true that this bill was not treated in the usual way bills 
are treated in committees of the Senate. It was not taken = 
and read through in detail, and debate invited and objection o 
fered. If that had been done,no doubt much of the difficulty 
that arises now in the divisions among our Democratic friends 
on the other side would have been avoided. No doubt many 
points of objections would have been made to the amendments 
that they offered,and many reasons for not adopting some of 
the provisions of the bill would have been presented. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to ask 
him a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. The question I want to ask the Senator from 
Ohio is this: Did he not haveample opportunity to offer any and 
every amendment to the bill that he chose to offer and to have 
it voted upon in committee? 

Mr. SHERMAN. We had not the usual opportunity to offer 
amendments at the proper time and place, boeomen when this 
committee of six Democrats had among themselves agreed upon 
amendments it was as idle as the wind, a vain and foolish act for 
a sensible man, to then propose amendments against a caucus de- 
cree, if lam not mistaken. I will leave ittothe Senators tosa 
whether the work of this committee was submitted to a cauc 
before we had the opportunity to act upon it, for upon that I ma 
be mistaken. The newspapers said that the general proposi- 
tions had been agreed upon by this political section of the com- 
mittee, had been submitted to a caucus, and then reported to us. 
What hope had we tochange them? 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will allow me, he says he did 
not have the usual een Now, I want the Senator to 
answer distinctly that he did have the opportunity to offer any 
— —_e amendment that he chose to offer or to deny it ex- 

citly. 

Pan SHERMAN. Not until— 

Mr. HARRIS. And I should be glad to have the Senator tell 
me also how the consideration of the bill in committee differed 
—_— the consideration of the McKinley bill when he had charge 
ot it. 

Mr.SHERMAN. There can not be among.grown men like 
ourselves any difference of opinion about it. We had no oppor- 
tunity to offer amendments until the amendments had been 
adopted by the partisan branch, a majority of the committee, 
and also, as I believe, by a Democratic caucus. 

Now, sir, that was not, according to my recollection, the way 
in which the McKinley tariff bill was passed. 
aright there was no caucus on the bill, and no restraint made 
upon any member. Every member was invited into our meet- 
ing in considering that bill. 

i do not say that the majority have not the power to do this, 
but’ I say they have not the right to do it, and I believe that it 
will react against them; that if they had pursued the usual 
course of taking up the bill when it was first sent to us, item by 
item, they would undoubtedly, as the majority, have had the 
control of the bill, but they would have heard at least the ob- 
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jections of the minority tothe proposedamendments or to the 
special features of the bill that were complained of; and no doubt 
the result of the usual interchange of friendly communication 
would have followed, which always occurs in committee, because 
in the Committee on Finance, so far as I know, there never has 
been, not in many years at least, a single word of unkindness or 
impatience at delay, or anything of an objectionable character. 
We areall brethren of the same faith, although of different po- 
litical parties. 








Now, that was not the way, and Senators know it was not the 
way in which this bill was treated. i do not doubt the power 
of the majority of the committee, but I doubt the expediency of 


the exercise of their power in that way. 

There can be no question of veracity between the honorable 
Senator from Indiana and myself, because he and I probaby 
would look at the facts differently. The honorable Senatorfrom 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] can state how he regarded the matter. 
From conversation I have just had with himI learn that he looks 
uponitas Ido. Hedid introduce some amendments when I was 
not there. I was unable to be there for a few days: but that 
was after the main bill had been reported back to the commit- 
tee. He did propose some amendments then, and [ under- 
stand they were referred tv another committee outside. How- 
ever, he can state that himself. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is another thing I wish tostate. I 
offered one or twoamendments. One amendment was concurred 
in, I believe, by general assent, and at the proper time it will 
be revorted. It can be reported at any time. I[ will hear the 
Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator from Ohio yield to me 
for a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN, 


speech. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Does not the Senator from Ohio remember 
that there was a long list of amendments handed in by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, the Senator from Iowa, and some, I think, 
by the Senator from Ohio himself? Those amendments were 
considered. They were some twenty or thirty in number. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [ offered but two amendments. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Those amendments were consifered by 
the committee, and, as a matter of course I supposed the Senator 
from Ohio understood that the Democatic side of the committee 
were finally to pass upon them, and if a majority vote, consisting 
of the six Democratic votes, should decide toreject those amend- 
ments offered by the Republican side of the committee, I sup- 
posed the Senator would submit to the result. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Isuppose the Senator has put his question. 
Now, Mr. President, the right to offer an amendment after the 
bill had been passed upon and amended by the majority is no 
right at all, and we treated it as it should have been properly 
treated. We ought to have declined to offer any amendments 
or to have any conversation about the bill. I was not present 
when the Senator from Vermont offered any amendments. [| 
felt that the majority of the committee had taken the bill in 
their charge, and treated it as purely a party measure, about 
which they did not care to hear the opinions of the minority. I 
submit, as a matter of course, as I always do, to the decision of 
the majority, either in committee or in the Senate, but still the 
fact remains the same that this bill has not been treated in the 
way in which other tariff bills have been treated. [t was not 
read over in detail, item by item, aswe shail have to read it here, 
so that amendments offered by any member or by any group of 
members might be debated in a friendly and conversational way. 
That is what I complain of—not that the bill was not considered 
in committee, but that it was not considered in committee as such 
bills have usually been considered. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I desire merely to say that 
we had the tariff biil under our consideration for ten days, as 
the chairman of the committee has stated. But I also wish to 
say that the discussion was very discursive. Sometimes it was 
upon the tariff schedules; sometimes upon the administrative 
parts, and sometimes upon the income tax. I did occupy, I sup- 
pose, twenty minutes in presenting my objections to the bill, 
and I called special attention to several points. The time was 
taken up sometimes by the Senator from Virginia, sometimes 
by the Senator from Maine, and some others. I believe that I 
offered to have a vote taken upon but a single amendment; pos- 
sibly there might have been two; and when the vote was about 
to be taken upon the amendment, and I thought from the gen- 
eral expression it would be favorable, it was then suggested by 
a member on the; Democratic side of the committee that it had 
better be taken in the other room, and therefore that was not 
considered, and’ one which had ben considered was reconsid- 
ered. 

I think that. the party in power have a perfect right to pre-* 


Iwill yield for a question, but not for a 
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sent just such a bill as they see fit to present, but as for having 
a vote directly upon any of the articles in the — of schedules, 
Iam not aware that there were any votes taken by the full com- 
mittes. There was a general assent and ——— upon sug- 
gestions from all sides of the committee, and sometimes sugges- 
tions by the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury were agreed to 
by the committee, no one objecting; but as for any voteson the 
part of the whole committee Ido not remember that there were 


any. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, if the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN] and the Senator from Vermont|Mr. MORRILL] desire 
to be understood as asserting that the Republican members of 
the Finance Committee were not permitted to shape this bill 
they are within the limits of the truth. They were not permit- 
ted; it never was intended that they should be permitted; nor 
is it intended now that the other side of the Chamber shall be 
permitted to shape the bill. 

a SHERMAN. Thatisall right. That [ understand per- 
fectly. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course itis right. I want to add that if 
any member of the committee undertakes to say that he did not 
have the opportunity in committee to offer any amendment that 
he chose to offer, the ample opportunity to discuss it, the ample 
opportunity to have it voted upon by the committee, he does 
injustice to himself, to the other members of the committee, 
and a gross injustice to the fact of the case. No more than this 
do I desire to say. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that the record 
which has been alluded to by the Senator from Indiana may be 
read at the desk, except that portion of it (as the Senator will ob- 
serve in reading it closely) which relates to matters not con- 
nected with the tariff. There are some such things in it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President,I consenttothat. Asthere 
is a difference of recollection between the Senator from Ohioand 
myself, I now do what I said I would, thatis, ask unanimous con- 
sent that the journal of the proceedings of the committee be 
read from the desk, and I call attention before it is proceeded 
with to this statement made by the Senator from Ohio: 

We have never had the opportunity to express our opinions and propose 
amendments to the amendments of the committee. Itisa bill before us de 
novo in every part of it, and we have to take it up in detail for consideration. 

Task that this statement may be remembered in connection with 
his other statement, that this bill has never been considered by 
the Committee on Finance. ILask for the reading of the journal. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana asks 
unanimous consent that the journal of the Finance Committee 
as it relates to the tariff, and which is in the hands of the Secre- 
tary, shall be read from the desk. 

Mr. TURPIE. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The junior Senator from In- 
diana objects to the request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. TURPIR. I am perfectly willing that the record should 
go into the RECORD to be madea part of the speech of a Senator 
who wishes to incorporate it in his remarks, but one of the things 
not on the free list is time. We can read itall to-morrow agreat 
deal better than it can be read from the desk. 

Mr. VOORHEES. It is not long. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the junior Senator from Indiana only ob- 
jects to the reading because of the consumption of time I will 
suggest to his colleague that he ask that it may be inserted in 
the RecorD. Idonotdesirethatitshali be read at this moment, 
but let it be printed, omitting such portions of the record as do 
not relate to the tariff question. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I accept the suggestion. There are some 

assages in it, perhaps, relating to the consideration of nomina- 
tions which were before the committee. Those will be omitted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana asks 
unanimous consent that the proceedings of the Finance Com- 
—— be printed as a part of the record of the proceedings of 
to-day. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I object to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Omitting the part that refers 
to nominations. Is there objection? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I — 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let the journal be returned to me. I 
know how to getitin. I have some voice and strength left, and 
I can read it. 

Mr. A. There is no objection, I understand, to the read- 

of the journal at the desk. 
r. GALLINGER. Of course not. 

Mr. VOORHEES. This is the journal: 

Proceedings of the Finance Committee from Thursday, March 8, 1894, when 
the bill H. R. 4864 was laid before the committee—— 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield i> the Senator from Pennsylvania? 


Aprit 30, 


Mr. VOORHEES. I decline to 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
clines to Rom 

Mr. VOORHEES. This is a kind of business the Senator 
from Pennsylvania ought to spare me in. 

Mr. QUAY. [ peer desired to ms that I understood there 
was no objection to reading the journal at the desk. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes, there was. 

Mr. QUAY. It is not desired to inflict the reading on the 

Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator from Pennsylvania has got 
things wrong end foremost over there. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The junior Senator from In- 
diana [Mr. TURPIE] objected. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The journal is as follows: 

Proceedings-of the Finance Committee from Thursday, March 8, 1894, when the 
bill H. R. 4564 was laid before the committee with amendments submitted by 
the majority, to March 17, when it was agreed to report the bill to the Senate. 

[Proceedings of the Finance Committee. ] 
THURSDAY, March 8, 1894. 


ield. 
he Senator from Indiana de 


The committee met pursuant to call. 

Present: Senators D. W. VoorHgES, chairman; MCPHERSON, HARRIS, 
VeEst, JONES of Arkansas, MORRILL, SHERMAN, ALLISON, and ALDRIOCG. 

The Chair laid before the committee the bill H. R. 4864, printed with the 
amendments which had been agreed to by the majority members of the 
committee. Some discussion occurred as to how long the minority of the 
cmanyee desired to retain the bill in committee, but no definite action was 

en. 

Mr. MORRILL asked that the Treasury Department be requested to submit 
an estimate of the amount of revenue which would be derived from the bill 
if it became a law, giving such data in detail. 

Mr. VEST stated—— 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indi- 
ana yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let me say a word in colloquy with the 
Senator from Ohio. I can not submit to interruptions and get 
through with this reading in any proper form. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I yielded to eae by the Senator. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I know you did, and I will yield to you. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish simply to say that ‘the first state- 
ment in the journal covers all that I have said about this whole 
matter, that we had no opportunity to pass upon the amend- 
ments which were reported by the majority of the committee. 

Mr. VOORHEES. We will see whether the statement that 
you had no opportunity to move amendments to the amendments 
of the committee is true or not. The statement of the Senator 
from Ohio is that they had no opportunity to move amendments 
to the amendments made by the committee, and we will see di- 
rectly whether that is correct or not. Of course it is totally in- 
correct: 

Mr. MORRILL asked that the Treasury popertmen’ be requested to submit 
an estimate of the amount of revenue which would be derived from tie bill 
if it became a law, giving such data in detail. Mr. VEsT stated that the 
Treasury a was gecperiog such a statement, which would be ready 
probably at the next mee of the committee. The committee ordered 
that a print of the bill be made showing the existing law, the House bill, and 
the Finance Committee amendments; also, that the statement of revenue 
effect be printed therewith. Mr. ALDRICH 
from the wool manufacturers of the United 
fore the committee: 


“To the Finance Committee of the Senate: 

“The wool manufacturers of the United States learn with profound 
amazement that the Finance Committee, while ignoring their request for a 
hearing upon the provisions of the Wilson tariff bill, has so amended that 
measure as to still further reduce the totally inadequate protection ac- 
corded the various branches of this important industry by the House of 
Representatives.” 

If I were in debate (and I am on my feet for a speech if I wish 
to make one) I would say that with the 11 cents a pound of pro- 
tection on wool since 1867 wool has gone to nothing. Your pro- 
tection has killed the price of wool. Woolinthe grease has sold 
in the last year ata cent and a half a pound in New York with 
11 cents a pound protection. There is not a man fit to be out- 
side of a lunatic asylum who would claim that protection was 
helping an article in that way. In 1867 wool was selling for 68 
cents. - Twenty years later, under your protection, it sold down 
to 34, and within the last few years it sold down to7 and some- 
times 5 cents, and in the grease at 14. And yet you talk about 

rotection helping wool! With a duty of 11 cents a pound now, 
ft has gone to nearly no price atall! I just interject that re- 
mark to make you feel comfortable, in view of your wool pro- 
tection. 

A convention of wool manufacturers, knit-goods manufacturers, carpet 
manufacturers, etc.— 

Met, and they memoralized us to _— them double what they 
have now, perhaps 22 cents a pound of protection. Protection 
has not neenuehel ai kind of wool, and well you know it. Wool 
has gone down, and down, and down under the highest — 
tion you can lay upon it. I did not, however, undertake to read 
a letter of this kind. I will proceed with the proceedings of 
the Finance Committee. 


resented the following letter 
tates, asking for a hearing be- 


‘* MARCH 7, 1804. 








1894. 








Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that in justice—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will let it be printed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; in justice to the memorialists, as long 
as the Senator criticises their argument so severely, he ought 
to read it. : 

Mr. VOORHEES. The memorial wil! be printed as part of 
the journal of the committee. It is as follows: 


A convention of wool manufacturers, knit-goods manufacturers, carpet 
manufacturers, wholesaleclothiers, commission merchants, and others whose 
business interests are vitally affected by tne proposed revision of Schedule 
K, was held in New York City on January 10, 1894, at which a protest was 
unanimously adopted whichset forth the most objectionable features of this 
schedule of the Wilsor bill. It was therein stated, on the responsibility of 
more than eleven hundred citizens engaged in the various branches of this 
industry, that the adoption of this schedule in its then form “‘ would destroy 
a large part of the — tal invested in this industry, and render it uncertain 
whether the remainder shall be productive.’ It was stated that the bill 
forced upon this industry a transformation of the most radical character, 
without any precaution against disaster from an abrupt reversal of eco- 
nomic conditions. It was stated that its enactment must compel a reduc- 
tion of weer equal to 25 to 40 per cent, under circumstances which rendered 
it doubtful if the manufacture could even then maintain itself against for- 
eign competition. 

t was and is believed that the Wilson bill, so far as Schedule K is con- 
cerned, was framed with no adequate conception of its practical effects. 

The manufacturers have been at all times prepared to demonstrate this 
fact, and to establish by indisputable evidence the statements above re- 
cited. At no time since the bill was originally framed have they had any 
opportunity, before any committee of either House, to analyze and explain 
the effects of these proposed rates, or to point out the technical errors in the 
classification and phraseology of the schedule. 

The still more radical uctions now proposed by the Senate Finance 
Committee are based upon no intelligent information. They are proposed 
in self-evident disregard of consequences, and the manufacturers are again 
compelled to ask that an opportunity be accorded them to show to the 
Finance Committee what these consequences must be. 

It isinconceivable to these manufacturers that legislation which threatens 
the destruction of more than five hundred millions of capital, invested ina 
group of allied industries scattered throughout the Union, shall be enacted 

y an American Congress, in the face of this positive and unequivocal as- 
sertion of its destructiveness, and in total disregard of the earnest prayers 
of these petitioners to be heard in self defense. They havesearched in vain 
for any precedent for so arbitrary a course; it is found in the experience of 
no other civilized country. 

Believing their appeal to be perfectly reasonable, they again respectfully 
ask the Finance Committee to allow them the Retemege of a hearing before 
judgment of confiscation is passed. This petition is made in the name of 
the 1,150 manufacturers and merchants participating in the New York con- 
vention of January 10, 1894. 

Respectfully submitted, 


S. N. D. NORTH, Secretary. 
The committee declined to give the pesetne 
The committee then adjourned until 10 o’clock, Saturday, March 10. 


{Proceedings of the Finance Committee.] 


SATURDAY, March 10, 1894. 


We did not meet on Friday. The bill was laid before the 
committee on Thursday, the 8th. OnFriday, on account of some 
engagement of members, we did not meet. On Saturday we met. 


The committee met pursuant to agreement. 

Present: Senators VOORHEES, chairman; HARRIS, VEST, JONES of Arkan- 
sas, MORRILL, ALLISON, and ALDRICH. 

The majority of the committee presented the estimate of the effect of the 
bill 4864, ret by them to the full committee, It was ordered to be 
printed. > e committee then adjourned until Monday morning, March 12, 
at 10 o’clock. 


Mr. ALLISON. What was ordered to be printed? 

Mr. VEST. Anestimate from the Department. 

Mr. VOORHEES. An estimate of the effect of the bill—that 
is, its revenue effect. 


[Proceedings of the Finance Committee. ] 


MONDAY, March 12, 1894. 


The committee met pursuant to agreement. 

Present: Senators VOORHEES, chairman; HARRIS, VEST, JONES of Arkan- 
sas, MCPHERSON, MORRILL, SHERMAN, ALLISON, and ALDRICH. 

Note.—Mr. SHERMAN was present only for a very few minutes on account 
of sickness. 

The new print of the bill was laid before the committee. It was ordered 
that the committee meet at 10 o’clock daily— 


Daily— 
and sit until 12 meridian, until otherwise ordered. 


Mr. ALDRICH presented the following een from the firearms op- 
eratives of Worcester, Mass., asking for a hearing: 


“ MARCH 12, 1894. 
“To the Finance Committee of the Senate: 


“The und ed, 2 committee pcos, the operatives employed in 
the manufacture of revolving firearms and breech-loading shotguns for 
Forehand Arms Company, in the city of Worcester, Mass., have been sent to 
Washington by our fellow-workmen for the purpose of sec @ hearing 
before your honorable committee to protest against the rates of duty upon 
the above-named articles proposed in the Wilson tariff bill and approved by 

the eenate! aeoees ee in the wolietinaes nS 
“The unders' co 6, represen ese Operatives, although now 
American citizens, have been employed in the manufacture of firearms in 
European factories in European countries, both upon the Continent and in 
England, and are familiar with the rates of paid for this kind of work 
abroad. They are pre to demonstrate that the they are now re- 
ceiving in Worcester, Mass., are 100per cone wages at present 
tosimilar operatives in Great Britain,and from pi yy cent 

her than the wages = to similar operatives in Belgium, 

continental countries. They are pre to demonstrate that the re- 
duction of duty proposed by the Wilson bill upon this class of manufactured 
articles must compel the abandonment of the manufacture in this country, 
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s here to enable compe- 
ing shotguns of medium 





unless there shall be a very large reduction in 
tition with the revolving firearms and breech-lo 
grades manufactured abroad. 

‘There are peculiar conditions surrounding this industry in this country 
which justify this appeal for a hearing, which is respectfully requested, not 
in behalf of the manufacturers, whom they do not represent, but soleiy in 
behalf of the employés of these manufacturers, which employés have con- 
tributed by subscription the sum necessary to pay the expenses of the com- 
mittee in coming to Washington for this purpose. In behalf of these oper- 
atives we respectfully request an opportunity to be heard 

**Respectfully, 


“ARTHUR C. WRIGHT. 
“MARTIN BYE,” 
The following letter appears upon the back of this application: 
“To the Senate Committee on Finance: 


“The committee titioning, Mr. Bye and Mr. Wright, are personally 
known to me, and I know them to be honest, reliable, intelligent men; and 
the information they will give the committee will be thoroughly reliable 
In their behalf, and in behalf of the thousands they represent, not only in 
my district, but in every firearms factory in the country, I most respectfully 
ask that they be given a hearing. 

‘Respectfully, 
“J. H. WALKER.” 


Senator ALDRICH then introduced the following resolution: 

‘That five days be set apart to hear workingmen, farmers, manufacturers, 
and all other persons interested or desiring to be heard on the rates sug- 
gested in the bill now before the committee.” 

The resolution was rejected. 

Some general discussion followed as to the length of time which would be 
necessary for the consideration of the bill in committee. Mr. MORRILL sug- 
a“ that the bill contain a proviso compelling duties to be paidin gold. 

6 also suggested the propriety of placing cyanide of potassium on the free 
list. After some further examination of paragraphs in the chemical sched- 
ule and suggestions by Senators ALDRICH, ALLISON, and MORRILL as to the 
necessity of levying specific duties and placing a higher rate of duty upon 
finished than unfinished products. Further discussion was had in regard to 
definite time for terminat. ng consideration in committee. Mr. ALDRICH sug- 
gested that the minority might prefer to confine their action in committee 
to consideration of the administrative clauses of the billand the income tax, 
and thought if a proper limit of time could be agreed upon it might be satis- 
factory. Mr. VOORHEES suggested that in considering this question the 
further point of deciding upon the date for consideration in the Senate might 
also be decided. Mr. ALDRICH then stated thatthe minority members would 
confer among themselves and see if they could not fix a time for reporting 
the billtothe Senate. The committee then adjourned until 10 o’elock Tues- 
day, March 13. 

(Proceedings of the Finance Committee. } 
TUESDAY, March 13, 1894. 

The committee met pursuant to agreement. 

Present: Senators VOORHEES, chairman; MCPHERSON, HARRIS, 
JONES of Arkansas, MORRILL, ALLISON, and ALDRICH. 

Senator HALE appeared before the committee and made an argument in 
favor of a restoration of the duty on lumber, sawed boards, etc. 


VEST, 


Then a nomination for collector. 


Considerable debate took place at this point which was rather favorable 
on both sides upon the imposition of a duty on lumber. 

Mr. ALDRICH presented a request from Representative QuiGcG of New 
York, a recently elected member, asking to be heard in behaif of industries 
located in his district, which are seriously affected by the proposed bill. 


Then come some executive nominations. 


The application of Mr. QUIGG was then fonsidered, and, on motion of 
Mr. MCPHERSON, the committee directed that Mr. QuIGG be notified that it 
would be necessary to submit his protest in writing. The vote on this was 
by strict party lines. 

‘*My DEAR Sirk: Lam directed by the Committee on Finance to advise 
ou that Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island, presented your request for a hear- 
ng on certain interests in your district. The committee decided that they 

had not time at their disposal for oral interview, and therefore request that 
you put your statement in writing. 
“Very truly yours, 
—— ——, Clerk. 
“Hon. L. E. Quice, 
**Member of Congress.” 


The committee then proceeded to consider the tariff bill. 


‘* The committee then proceeded to consider the tariff bill.” 
I thought we had not considered it at all! 


The committee then proceeded to consider the tariff bill. 

Mr. MORRILL called attention to paragraph 53 of the present law, 41 of the 
bill, and paragraph 69 of the present law, 54 of the bill, stating that a higher 
duty was placed upon bichromate of potash than upon the chrome colors 
as enumerated in paragraph 53. 

Mr. ALLISON made a motion that the duty be increased in paragraph 53 
from the House rate, 2} cents, to 3} cents per pound, and this remains a pend- 
7. 

Mr. ALDRICH called attention tothe fact that specific duties were leviedin 
paragraph 53, while in paragraphs 50 (38 of the bill) ad valorem had been sug- 
gested by the Finance Committee, and asked reasons therefor. 

Senator SHOUP was heard by the committee upon the question of silver 
lead ore, and submitted the following amendments. 


Then some amendments follow: 


Amendment intended to be pevqens to the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxa- 
tion, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes, 
“namely: 

Add atthe end of paragraph 165, on page 28, the following: ‘‘ Which ores 
shall be sampled with the same care and by the identical methods now in 
force in Colorado, Idaho, and Utah in preparing lead and silver ores prelim- 
inary to offering them for sale as an article of commerce; and a control 
sample of each lot of ore thus sampled shall be sent, under seal, to the Sec- 
— of the Treasury, to be assayed under such regulations as he may pre- 


Amendment intended to be 
tion, to provide revenue 
namely: 

Strike out in paragraph 165, in line 1, on page 28, the words ‘‘ three-quarters 
of one cent,’ and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘one and one-half cents.” 


roposed to the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxa- 
or the Government, and for other purposes, 
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The committee proceeded to consider poreqnese 93 of the present law—76 
of the bill. After considerable deliberation, . VEST moved to restore the 
rate proposed by the House on “ brick not glazed,” ete., to 20 percent; which 
Was agreed to. In the same paragraph Mr. MCPHERsoON moved to increase 
the rate of duty on ‘‘ decorated brick’’ from 30 to 35 cent; which was 
agreed to. Paragraph 94 of the present law (78 of the ), Mr. MoPamRSON 
moved to transfer encaustic tiles from the 2 cent bracket to 40 per cent; 
which was agreed to; and the word “plain,” in the first line of paragraph 
04, was stricken out. 


The Senator from Ohio said we did not consider the bill at 
all! It seems, however, like we were at it. 


Mr. VOORHEES moved to insert in paragraph 96 of the present law (80 of 
the bill) the words “including value of barrel or package,” so that the para- 
graph would read: ‘‘Including value of barrel or , 20 per cent ad 
valorem.’’ This was agreed to, but afterwards the action was rescinded and 
the proposition left unacted upon. 

Mr. MCPE@RSON offered an amendment to strike out in 95 of 
the present law (79 of the bill) the words “including weight of barrel or 
package.’"’ Mr. McPHERSON explained the increases of rates of duty from 
the House bill in the glass bottles,cylinder and crown and plate glass, 
and moved in paragraph 115 of the present law (94 of the bill) to strike out 
“eighteen "’ on page 23, line 4, and insert ‘‘ twenty,” and tostrike out “thirty” 
in line 5 and insert“ forty.’”’ This motion was agreed to, but action was 
rescinded and it was passed over. 

Considerable discussion took place as to ~ ty upon a definite time for 
reporting the bill to the Senate, anda d te date for its consideration in 


that body, but no final conclusion was reached, Mr. MORRILL, that 
he was 7. desirous to have the administrative features of the con- 
sidered in the committee carefully. 

Mr. D. M. Botassi, consul-general of Greece in New York, a before 


the committee and urged that the duty upon Zante currants be stricken out 
and placed on the free list; or at least that no higher rate of duty re on 
them than 10 per cent, as in the House bill. (See paragraphs 213 of bill, 
and 302 of the present law, 217 of the bill). 

The commistee then adjourned until 10 o’clock Wednesday, March 14. 


[Proceedings of the Finance Committee.} 


F Unrrep Status SENATE, March 14, 1894. 
The committee met pursuant to agreement. 
Present: Senators Voonunas, chairman; 
8a2, MCPHERSON, MORRILL, SHERMAN, ALLISON, ALDRICH. 
a vas ordered that all the in committee be treated as confi- 
mtial. 
The committee then proceeded to consideration of the tariff bill, H. R. 4864. 


How much we were mistaken in what we were doing if the 
Senator from Ohio is correct in saying it was never considered 
at all by the committee! This journal says: 


The committee then proceeded to the consideration of the tariff bill (H.R. 


). 
On motion of Mr. VEstT, section 102 and the amendment suggested by the 
majority of the committee were stricken out. My. VEST also, ir consider- 
able discussion, suggested that the free leaf-tobacco porn of existing 
law should be restricted to the farmer; and that any r person selling or 
disposing of free leaf should pay existing duties on tobacco. 

Senator Procror appeared before the committee and recommended that 
the proposed rate on marble be changed and advanced. 

On motion of Mr. MORRILL, the duty on marble was advanced from 40 
cents per cubic foot, as in the House bill, to 50 cents, paragraph 123, 25. 
Paragraph 1%4, page 25, ‘‘Sawed and dressed marble, etc.’’ on motion of Mr. 
MORRILL, was advanced from 75 cents to 90 cents per cubic foot. These ad- 
vances were afterwards recon@#idered, as will be seen below. 


It looks like this bill was being considered, Mr. President: 


Mr. ALDRICH stated that in view of the fact that the duty had been in- 
ereased u marble, he saw no reason why any should be 
made, and thought granite, sandstone, etc., should be placed in the same 
eategory and be increased also, as there was quite as much labor expended 
on them as on the marble. 


I suppose the Senator from Rhode Island was not considering 
the bi! when he made those motions; that is, if the Senator from 
Ohio is correct. 

Mr. ALLISON also suggested that the duty on linseed oil should be placed 
a 20 cents per. gallon, paragraph 41, tomake it harmonize with the rate upon 


A considerable discussion then took in regard to the time for ort- 
aoe bill to the Senate, and the date for its consideration in that body. 


Vast, JonEsof Arkan- 


a r. ALDRICH ——— ae oe was to ere to the an La 
‘onday or und + it would taken © 
Senate two weeks rom that date. end 

Mr. HARRIS 8 ten 4 after re before consideration. 


Mr. Jonzs of Arkansas moved that on to-morrow the relat- 
ing to the admintstrative bill be taken up and th disposed 
of, and that the committee vote on and settle the paragraphs relating thereto 
asreached, The motion was agreed to. 

I may state without any ne that the administrative 
features of this bill were regarded asof the utmost im i 
and on that subject we all looked to the Senator from lowa [Mr. 
ALLISON] as very much of an authority, and a great deal of 
time was spent on those matters, and I think very aay 

t, by committee, show that there was no of 
the bill, from the chemical ule in the beginning to the 
close, that did not have full and ample attention and considera- 
tion during the ten or twelve meetings of the committee. 

Mr. M be free 
une il acconmsicdutsthe gud alae: aad that the woo the ar 
to an income tax levied upon building seiontene The House wilt excepts 
such associations, but the Se ee 08 ee O86 ee 
— A considerable discussion took place on this subject, but no 

It was then that when the committee adjourned it was to meet on 
chateday mong nt we 


10 o'clock. 
Senator DANIEL appeared before the committee and asked that paragraph 


96, pacts a duty on lime, be amended by adding to the value of the lime the 
package or barrel containing the same. He also advocated one-quarter of a 
cent on soda ash, paragraph 83, and 1 cent on caustic soda, paragraph 81, 
and one-half cent duty per pound on salaratus, agraph 80, and $1.59 per 
tonon sulphateofsoda, paragraph 85. the restoration of existing rates on salt, 
paragraph 822, and that sulphur pyrites be placed on the dutiable list. He 
also called attention to the fact that the internal-revenue duty on cheroots 
would cause great hardships in his State, as it would leave a five-dollar duty 
on a very cheap article of cheroots, in the manufacture of which thousands 
of working girls were employed. 

The committee then adjourned. 


[Proceedings of the Finance Committee. ] 
UnNirEeD STATES SENATE, March 15, 1994. 

The committee met tto agreement. 

Present: Senator VooRHEES, chairman; HARRIS, MCPHERSON, JONES, 
VEST, ALLISON, MORRILL, and ALDRICH. 

The committee proceeded to the consideration of the administrative sec- 
tion of the bill, commencing with section 1, page 186. 

Mr. ALLISON moved to strike out, in lines 4 and 5, page 187, the words ‘‘or 
oor adjoinin ig districts in cases where the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
80 . 

The amendment was rejected. 

Also, to strike out the word “shipper” in line 9, same page. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH moved to strike out the words “ port or” in line 6, page 189; 
which was agreed to 


The Senator from Rhode Island was considering the bill suc- 
ae and got his motion adopted, though the Senator from 
Ohio s him that the bill was not considered at all. 


Also, in line 11, same page, to strike out the word ‘‘respondent” and in- 
sert the word “deponent; ” which was agreed to. 


Two motions by the Senator from Rhode Island carried. 


On 190, line 23, by unanimous consent, the word “the” was stricken 
out, on 191, line 23, the word “the” was stricken out. On page 192, 
line 1, the word “same” was stricken out and the word ‘‘ said’’ inserted. 

discussion took place in regard to the amendments of the House 

concerning packages and coverings (see page 193, lines 5 to 8, inclusive), but 

no action was taken, Discussion also took place in regard to lines 2 to 5, on 
194, and lines 3 to 6, on page 196, but no action was taken. 

Mr. ALITISON moved to amend section 7, page 198, by striking out all the 
italics in lines 13 and 25, and on page 199, lines 1, 2, and 3, and inserting— 


An important amendment; and the insertion stands here and 
will be printed— 
That if the appraised value of any article of imported merchandise shall 
exceed the value declared in the entry, there shall be levied, collected, and 
aid, in addition to the duties imposed by law on such merchandise, an ad- 
Mitional duty of 1 per cent of the total appraised value for each 1 per cent 
that such appraised value exceeds the value declared in the entry; but the 
additional duties shail only apply to the article or articles in each invoice 
which are undervalued, and shall not exceed 60 per cent of the appraised 
value of such article or articles. Such additional duties shall not con- 
strued to be penal, and shall not be remitted, nor shall they be refunded in 
case of the exportation of the merchandise, and shall not be subject to the 
benefit of drawback: Provided, That nothing herein contained shall restrict 
the powers of the general appraisers to review, according tolaw, the valua- 
tions made by local a; rs, and if such appraised value of any mer- 
chandise exceed value_ declared in the entry by more than 40 per 
per cent, such entry shall be held to be presumptively fraudulent, and the 
collector of customs shall seize such merchandise and proceed as in cases of 
forfeiture for violations of the customs laws, etc. 


That motion to amend was agreed to. Now, Mr. President, 
the Senator from Ohio will see the importance of my calling his 
attention to his statement. He has stated that the minority of 
the committee had no opportunity to offeramendments to amend- 
ments. Here is an amendment of the greatest importance of- 
fered by the Senator from Iowa and carried in committee. 


This motion was agreed to; provided, however, it might be considered, 
should Senator JonEs of Arkansas, so move, after an interview with the Sec- 
retary of the sreeeeey. = % 

On motion of Mr. VOORHEES, the word “ might’ in line 15, page 201, was 
stricken out, and the word “‘may” inserted. 

motion. of Mr. ALLISON, the word “one”’ in line 15, page 202, was stricken 
out; and in line 17, after the word ‘‘collector,” the words * when required by 
him” were inserted. 

This looks like men who were working in harmony upon a 
great question and trying to get at legitimate ends and pur- 
poses. 

The chairman was authorized to move after the vote on the sei rage 
bill had taken place in the Senate that the Senate adjourn until Monday, 
and thatit then go into executive session. 


The seigniorage bill, I believe, was engineered and managed 
by the Senator from Rhole Island(Mr. ALDRICH]. Ihaveadim 
recollection on the subject, and it was something of that kind, 
I believe, that he had in hand. 


The chairman was directed to ask the Secretary of the to appear 
before the committee at its meeting after the adjournment of the Senate, 
ee eee ee 
5 then took a recess until 3 0’clock. 


The committee did not adjourn, but took a recess. 
ae Manca 15, 1894—3 o'clock p. m. 
Present: Senators Voonmuns, chatrman; McPmERsON, Jones of Arkan- 
“The of the Treasury and Assistant Secretary Hamlin were 


Section 216, was 
‘that in it would be much easier to reduce 
mreamary stated that tn hs belle would be miuch caste cules puoan 


: 
| 
, 
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wrappings. Quite lengthy conference took place between the Treasury 
officials and the committee. 
The provision in section 15, p 214, lines 2 to 11, were considered, the 


Secretary not favoring the ment to ens law. In regard to sec- 
tion 33, page 204, the Secretary was also of the opinion that the existing law 
Was more desirable than the suggested amendments. 
Mr. Jongs of Arkansas gave notice that on Saturday he should move to 
report the bill to the Senate on Monday next, March 19. 
committee then adjourned to Friday, at 10 o’clock a. m. 


- MARCH 16, 1894—10 o'clock, a. m. 
That was Friday— 


The committee met uant to agreement. 

Present: Senators VOORHERS, chairman; MCPHERSON, JONES of Arkan- 
sas, VEST, HARRIS, MORRILD, ALLISON, and ALDRICH. 

Mr. MORRILL stated that he was quite unwell and could not remain with 
the committee; that he had several suggestions to make in regard to wool, 
and some of the other paragraphs of the bill; that he would not liketo agree 
to any fixed time for reporting the bill until Saturday. 

Senator MORGAN appeared before the committee in the interests of either 
no duty ora reduced duty on bananas. The committee, u motion of 
Mr. Jones of Arkansas, rescinded their majority action and placed bananas, 
pineapples, and cocoanuts on the free list 4 &@ unanimous vote. 

It was, after deliberation, agreed that the bill be reported to the Senate on 
Tuesday next; that the chairman then ask to take it up on Wednesday of 
the following week; that Mr. ALDRICH should have the vilege of asking 
a as to the time for taking up. by making it two weeks from 

c 

Senator McMILLAN appeared before the committee and suggested that 
carbonate of ammonia. be taken from the free list and placed on the dutiable 
list. He also called attention to the abuses which were taking place under 
the existing provisions in regard to free leaf tobacco. 

The committee then took a recess until 2 o'clock. 


Still, this bill was not being considered before that commit- 
! ° 


tee 
MARCH 16, 1894—Z o'clock p. m. 


The committee met pursuant to eement. 

Present: Senators VOORHEES, chairman; MCPHERSON, JONES, VEST, HAR- 
BIS, MORRILE, ALLISON, and ALDRICH. 

In obedience to the uest of the committee, Mr. Assistant Secretary 
Hamlin, of the Treasury Department, agunaned hefere the committee and 
conferred with them in regard to administrative and other provisions of the 


bill. 

Mr. ALLIson, during the eedings, presented an application from the 
wooigrowers, asking that y be heard before thecommittee. The appli- 
cation was refused. 


Several amendments to the bill were agreed to during this and the morn- 
session, as follows: 

76, line 17, strike out ‘‘ Pineapples, ee eent ad valorem.”’ On 
page iS. and 19, strike out ‘‘Cocoanuss, 20 per cent ad valorem.” On 
page 145, restore in line 2, paragraph 582, “Cocoanuts.”” On page 75, line 11, 
paragraph 21a, strike out ‘‘ Bananas, 20 per cent ad valorem.”’ The result 
of ing out these two items of les and bananas is. to place them 
on the free list in paragraph 580, as fruits, green,ripe, or dried,etc. On page 
1, line 3, strike out the words “on and,” so that text will read, “That 
after the 30th day of June.” On page 169, section 5, line 14, strike out ‘‘low- 
est.” and restore “ » On page 169, section 5, line 16, strike out “low- 
est.’ and restore ‘ st.’ On page 170, line —, section 5, strike out “ low- 
est’ and restore “ est.” On page 170 (amendment suggested by Mr. 
JONES), in line 9, section 6, strikeout “ unless’ and insert: until.” In lines 
il 8 See eee one eenenes he Secretary of the 
Treasury may prescribe.’’ On page 187, line 9, section 3, strike out ——— 
per”’ (by Mr. ALLISON). Agesel 00 On page 191, line §, section 5 (amend- 
ment sted by Mr. Hamlin), was agreed to, the text of which will be 

repared and submitted to the committee. On page 198, line 13, strike out 
ee to and including ‘‘market value’’ in line 22, and insert in 
u thereof— 


Then comes an important and quite lengthy amendment in re- 
gard to the administrative features of the bill as follows: 


at its Ss value, an additional duty of t percentof the total appraised 
value for each 1 per cent that such a ised value exceeds the value de- 
clared in the entry, but the additional duties shall only apply to the article 
or articles in each invoice which are undervalued, and not exceed 40 

r cent of the a value of such article or articles. Such additional 
Raties shall not be construed to be penal, and shall not be remitted nor shall 


they be refunded in case of the tion of the merchandise, and shall not 
be subject to the benefit of dra : Provided, That nothing herein con- 


shall restrict the powers of the = appraisers to review accord- 
oe law the valuations made by local appraisers, and if such appraised 
Se treel tthe cater chat be hatte ba promaptbnis Soetaen 
8 entry s presumptiv aud fi. 

This Eoominens was submitted by Mr. ALLISON and approved by the 


Treasury Department. 
And yet itseems there was noopportunity to offer amendments 
to the amendments proposed by the majority of the committee! 


On 204, line 21, strike out all after the word ‘“‘force,’’ in section 3% On 
section 13, line 3, strike out ‘‘two.’’ and restore “five.” On page 207, 

fines 5 and 6, strike out the words “a general appraiser to be designated b 
the officer of the general board.” On page 207, section 15, line ih, 
out ** ” and restore “ five.” On page 207, section 13, lines 3 and 4, 
the words “one of the general appraisers.’’ On 207, section 13, 
18, 20, and 22, restore all from the words “tothe,” in line 18, down to and 
incl “port,” in line 22. Strike out the words “to the general,” in line 
the word “appraisers,”’ in line 2, gece 
ul 


ten 

209, lines 8 to 12, restore the words ‘“‘ board of 
down to and including “which board.” On 
the words “ —- board of,” etc., down to and ineluding “which board.” 
pftarthe, with the appro 18, restore the words “or the collector’” and ad 
rT} approval Secretary Treasury.” n page 

a0 re 0, —> — out the words “th: sae of them” — in- 
“the owner, r, consignee, or any imported merchan- 
the collector, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, or 
aise. he eal * On page 210, section 15,line 17, strike out 


F 
& 
Ss 
> 
@ 
5B: 
ef 
gS 


““@ copy"’ and insert “two copies." On page 210, section 15, line 19, strike 
out ‘‘the same” and insert “one of them.’ 
MARCH 17, 18—a. m 
That was on Saturday— 


The committee met pursuant to agreement. 

Present: Senators Voornesgs, chairman: 
Jones, MORRILL, ALLISON, and ALDRICH. 

The ou in regard to agricultural implements on the free list (para- 
graph 591 of the bill) was cons’dered. Mr. MORRILL called attention to the 

rovisions on the free list in regard to stained-glass windows (paragraph 

of the bill). He also stated that he was prepared to move amendments 
to the provisions in regard to marble, wool, and granite. 

Mr, MCPHERSON moved an amendment to paragraph 317, to strike out the 
words “ivory. and vegetable ivory,’ in said paragraph, and transfer them 
to paragraph 354 The amendment was rejected. 

r. CALL, of Florida, appeared before the committee and made a state- 
— regard to the proper rate of duty on cigar wrappers, Havana fill- 
ers, etc. 

On motion of Mr. ALDRICH, the committes proceeded to the consideration 
ofthe provisions in regard to the income tax. 


There was nothing contained in this bill which was not con- 
sidered, and considered on motion of members of the minority of 
thecommittee. Such isthe trutb of history; and while itisa te- 
dious thing for me to stand here and read this record, yet I feel 
I am engaged in avery righteous and useful cause. [ repent, 
this bill was considered inevery branch of it, from end to onl and 
from center to circumference, and amendments made on motion 
of the minority of the committee itself, in whose behalf the Sen- 
ator from Ohio stated that they had no opportunity to move 
amendments to the amendments made by the majority of the 
committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. May I ask the Senator a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? . 

Mr. VOORHEES. Oh, yes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Can the Senator point out a single case 
where any member of the minority ventured to offer an amend- 
ment to the amendments reported by the majority of the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have read a dozen such cases, and the 
Senator can look at them to-morrow in the Recorp. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Exceptas to the administrative features of 
the bill, I have not heard of any. ' 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have read a dozen, at least. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [I have not heard of any, except to the ad- 
ministrative clause. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Thereare manyhere. Ishall not goover 
— again, and [I am too weary to go into a wrangle of that 

ind. 


Mr. ALDRICH moved that the whole provision be stricken out of the bill 


The Senator from Rhode Island moved that the whole thing 
be stricken out of the bill. He not only ventured to make a 
motion, but he ventured a very big motion; he ventured a mo- 
tion which will never carry, for I want to say, whatever may be 
ae in the air om the subject, the income tax will stay in 


The vote was taken by yeas and nays, and resulted as follows: 

Yeas—Senators Morrill, Allison, and Aldrich. 

Nays—Senators Voorhees, Harris, Vest, Jones. 

Not voting—Senator McPherson. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON moved to so amend the income-tax provisions that f shall 
be assessed uniformly. In other words, that a poor widuw having 8500 or 
$600 income should not be compelled to Re 2 per cent, while others, with 
independent incomes to the maximum of M, should ve free from tax. 

The amendment was rejected. 


There is no such thing in the bill to amend. 


Mr. ALDRICH moved to reduce theexemption to $1,500. 
were ordered, and resulted as follows: 

Yeas—Senators Morrill, Aldrich, and Allison. 

Nays—Senators Voorhees, Harris, Jones, and Vest. 

Not voting—Senator McPherson. 

Mr. VEST moved to amend section 104, to read as follows: 

“Smo. 104 That sections 3, 15, and 16 of an act approved October 1, 1800, 
entitled ‘An act to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and 
for other purposes,’ are hereby repealed; and all agreements or arrange- 
ments made or proclaimed between the United States and foreign govern- 
ments under the ns of said section are hereby abr ted, of which 
the President shall give such notice to the authorities of said foreign gov 
—— as may be required by the terms of such agreements or arrange- 
me , 

Which was to. 

He a section 59, page 160, to read as follows; 

And provided further, That this act shall not apply to the income or divi- 
dendsrecetved or paid by such building and loan associations as are organ- 
ized under the lawsof any State, Territory, or the District of Columbia, and 
which do not make loans except to shareholders for the purpose only ef en- 

such shareholders to provide for themselves homes. 
w was agree to. 
On motion Mr. Vust, the provisions of section 102 were stricken out; 
also the provisions of section 105, page 203. 

The committee then took a recess. 

Afterrecess. there were present, Senator VOORHEES, chairman; McPuser- 
som, HARRIS, VEST, JONES, MORRILL, ALLISON, and ALDRICH. 

Mr. Ves? moved that the bill be reported to the Senate on Tuesday, the 


McPsEeRsSOoM, HARRIS, VEST, 


The yeas and nays 


20th instant. discussion took place as to whether the committee 
would torecommend 3 fie date for the consideration of the meas- 
tre in Senate, the favoring a delay of not more than temdays 


after reporting the bill, minority contending for two weeks. The mi- 
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nority finally agreed that the bill should bs reported as the measure of the 
majority committee as soon as the majority were ready, and that the Sen- 
ate be requested to proceed to its consideration on the 2d day of April, 1894. 

Senators PowER and SHOUP appeared before the committee and made a 
statement in regard to a duty on raw wool, stating that their constituents 
would be willing to accept a duty of 6 cents per pound on wool in the grease. 

Considerable discussion took place as to the bonded period on distilled 
spirits, Mr. ALDRICH entering an earnest protest against the eight-year 


re then adjourned. 

Mr. President, all I ask in this controversy, which will be his- 
toric, is fair treatment. That I have endeavored to extend to 
every Senator on the committee and off the committee. I do 
not desire, nor shallI willingly submit to having the committee 
placed in the attitude of refusing the ordinary and customary 
privileges to the minority. 

I will say in addition, however, in that connection, what the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] has already well said, 
that it has never been the purpose of the committee to allow 
the framers of the McKinley law to frame this bill. They tried 
their hands some four years ago, and if they have supposed that 
they could shape and give character to this measure also, we 
have not been of that mind or that way of thinking. We have 
undertaken to frame a measure for the relief of the people 
against a measure of great injustice. 

Senators on the other side of the Chamber may point out what 
they think as approaching defeat to the Democratic party. 
There is one consolation we have, and that is that a greater or 
more crushing and absolutely humiliating defeat can never 
overtake any party than followed theirs when they got through 

_with their last work on the subject of the tariff. o not think 
the work they did in 1890 warrants them in assuming any supe- 
riority as experts on this subject. I do not think the success of 
their legislation of 1890 is such as to warrant them in attempt- 
ing to take the control of this measure out of our hands. e 
may not succeed well; we shall make blunders, I have no doubt, 
in some respects, and we may fall short of public expectation, 
but we can do no worse than those who assume here to be our 
censors and our severest critics. 

Sir, while on my feet I may 4s well as at another time say that 
I have made all the concessions in the direction of trusts and to 
the greet protected industries that I shall make. I have gone 
the limit. I see what is said in the newspapers as well asother 
Senators. 

There will doubtless be amendments. I am ready to make 
amendments, for instance, in the administrative features of the 
measure. The administrative features as to the execution even 
of the income tax I should be willing to amend; but as to inter- 
fering with its vitality, its amount, its substance, and its force, 
I never intend to give my consent. 

As to conceding anything to the sugar trustor anything more 
on the subject of sugar, I shall not go a hair’s breadth further. 
If [am overruled by by own party, I shall do as you do over 
there; I shall go with my party unless there is something so 
flagrant and outrageous that there will be a refuge in submit- 
ting to such legislation as now exists on the statute books; in 
other words, as long as any measure is brought forward, which 
is an improvement upon the monstrous system of injustice now 
in existence, I shall embrace it and go with my party. But, 
Mr, President, as to my making furtherconcessions to the few, 
if there is such a movement on foot for the benefit of protected 
trusts or any other kind of protection, it mightas well be known 
now as at any other time that [ shall not be a party toit. Isa 
this in all kindnessand allfrankness. I think a majority should 
govern, and not a minority. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, [ do not know that it is worth 
while for any statement to be made by me relative to this sub- 
ject. I asked that the reading of the minutes of the Committee 
on Finance ~— had for the pu of showing just how far 
the pending bill was considered in the committee; and the im- 
partial reader of that record wili see that in substance the state- 
ment made by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] on Satur- 
day last was correct. Indeed, I think it can not be denied that 
it was understood in committee—and now, the minutes having 
been read, I think that whatever occurred in committee is sub- 
ject to consideration here—that the statement made by the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], and just now repeated by 
the Senatorfrom Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], should be the rule of 
the committee. They gave us notice in the beginning, or prac- 
tically so, that nc stuendment or suggestion coming from our 
side of the committee table would be considered except as to the 
administrative portion of the bill. 

That rule on the second day of the meeting, if I remember 

aright from the reading, was somewhat relaxed, and the Sena- 
tor from Vermont [Mr. MorRILL] proposed an amendment re- 
garding marble. _That amendment was considered so fair and 

80 just that seven members of the committee voted for it. I 

regret to say that the yeas and nays were not recorded on that 
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vote, showing who the Senators were who voted to increase the 
duties on marble initsseveralforms. It was supposed then that 
the bill would be considered, at least at some length, by means 
of taking up the a hs. 

The Senator from R ole Island[Mr. ALDRICH] then suggested 
that the same rule which ae to marble should: apply, at 
least, to granite and some other stone. Thereupon we reached 
the question of brick. I think the minutes will show that the 
Senator from Vermont also offered an amendment relating to 
brick and tiles, being paragraph 76, and it was suggested that 
achange should be made as to a certain article of brick, putting 
that article into the higher rate of duty inthe paragraph. That 
was agreed to. Then it began to appear that if we touched 
these schedules there was some danger that there might be a 
modification here and there, whena halt was called in the com- 
mittee room, and it was stated that it would be better, perhaps, 
for the Democrats of the committee to have a little session of 
their own to consider these details, and see whether or not we 
were to take votes in the committee as to the paragraphs. 

Whereupon we were informed after the session that the Re- 
publican memisrs of the committee could have no part in the 
framing of the paragraphs, or as to amendments to them, and 
that, therefore, any amendments we had to propose should be 
submitted to the majority, and they would consider them and 
report tous at the next meeting; in other words, there was to be 
a cross firing from one side of the table to the other by written 
propositions to be presented, which would have the considera- 
tion of the majority overnight, and the next day they would in- 
form us whether they agreed to our propositions or not; that is, 
we were to unfold each day what our criticisms were upon the 
bill, without opportunity of argument in the committee room, 
and the next morning we were to be told that these suggestions 
were rejected. These are the honest truths as to the consider- 
ation of the bill. 

The amendments as to marble were rejected as were those re- 
lating to glass tiles or enameled brick or whatever they were, 
as will be shown from the minutes. Then the minority of the 
committee became discouraged respecting the great considera- 
tion and sean, we were to have in the committee room to 
offer amendments. We did notchoose—at least I did notchoose, 
although I had prepared a great many amendments to the bill— 
to present amendments in detail to the Senators of the majority 
in writing to have them rejected the next morning, because we 
did not regard that as a consideration of the bill at all. 

Why do we have committees? We have them in order that 
we may sit around a table and discuss with each other the pro- 

riety of amendments or suggestions as respects any bill. We 
= not ask iv other committee rooms that the minority shall pre- 
sent amendments to a bill and that the majority shall consider 
them overnightand reject or approve them. That is not a con- 
sideration of a bill. 

Therefore I assert, with all due deference to my friend, the 
honorable Senator who has charge of the bill and who is chair- 
man of the committee, that in substance the + made by 
the Senator from Ohio on Saturday that the bill was not con- 
sidered in detail in the committee room is true. 

Not one of the schedules was read in the committee room, ex- 
cept where attention was called toit. We did not take up the 
bill in the committee room, as it must be taken up in this Cham- 
ber and read from the desk; we did not have the opportunity of 
going over the bill item by item seriatim. So the statement 
made by the Senator from Ohio is in substance correct. 

We were told, however, that inasmuch as the administrative 
portion of the bill was not a political question, as it related 
wholly and solely to the collection of the revenue, and that 
nothing in that could be political, the majority would submit its 
consideration to the minority of the committee in detail. That 
i ane I will say to Senators, as stated by the Senator from 

n a. 

On Thursday, or perhaps on ee, we jumped from the 
consideration of the phs of the bill to the consideration 
of its administrative features. On the next day we had the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the Assistant Secretary before 
us as to these features, and I am glad to say that both the Sec- 
er and the Assistant Secretary agreed to the amendments 
which were pro by the committee, and those amendments 
were successively vo into the bill, as the minutes will show. 
They were wise and just and necessary amendments, in order 
that the revenue provided by the bill might be collected. 


Mr. SQUIRE. the amendments n proposed by the 
minority of the committee? 
Mr. ALLISON. Some of them had been proposed by the mi- 


nority of the committee and some by the majority, but they 
were proposed without ces to party. ; 

Iam very sorry to say, Mr. President, that after that was done 
and agreed, to by the Secretary of the Treasury, there were some 
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influences unknown to me operating upon the minds of a major- | of March was Thursday. I think it was on Thursday that the 


ity of the committee which induced them to bring into the 
Chamber amendments respecting the administrative features of 
the bill which, if caried by the Senate and put into execution, 
will practically destroy the bill. Therefore, what was begun in 
a nonpolitical way ended in forcing amendments into the Cham- 
ber by the majority which will aestroy the efficiency and effi- 
cacy of the administrative part of the bill, which I think I can 
show as we proceed with the debate. 

I know perfectly well—and I agree to the suggestion made— 
that the Democratic party is primarily responsible for the bill, 
but Ialso indorse what was so well said by the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. MILLs] this morning and also by the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. PALMER], that when amendments come into the 
Senate from time to time no Democrat has a halter about his 
neck, thatno Democrat hasgyves upon his wrists, that an amend- 
ment can be voted upon by a Democrat without having the 
shackles of party trailing to his limbs, that if he chooses to say 
that the men who have prepared the bill have made mistakes, 
then on his conscience and his judgment he will vote as he sees 
proper on those amendments. 

hen we come toa question of detail as to the bill, that is 
one thing; when the bill shall be put upon its final passage after 
its third reading, when views and judgments have been com- 
pared as to details, that is another thing. Therefore I am glad 
to have it intimated by the chairman of the committee himseif, 
that as respects the details of the bill up to this moment, he is 
not shackled, and that. he does not intend to be in the future if 
he can help it, and I am glad of the statement of the other two 
distinguished Senators that as to the details of the bill they will 
exert their own judgment, and not be tied to the shackles of 
party or to dictation, no matter whence that dictation may 
come, 

Mr. PALMER. May I ask the Senator from Iowa a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PALMER. I wish to ask the Senatorfrom Iowa whether, 
as we progress in the consideration of the details of the bill, we 
on this side may expect that Senators on that side will exercise 
the same degree of independence as to their votes? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no doubt of it. They always have 


done so. If the Senator from Illinois will take the pains to go | 


over the debate on the tariff bill of 1888, he will see how often 
the Republicans divided upon details of the bill. Nobody pre- 
tended if a duty of 10 cents a bushel was proposed to be putupon 
salt, that a Senator who believed that 9 cénts was enough, could 
not offer an amendment to that effect, and vote for it. 

When the crucial test comes upon the pending bill it will be 
upon its third reading and pees 
pect the Senator from Indiana to be coerced and other Senators 
sitting around him. I do not expect the Senator from Illinois 
will be so easily coerced, unless the bill shall finally meet his 
judgment and approval. But to say in this Chamber or any- 
where else that the bill has had consideration in a committee 
room, such as is usually given to great public measures, or such 
as has hitherto been given to like measures, is to say what can 
not be supported. 

The bill of 1888 was prepared in the Finance Committee room 
with open doors, with no bolts, no bars, no blinds closed, but 
any man who sought to enter that room when the consideration 
was going on had an as to come there, whether he was 
a Democrat or a Republican. If he asked for information ho re- 
ceived it. So it was in 1890. Committee rooms are supposed to 
be open to the inspection of Senators on this floor and any mem- 
ber of the body. I believe it is the standing rule of parliament- 
ary bodies that any member has the privilege of going to acom- 
mitten room when a committee is in session, and sitting down 
and listening to such debate as may be going on in the consider- 
ation of bills before the committee. The room of the Committee 
on Finance this session has been a blank. 

The pending bill never was practically considered in that 
committee room. It was considered elsewhere. Therefore, 
there has not been that publicity and consideration of the bill, 
eae by paragraph, in the public committee room of this 

dy devoted to that subject which entitles it to the prima facie 
consideration of the Senate on the ground that it is the re- 
port of a majority of the committee. So I want to putit on 
record that the pending bill, as to its consideration in the com- 
mittee room, has been exceptional as compared with other bills 
of a like character, or any bill which is now being considered 
in the Chamber, or has ever been considered in the committee 
room. So when the Senator from Ohio says in substance that 
the bill, so far as its tariff schedules are concerned, has not been 
considered fully or fairly—I will not say “fairly,” but in detail— 
in that committee room, he states what is true and what the 
minutes disclose. 

Mr. President what was the 8th day of March? The 8th day 


That is the time when I ex- | 


| bill was brought in, and there was merely a discussion as to 
| when we should take it up. We agreed we would take it up as 
| soon as the proper schedules and comparisons were prepured, 
showing the differences between the Senate committee amend- 
ments and the bill as it came from the House. We met on 
Saturéay. We had thrown on our table great masses of figures 
and tables, not printed, and we had another consideration of 
the bill on the 10th, the first having been on the 8th, when 
it was reported to the full committee, but there was no consider- 
| ation of it, except that consideration which came from reading 
}it over. The 10th was Saturday. Those tables were thrown 
| down to us, only one copy, and we agreed that we would post- 
| pone the consideration of the bill until Monday, which was the 
| 12th. When Monday came, those tables were not ready, and 
| were not ready for some time afterwards. 
Therefore, from the 8th until the 13th there was practically 
no consideration of the bill, although the minutes show that Re- 
publican members were present. But on Monday one of tne im- 
| portant things stated in the memorandum is that the majority 
| wanted to know when we would consent to have the bill repo-ted 
| to the Senate, mark you. That disclosed a tale of itself which 

does not appear upon the minutes. On Monday, when we had 
| only received the printed tables, we were asked when we should 
| be ready to report this bill of more than 200 pages to the Sen- 

ate. What did that imply? It implied that haste was to be 
' made from that moment; and it was made from that moment, 
| and at every meeting of the committee the minutes disclose that 
the great contest was as to when the bill should be reported. 
Thus this bill has come in here. 

I should not have dealt with this subject as largely as I have, 
except for the fact that the Senator from Indiana, as chairman 
of the committee, seeks to have it appear to the country and 
| the Senate that the bill had a consideration in the committee 
| room as to its details. I deny that that was done, save only as 
to the administrative features of the bill, which all consent were 
not regarded as political. Therefore, I am glad that the min- 
utes have been spread upon our record, so, that each Senator 
may see how far this great bill was considered in the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me 
to make a reportfrom the Finance Committee? I am not going 
to participate further in the debate. 

Mr. TELLER. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I! report from the Committee on Finance 
the replies of manufacturers and importers to tariff inquiries 
sent out by the Committee on Finance, and I ask that the matter 
be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
be so ordered. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Finance Committee are in the haste 
which they have indicated, itseems to me that this debate is not 
at all profitable. 

Mr. TURPIE. Why prolong it, then? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I wish to state to the Senator from Colo- 
rado that I did not make the debate necessary. The Senator 
from Ohio made it necessary. 

Mr. TELLER. The proceedings at least have been very ir- 
regular. Itis the first time in my service in this body that I 
have ever known the minutes of a committee read or members 
of a committee to get into a discussion and difference of opinion 
as to what had occurred in the committee. I can not but think 
myself that it is a very bad practice, and I hope this will not be 
made a precedent for future proceedings of this kind. It must 
beassumed that the committee proceeded according to the usual 
methods of committees, and there they must be left if we have 
proper consideration for the dignity of this place. 

I do not care, Mr. President, to enter into the controversy with 
the Senators on that committee, because I have no knowledge 
except what I have derived from the contradictory statements 
= ifferent conclusions which Senators derive from the same 

acts. 

It is charged on the other side of the Chamber that the dis- 
cussion of the pending question on this side has been for delay. 
Mr. President, for myself I am not in favor of any delay beyond 
that which is necessary for a fair, decent, and full consideration 
of the questions presented for our votes. I do not myself be- 
lieve that the public interests will be promoted by any continued 
discussion beyond what I have indicated, and on several occa- 
sions I have indicated that by my vote at this session. 

I want it distinctly understood that I am not in favor of the 
pending bill as it now stands; I am not in favor of the bill as it 
came from the House of Representatives. I am free to say that 
in many respects I think the bill as reported from the Senate 
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Committee on Finance is a great improvement on the bill as it 
came from the House of Representatives, and, if I am not mis- 
taken, when the next bill gets here or when the same bill—I 
suppose it would be more accurate to say—with the amendments 
which we are promised, and which we have every reason to be- 
lieve will come, that will be a still better bill than the present 
bill. Still, 1 donot suppose that it will be such a bill as will se- 
cure my vote. 

Mr. President, at the last Presidential election the Demo- 
cratic party made the taritf the principal feature of its campaign. 
It put itself squarely upon the doctrine that any tariff beyond 
what was necessary for revenue was a violation of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States and a robbery of the le. I think, 
somewhat to the surprise of some of them, when the election 
was over they had a majority vote of both branches of Congress 
and had the executive departmentofthe Government. I donot 
blame the Democratic party for feeling that under those cir- 
cumstances they were compelled to make some change in the 
tariff laws, although I am of the opinion myself that while the 
campaign was made upon the tariff issue, the votes were in fact 
upon another. I do not believe that the election demonstrated 
a great degree of confidence on the part of the American people 
in the Democratic nae I take it, on the other hand, that it 
demonstrated a lack of confidence on the part of the people in 
our party, and I think the Democratssucceeded not because the 
people felt that they were so much better than we, but because 
there was a feeling of irritation and hostility toward measures we 
had enacted and the privei we hadadvocated to some extent, 
and to the general atmosphere which pervaded the Republican 
vee in certain sections of the country. 

I do not believe that the American ple are in favor of a 
‘‘tariff for revenue only” to the degree that itshallabandon the 
idea of protection to American labor; and a tariff which is 
created for revenue only, if, in accordance with thatspirit, must 
take no cognizance of American labor or the interests of the 
American workman. I do not believe, I say, that the people 
have reached that point; and yet, after the Democratic party 
made the campaign which they did,and the result was as it was, 
i can see that from their standpoint they ought to carry out 
their pledges, and ought to give to the country a“ ff for 
revenue only.” 

Mer. President, I am glad that the Democratic party do notin- 
tend to carry out that phase of their platform. [Iam glad that 
the pending tariff bill, received from the House of Representa- 
tives and revised by the Senate Committee on Finance, proceeds 
upon the ground o! protection to American industries and Amer- 
ican labor; not wisely, not harmoniously, not, if I say so 
without offense, intelligently; but still, it is not a tariff for rey- 
enue, for if it were the free list would be very small, the tariff 
would be greatly reduced upon articles of every character, and 
the revenues would be derived not from a high tariff on a few 
articles, but a low tariff on a great many articles. That is the 
sary pe upon which a “tariff for revenue only” must proceed. 

o it is not a “tariff for revenue only,” but it is sup that it 
will answer the purpose; that it will be all that is n 
when the campaign comes next fall for the Democrats, when 
they go home, to say to their constituents on the hustings, *‘ We 
have given you a tariff bill in which we have reduced the taxes 
as collected by the existing tariff seventy odd million dollars.” 
That may be a valuable declaration to make when they go home, 
and it may be that that will save the Democratic party from de- 
feat at the coming elections, but I doubt it. 

T can not tell, however, what the pending bill will be until it 
comes ee form. The bill as it now stands before the 

- Senate, I have SS in the world, to me entirely sat- 
isfactory, from the declarations of high officials and from the 
declarations of Senators on this floor, is not the bill which is 
ultimately te pass. I did not know—at ieast I was not absolute! 
certain until to-day—that the income tax would be retained, al- 
though I heard it said that under any revision that should be 
made that would not be left out; but we havenow the assurance 
of the chairman of the Committee on Finance, that no matter 
ge shall be the a of “ bill, that a shall remain. 

eSecretaryof the Treasury, if we may trust the ne pers— 
and in this case I think we may—has so declared. I Sore no 
quarre! with that. I am myself in favor ‘of an income tax. 
am ready at the proper time to defend it as an 
equitable and just tax, and not a tax upon r is nota 
socialistic tax; but I shall not enter into that now. At the 
epee ane I propose toexpress my opinion on the matter of an 


‘hose of us on this side of the Chamber who are not in favor 
of this general revision—and I suppose that includes most of the 
souks audiendah allt nconmaaiin, that the Demo- 
eratic majority will practically, as was said by the Senator from 
Teneseses, cowteeh tis question. 
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When we had control of this body and of the other branch and 
the executive branch of the Government, we prepared and passed 
two tariff bills, one in 1883 and one in 1890, and in each case it 
was practically the result of Republican efforts; and I supposo 
substantially the same course pursued then will be pursued now. 
I suppose the Republican majority of the Committee on Finance 
then put those bills in the shape they wanted them after they 
came from the House of pen ionnceare and then, I suppose, 
if convinced by the logic and arguments of the minority that 
they had made a mistake, they made changes. That is what I 
understand the Democratic part of the Committee on Finance 
has been doing in the present case. IfI understood the minutes 
correctly, they had considered and provided what particular 
amendments should be made, and so reported to the whole com- 
mittee, and graciously and courteously allowed the minority to 
propose amendments, with substanti the statement that if 
they proposed amendments which met ir judgment, of course 
they would be taken after they had had an opportunity to con- 
sider them as a Democratic committee, and if they did not, of 
course they would not. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me toask him a question? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr.HOAR. Lunders the statement to be that if anamend- 
ment was offered by Republicans and met the approval of a ma- 
jority of the committee, still it would not be adopted; that if it 
met the approval of any individual Democrat, he would not vote 
for it unless the majority of the other Democrats on the commit- 
tee authorized him to do so. 

Mr. TELLER. I understood it was submitted practically in 
this way: ‘‘ We, the six Democratic members of the committee, 
have agreed uvon the amendments,” and the five Republicans, 
who no voice in the consideration of the matter, were told, 
“Tf you want to suggest any amendments we shall consider them, 
and if our party, the majority of the Democratic members of 
the committee, agree to them, then, of course, we shall accept 
the amendments. If we do not, if there is a division amongst us 
and four on our side are one way and two the other, then the 
amendments are to be rejected.” And yet, if the amendments had 
been considered in the whole committee and there had been two 
Democrats in favor of them with the five Republicans, of course 
the amendments would have been adopted. 

Iam not finding any fault about that; and I think that is prac- 
tically what our e did when they were in control; but it is 
one of the evils of this method of m bills by partisanship 
and in the interests of politics, and not in the interest of the 
country at large. Everybody knows, and I think no fair minded 
man will deny, that when the bill came from the House of Rep- 
resentatives there was very decided opposition toit on the Dem- 
ocratic side of the Chamber, and thatif it had then been sub- 
mitted to a vote it could not have passed this body. I do not 
suppose it could pass now if submitted toa vote. I do not sup- 
pose the pressure which can be brought to bear upon cer 
members of this body will be sufficient to sompel them to vote 
ay bill which, in their judgment, is an unwise and an unfair 


Then, of course, the committee took all these things inte con- 
sideration—i am speaking now of the acting committee, of the 
Democratic members of the committee—and they undertook to 
harmonize all these discordant views. Here is a Senator who 
is opposed to the bill because it has in it the income tax, another 
is to the bill because it does not take sufhcient care of 
cer industries in his State, and he perhaps is willing to over- 
come his objections to the income tax provided the bill is suffi- 
ciently acceptable on other points to the pecp’s of his section of 
the country. So the bill is made up wit e view of getting 
every vote on the Democratic side. 

Mr. President, I am not complai of that. If on this side 
of the Chamber we had a majority and we were called upon to 

re and pass a bill, and fo that certain Senators did not 
eve in the kina of tariff bill that a ns | of their asso- 
ciates believed in, I should it as wisdom on the part of 
the jority on this side to yield sufficiently at least to those 
who differed with them, to secure the passage of a fair and 


bill. 

Therefore, with all the labor of the Committee on Finance, 
with all their efforts, if the bill is not acceptable to all of the 
Democrats—as we kuow it is necessary for the majority to have 

all of the votes of the members of their party to pass 
t—I do not enter any complaint that they do not press the bill 


as itis. I do not of the fact that they are still - 
tiating and considering how they can make the bill acceptable 
to all their associates Democratic standpoint—I am not 


a 
speaking politically—if the of the country is to be 
moted by the reduction of d under the McKinley act 


b 
putting on the free lista t number of articles w are ast 
on the free list of the act, I should say it was wisdom 











on their part to bring all of their members into line and into 
accord so that the bill may be passed. 

I only complain, Mr. President, that we are here with a bill 
which we are asked to discuss in detail, when our friends on the 
other side of the Chamber know that it is not the bill which 
they mean to present ultimately for our votes. 

After theys. have presented the revision of which we hear 
so much, and which we know is to come, how do they know but 
what they can shortendebate? How do they know but what on 
this side of the Chamber they may find somebody to vote for 
that bill? I repeat now, there is not a protectionist on this side 
of the Chamber who can not vote for the bill without violating 
protective principles; and if the majority on the other side, as 
revenue reformers and revenue-tariff men, can vote for it, we 
might vote for it, although it may not contain all we think it 
should. I do not say that we shall vote for it. Very likely we 
shall not, even with the amendments the other side propose to 
offer. But after all, is it not wisdom for them, seeking to get 
this bill through, that. without. any further a should 
come here with the bill which they propose shall finally be sub- 
mitted to the judgment of the Senate w the debate is closed? 
I think my colleague [Mr. WoLcoTT] was exactly right this 
morning, when he said that we have a right to demand it, the 
whole Senate has a right to demand it, and the whole country 
has a right to demand it; and, in my judgment, if the majority 
will do that, they will bring a bill here in haste and say, ‘' This 
is the final thing that we intend to put before the Senate, that 
we intend the House of Representatives shall accept; it has re- 
ceived the approval of the Democrats of both branches of Con- 
gress,” and, I su , under the present condition, it is neces- 
sary that it shanti have the approval also of the Executive. If 
they say ‘‘the bill has received all this in advance, and this is 
what you may takeor you may let alone, because we are going 
te pass it,” the country will rest with the knowledge of what 
this. ~— is to be as if the bill had already sama 

Mr. President, I heard something said about re being no 
halter about anybody’s neek. I would not. myself use that term 
in. the Senate, because it is not conceivable that any Senator 
here has a halter around hisneck. It is not within the rules of 
one and the decencies of debate that a suggestion should 

made, that. any Senator is going to vate co to his judg- 
ment. But I know, and so do the Senators on this floor, that 
when this bill shall be finally completed,shall come before the 
Senate, there will be no general revision of it by Democratic 
votes; it will be taken as a whole, and:I do not. know that it will 
be possible to pass a tariff bill unless that thing is done. 

here are not. two men on this side of Chamber who agree 
upon tariff propositions; there are not two men who would sit 
down by themselves on either side of the Chamber and make 
a bill entirely alike. That. being so, there must be some effort 
and attempt tocompromise opinions and come together. I re- 
peat, I am not eee of compromises in matter. I 
only want that the bill which is finally to be presented to us shall 
come along so that we may dispose of it. 

I do not. believe the country is benefited by this me [know 
asil know I am here that the passage ofthe pending bill will not 
bring the relief to the country which the country is suffering 
for. I know that the country will be as disappointed in this bill 
as it was in the bill which six months ago we were com: ing 
against in this Chamber, when we heard from the public press 
and from official utterances in this body and out of it, that all 
that was required to bring prosperity to us was the repeal of the 
Sherman act. When the newspapers wereclamoring and when 
bankers threatened, and whensome of the Senators. on this floor 
received more than a hundred threatening letters of assassina- 
tion if they did not. allow the bill for the repeal of the purchas- 
ing clause of the Sherman act to pass, I knew then, as I know 
now, that thecountry was and is suffering from something the 
do-not understand. knew then, as I know now, that that bil 
was as futile and as useless to bring moe to the country as 
this bill will be if it shall pass, or as the } cKinley act will be if 
it. is allowed to stand upon the statute books. 

So believing, I believe it is wise on the part of Democrats to 
try this experiment, and I believe it is wise on our part to allow 
the experiment to be tried after fair ess and fair explana- 
— and — ay us see a ae Bee still ———— to 

done to bring the p ty w n promised us. ° 

Six months have ro ie President, since the purchasing 
elause of the Sherman act was repealed. Labor has fallen, prod- 
ucts have fallen, and money has risen. There-never has been in 
the history of the American people acondition so fraught with 
Soar as. that of to-day. In every section of the country 

er it be im the active and aggressive West,.in stead and 
sober New England, or in the conservative South, there is un- 
vest; there are assembling hordes who are making their way 


towards this capital with an undefined and uncertain notion of 
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what they want to do, but with a certain knowledge that there 
is something wrong and that something ought to be done. [do 
not care to speak of the people who are coming here. [only re- 
fer to that movement to show that there is unrest, disquietude, 
discontent, and danger in the air. 

I shall be ready by my vote at the proper time—not in a min- 
ute, not without fair debate, but at a proper time—to vote 
against the pending. bill if it does not meet my judgment in the 
shape it sha f be finally brought here. 

I hope the Democratic majority in this Chamber will perfect 
their bill, will present it, and will press it until it shall finally 
receive the sanction of the majority, as it ultimately will, and 
be enacted into law. Then the people may have an opportunity 
of seeing whether or not this is the relief they are crying for. 
When it shall be demonstrated, as it will be, that no high tariff 
or low tariff will bring prosperity to this. country, then the Leg- 
islature of the country, then the intelligence of the country, 
then the wealth and the virtue of the country will all be en- 
listed in trying to find some solution, some method by which 
the idle can be put. to work, some method by which the pros- 
perity which has been our glory and our boast for a generation 
shall return to us. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the Senator from Colorado 
intimates thatit was the general opinion, or at least one would 
infer from his observations that it was the general opinion, that 
the repeal of the purchase clause of the Sherman act would 
bring ea My. the country. I presume some Senators 
overes ted favorable effects which would follow from 
the passage of that bill; but I am sureI did not. I[ am sure 
that there was not a citizen of New England who supposed that 
even the ehief part, or any considerable share of the trouble 
which was then existing was due tothe Sherman act. That had 
nothing to do with it. . 

We might have continued the purchase of silver under that 
act for some months longer without, in my judgment, seriously 
injuring the country; but. Europe was undoubtedly uneasy lest 
we were drifting toward a single standard; and it was for the 
good of the credit of the country in general and for our pros- 
perity, in my judgment, that we should stop those purchases: 
but to say that the people of New England, New York, Pennsyl- 
vania, the Middle States generally, and the Western States so 
far as they are largely engaged in manufacturing, thought that 
was the trouble, is to make a great mistake. They did not 


think so. The trouble began the day after the Presidential 
election of 1892. 
From. the moment the people found out that the Democrats 


had elected their President and were likely to have a majority 
in both. branches of Congress, there was not an industry of any 
importance in all New England that knew how to make an esti- 
mate for three months ahead. Innumerable plans for the erec- 
tion of additional buildings or the enlargement of existing build- 
ings, the purchase of stock in advance, etc., etc., and all of the 
great commercial transactions accompanying important indus- 
tries came to a stop and a halt; the plansfor new buildings were 
pigeonholed, orders for great purchases of wool and cotton 
were revoked, orders of whol e dealers in New York and in 
the West upon New England or the Middle States for manufac- 
tures were revoked, and it was said, “We will take one-quarter 
of the orders,” or, ‘We will opens our orders entirely.” That 
was the condition, and inevitably it must have been so, because 
nobody knew what would be done by that Congress, nobody 
knew what foreign competition his industry would be subjected 
to; and we are in that condition yet. That is the trouble with 
the ee: 

I do not deny that there are embarrassments connected with 
the question of the currency. I sympathize heartily with the 
desire to see bimetallism,in whatI consider a proper sense of it, 
reéstablished throughout the world. I have no objections to 
the imperative, the imperious, and absolute declarations upon 
the other side that we have got to take just such a bill and that 
we shall not be allowed to make a change. We donotexpect to 
do that; but we did think last December that when the Commit- 
tee on Finanes would take up this question for consideration it 
would be possible to go in there and, whether they called ita 
revenue bill, or a free-trade bill, or in a measure a protective 
bill, suggest. that there were errors made upon items; that cruel 
See were likely to be done which were not justified underany 

eory. 

Now, I have had to do more or less, according to the best of 
my ability, with the making of this thefourth tariff bill. I have 
been concerned with them asa legislator. I never had any dif- 
ficulty whatever before in taking able representative men, men 
representing great interests, indeed, sceres and scores of mil- 


lions.of dollars, into. the Finance Committee room and permitting 


them to make a clearand sensible statement as to the injuries to 
be done. by an existing clause and suggest a remedy by slight 











amendments here and there. It is the first time that that has 
been refused to me. 

I have had constituents here, not only men of great wealth, 
vut of official position as members of great associations, silk, 
wool, etc., who were anxious to be heard, and to hear them was 
to hear millions of people and hundreds of millions of capital. 
But I could not take them into that room for a single state- 
ment. Was the committee in search of truth or had it made up 
its mind that a certain despotic theory was to be carried out? 
We were told then, I suppose, as we are told here, that whatwe 
said made no difference whatever. ButI saw when the REcoRD 
was read this morning of the meeting of the committee that 
some of my colleagues were admitted. Iam very happy tohear 
it. Isaw that the reasonable suggestionsand explanations they 
made had an effect and that the committee agreed to modify 
the bill, for example, in the matter of marble; and in other things 
I know there were modifications made, 

How does the Senator from Indiana know that when this 
perfected bill comes in here there will not be the possibility of 
anerror init? It is their bill; they are to pass it, to be sure; 
but they have shown in the committee room in those limited 
hearings that they were open to argument and information and 
did make minor changes. I am very grateful personally in some 
cases for their doing it, but we did not getin there to make any 
formal presentation. If they would hear the bill, whatever it 
may be, that is to come here, certainly the pending bill, pa- 
tiently paragraph by paragraph, | do not know, but I believe 
that it can be shown to the satisfaction of reasonable men that 
some things can be done there in the direction of mercy. I 
know thatas the bill stands now there are certain shops that will 
stop their work when it is passed, and others that will discharge 
large numbers of men. One I have in mind is a new and grow- 
ing industry built up within three years. Am I to be told by 
the Senator from Indiana that no matter what I may say about 
it, no matter what I may show about the promising character of 
it or the capital that has gone into it on the faith of the McKin- 
—ocs they will kill it? 

Now, sir, I do feel very strongly upon certain points that I did 
not mean to speak of now, but I will mention one of them, and 
that is the sectional character of this bill. I would noi have 
spoken of it had it not been already alluded to freely and vizor- 
ously upon the Democratic side. The bill substantially as it is 
before us now was matured by three gentlemen, able and honor- 
able men, west of the Mississippi River. 1 never knew that 
either one of them had extensively traveled through Pennsyl- 
vania, New York, and New England, and in the manufacturing 
regions generally to study the social and economic conditions 
that there exist. I tell one of the best men in the world, the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LINDSAY], who spoke the other 
day, that he has not the first conception of society as it is in 
Massachusetts or Connecticut or New York or Pennsylvania in 
the manufacturing regions. He evidently supposes that there 
are a class of men there of great riches, many millionaires. I 
know very few engaged in manufactures who are millionaires. 
And he supposes that there is a degraded and submissive class 
of people there, etc.; and that there are men who pay no consid- 
eration to the welfare of their operatives, who do not listen to 
claims for higher wages, etc. 

The bill, I say, was made by men who do not know their own 
country. Isay so because I believe that if they had the ele- 
ments of common humanity, to say nothing of generosity, they 
could not do some of the things they propose to do. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, there are some things that still 
surprise me, although I have been a good while in this world 
where surprises occur frequently. One is the objection to a 
measure in this body that it has been prepared by Senators whose 
residence is either east or west of the eevee or in New 
England, or in Illinois, or wherever it may be. The bill is be- 
fore the Senate. It undoubtedly presents to this body the inde. 
ment of those who have been concerned in the framing of it. It 
is written in plain language, seatly comprehended, and I submit 
te the Senator from Connecticut it is not to be judged by its 
authorship, but by its own provisions. What difference does it 
make where it was originated and who were the authors of it? 
It is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

This leads me to refer to the controversies in regard to the 
conduct of the Committee on Finance, where the bill was consid- 
ered and from which it was reported. What difference does it 
make whether or not gentlemen were heard before that com- 
mittee? Does it not show in a most striking manner the indeli- 
cacy and the impropriety of bringing before the Senate the pro- 
cookiun of the committee? I had su that they were not 
proper subjects of discussion here. The bill is now before a 
committee com of this whole body. It is being discussed 
in the presence of the American people. ry Senator has 
the right to suggest any improvements or changes or alterations 
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in its language or its structure. What is there, then, to com- 
plain about? What is the utility of this discussion? We have 
now occupied two hours in this controversy. Have gentlemen 
on the other side pointed out their objections to the provisions 
Not at all. 

We have been edified by a discussion as to whether the mi- 
nority were treated with that consideration to which they were 
entitled. We have been informed that they made some sugges- 
tions which were accepted by the majority. We have been told 
that they were not permitted to present their reasons for other 
amendments suggested. 

_ But, after all, this is a committee of the whole Senate. In- 
justice is impossible here. The bill is before the Senate, and it 
is to be judged by its own merits. Can we look beyond that? 
Does the Senator from Rhode Island, for example, believe that 
he will oppose the bill, although it may be just and wise in its 
p-ovisions, because of the conduct of a majority of any one of 
the committees of this body? Can it be supposed that such con- 
siderations will control the vote of asingle member of this body? 
I submit to the Senator from Connecticut would he vote for the 
bill if it had been prepared by Northeastern Senators or North- 
western Senators? ould such considerations control his vote? 
Would he not read the bill and examine its provisions and 
ae determine whether it was such a bill as ought to become a 
aw: 

Mr. President, I am weary of this perpetual appeal to sectional 
considerations. Iam weary of the arguments that are predicated 
upon the accidental residence of the authors of a particular 
measure, or those who have as the mere agents of the Senate 
modified it or changed it or produced it. Let the bill be judged 
by its own intrinsic merits; if it is bad reject it, if it is right 
a pl it. 

e are now, 1 believe, on the first line of the bill after the 
enacting clause. We have spent days in discussion. The ques- 
tion is, When shall the bill take effect? The committee suggest 
that it shall take effect on the 30th of June. That question ma 
be of a in itself; but not a single word has been sai 
in regard to the details of the bill. Senators say we are to have 
ae else hereafter. That may be true and it may not be 
true, but is it not wiser to consider the pending bill? The Sen- 
ator from Connecticut says he can point out objections to the 
bil. Let him point out the objections and submit them to the 
judgment and conscience of the Senate. Why complain of the 
past? Whatever is past is past. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Illinois yield to me for a 
grees 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr.PALMER. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator says there has been no complaint 
found with the eee of the bill. The Senate has spent 
nearly a month in what the other House calls general debate 
upon the bill, in which the different provisions of the bill have 
been assailed in detail. 

One speaker has taken up one phase of the bill, another Sen- 
ator has taken up another, and broad and large the whole bill 
from es to end has been denounced and riddled. Now, 
I ask the Senator whether he thinks it is good legislation 
and good form, when Senators have honestly confined them- 
selves to the detailsof the bill, to be told that a new bill, which 
is entirely different from that which the Senate has been con- 
sidering, the provisions of which are entirely different from 
those which have been denounced, is going to be sprung on the 
Senate? Why is that done, let me ask the Senator from 
Illinois? Is it because those who are in authority here, and 
have charge of the bill, having become frightened and driven 
from their position, are obliged to substitute something else 
that we have not considered? Has the Senate been going on 
as a moot court, let me ask the Senator from Illinois, discuss- 
ing subjects-matter that are not to be brought before us? 
That is the complaint this side makes, that we object strenu- 
ously and urgently against the provisions of « bill, and find that 
we are to be treated to another bill. 

Mr. PALMER. A college student in the State of Connecticut 
once had this problem submitted to him: Why is it if vou fill a 
jar with water and after you have filled it, to the very brim you 
place a fish in the same jar the water will not overflow? 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to ask the Senator from Illinois one ques- 
tion there, if he pleases. Does he mean to state that Charles the 
Second was a student in a Connecticut college? That would 
prove a very interesting historical fact if it is true. 

Mr.PALMER. Ionlyrepeatthatitis New England authority, 
and I, of course, have no right to object to its sufficiency. Sena- 
tors should not make me responsible for all the personne! in tell- 
ing a er: But — ks said, ‘‘ Is it true that the water will 
not overflow the jar?” Now, I ask the Senator from Maine 
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when he speaks of some bill that we are to hive hereafter, is it 
true? 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator from Illinois what he 
thinks about it. When we come to vote upon the details ofa 
bill that is to go to the country as the tariff legislation of the 
majority, does the Senator himseif believe that it is to be the 
Dili that is under the charge of the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
HaARRIs], and is on the desk before the clerks, or another bill? 

Mr. PALMER. It is vain toset a net inthe sight of any bird. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator answer me that one question? 

Mr. PALMER. I will say to the Senator that when [ affirm 
a fact I furnish evidence of it before I ask anybody to answer a 
question predicated upon it. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator believe that the bill which we 
are to consider with the framework of the present bill is the 
bill which we are to be asked to pass? 

Mr, GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. I will answer the Senator in this way. I 
have listened to such suggestionsfrom various Senators. I have 
been astonished at the hardihood of Senators in making the 
suggestions. If they are regarded as mere political attacks, 
mere political maneuvers, intended to create a sensation or to 
excite mirth, that is all right; but if the Senator as astatesman, 
as a representative of the State of Maine, makes that assertion, 
let him furnish some evidence of its truth. I can not be called 
upon to answer mere surmises and suggestions. Why should 
I be? 

Mr.HALE. What does the Secretary of the Treasury mean 
when he says: 

Itis true an effort is being made to agree upon such ara in the pend- 
ing bill as will secure for it the united and active support of all the Demo- 
crats in the Senate. 

Mr. PALMER. If the Senator from Maine desires to know 
what the Secretary of the Treasury means let him ask the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. 

Mr.HALE. Let me say right here, if the Senator will allow 
me, a good deal of comment has been made by Senators upon 
the other side upon what is called the bad practice of quoting 
interviews. 

I wish to say upon good authority that some of the interviews, 
and more than one, are not interviews that are picked up by 
newspaper correspondents, but they are interviews which have 
been given by Senators themselves to the newspapers that have 
published them, with the request of the Senators that they be 
published. Instead of these being random and irresponsible 
statements, it is justice to the newspaper press to say that they 
are interviews which have been rounseted to be published b 
the Senators who purport tomakethem. Therefore they spea 
with authority, and we have a right toquote them here. are 
over, as I said on Saturday, the men who make the most sig- 
nificant of these statements can not be forced by any pressure on 
to the confessional. They do not and will not deny them. 

Mr. PALMER. Senators who invite newspaper gentlemen 
into their confidence will be responsible for what they say. But 
upon what principle can gentlemen who did not make such dis- 
closures be asked in regard tothem? The Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALpRIcH], I think, read the other day a reported in- 
terview with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. BRICE]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; I did not read it. 

Mr.PALMER. Somebody did. I believe it was the Sena- 
tor from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. I read it. 

Mr. PALMER. How does that concern me? How does that 
concern the Senate. The Senator from Ohio, when an opportu- 
nity is afforded to him, will avow his opinions and purposes on 
this floor to the extent which suits him. 

Mr. HALE. It would not concern the Senator from Illinois 
one particle except thatit is the deliberate utterance of a — 
cious, careful, shrewd man, who is aSenatorupon the other side; 
and it means irresistibly that the Senator from Illinois will be 
called upon to sustain the programme that the Senator from 
Ohio lays out. That is where it concerns the Senator. 

Mr. PALMER. Whenever the Senator from Illinois is called 
upon to vote he will do so upon his own responsibility, and he 
will not ask that anybody shall share it with him. If the Sena- 
tor from Ohio or the Senator from Maine has peculiar views, 
those Senators will be responsible for them. When theSenator 
from Illinois, speaking of myself, is called upon to vote, [ shall 
vote upon my ownresponsibi ity, persuaded by the arguments of 
the Senator from Maine, if they meet my a pam of the Sena- 
tor from Ohio, or any other Senator. Allof them are entitied 
to my most respectful consideration, and when the time comes I 
trust I shall be found equal to the responsibilities of the occasion. 

This isa mere game, Mr. President. I ask pardon for using 
the word. These are fantastic movements intended to impress 
the galleries and for the uses of the newspaper press. It is not 





statesmanship; it is not logic; it is not good argument; it con- 
veys no information; it does no good. It simply affords an op- 
portunity for gentlemen to indulge in their humor and fancy. 
But I am responsible for none of this. The bill is before the 
Senate; it is open to discussion. Undoubtedly when occasion 
arises Senators will express their opinions upon all of its provi- 
sions that they deem of sufficient importance to occupy the time 
of the Senate. I protest, not in the sense of objecting to the 
right of any Senator to pursue this course, that this is no way 
of satisfying the public expectation. The country is suffering 
from depression of business, and we are here splitting hairs, 
not, I submit, earnestly devoting ourselves to the point o' ma- 
turing the bill. We are seeking party advantages by means 
which I am justified in saying are not statesmanlike at least, 
whatever else may be said of them. 

I protest against the imputation of sectionalism in the bill. 
One of the Senators from Maine attributed it not to a purpose, 
but said the bill would serve ths English; and the junior Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] some days ago assailed 
England, and said we must not do that which England desires. 


Every prejudice was invoked or sought to be invoked. The bill 
is now before the Senate to be read by paragraphs. Gentlemen 
tell us we can not do this; that it is not fairatall. Why? Be- 


cause there is some other bill hereafter to be introduced and 
that bill will be supported by the supposed majority. I say to 
gentlemen that I am in no position to contradict it; [am in no 
position to affirm it to be true; but I had supposed a gentleman 
would never venture upon an assertion that was not sufficiently 
supported; that he would not make an assertion unless he could 
find proof of it. I never supposed a gentleman would file a bill 
of discovery and would assail the members of the Finance Com- 
mittee and ask them these questions, and then say ‘‘ inasmuch 
as you have not answered, it must be taken for granted that you 
admit that which you do not deny.” 

Mr. President, I do not know that I have contributed anything 
at all to the fair discussion of this question, but I should be glad 
todoso. The fact about it is that gentlemen here are more fa- 
miliar than Iam with the methods of political parties.’ The Sena- 
tor from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] has just described the condition 
the parties are innow. The Democratic party succeeded in 1892, 
which was the first time the question of protection had been 
fairly submitted to the country for fifty years. I grant that the 
Democratic —s were not agreed upon the details of any tariff 
measure. Details are matters of adjustment. This country of 
ours is immense; itsinterestsare various. The Democratic party 
were substantially agreed that protection as embodied in the 
McKinley law had been productive of no general good, but pro- 
duced almost infinite harm to the general interests of the coun- 
try. That was the issue tried in 1892. T say it was the first time 
for a half century that thatquestion was presented clearly to the 
American people. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator if he will not 
goa little further? I ask him whether, if the issue was sub- 
mitted atall, it was not submitted as stated in the Democratic 

latform, that protection to any extent or in any degree is rob- 
ry and infamous and in violation of the Constitution? I wish 
to accompany that with another question. Does the Senator 
claim that the American people in the election of 1892 affirmed 
the doctrine of the Chicago platform on that subject? 

Mr. PALMER. I do. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. Then it would be perjury for the 
Senator to vote for any provision in the bill put in for the pure 
pose of protecting an interest. 

Mr. PALMER. Having answered the first question of the 
Senator from Massachusetts—— 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have an answer to the second 
question. 

Mr. PALMER. I do not by any means suppose that an answer 
to the second question is necessary now, but [I will meet it in a 
moment. Iassert that for the first time in fifty years past the 
question between a tariff for revenue and a tariff for protection 
was fairly submitted to the American people. My recollection 
goes back at least to 1856. I know that in 1856 the tariff ques- 
tion was not before the people as an issue in the Presidential 
election of that year. There were subjects then of far more en- 
grossing importance. In 1888 the tariff question or the subject 
of protection was submitted to the country in form, but I know 
there was no hearing by the people on the question. I know 
that in 1868 the country had just recovered from the war and 
the reconstruction measures were embodied in the nomination 
of Gen. Grant in 1868, or I might refer to 1864, when the coun- 
try wasin the very throes of civil conflict and men cared nothing 
about protection. 

They cared for the salvation of the Union. If a man had at- 
tempted to speak to an American audience on the question of 
protection then he would have been scouted as speaking of 
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matters of no importance whatever. In 1868 there was the same 
wecessity for supporting the Government and carrying out 
re that were deemed tobe necessary for the war. In 1872 
there was no crystallization of public opinion on that question. 
But in the meantime the Republican party had obtained two 
powerlul reinforcements in 1872; the Republican party had their 
motives; 1 am not criticising them now. There was the senti- 
ment that animated the soldiers, to whom the question of pro- 
tection was of no importance. There were the questions of 
finance, the questions of the payment of the national debt. In 
1868, I know for [ took part in the canvass of that year, the 
—_ of protection was never mentioned so far as I know, 
though I was a candidate for governor of my State. 

It was then the greater quessenre preserving the public faith 
in the payment of the national debt, not according to the very 
contract itself, but according to the spirit of the contract. Thou- 
sands of men were influenced by the popularity of Gen. Grant 
and the mistake made by the Democratic party in their theory 
that the public debt could be discharged in mere A amma securi- 
ties. In i872 there was no organization of sentiment on the 
tariff question. In 1876 the issue was partially made. In 1880 it 
is remembered how it was that the issue of protection was 
evaded, Although the Democrats nominatec one of the most 
distinguished protectionists in the country, theissue was evaded. 
In on at the first election of Mr. Cleveland, the issue was not 
made. 

In 1888 there were difficulties that prevented the submission 
of that issue. Among them was the large increase of the col- 
ored vote. [llinois and Indiana, I — of those States partic- 
ularly, were carried for the Republican party by the colored 
vote; and they were not influenced by the tariff. The colored 

ple had lately been enfranchised; they were grateful to the 
Rey ublican party, and they voted with that party. Republican 
politicians never thought it necessary to argue the question of 
prateatins before colored audiences. Gen. Harrison, too, had 
na soldier of great merit, and was confided in, and in addi- 
tion President Cleveland, dur his former Administration, 


- head, in what I regard as the judicious exercise of his power, 


vetoed pension bills, so that the question was all the time over- 
looked. But in 1892—-—- 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from [linois will not for- 
get the celebrated m of the President in 1887, wherein he 
made the tariff the sole and only issue, in pursuance of which 
the Mills bill passed the House resentatives and the Sen- 
ate amended it. So, I submit to a 1888 the tariff was prac- 
tically the sole one. Lremind the Senator of the fact that 
in 1887, although it is usual for a President in his mening to 
deal with the situation in the country by and large, the Presi- 
dent made an absolute departure from that usage, and devoted 
his entire message to the question of tariff; and that was the 
only issue in 1888, so far as I know. 

Mr. PALMER. Thatis not inconsistent with whatI asserted. 
In 1887 the President made that issue; but it was not possible 
then to obtain the attention of the whole country to its impor- 
tance. Lllinois that year was carried by the colored vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. In 1888? 

Mr. PALMER. In 1888. 

Mr. ALLISON. It may be carried the next time the same 
way. 

Mr. PALMER. That is ible, but it was not carried by 
them in 1892. By the way, the colored voters are getting wiser; 
mes are now emancipated, par at least. 

r. HALE. Does the Senator from Illinois mean tosay that 
he took part in the canvass of 1888, which was made clean and 
simple upon the Mills bill, upon the tariff and nothing else, and 
did not discuss the tariff question in that campaign? 

Mr. PALMER. I have not said so. On the contrary—— 

_ ers. eae a it not true lente never ae ar 
paign where the tariff issue was so y an 
s0 overwhel ly the subject of debate as in the canvass before 
the election of 1888? 

Mr. PALMER. I can onlyspeak for that portion of thecoun- 
try in which the canvass interested me. I know thatin 1887 the 
President made that issue. I know in 1888 the issue was not 
fairly tried,for the reasons which I have given. The President, 


as I have said, had given offense toa ware ans Canad pape 
won- 


by the veto of pension bills,and these vetos were used 
derful power by tlemen who favored a. 
Mr. HALE. The Senator must know the veto of private 
on bills was as much talked about in 1892.as it was in 1888, 
and that really it did not cut a great in either campaign. 


Me. PA R. It cut a very 
paiga of 1888. Lilinois (I speak of that Se eee 
tl enna anaes ar ese Nae the 
ues protection no possible influence. I have said, 
refore, that in 1888 the offense by Mr. Cleveland to the 
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soliera and the influence of the colored vote carried Illinois, I 
know, for Gen. Harrison. The attempt was made and the issue 
was made, wherever it could be successfully tried by the friends 
of protection, but here was a vote that was not impressed in the 
slightest degree by argument on that question. I speak of the 
colored vote and I speak of a large sold. er vote that was affected 
by the belief that the President was hostile to them and their 
interests. 

In 1892 the issue was made distinctly at Chicago. Illinois gave 
Mr. Cleveland a majority of over 30,000. That was the result of 
the submission of the tariff question tothe people; and it was 
the result of the clear comprehension by the people of tha part- 
ticular issne. It is true there was a large colored vote, but it 
was not all controlled by considerations growing outof their past 
condition. It is true there was a large soldier vote, which was 
not controlled by the influences that affected the canvass in 1838, 
and Illinois gave Mr. Cleveland a majority of 40,000 votes, and 
elected a large majority of tle Illinois delegation in the House 
of Representatives on t issue. It was presented and fairly 
argued, and the verdict was against protection. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I should like to ask the Senator from Illinois 
if it is not true that at that time there was a large influx of for- 
eigners to the city of Chicago, anticipatory of the World's Fair, 
who were unfamiliar with American institutions, and who be- 
came denizens of the city of Chicago and were induced to take 
up Democratic ideas, the oat scenes at that time being po- 
litically in the hands of the Democrats? 

Mr. PALMER. I admit there was a large influx of foreign- 
ers. I have no doubt that tosome extent the suggestion of the 
Senator from Washington is supported by the facts, but there 
was a large vote. There was a ge gain outside of Chicago, 
and the vote of the classes to which the Senator refers in Chi- 
cago — not determine the question in favor of the Democratic 


tes. 

Mr. CAREY. Willit interrupt the Senator from Illinois if 

I should ask him a question? Did not all of Mr. Cleveland’s 

j oy in the State of Illinois come from the city of Chicago? 

r. PALMER. Yes, it did; that is to say, Gen. Harrison 
got a majority outside of Chicago, but it was very much reduced 
as com with the vote of 1888. At thesame time the people 
throughout the State became interested in the tariff question, 
and they had theirreason for it. In 1888 the people were prom- 
ised the blessings and advantages of protection. In 1892 those 
promises had been demonstrated to be fallacious; there was no 
room for doubt about it; it was not true. In 1888 in Illinois 
there were promises of protection, and those promises were be- 
lieved. In 1892 those promises had been demonstrated to be un- 
founded, and the farmers—all interests wereaffected. It was dis- 
covered that protection was a delusion and a snare, and that 
lost many votes in that State to the Republican ticket. 

Mr. CAREY. Will the Senator from Illinois permit me to 
call hisattention to a fact as I recollect it? I may be wrong in 
the figures, but the farmers of Illinois voted for Gen. Harrison 
in the last election. In other words, there was a majority of 
some seven or eight thousand outside of the city of Chicago for 
the blican tors. 

Mr. PALMER. I do not believe the majority of the farmers 
of Illinois voted for Mr. Harrison. Gen. rison received an 
immense majority in the manufacturing counties in the State, 
but in the county in which my colleague and I live, which is al- 
most purely an agricultural county, Mr. Cleveland’s majority as 
between 1888 and 1892 was almost doubled in thelatter year. In 
all the cneeee region of centrai Illinois Mr. Cleveland’s 
vote was largely in excess of his vote in 1888. The vote of the 
mete portion of the State was not much changed. 

Mr, CAREY. Would it interrupt the Senator from Illinois 
if I should ask him atthis time another question? He seems to 
be fair in the discussion of this question. Which form of the 
bill, the bill as it came from the House or as it is amended and 
reported to the Senate, purports to follow the declarations of 
the last Democratic national convention? 

Mr, PALMER. Both. 

Mr. CAREY. Now I wish to call the Senator’s attention—— 

Mr. PALMER. Per the Senator will hear me through. 
Both, at a very consid le distance. As to the race between 
the two in attempt to overtake the Chicago platform, Iam 
not to state. 

Mr. CAREY. Mr. Neal presented an amendment to the plat- 
eee by the committee on resolutions, which became 
ao the ; it struck out all before the denunciation 
the y act and inserted: 


We denounce 


enous of the great ma- 
a fundamental 


as a fraud, a 
for the benefit of the few. e declare it tobe 


The convention struck out the following clause: 
Butin making reductions in taxes it is not proposed to injure any do- 
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mestic industries, but rather to promote their healthy growth. From the 
foundation of the Government, taxes collected at the custom-house have 
m the chief source of Federal revenue. Such they must continue to be. 
oreover, many industries have come to rely upon legislation for success- 
ful continuance; so that any change of law must be at every step regardful 
of the labor and capital involved. 


I wish to ask the Senator to tell me which one of these reso- 
lutions he is in favor of. 

Mr. PALMER. I was not a member of the convention, but 
I did all I could to seeure the adoption of the Neal substitute. 

Mr. CAREY. Then the Senator did not believe in the prop- 
osition that was stricken out, that Congress was justified in its 
legislation in protecting industries already established -—— 

itr. PALMER. No, [ have not said that. 

Mr. CAREY. Orin not making the changes so radical as to 
suddenly destroy them? 

Mr. PALMER. I favored the Neal amendment, and so far as 
I had any influence over the delegates from Illinois I exerted it 
in that direction. I thinkevery member of the delegation from 
Illinois voted for the Neal substitute. I did it, not for want of 
gny desire to protect industries in this country, but because it 
has been demonstrated beyond all possible doubt that it is not 
possible todo so. When you come to think of a country 3,000 
miles from ocean to ocean, and of immense extent, with an in- 
finite variety of interests, protection is animpossibility. Itisa 
stupid a at doing that which can not be done and it re- 
sults in mischief. It may benefit special local interests, but it 
results in infinite mischief, as it always does. 

Mr. CAREY. As I understand the Senator, then, he does not 
believe that the tariff legislation-from the foundation of the 
Government up to the present time has helped the industries of 
this country? 

Mr. PALMER. 
special industries. 

Mr.GRAY. They have acted well in special directions? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes. 

Mr. CAREY. The bill as it came from the other House had 
sugar on the free list, lumber on the free list, coal on the free 
list, iron ore on the free list, and wool on the free list. Will the 
Senator tell me how he can consistently vote to puta tariff on 
sugar, the product of an industry that is largely controlled by a 
trust, a monopoly in the United States; on coal, which is also 
controlled to a greater or less extent by combinations; on iron 
ore, which is also controlled by combinations, and leave wool on 
the free list, a product of the farms which from its very nature 

can not monopolize and can not putinatrust? There can 
no puts and calls so far as wool is concerned. 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator presents a question to me first 
and an assertion sscond. I can answer his question and con- 
tradict his assertion. That is the best I can dofor him. I con- 
cede that the bill as passed by the other House made these 
various products free, and to that extent I prefer that bill. I 
shall vote for the bill, so far as those particulars are concerned, 
upon the principle of a choice of evils. I should not do it if I 
did not think we are confronted by conditions so much worse 
than those that I accept them. In regard to wool, I am as well 
satisfied as I am about anything that I can not demonstrate by 
figures that the protection offered by the McKinley law to wool 
was among the most shameless of all its delusions. It gave no 
advan sto wool. I speak now of wool in the State in which 
Ilive. I know that from the time of the e of the McKin- 
ley law until to-day the price of wool has steadily declined. To 
some extent I myself am interestedin wool. I know thatin 1891 
Isold my wool at 26centsa pound. I know that in 18931 sold it 
for 12 cents. 

What had been gained by wool from protection? I know a 
case in Illinois where a man was the owner of three or four hun- 
dred sheep. He. is a large farmer, and I know that he had a 
standing notice out that he would give his whole crop of wool to 
anybody who would pay the tariff duties, according to some 
range of estimation he made, upon the other purchases of the 

rear. Wool went down steadily and steadily; 
nefited it. What did protection benefit that belongs to the 
farmer? What didit protect? It wasadelusive offer without 
advantage, while it imposed burdens upon those matters of prime 
ser that enter into the consumption of the poorest man in 
the State. 
I know by personal observation that as to the clothing of the 


men who work for wages, upon any reasonable , the in- 
cost by protection makes steady and constant suf- 
. I know it was so in the South among the roes who 


d upon their labor, which is an element entirely over- 
in all these matters. They have voted with the Repub- 

s; they have been grateful for emancipation; they have 
relied upon as a part of the organized lican militia 
be thrown mn the enemy whenever it was thought neces- 
'y to do so. et all their clothing is being burdened not for 


protection never | 
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the sheep-grower, but burdened for protection. Four, five, or 
six million of them have been carrying this load. 

The farm laborers of the West, of whom nobody ever thinks, 
have been carrying this burden for years. All this controversy 
has been for the protection of what iscalled the organized labor 
of thiscountry. Whatismore remarkable, too—and I may as well 
speak of that now—the effect of protection has been that in tho 
States of Massachusetts, Connecticut, Rhode Island, and New 
Hampshire nearly the entire population has changed within a 
very few years. The system of protection has invited immense 
hordes of skilled labor from abroad, and the children of those 
States have sought homes in the West and are there pursued by 
this same proscriptive protection spirit. That is my judgment 
upon this question. 

Mr. CAREY. Now, I want to ask the Senator in this connec 
tion—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. PALMER. With pleasure. 

Mr.CAREY. Donotthe factsshow that as you have increased 
or decreased the tariff rates on wool just so has that industry de- 
creased or increased in this country? 

Mr. PALMER. No; that is not true. 

Mr. CAREY. The statistics show that we are producing to- 
day very much more wool than we produced a few years ago in 
this country. We are producing a larger percentage of wool 
that is consumed in this country than we dida few years ago. 
So far as my people are concerned, the State in which I live, 
during the year 1893, after the depression commenced and they 
began toclose the factories in this country the wool-grower in my 

art of the country received only about half the net price for 
The price of sheep was 
marked. 

Before 18383—leading up to 1883, sheep were worth in the 
United States from $2 to $4 a head. After the change in the 
tariff schedule in 1883 sheep began to decrease in price. Just 
before the passage of the McKinley bill you could buy sheep for 
from 75 cents to$2.50a head. In 1891 the price. went up from an 
average of $2 to$4ahead. The business in the State in which 
I live (and the same is true in the States of Washington, Oregon, 
Idaho, and Colorado) became a very profitable one under the 
McKinley law. I only know of one man interested in the sheep 
ey in my State who has come out and said that he be- 
lieves the taking of the tariff off of wool will reduce the price. 

If the Senator will permit me, I want to ask him a question. 
Does he think that because a tariff is put on some particular 
product. in thiscountry that only the parties producing that prod- 
uct are benefited? 

Mr. PALMER. Iam not prepared to say that. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should be glad if the Senator from Illinois 
and the Senator from Wyoming would allow me to ask both of 
them a question. 

Mr. CAREY. The Senator has my consent. 

Mr. PALMER. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. The question I want to ask each of those Sen- 
ators is, no matter how the Senator from Illinois may answer 
the very voluminous question of the Senator from Wyoming, 
what pertinency has it to the firstamendment on the bill, which 
is the pending question; and 1 beg to know of the two Senators 
if there will come a time in the early or late future when we 
may hope to come to a vote upon that first amendment? 

Mr. CAREY. I will state to the Senator from Tennessee that 
this side of the Chamber, I understand, have been trying to find 
out what the tariff bill is that is discussed. 

Mr. HARRIS. The other side of the Chamber ought to know 
what that amendment is, and that is all they need know until it 
is disposed of. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senatorfrom Illinois 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. PALMER. Ido. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Lask permission of the two Senators on 
the floor to put a question to the Senator from Tennessee. On 
Wednesday last the Senator from Llinois argued that the coun- 
try had had time enough to familiarize itself with the tariff bill 
to be d at this Congress, and that therefore we ought not 
to object to having the time fixed by the committees, the 30th 
day of June, which I understand the Senator from Tennessee to 
say isthe pending amendment? 

r. HARRIS. It is. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I have been anxious ever since the Sen- 


ator from Illinois on Wednesday last made that argument to ad- 
dress a few remarks, which I think the Senator from Tennessee 
would concede to be pertinent and proper, even coming froma 
member of this humble minority, and I have not been able to 
get.an opportunity to make those remarks. 


Now, whatI want to 
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ask the Senator from Tennessee is whether he knows any way 
by which I can get the floor to make remarks upon that su = 

Mr. HARRIS. Well, for the last three or four weeks, if I am 
permitted to reply, the Senator would have had to ask the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] first, and afterwards the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH]. I hope that condition of 
things will not survive to-day; and then when other Senators 
chance not to be occupying the floor, if the Senator will rise in 
his place and address the Chair,I think the probabilities are 
that he will stand a reasonably fair chance to be recognized, and 
being recognized, under the rules of the Senate, he may pro- 


ceed. . 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Illinois will allow me, 
the Senator from Tennessee says I must rise in myplace. That 
is the very trouble, Mr. President. The Senators on the wings 
of the Chamber can get nochanceatrecognition. The only way 
to get the ear of the Presiding Officer is to come out here in the 
center of the Chamber, which is usually occupied by two or three 
distinguished leaders on each side, among them a large portion 
of the time the Senator frem Illinois, and wait and wait and beg 
for recognition; and then it isalmostimpossible to get it. Now, 
Mr. Presitient, if this thing goes on much longer I certainly pro- 
pose to ask the Senator from Tennessee to intervene in some 
way with the Senators who hold these colloquies upon the floor 
and enable me to address the remarks that have been bottled up 
in me ever since Wednesday last, which [ assure him are strictly 
to the merits of the amendment, which he says is the only thing 
this side of the Chamber has any business to give any attention 
to at this time. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I do not know to what cause 
it is to be attributed, but whenever I attempt to address the Sen- 
ate I seem to create a sort of circus around me; gentlemen pitch 
into me. Whether it is my good temper or not I do not know. 
In reply to the Senator from New Hampshire, I want to make 
one statement. The Senator from New Hampshire or other gen- 
tlemen on his side asserted that the election of Mr. Cleveland 
destroyed the business of thecountry. I simplysaid, ‘ ae 
that is true.” 1 did not mean to say it was true positively. I 
admitted it for the sake of argument. Then, what more notice 
do you want? That is all. 

ow, I believe if the Senator from New Hampshire will put 
himself in a position where he can catch the eye of the Chair, I 
will yield the floor to him, and I shall be delighted to hear him, 
as I always am. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. 

Mr. CAREY. With the permission of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee and the Senator from New Hampshire, I wish to ask the 
Senator from Illinois one more question. I asked him whether 
the entire benefit of a tariff on a product in this country went 
to the person who was producing or making that product, and 
he said he could not say. 

Mr. PALMER. No; I did not mean to say that. I mean to 
say no, notalways. I mean to say that a man’s family is bene- 
fited by the prosperity of the father or the head of the family; 
and I suppose the stockholders of these trusts, these corpora- 
tions, are benefited, and those with whom they do business are 
benefited. 

Mr. CAREY. Suppose by giving a bounty we build up a great 
sugar industry in the United States, does the benefit go entirel 
to those who reeeive the bounty or is the advantage distribu 
all over the United States? 

Mr. PALMER. My experience with bounties by law is that | 
they are always predicated upon the theory of being liberal 
with other people’s money. From all I have known of bounties 
they have been prejudicial rather than beneficial, on the whole. 

Mr. CAREY. Now, I want to illustrate my question. I was 
at Newport Newsa few weeksago. I wenttothegreatshipyards 
of that plece, where theyemploy to advantage four or five thou- 
sand workmen. They have all the modern ee and ma- 
chinery. lIask the Senator from Illinois if it is not an advan- 
tage to my partof the country, that is ee groan meaton the great 
ranges there, to have that factory full of men at work? 

Me . PALMER. I suppose if those men were not in that fac- 
tory they would be somewhere else. 

Mr. CAREY. If you take the men outof that factory they go 
off and compete with men in other industries? 

Mr. PALMER. They go somewhere else. 

Mr.CAREY. Is it an advantage to have that great shipbuild- 
ing establishment oa this side of the water, where the employés 
consume the products that are produced in this country, or is it 
better to have it on the other side? 

Mr. PALMER. It is of no certain advantage. If it means 
that because those men are employed here you shall seek no 
other market it isa disadvantage. That is to say, the attempt 
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that expression, to consume products is a fallacy, because the 
same people, except in the instance where in New Hampshire 
and Connecticut and other New England States they have prac- 
tically got rid of their own population and have brought in, and 
the industries are in the hands and under the control of, foreign- 
ers—except in those instances these people would buy and eat 
whatever they had. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, he has 
twice alluded to the little State of New Hampshire as being de- 
populated so far as its original inhabitants were concerned. I 
simply want to correct him, and say that is not the condition in 
my State atall. We have some foreigners there, but for the 
most part the original stock still exists, and is doing what it 
can to keep the old State in line, and helping to build up the 
Western States. 

Mr. PALMER. Iwill demonstrate by figures, which it is said 
can not lie, that Massachusetts, Connecticut, and New Hamp- 
shire have gained in foreign population; that their gain is far 
beyond their natural increase; and that the population of those 
States has mainly increased by the importation of foreign labor. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That may be, noe 

Mr. CAREY. They have not gained nearly as fast as in 
Chicago, however. 

Mr. PALMEK. Men come to Chicago not for the sake of pro- 
tection. They come to Chicago because it is the most prosper- 
ous city in the world, and where it is supposed they can get 
work. I can show by figuresthat very much of thelabor of New 
England, New York—Rhode Island tener add to the list—is in 
the hands of foreigners, and that the native population—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator mean foreigners or people 
born abroad? 

Mr. PALMER. Born abroad. 

Mr. ALLISON. They are naturalized American citizens? 

Mr. PALMER. Some of them. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 
Does he object to that? 

Mr. PALMER. I supposed protection was meant for the ben- 
efit of the people there. I did not suppose the purpose was to 
import labor to take the bread out of the mouths of the inhab- 
itants. The State is benefited, but the persons who are there 
are not. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator, then, is opposed to all foreigners 
coming here to labor? 

Mr. PALMER. No, I would not say that. I am oho to 
the shameless pretense of protecting American lahor when much 
of the most profitable portion of labor is taken up by persons who 
come from abroad in order to take it up. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me? 

Mr. PALMER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Illinois think that 
there should be any discrimination in our laws as between na- 
tive-born citizens and foreigners? 

Mr.PALMER. No. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the Senator objecting to? 

Mr. PALMER. Iam objecting to the fact that you prohibit 
the importation of the products of labor abroad under the pre- 
tense of protecting American labor, and youimport the laborers 
who are thus protected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator mean tosay he thinks there 
should be some inhibition or regulation as to what he cails the 
importation of skilled laborers into this country? 

Mr.PALMER. I think not; but I— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not quite understand what the Senator 
is objecting to. 

Mr. PALMER. I will try to mike myself understood. The 
philosophy of this bill urged by its friends is to protect Ameri- 
can iabor. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Not this bill. 

Mr. PALMER. When you come to look into the statistics, 
you find that most of the protected labor is given to foreigners, 
and that the American people whom you talk about protecting 
havé suffered —l in competition with them. 

Mr. CAREY. 1 the Senator from [Illinois allow me to call 
attention to the fact that the statistics show that 9! per cent of 
all the agricultural products produced in this country are con- 
sumed in this country? 

Mr. PALMER. [am not on that branch of the subject now. 

Mr. CAREY. No; but it is true. 

Mr. PALMER. Iam afterthe gentlemen here who have been 
talking about yea American labor, and who will not allow 
the product of the same laborers abroad to be brought to this 
country without excessive burdens upon it, but will import the 
wy labor itself and call that protection. 

r.GALLINGER. The Senatorfrom Illinois of course knows 
that after those foreigners have been here a proper time they 
become naturalized American citizens? 
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Mr. PALMER. Ido. 

Mr.GALLINGER. And they are Americans. The Senator 
knows furthermore that when they become American citizens 
they are not willing to work for the same wages that they worked 
for abroad? 

Mr. PALMER. I know that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Hence they do not degrade American 
labor. 

Mr. PALMER. 
competition with American labor. 


| 





I know that they come here and are put in | able mendacity. : 
I saw a few days ago that | debate, or even to parliamentary delay, but why should purlia- 


4269 








plaint, not a long adjournment of lamentation over their own 
negligence. The record shows against them. 

Mr. President, I spoke of the honorable Senator from Khode 
Island as having again repeated the three fables of this debate; 
for, as far as it has progressed, there are three monstrous un- 
truths which stand in the way of tariff reform and which block 
even the consideration of the first line of this bill. Three lies, 
gross, palpable; three lies basely born; three lies of inconceiv- 
Why, sir, I have no objection to legitimate 


Mrs. Foster brought down a number of ladies to testify, and mostof | mentary obstruction be made up, be wholly composed of men- 


them were either from England or Scotland. They testified that 
they receive in this country much higher wages than they do in 
their native country; that they live better, but when I come to 
find out they are persons who were imported into this country 


and protected here while the American laborers, the people who 
live here were brought in competition, earnest, struggling com- 


petition, with this imported labor—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

on PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield: 

Mr. PALMER. Certainly, with pleasure. 
the Senator from New Hampshire a chance. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to have the Senator state explicitly, 
if he will, whether he thinks that there should be any discrim- 
ination of any kind whatever in legislation in regard to the peo- 
ple of this country, whether they were born abroad or born here? 

Mr. PALMER. No. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not yet quite understand what the Sen- 
ator from Illinols is finding fault with. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr.President,I willconclude. [ am finding 
fault with the pretense predicated upon the claim that the ob- 
ject of protection is to afford employment and wages to Ameri- 
can laborers, and for that reason burdens are thrown upon the 
importations of foreign industries; but [ find the fact to be as 
one of the consequences of protection, that wagesare so increased 
in this country as compared with foreign wages that a large 
number of foreigners come into this country and get their full 
share of this protection. They are brought in competition in 
the factories of Rhode Island, Connecticut, and New Hampshire 
with domestic labor, and the wages of domestic labor is largely 
affected by the presence of this largeforeignimportation. The 
logic of that would be to exclude the laborer as wellas the prod- 
ucts of labor. Senators are not willing to do that. Then aban- 
don protection and leave business to its own natural order. That 
is my view. 

Mr. TURPIE. I very much regretted this morning to hear 
the honorable Senator from Rhode Island, who sits farthestfrom 
me [Mr. ALDRICH], asseverate with the utmost seriousness the 
three fables that have accompanied the tariff debate on the 
other sideas those chickens called Mother Carey's follow aship 
in its wake. I regretted aiso to impose the labor on my col- 
league almost unconsciously of reading the record, an unprece- 
dented thing, the record of the proceedings of the Commitee 
on Finance, but Tam glad that they were read, and I am glad 
they are now ina place where they will be read the more. I 
was very glad to see the honorable Senator from Rhode Island 
sit in profound silence, with anxiety written all over his face as 
he listened to the record read by my colleague and to the com- 
ments which he made upon the same. [am aware the honor- 
able Senator from Rhode Island suffered all the anguish of pa- 
ternity while that record was being read. He helped to make 
it, and, therefore, when a question arose with respect to it, he 
felt anxious to have it settled upon his own side. It appears 
then from this record-—— 

Mr. ALDRICH rose. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, [I decline toyield. It appears, 
then from this record, that this bill in all its parts was for 
weeks before the full Committee on Finance of eleven members, 
and that the minority en masse and that the minority in sever- 
alty, partook in the consideration of the bill, and that they, espe- 
cially the Senator from Rhode Island (called sometimes—I do not 
know whether justly or not—a tariff expert), took a very active 
part in that consideration. There was a complete opportunity 
given to the minority. Whether the minority took advantage 
of it or not, or wished to use the opportunity, their opportunity 
to examine and consider the bill and offer amendments was 
complete. It was plenary. Just contemplate now a minority of 
5 vo vy to a majority of 6, considering a bill like this, and at 
this late day this minority of 5 come in and describe themselves 
as suffering under the unextinguishable torture of silence, yet 
without complaint at the time, without a groan, without a sigh, 
until months afterwards they make complaint now, here. The 
good faith and real existence of an injury, or of an imposition, or 
of an insult to the minority, is always evidenced by instant com- 


But I must give 
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dacity? Is there no way of defeating the consideration of a bill, 
or of delaying it, except by deliberate falsehood, not only with 
respect to its contents, but with respect to other matters not 
before us, never before us? 

To-day the honorable Senator from Rhode Island repeats 
these three fables and says, in the first place, there is a bill be- 
ing prepared by the Secretary of the Treasury to suppalnt this 
one which is to be the bill here to be considered. I did not un- 
derstand the honorable Senator very exactly—though it is nota 
matter of large moment—but the honorable Senator from Rhode 
Island says again there are either three or three hundred 
amendments which have been agreed to by the majority of the 
Committee on Finance which are to form part of the present 
bill. Thirdly, that the present bill has never been considered 
by the committee, and is not the bill which the Committee on 
Finance intend to present to this body for its action. 

Why, sir, the bill presents in itself a very substantial body. 
It is not invisible; it is not intangible; itis not a myth: it isnot 
afable. The book containing it upon our desks is even more 
substantial in its stately presence than any of those of like char- 
acter which have been before submitted to us. I suspect, sir, 
that the fabulous and nebulous fictions relating to this measure 
exist upon the other side- and rest largely with the honorable 
Senator from Rhode Island. After this assertion by him was 
first made three days agothe Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
MCPHERSON], a member of the Committee on Finance; the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], also a member of the majority 
of the Committee on Finance; the Senator from Missouri | Mr. 
VEST], a member of the majority of the Committee on l’inance; 
the Senator from Indiana[Mr. VOORHEES], the chairman of the 
Committee on linance, rose successively in their places and 
stated to the Senate that these asseverations were each and 
every one of them false. The honorable Senator from Rhode 
Island comes into the Senate this morning and says he is in- 
formed and believes they aretrue. Now, when four gentlemen 
asserta thing to be false and another asserts that he is informed 
and believes that is true, how could there be a more direct 
contradiction? 

How could there be a sharper issue upon the point of veracity? 
Where, then, shall we give credit? I prefer to believe, and do 
believe absolutely, the statement of the four Senators whom I 
named, representing the majority of the committee. Not only 
do I believe them, but I Sisboliave, as I was going to say, the 
lesser number, but I will correct the phrase—I disbelieve the 
lesser unit, the exceedingly diminutive unit, who asserts the 
contrary. 

Who, then, is the father and author of all these reports, which 
for the last ten or twenty days have been circulating in the press 
and have been given a certain amount of circulation in this 
Chamber with respect to the existence of these three fictions? 
Who is the father, who is the author, who claims their pater- 
nity except the honorable Senator from Rhode Island? He is 
equal to such paternity. He might doubtless claim the father- 
hood of many more such things, such fictions, such falsehoods. 

Mr. President, I recollect very well when the State of Rhode 
Island and Providence Plantations was represented during the 
discussion of the McKinley bill by an honorable predecessor of the 
present honorable Senator from Rhode Island. That predeces- 
sor, I think, was not so rash as the presentsitting member. He 
was perhaps a man more prudent, at least more cautious. That 
predecessor, sir, might have consented tobe the father of one of 
theseenormous untruths, but the triplet would have driven him 
from the field in dismay. 

That predecessor, as Senators who served with him will recol- 
lect, was a young man, younger than the present sitting member, 
well verse in all the great fiscal policies of the Government as 
a drug clerk is acquainted with the mixtures on his shelf; thor- 
oughly conversent with all the per cents incident to dutiable 
and nondutiable goods, with values and importations, as a retail 
grocer in Providence is acquainted with such things, and in such 
manner and in such spirit he conducted tariff discussion. Sena- 
tors will recognize the lineaments and features of that wraith, 
the distinguished wraith of the predecessor of the honorable 
Senator from Rhode Island. That wraith had other peculiari- 
ties; he had an enormous development of cheek, of cheek which 
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reached from the chin and ear, on both sides, sheer down to the 
feet. [Laughter.] What, then, will be thought of his thriftiess 
successor, a man found wituout either chips or cheek when he 
attempted to make the ‘‘call” the other day? 

Let me ask the Senator from Rhode Island, when he assumes 
the paternity of these three fictions, how will he ever attempt 
to rival his predecessor? Will he excel him in insolence or 
mendacity? itis utterly vain to try that. He can only hope to 
rival him in that hatred of the truth and in that utterance and 
love of the false which has always characterized the champions 
and the cheats of protection. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, it would certainly be un- 
worthy the Senate to undertake to reply to the speech which 
has just been made by the honorable Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
TurRPtis£}). I certainly do not suppose that in the position which 
he now takes he represents anybody but himself, and { have no 
doubt under other circumstances and under other conditions be 
would not have made the s h he has just made. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I desire to say a word in re- 
ply to the epee of the senior Senatorfrom Illinois [Mr. PAL- 
MER}, made in criticismof the habit upon which he has animad- 
verted, of bringing newspaper interviews into the Senate and 
reading from them. The Senator’s criticism as to ordinary 
newspaper interviews may be just. An ordinary extract from 
a newspaper relating to the subject under discussion may or may 
not be introduced into the debate according to the taste of the 
Senator who takes part in the debate; butcertainly the Senator 
from Illinois can hardly think of criticising the reading in the 
debate of to-day of what purports to be an interview with Secre- 
tary Carlisle. I am not quite sure that the Senator did include 
within his objections the introduction of the interview with 
Secretary Carlisle, which was read by the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH], but certainly ore could be more 
pertinent tothe debate than that interview. It is incarefuland 
measured language; it is in quotation marks; it uses the first 

rson; and it has all the earmarks of literalism and of truth. 

eall the attention of the Senator from Illinois to some of the 
language of that interview: 

Secretary Carlisle, before his departure fora brief holiday trip to Fort 
Monroe, was asked whether the report was truethat he had been ng part 
in conferences in regard to amendments to the tariff bill. He 3 

“TIT have had no conference upon this subject with ayer except the 
Democratic members of the Senate Committee on Finance. It is true that 
an effort is being made to agree upon such changes in t 1 as 
will — for it the united and active support of all the Democrats in the 

Mr. President, that interview was given out by Secretary 
Carlisle on Saturday last just before taking his departure for 
Fortress Monroe u a short vacation. It was furnished to 
both the Associated Press and the United Press, unsolicited, 
and it is to all intents and purposes a publie document, as much 
so as if it had been signed by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
John G. Carlisle, and sent to the presiding officers of both 
Houses of Congress. 

I ask the Senator from Illinois whether he has any doubt on 
that ce + Nanny he has any doubt at all that the Secre- 
i of the ury wrote or dictated that precise interview, 
wnd that he gave it out that it might go on the wings of the 


public sentiment, and for 
deration of this bill in this 


Js or is not the Secretary correct when he says that efforts are 
‘being made to u such changes in the pending bill as 
will secure for it the united and active support of all the Dem- 
ocrats in the Senate?” | 

I recognize the Senator from Illinois as one of the most active 
Democrats in the Senate—— 


second place, that if Mr made such statements, he alone 
is responsible for them. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I know the Senator did two . He 





language of the Secretary of the Treasury himself, that the mem- 
bers of the Finance Committee are engaged in framing changes 
te the pending bill which shall result in securing the support 
for the bill of all the Democratic members of this body. 

Mr. President, if this be true, and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury says that it is true, why should Senators u this side of 
the Chamber be criticised when they get up and ask the Demo- 
cratic members of the Finance Committee, the majority of this 
body, the members upon the other sideof the Chamber, to bring 
in those changes and oring in this new bill which is being pre- 
pared by members of the Senate and by members of the execu- 
tive branch of the United States, and let us look at them before 
we are called upon to discuss the detailsof the bill? As was well 
said by the Senator from Colorado, how a Senator may vote on 
one part of the bill may depend upon the proposed provisions of 
other parts of the bill. So it seems to me not only justifiable, 
but an imperative demand that we have a right to make upon 
the chairman of the Finance Committee and upon the majority 
in this body that they may give us these changes in order that 
we may see the bill asa whole when we doseeit. Then we shall 
be prepared to act upon the bill. 

I regard the fact that changes are being mado in the bill as 
well proven as it could be proven a deliberate message to 
this body from the President, or by a deliberate communication 
to this body from the Secretary of the Treasury. 

I doubt not that the radicals on the other side of the Cham- 
ber are preparing to surrender to the conservatives upon the 
the other side of the Chamber, and I venture the assertion that 
when the new bill is framed, in which the Senator from Texas 
{Mr. MILus] and the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] 
and a majority of the Senators on the other side of the Chamber 
give away all the principles of tariff reform which they cherish 
and which are the most dear to them, and the bill comes to be 
voted upon, weshall find the Senator from Illinois[Mr. PALMER}, 
notwithstanding he se pee all knowledge of any such con- 
templated changes and declares over and over again, as he takes 
occasion to do, hisnonpartisanship and his independence in this 
body, voting meekly and humbly for the compromise bill be- 
tween the radical and conservative manufacturers of tariff re- 
form. [Laughter.] 

I think when the Senator reflects upon his patriotic course as 
a soldier of the Union Army and his distinguished record as a 
Republican governor of Hlinois, it grinds him every day of his 
life at what he has to do in order to serve in his new political 
affiliations. [Laughter. 

Mr. PALM I will submit to the sarcasm for the sake of 
the compliment. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SOQUTRE. desire to give notice that, if the right of way 
isnot already preémpted, I propose to address the Senate to- 
morrow on the oe question. 

Mr. VOORHEES and others. Question! Question! 

Mr. QUAY. We shall not have the question for a little while 
yet, Mr. President—not to-day. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Very well, let the Senator proceed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. QUAY resumed the s h begun by him on the 14th in- 
stant. Afters ing for ae of an hour, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (at 5 o’clock p. m.) said: Will the 
Senator from Pennsylvania yield to me a moment? 

Mr. QUAY. Yes,sir. . 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I inquire of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania whetber he expects to be able to conclude his 


to-day? 

Mr. QU AY. T shall not be able to conclude to-day. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Then, if the Senator will allow 
me, as we have now been here six hours and are tired and have 
had a very full day’s debate, I inquire of the Senator from Ten 
nessee whether he would not like to make a motion to adjourn? 

Mr. HARRIS. I think there has been no day during this 
session which has been more effectually wasted than this; and I 

we shall make the best of it from now until 6 o’clock. 
r. MITCHELL of on. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESID . The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Oregon. [Putting the question.}] The noes 


appear to prevail. 

Mr. HOAR and Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Let us have a 
division. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from land [Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. GALLING Eten aeeenbine dinaat I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. whom [donot 
see in his seat, and therefore I withhold my vote. 
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Mr. GEORGE (when his name is called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH], but I have the right to 
vote to make a quorum. I see it is necessary for me to vote, and 
I vote *‘ nay.” 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Iowa[Mr. WILSON], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

-Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Delaware {[Mr. Hieains]. If he were 
here I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], and there- 
fore abstain from voting. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). [am paired on all 
questions with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

Mr. ROACH (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS], with the un- 
derstanding that I have the privilege of voting to make aquorum. 
Ishali withhold my vote for the present. 

Mr. McCPHERSON (when Mr. SMITH’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. SMITH] is absent to-day, and is paired with the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. DuBois]. My colleague, if present, 
would vote “‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BATE. I desire to inquire if the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. MORRILL] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is informed that the 
Senator from Vermont has not voted. 

Mr. BATE. Iam paired with that Senator for the time be- 
ing, and shall withhold my vote unless it becomes necessary to 
make a quorum. 

Mr. WHITE. Iam paired with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
SHoup], but I have reserved the right to vote if it be necessary 
to make a quorum. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Iam paired with the Senator from Mich- 
igan [Mr. MCMILLAN], who is absent, but I have transferred 
my pair to the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. JARVIS], and 
shall vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr.CAFFERY. Lam paired with the Senator from Montana 
[Mr. POWER]. 


Mr. PASCO. I have been requested to announce that the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LINDSAY] is paired with the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

Mr. DIXON (after having voted in the affirmative). I havea 

eneral pair with the Senator from Mississippi |Mr. McLAURIN}. 
F caggest to the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] 
that we transfer our pairs, he being paired with the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH], and then our votes can stand. 

Mr. GEORGE. That may be done, allowing both our votes to 
stand. 

Mr. RANSOM. [am paired with the senior Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE}, and his colleague [Mr. FRYE} is paired with 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. I suggest to the 
junior Senator from Maine that we transfer our pairs, so that 
we may both vote. 

Mr. FRYE. That will be agreeable to me. 

Mr. RANSOM. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. CAFFERY. In the pair with the Senator from Montana 
[Mr. PowER], I reserved the right to vote whenever my vote 
was necessary to make a quorum. That appears to be the case 
now, and I vote “‘nay.” 

Mr. MCPHERSON. No quorum having voted, I have the 
right, under the terms of my pair to vote, and I vote “nay.” 

Mr. ROACH. Under my pair I have the privilege to vote to 
make a quorum, and I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. GRAY. I have a general pair, as I have stated, with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM], but we both reserved the 
right to vote whenever necessary to make a quorum. I shall 
therefore vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. GORDON. In order to make a quorum I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to have my vote entered in the nega- 
tive. 

Mr. BATE. No quorum having voted, I desire to vote. I 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr.CALL. Iam paired with the Senator from Vermont{Mr. 
Proctor]. L inquire if he has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. CALL. ThenI shall not vote unless my vote is neces- 
sary to make a quorum. 


I vote ‘‘ yea.” 
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The result was announced—yeas 10, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—10 
Aldrich, Dixon, Mitchell, Oregon Washburn, 
Chandler, Frye, Pettigrew, 
Davis, Hoar, Pla 
NAYS—38 

Allen Faulkner Murphy, Turpie, 
Bate, George, Palme Vest 
Berry, Gordon, Pasco Vilas, 
Blanchard, Gray, Peffer Voorhees, 
Brice, Harris, ugh, Walsh, 
Caffery, Hunton, Ransom, White. 
Camden, Jones, Ark Roach, 
Cockrell, McPherson, Stewart, 
Coke, Martin, Teller, 

NOT VOTING—22 
Allison, Gibson, Lindsay, Proctor, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Lodge, Quay, 
Butler Hale, McLaurin, Sherman, 
Call, Hansbrough, Mec Millan, Shoup, 
Cameron, Hawley, Manderson, Smith, 
Carey Higgins Mills, Squire, 
Cullom, Hill, Mitchell, Wis. Stockbridge 
Daniel, Irby. Morgan, Wilson, 
Dolph, Jarvis, Morrill, Wolcott 
Dubois Jones, Ney. Perkins, 
Gallinger, Kyle, Power 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS. Lask the Senator from Pennsylvania to yield 
to me for asingle moment, in order that [ may make a motion. 
It will not take a minute todispose of it. 

Mr. QUAY. Very well. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ihave been approached by a number of Sen- 
ators in the course of the day suggesting a reason [ feel bound 
to respect and am in full sympathy with why the Senate should 
adjourn to-day to meet at 12 o’clock to-morrow instead of at 11. 
Withoutchanging the general order as to the hour of meeting 
on other days, [ move that whenthe Senate adjourn to-day it be 
to meet at 12 o’elock to-morrow. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 
Mr, QUAY resumed his speech. 
minutes, 

Mr, ALDRICH said: Will the Senator from Pennsylvania yield 
to me to make a motion? : 

Mr. QUAY. Certainly. 

[Mr. QUAY’S speech will be published entire after it shall 
have been concluded. | 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Brice in the chair). The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from Rhode Island, 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 


The Chair 


After naving spoken for ten 


ess. 

Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. QUAY called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 
The Secretary proceeded to eall the roll. 

Mr. CAREY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from South Carolina[Mr. IrBy] and with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McCLAURIN]and with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). 
with the junior Senator from Texas {Mr. MILs}. 
Mr. PASCO (when Mr. HAWLEY’S name was called). I again 
announce the pair of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw- 
LEY] and the Senator from Kentucky [{Mr. toaexet 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. H1GGrvs]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when hisname was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 
Mr.RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HAL8] or I should vote “ nay.” 
Mr. ROACH (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from California {[Mr. PERKLNs}. 

Mr. SQUIRE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. As he is not pres 
ent, I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Having transferred my pair with the 
Senator from Michigan | Mr. MCMILLAN] to the junior Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. Jarvis}, I vote ‘‘ nay.” 
Mr. CALL. I am paired with the Senator from Vermont 
{Mr. Proctor]. If he were present, I should vote “ aay.” 

Mr. VOORHEES. Has not the Senator a right to rote? 

Mr. CALL. I have a right to vote to make a quorum. 


Lam paired 


Mr. VOORHEES. It is necessary 
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Mr. CALL. If necessary to make a quorum I will vote. I 
will vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. BATE. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Ver- 
mont{Mr. MORRILL). I have a right tovote to make a quorum. 
Tshall wait and see if a quorum votes. 

Mr. GORDON. I inquire if a quorum has voted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator can not make that inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I object to that announcement. It is not a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Rhode Island is out of 
order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia has 
the floor. 

Mr. GORDON. Iam paired with the Senator from Iowa Wee 
WILSON], but as there is no quorum voting and I have a right 
to vote under such circumstances, I vote ‘ nay.” 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. ROACH. I vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. BATE. Asitis evident there is no quorum, under my 
reserved right [ vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 4, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—4. 
Chandler, Davis, Hoar, Platt. 

NAYS—33. 
Allen, Coke, Martin, Turpie, 
Bate, Faulkner, Murphy, Vest, 
Berry, George, Palmer, Vilas, 
Bianchard, Gordon, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Brice, Gray, Peffer, Walsh, 
Caffery, Harris, . White 
Call, Hunton, Roach, 
Camden, Jones, Ark. Stewart, 
Cockrell, McPaerson, Teller, 

NOT VOTING.-48. 

Aldrich, Gallinger, Lindsay, Power, 
Allison, Gibson, Lodge, Proctor, 
Blackburn, Gorman, McLaurin, ay, 
Butler, Hale. McMillan, nsom, 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Manderson, Sherman, 
Carey, Rawley, Mills, Shoup, 
Callom, H igeins, Mitchell, Oregon Smith, 
Daniel, Hill, Mitchell, Wis. uire, 
Dixon, Irby, Morgan, Stockbridge, 
Dolph, Jarvis, Morrill, Washburn, 
Dubois, Jones, Ney. Perkins, Wilson, 
Frye, Kyle, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum having voted, the 
Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Coke, McPherson, Squire, 
Allen, Davis, Manderson, Stewart, 
Bate, Dixon, Martin, Teller, 
Berry, Faulkner, Palmer, Turpie, 
Blanchard, Gallinger, Pasco, Vest, 
Brice, George, Peffer, Vilas, 
Caffery, Gordon, Pettigrew, Voorhees, 
Call, Gray, Platt, Walsh, 
Camden, Harris, Pugh, White. 
Carey, Hoar, uay, 

Chandler, Hunton, ansom, 

Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Roach, 


The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Forty-five Senators having an- 
swered to their names, a quorum is present. The question 
reeurs on the motion of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH] that the Senate proceed to the consideration of exec- 
utive business, on which the yeas and nevs have been ordered. 
The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Under my right I 
will vote to make a quoram. I vote ‘' nay.” 

Mr. CAREY (when his name was called). I am red with 
the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRBy], and with- 
hold my vote. 


Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am red with 
the junior Senator from Mississippi[Mr. MCLAURIN], and in his 


eabsence withhold my vote. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Rhode Island can vote if 
he desires todo so. He can exchange his pair so that my col- 
league [Mr. McLAURIN] and the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
DoLPs] will stand paired. 

Mr. DIXON. I would prefer to ¢bserve my pair on the pres- 
ent roll call, j 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator a few minutes ago came over to 
me and asked me to make such en arrangement, “.1d—— 


Mr, HOAR. The Senator from Mississippi is out of order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Debate is out of order. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is ths reason I called his attention to it. 
I supposed 

Mr GALLINGER (when his name was called). I 
nounce my pair with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. 


it would be very agreeable to him. 
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Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON], but in order to make a 
quorum I will vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

Mr. SQUIRE (when his name was called). I beg to announce 
again my pair with the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DAN- 
TEL], and withhold my vote. : 

Mr. VILAS(when his name wascalled). I havea general pair 
with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], but by arrange- 
ment I am at liberty to vote when it is necessary to make a 
quorum. As that is obvious now, I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BATE. I suggest to the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
CAREY], who is paired with the junior Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. IRBy], that as I am paired with the senior Senator 
from Vermont[Mr. MORRILL] we transfer our pairs so that he 
and I may vote, if agreeable to him. 

Mr. CAREY. That is satisfactory to me. 

Mr. BATE. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 


Iam paired with 


Mr. CAREY. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 
The result was announced—yeas 4, nays 33; as follows: 
YEAS—4. 
Carey, Chandler, Davis, Platt. 
NAYS—33. 
Allen, Coke, McPherson, Turpie, 
Bate, Faulkner, Martin, Vest, 
Berry, George, Palmer, Vilas, 
Blanchard, Gordon, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Brice, Gray, Peffer. Walsh, 
Caffery, Harris, Pugh, White. 
Call, Hoar, Roach, 
Camden, Hunton, Stewart, 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Teller, 
NOT VOTING—48. 

Aldrich, Gibson, Lodge, Power, 
Allison, Gorman, McLaurin, Proctor, 
Blackburn, Hale, McMillan, quay: 
Butler, Hansbrough, Manderson, som, 
Cameron, Hawley, ills, Sherman, 
Cullom, Higeins, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 
Daniel, Hill, Mitchell, Wis. Smith, 
Dixon, Irby, Morgan, Squire, 
Dolph, Jarvis, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Dubois, Jones, Ney. Murphy, Washburn, 
Frye, ere Perkins, Wilson, 
Gallinger, Lindsay, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum having voted, the 
Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. QUAY (at 5 o’clock and 38 minutes p. m.). 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS. Upon that motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. PRocToRr], but can vote to make a 
quorum. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER fohen his name was called). I again an- 
nounce my pair with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. neal 
Mr. RANSOM (wher. his name was called). I am paired wit 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. I should vote “nay” if he 

were here. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BATE. Under the same arrangement made on the pre- 
vious roll call with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Janene 
the Senator from Vermont (Mr. MORRILL] will stand paired wit 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRBy], and I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. CAREY. I vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. GORDON. Iam paired with the Senator from Iowa[Mr. 
WILson], but in order to make a quorum I will vote. I vote 
“ce nay.’ 

The result was announced—yeas 3, nays 32; as follows: 


I move that 


YEAS—3. 

Carey, Hoar. Platt. 

NAYS—32. 
Allen, Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Stewart, 
Bate, Coke, McPherson, Teller, 
Berry, Faulkner, Martin, Turpie, 
Blanchard George, Palmer, Vest, 
Brice, Gordon, Pasco, Vilas, 
Caffery Gray, Peffer, Voorhees, 
Call, Harris, Pugh, Walsh, 
Camden, Hunton, Roach, White 

NOT VOTING—50. 

Aldrich, Davis, Hale, Eye 
Allison, Dixon, Hansbrough, ° 
Black A Dolpb, Hawley, Lodge, 
Butler, Dubois, ns, McLaurin, 
Cam: 5 fs Mc 
Chandler, 5 Irby, Manderson, 
Cullom, Gibson, arvis, Mills, 
Daniel, Gorman, Jones, Ney, Mitchell, Oregon 








1894. CONGRESSIONAL 





Mitchell, Wis. Pettigrew, Sherman, Washburn, 
Morgan, Power, Shoup, Wilson, 
Morrill, Proctor, Smith, Wolcott. 
Murphy, ay, Squire, 

Perkins, ansom, Stockbridge, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being no quorum, the 
Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Aldrich, Chandler, Harris, Ransom, 
Allen, Cockrell, Hoar, Roach, 
Allison, Coke, Jones, Ark. Shoup, 
Bate, Cullom, McPherson, Stewart, 
Berry, Davis, Martin, Teller, 
Blan“ard, Dixon, Palmer, Turpie, 
Bri¢e, Faulkner, Pasco, Vest, 
Caffery, Gallinger, Peffer, Vilas, 
Call, George, Platt, Voorhees, 
Camden, Gordon, Pugh, Walsh, 
Carey, Gray, Quay, White. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-four Senators having 
answered to their names, a quorum is present. The Secretary 
will call the roll on the motion of the Senator from Rhode Is- 


land [Mr. ALDRICH] that the Senate proceed to the considera- | 


tion of executive business. 

Mr. HARRIS. I know it is not in order to debate the pend- 
ing motion, but in view of certain considerations which I do not 
care to name, after making a very brief statement—perhaps I 
shall yield to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] to 
make a brief statement—I am going to move this evening that 
the Senate adjourn; but I want to give notice, which I suppose 
will amount to nothing, but still I want to put it on record, that 
when this thing occurs again, before the Senate adjourns, I do 
not care at what hour, if | have the power, and whenever it isin 
order to move, I shall move that the Sergeant-at-Arms request, 
and, if that request fails, I shall move that he be directed, to 
compel the attendance of absent Senators. 

Now, if the Senator from Missouri wishes to make a statement, 
I will yield to him. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I simply want to read section 40 of the Re- 


vised Statutes of the United States, found on page 7: 


Sec. 40. The Secretary of the Senate and Sergeant-at-Arms of the House, 
respectively, shall deduct from the monthly payments of each Member or 
Delegate the amount of his salary for each day that he has been absent from 
the Senate or House, aoa unless such member or delegate assigns 
- — eee for such absence the sickness of himself or some member of 
his family. 


I shall immediately introduce a resolution directing the Sec- 


retary of the Senate to withhold from absent Senators the pay 
for each day they are absent. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. QUAY. Such aresolution would receive the votes of Re- 
publican Senators. 

Mr. PLATT. Ibelieve I have the floor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, is this debate in order? 

Mr. HARRIS. Lasked unanimous consent, stating that de- 
bate was notin order, to make a statement. I have made it, 
and I asked leave that the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Cock- 
RELL] might be permitted to make a brief statement. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask for one moment to express my opinion 
about the statute the Senator from Missouri has read. 

Mr. HARRIS. I certainly shall not object to the Senator 
from Connecticut doing so. 

Mr. PLATT. I think it extremely doubtful whether that 
statute is in force at the present time. 

Mr. HOAR. It has always been held, as I understand, by the 
authorities of the Senate that when the yearly salary was sub- 
stituted for the per diem of Senators the provision read by the 
Senator from Missouriwas repealed. There is no such law now 
in the opinion of many Senators. ‘ 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
ment of the Revised Statutes, and I think the Secretary of the 
Senate wiil enforce it. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope these threatenings and lecturings and 


blusterings will stop. I shall not agree to the giving of unani- | 


mous consent to any further behavior of the kind. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
setts that I am not aware of any blustering-—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the courtesy of the distinguished Sen- 
roe Angas Massachusetts be added as an example of decent be- 

vior, 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes; that will show well in the REcoRD. 

Mr. HOAR, Mr. PLATT, and others. Regular order! 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 45 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, May 1, 1894, 
at 12 o'clock m. 
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It is in the Revised Statutes and is part of | 
the law of the land, unless it has been repealed since the enact- | 


I beg to assure the Senator from Massachu- | 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, April 30, 1894. 


The House met at 120’clock m. 
E. B. Baasy. 
The Journal of Saturday's proceedings was read and approved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


RESIGNATION OF HON. JOHN A. CALDWELL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following communi- 
cation: 


WASHINGTON, D.C... sa 
DEAR Sik: [have forwarded to the Hon. William McKinley, governor of 
Ohio, my resignation as a member of Congress from the Second Oa lis- 
trict, the same to take effect May 4, 18M. 
Respectfully, 
JOHN A, CALDWELL 
Hon. CHARLES F. CRISP, 
Speaker of House of Representatives. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. FLETCHER, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


To Mr. CANNON of California, indefinitely, on account of siek- 

ness. 
| To Mr. BROWN (on the request of Mr. BRETZ), invet! nitely, 
| On account of sickness. 

GRANT OF PROPERTY TO NEWPORT, KY. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H.R. 2586) granting certain 
property to the city of Newport, Ky. 

The bill and the amendments recommended by the Committee 
on Military Affairs were read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 





ation of this bill? 
Mr. BURROWS. 
Mr. STALLINGS. I will have to object to that. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE NIOBRARA RIVER, AT 


Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Mr. Speaker, [ ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (S. 1403) toauthorize the 
reconstruction of the Government bridge across the Niobrara 
River, at Niobrara, Nebr., and making an appropriation there- 
for. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill which the 
Clerk will read, after which the Chair will ask if there b>» ob- 
jection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc.. That for the purpose of reaching the Ponca and Yank- 
ton Sioux Indian Reservations, and for carrying supplies thereto, the Sccre 
tary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and cirected without unneces- 
sary delay to cause to be reconstructed across the Niobrara River near the 
village of Niobrara, Nebr., the Government bridge recently destroyed by 


Mr. Speaker— 


NIOBRARA, NEBR. 


floods. Said bridge shall be a substantial wooden or iron b idge, with the 
necessary approaches, and the sum of $7,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary to reconstruct said bridge, is hereby appropriated out of any 


| money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Suc. 2. That no part of the appropriation made by this act shal! be paid 
out of the Treasury until a contract is entered into with responsibie par- 
| ties, with good and sufficient sureties, to be approved by the Secretary of 


War, for the construction and completion of said bridge, including the ap- 
proaches, at a cost not exceeding the sum hereby appropriated. Said bridge, 
| when reconstructed, shall be free to all travelers. 

Sec.3. That this act shall be in force from and after its passage 
proval. 


| The SPEAKER. 
this bill? 
Mr. STALLINGS. 


and ap- 


Is there objection to the consideration of 


I would like the gentleman to make an 
explanation of the bill. I do not want to object. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. I desire to do so. 
| Mr. SAYERS. I would like the gentleman to state in his ex- 

lanation of the bill whether or not the river runs between the 
ands of two different Indian tribes? 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Yes, sir; the Ponca 
west of the Niobrara River and the Santee | 
the stream. 

Mr.SAYERS. I would like the gentleman to also state 
whether these Indians have ferry privileges over that river? 

Mr. MEITKLEJOHN. I shall be pleased to explain that. 

Mr. SAYERS. And also whether the ferry is now being 
| operated. 
| “The SPEAKER. 
a short explanation. 
| Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. 
the House committee. 

The report (by Mr. GEARY) was read, as follows: 
| The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commercé, to Whom Was re- 





Reservation lies 
teservation east of 


Without objection, the gentleman will make 


I ask for the reading of the report of 





ferred the bill (S. 1408) “to authorize the reconstruction of a bridge across 
the Niobrara River, near the village of Niobrara, Nebr., and maxing an ap- 
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he recommendation that the bill do 

The purpose of the bill is to reconstructa Government bridge, recently de- 
stroyed by fioods, over Which communication is had with the Ponca and 
Yankton Sioux Indian Reservations and ~ oy have hitherto reached 
them. Without it the Ponca Indians are isolated except by fording a dan- 
gerous stream with a quicksand bottom. 

The appropriation calied for does not seem to be a large one, being little 
more than one-half the cost of the original bridge. It will be spent under 
the direction of the Secretary of War. 

The Senate report upon this bill is hereto appended and made a part of 
“ report. It is furtherexplanatory of the propriety of the passage of this 

{Senate Report No. 182, Fifty-third Congress, second session.] 


The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1403) 
to authorize the reconstruction of a bridge across the Niobrara River, near 
the village of Niobrara, Nebr., beg leave to report the same favorably and 
recommend its passage with the amendment noted in the margin, in this 
language, after the word ‘that,’ in the third line of section 1, insert “ for 
the purpose of reaching the Ponca and Yankton Sioux Reservations.” 

The history of this bridge, its destruction, and the estimated cost of its 
reconstruction, are fully set forth in the appended letter of Hon. George G. 
Bayhato Mr, Allen: 

‘‘NIOBRARA, NEBR., January 22, 1894. 


‘‘DeaR SENATOR: Your kind favor, with copy of bill inclosed that you 
have introduced for the rebuilding of the bridge over the Niobrara River 
that was taken out by the ice last sp: , cameduly tohand. [should have 
sent estimates sooner, but was busy ma settlement with the county and 
State. In order to have a full understanding of the matter I oe twill 
be necessary to go somewhat into detail regar the bridges. the year 
1884 the Government made an —— of $12,000 to build the bridges 
over the Niobrara Riyer, at or near Niobrara, also one span over what is 
termed the back channel that forms Niobrara Island, also three spans over 
the Bazil Creek, that is east of here about 3 miles. All these streams are be- 
tween the Santee and Ponca Indian ae in this county. 

“The bridges were built for the benefit of the so as to have com- 
munication between the twoagencies. Alsothat they could get their ht 
from the nearest railroad station to Ponca Agency, and to get to 
‘with wiehever peeeee the Indians might have for sale. a the 
bridges the Ponca 3 were entirely isolated, and had no way of gettin 
to market only by fording the Niobrara River and the back channel, whic 
are very dangerous and treacherous streams; ha’ a quicksand bottom, 
there is no safetyatanytime. In or streams they would 
often lose their teams and whatever load they would have on their wagon, 
considering themselves well satisfied to get out themselves. This matter 
was fully explained at the time the appropriation was made from the Gov- 
ernment. On examination by the Govetamen’ engineer of the several 
streams it was thought best to make the spans of the bridge each 60 feet in 
length, and the piers of the piling so as to keep within the appropriation. 
The Niobrara River being feet in width, it took sixteen , the back 
channel one span, the Bazil Creek three 5 , making 
of 60 feet each. The piers are constructed by driving four piles 30 feet long 
and two 25 feet long for an ice break. 


“After the piles were driven they were planked on each side with 2-inch 


White oak plank from low-water, to of the pier, anda 
on the piling of two pieces 3 by 1 Sach while oaks Tato the top of the 
oak timber well bolted to 


piling and bolted firmly to them. The ice break 

truss to the water's edge and cap put on of hea 

the piling, on which is spiked a of railroad iron to break 
might come against it. bridge is what is 

tion four-panel Howe truss; the lower cords are made o en, we wu of 
10 by 10inch pine timber. The needle beams are 8 by 14 ‘hes, floor 
joists 3 by 12; all braces made of iron. Coveringis of 2-inch white oak plank. 

‘What the appropriation is desired for is to four one taken out 
by the ice and sufficient to re the ice breaks that are yet in place which 
were damaged considerably by the ice, and to re Pier No. 5 from east 
end of bridge, one end of which has been from under the foot of 
the truss, and replace the bridge on same ee eee 

of the ice ks that have been taken away’ by 4 
up the bolts and rods of the part of the yet standing that have be- 
come loose by the shrinkage of the timber 
the bridges, and also the 
put in a protection to save the river at 
which is very impertant, as the river is 
the bridge, neers at the west end of 
require about om ok pean to — Se a Se a —-— 
that runs around the end. If it cuts this slough it will req 
three spans more of bridge to reach the shore. 

“There has been some protection put in on 

ufficeint, as the river is now cutting back of the head of this protection, and 

not prevented will soon cut around 

familiar with streams of this class that 
itouts around intothe banks. They ha 
cutting, but the only successful way 
pe a and fill between thém with willows, crossing them yl ete ran 
in, weight them down with stone. The 
Were also taken out by the ice last 
racked. The bridge also needs very badly. 
condition for travel at present. have been temporary approaches put 
in, but they are now out of repair again. 

“There should also be new piers put under the channel bridge with ice- 
breakers, as the piling that were put in for the present piers appear to be 
too short, and the ice keeps knocking them around every spring, and the 

expected to go ou! every time they are knocked out of post T 
ved by the greatest effort. 


bridge is 
ap. but Tdomt th Y they will stand long. The following 4s an ap- 
reo mate estimate of potting the bridges in good condition, If you wish a 
° ’ 


in all twenty ns 





estimate, statement o! lumber, nails, etc., Mr. Fox, of Norfolk, 

has sent one into the Indian Department, and they also no doubt have the 
plans and specifications of the bridge as let by contract in the year 1884: 

four Sidente BUS Wir BOG 5 nw on ctiensniss cenncasave seen 000. 00 

Rete era nce a 

Pier No. 5 from east end of bridge and replacing bridge. 75. 00 

Beiprapping for protection of river bank: 

Dri 330.00 

Three 350. 00 

SO See PORDS OF TOOK. ...., . cc viccecscnccoypandnteneieresene 250. 00 

Mew equeeiean ee maar Greek bridge and repairs on main struc- din os 

lanking Maan UE. <letiananliicmesinindineteranieiass::. aanae 

in new and ice-breakers under the channel bridge ... 300. 00 

at BETIS: enn citanh inal dcnmnnnrdieamenniatthenwcet|:. Ae 
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opriation therefor,” report the same back without amendment and with ried on riprap 


Apri: 30, 


abor in up rods, bolts, etc., on the bridge still standing. 
Repairing theammm an ee Jedinlbnws naeudioni 
ae each ake ion Mieco om dita Subedeabbonak kewnc odvacen 6, 252. 00 


“If there are any other details that you think of g 5 
honk immediately e y of, we will gladly furnish 
= ou very much for the interest you are taking in our affairs, 


, Yours, respectfully, 
“GEORGE G. BAYHA. 





“Trem 


“Hon. WILLIAM ALLEN 
** Washington, D. 0.” 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Mr. Speaker, the object of this bill is 
the reconstruction of the Government bridge across the Nio- 
brara River, near Niobrara, Nebr., which was constructed in 
1884 by the Government from an appropriation of $12,000. The 
bridge connects the Ponca Reservation with the Santee Reser- 
vation, and the only communication between the reservations is 
this Government bridge. Four spans of the bridge were carried 
away a year ago by the ice. The appropriation is for the recon- 
struction of that portion of the bridge which was destroyed by 
the ice, and for the protection of the approaches and reparation 
of the ice-breaks. The area of the Ponca Reservation is 42,000 
acres. The Santee Reservation lies immediately east of the 
Ponca Reservation, and comprises 38,000 acres of land. 

The Flandrau, the Ponca, and the Santee Reservations are con- 
solidated under the Santee Indianagency,near Niobrara, Nebr., 
and the only communication the Poncas have with their agency 
on the Santee Reservation is by means of this Government 
bridge. The river has a quicksand bottom and is a dangerous 
and treacherous stream. There is no ferry for the accommoda- 
tion of the Ponca Indians by which they can reach Niobrara or 
their agency on the Santee Reservation. 

‘The Ponca Reservation lies at the confluence of the Niobrara 
and Missouri Rivers, and the nearest bridge across the Niobrara 
River is some 40 or 50 miles west of the reservation, and the 
nearest communication across the Missouri River is a ferry 
about 50 miles north of the reservation. If the reparation of 
the structure is not now made it will be entirely destroyed by 
the ice and the encroachment of the river upon the approaches 
to the bridge. I desire to have read a communication from the 
Secretary of War which I send to the desk: 

War DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., April 23, 1894. 

Sue: [I return herewith Senate bill 14038, Fifty-third Congress, second ses- 
sion, “to authorize the reconstructionof a across the Niobrara River, 
near the village of Niobrara. Nebr.,and making an appropriation therefor,” 
togetker with Senate report No. 182 thereon, which were referred to this 
Department by your letter of the 3ist ultimo, and beg to say that it appears 
from the report of the commanding general, Department of the Platte, to 
whom the papers were referred, that while there is no military reason re- 
quiring it, the recons' of this bridge by the Government isdoubtless 


, a£. the Ponca Indians, whose reservation lies north of the Nio- 


@ necessity. 
brara River, depend for their — lies on the Santee Agency, situated south 
e by teams, and that incidentally the citi- 


of that stream, which is unforda 
zens of Knox County, Nebr., would benefited by the restoration of the 
bridge. It also ap ‘8 from his that the r“dge was built in 1884 by 
Capt. (then Lieut.) Thomas, Fifth Cavalry, unde: .se direction of the De- 
a of the Interior, and it would seem, therefore, that the proposed 


ridge concerns the Department of the Interior rather than the War De- 


= eeulty 
ery Tes : 
“— DANIEL S. LAMONT, 
Secretary of War. 
Hon. Gro. D. 


MEIKLEJOBN, 
House of Representatives. 
Mr. STALLINGS. How large an appropriation does this bill 


carry? 
Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 


STALLINGS] inquires for the amount of the —— The 
bill calls for $7,000,or so much as- may be re , to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Secretary of War. The length 


of the bridge is 1,200 feet, consisting of twenty spans of 60 feet 
each, four of which, as I have al y said, were carried out by 
the ice a year ago. Sixteenspansare across the Niobrara River, 
— across a back channel, and three spans across Brazil 

reek. . 

Mr. STALLINGS. Was this bridge origanally built by the 
Government? 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Itwas located by the Government under 
the act of 1884 by the Secre of War and built ata cost of 
000, which was for that we, 


. 
‘ashington, April 12, 1394 
Sire: ILaminreceipt, by yourinformal reference, of Senate bill No.1403, ‘‘to 
authorize reconstruction of a bridge across the Niobrara Ri near the 
of tion therefor. Youaskif 
of said bill. 


the 
of War, without unneces de- 
Niobrara River near the e 
by floods for 
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uch thereof as may be necessary, to reconstruct said bridge, which shall 
Ein cubevanstnl wooden or iron one with the necessary approaches. The 
bridge when reconstructed is to be free to all travelers. 

I not only see no objection to the proposed reconstruction of this bridge, 
but am of the opinion that such reconstruction will be of great advantage 
to the indian service as well as to the Indians in the vicinity. 

Very respectfully, 
D. M. BROWNING, Commissioner. 

Hon, GEORGE D. MEIKLEJOHN, 

House of Representatives. - 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I do not understand why Con- 
gress should be required to make an appropriation to construct 
a bridge acrossa stream, to be used as a foot bridge and awagon 
way, to accommodate a particular community in Nebraska any 
more than any other State in the Union. 

Mr. MEFIKLEJOHN. Iwill say to the gentleman that the 
object of this bridge is to establish communication between the 
Ponca Indian Reservation and the Santee Indian Reservation, 
and not for the accommodation of citizens of Nebraska. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that that is the ostensible pur- 
ose. That is the theory upon which you come to Congress; 
ut if the people of that community are enough interested in 

the bridge to want to have communication with that Indian 
tribe, it occurs to me that they might do as we doin Texas— 
build their own bridges. 

Mr.MEIKLEJOHN. Mr.Speaker, the gentleman from Texas 
misapprehends the situation. This bridge lies between the res- 
ervations, and it was located in 1884 by the Secretary of War, 
and constructed at an expense of $12,000 by the Government, in 
order to establish communication between those Indian reser- 
vations. , 


Mr. KILGORE. Well, it might have been necessary then, 
but [ understand that the bridge has since been washed away, 


and I think that community itself might be able to repair the 
structure without calling on Congress to make an appropriation 
for what seems to be simply a local improvement. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. I want to say to the gentleman from 
Texas that this bridge is for the accommodation of the Ponca 
Indians west of the river, to enable them to reach the agency on 
the Santee Reservation east of the river. It is not particularly 
for the accommodation of citizens of Nebraska, although the 
general public will have the use of the bridge in common with 
the Indians on these reservations, as the bill provides that the 
bridge shall be free. 

Mr. KILGORE. How much money do you ask for this pur- 

se? 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Seven thousand dollars. 

Mr. KILGORE. Are you aware that the Government of the 
United States is ‘‘dead broke”? [Laughter.] 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. The estimate is $6,252. 

Mr. KILGORE. But we have not got the money. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
present consideration of this bill? 


Mr. HOLMAN. From what committee has this bill been re- 


rted? 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. From the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to a third read- 
ing; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
FISH IN THE WABASH. 


Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas certain rsons at Terre Haute, Ind., and along the Wabash 
River im the State of Indiana are permitting the flow of oil from oil wells 
into the waters of said Wabash River; and 

Whereas by reason of said flow of oil into the Wabash, the food fish in 
said river are being destroyed and rendered unfit for food; and 

Whereas the Government has 6 to great expense to stock the rivers of 
the United States, including the Wabash River, with food fish: 

Resolved, therefore, by the House of Representatives, That the Fish Commis- 
sion be, and is hereby, instructed to send at once an agent of said Fish Com- 
mission to inves and report to this House the extent of the damage 
done to the food fish in the Wabash River reason. of oil being permitted 
to flow into the waters of said river, and w Steps are necessary, if any, 
to prevent further destruction of the fish of said river by reason of oil being 

~ itted to flow into the waters of the river from oil wells in the State of 
ana, ° 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 


tion of this resolution? 

Mr. KILGORE. I do not understand the purpose of this res- 
olution. Is it intended to provide for the appointment of a junk- 
eting committee? 

Mr. FITHIAN. Oh, not atail; nothing of that kind. It sim- 

directs the Fish Commission to make investigation of the 


acts and report to the House. 
Mr. SAY . Is ita joint resolution, or a simple House res- 
olution? 
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Mr. FITHIAN. A House resolution. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, [ do not think this House of it- 
self is competent to direct the United States Fish Commission 
to make that examination, and I suggest to the gentleman that 
this ought to be a joint resolution. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I do not think that is at all necessary. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will not object. : 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Pending the reservation of the right 
to object, I wish to ask whether this resolution carries any 
charge upon the Treasury? 

Mr. FITHIAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Is there any report? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution has just been introduced; 
it has never been referred to anycommittee. Is there objection 
to the request for its immediate consideration? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will not object if the gentleman who offers 
the resolution will strike out the word ‘‘ ordered ” and substitute 
“requested.” I do not think this House has any right todirect 
or order an executive officer. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I will agree to that amendment and modify 
the resolution accordingly. , 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the resolution as modified; which was adopted. 


RESURVEY OF GRANT AND HOOKER COUNTIES, NEBR. 


Mr. KEM. [ask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 6720) providing for the resurvey of Grant 
and Hooker Counties in the State of Nebraska. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. Is there any recommendetion from the In- 
terior Department in regard to this matter? 

Mr. KEM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. Does the Department recommend this re- 
survey? 

Mr. ENLOE. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from ‘Tennessee [Mr. EN- 
LOE] calls for the regular order, which is equivalent to an ob- 
jection. 

Mr. KEM. 


Is there objection to the present considera- 


I hope the gentleman from Tennessee will allow 


| me to make a short explanation in regard to this bill. 


Mr. ENLOE. Very well; let the gentleman make his explana- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman withdraw the demand 
for the reguiar order? 

Mr. STALLINGS. 
allow me to bring 
House—— 

Mr. ENLOE. I think I must demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regularorder isthe call of committees. 


LIGHT AND FOG SIGNAL, SAN JOACHIM RIVER, CALIFORNIA. 


[hope the gentleman from Tennessee will 
another matter to the attention of the 


_ Mr. WISE (when the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce was called). Mr. Speaker, the bill (H. R. 6716) to ap- 
propriate money to build a light and fog signal at the entrance 


| . | to San Joachim River, California, has been referred to our com- 
On motion of Mr. MEIKLEJOBN, a motion to reconsider the | r ieiidk oan : 


mittee. The bill for the establishment of this light and fog sig- 
nal was reported by our committee in the Vifty-second Congress 
and passed. This bill simply provides for an appropriation. I 
am directed by the committee to report the bill back with the 
request that they be discharged from its further consideration, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, that order will 
be made. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered accordingly. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HOLMAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 6913) making appropriations for current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and, with the aceompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, the’ House resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
O’NEIL of Massachusetts in the chair), and resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R.6372) making appropriations for the 
support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and 
for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the Committee of the Whole rose 
on. Saturday last it had found itself withouta quorum. It was 
at that time dividing on an amendment offered by the gentle- 
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man from New Hampshire [Mr. BAKER], upon which the ques- 
tion will be again taken. The gentleman from New Hampshire, 
Mr. BAKER, and the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. OUTHWAITE, 
will resume their places as tellers. For the information of the 
committee the pending amendment wili be read. 

-The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out on page 2, after the word ‘‘ needed” in line 24 down to and in- 
cluding the word *‘ repealed”’ in line 25, as follows: 

“And section 3 of the act approved July 29, 1886, entitled ‘An act for the 
enlistment and pay and to define the duties and liabilities of general-service 
clerks and general-service messengers in the Army,’ is hereby repealed.”’ 


The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
22, noes 158. 

So the amendment of Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire was re- 

cted. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I move to amend by insert- 
ing after the word ‘ repealed,” in line 25, page 2, the words, 
‘*but such repeal shall not affect or in any way diminish or de- 
stroy any of the rights and privileges now extended by said sec- 
tion 3 of the act approved July 29, 1886, to the general-service 
clerks and messengers now enlisted.” 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I make a point of order against the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state the point. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. The amendment is simply a proviso that 
the enactment contained in the previous part of the paragraph 
shall not take effect. It proposes simply to negative the legis- 
lation which the prior part of the paragraph embodies. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair is of theopinion that the point 
of order is not well taken. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, this amend- 
ment, if adopted by the House and attached to this bill, would 
simply carry out in good faith the understanding under which 
these men enlisted. Prior to the act of 1886 any man having 
served thirty years, eitherin the volunteer or the regular Army 
of the United States, was eligible to retirement. 

By this act of 1886 the salary of the general-service clerks and 
messengers was fixed,and they were permitted toretire at speci- 
fied rates, these rates being aboutone-third of the rate they were 
receiving or had been receiving under the act to which I have 
referred. The pape of the provision which is contained in 
the bill, and which I have sought to have stricken out—the 
amendment reported by the committee—is to take away from 
these men who hadenlisted under an implied contract and agree- 
ment—and not only implied, but an asserted contract and agree- 
ment under the act of 1886—all the rights and privileges which 
were promised to them by the statute, excepting the monthly pay 
which they received from month to month. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this amendment of mine, if adopted, 
simply says to them we will be honest with you; we will allow 

ou to have under this law just exactly what Congress in the 
test instance promised you should have; and further than that, 
that all men enlisted subsequent to the passage of this bill shall 
not be entitled to this retirement. 

There is no man in this House who is more thoroughly and 
completely o d te any retirement system or any pension sys- 
tem for civilian employés than myself. But it must be borne in 
mind that these men are not civilians, although they are per- 
sean civilian duties. They are enlisted men subject to all 
the rules and requirements ofthe Articles of War. They are 
liable to court-martial; they are compelled to go wherever their 
superior officersorder them. Now, under these circumstances it 
seems entirely proper that we should be just with them. 

It was asserted on the floor of the House, during the debate on 
Saturday, that they were receiving as much pay as the average 
clerks in the Departments of the Government. [asserted in an- 
swer to that at the time, that no one who was familiar with the 
pay received by the general clerks in the Departments would 
make any such statement, because these men, with the highest 
possible pay they could receive, would get only $1,200, and there 
are only a few of them who get that. There are only a few gen- 
eral-service clerks who are entitled to that compensation; that 
is to say, they must be chief clerks, while the majority of them 
get only a thousand to eleven hundred dollars. 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. Will the gentleman permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Certainly. 

Mr, CANNON of Illinois. Dol understand—and I want to un- 
derstand it—that when these men were enlisted, as the law was 
and as it now is, they were entitled, after thirty years’ service, 
te be retired on one-third of their pay? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. They were entitled to be 
retired at $25 or $35 per month, according to the position they 
held in the service. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, then, having served many, 
many years with that law upon the statute books, and being 
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there at this|time, after their enlistment (and if I understand the 
gentleman he claims that itis such acontract that in equity and 
good conscience, as to the men who were so enlisted, they are 
entitled to this compensation), that in view of that fact the Gov- 
ernment can not now a repeal that law. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. That is the exact fact. 

a CANNON of Illinois. I think the gentleman is about 

right. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON and Mr. STALLINGS addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I will yield first to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia on the left. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Were these men not enlisted prior to 
the act of 1886 to which the gentleman refers? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Some of them were and 
some were not. But prior to 1886, being enlisted men in the 


; Army, they could retire after thirty years’ service, as I have 


heretofore stated. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. But nearly all of them were enlisted 
prior to the passage of that act. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I can not state as to that. 
I have not the acquaintance of a single one of these men, either 
among the clerks or messengers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I should like to be permit- 
ted to proceed for five minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Inthe absence of objection the gentleman 
will be allowed to proceed. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
man from Alabama. 

Mr. STALLINGS. The gentleman from Georgia /Mr. Liv- 
INGSTON] practically covered the question I desired to ask, 
whether or not the act to which reference was made here was 
not passed in July, 1886, providing for a pension in such cases, 
or were they pensioned before that? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. My friend is mistaken in 
this; there is no provision in the act for a pension. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Well, call it retired pay or compensation. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Prior to 1886 any soldier, 
if he served a sufficient number of years in the regulagor vol- 
unteer service, could retire by virtue of existing statutes. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. And get his pension. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. It is not a pension. 

Mr. STALLINGS. What law is it thatgives them that privi- 
ege! 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I think it was the act of 
1885. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Theact preceding the act of July 29, 1886? 

Mr. BAKERof New Hampshire. Yes, sir. Now, I looked at 
three offices in the Treasury, and took the figures as fair samples, 
and I looked at no other. lnsety selected those three as fair ex- 
amples of the pay receivedby the civil clerks in the Department. 
Those offices were those of the First Comptroller of the Treasury, 
the First Auditor of the Treasury, and the Register of the 
Treasury. And I think no gentleman on the floor will claim 
that they are not fair samples of the bureaus of the Treasury 
Department. The average pay of all the clerks in the First 
Comptroller's Office is $1,452 perannum. The average pay of 
all the clerks in the First Auditor’s Office is $1,444 per annum, 
and the average pay in the Register’s Office, for all the clerks, is 
$1,468. Therefore, the average pay in those three offices is a 
trifle more than $1,450, or $250 per annum, on the average, of 
all grades of clerks, more than the highest of these general- 
service clerks can receive. And no one will assert that the gen- 
eral-service clerks are not of equal capacity, equal education, 
equal training, and equal fidelity. 

ow, why have they served at that rate? Simply because all 
through these years there has been before them this possibilit 
of retiring in their old age and receiving a pittance upon whic 
they might live. Iappeal to gentlemen of this House to do 
these mensimply the common justice which each one of us would 
demand from our neighbors and friends. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, the amendment 
sent to the desk bymy friend from New Hampshire [Mr. BAKER] 
issubstantially to require the last vote to be again taken. [should 
like to explain this paragraph as the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, reporting this bill, have understood it. The provision of 
law enacted in 1886 authorized certain clerks employed in the 
War Department and at military gn pee known as gen- 
eral service clerks, after thirty years of such service to be re- 
tired at $25 and $35 per month. These men are paid as messen- 

rs, $720, and as clerks $900, $1,000, and $1,200 per year, as I be- 
eve. 

That law was an innovation in the civilservice of the country, 
and applied to a special class of clerks in a single Department. 


I now yield to the gentle- 
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It gives these employés in the War Department the opportu- 
nity toenter the military service,and at the same time exempts 
them from performing any military duty. They can not be re- | 
quired to perform any other duty than that of a clerical char- | 
acter at the various headquarters where they may be assigned. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. May I ask the gentleman a | 
question? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Certainly. | 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Do [ understand you to say 
that if one of these men should be ordered by a superior officer 
to take a gun and fall into the ranks, that he would not have to 

obey that command? 
Mr. CURTIS of New York. He is not enlisted for that pur- | 


ose. 

° Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Is he notregularly enlisted | 
and mustered into the military service of the United States as a | 
soldier? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No, he is not. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. He is not enlisted and mustered 
into the service of the United States, as we understand that 
term when we enlista man toserve in the infantry, the artillery, 
the cavairy, the engineer, or the ordnance, or any one of the 
active arms of the service, nor can he be assigned to military 
duty. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. He is just as much enlisted 
into the Army as any other soldier, but he is detailed to clerical 
duty rather than to the artillery or infantry. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There is no detail about it. 





Mr. CURTIS of New York. He is enlisted for clerical duty, 
and not detailed by any order subsequent to his enlistment. He 
is simply directed to report to department headquarters for 
clerical duty. 

It is not worth while at this time to invite a discussion upon 
the propriety of modifying the civil service of the country and | 
pay Government clerks a nominal salary, and after a term of 
years retire or pension them, but we are to consider whether we 
are to give this exclusive privilege to men who are clerks in the 
War Department. Now, were they to perform military duty 
when ordered, there would be no question raised as to their re- 
tirement, nor was it raised up to the time of the enactment of 
this law, which authorized their retirement after thirty years. 

My friend is solicitous for those who served in the war. [am 
sure I need not say that I have as strong reason for regarding 
with favor those men who served in the late war as any man in 
this committee. The provision of law which authorizes the re- 
tirement of men who have seen thirty years of service, allows 
those who had served in the war for the Union to have each year 
of that service counted astwoforretirement. Those whoserved 
more than six months in that war and have continued in the 
military service in the regular Army have reached an age when 
they may be retired, and all the clerks employed under this law 
who served in the late war are nowentitled toretirement. Ido 
not think it desirable to make this exception for people who are 
performing civil duties, and I am opposed to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New Hampshire. 

Mr. COVERT. Mr.Chairman, I am in hearty sympathy with 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from New Hampshire; 
and I think, and I can not but think, that the rejection of that 
amendment and the adoption of the repealing provision em- 
bodied in the bill reported by the committee would be an act of 
absolute injustice to an exceedingly deserving class of men. It 
may not be generally known to the membership of this body 
that these men have been drawn very largely from the line. and 
after the discharge of long and honorable army service. The 
act of 1886 established the status of these men. It gave the 
several classes assimilated rank, and secured to them by a sol- 
emn enactment the benefits of retirement at the end of thirty 

ears of service. My colleague (Mr. CurTIS of New York] has 
just said that the act of 1886 was an innovation. I do not care 
what he calls it. That is wholly outside of and beyond the 
question involved here. 

It was an act of the Federal Congress, which pledged the 
honor of the people of this country to the redemption of the 
promise it embodied. A solemn, and what should be a binding 
covenant was made with this comparatively small body of men, 
who are not army officers of the class to which my friend has 
just referred. The little body of men involved here can not give 
grand dinners, and they‘do not, perhaps, move in the highest 
and most select social circles of the Army. They can not, even 
if they would, bring social influences to bear in shaping legisla- 
tion. The only influence they have—the only influence they 
can bring to bear is that which springs from the equities in- 
volved in this proposition. I insist that this amendment has 
strong equities about it. These men relied absolutely upon the 
assurances of the act of 1886. They had the right to place full 
reliance upon the promises embodied in that enactment. 
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Many of them have remained in the servic2 ever since their 


| en istment, and relying upon the assurance of eventual bene ticial 


retirement, have declined other engagements in the ordinary 
avocations of life. These men are able. They have performed 
their service most faithfully and most loyally. What is asked 
now in their behalf is indorsed by otlicers of the highest rank in 
the Army. They would kave been able to go outin the business 


| world and, in many instances. do infinitely better for themselves 


than they have been able to do in this service. Relying on the 


| assurances of the Government, that after long and faithful serv- 


ice, when old age,when possibly sickness overtook them, their 
declining yeirs would be made at least tolerable perhups by the 
sm ul allowance the Government had promised them, they have 


| re nained in the service. 


I submit, sir, that they ought to be sustained in their faith in 
the Government and in the Congress of the United States. | 
submit, Mr. Chairman, that if this proposed method of violating, 
of abrogating a solemn contract was attempted in private life, 
among individuals as a business transaction, it would be re- 
garded as dishonorable if not dishonest; and my esteemed col- 
league [Mr. CurTIs of New York] would be the last man in the 
world to further or approve any such proposition. I believe the 
Government should faithfully redeem the promises it made in 
this regard, and that the pledges of this Government solemnly 
given by deliberate legislative enactment should be observed, 
and observed to the very letter. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire seems to assume that these men are regularlyenlisted. It 
seems to me a sufticient answer to his argument will be found 
in simply reading the law proposed to be repealed, which is sec- 
tion 3. The provision of law relating to the retirement of en- 
listed men shall be construed to include “ general-service 
clerks” and ‘' general-service messengers,” and ‘‘for the purpose 
of retirement they will rank as follows.” In other words, they 
are considered enlisted simply for the purpose of retirement. 

Now, the motion of the gentleman to amend the bill goes too 
far. If he could show that men enlisted in this line of service 
simply bec.use of the proposition of the actof 1886, there might 
be something in his argument: but asa matter of fact these men, 
nearly all of them, were enlisted in the service of the Govern- 
ment as clerks and messengers before the act of 1886 was passed. 

Tne gentleman from New York [Mr. COVERT] argues on the 
ground that these men have a vested right, if not in law at least 
in equity. If he could show that they had been injured in any 
way by the passage of this law and then by its repeal. his argu- 
ment would have some force, but nothing has been shown to this 
committee that in any way tends to prove that these men are 
any worse oif by the repeal of this law than they would have 
been if it had never been enacted. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What number of clerks are affected by this? 

Mr. HULL. About a hundred and twenty I think. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Have they ever rendered any military serv- 
ice at all? 

Mr. HULL. Not at all under this law; and under the law you 
can not make them render any military service. They are sim- 
ply civilian employés who, because they serve at the headquar- 
ters of the Army have, by the act of 1886, been designated as en- 
listed men for the purpose of retirement. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Are they subject to the orders of the Sec- 
retary of War? 

Mr. HULL. They are subject to the orders of the Secretary 
of War in clerical work where not needed by the Army. 

Mr. BAKERof NewHampshire. They are subject aiso to the 
orde:s of the men at the headquarters. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Are there any other clerks in the Army 
subject to retirement? 

Mr. HULL. None. If the gentleman from New Hampshire 
can show that these men enlisted because of thislaw and for that 
reason only, then there is something in hisargument, but other- 
wise there is nothing. All this talk about the pay of these men 
has nothing to do with the case. They are paid more than the 
average of clerical labor in the United States even at the rates 
mentioned by the gentleman from New Hampshire. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The gentleman from lowa 
says that these men have seen no military service — 

Mr. HULL. I said under this law. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Is he notaware that 103 of 
those men have performed service regularly in the Army? The 
whole number of those clerks being 125, 103 of them have served 
regularly in the Army, and of the 45 messengers 36 have served 
regularly in the Army. . 

Mr. HULL. Iam aware ofallthat. Now, let me tell the gen- 
tleman that before this law was passed men enlisted in the Army 
as soldiers, and if they had good clerical ability they were de- 
tailed to headquarters as clerks, and received extra compensae 
tion. 
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Mr. BRETZ. Seventy-five dollars a month. 

Mr. HULL. Yes; and some of them as high as.a hundred dol- 
lars a month. But those men, being sol , could be taken 
away from that service at any time; they were subject to mili- 
tary orders, and could be taken away from that service and put 
in the field, and for that reason they were entitled to retirement. 
But under this law the enlisted men are not detailed; they en- 
list as clerks, and they serve as clerks only. 

Mr. BRETZ. Let me suggest also that the men who were de- 
tailed from the Army to serve as clerks were detailed volun- 
tarily; they were not compelled to accept the detail. 

Mr. HULL. Notatall. But they were glad to get it. 

Mr. BRETZ. Because their pay was raised from $13 a month 
to $75 or $100 a month. 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. Now, if the fact that some of these 
men have served in the Army is to govern the action of this 
committee, why not go into the different Departments and find 
there the men who served three years in the Army defending 
the flag of their country and put them on the retired list? They 
are cortainly as much entitled to it as these men. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. More entitled to it. 

Mr. HULL. Yes; more entitled toit. Why not put them on 
the retired list? Why not extend this privilege to them? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Because the law does not 
give ittothem. That is the reason. 

Mr. HULL. But why not make it give it to them if you give 
it to these men? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. How long are these men enlisted 
for—-five years? 

Mr. HULL. They are not enlisted for any term; they are 
employed as clerks. 

Mr. MARSH. They are enlisted for five years. 

Mr. HULL. No; they are employed simply as clerks. 

Mr. MARSH. No; they are entisted for five years. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois, Can one of them leave without a 
resignation accepted? 

Mr. HULL. ; [supposenot. Noquestion of that kind has 
ever been raised. They are too well satisfied. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then their employment is not like 
that of other clerks? 

Mr. HULL. That, my dear sir, is a case that never has arisen 
in any Department. 

A MEMBER. Oh, yes, it has. 

Mr. COVERT. Is it not true,in point of fact, that these men 
are subject to military discipline? 

Mr. HULL. In the clerical line only. 

Mr. COVERT. Are they not subject to court-martial for any 
dereliction of duty? 

Mr. HULL. I suppose they might be. That question has 
never been raised. 

Mr. COVERT. Is it not true that if the Army headquarters 
are moved these men have to go with them, away from their 
homes and families, even to the front? 

Mr. HULL. Yes, sir; but, if my friend knows anything about 
the service, I want to ask him whether he knows of any place in 
it that is better than the general’s headquarters? [Laughter.] 

Mr. COVERT. I have not served, but I think I would like to 
be as near the general as possible. {Laughter.] 

The es . The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. 

r. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I wish tosay a word 
or two about this amendment. In the first place, let us get at 
the facts. There are few troubles that do not disappear when 
we understand accurately what the facts are. And I am not 
quite sure myself of the facts in this case, IfI can,I wish to be 
assured of the facts, and have the House assured. IfI understand 
the matter properly, one hundred and odd clerks and messen- 
gers—I mean persons perfo clerical services—have been 
enlisted in the service of the United States and mustered—the 
gentleman from lowa [Mr Hutu] shakes his head. Now, I will 
ask my friend from Alabama, are these men enlisted? 

Mr. MARSH. They are enlisted for five years. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The law reads— 


That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to cause to be enlisted and mustered into the service of the United States 
for clerical service, etc. 


Tt does not say for what time; but in reply to what has been 
said, I want to call attention to the fact that the law 
provides that these men shall not be subject to be ed to 
ee and messenger duty as in the 
ac 


Mr. BRETZ. No matter what the emergency be. 

Mr. CANNON of lilinois. Then we ascertain fact—ard 
the tleman from Alabama has the statute before him and is, 
3 thick, anteltp tabenned. army regulations and legis- 
lation as any member of the House—— — 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Thank you. 

Mr.CANNONofIllinois. We get first this fact, thatunder the 
law these one hundred and odd messengers and clerks were en- 
listed and mustered for clerical service; and once enlisted and 
mustered the right to quit that service—I am speaking of the le- 
gal right—did not existin their case as itdoes in the case of any 
other clerical a in the service of the United States. In 
other words, they were enlisted and mustered—what for? Not 
to carry a musket, not to do battle in line or on the staff, butfor 
clerical services. 

Having that fact established, what is the second fact? That 
in 1886 the Congress of the United States enacted that after 
thirty years’ serviceof this kind each messenger and clerk should 
be entitled to be retired at from $25 to $35 a month. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman please repeat that statement; 
I did not catch it clearly? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Isay that by the law of 1886, which 
has been referred to and read, it was provided that each one of 
these one hundred and odd clerks and messengers should, after 
thirty years’ service of this kind, have the legal right to go upon 
the retired list at from $25 to $35 a month. ow, [believe that 
probably under the circumstances that legislation was not well 
chosen; but it was enacted. Iam in harmony with the purpose 
of this amendment which ag that law; but I believe the 
effect of the repeal ought to be confined to future enlistments, 
for the reason that these men, working for small wage (none of 
them, as I am told, receiving above $1,200 a year), have served 
year after year for that compensation, with the public law de- 
claring thatafter thirty years’ service they should em the right 
to be retired at $25 to $35 per month. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. CANNON of Illinois. Iask the indulgence of the com- 
mittee for afew words further. 

Several MEMBERS. Go ahead. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the gentle- 
man will proceed. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, we have the power, acting 
for 70,000,000 of people, to repeal this law as to future enlist- 
ments and maintain ourcontract withthesemen. We also have 
the power to pass an amendment repealing the law of 1886, and 
saying to these men, one hundred and oddin number, ‘‘ Notwith- 
standing you have served at this small wage, have possibly kept 
on in the service when but for this retiring provision you would 
have sought other service at a better rate to provide for your 
old age, yet we have the power to repeal that law and take from 
you the benefit which you expected under that contract.” 

Mr. COX. Does not the whole proposition resolve itself into 
this—-that we:have passed a law under which we have enlisted 
and mustered these men upon the promise of the Government to 
pay them so much on their retirementat the end of thirty years’ 
service; and now it is pro d after they have served a certain 
length of time to repeal that law, regardless of the promise 
which was made to them. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Precisely. And on that point I 
wish to say that in my judgment this Government on the one 
hand can not afford to violate, or the people on the other hand 
would not approve of our violating that contract upon which 
these humble oar have depended. 

Mr. LIVIN N. Did not four-fifths of these men enlist 
prior to the act of 1886? And how can there be in such a case 
any violation of the contract on the part of the Government? 

Mr.MARSH. Allow me to say right here that there is nota 
man in that servica who has not enlisted since the law of 1836 
was passed. I say this in correction of my friend from Georgia 
[Mr. LIVINGSTON]. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, I wish to say, further, Mr. 
Chairman, andI see the gentleman from Alabama[Mr. WHEELER] 
before me, who is with the law on this subject, that this 
Government has the power to repeal the law that places a regu- 


lar army officer on the retired list; and yet these officers entered 


into the service of the Government an een their duty, 
with that law in eo sight, and the whole pase would rise up 
and say that such action would be bad equitably, that itis not 
com: with the contract we made with them when they 
perf the duty. While we have the power to do it, we 
must ask ourselves if it is equitable and just todoit. Is it equi- 
table or just to even the weakest citizen to violate a public con- 
tract that lies within thelaw? I think not; and therefore! shall 
vote for the amendment of the gentleman from New Hampshire, 

; to repeal the law for future enlistments, but to let it 
stand in good faith, as it has stood upon the statute books for 
years, with reference to the men already enlisted. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to have reason- 
able debate upon this provision of the bill, so that the question 
—s thoroughly understood by the committee, but I do not 
wish to let it run without some limit. i would ask consent that 








oe 


the debate be closed on this paragraph and amendment in ten 
minutes, five on a side. . : 

Mr. MARSH. I hope my friend will not insist on that. It 
is not enough. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What time would the gentleman sug- 

est? 

Mr. MARSH. Let it go on for some little time; it will ex- 
haust itself probably in half an hour. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iam perfectly willing to make a reason- 
able arrangement for the debate, but not to let it run indefi- 


itely. 

Mn MARSH. Then say half an hour, fifteen minutes on a 
side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that twenty-five 
minutes have been consumed in favor of the amendment and ten 
in opposition. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then Iask unanimous consent that the 
debate on the paragraph and amendment be limited to twenty- 
five minutes, fifteen against the amendment and ten in favor of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I yield now two minutes to the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. HULL}. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I take the floor simply for the 
——— of correcting what I think is a wrong impression given 


reference to this provision of law. The law provides simply 
that these men may be enlisted as civil-service clerks and civil- 
service messengers; and I think it would be well to have the 
entire statute read, because my colleague states that they are 
enlisted for five years and mustered into the service for that 
length of time, whereas it is a fact that in the statute there is 
not one word providing the period of time for which they are 
enlisted, or that they shall be mustered into the service at all. 

Mr. HOPKINS of [llinois. Then is it nota life enlistment? 

Mr. HULL. No, it is simply an employment. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. If no term was fixed it would 
seem that the enlistment was for life. 

Mr. HULL. I would like to have the law read, which will 
explain the matter. 

ir. PICKLER. Before that I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Iowa a question. How many of these men have been 
retired under thelaw? 

Mr. HULL. None at ali. The law fixes the number that 
may be employed in this clerical capacity. They are not 
soldiers. 

Mr. PICKLER. Suppose they were to desert; could they be 
reported as deserters? 

r. HULL. That would be a question of construction for the 
War Department. ButI think not. I would like to have the 
law read. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. While the law is being read I will ask 
that members listen to it, as it clearly and explicitly shows that 
these men are enlisted for clerical service alone and can not be | 
detailed to other duty. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the statute referred 
to by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
directed to cause to be enlisted and mustered into the service of the 


ized and 
United States, for clerical service and messenger duty at the headquarters 


of the Army and at the several division, department, and district headquar- 
ters, at quarters general service, recruiting ts, and at West 
Point, N. Y.,in the Army, acorps of men not to exceed one hundred and 
seventy, who shall be subject to the Articles of War and Army Regulations 
the same as enlisted men on duty in the line, but shall not be subject to be 

to other than clerical and messenger duty, as hereinbefore 
8 fied; nor shall this number be computed asa part of the number at 
which the Army is now limited by law. 

Src. 2. That of the men so enlisted one hundred and twenty-five shall be 
“‘general-service clerks,’ who shali be classified and paid as follows: Class 
1 shail consist of ninety clerks, at $1,000 per annum; class 2 shall consist of 
twenty-five clerks, at $1,100 per annum; class 8 shall consist of ten clerks, at 

,200 per annum; and the en nny Ram tty of such men shall be “‘gen- 

messengers,’’ who shall paid at the rate of 860 per month; 
and all of such men shall be mustered for pay monthly, the same as enlisted 
men, and shall receive no other compensation, pay, or allowance, except 
when on duty, when necessity ——— they shall each be allowed for sub- 
sistence one ration in kind, to be issued by the Commiss mt. 

Sxc. 3. That the provisions of law rela to the retirement of enlisted 

shall be construed to include ‘ general-service clerks ” and “ general- 
ce messengers "’ and, for the of retirement, they will rank as 


follows: General-service clerks of class 3 with first ts of the line. 
General-service clerks of class 2 with se ts of the line. General-serv- 
ice clerks of class 1 with corporal of the General-service messengers 
With privates of the line. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I yield now to the gentleman from West 
— Mr. PENDLETON]. 
. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, it is 


very evident from the reading of this law that in regard to these 


parties, if they are simply treated as clerks, no injustice is done 
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to them by the provision in the bill. The position they occupy 
is one of favoritismanyway. Here are 125 menunder pay, given 
life positions in the clerical service of the Government, where 
they can not be employed as soldiers or be compelled under the 
law toperform any military duty whatever other than the mere 
clerical service which the law provides. They are exceptional 
cases and practically hold their places for their lives. 





Now, the proposition that they should be taken out of the gen- 
eral classification of the other departments and be allowed to 
have pensions is something that I do not think this committee 
ought toapprove. There has already been too much of a tend- 
ency toward what we call ‘“‘civil service” in our Government, 
too much of a tendency in the direction of the English system. 
And so far from any hardship coming to these gentlemen, there 
are none of them who have ever yet been found to regard -th: 


¢ 


places as undesirable, none of them in any degree disposed to 
resignthem. They stand to-day just as the other clerks of the 
Government, enjoying the same positions, and their military 
service, so called, gives them no p to be made pensioners 
upon the bounty of this Governmentfor the balance of their lives 
If they were compelled to go out and fight, to endure military 
hardships, to endure the military service which a common so!l- 
dier does at $13 a month, there might be something in the claim 
of my friend that there is some injustice done them and that 
they should be retired; but here are clerks at $1,000 and $1,200a 
year, holding positions for life, under almost exactly the same 
circumstances that the other clerks do in the other departments 
of the Government. 

To step aside and change the law in order to allow them to 
retire on pensions, or on a retired allowance, is to be guilty of 
a favoritism to these clerks such as no other clerks under the 
Government enjoy, and is merely an unearned gratuity. I do 
not think it is in harmony with our institutions, with the ideas 
of our people. Such a law should be stricken from the statute 
book, and they should be placed upon the same foundation and 
footing as the other clerks in the other clerical departments of 
the Government. We want no clerical retired list. We wish 
no civil pensions. Government positions are. too much sought 
after now. To make the tenure of the service clerks for life 
and permit them to retire ona pension is but a beginning. It 
is an opening wedge. Do this for one class and a cry would 
arise that it must be done for all. Let us stop at once. 

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Chairman. I believe I was ina minority 
of one in the Committee on Military Affairs against this pro- 
posed new legislation. In1886 the law provided that these gen- 
eral service clerks, after a service of thirty years, should be 

laced upon the retired list, the same as other soldiers in the 
ine. 
Mr. BOWERS of California. Not ‘‘other” soldiers. 

Mr. MARSH. The same as other soldiers in the line, their 
pay after retirement running from $25 to$35 per month. These 
general service clerks enlist justas any other soldiers enlist, 
and I understand—— 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. When did they enlist? 

Mr. MARSH. Lunderstand that they enlisted for a period of 
five years. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. My question is, when did these 
soldiers enlist? 

Mr. MARSH. One hundred and three of these clerks have 

rformed duty as privates and noncommissioned officers in the 

Jnited States Army. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. When did they enlist? 

Mr. MARSH. I can not tell you when each one enlisted any 
more than I can tell you when each one of the Union or Confed- 
erate soldiers enlisted; but I do know that their enlistment, or 
reénlistment, must have been since 1886, when this law was placed 
upon the statute books. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. MARSH. Inone momentI will. I must know, and this 
committee must know, that when all of these men last enlisted 
they enlisted with this law upon the statute books. But, Mr. 
Chairman, it is objected that these men are not required to fight 
battles, that they are not required to carry muskets, and that 
because they are not required to fight battles or to carry mus- 
— they should not be allowed to be placed upon the retired 
ist. 

Mr. Chairman, in that respect they occupy precisely the same 
position as the whole medical corps and the whole paymasters’ 
corps of the Army. 

one of those gentlemen are required to shoulder a musket 
or wield a saber, and yet they are allowed to be placed upon 
the retired list, and they are liable to be called into places of 
danger in time of war the same as these clerks. I should like 
to see a general in the Army withouthis clerks along with him; 
and wherever that general goes, wherever the commanding offi- 
cer goes, these clerks who are attached tohis headquarters will 
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goalso. They are simply not required to carry a musket or to 
swing a saber, but in time of war, in time of actual hostilities, 
they are in charge of the headquarters archives of the Goverh- 
ment and would be exempt from military imprisonment upon 
the same principle that medical officers would. Now I will 
yield to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The gentleman from [Illinois [Mr. 
MARSH] stated a moment ago that every one of these men had 
enlisted since 1886. I suppose he meant to say that they had 
re‘nlisted since that time. 

Mr. MARSH. Ido not mean to say reénlisted, because I do 
not know that that isthe fact. Some of them may have come 
in originally since 1886 for aught I know, and may not have 
been in the service previous to their enlistment in this particu- 
lar service. ButI i say, and I stand by the statement I made 
a while ago, that every one of these men had enlisted since that 
law was placed upon the statute books. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Do you not know that 103 of them were 
soldiers before that? 

Mr. MARSH. I know that 103 were soldiers before. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then they have reénlisted. 

Mr. MARSH. Perhaps that is the case. I understand 103 of 
them served in the Army. I think it is true that all of them 
had served their country in the Army; but the point I make is, 
that these men, all of them, enlisted or retnlisted since 1836, 
when this great Government promised them, entered into a con- 
tract with them, that if they would reénlist in this service of 
the Government, after thirty years of honorable labor and bon- 
orable service they would placed upon the retired list as 
other soldiers of the line. Let us keep our faith with these 
poorly paid men. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Are they not subject to court-martial? 

Mr. MARSH. They are subject to court-martial. They are 
subject to every rule of the regular Army thatany other soldier is. 

r. DOCKERY. If they are subject to court-martial it is 
only for failure to perform some clerical duties, 

( ere the hammer fell.] 

ir. BAKER of New Hampshire. How much time is there 
remaining on this side? 

The CHAIRMAN. There are five minutes remaining on that 
side, and the gentleman from Ohio has nine minutes remaining. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. If the gentleman wishes, I 
hope some time will be consumed on his side. 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. I would like the gentleman to use his 
time, as we are entitled to close on this side. I yield three min- 
utes to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from I!linois commits an error when he states that the law re- 
quires these men to go into the field with the general. 

The Statutes specifically authorize their enlisment— 


for clerical service and messenger duty at the headquarters of the Arm 
and at the several division, department, and district headquarters, at h - 
quarters general service, at recruiting depots, and at West Point. 


When this law was enacted we had geographical military di- 
visions, and geographical military departments, and we had 
division headquarters, and department headquarters; and ashort 
time before we had had district headquarters; and it was this 
character of headquarters which were referred to in the act; 
and my friend will recall that during the war the country was 
in a somewhat similar manner divided up into departments and 
districts, which were entirely distinct from the armies in the 
field. And ea in case of war these same organizations would 
be maintained. We would also have the headquarters of the 
Army in Washington, arid we would also have a he :dquarters of 
an army or armies in the field; and it is very evident that the 
intent of the law was that these clerks should be employed as 
they are now employed at the headquarters of the Army in 
Washington, and at the headquarters of the geographical mili- 
tary divisions and military departments. 

Mr. MARSH. [I willask the gentleman if his headquarters 
have not been for months and months in the field? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes, my headquarters were al- 
ways in the field; my headquarters was an army corps head- 

uarters in the field. If the law had intended that these clerks 
should go into the field with the | geines it would have used 
very different language. It would have said that they should 
be enlisted for service at army headquarters in the field, or at 
headquarters of army corps in the field, or at the headquarters 
of divisions of an army in the field. There is no such language 
in the law, and we must conclude that there was not any inten- 
tion that such service should be required of them. 

The gentleman knows that armies in the field detailed men 
from the ranks to act as clerks at the headquarters of the army, 
corps, divisions, etc., and this was done without any special law 
for the purpose. So far from these men going into the field 
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with generals, they are the only men in the United States who 
are by law exempted from such duty. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. There are afew statements 
which should be made to clear up com: letely the facts surround- 
ing this question. The fact is this: When the law of 1886 was 
enacted, these men, who were then in the service, were given 
the privilege of re‘nlisting under thisactor not, as they pleased. 
The act of 1886 cut down one-half of the whole number of the 
enlisted clerks at that time. Prior to that time they had been 
enlisted for a period of five years, and at the end of five years 
were re“nlisted, or refused enlistment, as the case might be. 
Under this act they were selected from the whole number then 
in the service. A certain number were given ‘he right to re- 
enlist, with the privilege of retirement pay; and that is the way 
these men came into the service originally under the act of 1886. 

Since then, when vacancies have occurred, new men have been 
enlisted under the provisions of this statute. So that each one 
of these men came into his present position under a contract 
made in pursuance of the act of 1886. We violate the plighted 
faith of the United States if we repeal this section without se- 
curing to these men the rights which were promised th m under 
the specific enlistment which they are now serving. Now, gen- 
tlemen, that is the exact state of affairs: and if this House can 
see that it will be just and equitable to deprive these men of the 
rights which were guaranteed to them under their existing en- 
listment, they will vote with the committee; if not, they will sus- 
tain the amendment which | have offered, which leaves the law 
as to these men exactly as it now exists, but repeals it as to men 
coming into this service after thisdate. Thatis the whole ques- 
tion, gentlemen. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I think this question is more 
far reaching and important than the mere salaries of the one 
handred and odd employés that are affected by it. The amount 
of money involved is comparatively insignificant, but there 
grows outof ita still more important one, that should make this 
committee take calm, deliberate, and judicious action. Here 
provision has been made, for the first time in the history of the 
Government so far as 1 know, to put clerks in the War Depart- 
ment on the retired list—or a pension list for civilians doing 
only clerical and civic duty. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Worse than a pension list; it 
is a retired list. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Yes, itis aretired list. It is a provision to 
pay those not at work. I believe that our judicial officers have 
the benefit of a list similar to this; but the policy of the Gov- 
ernment in the main has been not to give pensions or retired 

y to civilians. But it is insisted that these are enlisted men. 

hat is true. They go through the form of an enlistment. It 
is called an enlistment. They are treated in the beginning as 
enlisted men. But, beyond that first step, there is nothing Tike 
an enlistment. There is no possibility that one of these men 
can be required to do any actual military service. He is, to all 
intents and purposes, a civilian. He does civilian service. He 
is stationed at acivilian’sdesk. He is paid acivilian’s pay: and 
only in retiracy, and with the retired pay, does he resemble a 
soldier. What is the possible excuse for placing messenger 
on the retired list with full or three-fourths pay? What meat 
has he eat that he has grown so great? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Is he notaccorded even more priv- 
ileges than a civilian? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman is correct. He is accorded 
greater privileges than a civilian. He is selected as clerks of 
his class are not selected in the other branches of the Govern- 
ment: he is selected without competing under the civil service 
law with the balance of the young men of the United States. 

— TAYLOR of Indiana. And he is relieved from military 
service. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And, in addition to that, as suggested by 
my friend from Indiana, he is not only not a military man but 
he is actually held free from arr duty. The ideaof having 
a soldier, enlisted as a soldier, called a soldier, retired as a 
soldier, and providing by statute that he can never be a soldier! 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, such a proposition is tuo ridiculous for serious 
consideration. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. It is not so much the service that 
is rendered by the individual as itis the breach of contract on 
the part of the Government. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iam glad my friend calls my attention to 
that point. What is the breach of contract here? One hun- 
dred and three of these men, I am informed, were already en- 
listed in the service of the United States before the passage of 
the law for their retirement. The Government saw fit to give 
them a pure gratuity, and did it by that law. And it sees fit, 
havi lundered, to undo its blunder and take that gratuity 


laway from them. It has aright todo it. Why has it not? 
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messengers in the War Department are to be retired, why not | 
those in the Navy? Why not those in the Interior Department? 
If War clerks are to be retired with pay at a certain age, how 
ong will it be before clerks in the Treasury, in the Interior De- 
partment, and in the Agricultural Department wil! come clam- 
oring for and obtaining similar laws for them? Where will it 
cease? Are you prepared to enter generally on this expensive 
and un-American policy? Let us stop it here and now by re- 
pealing this law. 

It has a right to do it, and the sooner the people of the 
United States learn, and the svoner the representatives of the 
people act upon the principle that this Government was created 
to be supported by the people and not to support the people, 
the better off we shall be. [Applause.] Why,sir, the men who 
are flocking to this city to day seeking relief are doing it on 
the idea that they are the wards of the Government, and that 
when times get hard the Government ought to give the people 
something to do, or if it has nothing for them to do ought to 
support them. That is the misfortune of the country, and Con- 
gressional class legislation and paternal legislation are largely 
responsible for it, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. If this species of legislation had not 
been on the statute book these people would not have been en- 
couraged to come here on that errand. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. This species of legislation, unfortunately, 
permeates the enactments of the lastquarterofacentury Itis 
time to go back to the principles and teachings of that great 
Democrat, Andrew Jackson, who is to be so appropriately hon- 
ored in this city to-morrow at one of the theaters in an enter- 
tainment under the patronage of the wife of a distinguished 
Cabinet officer, Mrs. Carlisle—the principle that the Government 
is an object of the people's support and not a thing to be raided 
by the people. [Applause.] I would fix a limit to the term of 
every officer of thisGovernment. I believe that one of the causes 
of the troubles that are coming upon us, part of the dry rot that 
seems about to take possession of the body politic comes from 
the fact that we fix an office-holding class and a taxpaying class, 
the one to be booted and spurred to ride the other through life. 
All such statutes as we are repealing swell the office-holding 
class and make them civil pensioners after they no longer work. 
iAgptones. | 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. BAKER of 
New Hampshire, and the Chairman declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 2), noes 100. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Noquorum, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being made, the 
Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from Ohio 

Mr. OUTHWAITE] and the gentleman from New Hampshire 
Mr. BAKER]. 

The committee again proceeded to divide. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire (before the result of the vote 
was announced). I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

So the amendment was defeated. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 1 offer the amendment which I ask 
the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2 strike out these words, commencing in line 19: ‘‘And the Secre- 
tary of War may assign these clerks and messengers to duty where their | 
services may be most needed.” 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this paragraph was limited. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Isuggest that the gentleman from IIli- 
nois be allowed five minutes. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
limited only on my amendment. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It was limited on the as but if | 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] wishes to proceed 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked thatthe gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] be allowed five minutes for 
debate. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON of L[llinois. 


a 


I understood debate was 





I think the gentleman from Ohio 


[Mr. OUTHWAITE], after a little explanation, will assent to my |. 


amendment. ; 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Perhaps I may; or perhaps the gentle- | 
man will assent to my proposition “after a little explanation.” 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I wish to state how the law which | 
revented this assignment was sed. In the Forty-seventh 
ngress, when I had charge of the legislative appropriation 
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found on investigation that the post quartermaster in Washing- 
tonemployed a great many of these general-service clerks, who 
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were detailed for duty in the Department proper; so that the 
legislative bill, while it professed to provide service for the Gov- 
ernment in the Departments, did not do so. We found on inves- 
tigation that there were many clerks thus employed by the post 
quartermaster who performed no service whatever. I recollect 
there was one woman who did not put in an appearance, as the 
evidence showed, for years, except to draw her salary. It was 
thought best by Congress at that time to prohibit the employ- 
ment of general-service clerks anywherein Washington except 
in connection with the Army proper. Now, this bill proposes 
to repeal that law. Under this provision the Secretary of War 
might take these general-service clerks and put them to work 
in the War Department or anywhere else. It seems to mo that 
ougkt not to be done. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. In reply to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON], I wish to expiain the exigency which this amend- 
mentof the law was designed tomeet. Atthe time of the passage 
of the law of which the gentleman speaks, in the Forty-seventh 
Congress, there were three divisions. The law as read in the 
presence of the committee a few moments azo shows that a por- 
tion of these clerks were to be assigned to duty at those three 
divisions. Since that time the divisions have been abolished, 
and there is a surplus of these clerks who can not be assigned — 
who according to the law itself are without assignments and can 
not be assigned unless some one bo authorized to assign them to 
duty. The object of the provision in the bill is to permit the 

ecretary of War to assign to duty those persons who have be- 
come in a certain sense supernumerary by reason of the abolition 
of the divisions. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Does my friend mean to assign 
them to duty generally with the Army? 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Yes, sir: toduty generally with the Army 
or wherever theirservices may be mostneeded. [ believe neither 
the last Secretary of War nor the Secretary of War preceding 
the last nor the present Secretary of War nor any Secretary of 
War that we have had since [ have been in Congress would abuse 
any suchauthority. I believe that under this bill the Secretary of 
War will simply try to find duties or assignments for these offi- 
cials. Theamendmentcame fromthe War Department. It was 
suggested by the Assistant Secretary of War because of the fact 
[have mentioned—the abolition of the three divisions. and there 
being a surplus of these clerks without any assignment under 
the law. I must therefore oppose the amendment of the gen- 
tleman. It is not proposed totike these men away from the De- 
partments or from West Point or from any other point men- 
tioned in the law which yet remain; but simply to provide for 
men who have no assignment under the existing law. 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. Then I will modify my amendment 
so as to add to the paragraph the following proviso: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall authorize the employment 
of any of said clerks in the Departments in the District of Columbia. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
the Army. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, no. A Department—the War 
Department, or the Treasury Devartment, for inst ince—is adif- 
ferent thing from the Army. When I speak of Departments, I 
mean Executive Departments. I will modify the amendment 
by inserting the word ‘‘ Executive.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from [Illinois will please 
submit his amendment in writing, and the Clerk will report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall authorize the employment 


of any of said clerks or messengers in any of the Executive Departments in 
the District of Columbia. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. 


That would cut out the headquarters of 


I think, Mr. Chairman, that is objection- 


| able. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate on this amendment 
has expired. Five minutes was allowed to the gentleman from 


| Illinois by unanimous consent. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I hope the same time will be ex- 
tended to the chairman of the committee. 

TheCHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the gentleman 
from Ohio will proceed for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to make an ex- 
planation which I think will be satisfactory to the gentieman 
from Illinois. 

In the first place, let me ask him what would he do with the 
surplus clerks, under his provision, to which [ nave already re- 
ferred? 

Mr. CANNON of Iilinois. Employ them in the Army proper, 
or discharge them if they are not needed. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, we do not want to discharge 
them. They are enlisted, and it is not desirable to discharge 
them. 
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Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, is there no use for them in 
the Arm weet 

Mr. OUTH AITE. There may be, butI think the Secretary 
of War would be the best person to determine what use to make 

them. He consults, of course, with the heads of the Depart- 
meut—the Quartermaster-General, the Commissary-General, 
the Surgeon-General, and with other officers of the Army. He 
certainly —_ to have discretion in the matter. 

ir. CANNON of Illinois. If my friend will allow me, the 
Executive Departments of the Government are one thing— 
everybody understands that, the War, Navy, Treasury, etc., 
which are in the District of Columbia—and the Army and the 
Navy are quite another thing. They exist separate from the 
Lxecutive Departments. Now, these clerks ara enlisted for 
service in the Army. Prior to the Forty-seventh Congress the 
clerks of this class had little to do, and if there was no use for 
them in the Army they were assigaed to nominal duty in the 
Departments; and they did, many of them, only nominal duty. 
They covered it up, filled it with favorites, many of them not 
doing duty at all, and we cut the practice up by the roots. I 
believed that it was wrong, and I do not believe it should be 
permitted now. 

If the clerks are needed for the Army proper, for the Quarter- 
master’s, Co ry, or other ents of the Army, let 
them be there employed, and if there is no need for them in 
such employment let them be discharged. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. How will your amendment cure 
that? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It prevents the detail of these men 
for service in any one of the Departments in the District of Co- 
lumbia. The War Department, for instance, is distinct and 
separate from the Army, and these men enlisted for service in 
the Army can not be employed in the War Department. 

Mr, TAYLOR of Indiana. If there is no employment for 
them in the Army pan, where are they to get employment? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, if you have no employment 
for them, muster them out. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Why not so provide in your 
amendment? 

Mr. CANNON of Iilinois. Oh, well; the amendment can be 
modified if the gentleman thinks it p ?. 
nee AN. Tho gentleman from Ohio is entitled to 

r. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I can see no objection to 
this discretionary power in the Secretary of War to distribute 
these surplus clerks. I can not imagine what evil result can 
come from the exercise of that power, nor can I imagine what 

ood result can come from the rest pro by the gen- 

eman from Illinois. There is no r of seeing these men 
loitering or loafing around or anything of that kind. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is onagreeing to the amend- 
ment cf the theman from Illinois. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
CANNON of Illinois) there were—yaes 19, noes 49. . 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed as tellers Mr. CANNON of Illinois 
and Mr. OUTHWAITE. 

The committee proceeded to divide. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE (one of the tellers). Mr. Chairman, I wish 
to ask unanimous consent to pass this over for the 
present, until the committee can have time to investigate it in 
connection with the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 

is. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading 
of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For additional pay to such officers for length of service, to be paid with 
their current monthly pay, $16,000; in all, $68,500. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Loffer the amendment I send tothe desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be D Teer hece ee an of Assistant Adjutant-Gen. 

"7 ’ ere sha ° 
eral, with the rank of major, until the number of officers in that grade shall 
be reduced below four, and thereafter the number of officers in = 
Shall be fixed at four. And hereafter the to ain in 


adein the Quartermaster, S andthe re. 
fF. shall be made from thenext lowest grade in of the 


Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I should like to 
have an explanation of that before a vote is had upon it. I de- 
sire to say right here that an appropriation bill is a bad bill in 
which to enact legislation ee any of the 
ments of the Government; but if there are any reasons why th 
Caeser eee eh Se 
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Mr.SICKLES. This is done at the request of the Adjutant- 
General of the Army. He will not hereatter need a8 many as- 
sistants as he now has. 

_ Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Will the gentleman state the ob- 
ject and pu of the amendment? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iwill yield to the gentleman from New 

York [Mr. SickiEs}. 
_ Mr. SICKLES. r. Chairman, in the interest of economy 
inquiries were made, in behalf of the Military Committee, of 
the different staff departments as to what reductions could be 
made without prejudice to the public service; and in response to 
that inquiry the Adjutant-General of the Army informed us that 
inconsequence of the diminution in the number of departmental 
and division commands he could dispense with two of the As- 
sistant Adjutant-Generals heretofore necessarily employed. In 
obedience to that suggestion and agreeably to the wishes of the 
War Department, this amendment was offered. 

In regard to the latter part of the clause, it is for the purpose 
of confining promotions hereafter in certain staff departments to 
the line of the Army. It will follow that officers long in serv- 
ice, for example in the artillery, where there are lieutenants 
who have been for twenty-five years in the same grade, may 
have an opportunity to attain some advancement in the line of 
their profession by promotion in the staff departments, instead 
of giving those appointments to outsiders in consequence of in- 
fluence brought to bear upon the War Department or upon the 
President by personal or political friends. This is now the law 
as to the Adjutant-General’s Department and one or two others, 
and the latter part of the amendment extends to the staff de- 
oe a rule which has been found to work admirably well. 

he department of the Judge-Advocate-General is not included, 
because in that department promotions are not always conven- 
iently made from the line of the Army, for the reason that a 
technical ae of the law is necessary, and therefore the 
most eligible candidates for original appointments in that de- 
partment may very well be found in the profession of the law. 
They are some times taken from the Army, as in the case of Col. 
Clous, one of the most competent officers in the department of 
military law, who is now the professor of law at West Point; but 
in general they can not besoconveniently taken from the Army. 
These are the reasons for that amendment. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. SICKLES. Yes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. As I understand, this takes from the Pres- 
ident or the executive department of the Government that dis- 
cretion which the department now possesses, to go outside the 
Army and make selections from those not of the Army? 

Mr. SICKLES. Yes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. This amendment says promotions— 
shall be made from the next lowest grade in the line of the Army. 

Mr. SICKLES. Yes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Whatdoes the gentleman mean by “line 
of the Army?” 

Mr. STC .. I mean that part of the Army which is dis- 
tinguished from the staff; that is to say, ~~ ep officers, in- 
fantry, artillery, and cavalry, compose the line of the Army, as 
distinguished from the staff. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The ‘‘line of the Army ” then embraces all 
the arms of the service other than the ’ 

Mr. SICKLES. All arms of the service, outside of the staff. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, it isapparent from 
the statement of the gentleman from New York [Mr. SICKLEs] 
that this amendment proposes a radical change, and one which 
it seems to me ought not to be considered on a bill of this char- 
acter. Now, the legitimate object aid purpose of this bill isnot 
to make new legislation, or to exclude any class of citizens in 
this country from being ——— either to the civil or the mil- 
itary departmentsof the Government. Itssole and only purpose 
is to appropriations for the War Department and for the 
Army under existing !aw; and whenever we go py that, we 
are going beyond the legitimate province of a bill of this char- 
acter. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. SICKLES] fare that this 
amendment is one that has been recommended by the Milita 
De nt of the Government. I can readily see how that ig. 
This officer spoken of by the gentleman from New York takes a 
pride in his particular class; and it is natural that he should de- 
sire to see promotions made from the select few instead of the 
great mass, as they can now be made under existing law. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. In a moment. 

— WHEELER of Alabama. It does not apply to his corps 
at all. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Under existing law a civilian is 
eligible to appointment asa paymaster in the Army. If this 








ment is ted, that discretion is taken away from the 

ident, as I understand it. Now, I hold that that discretion 

ht not to be taken from the President. I hold that for this 

co and for many other offices in the Army, discretion should 

,be lodged with the President of the United States to go outside 
of the military department in making appointments. 

You take a paymaster in the Army, and it requires business 
ability rather than any special training at West Point. The 
trouble is that the spirit of West Point dominates and controls 
too many of these matters in the city of Washington. There is 
no reason onearth why a gentleman who has qual'fied himself 
by proper business training to discharge the dutiesof paymaster 
in the Army should not be appointed from civil life. It was 
done under the Harrison Administration; and I submit to the 

entleman from New York that the two appointments which 

ve been made by President Cleveland are men of great ability 
and will discharge the duties of their respective offices as well 
as men selected from the men who have received their training 
at West Point or our Naval Academy. The men who graduate 
at West Point—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. To whom does the gentleman allude as 
having recently been appointed by President Cleveland? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Lilinois. I refer to Mr. Wilson and Mr. 
Stephenson. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. They were not appointed paymasters in 
the Army. ; 

Mr. HOPKIN S of Illinois. They were appointed paymasters 
in the Navy. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But notin the Army. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. They wereappointed in the Navy; 
and the same principle ought to apply. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Those appointedin the Army have been 
from the line. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Very well. The gentleman from 
Ohio has furnished an additional reason why this amendment 
should not beadopted. Lrefer tothe twoappointments from civil 
life inthe Navy. If suchappointments in the Navy can be made 
from civil life, why not make them for the Army from civil life? 
I know under the Harrison Administration appointments were 
go made. I think the records will sustain my statement that 
the best accounting officers in both the Armyand the Navy have 
been taken from civil life. A military or naval education gives 
no special training for the work of a paymaster. 

Now, I hope, Mr. Chairman, with due deference to my 
friend from New York [Mr. SiCKLEs], that this amendment will 
not be adopted. We should not hedge the Army about in the 
manner proposed here, but should allow appointments to be 
made from civil life. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr.SICKLES. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I beg to assure my friend who has just taken his seat 
that there is no doubt as to the fitness of many gentlemen in 
civil life to fill the position of paymaster, and perhaps other po- 
sitions in the Army. That is not the question. Here is an 
army where promotion is very slow; where, as I said a few min- 
utes ago, many officers have served almost a generation in one 
grade, looking forward to the day, however distant, when their 
services and their record might berecognized. In order to have 
an efficient Army you want some inducement, some incentive, 
some hope held out that a good record and faithful service may 
be recognized. 

This class of rewards is the only one, outside of regular pro- 
motion in the line, that the Government has it in its power to 
offer. It is not a question of a privileged class in any sense of 
the word. Notatall; nor are these promotionslimited to grad- 
uates at West Point. However meritorious those gentlemen 
are, however accomplished, the Army contains many officers 
who served in the volunteer ranks during the war and were 
afterwards transferred to the regular Army. They are as eligi- 
ble as graduates at West Point. Now, is it not best, for a more 
efficient service, would it not be more just to honorable men, to 
give them this promotion than to parcel out these favors to 
those who have influence in court, to those who can bring politi- 
cal power to bear—the nephews of this prominent man, tho 
cousins, or the sons of some other prominent man? Such civil- 
ian appointments tend to discourage the esprit de corps of the 

. There are but few of these honors; haps in the term 
of one President they do not exceed half a dozen, possibly ten, 
but no more. These are few enough in number and should be 
awarded from a sense of justice to those meritorious men who 
have earned them by an honorable record in the Army. I hope 
this amendment wil ee. : 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman—— 
nana ap ea R. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

souri, 
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Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. If the Chair will give me an op- 
portunity I will state it. 

ie CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of 
order. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The latter partof this proposition 
is subject to a point, which I desire to make. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Icall the attention of the Chair to the 
fact that debate has proceeded for some time, and that the point 
of order is too late. 

: The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds the point of order is too 
ate. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, it is with greatest reluctance 
that I differ with my colleagues on the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and especially with the distinguished gentleman from 
New York. I donot believe that the Army should monopolize 
all the appointments that are to be made in the Quartermaster 
or Pay and Subsistence Departments. 

There is no military reason why we should go to the Army for 
these appointments. You might as well propose a law restrict- 
ing the President to the Army in making appointments to the 
consular service as restrict him tothe Army in making appoint- 
ments to the Pay Department. I think we have gone far enough 
in the direction of favoritism of the Army of the United States. 
There is no good reason for going any further, and I disagree 
entirely with the gentleman from New York [Mr. SICKLEs] 
when he says that it isa matter of favoritism to go outside of 
the Army to make these appointments. On the contrary, vou 
will find that if there is any favoritism orany personal or official 
influence involved, it is likely to be used in favor of appoint- 
ments from the Army and not from civil life. I do not believe 
in restricting the President to the Army in making these ap- 
pointments, and I hope the amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. COOMBS. Iask that the amendment be again read. 

The Clerk in read the amendment. 

The question being taken on the amendment, the Chairman 
declared that the noes seemed to have it. ‘ 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. [ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 49, noas 28. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. No quorum. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being made, the 
Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from Ohio, 
Mr. OUTHWAITE, and the gentleman from Llinois, Mr. HopKins. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
60, noes 3. No quorum voting. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, with the understanding that 
we are to have a vote in the House on this question, I withdraw 
the point of no querum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pointof no quorum being withdrawn, 
the amendment is agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For additional to such officers for bongs of service, to be paid with 
their current mont ay, $6,440; in all $29,610: Provided, That whenever a 
vacancy in the grade of brigadier-general shall oceur in the office of Chief 
Signal Officer, said vacancy shall not be filled, but said grade shall cease and 
determine, and thereafter the Chief signal Officer of the Army shall have 
the rank, pay, and allowances of colonel oily, and the office of Chief Signal 
Officer of the Army shall be filled by selection. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman,I move to strike out the word 
**colonel,” in line 21, and insert the word “‘ lieutenant-colonel.” 
If gentlemen will look at page 3 of the report they will see that 
the general in command of this Bureau calls the attention of 
Congress and the country to the fact that it isa very great ab- 
surdity to have a brigadier-general commanding a small force, 
with the next officer in rank to him a major, and I want to call 
attention to the fact that the officers under this commanding of- 
ficer consist of one major, four captains, and four lieutenants. 
Now, it strikes me that if we want to make this harmonious 
with the rest of the organizationof the Army, the man in charge 
of this Bureau should be simply one step ahead of the next lower 
grade, which would be lieutenant-colonel. As I said in my pre- 
liminary remarks on the bill, I think that, in the interest of 
economy and reform, the committee stopped far short of what 
they should have done, and in order to make this harmonize with 
the general organization of the Army, and in the interest of 
economy, I move to strike out ‘‘ colonel ”and insert ‘‘ lieutenant- 
colonel,” so that the officer in command of this Bureau shall be 
a lieutenant-colonel. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, I hope that mo- 
tion will not prevail. This question has been very carefully con- 
sidered by the Committee on Military Affairs, and the change 
which the gentleman proposes, instead of making this harmon- 
ize with the general organization, would make it entirely differ- 
ent. Officers in charge of bureaus have the rank of colonel. [| 
think it is not desirable to put this officer below the grade of 
colonel. The difference in pay is not very much, but the differ- 
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ence in rank is of some importance when the chief is called into 
consultation with chiefs of other bureaus, and I do not think it 
is desirable to make this reduction of rank. 

Mr. HULL. Is not the number of officers in this Bureau 
simply 'a major’s command. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. My friend from Iowa is trying to 
direct attention to the number of officers employed in this Bu- 
reau, but that has very little to do with this question. The 
chief of the Bureau is not exercising the command of an officer 
of theline, he is discharging the duties of an important Bureau. 
That Bureau may not be large in numbers, but its duties are im- 

ortant, and we can not legitimately resort toarguments of that 

ind when fixing the rank of the officer at the head of this Bu- 
reau, 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Does not my friend recall the 
fact that at one time the highest officer there was a major, in 
war time, too? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. It was so at one time, and it was 
deemed judicious to give additional rank. My friend from Ala- 
bama [Mr. WHEELER] the other day, speaking of the organiza- 
tion of the Army, with that thorough knowledge of military 
affairs which we all know he possesses, spoke of the necessity of 
increasing the rank of the commanding officer of the Army. 
There is no question about the propriety and the logic of the 
theory which he then advocated. and it is suplicatio to this 
Bureau. Now, as you broaden the base you wantalso to increase 
the altitude. This officer should not be reduced in rank. The 
rank of colonel is perhaps high enough, but anything less would 
be a deyradation of the service. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, regarding this question 
from a military standpoint, it would be almost absurd to place 
a lieutenant-colonel at the head of this Bureau. All the Bureaus 
in the Army, some sight in number, are headed by brigadier- 
generals, with the exception of the Record and Pension Office, 
the head of which isacolonel. The theory is that the head of 
a Department or Bureau should hold a rank which corresponds 
to some aliquot part of a military command. He should be 
either a general or a colonel, or possibly a wr ve or a captain, 
but there is one rank which he could not possibly hold accord- 
ing to military ideas, and that is the rank of a lieutenant-colonel, 
which is merely a subsidiary rank. 

The lieutenant colonel takes the place of the colonel, and it is 
only because we have our regiments divided up at different 
posts, three or four companies at one post and three or four at 
another, that there is any necessity for havinga lieutenant colo- 
nel atall. Under the new system of tactics the lieutenant-colo- 
nel of a regiment gives but one command,and that is when the 
officers advance at regimental ye he gives the command, 
‘*Officers, halt.” That is the only function of a lieutenant-colo- 
nel under the new system of tactics. 

Mr. HULL. What commands does the major give? 

Mr. BARTLETT. The major gives all the commands of a 
battalion drill, either when there are two battalions or when 
there are three battalions. All of what was formerly -the old 
regimental drill, 

Mr. HOLL. Not under our system. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Well, he does under the new system of 
army tactics. I amspeaking of the tactics adopted in the United 
States Army and in the State of New York, under which the 
iieutenant-colonel has no function whatsoever left. The impor- 
tant officer is either the major or the colonel. Now, if we put 
this Bureau under the command of a lieutenant-colonel it will be 
asort of lopped-off bureau, like a structure the upper part of 
which has been taken away. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE as not the head of this Bureau for a 
long time simply a wee 

Mr. BARTLETT, es, sir; until quite recently. The only 
logical amendment would be to provide that the commandin 
olticer hereafter shall be a major. But that, as has been wel 
said by the gentleman who spoke a few moments ago, would re- 
duce the dignity of the Bureau or the corps. Abolish this posi- 
tion altogether if you will, or annex it to one of the other De- 

rtments; but as long as you allow it to remain as a separate 
Sueaain, give the commanding officer the rank at least of a colo- 
nel. The additional pay is only $500 and the additional allow- 
ance five rooms instead of four. 

The question being taken on the amendment, there were, on 
a division (called for by Mr. HULL)—ayes 20, noes 31, 

-Sothe umendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For additional pay to such officer for length of service, to be paid with his 
current monthly pay, $1,000; in all, 84,500. 

Mr. HOPKINS of [llinois. I would like to have some informa- 
tion about this appropriation. [ desire to raise a point of order 
en it if it involves increase of salary. 

Mr. OUTHWAITI There is no increase of salary, as the gen- 
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tleman will see whenI have made myexplanation. The law now 
provides that for every five years that an officer may serve he 
shall receive 10 per cent additional compensation. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What is called longevity pay. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes; or it is sometimes calied ‘‘fogy 
pay.” Thus it will be seen that when an officer hasserved twenty 
years, he receives 40 per cent additional salary. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Then this provision simply carries 
out the existing law? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, sir. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That wi h the view of increasing the facility for religious instruction in 
the Army, the council of administration, at a post where there is no chap- 
lain, is authorized to employ a minister of the gospel, for the purpose of 
religious instruction at said post, the totalexpenditure at each post for such 
purpése not to exceed $1,500 per annum, and no further appointments of 
nn a in the Army shall be made until the total number is reduced below 

wenty. 

Mr. PICKLER and Mr. BOWERS of California, rose. 

Mr. BOWERS of California obtained the floor. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to reserve a point ofcorder on this 
provision. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I make a point of order on this 
paragraph. I do not care to argue the question, but will simply 
state it. By Rule XXI it is provided: 


Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto changing 
existing law be in order, except such as, being germane to the subject-mat- 
ter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures by the reduction of the number 
and salary of the officers of the United States, by thereduction of the com- 
—— of any person paid out of the Treasury of the United States, or 

y the reduction of amounts of money covered by the bill. 

Now, I submit that this provision is not in line with cither of 
the three requirements of this rule. It does not retrench ex- 
penditure in any one of the three ways which the rule contem- 
plates. It does not reduce the number of employés, nor their 
compensation, nor the amount appropriated in the bill. In no 
sense can it be proper legislation upon this bill. In effect, it 
provides for the appointment of 62 additional officers whose 
yearly salary will amount to over $90,000, with other allowances 
amounting to nearly as much. Thus this provision largely in- 
creases the amount to be appropriated hereafter by increasing 
the number of these officers. I donotcare to discuss the matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Will not the Chair hear the 
other side? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not obliged to hear the other 
side; but as a matter of courtesy will withdraw its decision and 
hear the gentleman. 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. Mr.Chairman, this amendment 
reduces the number of officers,and therefore is not subject to 
the point of order. 

Any amendment is in order under Rule X XT, which to use the 
words of the rule— 
shall retrench a by the reduction of the number and salary of 
officers of the United States. 

This paragraph of the bill does reduce the number of chap- 
lains in the Army from thirty-four to twenty. 

The gentleman is quite mistaken as to the expenses which 
may be incurred under this provision. Itsimply authorizes the 
employment of certain persons at a compensation not exceeding 
$1,500 a year for any post. Some large — have agreat many 
soldiers: but however large the post the compensation of the 
person employed is not to exceed $1,500. Atsome of the smaller 
posts the expenditure will probably not exceed $50 or $60 a year, 
and may be even less, and at many of the posts there would be 
no expenditure at all. 

There is nothing in the bill whatever to show that the expend: 
itures would exceed more than two or three thousand dollars, 
which would manifestly be a great saving when we consider tha 
number of officers that are dispensed with by the adoption of 
this provision in the bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this amendment was suggested by the 
changed condition of the country; the army posts are now be- 
ing surrounded by civilization; the frontier is a thing of the 
past, and at most of the army posts the necessity for having 
permanent chaplains has ceased to exist. Is it not better for 

ts near cities for the council of administration to be author- 

d to employ ministers to visit these posts ani preach, and 
also to visit the sick and dying, than to retain perm»nent chap- 
lains? A Catholic soldier, for instance, when he is dying, pre- 
fers to see a Catholic priest and certainly he does not wanta 
Presbyterian minister, or a minister of any other denomination 
to come and administer to him, no matter how good such min- 
ister may be, and a soldier who has been reared in the Protest- 
a religion would, of course, prefer to see a minister of his own 
Mr. BOWERS of California. Even if he is the chaplain of 


the post. 
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Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. My contention is that at posts 
which are surrounded by civilization,and where the services of 
ministers of the various denominations can be secured, it would 
be better to have ministers of different denominations preach 
from time to time than to have the same chaplain every Sunday 
for four years. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The gentleman does not mean to 
convey the impression, I presume, that a Catholic priest would 
not be admitted to any post now to administer to a dying Cath- 
olie soldier under existing law? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No; by no means; but I think 
there should be some provision to pay his expenses for going 
there. Take a man from Fort Sheridan, for instance, or any 
post near a city—— 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. No minister of the gospel or priest 
under such conditions would ask to be remunerated. He regards 
it as a part of his duty. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. But does not the gentleman 
think it better for a great Government like ours to pay the ex- 
penses incurred by good ministers in traveling to andfrom posts 
rather than have them pay their own expenses? Ministers are 
generally poor —— 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Well, make provision for them if 
you want to, but keep the chaplains in the posts. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. There will be enough chap- 
lains left for all the posts on the frontiers, where they can not 
have the facilities that I have suggested. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then why do you want more chaplains? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The bill does not provide for 
any more chaplains. I have just stated that at some of the 
frontier posts they ought to have chaplains, because at those 
distant points there are no ministers sufficiently near to visit 
the posts. Therefore the services of a chaplain are necessary, 
and the bill retains twenty chaplains for posts of that character. 

But take a place like Governor’s Island, or Fort Hamilton, N. 
Y. Arrangements could be made in advance so as to secure 
the services of eminent divines to preach at those posts at times 
when they happened to be in New York. They could be paida 
moderate sum and would be entertained by some officer at the 
post, and a sermon by an eminent preacher will call out every 
soldier and officer and everyone else at the post and would doa 
great deal of good. Distinguished ministers like to preach to 
such congregations and would readily accept such invitations. 

The churches at the seaside resorts are nearly all kept up in 
that manner. 

A committee of the church correspond with ministers of great 
note and in that way arrange to have one eminent divine preach 
one Sunday and another the next, and so on through the season. 
They pay them about $50, and one of the vestry entertains the 
minister at his house. 

The chaplain at West Point isa very excellent, cultivated, and 
eloquent gentleman, but all will admit that it isa pretty hard 
task for him to preach in the same pulpit week after week and 
year after year all his life, and it would be agreatrelieffor him 


to haveadistinguished minister to take his pulpit alternate Sun- | 


days, and the most distinguished ministers of Europe and 


America would gladly accept invitations to preach to the cadets. | 


Young men like cadets are the kind of people great preachers 
like to impress. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. I believe the only point before the committee is 
the point of order. Not the meritsof the case. That is not be- 
fore the committee now. It is the point of order on the para- 


raph. 

7 Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. My friend himself argued the 
merits, and I was only replying to him. 

But insist that the point of order cannot be sustained against 
the paragraph on the ground the gentleman alleges, because as 
a matter of fact it reduces the number of chaplains to twenty. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. When? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. As fast as vacancies occur; 
and there is nothing in the bill to provide that it shall not com- 
mence at once. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Do I understand from the gen- 
tleman’s view that no appointments are to be made until the 
number of chaplains is reduced below twenty? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. They can under this provision 
of law have the chaplains or ministers from the neighboring 
churches to come to the post. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. But this provides for chaplains 
atevery post. Now, there are ninety-eight of these posts, and 
we ase increase the number by sixty-two in order to provide 
for them. 
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Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The gentleman certainly did 
not read the bill properly. It authorizes the employment of 
ministers and does not create more chaplains. I think the limit 
of $1,500 ought to be reduced, and we could very properly incor- 

rate a proviso in the bill that in no event should the expense 

ncurred exceed the amount now paidtochaplains. This would 
fully answer the gentleman's objections. 

One expense of permanentchaplains my friend has overlooked. 
The retired chaplains are becoming very numerous. The num- 
ber of chaplajns now on the retired list are more than half as 
great as the entire active list. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, 
and rules out the paragraph excepted to. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For commutation of quarters to commissioned officers on duty without 
troops, Where there are no public quarters, $165,000: Provided, That after 
July 1, 1894, no commutation of quarters shall be allowed any Army officer 
detailed to educational institutions: And provided further, That after July 
1,1894, no Army officer shall be permitted to remain at or be detailed to 
any educational institution unless quarters or commutation therefor are 
provided for such officer without ex-pense to the Government. 

Mr. BRETZ. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 8, line 5, strike out all after the word “dollars” down to and in- 
cluding the word ‘‘ Government ”’ in line 1%. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ifthe gentleman from Indiana will yield 
to me fora moment I will state to the committee that these were 
the provisos which it was agreed on the part of the committee 
should be stricken out. 

Mr. BRETZ. Very well. 

The question being taken on the amendment, it was agreed to, 

Mr. PICKLER. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
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Add after the word ‘‘dollars’’ in line 5, page 8, “* Provided, That no officer 
shall be detailed to act as an Indian agent unless the President shall deem 
such detail necessary for the gooi of the service.”’ 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 1 make the point of order against that 
amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. [should like to be heard just for a minute 
on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, this amendment reduces ex- 
penditures. The maximum rate allowed tocivilian Indian agents 
at the present time is $2,200, and by the Indian bill just reported 
it will be $1,800. Now, every army officer detailed as an Indian 
agent receives from $2,400 upward, therefore this amendment is 
| clearly a reduction of expenditures. It costs less to have a ci- 
vilian agent than it does to have a military agent. Therefore, 
as the amendment reduces expenditures, it is clearly in order. 
Certainly I hope the chairman of the committee will not make a 
point of order against this, when he incorporated into the bill 
this very kind of a provision in regard to officers at colleges. 

Certainly now it would hardly be consistent for the gentle- 
man to undertake to raise a point of order. But, Mr.Chairman, 
it clearly reduces expenditures 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to have the gentle- 
man show where upon its face it reduces expenditures? 

Mr. PICKLER. The Chair must take cognizance of the law, 
aud the law is that the salary of any commissioned officer is far 
in excess of the salary allowed to any civilian Indian agent. 
And, Mr. Chairman, lt think it is a legitimate argument to make 
here, because the report from the Commissioner of Indiin Af- 
| fairs shows that at every Indian agency where there is a military 
officer detailed, other expenditures besides the officer's salary 
are in excess of the expenditures where there is a civilian agent. 
In some way or other the military officer makes it more costly 
for the Government when he is in charge. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
| Ohio. 
|; Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, Iam reluctant to make 
| a point of order against legislation suggested by the gentleman 
| from South Dakota. 
| Mr. PICKLER. You ought not to make it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman’s legislation is always 
well considered, from his point of view, but this isa matter that 
has not been considered by the Committee on Military Affairs. 
The proposition certainly does make a change in existing law 
There is no question about that. Now, whether it is a wise 

| change or not, the Committee on Military Affairs, having this 
bill in charge, have not had any opportunity toconsider. The 
gentleman did not present it until Saturday, when the bill was 
up for consideration. Now, it does not show upon its face that 
it does reduce expenditures. Ido not know whether it does or 








not. 
Mr. PICKLER. The chairman of the committee certainly 
knows—— 
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Mr. OUTHWAITE. It may reduce expenditures, and it may 
not: but this amendment does not comply with the parliamen- 
tary rule that upon its face it must show a reduction of expendi- 
tures. Thore may be other reasons which can be urged inst 
such an amendment. I know this committee would be divided 
upon the proposition, and therefore I have made the point of 
order, believing that the amendment does not come within the 
rule, wise as it may be, and beneficial as might be it results. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the chairman of the committee allow 
me a question? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. You must coneede that when a military of- 
ficer is detailed as an Indian agent that his salary is greater 
than any salary allowed to a civilian agent. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But he gets that salary anyhow. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. He receives it whether he is 
detailed as an Indian agent or not. ’ 

Mr. PICKLER. [If he is not doing this business he is doing 
some other. The act of Congress sed in a former appropria- 
tion bill provides that the President must give preference to 
army officers. This change simply provides that he shall give 

reference to civilians; and I may say here, by way of paren- 

hesis, that in my judgment that is the President’s opinion, as 
far as that is concerned, that civilians should be first consid- 
ered. 

The chairman of the committee says he has made this objec- 
tion because the committee have not agreed to it; but the Chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole, in ruling upon this point, 
must take into consideration what the existing law is. ex- 
isting law is that any commissioned officer who is detailed as an 
Indian agent receivesasalaryfarabove the salary of any civilian 


nt. 
“TTherefore, upon the face of the amendment under the law, 
which you must take into consideration, this reduces expendi- 
tures. The gentleman does not insist upon his point with much 
earnestness, I think. 

Mr. BYNUM. The Chair will recollect that the amendment 
providing that army officers should be detailed to act as Indian 
agents was passed upon the Indian appropriation bill. The ef- 
fect of that amendment was simply to transfer the army officers 
who were not needed for any other purpose, to detail them as 
Indian agents. : 

The entire salary — to the Indian agent was thereby saved, 
because the salary of the army officer was not increased; and of 
course it simply abolished the salary of the Indian agent. No 

ter n r of army officers was appointed. These army 
officers will be entitled to the same salary if these Indian agents 
are appointed, and there would simply be two salaries where we 


are ing but one. 

Mr. PI KLER. But is not that begging the question. When 
the army officer is not assigned to duty as Indian agent, is not 
he on duty somewhere else? To hold otherwise is to declare 
army officers are without a ae 

Mr. BOWERS of California. And many of them are at these 
very reservations. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is bogging the question. 

Mr. WILSON of W. want to say, in wy ee the 
gues from Indiana [Mr. ByNuM] relative eee ~~ of 

ese army Officers, if we are going to continue ee eg- 
islation ae the statute bean now providing that the Presi 
dent may in his discretion from time to time detail army officers 
to act as Indian ts, it neon 8 ee Se Sees and 
in keeping with the situation and economy that my from 
Indiana at least wishes to practice, we should go further in this 

islation. We have not gone far enough, we ought 
to detail army officers to be ‘and receivers of the land 
offices and to be collector at the port of New York and at the 
port of Boston. Let us go forward and use the entire military 
arm in these civil places. If they are fit to be Indian agents in 
any country, they are fit to be registers and receivers and col- 
tors 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Does the gentleman insist that he is dis- 
cussing the point of order? 

Mr. ILSON of Washington. No; I do not say that I am 
discussing the point of order. We never discuss the point of 
order on these questions in the House, because we know that 
would end the discussion. anghtes.) 1 am frank to say that 
if we do not outside the pointof order that we can not get 
achance to talk. [Renewed laughter.] But this matter is com- 
ing up in the Ind appenpeeatis. Wi , and then we will have 
en seaminnly to Ek. want to see army officers detailed as 


and as mealtae and vers of the \ t- 
ors at the ports. If we are going in for economy let us have it 


with a , 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 


hout the countr: eaken meas aco. 
offices, and as 


Apri. 30, 


The Clerk read as follows: 

For of aclerk attendant on the collection andclassification offmili 
information from abroad, $1,500. " ond 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill, what is the necessity for this extra 
clerk provided for in lines 13 to 15? Why can not a detail be 
made by the Secretary of War? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I will state to the gentleman from 
Georgia that it requires a clerk who is skilled in the languages 
to translate the communications which are sent to the Adjutant- 
General’s Department. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Has the clerk to be skilled in all the 
languages? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. He has to be skilled in modern lan- 
guages. We have these officers in the Adjutant-General’s Office 
in the Bureau of Information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For mile: to officers when traveling on duty without troops, when au- 
thorized by law, not to exceed $140,000, to be allotted by the Secretary of War 
to the War Department and to the several military departments; and not 
more than three-fifths of said amountshall be expended during the first half 
of the fiscal year and not more than one-half of the remainder during each 
of the remaining quarters: Provided, That in disbursing this amount the 
maximum sum to be allowed and paid to an officer shall be 4 cents per mile, 
distance to be computed over the shortest usually traveled routes, and in 
addition thereto the cost of the transportation actually paid by the officer 
over said route or routes, exclusive of parlor-ear or sleeping-car fare and 
transfers: And provided further, That when any officer so traveling shall 
travel in whole or in part on any railroad on which the troops and supplies 
of the United States are entitled to be transported free of charge, or over 
any of the bond-aided Pacific railroads, he shall be allowed for himself only 
4 cents permile as asubsistence fund forevery mile necessarily traveled over 
any ads: And Jurther, That the transportation furnished 
by the Quartermaster’s Department tooflicers trave without troops shall 
be limited to transportation in kind, not includ sleeping or parlor car 
accommodations, over free roads, over bond-aided Pacifie railroads, and b 
conveyance belonging to said Department, and the Secretary of War shall 
so apportion this sum as to prevent a deficiency therein. And hereafter 
no portion of the appropriation for mileage to officers traveling on duty 
wit t troops e ded for inspections or investigations, except 
such as are especial! ed by the Secretary of War, or such as are 
made by Army and nt commanders in visiting their commands, 

those required by law, Army Regulations, or orders to be made by the 
spector ’s Department of the Army; and all orders involving the 
payment of mileage shall state the special duty enjoined. 


Mr. REED. I make the point of order on the section ‘‘ and 
provided further,” on page 9, and ask the gentleman, pending 
oo whether these provisos are in accordance with existing 
aw? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. They are. These provisos have been 
upon the a priation bills for several years past. 

Mr. REED. I also make the point of order in regard to that 
part of the bill commeneing on 10, “‘And hereafter no 
portion of the ee? or mileage to officers,” etc. 

Mr. OUTH ITE. That is new legislation. From that 
point it is entirely new legislation; and I was about to offer an 
amendment, on behalf of the committee, to change a portion of 
that, because the language-— 

Mr. REED. I desire to make the point of order in regard to 
it; but before urging it I will be glad to hear what it means, 

Mr. OUTHWAIT I will explain the proposition itself and 
the amendment at the same time: 


And hereafter no portion of the 


, such as are 
as are by Army and department 
by the supestortietersl's Department Td the Army; and all orders involy- 
ing the payment of mileage shall state the special duty enjoined, 

Mr. REED. Whai other investigations can there be? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, the reason is that other investiga- 
tions have been made. Officers have been ordered to go a long 
distance to make apparent inspections, which really were not 
desirable or needed. 

For instance, an officer of the Medical Department at Presi- 
dio may have been ordered to make a tour of inspection to a 
camp in the Yosemite Valley where there was stationed a troop 
of soldiers with a medical officer, ai a season of the year in 
which it would be very delightful to make such a visit; an of- 
ficer has been ordered from New York to the South to investi- 
gate a post at which there was an officer fully competent to make 
a report upon anything which the department might desire to 
be advised of; an officer from one of t whey gemges 3 stationed up 
in the northern part of the country w be sent, say to Mc- 
Pherson, to inspect one company of the regiment there when 
there was already at that same post four in pen and an of- 
ficer in superior command who could have any inspection 
that might be and report it to the department. Sev- 
eral instances of that kind were brought to the attention of the 
committee, and we thought that these inspections should be 
limited, and that the orders for the payment of mileage should 
state the duties enjoined. I could give other instances 
similar to those I have mentioned. 


‘ 
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Mr. POST. Were not ‘those inspections made under orders? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. They were. 

Mr. POST. And, as I understand it, this provision says that 
they are all right when they are made under orders. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Under certain orders. First. those in- 
spectors that are ordered by the Secretary of War; then those 
made by the Army anddepartment commanders in visiting their 
commands; then those made by the Inspector-General’s Depari- 
ment required by law, or by Army Regulations, or by orders. 





Mr. POST. “Or by orders”—that is what I am inquiring 
about. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, this would limit the number of 


these officers ordered to make these inspections and would thus 
result fo a saving of expenditure. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Army transportation: For transportation of the Army, including bag- 
gage of the troops, when moving either by land or water; of supplies to the 
militia furnished by the War Department; of the necessary agents and em- 
ployés; of clothifig, camp and garrison equipage, and other quartermaster’s 
stores from army depots or places of purchase or delivery to the several 

sts and army depots, and from those depots to the troops in the field; of 
orse equipments and subsistence stores from the places of purchase and 
from the places of delivery under contract to such places as the circum- 
stances of the service may require them to be sent; of ordnance, ordnance 
stores, and small arms from the foundries and armories to the arsenals, 
fortifications, frontier posts, and army depots; freights, wharfage, tolls, 
and ferriages; the purchaseand hire of draftand pack animals and harness, 
andthe purchase and repair of wagons, carts, and drays, and of ships and 
other seagoing vessels and boats required for the transportation of supplies 
and for garrison purposes; for drayage and cartage at the several posts; 
hire of teamstersand other employés; extra-duty pay ofenlisted men driving 
teams, repairing means of transportation, and employed as train masters, 
and in opening roads and building wharves; transportation of funds of the 
Army, the expenses of sailing public transports on the various rivers, the 
Gulf of Mexico, and the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans; for procuring water 
and introducing same to buildings at such posts as from their situation re- 
uire it to be brought from a distant (including the s y of the post of 

‘ort Myer, Virginia, with water from the main of the Was aque- 
@uct); and for the disposal of sewage and drainage, and for constructing 
roads and wharves; for the —_ of trans tion lawfully due 
such land-grant railroads as have not received aid in Government bonds (to 
be adjusted in accordance with the decisions of the Supreme Court in cases 
decided under such land- t acts), but in no case shall more than 50 per 
cent of the full amount.of service be paid; inall, 82,500,000: Provided, That 
such compensation shall be computed upon the basis of the tariff or lower 
special rates for like arenes performed for the public at large, and 

Ii be accepted as in full foralldemandsforsuchservice: Providedfurther, 
That in expending the money appropriated by this act, a railroad company 
whichhas not received aid in bonds of the UnitedjStates, and which obtained 
agrafit of public land to aid in the construction of its railroad on condi- 
tion such railroad should be a post route and military road subject to the 
use of the United States for postal, military, naval, and other Government 
services, and also subject to such regulations as Congress may impose re- 
stricting the charge for such Government transportation, having claims 
against the United States fortransportation of troops and munitions of war 
and military supplies and property over such aided railroads, shall be paid 
out of the moneys appropriated by the foregoing provision only on the basis 
of suchrate for the transportation of such troops and munitions of war and 
military supplies and property as the Secretary of War shall deem just and 
reasonable under the foregoing provision, such rate not to exceed 50 per 
cent of the compensation for such Government transportation as shall at 
the time be charged to and paid by private parties to any such company for 
like and similar transportation; and the amount so fixed to be paid shall 
‘be accepted as in full for all demands for such service: Provided further, 
That to reduce the expenses of — a the Secretary of War 
shall prepare a plan to increase the ties for recruiting the Army 
whereby, so far as practicable, soldiers required for service at a military 
post shall be ted from the State or States near thereto. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr.Chairman, I desire to submit a point of 
order ee the words found on page 17, beginning with the 
word “including,” in line 14, down to and including the word 
“aqueduct” in line 16. I submit that the words “including the 
supply of the post of Fort Myer, V2., with water from the main 
of the Washington Aqueduct,” ought to be stricken out, as 
changing existing law. In the last r 
—— of the government of the District of Columbia occurs 
this language: 

Provided, Tuat no portion of the water conveyed, or to be conveyed, 


through or by means of the Washington Aqueduct, or any a nance 


thereof, shall be diverted to the use of any building, premises, or establish- 
ment located outside of the existing limits of the District of Columbia. 

That isthe existing law, and this provision of the bill towhich 
I have invited attention is in violation of that statute, and there- 
fore subject to the point of order. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I think the last proviso in the 
paragraph just read is not in accordance with existing law. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The proviso to reduce the cost of trans- 
portation—no; it is not in accordance with existing law. 

Mr. REED. Reserving the point of order, I would ask the 
‘Chairman what is the object of the 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. it is based upon a suggestion made to 
the committee by a prominent officer of the Army. He sug- 
- that there was not care enough taken to recruit men for 

e different branches of the Army in the respective neighbor- 
hoods where they would be stationed. For instance, men are 
recruited in New England who may shortly thereafter be sent 
‘to the far West, or menare recruited in the far Westand shipped 


appropriation bill for the | 
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to some central point. In this way considerable unnecessary ex- 
pense is incurred for transportation. 

This officer suggested that it would benot merely economical, 
but wise to keep the men—as far as practicable, and without 
making any restriction on assignments for service—in the cli- 
mate and in the neighborhoods where they were reared. Thus 
men recruited in the South should be retained, as far as possi- 
ble, in the Southern part of the country; men recruited on the 
Pacific Slope should be retained as far as possible in the portion 
of the Army stationed there; men recruited in the Fast should, 
ns far as possible, be retained in that portion of the country. 
That is, when recruited they should be mustered into bodies of 
troops in their own neighborhoods, but of course if afterwards 
it should become necessary to send those bodies to other parts 
of the country, it could be done without restriction. 

Mr. REED. Itseems to me that there is about the same ad- 
vantage that there is in drawing the United States jurors from 
all over the State. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The suggestion came from a very dis- 
tinguished officer in the Army. 

Mr. REED. It strikes me as very objectionable. There ought 
not to be any such limitation, because it might result in great 
trouble. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There is no limitation or restriction. 

Mr. REED. Itissimply an attempt to provide a plan, and I 
think it is very objectionable that there should be any such 
plan. Tho proviso is contrary to existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman insist on the point 
of order? 

Mr. REED. I de. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Construction and repairs of hospitals: Por construction andrepairs of hos- 
pitals at military posts already established and occupied, including theextra 
duty pay of enlisted men employed on the same, and including also all ex 

snditures for construction and repairs required at the Army and Navy 

lospital at Hot Springs, Ark., except quarters for the officers, $45,000. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. ‘Chairman, [ move to strike owt on page 19 all 
after the word “same,” in line 25, down to and including the 
word “ dollars,” in line 3.0n pago 20. 

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the following words: 

“Ama including also all expenditures for construction and repairs re 
quired at the Army and Navy Hospital at Hot Springs, Ark., except quarters 
tor the officers, $45,000." 

Mr. HULL. Now, Mr. Chairman, if that amendment shall 
prevail, I will follow it with another by striking out the same 
words, practically, on page 21, where reference is made to the 
Army and Navy Hospital at Hot Springs, Ark. 

I will make this amendment again to help my friends on the 
other side, who are so much in favor of economy and reform ac- 
cording to their own statements. 1 think the committee should 
have reported it, but they did not. 

I hold in my hand aletter from the Surgeon-General in regard 
to this matter, in which it is shown that during the past fiscal 
yeer thirty officers were treated at this hospital, nineteen of 
whom were on the active list of the Army. The hospital will 
accommodate ten officers and thirty men altogether. It costs to 
run it, saying nothing of the medical supplies and for the pay of 
the surgeons in charge, $6,699.04 each year. They collected 

| from the officers receiving treatment there the sum of $1,956.64, 





leaving the net amount given for the purpose of special treat- 
ment, which can not in the very nature of things be accorded to 
all the officers and soldiers of the Army, the sum of $4,532.40, 

I believe that the Government of the United States in making 
provision for the treatment of special diseases should make itin 
such a manner that all of the officers and men can receive the 
treatment ifany do. It is true that there are only a few classes 
of diseases, as 1 understand, that are treated at that hospital; 
but at the general hospitals of the country, and the medical 
treatment accorded at the posts outside of that hospital, leaving 
out of consideration the climate of the locality, can be given as 
well without the maintenance of this special hospital as with 
it. I can see no reason in the world why the Government of the 
United States should go into such lines, and at an expense as 
eee this to accommodate ten officers and thirty men, many 
of officers being on the retired list, the total expense in- 

curred being over $10,000 when you include the salaries of the 
surgeons at such posts. 
| Idomotcare to discuss the matter further. I simply wanted 
tocall attention to this matter, and hope my Democratic friends 
will agree to striking it out, but I fear they will not. 
The CHAIRMAN. Thequestionisonagreeing to the amend- 
ment osed by the gentleman from Iowa. 


Mr. SICKLES. Mr. Chairman, Iam very sorry to have occa- 
sion again to differ with my estecmed friend and colleague on 
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the committee. But this provision was carefully considered in 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and I may say without im- 
propriety that it met the approval of the committee and was 
placed in the bill. ; 

There isno doubt in my judgment that this is a wise provision. 
The treatment at Hot Springs covers a class of cases that can 
not be so beneficially treated, as experience has shown, at other 
points. The hospital at Hot Springs, from its location and sur- 
roundings, is better adapted to the treatment of rheumatic cases 
thanatany other hospital. It expedites the recovery and brings 
officers and men back into the service more og eo nee 
they are disabled from this dreadful disease, than can be done 
elsewhere. 

It is wise economy to make so much of the appropriation as 
(pone to the hospital at Hot Springs, Ark., available as this 
bill proposes. It is proposed on the authority of our best medi- 
cal men, and if an army is worth having or maintaining at all 
you want to have itefficient. You want the smallest percentage 
of disabled men possible; and certainly a great and generous 
government could not and should not hesitate to make this 
small appropriation that tends to the comfort and efficiency of 
those in its military service. I hope my friend from Iowa will 
agree with me for once. 

Mr. HULL. I doon your argument, but not your conclusions. 

Mr. SICKLES. I dislike very much to differ so much with 
my esteemed friend, but I regard this provision asa very wise 
one. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say again that I agree 
with the gentleman from New York in his argument, as I have 
said, but not in the conclusions he has reached. : 

I believe | have afew minutes of my time remaining, and I 
ask that this letter from the Surgeon-General be read and go 
into the RECORD as part of my remarks. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, 
SURGEON-GENERAL’S OFFICE, PROPERTY DIVISION, 
Washington, March 6, 1894. 

Sire: Inreply to your letter of the 5th instant, which has been referred to 
me by the honorable the Secretary of War for reply, I have the honor to 
state that during the st fiscal year thirty officers were treated at the 
Army and more eneral Hospital, of whom nineteen were on the active list 
of the Army f these, one was transferred to the Government Hospital for 
the Insane, four have been recommended by boards for retirement, and the 
remainder I believe to be onduty, in varying degrees of health. 

There were three Navy officers, none of whom recovered their health. One 
officer of the Revenue Marine became quite well. The other officers were on 
the retired list of the Army and Navy. 

Of the enlisted men there were taken into the hospital from other posts 
seventy-five soldiers, and fifteen were present at the beginning of the year. 

The inclosed statement shows the tota! amount of pay of employésat this 
hospitalduring the fiscal year, Of course but asmall proportion of the es 
employés is propery incident to the medical care treatment of officers. 
OMicers paid for their boardat the rate of $1 per diem, amounting to $1,966.64 
during the fiscal year. 

As the cost of medicines prescribed for them can not be given without 
calling for the SS on file, and as an immediate reply to this letter 
is desired, it will be seen that itis impracticable to give more accurately 
the information called for. 

Very respectfully, 
GEO. M. STERNBERG, 
Surgeon-General, United States Army. 
Hon. Josera H, Oueewaren, 
Chairman Committee on Military Affairs, 
House of Representatives, 
through the honorable the Secretary of War. 


Staiement of the expenses incident to the medical care and treatment of officers at 
the Army and Navy General Hospital, Hot Springs, Ark., for the fiscal year 
commencing July 1, 1832. 
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Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment of the 
gentleman from [owa will not be adopted. If it is adopted it 
means the abandonment or discontinuance of the Army and 
Navy Hospitalat Hot Springs. I do not believe that this Con- 
gress is ready for that. The hospital was erected at the sug- 
gestion of, and stands as a monument to the memory of, that greit 
volunteer soldies, Gen. Logan, whose love for the soldiers has 
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never been questioned, and I can not believe that the people of 
this country have so soon forgotten his appeal as to now chal- 
lenge the wisdom of the establishment of this hospital. He 
knew what he was doing. 

No soldier who can come within the reasonable regulations of 
that hospital is excluded from it. It is open to all who require 
such special treatment. Sir, it isa credit tothe Army and the 
Navy that so few have had to go to the hospital for such treat- 
ment; but it does not discredit the hospital or the treatment re- 
ceived at it. There is no place in the world where such effect- 
ive treatment can be given—no place so well adapted for a hos- 
pital of this character —as the Hot Springs, the greatest health 
resort on earth. And Iam sorry that the gentleman from lowa 
has seen fit to make a motion which seems to be designed to 
destroy the most valuable hospital that the Government has 
control of to-day. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected, there 
being—ayes 4, noes 80. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For shelter, shooting potierics, ranges for small arms target practice, re- 
pairs, and expenses incident thereto, $10,000. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 20, strike out ‘‘$10,000"’ in line 9, and insert the following: 

“Fifteen thousand dollars, of which the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, shall be used in the construction of a permanent rifle 
range at Fort Snelling, Minn.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

MEDICAL DEPARTMENT. 

Medicaland Hospital Department: For the purchase of medical and hospi- 
tal en age including disinfectants for general post sanitation, expenses 
of medical purveying depots, pay of employés, medical care and treatment 
of officers and enlisted men of the Army and Signal Sag on duty at posts 
and stations for which no other provision is made, for the proper care and 
treatment of cases in the Army cums from contagious and epidemic dis- 
eases, and the supply of the Army and Navy Hospital at Hot Springs, Ark., 
advertising, and other miscellaneous expenses of the Medical Department, 
$160,000; and not over $40,000 of the money appropriated by this paragraph 
— applied to the payment of civilian employés of the Medical Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. BRETZ. Mr. Chairman, I move toamend by striking out 
th$ last word. It will be observed by an examination of the pro- 
vision just read that there js a reduction in the amount appro- 
— For the purpose of showing the liberality which has 

n extended to this Department I wish to call attention to the 
amounts appropriated in recent years. In 1883 $200,000 was ap- 
propria or this department; in 1884, $190,000; in 1885, $225,- 
000; in 1886, $225,000; in 1887, $200,000; in 1888, $200,000; in 1889, 
$200,000; in 1891, $215,000; in 1892, $200,000; in 1893, $170,000; in 
1894, $185,000; this bill, $160,000. 

Now, I wish to call attention to some of the supplies which 
this division has had on hand during the period of this liberal 
appropriation. 

t the supply depot in the city of New York they have now 
on hand 31,984 quarts of brandy; in St. Louis, 6,416 quarts; in 
San Francisco, 1,355 quarts; making a total of 39,755 quarts. 
Of whisky they have on hand in New York 11,572 quarts; at St. 
Louis 17,736 quarts; at San Francisco 3,278 quarts; making in 
all of whiskies and brandies on hand at this time 72,341 quarts. 
With this quantity of these liquors on hand we find that in 1885, 
when the very liberal appropriation of $225,000 was made, there 
was purchased, for the purpose apparently of exhausting all 
that was aapeseneet and with this amount of whiskies and 
brandies on hand, 4,000 gallons additional. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I make no accusation of extravagant ex- 
penne but with the quantity of these liquors on hand, it 

oes seem to me that a careful investigation of appropriations 
should be made when we discover in one item alone that they 
have on hand and have had for thir ty years more than 72,000 
quarts of whisky and brandy, and still, with this on hand, are 
purchasing 4,000 gallons more. Can anybody tell me or this 
committee what use our medical department has for 72,341 
quarts of whiskies and brandies, with an Army of only 25,000 
men, and according to their own report, only used last year for 
medical pu s 3,567 quarts? 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment will be consid- 
ered as withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the purchase of materials for the instruction of engineer troops at 
Willets Point in their special duties as sappers and miners for land and 
submarine mines, and pontoneers, torpedo drill, and signaling, 83,509. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ee line 10, after the word “ dollars,” insert the following: 

BS That the ere balance of $2,931.21 of the appropriation 
of February 24, 1831, for a proof storehouse, may be applied to the in- 
stallation and completing of an electric-light system for lighting the wharf, 


I offer the amendment which I send to 
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grounds, storehouses, laboratories, barracks, and other public buildings at 
the post And provided Surther, That the Secretary of War is authorized to 
utilize for this purpose any surplus machinery or materials that may be 
available and not required for other purposes; and so much of the balance 
of the current appropriation for the engineer depot as may remain un- 
expended at the end of the current fiscal year, and which is hereby reap 
propriated for that purpose. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is this the reappropriation of the unex- 
pended balance of an appropriation made in 1891? 

-— OUTHWAITE. Itis. 

+, DINGLEY. Has not this balance been covered into the 

Tre: cates under the law which provides that at the end of two 


years all expended balances of appropriations shall be so cov- 


ommendation of the Chief of Engineers, which will be found on 
page 4 of his report in the following words: 

The fire-proof storehouse referred toin last report has been completed 
and occupied with soem siege, and torpedo materials and appliances, 
It NF a areesre that the balance of the appropriation for this building, 

1.21, be applied to the establishment of an electric-light plant, for light- 
in the public buildings, using such surplus machinery and materials as 
are now available and suitable for the purpose. 

Mr.DINGLEY. Isitnotan unusual procedure, more than two 
years after an appropriation has been made for a specific pur- 
pose, and that purpose has been accomplished, and the balance 
remains to be covered into the Treasury, to reappropriate that 
balance for some other purpose? It seems to me it would be 
more in accordance with business methods to make a distinct 
new appropriation. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It isa matter with which the committee 
are not concerned at all. It waspresented at the request of the 
Chief of Engineers. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The appropriation for an electric plant is all 
right, only it should be made direct. The balance of the unex- 
pended appropriation has been covered or will be covered into 
the Treasury and should not be reappropriated for another pur- 
pose. There have been instances of a reappropriation for an- 
other purpose of a balance of a former appropriation more than 
two years after it was originally appropriated, after the work 
for which it was appropriated had been completed, and the bal- 
ance remained to be covered into the Treasury; but they are so 
bad precedents that they should be avoided. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. This is the appropriation of a balance 
It is a matter of entire indifference to the committee whether 
this amendment is adopted or not. It, explains itself. The 
amendment is as clear and explicit as can be. 

Mr.DINGLEY. Iam not doubting the desirability of the ap- 
propriation at all; but simply objecting to this particular method 
of making the appropriation by reappropriating a balance of an 
appropriation made for another purpose, a method which is 
sometimes resorted to in making an appropriation for a particular 
purpose, so as to appear not to expend any money, when as a 
matter of fact it is expended just thesame. Such a reappropri- 
ation would not appear in the footing of this bill, will not appear 
as so much money appropriated, and yet asa matter of fact it is 
such an appropriation, and is in all respects a new appropria- 
tion, and if ought to be put into the billas a new appropriation, 
and not as a reappropriation in this way. 

Mr. OUTHWAIT The attention of the committee was not 

called to this matter at all until after the committee had re- 

ported the bill, and when the attention of the committee was 
called to the necessity for the a Pit ena and to the fact that 
there was a surplus which could be used, those facts, and the | 
smallness of the appropriation, led the committee to assent to 
it. If there is anything very wrong in it, let us vote it down. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Thereis nothing wrong about the appropria- | 
tion except the method of making it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I donot approve of the method gener- 


ally. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I think it is a method that the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] must see is exceedingly objection- 


able. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I say I disapprove of it as a general 
thing. 

Me. DINGLEY. How much is to be reappropriated by this 
proposition? 

r.OUTHWAITE. Two thousand nine hundred and thirty- 

one doll rs and twenty-one cents. 

Mr. DINGLEY. About $3,000? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is a wrong method of appropriation, as 
the a from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] must undoubtedly 


re OU OUTHWAITE. I agree with the gentleman on that | 
proposition. 

r. DINGLEY. It would be better toleta new appropriation 

be made for the special purpose contemplated. Of course, my 


XX VI——269 
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Mr. OUTHWAITE. This amendment is offered upon the rec- 
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objection to this particular item is only thatit serves as a prece- 
dent for the diversion of an unexpended balance of an appropri- 
ation made for one purpose to a different purpose, without hav- 
ing a new appropriation, thus making the amount approprixted 
by this bill appear less than it really is. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iam sure this committee had no such 

se. 
“Mr. DINGLEY. I understand that. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I would very much prefer to have it 


voted down, if any member of this House for an instant supposes 
that the committee had that object in view. 

Mr. DINGLEY. [ make no obj ection to the appropriation, 
except as tothe method. Let it boa direct appropriation of the 


$3,000 and it will be right. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I withdraw the amendment. 


The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follows: 

Manufacture of arms at the national armories, $400,000: Provided, That 
this appropriation shall be applic: ‘able to the manufacture of the magazine 


arm recommended for trial by the board, recently in session, and approved 
by the Secretary of War. 


Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, I should like to inquire of the 
chairman of the committee [Mr. OUTHWAITE] whether or not it 
is intended by that proviso to make this appropriation solely ap- 

licable to the manufacture of the magazine arms recommended 
or trial by the board, recently in session, and approved by the 
Secretary of War? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is the intention of this appropria- 
tion. That is the form in which the appropriation was made in 
the last appropriation bill, and it is because of the fact that the 
armory is now equipped for the manufacture of that kind of arms 
solely, except the old kind of arms. 

Now, we do not want to manufacture any more obsolete arms, 
or those that are out of date. We want to manufacture the new 
kind just as fast as we can, and toapply the whole appropriation 
in the manufacture of the new magazine guns. 

Mr. RAY. The language strikes me as somewhat peculiar, 
being put in that form in the prov iso. Why not make the ap- 
propriation direct, and say ‘‘For the m: vantactune of magazine 
guns recommended for trial by the board, recently in session, 
and approved by the Secretary of War”? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I will yield to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, in whose State the arsenal is situated. 

Mr. RAY. Itisa peculiar form. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, this is put 
in for the reason which I will explain to the gentleman. in 
1872 a statute was passed providing that all the money appro- 
priated for.small arms must be applied to the manufacture of 
the Springfield rifle, and that is now an old, obsolete gun; there- 
fore, in order to allow this appropriation to be applied to the 
new magazine gun there must be a special proviso in some such 
form as this, or else the old law must be repealed, and it has 
been thought simpler to use this form, as was done last year. 
The only purpose of putting it in is to permit the manufacture 
of the new guns, and I can say to the gentleman that the old 
statute requires this form of proviso. It is clumsy, I admit, but 
the old statute compels it and precedent recommends it. 

Mr. RAY. I do not see, Mr. Chairman, that it is peculiarly 
objectionable when you understand it, but it does seem to me 
that the form in which it is put is somewhat confused and ob- 
secure. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. We adopted the form suggested to us 
by the gentleman who has this matterin charge, and did notac- 
cept your suggestion. [ will adopt your suggestion in the next 
bill I prepare. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Purchase of ordnance and ordnance stores and supplies may be made by 


| the Ordnance Department in open market, in the manner common among 


business men, when the aggregate of the purchase does not exceed 8200. 

For purchase of machine guns, improved musket caliber, of American 
manufacture, 810,000. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire to offer an amendment, and ask 
to have it reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out the words ‘‘ten thousand dollars” in line 16, 
page 24, and inserting in lieu thereof the following: One hundred and fifty 
thousand poe 5 Provided, There shall be issued to each of the governors of 
the several States and Territories (so far as possible by the expenditure of 
‘said sum) a sufficient number of machine guns of improved musket caliber 
to supply each organized infantry regiment of the National Guard in said 
States and Territories with one of said guns complete for use. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I make the point of order against the 
amendment. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I hope the gentleman will not raise th: 
point of order, but that he will reserve it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I will reserve the point of order until I 
hear the gentleman. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the 
reasons are so evident why this amendment should be allowed 
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that it should require no argument in its support. I have re- 
ceived numerous letters evo og mem interested in the welfare 
of the National Guard, especially from my own and adjoining 
States, during the present session of this gress, urging that 
a measure of this kind be presented. I feel strongly impelled 
to offer this amendment. It isa matter in which everyone in 
this House is interested. We are proud of the citizen soldiery 
of this country; and it is the duty of every Representative upon 
this floor or in this Congress to encourage these men in every 
way reasonable and proper. It is upon them that this country 
will depend for its military force in case of difficulty, and this 
proposition is not a thing that should be postponed longer. 

Now, Mr. Chiirman, if you will provide for each infantry reg- 
iment of the National Guard ono of these machine guns, a Gat- 
ling gun, you increase the power of that force at least twice 
over: and it is known to military men everywhere that these in- 
fantry regiments of the National Guard should at once be sup- 
plied with this effective arm. It is but a small sum toappropri- 
ate. Such a sum as-$150,000 can not, it seems to me, be so well 
expended in any direction, as it can be in the direction of mak- 
ing more effective the National Guard of this country. The 
membors of that orgenization should be taught to use this arm. 
Tney should be drilled in its use, and when furnished with 
this machine gun, the arm should be passed from one eae 
te the others of every regiment of the National Guard un 
every man is familiar with the use of that arm. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we will only be doing our duty and start- 
ing in the right direction in this particular if this amendment 
be adopted. There are 169 of these regiments organized in 
United States to-day. These machine guns cost in the ne. 
borhood of $4,000 each when complete for use. Of course this 
amount of money is not sufficient to supply all the regiments of 
the National Guard with this arm; but it will be of assistance, 
and I believe the people of this country are in favor of this ex- 
penditure and that Congress is fully justified in making the ex- 
penditure contemplated by this amendment, and hope the same 
may prevail. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the 
gentleman to the fact that the point of order has been raised 
against this amendment, and he would like to have the genile- 
man state whether or not it changes existing law. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I have not heard the gen- 
tloman from Ohio state what the basis of his objection to this 
amendment is. I suppose it is not that it changes existing law. 
It may be that it increases the expenditure somewhat, but I be- 
lieve the inerease is fully justified by the object to be attaingd. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move tostrike outthe lastword. I wish to 
ask the caairman of the committee [Mr. OUTHWAITE] whether 
there is any considerable number of stands of condemned small 
arms? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No; notany considerablenumber of con- 
demned small arms. There are small arms of the character 
manufactured in recent years, but there are not any of them 
that are condemned or thrown aside. As fast as possible they 
are distributed, some of them going to the State militia. 

Mr. PICKLER. Has the Government any surplus of those 
arms? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Notatall. It has just commenced the 
manufacture of the new gun. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is there any prospect of more small arms 
being distributed to the States? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Hach State is now receiving its quota of 
small arms, and the appropriation for this year is aslargeas was 
asked for by the Ordnartice Department for the manufacture of 
these guns, the full amount requested. That means that it is 
the full amount that will be required for the manufacture; the 
manufacturer probably would not bs able to use more than the 
amount recommended by the committee. 

Mr. PICKLER. Can the gentleman state about the number 
issued to the States in a year? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE can not. 

Mr. GEAR. Each State is allowed a certain amountof money 
based on a 

Mr. Pf ER. Is that for ammunition and arms? 

Mr. GEAR. Yes; annually. 

Mr. PICKLER. t lam asking about arms, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I can not tell ee how many 
stands of arms the quota of his State would furnish. 

Mr. PICKLER. It seems to me that the time has come when 


we ought to have a greater number of small arms distributed to 
the States than we have. 
I would have them furnished not to the militia but also 


to the high school cadets, who should be drilled by the:mili- 
tary officers of the States and supplied with arms. Let us have 
a xaore general distribution of small arms, 


- 
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Mr. WILSON of Washington. [ understand that the money 
— rma for small arms in proportion to population of the 

ates. , 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The whole appropriation? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Is there any provision made 
to supply the States with heavy guns or artillery? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. All kinds of armsand ammunition man- 
ufactured for or supplied to the regular Army can, under this 
appropriation, be supplied and distributed to the State militia. 

Mr. GEAR. If the gentleman's State wants a cannon it can 
get it in place of small arms? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The amount of this appropria- 
tion that would go to my State on the basis of population would 
be only about $4,000, and wecould not get very much of acannon 
for that. We might get half a cannon, but that would not do 
any good. [Laughter. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 25, after line 25, insert the following separate item: 

“For contingent expense of the military information division, Adjutant- 
Seticcanounnissaa se Sr etestes tater tae ticeuon of tae aapeoeee 
Gemennl of the Army, $3,640." e ere — 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask unanimous consent to return to the 
rovision on page 24 ‘‘for the purchase of machine guns, im- 


| proved musket caliber, of American manufacture.” 


There was no objection. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move to strike out ‘‘ ten,” before the 
word ‘‘ thousand,” and insert ‘‘ twenty,” so as to make the ap- 
propriation $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, it was agreed, during the 
consideration of the bill, that weshould return to the paragraph 
concerning service clerks. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] consents to the withdrawal of his amendment in order 
that I may offer the one which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out after the word “dollars,” injline 19, down to and including the 
word “needed,” in line 21, and insert in lieu thereof the following: ‘‘And the 
Secretary of War is hereafter authorized to dismiss from the service any of 
the general-service clerks and messengers when, in his judgment, their em- 
ployment is not necessary.” 

Mr. MOMILLIN. Does that take the place of the provision 
that was in the bill and leave the law for retiring these clerks 
as it was? oe 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Oh, no. It strikes out these words: 
‘And the Secretary of War may assign these clerks and mes- 
sengers to duty where theirservices may be most needed.” This 
amendment provides that the Secretary may dismiss any of 
them that he deems surplus, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That power ho already has. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, there is some question about it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Oh, there can be no question about the 
authority of the Government to dispense with the services of any 
merely statutory officer whose services are not needed. How- 
ever, this amendment does no harm. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It does no harm. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I understand from my friend that the pro- 
vision which dispenses with the retiring of clerks and messen- 
gers upon ay is retained in the bill? 

Mr. O WAITE. It is. 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. OUTHWAITE 
was agreed to. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED] desires that we return to page 6 to consider 
the portion of the bill included in lines 10 to 14 on that page: 

That hereafter no appointments shall be made to the office of assistant 
surgeon until the number of assistant surgeons shall be reduced below 
ninety, and thereafter the number of officers in that grade in the Medical 
Department shall be fixed at ninety. 

Now, I have no objection to returning to that portion of the 
bill, but I would like to fix the length of the debate. 

Mr. REED. I do not know how much debate will be required. 
So far as I am concerned, I do not care what the limitation may 


be. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. ThenI propose forty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OuTH- 
WAITE] asks that by unanimous consent the committee return 
to lines 10 to 14, on 6, and that all debate upon that pro- 
vision be limited to forty minutes. 

Mr.McMILLIN. Was this matter passed over with any agree- 
ment to return to it? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It was not; but the gentleman from 
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Maine, having been misled as to the location of this provision in 
the bill, came to me soon after it was passed and asked me to 
make this request. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair hears no objection, and unani- 
mous consent to the request of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
OUTHWAITE] is granted. The Chair will recognize the chair- 
man of the committee [Mr. OUTHWAJTE] to control one-half the 
time, and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] to control the 
other half. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman,I do not think it necessary to 


occupy any great amount of time on this matter; but I have | 


thought it right that the merits of the case should be presented. 
As I understand, the reduction proposed in this provision is ob- 
jected to by the Surgeon-General and by a great many army 
officers whose judgment on the subject is entitled to the consid- 


eration of this House. Perhaps I can beststate the case by read- | 
ing what the committee say on the subject and exposing what | 


seems to me the mistaken idea which has governed in proposing 
this reduction. The language of the committee is as follows: 


The committee submit new legislation for the reduction of the number of 
Officers in the Medical Department from 193 to 158. This reduction is made 
entirely from the officers of the lowest grade in that department, the assist- 
ant surgeons. 


Now, here is the reason given for their action: 

When this department was reorganized by law in 1869, there were 210 mili- 
tary posts and stations in the country. This number has already been 
greatly reduced, so that there are now but 120 military posts and stations, 
and a still further reduction is proposed and will be effected within a few 
years. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. If the gentleman will pardon an inter- | 


tion I wish to say that in what he has just read there is a mis- 


ru | 
enletiadion. In estimating the number of posts, I included all | 


the points at which men are stationed; but in point of fact men 
are stationed at a number of points where there are not posts. 
Properly speaking there are only 95 posts. 

Mr. REED. Here is the reasoning on which the proposed 
reduction is made: 

It is evident that if 193 officers in this department were sufficient when the 
number of postsand stations were 210, there can be as great a reduction asis 
proposed in this bill, when the number of posts and stations is reduced to 120. 

Now, the fallacy of that reasoning consists in this fact: that 
in addition to the assistant surgeons, there used to be an equal 
number or almost an equal number of contract surgeons. The 
latter positions have been practically abolished, although a few 
officers of that class remain. So that the argument on which 
the committee base their proposed reduction is entirely a falla- 
cious one. It has nofoundation in actualfact. A reduction pro- 
portionate to the reduction of posts has already been made; and 
sofarfrom there being a sufficient number of surgeons at pres- 
ent, I should have been able (had I supposed that this bill would 
come up to-day) toshow from the reports of inspectors that 
there is a demand for more surgeons rather than fewer. And 
these are reports thatare not made with any reference whatever 
to the pending bill, but reports made in the current course of 
their business. A considerable number of inspectors who exam- 
ined the question have reported that another surgeon was needed 
here, another there, another somewhere else, and so on, show- 
ing plainly and conclusively that we have not now enough sur- 
geons to dothe workfor the Army. And herelet mesay in this 
connection that the Army perhaps was never more full, as to 
rank and file, thanit is to-day. 

Now, in the face of this and in view of the reductions which 
have already been made of contract surgeons, shall we go on 
and still further reduce the number against the opinion of the 
army Officers, who are best qualified to judge as to the necessi- 
ties of the service, and whose opinion is not founded, as I have 
stated, upon this legislation, but expressed in the course of the 
current transaction of army business? 

I wanted the matter brought to the knowledge of the commit- 
tee for whatever action they may see proper to take. Of course 
it is entirely immaterial to me what course they will pursue. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
@ question? 

r. REED. Certainly. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Suppose an inspector finds that, for in- 
stance, a surgeon is necessary at a certain place, and finds that 
there are three or four somewhere else where they are not 
meeded? 

Mr. REED. That is an accusation against the surgeon-gen- 
eral that he is not doing his duty. It is a charge substantially 
of malfeasance in office, and I venture to say it will not be made 


cally. 

Mr. SICKLES. Or at all. 

Mr. REED. The argument of the committee is simple and 
—. They tell us that we must reduce the number use 
pees soy ne: Nalgene reduced, and make a comparison with the 

in the. past, justas if a large number of contract offi- 





cers had not been already discharged from the service. I stato 
that it is a fallacious argument, and the result will show itself 
in the conduct of the medical service of the Army if the provi- 
sion shall be incorporated intolaw. Itseems tome tobe a great 
mistake to go too tar in this direction. 

The number of surgeons in the Army, in the opinion of those 
competent to judge, is too smal! for the practical work of army 
business; and I repeat what I said before, that the Army was 
never larger than it is to-day, for, owing to the reforms which 
are being attempted in business matters, the country is in such 
a condition that the Army is flourishing, and isat the same time 
the only branch of the public or private service of the country 
that is in that condition. And while I appreciate tho necessity 
for retrenchment and for reform that does reform, I do not 
think that we ought to proceed in a manner like this, the only 
result of which must be to cripple our Army, especially at this 
time when it seems to be the only popular institution in the land 
that is flourishing. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman 
from Maine to move to strike out the proviso? 

Mr. REED.’ I do. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I yield now ten minutes to the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. HULL], if he desires to occupy that time. 

Mr.HULL. Ido not believe, Mr. Chairman, that I shall take 
ten minutes, but will occupy the attention of the committee for 
afew moments. 

In support of the action of the committee in inserting this 
proviso I wish tocall attention tothe fact that totake the larger 
cities where we have few, if any, men stationed, the services, I 
think, of a surgeon can be dispensed with. 

It must be remembered, too, that this docs not remove any- 
body from the Army. It simply provides that no more appoint- 
ments shall be made until the number of assistant surgeons has 
been reduced to ninety. 

That is, it provides for an ultimate reduction of thirty-five in 
the medical staff of the Army. It does not provide for their im- 
mediate retirement; it does not remove them from the Army at 
this time, but provides that that will be the ultimate result; and 
I think my colleague from Maine will agree with me that the 
present condition of the country can notlast much longer, as we 
have every prospect of a change in the immediate future which 
will materially affect the industrial situation for the better, and 
before long it will result in such a condition that perhaps there 
will not be so much desire on the part of men seeking employ- 
ment to enter the Army. 

But let me call your attention to some instances where I think 
this change may be practicable that is suggested by the com- 
mittee. Take for instance the city of Omaha. We find that in 
Omaha in 562 men all told there are four surgeons. 

At Chicago I think there are five surgeons. At Leavenworth 
there are four. At Columbus, where he chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs [Mr. OUTHWAITE], resides, where 
there are very few men, there are five surgeons. Now, I be- 
lieve that two surgeons would do the work there just as well as 
five. With so small a number of men there, less than a private 
physician would need to make a reasonable living in a sickly 
country, they have five surgeons who are paid salaries by the 
Government. Over here in Baltimore, there are, altogether, 
twelve officers and eighteen men, and of those twelve officers 
five are on the retired list, and of the eighteen men all are on 
the retired list. Yet you have a surgeon there. 

Mr. REED. What do the other surgeons do? 

Mr. HULL. I do not know what they do. 

Mr. REED. That is just exactly it. 

Mr. HULL. By contracting with physicians in civil life you 
can employ a man to look after those soldiers whom the Goy- 
ernment is compelled by the terms of the contract to supply 
with medical assistance for less than one-fourth the amount 
which it costs to keep these surgeons. That is the point I want 
to get at. 

Take the list on page 8 of the report, and you will find that in 
a large number of cases, for instance at Plattsmouth, N. Y., 
where they have eighteen or twenty men, you could employ a 
surgeon for one-twenticth what it costs to keep one surgeon 
there. 

Now, Iregard the Medical Department as alittle different from 
any other departmentof the Army. In case of war, when the 
armed forces of the country are largely increased, you can go 
right into civil life and find just as good surgeons and physi- 
cians as you have in the Army, and I think in many respects 
better, for the reason that they are in more active practice and 
better up in their profession than the men who are simply read- 
ers of medicine. 

Mr. EVERETT. Will the gentleman from Iowa yield fora 
question? 

Mr. HULL. Oh, certainiy. 





4292 


Mr. EVERETT. Is it not the case that the Committee on 
Military Affairs had before them petitions and remonstrances 
from some of the most distinguished civilian physicians in the 
country, alleging that this decrease in the medical force of the 
Army was against the interests of the profession generally? I 
have been so informed. 

Mr. HULL. [had nosuch remonstrances. I had remonstrances 
from the Medical Department of theArmy, but I did not have 
them from the source the gentleman has mentioned. The only 
argument that was presented, to my mind, for ae a large 
surplus of medical officers was, for the purpose of making details 
to go to the large cities, so that they can attend schools and be- 
come brighter in their profession. 

Mr. EVERETT. I should like to put this question to the 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs: It has been 
represented to me by distinguished civilian physicians that 
strong remonstrances were sent to the Committee on Military 
Affairs against this reduction, upon the ground that it tended to 
weaken the necessary force that might be required in time of 
war and that it was against the interests of the medical pro- 
fession in the country, and strongly deprecating any such de- 
crease. Is that the fact? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I have individually received one or two 
letters of that character, apparently dictated by some one inter- 
ested in having a good place kept open ina large city; but I 
have received no protests from medical societies or others. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. In time of war these places can 
all be filled in a day. 

Mr. HULL. If the question of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. EVERETT] has been answered, I want to suggest 
another reason why this reduction should be made. By concen- 
trating men in the large cities, where there are but few army 
officers or men to look after, these surgeons are compelled to do 
something to put in their time, and they hang out their signs 
and become active contestants with the — physicians for 
the business of the locality; and I do not believe it is the policy 
of this Government to have its officers competing with private 
citizens in the line of their professions in any of the occupa- 
tions of life. That is all I want to say. 

fr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I desire to add to what has been 
said by the gentleman from Massachusetts a EVERETT] that 
there is another point of view from which this ought to be looked 
at. If you take the question of actual work, I suppose we might 
dispense with half the army officers in the employ of the United 
States; but we ought to have, and it has been the design and 
purpose to have a skeleton of an army with a large number of 
officers, so that if any occasion should arise we should be able at 
once to have men familiar with the army system, so that organ- 
izations could be made which would be for the benefit of an en- 
larged Army. That is just as true of the Medical Corps as it is 
of any other. 

Now, I have a communication here from Gen. Schofield, Com- 
manding-General of the Army, which I think, supported as itis 
by the action of the Secretary of War, in entitled to the careful 
consideration of this committee. I will read it: 

HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, Washington, March 15, 1994. 

Respectfully submitted to the Secretary of War. 

{it would, in my posement, be seriously injurious to the military service 
to so reduce the officers in the Medical Corps that there would no longer be 
the necessary number of surgeons for permanent duty at the various mili- 
tary posts. edical service may coubtless be employed for officers stationed 
in cities, and perhaps in some cases at much less expense than the salaries 
of a surgeon; yet when it is remembered that the army s ons stationed 
in cities, eine perform the very important duty 
of examining recruits, it robable that the service rendered is less —— 
sive as well as far more efficient than that which could be hired by the t. 
At military posts it is, in my judgment, impracticable to supply the neces- 
sary service, including that in the hospitals, in any other way than through 
the regular commissioned officer. 


So far as I am informed the experience of late years shows that the Medi- 
cal Corps of the Army is none too large for the necessities of the service. 


Now, I beg leave to put that respectfully st the opinion 
of the gentleman from Iowa. He says that there are too many 
of them; the General Command the Army says that there are 
nottoomany. Now, which side will this committee take. Going 
further, he adds: 

If these views meet with the concurrence of the Secretary of War, I re- 
spectfully suggest that they be communicated to the committees in Congress 
having this matter in charge. J. M. SCHOFIELD 

Major-General Commanding. 

Forward to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

DANIEL S. LAMONT. 


Now, that seems to be the case, and it is for the committee to 
decide about it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, [ think that mem- 
ber of Congress who recollects the condition of affairs rty-odd 
years ago will give more weight to the suggestion that there is 
@ necessity, as much necessity ne for the educa- 
tion of the officers of the Medi Department of the Army as 
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there is for the education of the line officers of the Army, or any- 
body else connected withthe Army. The gentleman from Cali- 
fornia, J believe, makes the suggestion that in case of necessity, 
in case of war, we might improvise at once a medical staff. No 
greater mistake can possibly be made; and I am sure that any 
gentleman on this floor who had knowledge on either side of 
the great contest which tried the American people and tried 
their resources, tried the genius of the American people, tried 
their ability to meet the special exigencies that arose in every 
direction, will disagree with me when I say that in all matters 
of improvising,every other department of the Army came nearer 
working out a success than did the Medical Department of the 
Army. It found itself developed in the evil found in the cook- 
ing of the company mess, and in the various untried exigencies 
of the men; and one by one the old officers of the medical staff 
worked out of chaos and ignorance and inability the ultimate re- 
sult we had. 

Now, unless there is an insurmountable reason, an unanswer- 
able reason why this staff corps should be cut down, I would not 
consent to it. I certainly would not consent to it if it is sought 
to meet any emergency that might arise by supplying the Army 
with citizen doctors. The Army on our side, and I suppose also 
on the other side, was full of what we call citizen doctors, citizen 
surgeons. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Contract surgeons. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Contract surgeons; that was the name of 
them. In the first place they lacked authority. I start right 
there. They had about as much authority as the chaplain, and 
were about as indispensable. Not any more so. They lacked 
authority among the men. Then they lacked ability; they lacked 
experience. 

Mr. EVERETT. They lacked special training. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. They lacked every form of special train- 
ing; and it seems to me that while we are expending monéy to 
prepare men for the various departments of the Army, it surely 
ought to be insisted that this most important of all branches of 
the Army ought to be cared for. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 1 would like to know what disposition 
is made of the time. How much time has the gentleman from 
Maine? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine has thirteen 
minutes of his time remaining. The gentleman from Ohio has 
twelve minutes. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ishould like the gentleman from Maine 
to consume his time, as we are entitled to close on this. 

Mr. REED. I know youare. How much time have you con- 
sumed? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Eight minutes. 

Mr. REED. We have forty minutes left. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No; there were twenty minutes on a 
side. You have thirteen minutes left and I have twelve. 

ee I was not aware that the time was con- 
tro . 

Mr. REED. That is all right; I am glad to have you address 
the committee. 

I simply want to add one word to this committee, and that is 
this, it must determine this matter for itself. You do not want 
merely doctors, but you want army doctors. You have to have 
men who are not only educated in medicine, but trained in army 
discipline. {[ wish the gentleman from New York [Mr. SICKLEs] 
would express his opinion upon the subject, as his opinion is 
ewe than thatof anyof us. I think the gentleman ought 
to do it. 

Mr. EVERETT. If the gentleman will yield to me for two 
minutes. 

Mr. REED. In a moment or two. 
from New York [Mr. SICKLEs]. 

Mr. SICKLES. Mr. Chairman, I feel reluctant to dissent on 
the floor from my colleagues on the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. I was heard very fully on this subject when the bill was 
under consideration in the committee, and I was overruled. I 
do not want to violate any rule of decorum in rising on the 
floor to express dissent from the judgment of my colleagues. 
But, called upon as I am by the distinguished gentleman from 
Maine, I am constrained to say that I saw this clause putin the 
bill with extreme regret. I do not believe that the Army has 
more surgeons than it needs. 

I know that only those who are trained in the Medical Depart- 
ment of the Army are — to discharge the duties of an 
army medical officer. ake, for example, the inspection of a 
military — in regard to its sanitary condition; only an army 
surgeon is qualified to express a trustworthy judgment upon 
that question. Take the examination of recruits; only an army 
medical officer of experience is qualified to express a trust- 
worthy opinion as to physical fitness of a man for militar 
service. Soldiers have great confidence in the advice which 


I yield to the gentleman 
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they receive from their regular medical officers, but they have 
not that confidence in the advice given them by hired surgeons 
employed here and there, of whom they know nothing. They | 
receive the prescriptions of such surgeons with reluctance, and | 
often with indifference or neglect. 

The medical service of the Army requires training, thorough 
training, and it is only just to say that the medical staff of the 
Army of the United States is renowned throughout the world 
for its scientific skill and devotion to duty. Our army hospi- 
tals have been the models for the hospitals of other armies. | 
They were the models for the French and German hospitals in | 
the war of 1870-71. Our medical records in the late civil war | 
are sought for by every army medical staff in the world; they 
reflect the highest honor on the service, The Surgeon-General 
of the Army to-day is one of the most illustrious men in his pro- 
fessicn. He has risked his life a hundred times searching for | 
the origin of epidemic diseases, and he is honored throughout | 
the medical profession everywhere for his devotion to science | 
and to duty. His noble example is emulated by those under 
him. 

Now, sir, as to the diminution of posts. It is true that posts 
have been diminished; but so has the medical staff been dimin- | 
ished. I would be glad to see this committee leave the medical 
staff of the Army where it stands. I am as anxious as anyone | 
to do all that can be prudently done in the interest of economy; | 
but I do not believe thatin this way weshallcontribute anything 
to the efficiency of our service. Indeed, I know, on the other 
hand, that we will risk much in crippling it, as is now proposed. 
I have expressed these sentiments before. [ reaffirm them now, 
although differing from some of my colleagues on the Military 
Committee, with extreme reluctance. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine has two min- | 
utes remaining. 

Mr. REED. I yield those two minutes to the gentleman from | 
Massachusetts [Mr. EVERETT]. 

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Chairman, I wish, merely to state, in 
the line of the question that I put awhile Sigo to the chairman 
of the Committee on Military Affairs, that I aminformed by one 
of the first physicians in the city of Boston, Dr. George B. Shat- 
tuck—one by inheritance of three generations is now in the rank 
of first-class physicians—that remonstrances against this diminu- 
tion, as expressed in editorial articles in one of the first medical 
journals of the country, were sent to every member of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs five or six weeks ago. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman will permit me to say 
that I received such an article anonymously. The name of the | 
writer was not signed to the article, nor was the name of the 
sender given, 

Mr. EVERETT. It was, no doubt, a mistake tosend it anony- 
mously, but I presume the editor thought that the standing of 
the Boston Medical and Surgical Journal was a sufficient guar- 
antee of the responsibility of the writer, as it is in the cases of | 
all first-class journals. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There were letters at the bottom of this 
article, but no name was signed as that of the writer, and the 
name of the sender was not given. 

Mr. EVERETT. Well,I know that it was sent by that au- 
thority, and I know it is a fact that this proposed reduction is 
opposed by some of the best physicians in the country, on the 
ground that it weakensthe staff which isnecessary for purposes 
of education as well as for efficiency in time of war. 





| cruits at that time were sent a little farther on. 





The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio has twelve 
minutes remaining. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Have the gentlemen on the other side 


occupied all their time? 

The CHAIRMAN. They have. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, it may be well for this 
committee to be put in possession of a few facts in relation to 
this question which are worthy of consideration, and which, be- 
ing in the possession of the Committee on Military Affairs, led 
them to their conclusion. But, before presenting those consid- 
erations I will call attention to the fact that the letter from Gen. 
Schofield which has been read by the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. REED] was written in reply to a letter from the Surgeon- 
General of the Army in which is found this statement: 


There are at present no more medical officers than are necessary for the 
performance of the varied duties required of the Medical Corps, and in case 
of reduction it would be necessary to omer private physicians to take the 
place of medical officers, or to leave small garrisons without medical attend- 
ance. But the bill before the committee proposes to take sixty-one officers 
from the list as vacancies occur. 


That statement was written by the Surgeon-General to the 
Major-General commanding the Army, and in response to it came 
the letter which was read here by the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. REED]. Now, this committee at this time do not propose to 
They propose that there 


take sixty-one officers from this corps. 
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| shall be no more appointments made to the corps until the num- 


ber of assistant surgeons, which is now one hundred and twenty- 
five, shall be reduced to ninety. 
Is the Surgeon-General accurate when he says that one hun- 


| dred and fifty-three surgeons and assistant surgeons will not be 


sufficient to furnish medical officers for ninety-five posts and 
serform the other duties required of the Medical Department? 
There are other members of the Committee on Military Affairs 
who, after careful examination, thought a much greater redue- 
tion could well be made. It will take eight years, in the ordi- 
nary course of retirements, for the proposed reduction to occur. 
Five this year, and an average of about four per year. 

Mr. REED. Very well; then it is averysmall matter of econ- 


| omy after all. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE, It is a matter of economy which ought 
to be followed by other economies in the same direction. 

Let me call the attention of the committee tothe fact that the 
Medical Corps of the Army and the civilian employés of that 
corps, to take care of an army of 25,000 men, consists of 1,018 
persons. At the head of those 1,018 persons are 198 surgeons 
and assistant surgeons. These 1,018 persons cost the Govern- 
ment annually over $1,000,000. That is the proportion which 
the cost of the Medical Department bears to the other expenses 
ofthe Army. One-twenty-fifth of the expenses are for the Med- 
ical Corps. 

Now, let us see whether this large expense is actually neces- 
sary or even required for wise administration. We have before 
us a table prepared by the Surgeon-General showing that at 
many places there will be found upon an average more than one 
surgeon for every one hundred persons in the military service. 
These statistics also show that the actual cost of the Medical 
oom and its supplies is $41.50 per annum for each person inthe 
Army. 

When the present Surgeon-General, a very distinguished, a 
very enthusiastic, and a very highly cultivated man, came to 
Washington, one of the first things which he did (and which 
in my opinion shows that there was something of a surplusage 
of officers in the Medical Corps) was to issue an ofder assigning 
to each of the cities of Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Balti- 
more, Chicago, St. Louis, and San Francisco an officer of the 
Medical Corps to act as an attending physician. At no one of 
those points was there any body of troops requiring the attend- 
ance ofa medicalofficer. There werealready assigned to Wash- 
ington, St. Paul, Omaha, and Los Angeles members of the Med- 
ical Corps. All these twelve physicians were assigned to cities 
where there were no bodies of troops, yet as to some of these 
cities there were bodies of troops within a few miles, which had 
officers of the Medical Department to take cure of them, or mil- 
_—— where officers of the Medical Department were sta- 
tioned. 

As to the suggestion that these men were assigned to these 
places in order to examine recruits there is no foundation for 
that. Previous to one year ago there was no examination of re- 
cruits at the cities named in the order I have referred to. Re- 
At Baltimore, 
probably they were examined at Fort Henry; at New York, they 
were perhapsexamined atone of the forts in the harbor or at the 
recruiting depot, Davids Island; at Boston, they could have 
been examined at Fort Warren; at Chicsgo, at Fort Sheridan, 
and so at other points. So that there was no necessity that had 
not been already recognized. 

Another order of the Surgeon-General of about one year ago, 
which I am loath to criticise because it contains a proposition of 
magnificent proportions, is one which, if the country could afford 
it and if there were a necessity for it, would doubtless reflect 
great credit upon the head of the Medical Department of the 
Army. That is the organization without authority of law, by a 
simple order of the Surgeon-General, of an army medical school 
at the city of Washington, for the purpose of instructing ap- 
proved candidates for admission to the Medical Corps of the 
Army in their duties as medical officers. 

How many approved candidates could there be this year? 
There might be a large number of approved candidates; but 
there could be only five who could go into the Army, because 
there are only five vacancies. Next year there may be perhaps 
two vacancies; the year following perhaps four, In some years 

erhapsas high as ten vacancies might occur. I know that dur- 
ing the next seven years the number of vacancies will not aver- 
age more than four or fiveannually. Yet we are complained of 
and censured because we propose to remove any pretext for 
this great school, with its faculty of four officers taken from 
the Medical Department, with additional officers and associates, 
All of this must perforce cost money. It has already cost con- 
siderable. You can not carry on a medical college without at- 
tendantexpense. Yetthe legislative branch of the Government 
neyerauthorized this expensiveestablishment. The Committee 
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on Military Affairs has no desire to injure the efficiency of the 
Medicul Corps in the least. But it does claim the right to sub- 
mit to this House such legislation as it thinks proper for that 
department—that, too, without having its motives impugned 
and its course misrepresented and misconstrued by those directly 
or indirectly connected with the Medical C -—either in the 
anonymous communications in medical journals or otherwise. 

A word now as to what the geatleman from Maine [Mr. REED] 
said as to the argument of the report of the committee concern- 
ing the reduction of posts from two hundred and twenty to ninety- 
five, and a reduction in the number of medical officers. True, 
there were several contract surgeons in the Army. 

Mr. REED. How many? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I do not know exacily. 

Mr. REED. Over a hundred. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Well, that was in 1869. The number 
was reduced and reduced until ae were all wiped out two or 
three yearsago. Thereduction in the number of posts still goes 


on. 
Mr. REED. No; wiped out by the last appropriation bill, I 
think. 4 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I think it was the one of two years ago. 
Mr. REED. I believe it was done by the last appropriation 
ill 


bill, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
years ago. 

There has been a continued reduction of ts until we have 
reduced the number now to ninety-five. reduction in the 
Medical Corps can not go on very rapidly, because it is not pro- 

ed te remove anyone; it is not to cut off any of the 
existing officers. It is simply proposed not to make any new 
appointments at the lower end of that corps until the number is 
reduced by thirty-five. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Mc IN]. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, it has not been insisted, I 
believe, by those who this provision that the present 
exigencies of the public service require the large medical staff 
that we now have. The objection to the change now posed 
eller ice ce apie pene ~ alle: ng A oe Pinter r 
have troubles which will require a nucleus than thisnum- 
ber of ninety-odd would be around w to cluster a medical 
staff. In times like these, when revenues are falling $100,000 
behind expenditures every day, when so of our —— 
out of employment, when taxation is so very high, it s me 
that a safe rule to apply to the public service is cut off every 
officer that is not ne . 

If we were not raising up in the medical of the coun- 
try @ vast number of men who will be as skillful, as learned, as 
painstaking, as efficient medical officers as can be made, there 
might be some claim that che reduction now proposed should 
not be insisted upon. But I think ahigh upon the power 
of the American people to take care of ves is furnished 
“> little retrospect to the time when we had the fierce troubles 
which it is to be ae will never be repeated. 

And it will be remembered that without an army, without a 
ravy, without the equipment ieee to make up armament, 
force and power in war, after h ties had within one 
hundred days there was no power on the face of the earth that 
could have yt either the Confederate or the Federal forces. 
I have no fear, Mr. Chairman, for the future; and if we take care 
of the present, and inculcate in our —— correct principles of 
government, there is no doubt but that they will beable to take 
care of themselves in their day and generation. 

Here the hammer fell.] 
he CHATRMAN. The time allowed for debate hasexpired. 

The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the gentle- 

man from Maine to strike out all after the word “dollars,” on 
6, line 10, down to and including the word “ninety,” in 
ine 14, 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
REED) there were—ayes 62, noes 95. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move thatthe committee now rise and 
report the bill with the amendments to the House. 

The Sea ion aa oe and the Speaker having 

he committee ngly rose; Vv re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. O’NEILof Massachusetts rted that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the orp d 
had under consideration the Army bill, had di- 
rected him to report it to the House with sundry amendments, 
and with the recommendation that as amended it do 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I demand the previous q 
bill and amendmenis. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. When is the proper time to ask 
a separate vote on an amendment? 


Well, my recollection is that it was two 


on the 


i —_ SPEAKER. After the previous question has been or- 
ered, 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Iaskaseparate vote on the amend- 
a ee page 3 of the bill, the committee amendment, following 

e . 

The SPEAKER. If no other separate vote is demanded, the 
question will be taken on the remaining amendments. ° 

The remaining amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment on 
which the gentleman from [Illinois asks a separate vote. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On pe rhe gd the word “doliars,”’ in line 7, add: 

“ Pro Thatthereshall be noappointment of Assistant Adjutant-Gen- 
eral with the rank of major until the number of officers in that grade shall be 
reduced below four,and thereafter the number of officers in that grade 
Shall be fixed atfour. And hereafter all appointments to fill vacancies in 
the lowest grade in the Quartermaster's, Subsistence, and the Pay Depart- 
—- me shall be made from the next lowest grade in the line of 

The question was taken on the amendment; and on a division 
Se by Mr. HopkKIns of Illinois) there were—ayes 119, 
noes 26. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I make the point that no quorum 
has voted. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. Hopkins of Illinois and Mr. 
OUTHWAITE as tellers. 

‘The House again divided. 

Before the result of the division was announced— 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr.Speaker, I withdraw the point 
of no quorum. 

So, no further count being demanded, the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and of. 

On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid ongthe table. 7 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. “ 


Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported a 
bill (H. R. 6937) making appropriations for the Department of 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895; whic was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that ae ad examined and fourd truly enrolled bill 
and joint resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker 

gned the same: 

A bill scallion for the relief of George W. Barnes; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 150) providing for partial payments 
for work, etc., for vessels constructed under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to report back Senate bill No. 1645, 
providing for the survey of the land described in the grant to 
the Willamette and Cascade Mountain Wagon Road Company in 
the State of Oregon, with the on that it be re- 
ferred to the Committeeon the Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection that order will 
be made. 

There was no objection. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was nted to Mr. 
ALLEN for cne week, on accountof sickness in his family. 

And then, on motion of Mr. OuTHWaITE ( at 5 o'clock and 
4 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 20f Rule XITI, Mr. GORMAN, from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, reported the bill (H. RK. 2582) authorizing 
the appointment of James William Abert to the retired list of 
the Ae which, with the socompenring report (No, 803), was 
ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the -bill (H.R. 
6826) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth Ellery, of 
Castleton, Vt., and the same was referred to the Committee on 
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PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bili(H. R. 6914) toamend paragraph No. 
2, of chapter 183, of the Revised Statutes of the United States— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. POST: A bill(H. R. 6915} to prohibit the interment of 
bodies in Graceland Cemetery, in the District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 6938) to appoint the first Tues- 
day after the 4th day of March asthe day for the first annual 
meeting of Congress, and the first Monday of January as the 
day for the second annual meeting—to the Committee on Elec- 
tion of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Con- 
gress. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rulo XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 6916) for the relief of 
George W. McDonald—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 6917) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Martha Me Neil—to the-Committeeon Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUNDY: A bill (H. R. 6918) granting a pension to 
Julia Boyles and Luella Boyles, widow and minor heir of Daniel 
Boyles, late of Company K, Fourth Regiment United States 
Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr: BURROWS: A bill (H. R. 6919) for the relief of 
Henry H. Hale—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COCKRELL: A bill (BH. R. 6920) for the reconstruction 
of a military road—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMINETTI: A. bill (H. BR. 6921) for the relief of 
George: B. Cosby—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ERDMAN: A bill (EH. R..6922) for the relief of Herman 
Von Marsdorf, late a lieutenant, Company D, First Maryland 
Cavalry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GORMAN: A bill (H. R. 6923) for the relief of Mat- 
thew T. Lewis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 6924) to-correct the military rec- 
ord of John Redden, of Soeddy, Hamilton County, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. IXIRT: A bill (EL. R..6925)to authorize adjustment and 
setiiement of accounts of John Y. Williams, in equity—to the 
Committee on Indian. Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: A bill (H.R. 6926) for the re- 
lief of John C. Nuss, private Company C, Sixth West Virginia 
Cavalry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6927) granting a pension to Elizabeth M. 
Thomas, formerly Elizabeth M. Swain—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6928) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Weir Crawford—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 


By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H.R. 6929) to pension Daniel M. | 





Shaw, late of Company I, Thirty-ninth Ohio Volunteer Infantry 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6930) for the 
relicf of the heirs of Van M. Anderson—to. the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr..LINTON: A bill (H.R. 6931) to pension George W. 
Graves—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6982) for the relief of J. Robb—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6933) for the relief of the heirs of J.G. 
Scott—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCDANNOLD: A bill (H.R. 6934) for the relief of 
Hugh Fortner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MONTGOMERY: A bill (H.R. 6935) to remove the 
charge of desertion against Alfred J. Carter—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STRAUS (by request): A bill (H.R. 6936) for the relief 
of Edwin Gomez—to the Committee on War Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause | of Rule XXII, the following petitionsand papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARNES: Petition of the Lutheran Church at For- 
restville, Wis., against the proposed amendment to the United 
States Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BUNDY: Petition of Produce Exchange of Toledo, 
Ohio, asking the continuance of the reciprocity treaties witb 
Spain and Cuba—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Petition of Rev. C. C. E. Brandt 
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and Rev. J. Budenthal and others, of St. Charles and Augusta, 
Mo., protesting against a certain proposed constitutional amend- 
ment—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, protest of President Jesse and professors of the Univer 
sity of Missouri, against abolishing the Geodetic Survey—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. FLYNN: Petition of certain settlers in Beaver County, 
Okla., asking to be attached to New Mexico—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

By Mr. GORMAN: Petition in favor of the passage of the 
Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. IZLAR: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce, the 
Cotton Exchange, and the Merchants’ Exchange of the city o 
Charleston, S. C., asking that all discriminations be eliminated 
from the Patterson bill (H. R. 4122!—to the Committee on Inter 
stateand Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of W. A, Lathrop, A. Haha, and 
many other citizens of Minneapolis, Minn., favoring Govern- 
ment ownership of telegraph lines—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of citizens of San José, Cal., praying 
that the Constitution of the United States be so amended as to 
recognize the Almighty as the ruler of the universe—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Protest of Immanuel! 
Evangelical Lutheran Church, near Blue Earth City, Minn., 
signed by Rev. C. Ff. W. Maas; pastor, and Julius Buegler and 
Herman Runge, elders, representing 210 communicants, against 
any change in the preamble to the United States Constitution— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of citizens of Lowa, against income 
tax from building and loan associations—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. POST: Resolution of United Assembly, No. 7662, 
Knights of Labor, asking Congress to accord to commonwealers 
a respectful hearing and friendly reception—to the Committee 
on Labor. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of Isaac M. Small and other resi- 
dents of Cape Cod, Mass., remonstrating against any legislation 
prohibiting the taking of mackerel and menhadea before June 1— 
to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: Petition of citizens of Mercer County, Pa., 
for Coxey good roads—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: Papers to accompany bill for the 
relief of Henry V. Tessier of Natchitoches, La.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STORER: Papers of J. C. Smith, Robert L. Duncan, 
J. E. Hughuy, Henry Martin, and D. W. South, praying for a 
bill increasing the pension of Mrs. Anna E. Caldwell—to the 


| Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. TUCKER (by request); Petition of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of the State of Virginia, for a law 
p prohibit alcoholic drinks at the Soldiers’ Home at Hampton, 

a.—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Trafic. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, May 1, 1894, 


The Senate met at 12 o'clock m. 

Rev. W. H. MILBuRN, D. D., the Chaplain of the Senate, of- 
fered the following prayer: 

Oh, eternal God, enveloped in a thick cloud of sorrow we 
come before Thee to-day, and pray that Thou wilt grant Thy 
blessing to the Senator from Alabama bereft by the loss of his 
beloved wife, and to the wife who is widowed by the death of 
the Senator from Michigan. Shine upon them, O Lord Christ, 
with Thine infinite tenderness and human sympathy in this the 
time of their bereavement and grief, and stretch forth Thy 
hand to succor and comfort and bless them. » 

Thou only art our refuge in the time of ourlossand pain. But 
we bless Thee that we may trust in Thine infinite merey, for 
Thou art touched with the feelings of our infirmities. 

Sanctify these bereavements, O Lord, to all of us, and help us 
to walk this way of human life, which leads so surely to the 
grave,in courage and faith and hope, with brotherly kindness 
and charity, remembering that the places which know us now 
shall shortly know us no more, but we shall carry the record 
of our deeds and lives-into Thy presence. And oh that we may 
be ready to enter with joy into that home where there shall be 
no more separation, nordeath, nor pain. We pray, through Jesus 
Christ our Saviour. Amen. 

On motion of Mr. FAULKNER, and by unanimous consent, 
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the reading of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was dis- 
pensed with. 
DEATH OF SENATOR STOCKBRIDGE. 


Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, I am called upon this 
morning to perform the saddest duty that ever falls to the lot of 
a member of this body—to announce to the Senate the death of 
acolleague. Suddenly, painlessly, Francis Browne Stockbridge 
died at 7 o'clock last evening, at the home of his nephew, Mr. 
James L. Houghteling, in Chicago. Four weeks ago yesterday 
he dropped his work here to make a journey to the Pacific coast, 
hoping that a month’s absence would work the restoration of 
the health of his wife, who accompanied him. Before reaching 
Chicago he was taken ill on the train, and for two weeks his life 
hung in the balance. Only yesterday, however, came a letter 
written by himself, in which rapid progress toward recovery 
was hopefully announced, only to be followed in the early even- 
ing by the brief message telling of his death. 

At a later date I shall ask the Senate to pay to his memory 
those tributes so justly due to one whose genial presence and 
whose kindly nature are now a loved remembrance to us all. It 
should not go unsaid, however, that to-day there is sincere 
mourning throughout the State of Michigan over the death of 
one who has long been closely and conspicuously identified with 
her interests. In the truest sense of the word he was one of her 
sons. He loved her forest solitudes noless than her busy cities. 
All his life long he had stood shoulder toshoulder with her peo- 
ple; he had a place in their hearts; and as the families gather 
about their firesides to-night it will be said of him: ‘‘He was a 
good neighbor and a true friend.” 

To the brave wife, whose physical sufferings are now added to 
by this weight of sorrow, and to the bereaved sisters I venture, 
in the name of the Senate, to send the sympathy of those who 
honored and respected him whose loss — so sincerely mourn. 

Mr. President, I ask the consideration by the Senate of the 
resolutions which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions submitted by the 
Senator from Michigan will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with great sorrow the announcenient 
of the death of the Hon. Francis B. Stockbridge, late a Senator from the 
State of Michigan. 

Resolved, That a committee of seven Senators be a nage by the Vice- 
President to join such committee as may be appoin y the House of Rep- 
resentatives to attend the funeral at Kalamazoo, Mich., and that the neces- 
sary expenses attending the execution of this order be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate. 

Kesoived, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives. 

Rescived, That as a further mark of respect tothe memory of the deceased, 
the Senate do now adjourn. 


The Senate, by unaninious consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolutions, and they were unanimously agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, before announcing the result, ‘Ap- 

ointed as the committee under the second resolution, Mr. Mc- 

ILLAN, Mr. FRYE, Mr. WASHBURN, Mr. CULLOM, Mr. JONES 
of Arkansas, Mr. GIBSON, and Mr. BLANCHARD. 

Thereupon (at 12 o'clock and 7 minutes p. m.), the Senate ad- 
journed until to-morrow, Wednesday, May 2, 1894, at 11 o’clock 
a. mm. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TuESDAY, May 1, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and was called to order by 
the Speaker. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. B. BAGBY, as follows: 

Almighty God, the author of life, the source of all wisdom, the 
bountiful giver of every good, we thank Thee for the provisions 
of Thy providenceand grace. Above all else we thank Thee for 
Jesus our Saviour,and we thank Thee for His life, so full of ten- 
der sympathy for all who are bereaved. We thank Thee for 
His death, that through the merits of that death we have the 
hope of an everlasting life, and we thank Thee for his resurrec- 
tion, that it is a guaranty to us that if we put our trust in Him 
we, too, shall be raised. 

O Lord, we come to Thee in the name of this Saviour, and ask 
Thy tender consolation upon the stricken family of Thy distin- 
Ri shed servant the Senator from Michigan. O Lord, may 

y peace be with them, and as they stand by the grave may 
they feel the presence of Jesus near, and may they hear Him as 
He says, ‘‘I am the resurrection and the life. He that believeth 
in me, though he were dead, yet shall he liv »,,ain, and he that 
liveth and believeth in me shall never die.” 

O Lord, solemnize the hearts of all Thy servants; a they 
hear the warning cry, ‘ Be ye also ready!” Prepare us for liv- 
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ing, prepare us for dying, and save us by Thy grace, through 
Christ. Amen. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
NAVAL HOME, PHILADELPHIA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of appro- 
priation, submitted by the Secretary of the Navy, for recon- 
structing bulkheads of wharf property atthe Naval Home, Phil- 
adelphia, Pa.; which was ordered to be printed, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BARTLETT, for two weeks, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. MUTCHLER, for ten days, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. CHARLES W. STONE, for two days, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. PAGE, for ten days, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

E. H. NEBEKER. 


Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H.R. 5901) to reimburse 
E. H. Nebeker, late Treasurer of the United States. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tlemen from Indiana [Mr. BROOKSHIRE] for the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. EN- 
LOE] demands the regular order, The regular order is the call 
of committees for reports. 

COMMITTEE REPORTS. 

The committees were called for reports; when bills of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported, read a first and second 
time, and, with the accompanying reports, ordered to be printed, 
and referred to the House Calendar: 

SOLDIERS’ HOMES. 

By Mr. BRETZ, from the Committee on Military Affairs: A 
bill (H. R. 236) to amend section 4837 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, as to soldiers’ homes. 


FUNDING ACT OF ARIZONA. 


By Mr. GOODNIGHT, from the Committee on the Judiciary: 
A bill (H. R. 6754) to amend section 15 of an act approving, with 
amendments, the funding act of Arizona, approved oyue 25, 1890. 


YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged 


report. 

Mr. MeRAE. I desire to submit a conference report. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then I will waive the presentation of my re- 

rt for a moment. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Arkansas[Mr. MCRAE] 
presents a conference report, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the biil . R. 6442) ‘to protect the 
birds and animals in the Yellowstone National Park, and to punish crimes 
in said k, and for other purposes,’ having met, after full and free con- 
ference have to recommend and dorecommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate and a; to the same with the following amendments: 

4 ae 1, line 11, strike out “‘ State of” and insert ‘States of Idaho, Mon- 
ana, and.” 

Section 1, line 13, strike out ‘‘subjected ’’ and insert ‘‘ subject.” 

Section 3, line 5, strike out “liable to receive’ and insert ‘‘subject to.” 

Section 4, line 15, before ‘‘all,”’ insert “ of." 

Section 4, line 27, after “ fish,’ insert “so.” 

Section 4, line 28, strike out ‘‘forfeit or pay ’’ and insert “ be fined.’ 

Section 4, lines 28 and 29, strike out ‘the sum of one”’ and insert ‘‘ not ex- 


_ on 4, line 30, after ‘‘ violating,” insert ‘‘any of the provisions of this 
act or.’ 
ection 4, line 36, strike out all after ‘park’ down to and including 


Wyo a 

Section 4, line 45, after ‘‘ limits,’ insert ‘‘ when.” 

Section 4, line 45, strike out “or guilty of.” 

Section 4, line 48, strike out ‘charge of.” 

Section 4, line 53, strike out *‘said’’ and insert ‘‘such.” 

Section 4, lines 53 and 54, strike out ‘and ordered by the court.” 

Section 5, line 6, strike out “game ” and insert “animals, birds, and fish." 

Sec 5, line 16, strike out “fix” and rt “impose.” 

Section 5, line 16, after “ punishment "insert “and adjudge the forfeitures.” 

Sec 6, line 34, after “certify ’ insert “a transcript of.” 

Section 5, line 34, strike out “a transcript of.” 

Section 5, line 38, strike out “and” and rt “or of.’’ 

Section 6, line 2, strike out ‘State ” and insert “ district.’ 

Section 6, line 2, strike out all after “‘ Wyoming *’down to and including 
“marshal,” line 4, and insert ‘‘may appoint one or more deputy marshals. 

Section 6, line 6, strike out thn “shall.” ; 

Section 6, line 7, strike out all at. down to and including 
“Wyoming,” line 8, and insert ‘and may also d other atany 
other place in said State of Wyoming or in said National Park.” 


; 
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Section 6, line 8. strike out “ date”’ and insert “ dates.” 

Section 7, lines 2 and 3, strike out “other United States.” 

Section 7, line 3, after ‘commissioners’ insert ‘“‘of the circuit courts of 
the United States.” 

Section 7, line 6, strike out ‘‘State’’ and insert “district.” 

Section 7, line 8, strike out “ State” and insert ‘‘district,’’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

T. C. MCRAE, 


D. D. HARE, 
J. F. LACEY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
JOSEPH M. CAREY, 
STEPHEN M. WHITE, 
G. G. VEST, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The SPEAKER. 
House conferees. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


STATEMENT. 


The Clerk will read the statement of the | 
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The amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6442) ‘to protect the birds | 


| Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
ark, and for other purposes,’ except in the rearrangement of the sections | 


and animals in the Yellowstone National Park, and to punish crimes in said 


S substantially the same as the bill passed by the House, with the following 
exceptions: 
1. Section 6 of the House bill referring to leases is omitted entirely. 


2. The amendment provides for a jail and offices for the commisioner and | 


_Meputy marshal in the park at a cost not exceeding %5,000, and also provides 


for acommissioner of the circuit court of the United States at a salary of 
$1,000 and fees. 
3. The amendment authorizes other sessions of the circuit and district 


courts to be held in, or convenient to. the park in addition to the term re- | 


quired to be held at Sheridan by the House bill. 
THOS. C. MCRAE. 
D. D. HARE. 
J. F. LACEY. 

Mr. MCRAE, [If noone desires any information about the con- 
ference report, I will ask the previous question on its adoption. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, in the reading of the amend- 
ments it was impossible to form any judgment as to their effect 
en the original measure. I hope the gentleman from Arkansas 
will explain the amendments. 

Mr. MCRAE. As set forthin the statement of the House con- 
ferees, there is but little difference between the Senate amend- 
ment and the House bill, except as stated, that the House bill 
did not provide for any jaii or any salary for the commissioner. 
The Senate amendment does, and the House conferees have 
agreed to that rather than lose the bill, which is of great im- 

rtance if the park is to be preserved. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then this is substantially the same as the 
bill introduced by Senator VEST in the Senate. 

Mr. MCRAE. The Senate amendment is substantially the old 
Vest bill, and we have accepted the amendment with some 
changes set out in the report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think there was hardly any necessity for a 
commissioner, for the reason that up to this time, for a great many 
years, a small military force has preserved the peace there, and 
we have had no difficulty about that; and there does not seem to 
be any necessity for going beyond that in the preservation of 
the public peace and the protection of the rare objects of inter- 
est and the wildanimaisthere; but still, if the conferees are de- 
termined to adopt the Senate bill, [suppose that it is no use mak- 
ag ony ore to it. 

r. MCRAE. Crime has heretofore been committed in the 
park and of course will be again, and it is much better to have 
the offenders taken before a commissioner than to have them 
carried 200 or 300 miles across the mountains at great inconven- 
ience and expense. The conferees thought this would be the 
most economical method of punishing the offenders and the best 
way to protect the park. I move the previous question on the 
adoption of the report. 

The revious question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the yeas and nays on that. I 
think the conference report ought to be agreed to; but we ought 
to have the yeas and nays. (After a pause.) I will withdraw 
the demand. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconsiderthe vote 
by which the conference report was agreed to was laid on the 
table. 

METHODS OF ACCOUNTING IN THE TREASURY. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Joint 
Commission of Congress to Inquire into the Status of the Laws 
Organizing the Executive Departments to report back the bill 
H. R. 6948 in lieu of the bill H. R. 6478, which was recommit- 
ted. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill that perhaps under the rule 
would go into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. I desire, therefore, to ask that it be considered in the 
House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The title of the bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 6948) improving the methods of accounting in the Treasury 
Department, and for other purposes. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine asks unanimous 
consent that this bill be considered in the House as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. Is there objection? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The Clerk will report 
the bill. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. REED. Is this bill being read for unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. The gentieman presents it under 
the right of privilege granted the Joint Commission. 

Mr. REED. Is it something that will go into Committee of 
the Whole? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes. 

Mr. REED. Should it not go there? 

The SPEAKER. As the bill goes to the Committee of the 
Whole, the motion should be made now. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House resolve itse!f into 


the purpose of considering bill H. R. 6948, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House onthe state of the Union, Mr. HATCH in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House isin Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering 
the bill H. R. 6948, which the Cler‘x will read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Auditors of the Treasury shall hereafter be 
designated as follows: The First Auditor as Auditor for the Treasury De- 
partment; the Second Auditor as Auditor for the War Department: the 
Third Auditor as Auditor for the Interior Department; the Fourth Auditor 
as Auditor for the Navy Department; the Fifth Auditor as Auditor for the 
State and other Departments; the Sixth Auditor as Auditor for the Post- 
Office Department. The designations of the deputy auditors and other sub- 
ordinates shall correspond with those of the Auditors. 

Sec. 2. The offices of Commissioner of Customs, Deputy Commissioner of 
Customs, Second Comptroller, Deputy Second Comptroller, and Deputy 
First Comptroller of the Treasury are abolished, and the First Comptroller 
of the Treasury shall hereafter be known as Comptroller of the Tre .sury 
He shall perform the same duties ana have the same powers and responsi- 
bilities (except as modified by this act) as those now performed by or ap- 
pertaining to the First and Second Comptrollers ofthe Treasury and the 
Commissioner of Customs; and all provisions of law not inconsistent with 
this act, in any way relating to them, or either of them, shall hereafter be 
construed and held as relating to the Comptroller of the Treasury His 
salary shall be $5,500 perannum. There shall also be an Assistant Comp- 
troller of the Treasury, to be appointed by the President, with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, who shall receive a salary of 85,000 per annum, 
and a chief clerk in the office of the Comptroller of the Treasury, who shall 
receive a salary of $2,500 per annum. 

The Assistant Comptroller of the Treasury shall perform such duties as 
may be prescribed by the er my, of the Treasury and shall have the 
power, under the direction of the Comptroller of the ‘Treasury, to counter- 
sign all warrants and sign all other papers. 

The chief clerk sha)l perform such duties as may ba assigned to him by 
the Comptroller of the Treasury, and shall have the power, in thename of the 
Comptroller of the Treasury, to countersign all warrants except accounta- 
ble warrants. 

The Auditors, under the direction of the Comptroller of the Treasury, shall 
———— the recovery of all debts finally certified by them, respectively, 
to be due to the United States. 

Section 3625 of the Revised Statutes is amended by substituting the words 
‘proper Auditor " for the words “ First Comptroller of the Treasury (or the 
Commissioner of Customs, as the case may be).”’ 

Section 3633 of the Revised Statutes is amended by substituting the words 
“ proper Auditor " for the words “ First or Second Comptroller of the Treas- 
ury.”’ 

Src. 3. The Comptroller of the Treasury shall, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, prescribe the forms of keeping and rendering all 
public accounts, except those relating to the postal revenues and ex pendi- 
tures therefrom. 

The returns of fees mentioned in section 1725 of the Revised Statutes shall 
be made as prescribed by the Comptroller of the Treasury. 

Sgc. 4. Section 271 of the Revised Statutes is amended to read as follows: 

‘*Sec. 271. The Comptroller of the Treasury, in any case where, in his 
opinion, the interests of the Government require it, shall direct any of the 
Auditors forthwith to audit and settle any particular account which such 
auditor is authorized to audit and settle.” 

Sxc. 5. Accounts shall be examined by the Auditors as follows: 

First. The Auditor for the Treasury Department shall receive and examine 
all accounts of salaries and incidental expenses of the office of the Secretary 
of the Treasury and all bureaus and offices under his direction, all accounts 
relating to the customs service, public debt, internal revenue, Treasurer 
and assistant treasurers, mints and assay offices, Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing, Coast and Geodetic Survey, Revenue-Cutter Service, ei fe-Saving 
Service, Light-House Board, Marine-Hospital Service, public buildings, 
Steamboat-Inspection Service, immigration, navigation, secret service, 
Alaskan fur-seal fisheries, and to all other business within the jurisdiction 
of the Department of the Treasury, and certify the balances arising thereon 
to the division of bookkeeping and warrants. 

Second. The Auditor for the War Department shall receive and examine 
all accounts of salaries and incidental expenses of the office of the Secretary 
of War and all bureaus and offices under his direction, all accounts relating 
to the military establishment, armories and arsenals, national cemeteries, 
fortifications, public buildings and grounds under the Chief of Engineers, 
rivers and harbors, the Military Academy, and to all other business within 
the jurisdiction of the Department of War, and certify the balances arising 
thereon to the division of bookkeeping and warrants, and send forthwith a 
copy of each certificate to the Secretary of War. 

. The Auditor for the Interior Department shall receive and examine 
all accounts of salaries and incidental expenses of the office of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, and of all bureaus and offices under his direction, and 
all accounts relating to Army and Navy pensions, Geological Survey, pub- 
lic lands, Indians, Architect of the Capitol, patents, census, and to all other 
business within the jurisdictéon of the Department of the Interior, and cer- 
tify the balances 


ing thereon to the division of bookkeeping and war 
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oe, and send forthwith a copy of each certificate to the Secretary of the 
terior. 

Sections 276 and 275 of the Revised Statutes are repealed. 

Section 456 of the Revised Statutes is amended to read as follows: 

‘Seo. 456. All returns relative to the public lands shall be made to the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office.”’ 

Fourth. The Auditor forthe Navy Department shall receive and examine 
ali accounts of salaries and incidental expenses of the office of the Secretary 
of the Navy, and of all bureaus and offices under his direction. all accounts 
relating to the naval establishment, Marine Corps, Naval Academy, and to 
all other business within the jurisdiction of the Department of the Navy, 
and certify the baiances arising thereon to the division of bookkeeping and 
verraaes and send forthwith a copy of each certificate to the Secretary of 

e Navy. 

Fifth. The Anditor for the State and other Departments shall receive and 
examine all accounts of salaries and incidental expenses of the offices of the 
Secretary of State, the Attorney-General, and the Secretary of Agriculture, 
and of all bureaus and offices under their direction; all accounts relating to 
all other business within the jurisdiction of the Departments of State, 
Justice, and Agriculture; all accounts relating to the diplomatic and consu- 
lar service, the judiciary, United States courts, j ts of United States 
courts, Execative Office, Civil Service Commission, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Department of Labor, District of Columbia, Fish Commission, 
Court of Claims and its judgments, Smithsonian Institution, Territorial 
Governments, the Senate, the House of Representatives, the Public Printer, 
Library of Congress, Botanic Garden, and accounts of all boards, commis- 
sions, and establishments of the Government not within the jurisdiction of 
any of the Executive Departments. He shall certify the ces 
thereon to the division of bockkeeping and warrants, and send forthwith a 
copy of each certificate, acccr to the character of the account, to the 
Secretary of the Senate, Clerk of the Houseof Representatives, Sergeant-at- 
Aris of the House of Representatives, or the chief officer of the Executive 
Department, commission, board, or establishment concerned. 

Sixth. The Auditor for the Post-Ofice Department shall receive and ex- 
amine all accounts of salaries and incidental expenses of the office of the 
Postmaster-Genera! and of all bureaus and offices under his direction, all 
Postal and money-order accounts of postmasters, all accounts relating to 
the transportation of the mails, and to all other business within the juris- 
diction of the Pust-ffice Department, and certify the balances aris 
thareon to the Postmaster-General for accounts of the postal revenue an: 
expenditures therefrom, and to the division of book and warrants 
for other accounts, and send forthwithcopies of the certificates in the latter 
cases to the Postmaster-General. 

The further duties of this Auditor shall continue as now defined by law, 
except as the same are modified by the provisions of this act. 

Suc. 6. The balances which may from time to time be certified by the Audi- 
tors to the division of pene | and warrants, or to the Postmaster-Gen- 


eral, upon the settlements of public accounts, shall be final and conclusive 
ss © executive branch of the Government, except that any person 

account may have been settled, the head of the Executive art- 
ment, or of the board, commission, or establishment not under the j ic- 


tion of an Executive Department, to which the account pertains, or the 
Comptrolier of the Treasury, may, within a year, obtain a revision of the 


said account by the Comptroller of the a decision such 
revision shall be final and conclusive upon the executive br: of the 
Government: Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury , when in 
his judgment the interests of the Government require it, payment 


and direct the reéxamination of any account. 

Upon a certificate by the Comptroller of the Treasury of any differences 
ascertained by him upon revision, the Auditor, who shall have audited the 
account, shall state an account of such differences, and certify it to the di- 
vision of bookkeeping and warrants, except that balances found and ac- 
counts stated as aforesaid by the Auditor for the Post-Office tfor 
postal revenues and expenditures therefrom shall be certified to the Post- 
masiter-General. 

Any person accepting payment under a settlement by an auditor shall be 
thereby precluded from obtaining a revision of such settlement as to any 
items upon which payment is acco’ ; but nothing in this act — 
vent an auditor from suspending items in an account in order too 
further evidence or explanations necessary to their settlement. When sus- 
pended items are finally settled a revision may be had as in the case of the 
ingen awaiting applications for revision: Provided, Thes the Beccetary of 

await: ons revision: oO 
the Treasury shail make regulations fixing the time which shall expire be- 
fore a warrant is issued in payment of an account certified as provided in 
sections 5 and 6 of this act. 

Tbe Auditors shall, under the direction of the Comptroller of the Treas- 

ve, with their vouchers and certificates, all accounts which have 


ury, preser 
been finally ted. 

All decisions by Auditors making an original construction or modifying 
an existing construction of statutes shall be forthwith reported to the 
Comptroller of the Treasury, and items in any account affected <>) de- 
cisions shall be suspended and payment thereof withheld until Comp- 
or modify oom decisions 


tion involving a payment to bemade decision, 

se S all es Se Se ae ae 
in passing upon the account containing said disbursemen’ 

“Zections 191 anda 270 of the Revised Statutes are 


Sxo. 7. This act, so far as it relates to the First er of the Treas- 
and the several Auditors and Deputy Auditors of Treasury, shall be 
ds xd construed to operate me: their designations as 


rely as changing and 
pr oo eam canned their duties and powers, and not as creating new 
cers. 
A) laws not inconsistent with this act, relating to the Auditors of the 
Treasury in connection with any matter, shall be understoud in each case 
to relate to the Auditor to whom this act assigns the business of the Execu- 


> arenemt 00 Other sateen ee ee ieaietae 
The ons of warrants, estimates, and 
office of the of the Treasury ts hereby and established 


trgie aetinan oF wavaneniion and warrants. It shail be under the direc 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury as heretofore. Upon the books of this 
division shall be kept all accounts of receipts and 
those relating to the postal revenues 
trom; and section 313 and so much of sections 283 and 
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Sko. 9, Every requisition for an advance of money, before being acted 
upon by the Secretary of the Treasury, shall be sent to the proper Auditor 


for action thereon as required by section 10 of this act. 

All warrants, when authorized by law and signed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, shall be countersigned by the Comptroller of the Treasury, and 
all warrants for the payment of money shall be accompanied either — 
Auditor's certificate, mentioned in section 5of this act, or by the requisition 
for advance of money, which certificate or requisition shall specify the par- 
ticular appropriation to which the same should be charged, instead of being 
specified on the warrant, as now provided by section 3675 of the Revised 
Statutes; and shall also go with the warrant to the Treasurer, who shall re- 
turn the certificate or requisition to the proper Auditor, with the date and 
amount of the draft issued indorsed thereon. Requisitions forthe payment 
of money on all audited accounts, or for covering money intothe Treasury, 
shall not hereafter be required. And requisitions for advances of money 
shall not be countersigned by the Comptroller of the Treasury. 

Section 269 and so much of section 305 of the Revised Statutes as requires 
the Register of the Treasury to record warrants is repealed. 

Sec. 10. All monthly accounts shall be mailed or otherwise sent to the 
proper officer at Washington within ten days after the end of the month to 
which they relate, and quarterly and other accounts within twenty days 
after the period to which they relate, and shall be transmitted to and re- 
ceived by the Auditors within twenty days of their actual receipt at the 
proper office in Washi minthe case of monthly, and sixty daysin the 
case of quarterly and other accounts. Should there be any delinquency in 
this regard at the time of the receipt by the Auditor of a requisition for 
an advance of money, he shall disapprove therequisition, which hemay also 
do for other reasons arising out of the condition of the officer's accounts for 
whom the advance is ; but the Secretary of the Treasury may 
overrule the Auditor's d as to tho sufficiency of these latter reasons: 
Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe suitable rules 
and regulations, and may make orders in particular cases, relaxing the re- 
quirement of mailing or otherwise sending accounts, as aforesaid, within 
ten or twenty days, or waiving delinquency, in such cases only in which 
there is, or is likely to be, a manifest physical difficulty in complying with 
the same, it beingthe purpose of this provision to require the prompt rendi- 
tion of accounts without regard to the mere convenience of the officers, and 
to forbid. the advance of money to those delinqueut in rendering them: 
Provided further, That should there be adelay by the administrative Depart- 
ments beyond the aforesaid twenty or sixty days in transmitting accounts, 
an order of the President in the particular case shall be necessary to au- 
thorize the advance of money requested: And provided further, That this 
section shall not apply to accounts of the postal revenue and expenditures 
therefrom, which shall be rendered'as now required by law. 

The Secretary of the Treasury shail, on the first Monday of January in 
each year, make report to Congress of such officers as are then delinquent 


in the rendering of their accounts or in the eo of balances found due 
from them for the last preceding fiscal year. Sections 250 and 272 of the Re- 
vised Statutes are re: ed 


Section. 3622 of the Revised Statutes is amended by striking therefrom the 
following words: ‘The Secretary of the Treasury may, if in his opinion the 
circumstances of the case justify and require it, extend the time hereinbe- 
fore prescribed for the ition of accounts.” 

Sxc. il. Before transmission to the Department of the Sane. the ac- 
counts of district attorneys, assistant attorneys, marshals, commissioners, 
clerks, and other officers of the: courts of the United States, except consular 
courts, made out and a: as mired by law, and accounts relating 
to prisoners convicted or held for trial in any court of the United States, 

all other accounts relat’ to the business of the Department of Justice 
or of the courts of the Uni States other than consular courts, shall be 
sent with their vouchers to the Attorney-General and eXamined under his 


supervision. 
udges recei salaries from the Tre of the United States shall be 
disbursing officer of the artment of Justice, and to 


vi 
monthly by t: 
= all certidentes of nonabsence or of the cause of absence of judges in 


. the Territories shall be sent. Interstate Commerce Commissioners and 


other ee ee paid as judges are, shall be paid monthly by the proper 
= cer or officers. 


Be, I the case of claims presented to an auditor which have not had 
an administrative examination, the auditor shall cause them to be examined 
by two of his subordinates independently of each other. 

Sze. 13. It shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Saemr annually to 
lay before Congress, on the first day of the regular session thereof, an ac- 
curate, combined statement of the receipts and Mae meager eae a 
last preceding fiscal year of all public moneys, includ those of the - 


Office Department, des amount of the pts, Whenever prac- 
ticabie, b —— districts, States, and the expenditures, by each sepa- 
rate he appropriation. 


SEc. 14. In section 307 of the Revised Statutes the words ‘‘ Secretary of the 
" are substituted for the words “ Register of the Treasury.” 

Sxo. 15. The transcript from the books and proceedings of the Department 
of the Treasury, for in section 886. of the Revised Statutes, shall 
hereafter be ed bythe Secretary or an Assistant Secretary ofthe Treas- 
ury, and the of contracts and other papers therein provided for shall 
be certified by Auditor having the custody of such papers. 

Sxo. 16. Section 3743 of the Revised Statutes is amended to read as follows: 

“Sxo. 3743. All contracts to be made by virtue of any law, and requiring 
the advance of money, or in manner connected the settlement of 


public accounts, be d ted promptly in the offices of the Auditors 
of the ° to the nature of the contracts.”’ 
Sxzc. 17. on 2639 of the Revised Statutes is amended by substituting 
a Auditor” for the words “Commissioner of Customs.” 


Sec. 18. That it shall be the duty of the collectors of customs and other 
officers of customs to transmit, with their accounts, to the officers charged 
with the settlement of their accounts, all such papers, records, or copies 
thereof to their transactions as officers of customs as the Secretary 
of the Treasury may direct. 

Sp co. 19. All accounts stated by the Auditors beforo the Ist day of July 
1894, and then pending for settlement in the offices of the First or Secon 
Comptroller, or the Commissioner of Customs, shallbe the Com 
troller of the Treasury in the manner provided by exis law, and the bal- 
ances arising thereon shall be to the division of bookkeeping and 


warrants. 
Sxc. 20. It shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to make ap- 
and regulations for carrying out the provisions of this act, 
4 or — property apper- 

ec 

Tt shall also be the — of the heads of isagovenes tesantive Departments 
the jurisdiction of any Ranscatte Sepsetneen, pe gem cacamae 
and to secure a administrative exam jon of all ac: 
counts sent to them .as requines ty section 10 of this act, before their trans- 
mussion to the Auditors, and for the execution of other requirements of this 
actin sofar as the same relate to the several Departments or establish- 
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1894. 





Sxc, 21. Nothing in this act shall be construed to authorize the reéxamina- 
tion and payment of any claim or accoynt which has heretofor been disal- 
lowed or settled. 

Sxc. 22. All laws or parts of laws inconsistent with this act are repealed. 

Sec. 23. This act shall be in force on and after the Ist day of July, 1894. 


Mr. DINGLEY. This bill, Mr. Chairman, is reported unani- 
mously from the Joint Commission Appointed to Investigate into 
the Status of the Executive Departments. It has not only the 
unanimous approval of the Joint Commission, composed of mem- 
bers of both political parties, but it is also recommended by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, not only as first presented, but, in 
view of certain objections that have been made, has been again 
indorsed by him. The necessity of an improvement of our ac- 
counting system was presented by Secretary Foster in his last 
annual report—for the fiscal year 1892. 
the necessity of reorganization of the accounting system of the 
Government, and suggesting reasons for the same, is so clear 
that I will ask the Clerk to read that portion of the report of 
Secretary Foster bearing upon the subject of the accounting 
branch of the Government and the necessity for the changes that 
are proposed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


PUBLIC ACCOUNYS. 


, {f Indeed it bs not a necessity, of a change in the methods 
of et ee public moneys, and the examination, adjudication, and settle- 
ment of public accounts, has long been manifest, not only to the officers of 
the ‘Treasury Department charged with, and responsible for, the official 
working of those methods, but to many committees of Congress, standing 
and select, which have inquired into, and reported upon, such methods. 

There is now a triplicate system of examination of public accounts, which 
has ne counterpart in any other government, whether European or in the 
several States of the Union. It is not only vexatious in respect to details, 
but wrong in respect tosystem. Beyond that, however, is the fact that it 
is highly expensive, without compensating results to the Government, while, 
in spite of the examination by three different offices and “sets” of clerks, 
acceunts and claims are occasionally improperly adjusted or allowed. 

The whole duty of control and audit a to the public expendi- 
ture should be under the administrative direction of a comptroller-general 
or chief comptroller of the Treasury, within whose bureau aboard of audit 
might be created for the determination of quasi judicial questions arising in 
the examination, statement, and settlement of accounts, if that mode of 

edure should be regarded with favor. 

Standing and select committees of Congress have from time to time been 
instructed to inquire into the defects of departmental methods, and have 
made many valuable reports thereon, recommending or s ting various 
changes, many of which have been enacted into law b: ongress, with 
amendments recommended by various Secretaries of the asury. 

Commissions or committees, composed of officers and clerks of the Treas- 
ury Department, have, from time to time, been appointed to examine into 
the methodsof the Department, and have recommended changes which have 
been adopted in whole or part as “Treasury lations.” 

But those in tions and recommendations, valuable as they were, 
have fallen far short of m the requirements of the situation. In the 
nature of things ft is im le for committees of Congress, with other 
duties and obligations as to committee and d tment work pressing upon 
its members, to give their entire time toa study of this great problem, and 
the same is true as to a commission composed of officers and clerks in the 
Treasury Department. They have their own current work to perform. most 
of it important (its members being selected on account of their ability and 
efficiency), Which can not bs neglected, postponed, or transferred, and then, 
trained and accustomed as they are to existing methods, it is but natural to 
“eon that they would be slow to recommend radical changes therein. 

‘or this reason itis believed that a nonpartisan commission, similar in 
its organization to the Interstate Commerce Commission, but limited toa 
period of, say three years’ duration, which can be extended temporarily if 
necessary, organized exclusively for the purpose of examining into existing 
methods of business and work in the several Executive Departments, more 
especially as to the disbursement of public money and the examination, ad- 
iz ication, and settlement of public accounts, with the view of-either estab- 

hing simpler and more accurate as well as economical methods, or pro- 
viding for a consolidation of the accounting offices of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, thus accomplishing a considerable reduction in the number of 
employés and a resulting reduction of mditure for salaries, thereby pro- 
goting the efficiency and general good of the public service, is highty desir- 
able, and the subject is earnestly commended to the consideration of the 
President and Congress. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I now ask the Clerk to read 
the two communications from Secretary Carlisle indorsing the 
plan p by this bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFTICE OF THE SECRETARY, 

Washington, D. U., March 27, 1894. 
Srp: I have carefully examined the draft of bill entitled “A bill to im- 
ove the methods of accounting in the Department of the Treasury, and 
lor other purposes,” and I have the honor to state that in my judgment the 
from existing law ascontained in said bill will simplify the account- 
ing system of the Department and expedite the settlemeut of public busi- 
ness, while at the same time securing accuracy and economy in theconduct 


of the service. 
I therefore to state that I approve of the bill. 
J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 


The desirabili 


Respectfully, yours, 


Hon. A. M. DocKERY, 
Chairman Joint Commission af Congress. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY. 
Washington, D. C., April 24, 1394. 
a a = Ed * * a 

With reference to objections which have been raised in Senate Miscella- 

neous Document No. 145 to the bill to improve the methods of accounting 

in the ment of the Treasury, introduced by you from the Joint Com- 
Mission 
and find 


Congress, I to add that I have carefully examined the same 
no reasons to ehange the views by me in the let- 
ter of March 27 last, addressed to you, concerning the bill in question. 
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In my judgment, the provisions of the bill will accomplish a prompt and 
accurate audit of the expenditures of the Government more nearly coytem- 
poraneous with their creation than can be secured under the existing sys- 
tem 

About 9 per cent of all the expenditures of the Government other than 





those from postal revenues are made through responsible disbursing agents, 
and their accounts will be carefully audited by the administrative depart- 
ments of the Government before going to the Auditors. This method, to- 

ether with the requirement that all claims which do not receive an admin- 
istrative audit shall have two, independent examinations in the Auditors’ 


offices, constitutes a complete check, and besides the proposed bill provides 
the additional safeguard of an active legal supervision on the part of the 
Comptroller. 

The delays under the present accounting system have long been the sub- 
ject of adverse comment and criticism, both in Congress and in the De- 
partment. My immediate predecessor, Hon. Charles loster, in his last an- 


nual report to Congress said, among other things, with reference 
subject: 

“Tt is not only vexatious in respect to details, but wrong in respect to sys- 
Beyond that, however, is the fact that it is highly expensive without 
compensating results to the Government.”’ : 

I have personally, and with the aid of officials of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, given careful consideration to the provisions of the bill, and I again 
earnestly recommend that it be enacted. 

Respectfully yours, 


to this 


J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 


Hon. A. M. DOCKERY, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I now ask the Clerk to road 
the unanimous ort of the commission on the bill. 
The report (by Mr. DINGLEY) wae read, as follows: 


The Joint Commission of Congress to Inquire into the Status of Laws Or- 

anizing the Executive Departments, to whom was referred the biil (H. R. 
Si72) to improve the methods of accounting in the Treasury Department, 
and for other purposes, having considered the same, report it back herewith 
and recommend its passage. 

The bill in general provides for a reorganization of the present accounting 
system of the Treasury Department. It has been examined and isapproved 
by the Secretary of the Treasury in a letter submitted herewith. 

The system was originally devised and projected on the organization of 
the Government, with epudas reference to the adjudication of claims, which 
then constituted the preponderating t of accounts, and for the business of 
the Government as it then existed, when there was no preliminary exami- 
nation of accounts by admimistrative or disbursing officers. It appears to 
have been well adapted for the purpose for which it was designed. 

The Treasury. Department then contained a Secretary, Comptroller, Audi- 
tor, Treasurer, and Register. Of these the only officers to which were as- 
signed accounting were the Comptrolier and the Auditor. The Secretary 
superintended the business of the Department, including the collection of 
revenue, and granted warrants countersigned by the Comptroller for the 
payment of money, but no authority was given him to adjust or decide upon 
accounts. The Treasurer was himself an accountable officer and had no au- 
thority to pass on the accounts of others. The Register had no authority 
over either payments or settlements, but simply kept the books of account 
and registered the settlements and payments made. Theheadsof the Exec- 
utive Departments did not first pass uponaccounts, and there Was no gen- 
eral system of disbursing by disbursing officers as now. 

This plan seemed well enough adapted to the transaction of the compara. 
tively small business of the Government as then conducted. There was but 
a single revision of the accounts instead of practically two as now, and no 
unnevessary delay was occasioned in the dispatch of the public business. 

The advisability of having a register to simply keep the books and pre- 
serve the accounts may be doubted, as that function could have been per 
formed as well either by the Secretary or theComptrolier. The value of the 
function of the Register seems to have been doubted, when, in establishing 
the Second, Third, and Fourth Auditors in 1817, they were authorized to keep 
their own books and preserve their accounts. 

If, under the immense business that now takes place in the Government, 
the same simplicity of details could be followed as was originaily intended, 
no reorganization of the Department might be necessary. If ail demands 
on the Government could be presented dirsct to the Auditors, and they could 
be passed wponaad put in shape for payment and be revised only once, then 
paid, and the books of account for kept in one department, the original 
man might work perly for the present busimess; but this is impractica- 

le, as the expe tures of the Governmenthave become so great that it has 
been found necessary to make payments under the heads of the various Ex- 
ecutive Departments. 

To facilitate such business the act of January 31, 1823, was passed, allow- 
ing advances to be made to disbursing officers. Other changes, also, herein- 
after referred to, have become necessary. The Government has now become 
such a vast machine that fits requirements are very carefully provided for 
by Congress. The appropriations are made with minute detail, and it only 
remains to see that the money which is appropriated for the various De- 
partments is paid out according to the intentions of Congress. 

The accounts now, in most cases, have three and sometimes four exami- 
nations; that of the disbursing officer, as to 90 per centof the business; 
that of the Executive Department, that of the Auditor, and that of the 
Comptroller—the examinations by the Executive rtment not having 
existed when the present system was originally established, and that by dis- 
bursing agents to a comparatively small extent. This triple and in ma 
cases quadruple examination—two more examinations than existed origi- 
nally—causes great delay, and it is questionable whether the examinations 
are not more loosely conducted than if there was more responsibility placed 
upon one of theexaminations. The object of having the two examinations 
by the Auditor and Comptroller isto detect.and prevent frauds; but in study- 
ing the matter carefally it is questionable whether these double examina- 
tions have fulfilled the expectations of their authors, and especially whether 
they subserved any good purpose after the preliminary administrative ex- 
amination was added. 

In this connection the following paragraphs from a report made to Con- 
sress In 1842, by a ‘‘select committee on retrenchment,” are pertinent: 


“Responsibility is rarely increased by multiplying agents to do the same 
thing. Instead of a checks to prevent wrongdoing, too often they 

romote negligence and fraud by distributing the responsibility for what is 

one. : 

“The tnnovations which have been made in the accounting system have 
embarrassed the system by making it more complicated without increasing 
either its efficiency orresponsibility. The complex system of expenditure 


and account is one of the greatest practicable obstructions to economy and 
responsibility in the Government. The Departments at the seat of the 
Government, instead of being accessible and intelligible to the people who 
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come from all quarters of the Union with business, are but labyrinths, 
which often perplex those most experienced in their mazes."’ 

The changes which have been made in the accounting system as originally 
established show that this system has proved inadequate as the business of 
the country has increased, and that experience has demonstrated so many 
examinations unnecessary. First,in the establishment of the General 
Land Office in 1812 (which was done under the direction and control of Al- 
bert Gallatin, one of the greatest Secretaries of the Treasury this country 
has ever had) and in the establishment of the Interior Department in 1849 
the accounts of the General Land Office were by law authorized to be au- 
dited and settled in theadministrative office, and to pass from there directly 
to the Comptroller for his decision. aeeeaey in the establishment of the 
Auditor for the Post-Oflice Department in 1836, his audit was made final and 
conclusive and not subjectto revision except upon an appeal to the Comp- 
troller. 

These cases are in line with the ayo provided for by this bill, andshow 
the necessity of giving greater facility and expedition in the settlement of 
accounts, in order to protect the Government. The report to the House in 
1842, quoted above, says further: 

“A great deal may be done by honest and viligant officers, even under the 
worst system, to secure fidelity and economy in disbursements; but itis un- 
wise, as well as unsafe, to continue a defective system of accountability 
which exposes the public interests to constant danger under the best man- 
agement. 

“The responsibility for disbursements is now distributed among the clerks 
and heads of three several classes of offices, all of whom examine, and two 
of whom decide, claims; or, in other words, there are three distinct tiers of 
offices all employed, in fact, on the same duties. The expense incurred by 
this multiplication of officers and salaries would constitute nosufficient ob- 
jection to the present organization, if the guards of the Treasury were mul- 
tiplied to the same or any extent.” 

t is clear that the present mode of settling accounts does not answer the 
demands of public justice or economy; and it is alsoclear that the divided 
responsibility does not protect the Government. 

e aim of the present bill is to place greater responsibility upon the 
Auditors who are how engaged in auditing accounts; to hold them responsi- 
ble not only for the settlement of accounts and claims that come to them, 
but also make them ae for the advancing of money to disbursing 
officers, their responsibility in the latter case being that they shall disap- 

move such uisitions for said officers if- they have not complied with the 
aw in the rendering of their accounts. 

It is the intention of this bill to lessen the number of agents who now 
share the corpensas for the auditing of accounts, and to concentrate it 
where it will be felt and where abuses can be at once detected. 

In view of the fact that 90 per cent of the expenditures of Governmentnow 
pass through nae officers who are under bond and take especial care 
to pay out money only for purposes clearly authorized by law—who, indeed, 
are authorized to obtain the decisions of the Comptroller as to the constrac- 
tion of statutes before making payments—and who, therefore, primarily 
satisfy themselves of the correctness of the accounts; and in further view 
of the fact that the administrative officers also examine and a these 
accounts coming under their control before they go to the Auditor, which 
examination was unknown when the original system of settlement of ac- 
counts by an auditor and revision by a comptroller was established, it 
would seem to be entirely unnecessary to have these accounts pass through 
any further revision as to mere mathematical computations under well-set- 
tled laws after the proper Auditor has examined them and ascertained and 
stated the balances. 

This bill, therefore, makes this audit final, except as to decisions involv- 
ing new constructions of statutes, subject to appeal by the claimant, or by 
the Comptroller, head of a Department, or the Secretary of the Treasury on 
behalf of the Government. us all the time now required in the Comp- 
troller's Office to repeat the useless revision of mere mathematical compu- 
tations is saved. 

To guard st the ibility of collusion in the settlement of the few 
classes of claims which have not had a previous examination and approval 
by an administrative officer, the Auditor is required to submit such claims 
to two clerks to examine independently, and a favorable report is required 
from both to settle the same. 

Above the six Auditors is placed one Comptroller, with his assistant, to 
revise the few settlements appealed from the Auditor, but mainly to deter- 
mine finally the construction of statutes either by revision on the Auditor's 
— of decisions, or on appeal. 

¢ advantage of having one Comptroller to stand in the same relation to 
the Auditors as an appellate court to inferior courts, instead of two or 
(with the Commissioner of Customs) three, as now, to make final decisions 
as to construction of statutes, is so clear that it requires no argument. As 
it is now statutes sometimes receive contradictory eee the dif- 
ferent Comptrollers. Under the system proposed there will be ormcon- 
structions of statutes in the accoun branch of the Government, and the 
fact that one officer is charged with this judicial duty, and relieved from 
— mathematical computations, will be likely tolead to more satisfactory 
results. : 

When it is borne in mind that all the material changes in revising ac- 
counts by the Comptroller arise from the fact that sometimes the latter 
officer modifies the Auditor's decisions as to the construction of statutes, it 
will be seen that the system of ss roposed by this bill secures re- 
vision at the only 'y where it can bly subserve the public interests, 
and dispenses with it in the great y of accounts where nothing but 
mathematical computations are concerned, and where revision is useless 
for security and the cause of great delay in the settlement of accounts. 

To still further promote expedition in the transaction of public business 
and increase the security of the Government through a@ mores settle- 
ment of the accounts of officials, disbursing and other officers charged with 
the custody of public money are required to make prompt returns under 
such provisions as are likely to make the requirement effective. 

In addition to pee 1 bees , unifying, and expediting the settlement of pub- 
lic accounts, it is estimated that the bill will effect a reduction of the force 
in the accounting branches of the Government and result in an annual sav- 
ing of about $200,000, and at the same time better protect the public in- 
terests. 

The following synopsis of the several sections of the bill will more fully 

ain the proposed plan of accounting: 

Section 1 of the bill provides a now nomenclature for the Auditors. The 

t numbers indicate nothing; and the names as given them in section 
will indicate the accounts which they audit, and should be a great advan- 
age 8 one having any pameess with accounts or claims. 
sect Gomptrsiler, and Geyer flows Compile of he reasury and 
, an puty Firs’ m) oO! 
constitutes the First Com Comptroller of th all 
the — and ties and to 


First 
one head all the legal 
vent the conflict and confusion which arises from the fact of having two 


May 1, 


comptrollers with the same powers. Much advantage will be gained by 
having one head to the accounting branch. 

This section also provides for an A’sistant Comptroller and a chief clerk, 
——— perform such duties as may be prescribed by the Comptroller of 

e asury. 

Section 3 of the bill provides that the Comptroller of the Treasury Shall, 
under the direction of the eee of the Treasury, prescribe the forms of 
keeping and rendering accounts. he present law gives this power to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and in some cases to the Comptroller. This sec- 
tion makes all such orders uniform. ‘The same section also provides for the 
supervision of the Comptroller of the Treasury over the making of returns 
for fees from consuls and consular agents. These returns are now made 
under the ee, of State, and, being accounting, the returns should be 
made as prescribed by the Comptroller. 

Section 4 amends section 271 of the Revised Statutes so as to bring it into 
conformity with the proposed system without changing theauthority vested 
in the Comptroller. 

Section 5 defines the accounts which the various Auditors of the Treasury 
Shall receive and examine. ‘This section is intended to cover all accounts 
which are now rendered, or any which shall hereafter arise, it being in- 
tended that the accounts from the various Executive Departments shall go 
to the Auditor designated for that Department. 

Five of these Auditors have each of them a department over whose ac- 
counts they shall have supervision. The remaining Auditor is called the 
Auditor for the State and other Departments, whose duty is to receive and 
examine all accounts of salaries and incidental expenses of the ofices of the 
Secretary of State, the Attorney-General, and the Secretary of Agriculture, 
and all accounts relating to independent commissions and boards not under 
an Executive Department. The jurisdiction of the Auditor for the Post- 
Office Department is not changed, except that he shall hereafter audit, in 
addition to what he now audits, the accounts of salaries and incidental ex- 

snses of the office of Postmaster-General, which are now audited by the 

tm Auditar through an accidental omission in the law establishing this 
office. 

When the Auditor for the Post-Office Department was established, in 1836, 
the accounts of the Post-Office Department were then audited by the Fifth 


| Auditor; and in giving the jurisdiction of the Sixth Auditor over the post- 


office accounts they omitted to give him jurisdiction over the accounts for 
salaries and incidental expensesof the Post-Office Department, leaving such 
accounts with the Fifth Auditor. Thesame power of the Comptroller is ex- 
tended over the Sixth Auditor as he will have over the others; that is, he 
can call up any account at any time for revision. 

Section 6 provides that the settlement of accounts shall be final and con- 
clusive upon the executive branch of the Government, except upon an ap- 

al, which appealcan be taken by the person whose account is being settled, 

y the head of the Executive Department or independent establishment to 
which the account belongs, or by the Comptroller of the Treasury, within a 
year. Upon such an —— being taken, the Comptroller is to audit and 
settle such account, and his decision shall be final and conclusive upon the 
executive branch of the Government. It also provides that the Secretary 
of the Treasury may, in his judgment, suspend payment and direct the re- 
examination of any account, which reéxamination may be had of an ac- 
count examined by an Auditor when it has not been appealed, or after its 
examination by the Comptroller when the account has been appealed. This 
is vo provide against any possible accidents of passing an account improp- 
erly by reason of not having knowledge of certain facts which might be- 
come known after an account had been paeee 

This section also provides that an Auditor in passing an account, having 
occasion to pass upon a construction of a statute which has not alread 
been construed, or in changing the construction of a statute which has al- 
ready been passed upon, shall send his decision uponsuch original construc- 
tion or change of construction to the Comptroller of the Treasury. This 
clause is intended to provide the opportunity of presenting to the Comp- 
troller, for his decision, all matters of a legal nature or matters of impor- 
tance, it oene the intention of this statute that the audit of the Comp- 
troller, which is now practically the only audit which is had, shall be moved 
back to the Auditors, they to be clothed with responsibility; and that over 
them there shall be this jurisdiction of the Comptroller and this provision 
for an appeal. 

The same section also provides that disbursing officers or heads of the Ex- 
ecutive Departments may obtain the decision of the Comptroller upon any 

uestion involving a payment to be made by them, which will bind the Au- 
ditors and the Comptroller in passing upon the account containing such 
disbursement. Thisis intended asa measure of relief for disbursing offi- 
cers, and also to allow the Executive Departments to know what the action 
of the Comptroller will be before an expense is incurred by them. 

Section 7 provides that any laws of the Revised Statutes in force relating 
oo os of the Treasury may apply to the Auditors as constituted in 
this bill. 

Section 8 provides that all the books of the Government shall be kept in 
one office and that office under the direction of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. The division which is given direction of these books is now the Divi- 
sion of warrants, estimates, and appropriations. They have now the led- 
ger accounts of all appropriations and also the accounts of the public debt 
and bonded railroad companies. This section ———s that the books of 
account, or personal ledgers, now kept in the Register’s Office, and those 
kept in the offices of the Second, Third, and Fourth Auditors shall be re- 
moved to this division, This will give uniformity in the direction of these 
personal and general accounts, and will allow the rendering of statements 
under one head, and that head the Secretary of the Treasury. This should 
prevent the confusion and conflict in the statements which now exists. 

Section 9 provides that every requisition for the advance of money, be- 
fore being acted on by. the Secretary of the Tfeasury, shall be sent to the 
proper Auditor for his action, as required by section 10. 

Section 10 provides that the Auditor shall withhold his approval unless 
the accounts are forwarded to the Department at Washington within the time 
specified, and shall be forwarded by the administrative department to the 
Auditor within another ifled time. Itis impossible to make any regu- 
lations or rules which 1 compel the prompt an accounts. Itis 
necessary to make a str tlaw. Section of the Revised Statutes pre- 

at accounts shall be rendered within a certain time, but it is not 
complied with. 

Sections 9 and 10 of this act will do more for the protection of the Govern- 
mentthan a dozen reéxaminationsof accounts. Section 9 also provides that 
warrants signed by the Secretary of the Treasury shall be countersigned by 
the Comptroller of the Treas , and that they shall be accompanied either 

the Auditor's certificate of the settlement of an account or by a requisi- 
on asking for an advance of money; and provides further that this cer- 
tificate or requisition shall go to the Treasurer, and from him be sent to 
the proper Auditor, with the date and amount of the draft issued indorsed 
thereon. 


Thiscompletesthecircle. The Auditorauditsthe accounts. It then passes 
from the hands of the eee division to the Secre of the Treasury, 
and through the Comptroller's office to the Treasurer, and then comes back 
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to the Auditor with the amount and date of the payment noted. It is evi- 
dence to him that the proper amount has been paid as audited, in the case 
of asettlement; or that an advance has been made in accordance with the 
requisition. Inthe settlement of accounts the Auditor will get from the 
bookkeeper a statement of the officer’s account. He will then have on hand 
in his own office the requisition asking for the advance, which will bea check 
upon the ne 

Section 11 provides that the accounts of all district attorneys, marshals, 
etc., shall be sent to the Department of Justice before going to the Auditor. 
These are very unsatisfactory accounts, and it seems wise to have the At- 
torney-General or his assistants to supervise them before they reach the 
Auditor. Section 368 of the Revised Statutes now provides that the Attor- 
ney-General shall supervise them, but as he does not have the accounts, nor 
in fact ever see them, as by the present law they are sent direct to the Au- 
ditor, it is very questionable as to what extent his supervision can go. 

Section 11 will give him the same power of having proper supervision 
over these accounts as the law nowcontemplates. The same section also 
provides that the judges shall be paid monthly by the disbursing officer of 
the Department of Justice. It is proposed that this shall be done with a 
pay roll properly certified. This will save a great many separate state- 
ments going through the accounting officer to the Treasury, and will be a 
more oye means of paying the judges. 

Section 12 provides that claims which comes direct to the Auditors from 
the claimants shall be examined by two divisions in the Auditor's Office to 
which they go. This will provide against any possible nse age | for col- 
lusion or carelessness. These claims are not very numerous in class, and 
this provision can be very readily carried out. 

Section 18 provides that the Secretary of the Treasury shall render to 
Congress on the first day of the regular session each year, an annual com- 
bined statement of the receipts and expenditures of all public money, to in- 
clude those of the Post-Office Department. There is a statement similar to 
this rendered informally by a division of the Secretary’s office. This state- 
ment is of more use to Congress than any other which is rendered, and it is 
proposed to make this a regular report and include the Post-Office Depart- 
ment. 

Section 14 relates to the payment of an outstanding liability, and simply 
amends the statutes so as to provide that the certificate in such case shall 
be signed by the ey of the Treasury instead of the Register of the 
Treasury, for the reason that this act transfers the records to ‘the division 
of bookkeeping and warrants. 

Section 15 provides for the certification of books and proceedings which 
may be required in any suit at law. 

Section 16 provides that all contracts relating to the payment or advance 
of money shall be deposited promptly in the offices of the Auditors of the 
Treasury. Such contracts are now filed with the Cea. The Audi- 
tors have now to borrow contracts from the Comptrollers when they have 
occasion to use them in settling accounts. It is proposed by this section 
that they shall be filed where they are needed. 

Section 17 provides for the settlement of accounts which — be in the 
offices of the Comptrollers on the Ist day of July, 1894, when this law is in- 
tended to go into effect. 

The bill (H. R. 5750) reported by this commission and passed by the House 
abolishes the Commissioner of Customs, and provides a proper check or 
audit on the customs receipts. This bill provides proper protection for the 
Government in all other of its accounts. 

So much inconvenience and delay have arisen from the existing account- 
ing system that various attempts have been made to simplify and make 
more efficient the accounting department of the Government, and to this 
end reports have been made to ge showing the necessity which has 
appeared for such improvements. e quote as follows: 

‘Report of Levi Woodbury, Secretary of the Treasury. made to the Senate 
December 8, 1834, in obedience to a resolution Of the Senate of the 8th of 
May, 1832, which resolution was as follows: 

“* Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested to cause 
to be prepared and laid before the Senate, at the commencement of the next 
session of Congress, a plan for the reorganization of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, with a view to simplifying the forms of settling and keeping ac- 
counts, and of rendering them more intelligible; of a more equal distribu- 
tion of the labor and duties, and abolishing some of the subordinate 
branches, and reducing the number of clerks inthe Executive Department.’ 


** AUDITORS. 


** The present five Auditors are probably numerous enough for all fiscal 
purposes: but their respective titles by numbers and the manner of assign- 
ng duties to them are not calculated in all cases to make those duties well 
understood by the public or to be free from complexity, and an aperopetate 
mixture in one bureau of subjects totally unlike. The term ‘auditors,’ as 
showing to the public that they are the officers to first hear or to examine the 
evidence and state the results on the accounts or claims of all individuals 
against the Government for settlement is gn ef significant. But the 
designation of the different Auditors merely by their number conveys no 
information as to the particular Department with which each is associated 


or the ticular subjects for hearing and examination which are devolved 
oneach. It is therefore recommended that their designation by numbers 
bec and the duties assigned to each be more simplified and rendered 


more intelligible by a new division of them, in part, and by attaching one of 
these officers, and one only, to each Department.’ 

“Document No. 71, which is a report made by P. G. Washington to the 
Twenty-fourth een second session, January 6, 1837, entitled ‘An in- 
quiry into the ro cability of simplifying the system of public accounts,’ 
contains the following: 

“The complexity of the public accounts isa matter of general remark, 
and all who examine the subject must concur inthe President's opinion that 
the = requires a general reform. There is undoubtedly more machin- 
ery is requisite for the safe disbursement of the public fundsor the cor- 
rect liquidation of the public accounts; and if any part operate uselessly (to 
say not of the needless expense involved) it must operate injuriously, by 
revarding t @ promptaction of the Departments and by subjecting the claim- 
ants upon them to inconvenient and vexatious delays. If we examine the 
different parts of the machinery, and look at its means of giving informa- 
tion of the operations of the Departments, we shall find that the system is 
not less imperfect. 

“* The duties are not distributed and arranged among the different offices 
in the most appropriate and suitable way, their limits of authority are not 
clearly laid down, and there wants a single office for general deposit and 
access after the accounts have gone through their course of‘settlement. To 
obtain information, in a system so deficient in order, is by no means eas 
even to the executive officers, whilst toCongress it must often prove exceed- 
ingly em . Ifitis frequently a matter of lexity to Congress, 
to a committee, or toan individual to determine where he ought to apply 
so, on the other hand, it is sometimes a matter of no less difficulty with the 


officers to decide which can or ought to furnish the required information. 
“*To devise a of accounts for the principal me, which 
shall be more effi t for all the purposes for which it is designated, in the 
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hands of the heads of those Departments, and, through them, of the creat 
head of the whole; and which shall be more prompt in the payment of 
money, in the settlement of accounts, the exhibition of results, and, withal, 
less expensive to the nation, is the object of the present inquiry.’”’ 

It is evident thatsome simplification of the present methods is necessary 
The business of the Government has become so vast that already the puplic 
business is greatly delayed, and unless the system is simplified at an early 
date congestion is bound to occur. The system proposed by this bill seems 
to meet the requirements of the situation better than any plan which has 
heretofore been proposed, and can be more readily put into operation 

The report of the experts, showing the details necessary to carry out the 
proposed arrangement, is attached hereto as an appendix 


* TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
** Washington, D. C., March Iso4 

“Sir: I have carefully examined the draft of bill entitled ‘A bill toim 
rove the methods of accounting in the Department of the Treasury, and 
or other purposes,’ and I have the honor to state that in my judgment the 
changes from existing law, as contained in said bill will simplify the ac 
counting system of the Department and expedite the settlement of public 
business, while at the same time securing accuracy and economy in thecon 
duct of the service. 

“I therefore beg to state that I approve of the bill. 

‘**Respectfully, yours, 
“J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary 

‘Hon. A. M. DoCKERY, 

** Chairman Joint Commission of Congress. 

“ALEX. M. DOCKERY 
“JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 
“NELSON DINGLEY, Jr., 

‘** Members on the part of the House of Representatives 
“FB. M. COCKRELL, 
“JAMES K. JONES, 
“S. M. CULLOM, 

‘* Members on the part of the Senate.” 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman from Maine allow me to 
make a suggestion. I understand that accompanying the re- 
port of the commission there is a statement prepared by the ex- 
perts employed, and, if he has no objection, I should be glad to 
have that read also and printed in the RECORD, so that mem- 
bers may have the whole subject before them in the morning. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ina moment! will make that request. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
ask the gentleman from Maine whether it is the intention to 
push this measure through this morning, or simply to discuss it? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understand that there are some gentlemen 
who desire to speak in opposition to the bill, and, in view of that 
fact, and in view of the further fact that the House will probably 

| be called upon to adjourn within twenty minutes, it is not pro- 
posed to go further this morning than simply to read the bill 
and reports, with the communications from Secretary Carlisle. 

Mr. PICKLER. To what experts does the gentleman from 
Texas refer? 

Mr. DINGLEY. The experts who were appointed under the 
-—- the last Congress to investigate this subject prelimi- 
narily. 

Mr. Chairman, itis perhaps proper that I should add by way 
of supplement to the report of the commission, that since that 
report was written the commission have thought proper to 
modify the bill, so as to embody in it the substance of the bill 
which has already passed the House abolishing the office of 
Third Comptroller, otherwise known as the Commissioner of 
Customs, in order that if this bill should pass the whole plan of 
accounting may be in one bill. There is nothing said about this 
in the report, as it has been done by the commission subsequent 
to the preparation of the report. 

There have been also several slight modifications not noticed 
in this report, in the direction of making clearer the object of 
the bill and meeting the objections which have been urged: be- 
cause the commission have sought objections in every direction 
for the purpose of obtaining the utmost possible light on this 
whole subject. Wherever an objection has been suggested that 
seemed to have any foundation in fact, there has been an en- 
deavor to meet it in the framework of the bill as presented. 
In consequence of this there are several slight changes in the 
bill as it was first reported and recommitted, which appear in 
the new bill reported in lieu of the original bill. 

It is suggested by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] 
that it is desirable to have printed with the report the appen- 
dix containing the statement of the experts appointed under 
the act of Congress. I therefore ask the Clerk to read the state- 
ment made by the experts of the result of their investigations. 
I have striken out certain tables which may be omitted in the 
reading. 

‘Mr. SAYERS. I have suggested that the report of the ex- 
perts be printed,in order that members may have the whole 
matter before them in the Recorp. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before that statement is read I desire toask 
unanimous consent that the bill reported in lieu of the original 
bill may be printed inthe Recorpb. I[t has been read, but the prac- 
tice generally has been not to print bills in full when the House 


is considering them in Committee of the Whole, and therefore 
Iask unanimous consent that in this case the bill as read be 
printed in to-morrow’s RECORD. 
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There was no objection, and it was so ordered. The bill is 
printed above. 
The statement of the experts is as follows: 
APPENDIX. 
[Report No. 6.] 


OFFICE OF THE EXPERTS UNDER THD 
COMMISSION TO EXAMINE THE EXBOCUTIVE DEPARTMENTS, 
Washington, D. C., Pebruary 24, 1894. 


DeAR Sie; Your experts, in an examination of the accounting system of 
the Government in the Treasury Department, beg to make the following re- 
port and recommendations thereon: 

The present system is an outgrowth of that established by the act of Sep- 
tember 2, 1789, which created an Auditor, a Comptroller, a Treasurer, and a 
Register within the Treasury Department. In the me ap of the oper- 
ations of the Government, the business of the accounting branch ¢Consisted 
of the examination and settlement uf claims. These claims were presented 
in person or forwarded to the Auditor, who considered all the evidence and 
facts a case, drew up @ settlement, and forwarded it to the Comptroller 
for his decision. 

This system was not found adequate for the settlement of the business of 
the War and Navy Departments. Theactof May8, 1792, created an account- 
ant for the War Department, and the act of July 16, 1798, created an account- 
ant for the Navy Department. The accounts of expenditures on account of 
these Departments were settled by them. 

The act of April 29, 1816, supplementary to the act of May 8, 1792, created 
an additional accountant for the War Department. 

On the occasions of the said acts of 1792 and 1798, the disbursements of the 
Treasurer for the appropriations of the War and Navy Departments were 
required to be made, not by warrants of the Secretary of the Treasury 
countersigned by the Comptroller of the Treasury, as previously done in 
pursuance of the requisitions of those Depgrenanss, according to the act of 
1789, but by warrants of the Secretaries of War and Navy, countersigned by 
their respective accountants, who were nevertheless partially held in 
cheek by being required to report their settlements from time to time for 
the revision and approval of the officers of the Treasury. 

The act of March 3, 1817, restored all settlements of accounts to the Treas- 
ury Department, and abolished the offices of accountants of the War and 
accountant of the Navy Departments, and created the Second, Third 
Fourth, and Fifth Auditors, and the Second Comptroller; the Seeond and 
Third Auditors to audit the accounts of the War Department, and the 
Fourth Auditor to audit the accounts of the ary Deperemens the accounts 
of these three Auditors to be reviewed or re by the Second Comp- 
troller; the Fifth Auditor to have the accounts of the State Department, 
ee Department, and Indian Affairs, to be revised by the First 

Jom pbrolier. 

The act of April 25, 1812, created the General Land Office in the Depart- 
ment of the Treasury, the head of said office to be styled ‘‘Commissioner of 
the General Land Office." Section 9 of said act provides— 

‘That all returns relative to public lands, heretofore directed to be made 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, shall hereafter be made to the said Com- 
missioner, who shall have power to audit and settle all public accounts 
relative to the public lands: Provided, That it shall be the duty of the said 
Commissioner, upon the settlement of any such account, to certify the bal- 
ance, and transmit ihe account with the vouchers and certificate to the 
Comptroller of the Treasury for his examination and decision thereon.” 

The act of March 8, 1849, provides— 

“That the Secretary of the Interior shall perform all the duties in relation 
to the General Land Office, of supervision and appeal, now discharged by 
the Secre of the Treasury; and the said Secretary of the Interior shall 
sign all itions for the advance or payment of m out of the Treas- 
ury on estimates or accounts approved or certified by the Commissioner of 
the General Land OMee, subject to the same control now exercised by the 
First Comptroller of the Treasury.” 

The act of July 2, 1836, created * Auditor of the Tre for the Post- 
Office Department” (commonly called the Sixth Auditor), 
to audit and settle all accounts arising in the Post-Office Department, or 
relative thereto, and certify the balances arising thereon tothe Postmaster- 
General, with the provision of an appeal to the it ler. 

Thus we have a system consisting of six Auditors, and (after theabolition 
of the office of Commissioner of Customs, as recommended by report No. 2 
of the pee two Comptrollers and a . The ements of the 
First Fifth Auditors are reéxamined 
troller; the settlements of the Second, Third, 
amined and reviewed by the Second Comptroller. The settlements of the 
Sixth Auditor are not reviewed by any Comptroller, except upon an appeal, 
when they are reviewed by the First Comptroller. TheCommissioner of the 
General 4 Office acts as the auditor for the land accounts, and settlements 
are reexamined and revised by the First Comptroller. 

The present system is one of confusion, delay, and vexation, and we have 
failed to find any one who has ever had any transactions with the Govern- 
ment, either as a claimant, as an officer of the Government, or on behalf of 
either, who has not just cause for complaint from the manner in which the 
Government audits accounts, It is the result of additions to the original 
system, patchwork, as it were, and is and 

The creation, in 18/2, of the en" 
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acts. The account is then sent to the proper Auditor for settlement under 
the Treasury Department accoun system, which system is so inopera- 
tive thai itis found necessary to make advances to disbursing agents al- 
though there may be very large balances against them on the books of the 
Auditors or the of the Treasury. 

For example, figures were taken from the ledgers in the office of the Third 
Auditor in November, 1893, showing forty-eight accounts at random (those 
of pension agents being all of such), as follows: 


Number! Aggregate mane 
Class. ofac- | balance due ee a 
counts. [United States. , ’ 


Pension agents (includes “ 
two late agents) 20 | 863, 955, 892.98 | 83, 197,794.07 | $112, 500. 00 
Commissary Department. ll 1, 488, 410. 25 138, 855. 48 15, 636. 36 
Quartermaster’s Depart- 
9 525, 028. 24 58, 386.47 22, 777. 77 


8 4, 215, 131. 84 526, 881.48 | No bonds 


The same state of affairs exists in the offices of the Second and Fourth 
Auditors and the Re rofthe Treasury. The balances against the officers 
on the books of the Second and Fourth Auditors‘and the a aggregate 
many millions, as they are accounts of paymasters and Indian agents and 
others, representing large advances. The settlements of the larger of these 
accounts are very much in arrears. 

Advances are continually made to these officers, irrespective of the large 
balances charged them. Thus the s uards or checks upon the 
disbursing officers rest almost entirely with the heads of the Executive De- 
partments under which the disbursements are made, and the work of the 
Auditors has, therefore, become only a technical examination of accounts 
long after ments have taken place, and the Auditors are not a factor in 
the active business of the Government. 

The Auditors ana Comptrollers have a large force of clerks to go over these 
accounts, in some cases years after the disbursements have been made. and 
an immense amount of time and labor is taken in establishing small differ- 
ences, due for the most part to technical errors. The Auditors can not, on 
account of theunwieldly system that prevails and the time required to han- 
dle these accounts by the double detailed examination, be a proper check 
upon the disbursing officers. 

he time elapsing from the date of rendering until the final settlement of 
the accounts oy through theseveral Auditors’ offices is as follows; 

First Auditor’s Office, from two to six months. 

Second Auditor's , from six months to two years, 

Third Auditor’sOffice, from nine to seventeen months. 

Fourth Auditor’s Office, from five months to one year. 

Fifth Auditor's Office, from three to six months. 

Commissioner of the General Land Office, from three to four months. 

These figures represent an average of the various classes of accounts, and 
many of course are delayed a much longer period. There are scarcely any 
accounts finally settled within a reasonable period, while for some of the 
officers who have gone out of service, as, for instance, Indian agents, it 
is as much as five years before the accounts are settled, and during all this 
time the vouchers and rs lie in one or another of the offices of the Treas- 

or administrative departments. 

order to determine the condition of a Gharcing officer’s account, assum- 
ing that the auditor examined it omptly, it would then have to go to one 
of the Comptrollers, and the Auditor would lose all control of it; the Comp- 
troller wo’ then have jurisdiction of the accountand could takeit up when 
he saw fit. Theclerk in his department would 
work of the Auditor, making his own findings, which, 
Comptroller, would make the decisions thereon final and conclusive, and the 
result or settlement would then be entered =aae the disb officer’s ac- 
count; thus the result of the audit is the fin of the Comptroller alone, 
and is in no way 4 upon work done in the Auditor’s office. 

It would seem to be consistent with good business en and a means 
of protection to the interests of the Government, if Auditors were some 
check upon the disbursing officers who are expending vast sums of the pub- 
lic money; and if it were required that the accounts of disbursing officers 
should reach the Auditor within .a specified time after the close of the 
period covered by the accounts, and that. they should be audited within 
another specified period; and that the result of this examinationor account- 
ing should be known before further advances are made to the said disburs- 
ing Officer. It would take less time and less labor to audit the accounts 

omptly than it takes now under the present cumbrous and antiquated sys- 

m. In order to be abie to audit these accounts tly, thereby se- 
curing a close and efficient:check over the disb officer, the second 
ond unmecesnery auamiinatien hy Se Comewetier ne stopped; and the 
audit of the Auditor should be final conclusive upon the executive 

of the Government, ‘in case of an appeal, when a revision of 
the account should be made by Comptroller. 
by the Govern- 


Under present conditions, with the vast 
ment, it would be impossible to construct an and efficient accounting 
department in which the accounts would have to be revised by two different 
Auditors or Comptrollers. ‘The double detailed examination in the Treas- 
, as the ve officers keepas close a 
an tion of their expenditures 
at the foundation of the Government 

s * ke * * * * 

Most.of these claims are passed upon, as shown, by an administrative oi- 
ficer before they reach the auditors. In the case those not so passed 
upon the se classes are few, and the Auditor for the Government's 
such through two anions of his of- 
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This plan would facilitate, with equal protection to the Government, the 
audit of judicial accounts, but it would not obviate the difficulties which 
exist in consequence of the laws relating to the compensation of these offi- 
cers. Itis very desirable for the interests of the Government as well as of 
the said officers that these laws should be simplified. 

The Register of the Treasury is generally known as the “Official book- 
keeper of the United States,” but such designation is not warranted, as the 
books for all personal accounts audited by the Second, Third, Fourth, and 
Sixth Auditors are kept in their respective offices, and the Register has no 
record of these accounts. Inorder to make a complete and satisfactory ex- 
hibit of the financial affairs of the Government, all accounts should be 
brought together in one office, which office making this true and complete 
showingshould be that of the Secretary ofthe Treasury. The Secretary of the 
Treasury is the head of the flmance department of the Government, and it 
is his duty to digest, prepare, and lay before Congress at the beginning of 
every session a report on the subject of finance, including estimates of pub- 
lic revenue and expenditures ana plans for improving and increasing the 
revenue from time to time forthe purpose of giving information toCongress 
in adopting modes of raising the money requisite to meet the public expen- 
ditures. 

It would seem, therefore, proper to place under his immediate superin- 
tendence or direction all of the general books of the Government, holding 
him responsible for the statements as to the receipts and expenditures and 
financial operations of the Government. 

The law requires, and should continue to require, the signature of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury upon all warrants for money advanced or expended 
out of, and upon all warrants for the covering of the revenue into, the gen- 
eral Treasury. This makes it necessary for him to be aware of the status 
of the accounts for which he signs warrants. Heshould continue to receive 
from his own office the information which he now receives as to appropria- 
tions, etc., and should also have knowledge and supervision of all public ac- 
counts. To provide for this, the division of warrants, estimates, and ap- 

ropriations, which he now hasto give him the required information, should 
be enlarged to take in the personal ledgers which are now kept in the offices 
of the Register of the Treasury, and of the Second, Third, and Fourth Au- 
ditors, to be called the division of bookkeeping and warrants. 

The one exception to the plan of bringing all accounts together in one 
office under one supervision is that of the Sixth Auditor of the Treasury, or 
Auditor for the Post-Office Department. The Post-Officefunds are keptsepa- 
rate from those of the general Treasury and are drawn upon by warrants of 
the Postmaster-General, countersigned by the Sixth Auditor of the Treas- 
ury; and it therefore would seem advisable (at the present time) not to 
bring these accounts into the same office as that of the other accounts of the 
Government, as the funds are now under the control of the Secretary of the 
Treasury quarterly, to be incorporated into the general reports. 

Combining the books under one head, and that head the Secretary of the 
Treasury, would afford that officer facilities for making complete aggregate 
statements of the financial operations of all of the Departments of the Gov- 
ernment; and such statements should be made for m periods by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, from time to time, and be known as the official 
and authentic statements; and he should render to Congress, at the begin- 
ning of each regular session, a combined statement of receipts and expend- 
itures, including those of the postal service; and he should cause the ac- 
counts of all receipts and expenditures to beso kept as to enable him to 
give to Congress, on the call of either House thereof, a statement of the de- 
tails of all receipts and expenditures for any period, by months, quarters, 
or years. And, further, it should be required that other Departments of 
the Government should use the figures quoted by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, when making official detailed statements relating to the financial af- 
fairs of the respective Departments. It is confusing and misleading to ren- 
der two statements of the same thing, for the same period, by two offices, 
which show different results. 

The report of the Register of receipts and expenditures, made under the 
resolution of the House of Representatives, December 30, 1791, and the index- 
ing thereof on cards, has, by your recommendation to the Secretary of the 
Treasury and his executive order thereon, been discontinued, and the thir- 
teen clerks, whose salaries aggregated $17,260 per annum, engaged thereon, 
transferred to other bureaus of the Treasury Department; and of them, ten 
clerks, whose salaries aggregated $14,000 perannum, weretransferred tothe 
Sixth Auditor’s Office, for temporary work, bringing up old money-order 
accounts. 

The letter of the Comptroller, dated December 9, 1893, Executive Docu- 
ment No. 34, referred to the Joint Commission, etc., is as follows: 

* Section 272 of the Revised Statutes provides that— 

‘** The First Comptroller shall make an annual report to Congress of such 
officers as shall have failed to make settlement of their accounts for the pre- 
ceding fiscal year, within the year, or within such further time as may have 
been prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury for such settlement.’ 

‘‘In compliance therewith, I have the honor to inclose herewith copies of 
communications from the Second Comptroller of the Treasury, the Commis- 
sioner of Customs, the Register of the Treasury, and the Auditor of the 
Treasury for the Bost-Office Department, and from the chiefs of division of 
the. a divisions of this office, marked respectively, A, B, C, D, E, F, G, 


“Section 272 of the Revised Statutes is the latter part of section 13 of the 
act of March 3, 1817, ‘For the prompt settlement of public accounts’ (3 
Stats., 368), section $50 of the Kevised Statutes being the first part of said 
section. While said act of 1817, by said section 13, required the First Com 
troller to report toCongress a list of such officers as shall have failed 
that year to make thesettlements required by law, the other sections of that 
statute, which authorized the appointment of a Second Comptroller, took 
away from him the settlement of a portion of the accounts of the Govern- 
ment, and thereby precluded him from having the necessary information 
in his office tocomply with the requirements of said section 13. For this 
reason, umably, and for the further reason that the statutes as framed 
ean not be literally complied with, because it is impossible for officers to set- 
tle their a*counts for the year within that same year, there seems to have 
been no regular reports rendered annually to under this section. 

“An investigation of the executive documents the year 1817 shows 
that there have been attempts madefrom time to time to comply with this 
law, but that as a rule the lists have been only partial, and the ptrollers 
have confessed an inability to obey the strict provisions of the act. The 

to have been made on December 31, 1818, 


sae teconmasined a lise oF 18 f by the Register of the Tre 
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culties of obeying the law. Comptroller Durham alluded to it in 1885, and 
Comptroller Matthews in his reports for 1889 and 1890 reiterated the objec 
tions which Comptroller Lawrence had suggested. 

“‘] have found the law equally dificult of fulfillment, the reasons for which 
are strongly stated in the communications from the various officers ap 
pended to this report. 

‘It is very ‘espectfully submitted tliat the section should either be re 
— or so changed as to make acompliance therewith not only possible, 

ut effective. An officer of the Government should not be require by law 
to perform a specific duty which is found to be impracticable. 

* Respectfully, yours, 
“R. B. BOWLER, Comptroller.” 


A. 
“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
“OFFICE OF THE SECOND COMPTROLLER 
* Washington, D. C., November 24, 18 
“Str: Your letter of November 22, 1893, wherein you state that section272 
of the Revised Statutes requires that ‘the First Compiroller shall make an 
nual report to Congress of suchofficersas shall have failed to make settle- 


ment of their accounts for preceding fiscal year, within the year, or within 
such further time as may have been prescribed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury for such settlement,’ is before me. 

‘“*T am of the opinion that ‘such officers.’ referred to in section 272 is con 


fined to the officers whose accounts are kept in your office, and is not to be 
construed to include the officers who have failed to perform a similar duty 
and make their oe to the office of the Second Comptroller. 

“Tam contirmed in this view by the further fact that I have caused in 
quiries to be made in divers divisions of this office, andamong its oldest em 
ployés, and learn that the Second Comptroller has never made such a report 
heretofore to the First Comptroller. I, therefore, respectfully decline to 
furnish the information asked. 

“Very respectfully, 
“C. H. MANSUR, Second Comptroller 

“Hon. R. B. Bower, First Comptroller.” 


By bringing the personal ledgers together, as above recommended, the 
Secretary of the Treasury would be able to make a report as roquired by sec 
tion 272, if so empowered, ss the esction, inserting ‘‘Secretary of 
the Treasury " instead of ‘‘ First Comptroller.” 

It is recommended by this report that: 

The office of Second Comptroller be abolished, thus concentrating in one 
head—the Comptroller of the Treasury—all decvisions, legal or otherwise, re 
lating to the accounting branch; and obviating the conflict of opinions that 
occasionally occur as between the officers acting finally upon the accounts, 
and the consequentconfusion and dissatisfaction that exists on the part of 
those having accounts to be settled, by reason of having opposing curreat 
decisions relating to transactions of the same or similar character. 

There be six Auditors in the Treasury Department to audit the accounts 
of the Government, whose audit shall be final and conclusive upon the Ex 
ecutive branch of the Government, except in the case of an appeal by the 
claimant, or one whose account is being settled, or by the Executive Depart 
ment under whose jurisdiction the claim or account comes, or by the Comp 
troller; and in case of such an appeal being taken the account shall be re- 
examined or revised by the Comptroller of the Treasury, and upon such 
revision by him, his decision shall be final and conclusive upon the Execu 
tive branch of the Government; and any differences found by him in such 
revision shall be forwarded to the Auditor who made the examination, to 
have an account for such differences stated. 

In new decisions involving the construction of a statute, and im all cases 
of doubt on the part of an Auditor asto the law in the case, it should be pro 
vided that the Auditor shall refer to the Comptroller for his decision, which 
decision shall govern the Auditor in auditing the account. 

The manner of proceedings in issuing warrants for payments shall be as 
follows: After receiving from any of the Auditors a certificate of a balance 
the chief of the division of bookkeeping and warrants shall enter the same 
upen his books and return it to the Auditor, except in case where payment 
is to be made, in which case he shall deliver it, together with a warrant, un 
signed, to the Secretary of the Treasury, The Secretary after signing the 
warrant, shall send the certificate and warrant to the Comptroller, who, 
after countersigning the latter, shall send the warrant and certificate to the 
Treasurer for draft to issue, and the Treasurer, after indorsing the date of 
such draft upon the certificate, shall return it to the Auditor from whom it 
came, to be by him filed. Warrants, as at present, shall be retained by the 
Treasurer and transmitted together with his accounts to the Auditor of the 
Treasury for the Department of the Treasury, except covering-in warrants, 
which shall be sent by him at onceto the proper Auditor. This course may 
be arrested in order that there may be a revision of the accounts or for 
other reasons arising out of the powers and duties of any of the officers con- 
cerned. The laws concerning warrants issued by the Postmaster-General 
are not intended to be In any way changed. 

The method of procedure in covering money into the Treasury in proper 
cases shall be as follows: Lists of receipts of moneys to be covered into tha 
Treasury shall be transmitted to the chief of the division of bookkeeping and 
Warrants, who shall prepare warrants, shall debit the Treasurer and credit 
the proper re give notice of such action to the administrative 
officers concerned. @ list and warrant shall then, in each case, be sent to 
the Secretary of the Treasury forsignature of the warrant, to the Comptrol- 
ler forcountersignature and credit, and to the Treasurer for checking against 
the reports of de tories and receipt. The list shall be filled by the Treas- 
urer, as now, mg the warrant sent to the proper Auditor to be filed with the 

r account. 
method of procedure in advancing money in proper cases shall be as 
follows: Upon receipt at the Department of the Treasury, a requisition for 
an advance of money shall be transmitted to the chief of the division of 
bookkeeping and warrants, who shall note thereon the condition of the ac- 
counts of the officer for whom the advance is requested, and send the requi- 
sition to the proper Auditor for his approval or disapproval, according to 
the condition of the officer’s accounts. If approved, the requisition shall be 
sent to the chief of the division of bookkeeping and warrants, who shall pre- 
pare a warrantand debit the amount thereof to the officer for whom the ad- 
vance is to be made. Tho warrant, unsigned, shall go to the Secretary, to- 
eae with the requisition, and he, after signing the warrant, shall send 
th to the Comptroller for his countersignature to the warrant, after affix- 
ing which he shall send the warrant and requisition to the Treasurer for a 
draft to be issued, and the requisition, with the date of such draft indorsed 
thereon, shall be sent by the Treasurer to the Auditor to be filed with the 


proper officer’s accounts. 

Itshould be provided that disbursing officers may apply for, and the Comp- 
troller shall render his decision, upon any question involving a payment to 
be made by them, which decision, when rendered by the Comptroller, shall 
Ae Auditor and the Comptroller in passing upon the account con- 

disbursement. 





2 ARON RO Ig a ema CLE 0 


| 
) 
| 
| 


A304 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


_- ——$——— re 


The accounts of the different Executive Deperenents go to various audit- 
ors; those for the War Department being audited by the First, Second, and 
Third Auditors; those of the Interior Department going to all of the Audit- 
ors except the Sixth. and are reviewed by both of the Comptrollers, and the 
land accounts from the Interior Department do not go to any Auditor, but 
are sent direct to the First Comptroller. The Post-Office accounts are au- 
dited and finally settled by the Sixth Auditor and do not go toa Comptroller 
oxeens upon an appeal. Itis oftendificult to determine just where accounts 
should be settled. In some instances it has been necessary to get the opin- 
fon of the Attorney-General as to which Auditor should handle the accounts. 
To avoid this confusion, it is recommended that the titles of the six Audit- 
ors shall be distinctive as to the accounts over which they shall have super- 
vision, as follows: 

Auditor of the Treasury for the Department of the Treasury. 

Auditor of the Treasury for the Departinent of War. 

Auditor of the Treasury for the Department of the Interior. 

Auditor of the Treasury for the Department of the Navy. 

Auditor of the Treasury for the Departments of State, Justice, and Agri- 
cultural, Legislative, and Miscellaneous Establishments. 

Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department. 

They shall be known as follows: 

Auditor for Treasury Department. 

Auditor for War Department. 

Auditor for Lnterior Department. 

Auditor for Navy Department. 

Auditor for State and other Departments. 

Auditor for Post-Ofice Department. 


e a ue ue Q . * 


au otowing changes are necessary to carry out the recommendations of 
nis report; 

Transfer the personal ledgers now kept in the offices of the Auditors and 
the Register to the division of bookkeep and warrants, in the office of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Abolish the office of Second Comptroller. 

Dispense with the detailed examination of accounts in the office of the 
the First Comptroller, except upon appeal. 

Transfer to the Auditor for Department of theInterior the audit now per- 
formed on land accounts in the office of the First Comptroller. 

Transfer the audit of accounts to the respective Auditors having jurisdic- 
“— — the accounts of the several Departments under which the accounts 
originate. 

Dispense with the registering, countersigning of warrants, and the keep- 
ing of appropriation ledgers in the office of the Register of the Treasury. 

. 7 eed to the respective Auditors the jurisdiction of the files now under 
the Register. 


* & a * & on * 
The proposed arr ement is thus less than the present arrangement by 
135 clerks, at an ennua cost of $179,740. 

This, added to the previous saving on account of the transfer from the 
Register’s OM ice, referred to herein, makes a saving for clerical services of 
148 clerks, $197,000 per annum. This estimate does not make any allowance 
for clerk hire in the office of the Attorney-General, nor for any force that 
may possibly be required for concluding the work under the present system 
in the Comptroller's Office or in bringing up to date the work in the various 
Auditors’ offices. 

The preceding table shows a direct sa , and this sum would be consid- 
erably augmented by the discontinuance of many books and the saving of 
much stationery, making the direct aggregate saving by this report consid- 
erably over $200,000. 

The considerable saving of money by the carrying out of the recommenda 
tions of this report is a small deration compared with the ossueraee 
which will be gained by a proper check, e tious and efficient, of the dis- 
bursing officer's accounts and the facility afforded by the more systematic 
arrangement of the accounting offices. The present system of accounting 
is practically but one check, as the audit of the Comptroller is final and in- 
dependent of any examinations or audits previously made, and the Govern- 
ment is protected by the accounting branch only so far as the audit of the 
Comptroller is efficient. 

The proposed ch». will cause a prompt settlement of all officers’ ac- 
counts, with ap sppeal from the decision of the Auditor, whereby a review 
or revision of the account can be had by the Comptroller. This do much 
towards removing the irritation and friction that is known to exist between 
the officers connected with the administrative Departments of the Govern- 
ment and the Government's accounting officers; and this prompt settlement 
will be a greater protection to the Government in all respects than can 
possibly be had under the present arrangemeut. 

The epee system, besides provid: fora proms and efficient check 
upon disbursing officers’ accounts and advances to them, will also expedite 
the settlement of claims without in Way des the efficiency of the 
check now had. The dispensing with the counters: ture of warrants by 
the Register will facilitate the business and take away no necessary check, 
as the countersignature of the First Comptroller w warrants of the Sec- 
retary of the eee which coun ture is u information 
as to sqeccerseSens ept in the his office, w ‘ormation con- 
tained in the settlements of accounts made}by the Auditors, or upon infor- 
mation contained in the requisition a an advance, affords as much 
protection as is now afforded by the countersignature of the ter, and 
the delay and circumlocution made necessary by the present law in the 
office of the latter will be avoided. 

The recommendations as to the Government's books of account will afford 
the Secretary of the Treasury the opportunity of rendering correct and au- 
thentic reports as to the financial operations and condition of the Govern- 
ment. Such reportscan be based wu information taken from books of 
account which are up to date and which can be balanced and proved. This 
reese alone Lees ~ a advantage to Congress, the Ex- 
ecutive Departments, an © people. 

Statutory provisions are necessary in order to carry into effect the recom- 
monposerly submited. 
espec’ su ‘ 

stewed J. W. REINHART, 
W. HASKINS, 
E. W. SEL . 
Hon. A. M. DOCKERY, | 
Chairman Joint Commission, ete., 
Washington, D. C. 


Mr. DINGLEY (during the reading of the foregoing). Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the remainder of that 
statement be printed without reading. : 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
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mous consent that in connection with that there be printed also 
a reyere on this same subject of the reorganization of the Treas- 
ury Department, made pursuant to a resolution of the Senate of 
the 8th of May, 1832, by the Hon. Levi Woodbury, then Secre- 
tary of the Treasury? 

There was no a, and it was so ordered. 

The report is as follows: 


REPORT FROM THE SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY ON THE REORGANIZA- 
TION OF THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT, IN OBEDIENCE TO A RESOLUTION 
OF THE SENATE OF THE 8TH OF MAY, 1832. 

December 8, 1834A—Read and ordered to be printed. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, December 5, 1834. 

Hon. MARTIN VAN BUREN, 

Vice-President of the United States and President of the Senate: 


In the Senate of the United States, May the 8th, 1832, it was— 

‘‘Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested to cause to 
be prepared and lald before the Senate, at the commencement of the next 
session of Co ess, a plan for the reorganization of the Treasury Depart- 
ment. with a view to simplify the forms of settling and keeping the ac- 
counts, and of rendering them more intelligible; of a more equal distribu- 
tion of the labor and duties, and abolishing some of the subordinate 
Senay and reducing the number of clerks in the Executive Depart- 
ment.”’ 

This resolution having been referred by the President to this Department 
for examination and report, various reasons, which need not here be re- 
peated, occurred to delay them until February last. On the 18th of that 
month a similar resolution in all respects, except directing the call in the 
first instance, to the Secretary of the Treasury instead of the President, and 
limiting the reply to no particular period, passed the House of Representa- 
tives. The undersigned, in obedience to these requests, has examined the 
points presented with all the care and reflection in his power, under the 
great pressure of other duties, and will now proceed to submit the results 
to Congress, with the utmost brevity practicable, without a neglect to dis- 
cuss and explain the whole subject to an extent corresponding in some de- 
gree with its acknowledged importance. 


REORGANIZATION. 


It will be found that the plan for a reorganization of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, when analyzed, is expressly required to be prepared— 

First. With a view to simplify the forms of settling accounts, of keeping 
accounts, and of making them more intelligible; and 

Second. With a view to a more equal distribution of labor, for abolishing 
some of the subordinate branches, and for “ reducing the number of clerks 
in the Executive Departments.”’ 

All these particulars except the last seem to relate exclusively to the Treas- 
ury Department in its various ramifications. The last, thoughit nominally 
includesall the Executive Departments, it is presumed was intended to 
pmbrace them only in respect to the operation on them of any change rec- 
ommended in the Treasury Department. It is well known that all the 
other De tments might be more or less influenced as to the number of 
their clerks, according to any changes made here, which would devolve more 
or less labor on those Departments in relation to their fiscal business, as 
connected with the Treasury. Under that view alone, therefore, as to this 
clause of the resolutions, the undersigned will proceed in their consideration. 

While seeking to enforce the designs of Congress on the particular sub- 
jects enumerated, it will be presumed that no alterations were probably 
wished which, in their general operations, would lessen any of the useful 
checks now existing, to prevent errors in the Treasury, either accidental or 
designed, and to guard against losses to the re or misapplication of 
money by departures from specific appropriations, or which would dimin- 
ish the means of furnishing promptly to Congress and the public desirable 
information as to the receipts and expenditures, and of averting delays in 
the —ee or settlement of the extensive moneyed concerns of the Gov- 
ernment, 

Keeping these canary precautions in view, it has been the endeavor of 
the unders , under the analytical head of each principal branch or bu- 
reau of this Department to propose such changes as, on full inquiry, appear 
conducive to any of the ends contemplated by the aboveresolutions without 
a disregard of the precautions themselves. 

In the whole result much satisfaction has been derived from the convic. 
tion that, without any material violation of long usages and established 
forms ana without causing any shock or embarrassment in the usual busi- 
ness of the Treasury, these changes, if adopted, bid fair to produce a sen- 
sible improvement in the symmetry and fitness of the several functions de- 
volved on many of the officers; a ater = in the details and divi- 
sions of their ive duties. Some reduction inthe number of clerks, an 
easier understan by the public of the business of each bureau, and a 
more equal distribution of labor, with an increase, instead of a diminution, 
in some of the useful checks on unauthorized and injudicious expenditures. 

The principal business of the Treasury Department is divided into two 

t branches, one of which relates to the ustment of accounts against 
the Government, and the other to the collection of itsrevenues. All the of- 
ficers immediately attached to this Department are intended to aid in the 
discharge of one or the other class of those duties, and though in some par- 
ticulars a few of these officers are required to perform some acts connected 
with both the settlement of accounts and the collection of the revenue and 
can continue to be so employed without essential inconvenience, the two 
subjects being in some respects so intimately blended sere, yet the 
chief business of some is much more closely connected with the mere set- 
tlement of accounts, and of others with the mere collection of revenue. 

; biect tion of the De ment should therefore be 
to the officers and business chiefly pertaining to 
hose chiefly seer gs wa Be the latter. 


be most natural by @aning with 
who hear and decide for the claims and evidence of individuals 
vernment, and with the comptrollers who reéxamine and con- 
the and decision of the auditors. In these respects these two 
classes of officers are 
fterwards 


judicial. 
une purpose ofresordins the decatona of judgments of both Prestrsing (ke 
e purpose oO e 
e and : seer the Treasurer, who carries the fiver. 


able decisions of the others t by ayment after those de- 

aes been so rendered and Tectetorel ant the proper warrants have 
ese two last officers are wholly ministerial. 

above enumeration will comprise all such officers as, in connection 

certain duties in the collection and disbursement of money, have origi- 


and almost exclusive over the settlement-and payment of 
ited States, where appropriations have been 


proper to enter into the details of any changes 
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deemed eligible in thatclass of officers more immediately employed in super- 
intending the collection of the public revenues, whether from customs on 
foreign merchandise, or from the sale of public lands. Under that division 
itis intended to embrace the Commissioner of the General Land Office and 
the — Commissioner of the Custems whose chief duties, now performed 
by the t Comptroller, in conjunction with others of great importance, 
are recommended hereafter to be discharged by a separate officer to be called 
the Commissioner of the Customs. 

The office of the Solicitor of the Treasury comes properly under this 
general division, because, if any difficulties or litigations arise in the prog: 
ress of collections, as well as in the keeping or disbursement of the public 
money, he is the officer ay. attached to this Department for professional 
assistance. Any changes in his duties will, therefore, be duly considered in 
this part of the uiry, and some additional ones proposed, whether it be 
deemed advisable to continue this office as a separate bureau in this De- 
partment, or to associate him with that of the Attorney-General. 

A few observations on some contemplated alterations in the duties now 
devolved on the head of the Treasury Department will embrace everything 
else intended to be submitted in the details of this report. 


AUDITORS. 


The present five Auditors are probably numerous enough for all fiscal pur- 
poses; but their respective titles by numbers, and the manner of assigning 
duties to them, are not calculated, in all cases, to make those duties well 
understood by the public, or to be free from complexity, and an inappropri- 
ate mixture in one bureau of subjects beng’ | unlike. Theterm ‘‘auditors,”’ 
as showing to the public that they are the officers to first hear or to examine 
the evidence, and state the results on the accounts or claims of all individ- 
uals against the Government for settlement is sufficiently significant. But 
the designation of the different Auditors merely by their number conveys 
no information as to the particular Department with which each Is assoct- 
ated, or the particular subjects for hearing and examination which are de- 
volved oneach. It is, therefore, recommended that their designation by 
numbers be changed, and the duties assigned to each be more simplified and 
rendered more intelligible by a new division of them, in part, and by attach- 
ing one of these officers and one only toeach Department. The present 
First Auilitor might be called the Auditor of the Treasury Department, and 
having the additional duty of auditing the land accounts confided to him, 
as these last appertain to this Department. 

The present Second Auditor should, in this new arrangement, be called 
the Auditor of the State Department, and have the whole duty of the pres- 
ent Fifth Auditor on that subject devolved on him, as on the Fifth Auditor 
there are, and have been heretofors, imposed the most incongruous duties. 
The Third Auditor would then be appropriately called the Auditor of the 
War Department. 

The present Fourth Auditor would be called the Auditor of the ra De- 

artment, and the Fifth Auditor would be called the Auditor of the Post- 

fice Department, and his duties confined exclusively to that office; those 
connected with the State Department being transferred to the Auditor for 
the State Department, and those ccncerning light-houses to the Commis- 
sioner of Customs, as hereafter further explained. 

This would apprise the public at once, and constantly, of the nature of all 
their functions, and of the _ places whither to resort for the adjust- 
ment of claims of different characters, and for the transaction of a large por- 
tion of all business in its incipient stages with the several Departments. In 
the event of the adoption of these proposed changes, it is manifest that the 
duties of some Auditors may be very different in magnitude, as to their de- 
tails, from those of others; but then, as now, the talent, acquirements, and 
respectability required in the head of each bureau would not be very dis- 
similar, and, consequently, no difference is proposed in their salaries and 
rank. But, in this new division of duties, a corresponding change in the ar- 
rangement and number of their respective clerks would become indispen- 
sable. ; 

Two or three of the clerks allowed by law,in the First Auditor’s Office 
will be unnecessary, and may be dispensed with after the payment of the 
public debt, unless the newly suggested duties as to land accounts should 
be devolved on him; in which event he may probably need most or all of 
his present force. 

In the Second Auditor’s Office a reduction Se practicable of more than one- 
halfinnumber. This is proposed to be effec by a transfer of the whole of 
his present clerks to the Third Auditor, and by having him receive from the 
Fifth Auditor a sufficient number of clerks for the performance of his new 
business who have had experience in the transaction of it. 

From the Third Auditor’s none can be spared, but he will need all the 
clerks transferred by the Second Auditor, except, perhaps, one or two, if an 
assistant, as some suppose, shall be found necessary in the discharge of his 
arduous duties, and be assigned to_him on a salary equal to that ofa chief 
clerk. 

In the Fourth Auditor’s two clerks can be dispensed with, unless a prop- 
erty account of the Navy is hereafter to be kept there. 

In the Fifth Auditor’s at least five clerks, heretofore employed in the busi- 
ness of the State Department, can be transferred to the Second Auditor, 
leaving only the accounts of the Post-Office in his charge, and four instead 
of three clerks devoted to those alone, with greater efficiency, and to be 
hereafter increased in number, if necessary, with the increasing business 
connected with our great Post-Office establishment. The other clerks in 
his office it is proposed to transfer with the business of light-houses to the 
Commissioner of the Customs. 

It seems 
countability, that neither those empowered by law to decide on the neces- 
sity of certain services and purchases nor those who make the purchases 
oan contracts should aiso adjust the accounts rendered for them; but that 
the auditors themselves, whether the claims originate under authority of the 
heads of bureaus or of Departments, should have the exclusive power, in the 
firstinstance, to judge of thereasonableness and just amount due, looking to 
all the evidence in the case, and to the lawsand fixed prospective regulations 
that apply toit. Their decisions will then pass in review before the Comp- 
trolles imposing on him the same guides, and afterwards be subject to an 
appeal trhen they differ in opinion, and only then, to the Secretary of the 

Treasury, in all cases not aris under his own orders. 

In the others, if deemed more appropriate, an appeal might be authorized 
to the Solicitor or to the Attorney-General. In cases where the accounting 
officers agree, the decision should be regarded as final, except such redress 
as Congress, on application of the claimants, may be pleased to direct. 


COMPTROLLERS. 


It is proposed to continue to devolve on the office of Comptroller all the 
duties originally contemplated for it, but to relieve it from those not ap- 
propriately connected with the functions of comptrolling. In this manner 
all those duties in the settlement of accounts, and in the restriction of the 
— expenses within the amounts serena by ee all 

a, See eens & check-statement of alla tions and expendi- 
tures, which du’ are now d by both the First and nd 
Comptrollers, could be disch by one of them, probably with the same, 


and, after the payment of the public debt, and the system of May, 1822, as to 
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drawing warrants is changed, with a less number of clerks than is now em- 
ployed in that part of their business. 

By the devotion of the undivided attention of a certain number of persons 
to that part alone, soas to combine in all as much time in its discharge as is 
now spent, the whole arom tenn which will then remain and which is so 
very essential to the pecuniary safety of the Government, can doubtless be 
performed with equal if not increased skill, accuracy, and efficiency. Be- 
sides this, a legal and proper check wouid then undoubtedly be obtained in 
all cases in passing accounts by the Comptroller. This isnot now supposed 
to be had by the First Comptroller in respect to some accounts, which ma 
occasionally, though very seldom, grow out ofany of his own previous decl- 
sions or directions as Superintendent ofthe Customs: and itis manifest that 
no effectual check can ever exist in any case where the same officer author- 
izes the expenditure and audits or controls the audit of the account. 

The duties which the First Comptroller now performs, and has long per- 
formed, as Superintendent of the Customs, it is proposed to separate wholly 
from his duties as Comptroller, and devolve them, apart and exclusively, on 
another officer and bureau constituted forthat single purpose. This would 
simplify the organization of this Department in those particulars, and ren- 
der the chief respective duties of the two officers, now called Comptrollers, 
much better understood by the community. 

Until vacancies occur, it seems appropriate that these duties, being thus 
divided, the separate bureau, as to the customs, should be established under 
charge of the present Comptrollers, and more peogeery perhaps of the sec- 
ond one, who, in that event, should have his title changed to “Commis- 
sioner of the Customs,” in analogy to the title given to the Commissioner of 
the Land Office. Then each of these Commissioners would become the re- 
spective and immediate head of one of the two great collection systems con- 
nected with our customs and our public lands. 

About five clerks thus transferred from the Comptroller’s, another from 
the Fifth Auditor's, and one from this office would probably be sufficient to 
aid eee occupied in the discharge of the increased duties proposed 
forthe Commissioner of the Customs. 

The present Comptroller, with the remaining clerks now in the offices of 
both Comptrollers, reducing the whole number one, after the debt is paid 
and the system of May, 1822, changed, would, in my opinion, as before re- 
marked, be able, with readiness, to perform all those duties appropriately 
connected with the situation of Comptroller. 

It is believed, also, that in this way no alteration in the salary or rank to 
either officer would now be necessary, and that the evil of an insufficient 
number of clerks in the office of the Second oer at present a sub- 
ject of complaint, will, by this arrangement, be ina great measure reme- 
died, without any addition to the public expenditures. Because, so far as 
regards the collection of debts and the correspondence connected therewith, 
the office of the Comptroller has been relieved, for some years, by first de- 
volving that duty on the Fifth Auditor, and recently on the Solicitor of the 
Treasury. 

The extinguishment of the whole national debt and the closing of the 
books, accounts, etc., connected with it, as well as the proposed change in 
drawing warrants inthe War and Navy Departments, if adopted the ensuin 

ear, will bring a further and material relief in the labors now performe 

n the offices of the two Comptrollers, as well as in some others, and the per- 

son hereafter acting as sole Comptroller, with the aid of the present force 
in both offices, left to be devoted to the peculiar business of comptrollin 
will, as before explained, be probably able to perform it all with prompt 
tude and ease. But if found necessary, after trial, an assistant, as sug- 
gested inthe case of the Third Auditor, would be allowed on a salary about 
equal to that of achief clerk. 

t would seem advisable toprovide bylaw some further check in his office 
over the payment of any money in advance, except in the particular cases 
and to the particular amounts authorized by acts of Congress, or by the 
President under those acta. 

To effect that object, which is not now fully attained, it might be well to 
require that in all cases of requisitions for advances a copy of the authority 
for them should punctually be lodged with the Comptroller. 


REGISTER, 


In the arrangements of this office, no change is contemplated, except that 
all the papers connected with the office of Second Comptroller, and now de- 
posited with the Second, Third, and Fourth Auditors, should, after a certain 
penees has elapsed, sufficient to dispense with frequent references to them, 

placed where they appropriately sane. and where the original design of 
this office required, in the charge and under the responsibility of the Regis- 
ter. That period might, perhaps, from the nature of their business, be con- 
veniently extended to four or five years, in the Third and Fourth Auditors’ 
offices, and all accounts and vouchers of older date be afterwards transferred 
to the Register’s Office. Inthe meantime the Register could locate a clerk 
or clerks in their offices to have charge of the vouchers, or could leave them 
there on the responsibility of those Auditors. 

They could afterwards beremoved and arranged, so that very readily long 
adjusted claims or vouchers, on any subject whatever, could at once be 
found in a single bureau, instead of being sought for in three orfour. Per- 
haps, after the business of the national debt is closed the ensuing year, are- 
duction of one clerk could be judiciously made in this office, notwithstand- 
ing the proposed transfer of papers to its charge. The title of the Register, 
if altered to that of Register and Keeper of Accounts, would render his du- 
ties more intelligible to the public. 

TREASURER. 


No changes are proposed in this office beyond what, of late years, have 
been introduced under existing laws, giving greater security against forger- 
ies and frauds, by having no payments made by the depositaries of the pub- 
lic money, except on regular warrants, signed all the customary officers, 
instead of mere drafts of the Treasurer, formerly in general use. 

Through a letter, by now advising each depositary of every warrant issued 

nst him, and by consolidating the hospital and nsion funds of the 
avy into the usual accounts of receipts and expenditures, greater safety 
and simplicity have been attained; and if deemed necessary the benetit of 
all these changes might be secured hereafter, permanently, by new legal 
provisions. One material change during the past year was introduced 
which has diminished somewhat the apparent number of defaulters, and 
closed up some unsettled accounts withoutinjury to the Government. 

In all cases where land had been set off in execution, or sold and bought 
in by the United States, the account instead of being left open as formerly 
was the practice, till the land was finally disposed of to some third person, 
has been closed by the credit of the amount for which the land was set off or 
sold, according to the real operation of law; and the Treasury has, in order 
to prevent errors in appearance, then charged to the lands thus obtained 
the amount invested in them until the lands are conveyed to some third 

m, when their produce is properly and ultimately brought into the 


jury. 
There would be a manifest advantage in some respects as to the greater 
city and uniform ity required by the resolution in any new organization 
of this Department, if asimilar system was by law extended toall the receipts 
of the Post-Office, which now prevails, as to the other receipts of the reve- 
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nue; and, in case Congress recognize its fiscal arrangements, if they should 
require those pooulpen 60 ass in form into the Treasury — be drawn out 
in the usual way, and all its accounts to be usted by the proper Auditor 
and Comptroller, like other accounts with the other Departments. 
In that event, it is proposed to permit the Postmaster-General to retain the 
game controlling power over requisitions, ete., which is exercised by the 
Secretaries of State, War, and Navy. He could draw his warrants directly 
on the Treasury, and under the same checks with them; but in that case 
the numbor of warrants would be so numerous, and perhaps inconvenient, 
on the books of this Department, that, in analogy to what now exists in the 
Post-Ofice, one or more officers to act as collector, subtreasurer, and pay- 
master for it throughout the Union would seem necessary. 

By such an arrangement only a few warrants in respect to him or them 
would be drawn, and only in large sums, specifying the heads of contem- 
plated expenditure, but leaving the particulars to be exhibited, investigated, 
and adjusted finally in the settlement of the accounts of those officers, as is 
now practiced with some similar officers in the Treas and Army. 

The undersigne’ will proceed to offer a few remarks in relation to those 
onicers and bureaus that are and should be miore immediately connected 
With the collection of our revenue than with the adjustment of accounts 
agaiust the Government. These two kind of du though in some degrees 
united at present in some offices, are ey am to promote simplicity 
in arrangement and skill and responsibility in theif performance, ought to 
be in all cases separated whenever feasible and convenient. 


THE COMMISSIONER OF THE CUSTOMS. 


This is a new title proposed, as before mentioned, to be conferred on the 
present Second Comptroller, in connection with the change of relieving the 
tirst one entirely from all the duties he now performs as Superintendent 
of the Customs. 

The detalis of this particular branch of the duties devolved upon the Com- 
missioner of the Customs, having been already presented under the head of 
Comptrollers, it will not be necessary te add anything "pon them here, ex- 
cept that the whole system will thus become much more intelligible and 
oon having one oilicer to preside over pe branch of collections 
in revenue, and by having those officers, without aay addition to the 
whole number in the ury, or te the whole expenses of its bureaus, em- 
pores as exclusively as possi le in what isconnected only with preparations 

‘or collections and in actual collections. 

It is enpoeee. further, to place under his charge, besides the duties now 
perfor by the First Comptroller, as Superintendent of the Customs, the 
other aperepette er of superintending our t-house establishment, 
and which was originally in charge of ‘the oner of the Revenue.” 

To thege it is recommended to add the soy attending to the erection 
and repair of all custom and warehouses, all marine hospitals, with the 
— superintendency of the revenue boats, and the whole revenue-cutter 
service, 

The Commissioner of the Customs would then have sufficient and appro- 
Priate duties, and could be able to discharge them all, with the aid of the 
three clerks now priaci ees in these brances of business. under 
the present First Com lier, of one of those employed in relation to light- 
houses by the Fifth Auditor, and one now mostly oyed in business con- 
nected with the customs detached from the office of the Secretary of the 


Treasury. 

It the remission of alties and forfeitures be not, as hereafter recom- 
mended, devolved on the Solicitor of the T ; and if the admission to 
entries, where no fraud but the want of some formalities exist, be 
not devolved on the collector and naval officer as in my re- 
port in relation to custom-house salaries and in all such 
cases might judiciously be entrusted to the Commissioner, placing him, in 
this. asin other duties, under the general supervision and the 
head of this Department. Another useful branch of his business might be 
to inspect, orcause to be inspected, commenee the different custom-houses, 
as the iand offices are now sometimes ex: and asrecently ail the light- 
— on the seaboard have been closely examined, under ers from the 

asury. 
THE GENERAL LAND OFFICR AND ITS COMMISSIONER. 


This constitutes an important bureau connected with the Treasury, and 

een. na stated in my annual report, requires an additional num- 
of clerks. . 

It is proposed to call the superintendent thereof “the Commissioner of 
Publis ds,"’as the Superintendent of the Customsis proposed to be called 
“the Com r of Customs.”’ The present tion is well 
in most respects to the ends to be obtained from it, To relieve him from 
some cf his present onerous duties, and give more time for what a: - 
Btely belongs to the Commissioner, it is recommended to ees 
anditing of all accounts connected with the public lands to the t Audi- 
—. — ee eee belong, and where symmetry in our system re- 

res them placed. 
avihe suitable check, likewise, will then be restored over the settlement of 


of the adjustm 


ent, a 
on and report on most of the a bebeee are referred to the ulti- 
ee eee Sigcevincey Gecksiem of the Bilal ARAN. 


THE SOLICITOR OF THE TREASURY. 


It ssems highly per that some additional duties should be devolved on 
the law officers of the Government, and if the present 
Oe een inhi ere ee 
u on 
As his 4 are now limited chiefly to subjects connected with the col- 
lection of the public debts it question it 
t not be more t to on the Attorney-General 
ih event ote | K tional duties ty ae 
him, Solicitor or an assistant 
usive labor and time of the Attorney-General to devoted & 
subjects, witha increase of 
Among the additi duties deemed or, 


under an system in 
books, as well as a ling of the evidences after 
collected, © higuly useful to the ‘and the Goverament 
= = Searen Sanne 
versies. benefit arise also Wane toguanea 80 
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of the United States, the amount due, and the steps ta 
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be laid before Congress by this officer of every case which had occurred dur- 
ing the year of insolvency or failure of eae ne ae 

en for procuring sé- 
curity and enforcing payment; and if accompanying these, with sugges- 
tions as to the causes of any probable losses likely to m, and the mea;- 
ures recommended to vent them in future. 

It is ee also t heshould examine and decide on all cases of pen- 
alties, forfeitures, or fines in the revenue system, where an application is 
made to this Department for their remission. 

Should the organization of the Post-Office Department be changed, the 
duties of Solicitor for that might also be appropriately imposed on him, and 
the change would add some to due symmetry on these subjects in the 
executive establishments of the Government, and would save some expense 
= whole clerk hire probably now assigned to tho performance of these 

es. 

The allowances for assistance to district attorneys in certain cases where 
they are ill, or interested, or otherwise disabled from doing the public bust- 
ness faithfully and promptly, and the allowances to them for any extra 
services ought, it is thought, to come under his peculiar recognizance in 
the first instance, and be yearly provided for by a special appropriation. 
The evidences of the titles before named, if the Solicitor’s office be not re- 
tained, might be lodged with the , and the remission of penalties, 
etc., as before ——— be ass: to the Commissioner of Customs, 
ae not — more appro te than to impose them on the Attor- 

ht only remains to offer a few suggestions in respect to somo of the duties 
devolved on the head of the Treasury Department, and to recommendafew 
changes which appear to be requi! for a more natural or suitable arrange- 
ment, and for public convenience and economy. 

SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

The duties of the head of this Department should be limited to appre, ri- 
ate oe, = acticable; and hence, the Virginia claims for Revolution- 
ary servicesin the Army and Navy, though now mostly disposed of, could be 
transferred with much propriety to the War ent, and the ———- 
of deficiency in commu on, under the act of ¥, 1828, be made to Revolu- 
tionary officers and soldiers by the same Department. They would more 
easily and economicaily be connected with the payments under the act of 
1832, and under the old pension system. 

When all this business is collected into one bureau, exclusively directed 
to the subject, and in eo of the most important papers, mistakes 
and frauds would also be much less likely to occur. 

The mere building of marine hospitals, warehouses, and lighthouses had 
better, on some accounts, be transferred to the same Department, as having 
skillful engineers, though an intermediate arrangement is here recom- 
mended ee the performance of all such duties by the Engineer 

req by the Treasury Department, and placiag the imme- 

diate su tendence over 3!1 of them, as before sugges in the Commis- 
sioner of the Customs. The system is laborious, inconvenient, and unneces- 
sary which directs the signing by the Secretary of the Treasury of each 
warrant for every small sum required from time to time by the Navy and 
War Departments. By the act of May, 1 it was instead of the 
m which —— prevailed of signing all the warrants to 

WwW money out of Treasury for those ts, but signing them 
ra & occasionally and for large sums. These sums were then placed to 
their credit in the Treasurer’s hands, as agent for those Departments, and 
were afterwards drawn from him by their ies from time to time in 
such small sums as were needed. 

Effectual checks 


against overdrafts, or misapplications, exist in the 
Comptroller’s Office without open system; much is also caused 
by the present s: to the ic and to officers in ob’ the money; 


and additional labor is imposed by it not only on the Secretary of the 
Treasury, but on the whole business of comptrolling and registering. 
If the ancient system was restored it might be some improvement, but the 
vemment would be and much greater if the heads of 
as alone, were empowered to draw all 
their own warrants and draw directly on tye Treasurer as Treasurer 
and notas agent. In this case there would still exist the responsibility of 
those heads of De vely, for all their oMicial acts and the 
sual which now exist, by accounts being opened 
> the er and ter’s offices 
and which checks itis not pro in this to alter or discuss, and 
in addition to them thea checks of account or balance sheet 
each ent of theamountof each ofits appropriations and 
as now on the allowance and settlement of par- 
claims will likewise remain with the Auditors and Comptroller. 
would be, to make the division of labor be- 
tween the heads of thedifferent de ents more equal, appropriate, and 
intelligible, to the public; and o' and creditors wo ° their 
money, after their ee are ad) in Se = aor = 
ured, as something like twenty. perso: or seven - 
ont s, must now be resorted to, after asum is first ascertained to be 


ted. 

hanges proposed, should be adopted 

ult from a reduction of one or two in the number of 

clerks now allowed in this office, eee Se general duties and labors, in- 
have on the increase. 

uggested as to warrants from the Na ve art- 

8 ces 


partment, a slight alteration, which 
is recommended, so as to 
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eS eer nceeaie at eaten came Con ——- 
erk hire great pressure of extra business while Congress 
seesion and on other ursent oocasions. 
It now happens that either the and lar business of some 
offices isin part delayed or neglected for weeks months to meet Con- 
tthe busines of Congress ant of +  eaisouy J 
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With one other general suggestion in aid of the present proposed checks 
or securities against the misuse of the public money, the undersigned will 
close his remarks concerning the reorganization of the Treasury Depart- 
ment. 

Notwithstanding the numerous forms and obstacles which now exist to 
preveut the smallest sum from being taken out of the Treasury without the 
previous authority of Congress, the Treasurer being now charged on the 

ublic records and under his own written acknowledgment with every dol- 
ar that goes into the Treasury, and cannot bedischarged from a single dol- 
lar of it except by those records and a written direction obeyed by him in 
the form of an order or warrant for payment, signed and verified by three 
other distinct officers showing the money to be wanted to meet some ap- 
propriation made by Congress itself; yet it is possible that a combination 
among all these officers, or an accident escaping the vigilance of all, might 
a to an improper withdrawal from the Treasury of some part of the pub- 

c¢ money. 

To guard against this, it might be advisable to require by a standing law 
what has been heretofore performed on at least two occasions—in 1794 and 
1801—that is, a periodical examination by a committee of Congress into the 
actual condition of the Treasury. That examination going beyond the 
forms and records, beyond the face of all the accounts kept, and even the 
publication required by the Constitution of the receipts and expe ditures 
of all public money, should, in a special manner; whenever the slightest sus- 
Picion exists, extend to a close inquiry into the settlement itself of any ac- 
counts; the occasion for any allowances; the rules and extent of all discre- 


tionary expenditures; the evidences of the actual amount of money in the 


Treasury, and any other circumstance which would tend to detect error or 
lead to salutary improvements in any of the existing laws. 

The preceding remarks, in reply to the resolution of Congress, concerning 
a reorganization of this Department, and “reducing the number of clerks in 
the sores Departments,” contains all which it is deemed material now 
tosubmit. 

Without claiming any originality for some of the ideas expressed, as the 
experience and suggestions of officers long and respectably connected with 
the administration of different ae of the Treasury Department have 
been invoked freely and very usefully on this occasion, in aid of my own 
reflections and researches, yet itis hoped that the changes recommended, 
if incorporated into the present establishment, will produce some very bene- 
ficial effects, and it is sincerely believed will tend to make it approximate 
much nearer to the views and wishes of Congress, as embodied in those 
resolutions, than does the existing organization of the Treasury, or any one 
which is known to have been heretofore proposed for public consideration. 

Difficulties will perhaps spring up on various sides to defeat changes 
which may have or may be imagined to have an unfavorable effect on some 
incumbents personally, and others officially, while honest differences of 
opinion will be likely to occur in respect to the probable advantage to result 
from some other changes. 

But these circumstances have not influenced the undersigned to desist 
from the frank recommendation of any which, in a public view, he sincerely 
believed would tend to produce a salutary reform, and which he trusts will 

roduce it, however well he knows all the difficulties of such an undertak- 

ng —‘ the vestiges of the past, the obstacles of the present, and the contin- 
gencies of the future.” 

All which is respectfully submitted. 

LEVI WOODBURY, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
rise. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 


sumed the chair, Mr. HaTcH, from the Committee of the Whole | 


House on the state of the Union, reported that they had had under 
consideration a substitute for the bill (H. R. 6478) to improve the 
methods of accounting in the Department of the Treasury, and 
for other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill 


and joint resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker 


signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1403) to authorize the reconstruction of a bridge 
across the Niobrara River, near the village of Niobrara, Nebr., 
and making an appropriation therefor. 

. Joint resolution (S. R. 81) directing the Secretary of War 
to cause an examination to be made to determine if there is 


probability and danger of the Mississippi River cutting through 


the space dividing such river from the St. Francis River in | 


the vicinity of Walnut Bend, Arkansas. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. GOODNIGHT, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of ab- 
sence indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


THE LATE SENATOR STOCKBRIDGE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Cox, its Secretary, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had adopted the following res- 
olutions: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with great sorrow the announcement 
- the — of the Hon. Francis B. Stockbridge, late a Senator from the 

tate o Cc js 

Resolved, That a committee of seven Senators be appointed by the Vice- 
President to join such committee as be by the House of Rep- 
resentatives to attend the funeral at Kalamazoo, Mich., and that the neces- 
gary expenses attending the execution of this order be paid out of the con- 


wagons fund of the Senate. 
esolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 


of Representatives. 
Resolved, That, as afurther mark of respect to the memory of deceased the 


Senate do now adjourn. 


The SPEAKER. The resolutions will be read. 
The Clerk read the resolutions. 
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Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, the message just received 
from the Senate of the United States, announcing the death of 
the senior Senator from the State of Michigan, Hon. Francis 13. 
Stockbridge, is as painful as it is startling. Only a short time 
since the Senator left the capital in anticipation of a delight 
ful journey across the continent, contemplating an early return 
to his public duties in the Senate, to which he was devotedly 
attached. But before these hopes could bo realized he was 


stricken down in the city of Chicago, within a short distance of 
his own home (to which he was not permitted to return), and ex- 
pired in that city yesterday evening. 

In his death the Senate has lost an intelligent and painstaking 
legislator; the State, a wise and safe counselor; and his neigh- 


bors, the truest of friends. The State of Michigan has received 
a blow from which it can not readily recover, and the sad ev 
will be attended with every manifestation of public and private 
grief within her borders. 

Coming from the humblest walks of life, he never lost touch 
with the common people, and won his place in business and po 
litical life by dint of persistent effort and unfaltering courage 
Possessing in the later years of his life an abundant fortune, yet 
he was prodigal in his private charities; and the city of his hor 
is adorned to-day with enduring monuments of his benefactions. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask the House to suspend its usual business, 
and join the Senate in paying tribute to the memory of the 
ceased by adopting the following resolutions: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow the announ 
ment from the Senate of the death of Hon. Francis B. Stockbridge, lu 
Senator from the State of Michigan. 

Resolved, That the Speaker of the House appoint a committee of nine inem 
bers of the House, to act in conjunction with the committee appointed by 
the Senate, to make all necessary arrangements for and accompany the re 
mains to the piace of burial. 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House notify the Senate of the action of the 
House in this regard. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the deceased 
the House do now adjourn. 


The resolutions were unanimously adopted. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of the following 
named members as the committee on the partof the House under 
the resolutions just adopted: Mr. Burrows, Mr. Bynum, Mr 
McCrEARY of Kentucky, Mr. BouTeELLE, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. Arr- 
KEN, Mr. THOMAS, Mr. LINTON, and Mr. RICHARDSON of Michi 
gan. 


House (at 1 o’clock and 35 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


| 
| And then, in pursuance of the resolutions just adopted, the 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions 
were severally reported from committees, delivered tothe Clerk, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee on War 
Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 3562)for the relicf of Mrs. Ann E. Heiskell. (Re- 
port No. 805.) 

A bill (H. R. 2451) for the relief of loyal citizens therein 
| named, of Loudoun County, Va. (Report No. 806.) 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas, from the same committee: 

A bill (H. R. 3660) for the relief of Rachel Dyer, of Fairfax 
County, Va. (Report No. 807.) 

A bill (H. R. 6939) for the relief of Daniel S. Loy. (Report 
No. 808.) 

A resolution to refer to the Court of Claims the bill (H. R. 
| 5215) for the relief of the estate of Sylvanus Sandford, deceased. 

(Report No. 809.) 

By Mr. MCNAGNY, from the same committee: 
at hogs Rt. 3268) for the relief of Turner Merritt. (Report 
NO. SLU, 

A resolution to refer to the Court of Claims the bill (H. KR. 
588) to pay John Foster, of Elizabeth, W. Va., for ferrying United 
States soldiers during the late war. (Report No. 812.) 

A resolution to refer to the Court of Claims the bill (H. R. 
3179) for the relief of Simeon Austin. (Report No. 813.) 

A resolution to refer to the Court of Claims the bill (H. R. 
1128) for the relief of William Crow. (Report No. 814. 

A resolution to refer to the Court of Claims the bill (H.R. 
2697) for the relief of Mrs. Catherine Barry Meecha. (Report 
No. 815.) 

A resolution to refer to the Court of Claims the bill (H.R. 
2695) for the relief of the owners of the steamer ClaraBell. (Re 
port No. 816.) 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas, from the same committee: A reso- 
Tution to refer to the Court of Claims the bill (H. RR. 2056) for the 
velief of St. Charles College, St. Charles, Mo. (Report No. 817.) 

By Mr. McLAURIN, from the same committee: A resolution 
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to refer to the Court of Claims the following bills: H. R. 492, 493, 
495, 497, 499, 500, 501, 502, 504, and 3210. (Report No. 818.) 

y Mr. BOWERS of California, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs: A bill(H. R. 782) authorizing the President to place 
upon the retired list of the Army Sergts. Francis Long and 
oowtes Connell, late of the Signal Corps, United States Army, 
survivors of the Lady Franklin Bay expedition. (Report No. 
819.) 

By Mr. COUSINS, from the Committee on Claims: A bill (H. 
R. 5119) for the relief of John H. Fralick. (Report No. 823.) 





ADVERSE REPORT 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, a private bill was adversely re- 
ported and laid on the table, as follows: . 

By Mr. MCNAGNY, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
bill (H.R. 5800) for the relief of Frederick Engelhardt. (Re- 
port No, 811.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. FITHIAN: A bill (H. R. 6940) to repeal article 9 of 
the act of August 19, 1890, ‘‘An act to adopt regulations for 

reventing collisions at sea”—to the Committee on Merchant 
{urine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. REILLY (by request): A bill (H. R. 6947) to reorgan- 
ize the Union Pacific Railway Company and to readjust and se- 
cure the claims of the United States against said company—to 
the Committee on the Pacific Railroads. 

A bill (H.R. 6950) to readjust and secure the claims of the 
United States against the Union Pacific Railway Company and 
ad reorganize said company—to the Committee on the Pacific 

Railroads. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CHICKERING: A bill (H. R. 6941) granting a pension 
to Mary Danahay, mother of Daniel Danahay, late a private Com- 

y H, Eighteenth New York Cavalry—to the Committee on 
nvalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6942) to remove the charge of desertion 
from James W. Penny, alias Frederic Stanley, Company F, 
Second Regiment United States Infantry—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6943) granting a pension to Walter Caples, 
late of Company L, Twentieth New York Heavy Artillery—to the 
Committee on Tnvalia Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6944) to remove the charge of desertion from 
Francis W. Osterhout, Company F, Sixteenth United States In- 
fantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAGNER: A bill (H. R. 6945) to provide an American 
register for the bark Villa—to the Committee on Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SHAW: A bill (H. R. 6946) granting a pension to Sarah 
M. duende the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama (by request): A bill (H. R. 
6948) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah E. Comly—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOEN; Protest of the Trinity Church of Traverse and 
Stevens Counties, Minn., by Rev. J. Bauer, its pastor, and Wil- 
liam Oldhaver, William Rine, and August Furham, itselders and 
trustees, against the adoption of the proposed so-called Chris- 
tian amendment to the Constitution—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HATCH: Petition of citizens of Hannibal, Mo., for re- 
duction of letter postage to 1 cent per ounce—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Davis Creek Grange, Lafayette County, Mo., 
ening passage of antioption bill—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

Also, resolutions of St. John’s Lutheran Church, Canton, Mo., 
protenting against a proposed amendment to the Constitution 
acknowledging the Deity—to the Committee on the Judi fs 

By Mr. HARTMAN (by request): Two petitions of E. L. Wil- 
Jiams, Will Kennedy, and +09 other citizens of Montana, favoring 
the establishment of telegraph and telephone service by the 
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Soe te the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
s. 

By Mr. HAUGAN: Petition of the members of the bar of 
Northern Wisconsin, in favor of House bill 6552, relating to the 
judicial districts of Wisconsin—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, petition of D. Ballantine and 99 other citizens of Wiscon- 
sin, in favor of the establishment of a governmental telegraph 
and telephone service—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of J. H. Kelley and many other cit- 
izens of Minneapolis, Minn., favoring Government ownership 
of telegraph lines—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MERCER: Three protests from citizens of Omaha 
against the income tax of the Wilson bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of Daniel M. Shaw, to accompany 
House bill 6929—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_By Mr. WALKER: Petition of John W. Hicks and 450 other 
citizens of Worcester, Mass., and vicinity, praying for the en- 
actment of laws restricting immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 





SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, May 2, 1894 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. J. M. BUCKLEY, D. D., LL. D., of the city of 
New York. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, there does not seem to be a quo- 
rum of the Senate present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roil. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Faulkner, Mariin, Smith, 
Allison, Jeorge, Mitchell, Wis. Teller, 
Bate, Gorman, Morrill, Turpie, 
Berry, Hale, Palmer, Vest, 
Blackburn, Harris, Pasco, Vilas, 
Chandler, Hill, Peffer, Voorhees, 
Coke, Hoar, Perkins, Walsh, 
Daniel, Hunton, Platt, White, 
Davis Lodge, Quay, Wilson. 
Dixon, McLaurin, Sherman, 

Dolph, McPherson, Shoup, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-two Senators have answered 
to their names. No quorum is present. What is the pleasure 
of the Senate? 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed 
to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I think another Senator has come in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No other Senator has addressed 
the Chair. 

Mr. VOORHEES. It seems not. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL, 
er notice of some motion he was going to make this morning, 

ut I do not see him in his seat. 

Mr. HARRIS. There is no quorum present, I believe. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Tho question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee, that the Sergeant-at-Arms be di- 
rected to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

Mr. HIGGINS entered the Chamber and answered to his name. 

Mr. HARRIS. I withdraw the motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motioniswithdrawn. forty- 
three Senators having answered to their names, a quorum is 

resent. Without objection the Journal of yesterday’s proceed- 

ngs stands approved. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 3978) for the relief of John M. Rice was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
FLAG OF TWENTY-SECOND IOWA INFANTRY. 
The joint resolution (H. Res. 168) instructing the Secretary of 
War to return to the State of Iowa the flag of Twenty-second 
imentof Iowa Volunteer Infantry was read twice by its title. 
r. WILSON. AsI think there can be no objection to the 
of the joint resolution, I ask unanimous consent for its 
present consideration. 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. : 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 











1894. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Lasters’ | 


Protective Union of Boston, Mass., and a memorial of Council 
of Trades and Labor Unions of Detroit, Mich., remonstrating 
against the ratification of the proposed Chinese treaty; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Legislature of the Common- 


wealth of Massachusetts in General Court assembled, praying | 
for the passage of House bill No. 5294, relating to the removal | 


of letter-carriers; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FRYE presented a memorial of the Maritime Exchange 
of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the passage of 
House bills numbered 5501, 5502, 45503, 5504, 5505, 5506, and 
5603, proposing to amend the navigation laws; which was re- 
ferred td the Committee on Commerce. 


of Portland, Me., remonstrating against the ratification of any 
treaty permitting Chinese immigration; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented sundry petitions of citizens of 
Fort Wayne, Farmersburg, Cochran, Greencastle, Michigan 
City, Terre Haute, and Bedford, all in the State of Indiana, 
praying that national building and loan associations and local 

uilding and loan associations be exempted from the provision 
oo proposed income tax; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry employés of the Dillon 
Glass Company, and the Fairmount Glass Works, of Fairmount, 
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journals be admitted to the mails as second-class matter; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
_ Mr. PALMER presented the petition of John Cowdon, of New 
Orleans, La., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 1917, to 
increase the volume of money on a real estate and gold and sil- 
ver basis, and for other purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present a memorial of the Ohio State 
Board of Commerce, which represents that the Board of Trade 
and Transportation of Cincinnati, through its governing body, 





| adopted a resolution remonstrating against the abrogation of 


any treaty under which reciprocal relations have been estab- 
lished between the United States and any foreign country, and 
especially the reciprocy treaties with Spain and Brazil, and de- 
nouncing all such legislation as unreasonable and commercially 
suicidal. The memorial of the Ohio State Board of Commerce 


‘ mn ; ' ® | is accompanied by memorials of all the leading chambers of 
He also presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 40, | 


Ind., and a memorial of the Thompson Glass Company, of Gas | 


City, Stite of Indiana, remonstrating against the proposed re- 


ordered to lie on the table. 
He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Greencastle, 
of Wayne’ 
and of College City Lodge, No.9, Ancient Order of United Work- 
men, of Greencastle, all in the State of Indiana, praying that 
fraternal society and college journals be admitted to the mails 
as second class matter; which were referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Randolph, 


ent, No. 54, Knights of the Maccabees, of Fort Wayne, | 


Ky., and a memorial of sundry citizens-of Owensboro, Ky., re- | 
monstrating against the passage of the Wilson tariff bill; which | 


were ordered to lie on the table. 


He also presented a memorial of sundry window-glass workers | 


of Pendleton, Ind., remonstrating against the proposed reduc- 


tion of the duty on window glass; which was ordered to lie on | 


the table. 


Mr. GORDON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ath- | 
ens, and a petition of sundry citizens of Waynesboro, all in the | 


State of Georgia, praying that national building and loan asso- 
ciations and local building and loan associations be exempted 


from the provisions of the proposed income tax; which were or- | 


dered to lie on the table. 


Mr. ALLEN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of | 


Omaha, Nebr., remonstrating against the clause in the Wilson 
tariff bill proposing a tax on the incomes of building and loan 
associations; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


He also presented the memorial of Encampment No.1, Union 
Veteran Legion, of Pittsburg, Pa., remonstrating against the 


passage of House bill No. 5575, which proposes to transfer the 
control of the Board of Managers of the National Soldiers’ Homes 


for Disabled Soldiers to the War Department; which was re- | 


ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


He also presented the memorial of Elmer E. Bryson and sun- | 


dry other citizens of Omaha, and a memorial of the Edgar 


Nebraska, remonstrating against the adoption of the clause in 


commerce and boards of trade in the State of Ohio, which to- 
gether constitute the Ohio State Board of Commerce. Attached 
to the memorial is a number of other memorials, somewhat sim- 
i ar,from the various boards of trade and chambers of commerce 
and boards of transportation. I move that the memorials lie on 
the table, as the bill is now pending. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of the Toledo (Ohio) 
Medical Association, remonstrating against any reduction of the 
appropriation for the library of the Surgeon-General's Office; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of the Toledo (Ohio) Medical As- 
sociation, praying for the passage of House bill No. 5837, to re- 
move certain disabilities of late acting assistant surgeons, United 


: I | States Army; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
duction of the duty on green and flint glass bottles; which were | 


Affairs. 

He also presented the petitionof Lyman Abbott, D. D., of New 
York City; C. K. Adams, LL. D., president of the University 
of Wisconsin, Madison, Wis.,and George Alexander, D. D., of 
New York City, and sundry other prominent professors, scien- 
tists, and clergymen of the United States, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to suppress the lottery traffic; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST presented a memorial of the Brass Workers and 
Polishers’ Local Brotherhood, No. 13, of St. Louis, Mo., remon- 
strating against the ratification of the proposed Chinese treaty; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Benjamin Franklin Council, 
No. 6, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of St. Louis, 
Mo., praying for the passage of House bill No. 5246, to restrict 
immigration; which was referred to the Committee on Immi- 


| gration. 





the Wilson tariif bill which proposes a tax on national building | 


and loan associations; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented the petition of James F’. Brodie and 175 
other citizens of Salem, Mass., praying for the enactment of 
more stringent antilottery legislation; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. PEFFER presented the petition of Edwin Gomez, of New 
York City, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to set- 
tle a certain claim against the Government of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of St. Paul, Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation for 
the classification of clerks in first and second class post-offices; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

8. : 

He also presented a petition of Noble-Franklin Lodge, No. 2, 

of St. Paul, Minn., praying that fraternal society and college 


Mr. HIGGINS presented the petition of F. B. Householder 
and 93 other saeuiberset Old Glory Council, No. 12, Junior Order 
of United American Mechanics, of Delaware City, Del., praying 
for the passage of House bill No. 5246, to restrict immigration; 
which was referred. to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present resolutions adopted at the regu- 
lar meeting of the Commercial Club of Kansas City, Mo., held 
April 17, stating that the immediate welfa e and prosperity of 
that city and of the State of Missouri, as well as of all the States 
west of the Mississippi River, depends upon the early completion 
of the harbor work at Galveston, Tex., and praying that every 
influence be used to further the completion of this work, so that 
at least 20 feet of water on the bar there may be available by the 
fall of 1894. I move that the resolutions be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. [also presenta petition of the State League 


ae ; | of Missouri Building and Loan Associations, of Gallatin, } 
Building and Loan Association, of Edgar, all in the State of | ~ eens OS CNet, es, 


praying for the adoption of an amendment to the tariff bill in 
reyard to the taxation of incomes or dividends on shares in such 
associations that they may be exempted. I move that the peti- 
tion lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of Benjamin Franklin 
Council, No. 6, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of 
St. Louis, Mo., praying for the passage of House bill No. 5246, 
to restrict immigration; which was referred to the Committee 
on Immigration. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I present a memorial of Encampment 


| No. 126, Union Veteran Legion, of Kearney, Nebr., remonstrating 


against the transfer of the control of the board of managers of 
the several branches of the National Military Home for Disabled 
So'diers tothe War Department. I presume the memorial should 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, although Lun- 
derstand some scheme of this character is involved in an appro- 
priation bill. I ask that the memorial be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Itwill be soreferred in the absence 
of objection. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I presenta petition signed by the State 
officials and members of the Legislature of the State of Ne- 
braska, urging an appropriation for the improvement of the 
Missouri River at Council Bluffs, lowa, and Omaha, Nebr. I 
move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce and printed as a document, and added to a similar com- 
munication from the State of Iowa, which was ordered printed 
afew days ago. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a memorial of 81 citizens of 
Omuha, Nebr.,and a memorial of the Edgar Building and Loan 
Association, of Edgar, Nebr., remonstrating against the impo- 
sition of an income tax on building and loan associations; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition ofsundry citizensof Suffield, 
Conn., praying for the enactment of legislation to enable the 
States to enforce State laws regulating the sale of substitutes 
for dairy products; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce. 

Mr. HALE presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Local 
Union, No. 40, of Portland, Me., remonstrating against the rati- 
fication of the proposed Chinese treaty; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. GRAY presented a petition of Old Glory Council, No. 12, 
funior Order of United American Mechanics, of Delaware City, 
Del., praying for the passage of House bill No. 5346, to restrict 
immigration; wich was referred to the Committee on Immigra- 


tion. 

Mr. CALL presented a petition of the Leonard Smokeless 
Powder Company, of New York City, N. Y., ing that anap- 

ropriation be made for the testing, etc., of the Leonard smoke- 
ess powder; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committeeon Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of R. Q. Mallard, D. D., and 
sundry other citizens of New Orleans, La., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to suppress the lottery traffic; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1949) for the relief of James E. North, re- 
ported it without amendment. : 

Mr. MCPHERSON. On behalf of the Senator from Maryland 
. GrIBsoNn]}, who is absent this morning, I report back from 

e Committee on Naval Affairs with an amendment the bill (S. 
1769) to establish an observatory circle as a provision for guard- 
ing the delicate astronomical instruments at the United States 
Naval Observatory against smoke or currents of heated air in 
their neighborhood and undue vibrations from traffic upon the 
extension of — thoroughfares in the vicinity, and for other 

urposes, and submit acon So 

The VICE-PRESID '. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY. 


Mr. GORMAN. I am directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred a resolution rn authorize the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry to have certain print- 
ing done, to report it with amendments, and I ask forits present 
consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, ed to consider the 
resolution peoemnines by Mr. GEORGE April 12, 1894); which was 
read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry be authorized 
to have printed so much as ay Bagge Ad Seg eg 
and other information ob by them, or ittee thereof, or 
sanoues Se State Department, in eondition of 
and o' subjects referred to said committee by the resolution of the Sen- 
ate of April 19, 1882, and of subsequent resolutions of the Senate, and also 
any report or reports which said committee may make on the same subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments of the Committee 
on Printing will be stated. 

The SeorETARY. In line 2, after the word “ printed,” insert 
the words “in the usual manner,” and at theend of the resolu- 
tion insert ‘not to exceed 1,200 octavo pages;” so that the reso- 
lution as amended will read: 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GORDON introduced a bill (S.1981) for the relief of the 
owners of the steamer Leesburg; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request of the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia) introduced a bill (S. 1982) to amend an act 
entitled ‘“‘An act to incorporate the Washington and George- 
town Railroad Company,” approved May 17, 1862; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1983) for the relief of 
the heirsof Elizabeth Townsend, deceased; which wasread twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 1984) in relation to bounty 
land allowed to persons who have served in the Army or Navy 
of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 1985) for the relief of Mrs. H. 
B. Clay, of Rogersville, Hawkins County, Tenn.; which was 
read ee title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WALSH introduced a bill (S. 1986) to repeal section 3412 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the 
payment of the tax of 10 per cent on the notes of State banks; 
which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the bill be read in full. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That section 3412 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States relating to the payment of the tax of 10 per cent on the amount 


of ane of State banks used for circulation, be, and the same is hereby, re- 


Mr. WALSH. I ask that the bill lie on the table. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie on the table. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. BERRY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 


posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 


printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amend ment intended to be pro- 
— him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


printed. 

Mr. HUNTON (by request) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to the District ef Columbia een bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia and ordered to be printed. : 


REPORT ON CLIMATOLOGY. 


Mr. GEORGE submitted the following concurrent resolutions; 
which were referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), That 
5,000 copies, com: os a tables, and charts, be printed ofthe 
the cl tology, sotis, and other agricultural 


paper entitled ‘‘A report on 
resources of Oklahoma, Indian Territory, and Southwestern Missouri, with 
—— reference to their von | may to cotton culture;”’ a - 
tation of information collected by 0 epost of Agriculture and the 
Census Office, as to the temperature, all, and other climatic conditions, 
ieultural resources, ete., of the section mentioned. 

olved, That 1,000 copies be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the 
use of the House of <esentatives, and 2,000 copies to be distributed by the 
Department of A ‘ture. : 


. IMPORTATION OF CONTRACT LABORERS. 


Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 

to inform the Senate— 

First. To what extent the statutes of the United States against the im- 
tation of contract laborers have been violated since March 4, 1889, giving 
same by a laborers thus imported, if any, by nation- 

and occu on, aa, ane occupation of 
persons violation Ww. 

Second. t extent violati f the statutes against the importa- 

aenieaet 4 tabapens have seen 4 : and what is the t 
the prosecution of all such violations, giving the cases courts 
in which prosecutions have been made or are made, and the number 
of persons who have been convicted of such violations and the penalties im- 


ADDITIONAL FORCE IN CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY. 


Mr. MILLS. I wish to call up the amendment of the House of 
ves to the joint resolution (S. R. 66) providing ad- 
di clerical force for the Library of Congress. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The lays before the Senate 
the amendment of the House of ares to the joint 
resolution. The joint resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows: 

by the passage of the ht law, additional labor was placed 


‘Whereas, by | 
the Librarian of Congress; an: 
in consequence of insufficient clerical force, the work of furnish- 
ae eae wd ths in arrears: Therefore 
by Renais, téc., Phat there is hereby appropriated from the 


‘ 















1894. 





Jreasury of the United States, out of funds not otherwise appropriated. the 
"gum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be usetl for the 
are of additional clerical foree, under the direction of the Libra- 
rian of Congress. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the House of 
Representatives will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, Aprii 27, 1894. 

Amendment: Strike out all after the resolving clause and insert: 

“That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury of 
the United States not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 86,800, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, to be available for expenditure until the close 
of the fiscal year 1895, for the employment of additional clerical force under 
the direction of the Librarian of Congress.”’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The point of order made by the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] on Monday against the consid- 
eration of the motion of the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs] 
to concur in the amendment of the House of Representatives 
was sustained by the Chair. At the time the Chair was in doubt 
as to the correctness of the ruling. Upon reflection the Chair 
is satisfied that the point of order should have been overruled 
and the motion of the Senator from Texas entertained. Unani- 
mous consent was not necessary for the consideration of the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the joint resolu- 
tion. The question ison concurring in the amendment made by 
the House of Representatives. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I should be glad to have the 
Senator from Texas move to nonconcur in the amendment of the 
House and request aconference upon the disagreement between 
the two Houses. It may not do any good, but itcan do no harm. 
Tam satisfied that the sum =e by the Senate, $10,000, 
was no more than is fairly and reasonably required for the ad- 
ditional work which is imposed upon the Librarian, which has 
now accumulated so that it is many months behind. 

With regard to the suggestion that the Librarian says he can 
get along with $6,800, we all know the Librarian of Congress, 
and we know that if he felt that was all he could get he would 
say he could get along with it; but we all know also that he 
would not ask for an appropriation of $10,000 unless it was neces- 
sary to enable him to do the work. Those of us who have been 
i the Library (and all of us have been there) are aware of the 
fact that the work of the Library is being conducted by a very 
small force of clerks and assistants, to say nothing about the 
copyright business which has been added to the duties of the 
Ltrarinn. I do not believe that there is a single department 
or bureau of the Government where clerical force is so econo- 
mized as it is in the Library. 

It seems to me that if we are to have a Congressional Library 
we ought to give it sufficient force to have all the work done, and 
done well, and without overworking the clerks. I can not my- 
self but feel that $10,000 is no more than is reasonably required, 
and as I said, if a conference is asked for, it is possible that it 
might not amount to anything, but it could not hurt anything, 
and it could not materially delay the passage of the joint resolu- 
tion. If our conferees found that the conferees on the part of 
the House were obdurate, and that nothing could be done, they 
could accept the situation as they found it; butI ar wish that 
the chairman of the Committee on the Library would make the 
attempt. 

Mr. MILLS. I thoroughly sympathize with the views ex- 

ressed by the Senator from Connecticut. I believed that $10,- 

was necessary to do efficiently the work that has to be done 
in the Library. But the business is falling behind ail the time. 
The Librarian is falling behind with the work day by day; it is 
like a gathering drift; and it is necessary for us to do something 
and doit promptly. I was disposed when the joint resolution 
came over with the amendment to nonconcur in it, and I had a 
conference with the Librarian. He takes the same view of it I 
do—that it is best for us to take this amount at once and go on 
with the work, because if we get into a conference everyone 
knows how long conferences last on matters of appropriation 
between the two Houses; it simply delays things, and we have 
atlast to yield. I think it is best to yieldnow. I therefore ask 
that the Senate concur in the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

MONONGAHELA RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. QUAY. As unanimous consent seems to be accorded this 
morning, I ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (H.R. 6055) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge over the Monongahela River in the city of 
Pittsburg. I should be glad to have the bill read for the in- 
formation of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Has the morning business been concluded? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business has not been 
concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS. If this bill leads to no debate, as the morning 
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business has not been concluded, I shall interpose no objection 
to its consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill, and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EXTENSION OF THE PORT OF NEW YORK. 

Mr. HILL. There isa bill upon the Calendar which passed 
the House of Representatives, and which has been reported by 
my colleague [Mr. MuRPHyY] from the Committee on Commerce, 
without amendment, to extend the limits of the port of New 
York. It isa simple bill, and its passage is desired at thistime. 
It will not lead to any debate, and will scarcely take five min- 
utes. I ask unanimous consent that it may be now considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill the 
title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H.R. 6073) to extend the limits of 
the port of New York. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I desire to have the present consideration of 
a resolution which I offered on Monday last. I shall not object 
to the bill of the Senator from New York at this time, but I shall 
ask that my resolution, which is morning business, may be laid 
before the Senate when the bill referred to by the Senator from 
New York is disposed of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the Senator from New York? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 6072) to extend the 
limits of the port of New York. It proposes to extend the lim- 
its of the port of New York, in the State of New York, so as to 
include the city of Yonkers, Westchester County. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, and read the third time. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from 
New York,as I did not catch the reading of the bill, what is pro- 
posed by it? 

Mr. HILL. The bill proposes to bring within the jurisdiction 
of what is known as the port of New York the city of Yonkers, 
which adjoins the city of New York on the north. They are so 
intimately connected that it would seem wise that there should 
be but one port under one name and one jurisdiction. The bill 
has the approvalof all the authorities. It was introduced in the 
other House by the member who represents the district in which 
Yonkers is situated. There is no objection to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

The bill was passed. 

TRADE BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND CANADA. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution submitted by the Seuator from Delaware| Mr. HIG- 
GINS], coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Hic- 
GINS April 30, 1804, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to send to the 
Senate statistics relative to trade between the United States and Canada, 
showing the imports and exports by articles and years down to the present 
year, for such period and from such data as are avaliable. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I ask for action on the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreein 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 6442) to protect the birds and animals in Yellowstone 
National Park, and to punish crimes in said park, and for other 
purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 6373) making appropriations for the support of the Army 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House yesterday 
passed the following resolutions: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow the announce- 
ment from the Senate of the death of Hon. Francis B. Stockbridge, late a 
Senator from the State of Michigan. 

Resolved, That the Speaker of the House appoint a committee of nine mem 
bers of the House, to act in conjunction with the committee appointed by 
the Senate, to make all necessary arrangements for and accompany the re- 
mains to the po of burial. 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House notify the Senat 
House in this regard. 

Resolved, Thatasafurther mark of respect to the memory of the deceased 
the House do now adjourn. 


Is there objection to the request of 
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The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had appointed Mr. BURROWS, Mr. BYNUM, Mr. McCreary of 
Kentucky, Mr. BOUTELLE, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. AITKEN, Mr. 
Tuomas, Mr. LINTON, and Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan as the 
committee on the part of the House to act in conjunction with 
the committee appointed by the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; 
and they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (8.1403) to authorize the reconstruction of a bridge 
across the Niobrara River, near the village of Niobrara, Nebr., 
and making an appropriation therefor; 

A bill (H. R. 2683) for the relief of George W. Barnes; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 81) directing the Secretary of War to 
cause an examination to be made to determine if there is prob- 
ability and danger of the Mississippi River cutting through the 
space dividing such river from the St. Francis River in the vi- 
cinity of Walnut Bend, Ark.; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res, 150) providing for partial payments 
for work, etc., for vessels constructed under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 

SUPPRESSION OF LOTTERY TRAFFIC. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask consent at this time for the consideration 
of Senate bill 1620, in relation to the ha tp mgr of the lottery 
traffic, which was heretofore conside the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Morning business has closed, and 
the Senator from Massachusetts asks unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of a bill the title of which will be stated. 

The Secrerary. A bill (S. 1620) for the suppression of lottery 
traffic through national and interstate commerce and the — 
service, subject to the jurisdiction and laws of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I want to reserve the right to object if the 
bill leads to debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment 
reported by the Committee on the Judiciary, which has been 
heretofore read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. VEST, Mr. President, the bill was called up suddenl, 
while I was engaged in another matter. Ido not understan 
that the Senator from Massachusetts, who reported the bill, ob- 
ects to inserting in line 8 of the amendment of the committee, 

tween the words ‘‘ the” and “ jurisdiction,” the word ‘‘ exclu- 
sive,” so as to read, ‘‘exclusive jurisdiction.” 

Mr. HOAR. I think there is no objection to that. I propose 
to insert that word, and then, in lines 11 and 12, to strike out 
the words ‘any place subject to the jurisdiction and laws of,” so 
as to read, “ within the United States.” The first should apply 
to places where the United States has exclusive jurisdiction an 
the other tothe whole United States, to the bringing in of lottery 
tickets from abroad. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection the amendment 
to the amendment will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In line 12 of the first section of the amendment 
reported by the committee the same amendment should be made 
by inserting the word ‘‘ exclusive ” before “‘ jurisdiction.” 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, that line has been 
stricken out. Where we undertake to prohibit the setting up 
of a lottery or the sale of lottery tickets, of course that can only 
apply to places where the United States has exclusive jurisdic- 
tion. We can not deal with the offenses in the States. 

Mr. VEST. No. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator's amendment makes thatclear, but 
when we come to the twelfth line, ‘‘ within any place,” that should 
be made exclusive also. 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator is quite right in inserting the word 
‘exclusive ” there also. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection the amendment 
to the amendment reported by the committee will be considered 
as agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I suggest, in order to improve the ver in 
lines 13 and 14, the words ‘‘ subject to the jurisdiction and laws 
of the United States” there should be stricken out, and between 
the words “ any ’ and ‘‘ place,” in line 13, the word *‘ such ” should 
be inserted; so as to read, “ within “7 such placs.” 

ul pply 





Mr. HOAR. Lines 13 and 14 should a to the whole of the 
United States, so that those lines should amended by strik- 
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ing out the words “ any place subject to the jurisdiction and laws 
of,” and leave it ‘to be brought within the United States.” 
That applies to foreign commerce, the bringing the thing in 
from abroad, and not merely to the District of Columbia and the 
Territories. 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection to the idea that such traffic 
— be excluded from the foreign commerce of the United 

8. 

Mr. HOAR. That is all that provision would do. So the 
thirteenth and fourteenth lines should be amended by striking 
out after the word ‘‘within,” in line 13, down to the words 
**United States,” in line 14. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
to the amendment will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I desire the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts in order to getthe meaning to be given 
to lines 3, 4, and 5 of section 1 of the amendment of the commit- 
tee, which read: 

That any person who, within the jurisdiction and subject to the laws of 
the United States— 

Mr. HOAR. That is now ‘exclusive jurisdiction.” 

Mr. VEST. The language of the amendment of the commit- 
tee continues: 

Shall contrive, propose, set up, or draw a lottery, so-called gift concert, 
sists in such contriving, proposing, seeing up, of drawing in sny place 
within the jurisdiction = 7 

As amended it reads “‘ exclusive jurisdiction ”— 
and subject to the laws of the United States, or who, from any place what- 
ever, whether within er without such jurisdiction. 

Under that section, as I understand it, it will be a criminal 
offense at a church festival in the District of Columbia, for in- 
stance, to have prizes. 

Mr. HOAR. efore the Senator proceeds to that, the word 
exclusive” should be inserted in the third line of section 1, 
before the word ‘ jurisdiction.” 

Mr. VEST. Yes; in the third line, between the words ‘‘ the” 
and ‘‘ jurisdiction.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amend- 
ment to the amendment of the committee will be considered as 
agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. While I am in entire sympathy with the pur- 
_— of the bill to prohibit lotteries so far as the national juris- 

iction extends, I do not think we ought to leave this clause in 
the bill, which would involve the idea to which I have alluded, 
that at a festival for charitable purposes, where there is the 
drawing of a lottery, it shall come within the prohibitions of 
this statute. I hardly think that is according to the idea of the 
framers of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Ihave not myself been able to contrive a piece 
of legislation which will hit the gambler and steer clear of other 
peop e. Ido not know but it —— be done. 

r. VEST. If the Senator will pardon me, is that the mean- 
ing of this bill? 

r. HOAR. If we are going inall the Territories and the 
District of Columbia to prohibit gambling, and to prohibit it by 
the usual and ordinary penal descriptions of penal legislation, I 
do not see how we can except church members. They will con- 
trive to have their church fairs very delightful without gam- 
bling, I think. If the Senator has any pnguage that will ac- 
complish that object, I have been unable to find it myself, and I 
have never heard of any before. I suppose that in every State 
in the Union, without an exception, church fairs and church 
lotteries and gift enterprises and rattles at temperance meetings 
and such places are in fact illegal and punishable, but they go 
on. I do not suppose anybody can frame language which will 
not apply to them also, and I do not think we ought to. 

The language used in the bill is the language in this particu- 
lar which has been founded by the Supreme Courtof the United 
States, and is the language very largely of the present law now 
in force in the District of Columbia. This bill extends it to all 
the Territories and all places like forts and arsenals. 

Mr. VEST. I have simply to say that within the jurisdiction 
of the United States, as I remarked before, I am in favor of the 
most stringent legislation against lotteries, such as the Louisiana 
lottery and the vana lottery. That is the worst species of 
gambling, because it affects those classes in the communit; 


which are less able to spend money in this way, and because it 


is more widespread and far-reaching than any other form of this 
vice; but I can never find ———_ to go even intoa fort oran 
arsenal or the District of Columbia, where we have exclusive 
jurisdiction, and punish people who, for charitable purposes, 
raffle off articles at a festival or a fair. , 

It seems to me that that is carrying the doctrine entirely too 
far. In the State of Missouri we have the most stringent laws 
against lotteries, statutory and constitutional. We have a pro- 
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vision in the constitution of Missouri which makes all sales or 
the giving away of lottery tickets within the State unlawful, 
and declares all contracts in regard to lottery tickets to be un- 
lawful, and we have a statute to the same effect, but the Legis- 
lature of Missouri, as I remember—I have not examined it 
lately—made an exception as to charitable institutions or as- 
semblies. Ithas long been the custom for.people to raise money 
at religious fairs in that way, and however much difference of 
opinion may exist as to the propriety and morality of the pro- 
ceeding it is the custom throughout the country. 

Mr. GRAY. Would it be germane to propose an amendment 
exempting church members from the operation of this bill? 

Mr. VEST. Iam obliged to the Senator for that suggestion. 
Iam not legislating as to individuals, but legislating as to prac- 
tices, and if any Senator thinks that that should be put upon the 
same footing with the Louisiana or the Havana lottery he is per- 
fectly consistent in so voting, but 1 do not think so. Asa mat- 
ter of course, I do not propose to exempt any man because he is 
a member of a church or because he belongs toany society. The 
question is hardly worthy of the Senator from Delaware. He 
knows my opinion very well in regard to that sort of legislation. 

But as to applying this penal statute to what is regarded all 
through the country as an innocent, if not a justifiable, practice 
in religious and charitable assemblies, that is a very different 
question, and I am not prepared to vote for any such statute. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to strike out the second section. I do 
notthink it is necessary,and it raises some question in my mind. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the amendment be stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out section 2 of the 
amendment reported by the committee, as follows: 

Sc. 2. That any person violating any of the provisions of this act may be 
proceeded against by information or indictment and tried and punished 
either in the district at which the unlawful importation was made, or the 
unlawful deposit in the mails was made, or to which the matter deposited 
was carried by mail for delivery according to the directions thereon, or at 
which it is caused to be delivered by mail to the person to whom it is ad- 
dressed, or ineither of the districts throug. which it may have passed in the 
course of interstate commerce. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts to the amendment 
of the committee. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to inquire of the Senator 
from Massachusetts if he is not, by that amendment, taking out 
of the bill all the machinery by which anyone can be punished 
for committing the offense? 

Mr. HOAR. I have no doubt that under existing law the of- 
fense may be punished in any districtin which it is consummated. 
I do not want to detain the Senate, but a constitutional question 
has been raised in the decision by a judge in Virginia—which 
was called to my attention by the Senator from West Virginia, 
I think—and although I do not believe that applies, and I think 
this section is perfectly constitutional, yet I deem it better to 
strike it out and leave the prosecution of the offense to the gen- 
eral law, which I think is entirely sufficient. 

Mr. GRAY. Let me ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
whether it is intended to legislate in a field as wide as would be 
indicated by the decision of the Supreme Court in regard to the 
right of Congress to control what is carried in the mails of the 
United States—I have forgotten the name of the decision? 


Mr. HOAR. The present law authorizes all postmasters to re- | 


fuse to deliver registered letters addressed to people or to cor- 
porations who have advertised themselves as engaged in the 
lottery business or have sent out lottery circulars. This bill 
extends that which is the existing law to all letters. There can 
be no reason that can be suggested, so far as I have heard, why 
it should be confined to registered letters. The registry is 
merely to insure prompt delivery. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. VEST] that this bill is too sweeping. I have 
not the slightest objection to confining it to the lottery busi- 
ness, but to provide that the offering of prizes shall be a penal 
offense at innocent church fairs and other little enterprises of 
that sort, it seems to me, is goiug beyond what we ought to at- 
tempt. 

-_ [ understand the law now, as sustained by the decision of 
the Supreme Court, lottery tickets pure and simple are excluded 
from the mails. There is no question as tothat.. I think every 

rovision that can be made should be made to reach the great 
uisiana lottery and other enterprises of that sort, but [ uno- 
derstand they are absolutely excluded from the mails to-day. 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps the Senator did not hear my statement. 
The law excludes from the mails to-day lottery tickets, and also 
requires postmasters to refuse to deliver registered !etters to 
= and corporations who advertise themselves as engaged 

the lottery business; but it does not extend to other letters, 
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Se this will only change the existing statute so as to cover other 
etters. 

Mr. GORMAN. There will be no objection to extending it to 
other letters, but when you propose to extend it to all these lit- 
tle gift enterprises and fairs, I think it is going too far. If the 
bill were confined to letters other than those registered, there 
would be no objection to it. 

Mr. HOAR. That part of it is not applicable to church fairs; 
it is only applicable to persons and corporations who advertise 
themselves as engaged in the lottery business, as the Senator 
will find if he refers to the statute. 

Mr.GORMAN. Iask the Senator from Massachusetts whether 
the statute to which he refers does not prohibit newspapers 
from publishing such advertisements, and if newspapers are not 
excluded from the mails if they do publish them? Under the 
provisions of the first section of the amendment, as I understand 
the bill, if a church desires to hold a fair where there are to be 
the usual drawings, they could not advertise in a newspaper. 

I trust the Senator from Massachusetts will consent that the 
bill may go over until we may examine it further. 

Mr. HOAR. I tried to consult with every Senator whom I 
could get to take an interest in the bill. I know the great in- 
terest which my honorable friend from Maryland takes in church 
fairs, and of course I do not wish todo anything which he thinks 
would affect that portion of his constituents who are interested 
in church fairs. All these laws havea practical administration. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I have some sympathy for 
the Reporter, and he is struggling to hear what is being said. 
I trust Senators will address the Chair and speak so that they 
pan be heard. 

Mr. HOAR. No officer of the law ever does interfere with 
these little church fairs. Whether they should or should not 
is a question we might discuss, but we can not make a law which 
will prohibit the evils of gambling and put in it a provision that 
church members and amiable people may eamable a little for 
pious purposes. It is not practicable; it ought not to be done, 
and, if done, it would make infinite mischief in our legislation, 

I do not believe there is a State in the Union in which such 
laws are not couched in general language which would prohibit 
what the Senator from Maryland speaks of; but practically no- 
body meddles with it. I suppose if the Senator from Maryland 
should come in here and move an amendment to excludechurch 
fairs or to exclude lotteries for charitable purposes, when he 
got it written out he probably would not vote for it himself; I 
do not believe he would, but he knows better than I do about 
that. I think the best way is to do what the Government has 
done, and what every State has done, so far as I am informed, 
make general laws prohibiting gambling. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand that the statute which we 
passed two or three years ago was aimed at the Louisiana lot- 
tery, and dealt alone with what is known as the lottery business, 
pure and simple, and that we excluded from the mails under 
that statute all tickets or letters relating to the business. The 
Senator from Massachusetts says it applied only to registered 
letters. 

Mr. HOAR. That is all. ; 

Mr.GORMAN. Weexcluded from the public mails any news- 
paper in the United States that published an advertisement of 
any lottery. The Supreme Court held that the act was consti- 
tutional, that we had the right to doit. In addition to that act, 
I understand that the Treasury Department, to meet the new 
condition which has grown up, after having driven the Louisi- 
ana Lottery out of the country—— 

Mr. HOAR. The pending bill does not in the least change 
or extend that enactment. 

Mr. GORMAN. ButI merely want to show that as I under- 
stand this case, the enforcement of that act has practically elim- 
inated the lottery business in this country. It does not exist 
to-day in any State in the Union. The law is strictly enforeed 
by the Post-Office Department. Then when, as reported, an at- 
tempt was made to bring in lottery tickets from a distant coun- 
at f the Treasury Department stepped in with a regulation 
which makes it almost impossible for the lottery companies to 


| carry on business here. 


Now, if there is the slightest defect in that law, if it does not 
cover ordinary letters and applies only to registered letters ad- 
dressed to lottery companies, [ canunderstand thatsuch a defect 
ought to be cured. There can be no objection to that being 
done; but I ask the Senator from Massachusetts why should 
Congress go beyond legislation that deals with the vicioug sys- 
tem that we have tried to drive outof the country? Whyskould 
we undertake to include in iegislation of this sort all the little 
enterprises that are carried on by churches, hospitals, aad in- 
stitutions of that kind? t the Senator from Massack usetts 
take the District of Columbia, where we have original jurtsdic- 
tion. Our aid to charitable institutions in the District consti- 
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tutes only about one-fourth of the cost of keeping up those 
magnificent hospitals and splendid institutions for the unfortu- 
nate in different relations of life. 

How are these institutions oe They have followed in the 
District the old custom thatex by law in Maryland from the 
foundation of the Government, of having their littlefairs and offer- 
ing prizes. They sell ticketsand advertise in the newspapers that 
they will hold a fair at the private residence of Mr. So and So, 
orat the chapel, or at some hall inthecity, and there these draw- 
ings take place as regularly as the year comes around. There 
is not one of these institutions, from the Little Sisters of the 
Poor up to the great Garfield Hespital, where two-thirds of the 
revenue does not come from these innocent drawings. Toenact 
legislation prohibiting drawingsof the character I havedescribed 
by churches, hespitals, etc., merely for the purpose of carrying 
out the view that has been enforced here recently, to drive out 
the lottery, it seems to me is most unfortunate. 

There is notan institution in Maryland, created — to twenty 
years ago, that is not the creation of asystem of thissort author- 
ized by law. There is not oneof them in that State orin the Dis- 
trict of Columbia that is not maintained inthatway. If youpass 
the bill in the way in which it is framed now, what is the re- 
sult? The public Treasury will be called upon for double the 
appropriations, and you not only therefore add tothe burdensof 
the Treasury, but you deprive these people of an innocent right, 
for no man can compare the drawing in one of these fairs and the 
selling of tickets to the drawings of those lotteries whose agents 

o in the byways and alleys and on the public places and take 
en poor people their hard earnings. Thatis a matter that can 
be stsmped out and ought to be stamped out. The law to-day is 
sufficient to do it. The law is enforced to-day. No mancansell 
lottery tickets in Washington without going to jail. I know to 
my certain knowledge that the law here has been enforced 

idly, and so let it go on. 

r. President, there comes no demand for such legislation as 
that proposed in the ding bill. There is no necessity for it. 
If the Senator from Massachusetts and the Committee on the 
Judiciary think it necessary that there should be any further 
amendment to the law already upon the statute book which re- 
lates alone to these lottery companies, let the committee report 
auch a bill and have it considered. 

Mr. President, I for one can not consent to extend the anti- 
lottery legislation so far as to exclude all the innocent and 
proper enterprises which I have attempted to describe. 

Mr. HOAR. What the Senator from Maryland saysin regard 
to the history of lotteries in this country is true. After the Revo- 
lutionary war for a = while the colleges in this country were 
aided by lotteries. I know Harvard College in my own State had 
repeated lotteries,as had hospitals and humane enterprisesalso. 
But our people have determined substantially in all the States 
in the Union that that ought not to be done, that it fosters a 
spirit of gambling, the idea of getting something that you do 
not pay for or do not work for, which is the bane of all human 
society wherever it prevails, and they have crushed them out. 
There is not a State in the Union that would now have its hos- 
pitals or its colleges or its universities supported by gambling; 
and why that should not apply to the District of Columbia I do 
not see. I do not think these little gift enterprises are in the 
least essential to anything, unless they are to make money b 
gambling. ‘The churches and hospitels and other similar inet. 
tutions can substitute some other form of amusement or contri- 
bution for them in ali the places where they prevail. 

So far as they are a serious method of money, does the 
Senator from Maryland, at this time, in the close of the nine- 
teenth century, think the Government hospitals in the District 
of Columbia ought to get two-thirds of their support by gam- 
bling and by selling lottery tickets, out of which they make 
money, and by which they poison the minds of the youth and of 
the persons who take part with them? Certainly the Senator 
from Maryland does not mean to be so understood. 

Mr. GORMAN. I am as far from having any desire to poison 
the minds of the youth of the District of Columbia as the Sen- 
ater from usetts, but—— 


from Maryland on. The pending bill does three things. 
Tapeh nle yoeey  gpe 

as n 0 as to reg- 
istered letters. Of that tho Lensher from Maryland does not 
©com . Then it deals with foreign and interstate commerce. 
The isiana lottery is an American institution to-day, a Flor- 


ida institution, if I am correctly told by persons who have com- 


to me from that State others; that is, they 


the 
from American soil. So the bill 
tickets or lottery advertisements from outside the country or 
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a from State to State. To that the Senator does 
not 0 : 
The third thing that it doesis to prohibit gambling in the 
exclusive jurisdiction of the United States, namely, in the forts, 
arsenals, and so on, and in the District of Columbia. That the 
eneral law does, which applies toalllotteries. If this be impol- 
tic, substantially all the lottery legislation of the country is im- 
aereeas If this be unjust or badly written in language, all the 
ottery legislation of country is liable to that objection. 
Now, the Senator from Mary thinks we should put into 
the bill, in orderthat a deacon at a church fair may not get into 
trouble if he has a raffle, something which not in terms, but in 
substance, will except that class of persons. I do not think it is 
e 





possible. 

If it were possible I do not think it is wise. Ithink they will 
goon just as they go on in the State of Maryland or the State 
of Massachusetts or the State of Missouri, without being med- 
died with. But if it is necessary for the sake of the great good 
of suppressing this most dangerous and destructive species of 
gambling to break it up in little church fairs, I think it ought 
to be done. I do not think it is. 


In regard to the serious part of the Senator's speech, in which 


he says a great revenue comes to these people from gambling 
operations and that the Government would have to pay their ex- 
penses if they are cut off from such operations, I say they ought 
to be cut off from them, and I shall vote against my honorable 
friend when that is the issue. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President—— 
_ Mr. HARRIS. I reserved the right in the beginning to ob- 
goct to the consideration of the bill if it led to debate. It has 
ed to quite extended debate, and I shall object to its further 
ee unless it can be disposed of without furthur de- 

te. 
Mr.GORMAN. That can not be done. 
a I object, then, to the further consideration of 

e . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the further 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of House bill 4864. 

Mr. CAREY. I desire to present a conference report. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is privileged. 


YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK. 


Mr. CAREY submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6442) to pectest the birds 
and ——. in Yellowstone a Park, a — —- in — 
park, and other purposes, having met, after and free conference have 
eneeenes and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate and ee ee the following amendments: 

Section 1, 11, strike out “State of ” and insert ‘‘ States of Idaho, Mon- 


tana, 
Section 1, line 13, strike out “subjected” and insert ‘‘ subject.” 
Section 8, line 5, strike out ‘ liable toreceive ’ and insert ‘ subject to.”’ 
Section 4, line 15, before “all,” insert “of.” 
line 27, after ‘‘fish,’’ insert ‘‘so.”’ 
Section 4, line 28, strike out “forfeit or pay " and insert “ be fined.” 
Section , lines 28 and “9, strike out “the sum of” aad insert “ not exceed- 


a nection 4, Lind 30, after ‘‘violating,” imsert “any of the provisions of this 
- Section 4, ,Mne = strike out all after “park,” down to and including 


line 38. 
Section 4, line 45, after ‘‘ limits,’’ insert ‘‘when.” 
Section 4, line 45, strike ont “‘or guilty of.” 
Section 4, line 48. strike out “charge of.” 
Section 4, line 58, strike out “ * and insert “ such." 
Section 4, lines 53 and 54, strike ont “and ordered by the court.” 
Section 5, line 6, strike out * 6” and insert ‘animals, birds, and fish.”’ 
Section 5, line 16, strike out “fix” and insert “impose.” 
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Section 5, Jine 6, after ‘‘punishment,” insert “and adjudge the forfeit 
ures. 
Section 5, line 34, after ‘‘certify,”’ insert “a transcript of.” 
Section 5, line 34, strike out ‘‘a transcript of." 
Section 5, line 38, strike out ‘‘and"’ and insert “or of.” 
Section 6, line 2, strike out ‘State "’ and insert “ district.” 
Section 6, line 2, strike out all after ‘‘ Wyoming,” down to and including 
“marshal,” line 4,and insert *‘ may appoint one or more deputy marshals.”’ 
Section 4, line 6, strike out “may ” and insert “shall.” 
Section 6, line7, strike out all after *‘ Wyoming,’’down to 
“Wyoming,” line 7, and rt “and may also hold other sessions at any 
other place in said State of oming, or in said National Park.” 
Section 6, line 8, strike out date” and insert ‘ 3 
Section 7, lines 2 and 3, strike out “other United » 
Section 7, line 3, after “commissioners” insert “of the circuit courts of 
the United States.” 
7, line 6, strike out “‘ State" and * x 
Section 7, line 8, strike out ‘State’ and insert “district.” 
‘And the Senate agree to the same. 
JOSEPH M. pane 
G.G. = 
Managers on the part of the Senate 
THO. C. MCRAE, 
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Mr. CAREY. Lask that the report of the conference com- 
mittee be concurred in. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am ontnemely desirous that there 
shall be legislation finally concluded with reference to the gov- 
ernment of the Yellowstone National Park. Years ago, when 
a member of the Committee on Territories, I had occasion to 
look into this matter very thoroughly, and I know the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest] has for years taken great interest in 
this subject-matter, which is one of great importance. It is ut- 


_terly impossible to tell in what condition the bill will be left if 


the conference report be concurred in. Perhaps it ought to be 
printed as finally agreed upon. But if the Senator from Wyo- 
ming [Mr. CAREY] will give the detail of the changes, so that 
they may be understood, I think it certainly will be very desir- 
able. ishould like particularly to learn from the Senator from 
Missouri (with whom I have been in such entire accord for so 
many years upon this subject) whether he has given the report 
his scrutiny and whether, as agreed upon, it is.as it should be, 
for I rest myself implicitly upon his action in that behalf. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Wyoming will permit me, I 
will state that I am a member of the conference committee. 
We took up the bill on Saturday and went through it very care- 
fully, and I am satisfied that my friend from Nebraska will 
thoroughly indorse our action. It is a good measure as far as it 

oes. It does not go so faras the bill that he and I worked upon 

d reported to the Senate some years ago; but itis as far as 
Congress can go now under existing conditions. 

The bill asamended providesfor the protection of the animals 
and objects of curiosity in the park and provides punishment for 

hers. That, as my friend knows, is a very great step in the 
right direction. 

As he knows, heretofore there has never been any law which 
amounted to anything in that regard. All that could be done, 
for instance, with a criminal the other day who killed a number 
of buffalo and boasted that if let alone afew days he would have 
made two or three thousand dollars by killing as many more, 
was to take away his old gun and a pair of blankets and put him 
outside the park. We have no law there now even forthe pun- 
ishment of a felony. I was there some years ago when a stage 
was robbed, and the man who robbed it went scot free, because 
there was no law to punish him. The bill meets those wants in 
the wey of jurisdiction and punishment. As I said to my friend 
from Nebraska, it does not go as far as I would like to have it 
go, but it goes very far in the right direction. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should like to ask what, if any, change 
is made in regard to the boundaries of the park? 

Mr. VEST. None at all. 

Mr. MANDERSON. And there is nothing looking to any en- 
trance by any railroad? 

Mr. VEST. Nothing atall. My friend can rely upon me in 
that direction. The bill makes no change in the boundaries, 
and it has nothing in it that permits any railroad to go into the 
park. Itis simply a measure providing for the punishment of 
pesaie who go in the park to kill game or todestroy the objects 

f interest and curiosity. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish toask the Senator from Wyoming, who 
has had charge of the bill, to state briefly what the bill does. 

Mr. CAREY. The conference report makes no changes of 
— in the measure as.it passed the Senate. It changes 

t ina few respects by making clerical corrections. The bill 
rovides for the punishment of offenses committed in the Yel- 
owstone National Park and for the building of a jail in the 
park, and an office for the use of the commissioners. It does 
not touch the past boundaries of the park, nor in any way allude 
to the future boundaries of the park. It is ee to a bill for the 
punishment of all classes of offenses in the park, and otherwise 
ee legislation for the park which has not heretofore ex- 
ted. It includes poaching, and it is a bill that should be 
ed upon the statute book quickly, as it is said that during 

the last month one party of men, or as we call them in the 
West an ‘‘ outfit,” killed game to the value of more than $10,000, 
and they remarked when they were arrested and finally turned 
loose, r the confiscation of their guns and traps (and prob- 
ably there was no authority whatever for the confiscation), that 
they would have made twoor three thousand dollars in their 
two months’ work if they had not been apprehended when they 


@ VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon concurrivg 


in the report. 
//The report was concurred in. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (4. R. 6373) making appropriations for the support 
the Army for the fiscal year cates June 30, 18965, for 
was read twice by its title,and referred to the 

Committee on Appropriations. 


1894. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


ABI5 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Repressutatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the joint resolution (S. R. 74) for the proper enrollment of 
Thomas R. Proctor in the Navy of the United States. 


ENROLBED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announce that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled joint resolution (S. R. 66) providing ad- 
ditional clerical force for the Librarian of Congress: and it was 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

Mr. HARRIS. Irenew my motion that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of House bill 4864, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to 
reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for 
other purposes, the pending question being on the first amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. QUAY. With the consent of the Senate,I yield the floor 
to the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE],who will be fol- 
lowed by the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQurRe]. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, thers has been a good deal said 
in the course of the debate during the last few days on the sub- 
ject of delay, and intimations have been made by Senators on 
the other side of the Chamber that we were engaged in delay- 
ing the bill, and that the long delay which hasalready occurred 
is owing to the Republicans of the Senate. I think it is just as 
well that the matter should be clearly understood, and that the 
country should know that the responsibility for delay rests on 
the Democratic majority. There has been an opportunity to 
carry into effect the great principles of tariff reform ever since 
the 4th of March, I893, when the Democratic party took posses- 
sion of all branches of the Government. They could have called 
Congress together within a fortnight after the 4th of March. 
They did not doso. They did not call Congress till the 7th of 
August, and when they called Congress on the 7th of August 
they insisted that our attention should be confined exclusively 
to the repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sherman act. In 
September, if we are correctly informed, the Democratic party, 
through the Committee on Ways and Means of the House of 
Representatives, began to devote what it is pleased to call its 
mind to the consideration of the tariff. From that time that 
subject has been under consideration by the Democratic majority 
in both branches of Congress, and until the beginning of the 
month of April last there has been no opportunity whatever for 
the Republican party to delay the passage of the bill even if 
they so desired. It has been absolutely in the control of the 
Democratic majority, first in the House of Representatives and 
then in the Senate. The bill came to the Senate on the 2d of 
February. It was held by the majority of the Committee on 
Finance until the 20th of March, and it never got before the 
Senate nor was it taken up for debate until the 2d day of April. 
In other words, the minority, representing great States and 
great interests, vitally affected by the bill, have had no oppor- 
tunity to discuss or consider it until one month ago. 

It must also be remembered that there have been practically 
no public hearings upon the bill. There have not been the 
usual opportunities to the persons affected by it to present 
their views before committees in regard to its provisions. There 
were hearings before the Committee on Ways and Means of the 
other House which lasted, I think, about a fortnight, beginning 
with some British subjects from the island of Bermuda, who 
wanted the duties taken off of potatoes because they said those 
duties fell upon the foreign exporters—that is, upon them—dis- 
regarding entirely the fact that the President of the United 
States had settled that question by stating that tariff duties 
were a tax which always came out of the consumer and never 
fell upon the foreigner. Beginning with those people, we had 
very brief hearings for a fortnight. That wasall. Finally the 
bill came to the Senate. No hearings have been given here. 
The representatives of some of the great trusts have had an 
ample opportunity to talk over the provisions of the bill with 
members of the l‘inance Committee, but the workingmen, thse 
wage-earners, who sent on their committees, the small manu- 
facturers who are deeply affected by the provisions of the biii, 
have had no opportunity whatever to be heard. Therefore the 
only chance to discuss those items legitimately and fairly is 
here in the Senate of the United States. , 

It is true that it was stated, and stated with great elaboration 
and much advertising, thata million inquiries had been seattered 
over this country toall the manufacturing industries; that those 
inquiries were to be answered by the various representatives of 
the industries, and that their replies would be considered by the 
Finance Committee, and when considered by them that the com- 
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mittee would be guided by them in making up their bill, and 


that this would makeall hearings needless. Now, I wish to show 
the manner in which thatinquiry by circular has been conducted 
and that it has amounted toabsolutely nothing. Iwill take sim- 
ply a few cases from my own State, whence circulars have been 
voluntarily sent to me to show the worthless nature of this in- 
quiry. Inthe first place, these circularsof inquiry have beensent 
out as public documents under a frank, with areturn envelope, 
also with a frank upon it, inclosed, to send back a awe I do 
not know what constitutes a series of questions, made up by a 
committee of the Senate, a public document. 1 understand a 
public document is either a part of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
or is something of which Congress has ordered the printing. I 
do not recall that Congress by act has ordered the printing of 
these inquiries sent out by the Finance Committee, nor do Iun- 
derstand that the record of any committee is a part of the record 
of Congress. Therefore it seems to me that those inquiries, 
to start with, wore illegal and went through the mails illegally; 
that they had no right to go out in that way or to come back with 
the return envelope also franked. It is quite fitting thata mock 
inesty should be made in violation of law. 

e were told that there were to be a million of these in- 
quiries, and yet I find that the committee have sent the same 
inquiry over and over again to the same firm or to the same 
manufacturer, Here are eight that were sent tothe Springfield 
Iron Works in Springfield, Mass. Here is a letter of the Pren- 
tiss Wire Mills at Holyoke, Mass., in which the writer states that 
that establishment has received 11 duplicate copies of a circular 
from the Senate, through Hon. D. W. VOORHEES, chairman of 
the I"inance Committee. The next I have here is the Crosb 
Steam Gauge and Valve Company, of Oliver street, Boston, whic 
received 35 copiesof this circular. The next I have isthe letter 
of J. Byron Roney, a manufacturer of Lynn. Mass., to whom cir- 
culars were sent. I will read his letter. He says: 

{J. Byron Roney, manufacturer of stamps, tools, and light machinery, No. 6 


Sea street.) 
LYNN, Mass., March 8, 1894. 


DEAR Sir: I inclose with this the envelopes of twenty-seven circulars re- 
ceived from the Finance Committee of the United States Senate, under 
frank of D. W. Voornesxs, I have received in all up to date twenty nine 
similar documents. Inasmuch as I am, in ratio of production, one of the 
smallestof manufacturers in my line, ordinarily employing only two or three 
men, and in these good Democratic times only one man, I am at a loss to 
know why that committee should have caused somany copies of thecircular 
in question to be sent to me to the neglect of much larger concerns, who can 
not be getting a proportional number, so that somebody must be slighted. 
Furthermore, does any sane man ever expect any number of mayufacturers 
to answer such a set of questions as that circular contains? If my case is a 
fair specimen of the number received by comparatively unknown firms, 
what kind of a bluff are they trying to makeanyway? I also inclose circu- 


* lar oun which I make a memorandum of answers. 


Yours, respectfully, 


Hon. Henry CasoT LODGE. 

In the circular, in answer to the inquiry, ‘‘ state name of cor- 
poration, firm, or individual and character of manufacture,” he 
gives his name and the business in which he isengaged. In 
answer to the third inquiry— 

When was the industry estabiished? 

He says: 

The oldest authentic record says by Tubal Cain. 

aneneet 

te is asked ‘‘ the amount of production, kinds, and value of 
articles manufactured annually since the establishment of your 
industry; description, value, and quantity for each year,” and 
he says: 

Have not the books from Tubal Cain’s time, so can not give figures. 

[Laughter.] 

6. Have you at any time during the past two years been rwaning less than 
full time; and, if so, when and why? 

Yes. Want of business. 


Y. What rate of ad valorem (or specific) duty is necessary to place domes- 
tic products on an equal footing with foreign producers, and your reasons 
w 


? 
m 80to 70 per cent, soas to give an American workingman American 


J. BYRON RONEY. 


wages. 

8. If the rate of duty upon your class of manufacture were reduced one- 
third, what reduction in cost of production would be necessary? 

One that would just equal the reduction in duty. 

9. Please state the domestic wholesale price of your goods in 1884, 1890, 
and 1892, and at the date of your answer. 

Get a machinist and metal worker's price list for those years. 

10. To your knowl has there been an increased competition in your 
line of manufactures, either foreign or domestic, during the past four years? 


Yes. 

11. Do you desire a specific or an ad valorem duty, and why? 

ee so there can be no lying outof it by the 

12. Are you manufacturing or producing as many goods or commodities as 
you were in 1892; and if not, why not? 

No. Can’t sell them. 

13. What has oven Se tendency of wages during the past twelve months? 

Down. Down. wn. 

4. Lf possible, will you give an estimate of the exact cost of living of the 
families of two or more of your skilled workmen, specifying, as near as may 
be, items of expenditure? 

Have no authority to start an inquisition of that nature. 


May 2, 





’ 


15 Have you any difficulty in construing the existing law in regard to im- 
pareaaee of the class of articles you produce, and have youany suggestions 

No trouble. Would suggest that parties who know no more about manu- 
facturing than the author of these questions let the tariff entirely alone. 

16. Has the price of living in your locality increased or decreased during 
the past four years, and to what extent? 

Decreased. Don’t know the exact amount, as when a man can earn noth- 
ing he has to live very omy 

17. What in your opinion is the cause of the present depression in trade, 
and what would be your remedy tocorrect it? 

Too much Democratin office. Remedy, kick out every infernal fool that 
wants Americans to starve for the benefit of foreigners. 
emer component materials of your manufacture are, to you, raw ma- 

8 

AllI buy. 

19. Are the goods you manufacture luxuries or necessities? 

Necessities. 

20. What rate of interest are you compelled to pay on loans? 

Don’t pay any. Don’t borrow. 

= ae effect has immigration had on your business? 

ve it up. 

22. What proportion of skilled labor do you employ? 

One hundred per cent. 

23. How do ie propose to meet any reduction of duty on the goods you 
manufacture 
— if [can find a Democrat with more money than brains, and sell out to 

m. 

24. Give the number of men, women, and children employed, and state the 
wages you pay for ordinary and skilled labor. 

ah oy at present one man partof the time. Pay what I have to. 

25. How many hours per week are they employed?’ 

Fifty-four. 
wane foreign articles of like kind enter into competition, and to what ex- 

nt? 

Yes. Extent unknown. 

27. What proportion of your manufacture is exported, and do you realize 
a less price therefrom than from domestic consumption? 

Same price to everybody. 

28. Has the cost of manufacture increased or decreased since 1883, and to 
what extent? 

Decreased about 10 per cent. 

29. Has the increase or decrease been in materials or labor? 

Labor mostly. 

30. Have your selling prices increased or decreased since 1890? 

Decreased 


31. What amount of the agriculturai we iuction of the country is con- 
sumed in ro manufacture, or through it, indirectly or directly. and what 
amount of other domestic productions? 

Ask an easier one. ° 

32. What component materialsare used in your manufacture on which you 
pay, a specific or an ad valorem duty? 

ive the rates of duty. See tariff on metals. 

33. If your raw material were free, would there be any necessity for a cus- 

— duty on the manufactured product? 


es. 

34. Please state the wholesale prices for 1884, 180, and 1892. Have these 

prices increased or decreased since 1892? 

See ea 9. Answer the same. 

35. What changes, if any. do you recommend of existing rates of duty os 
administrative customs laws? 

Make them higher. 

The committee are desirous that your reply shall give a full expression o} 
your views and not be restricted to merely answering the questions cate- 
gorically. It, however, should be confined to your specific business and ex- 
pressed as concisely as possible. 

—e will not be given to names or iocations of business if you so de- 
sire. 

Please make your reply on the inclosed blanks and return it in the accom- 
panying envelope. 

Very respectfully, 


D. W. VOORHEES, Chairman. 


These answers to inquiries camein. I donot know how mucb 
they have been regarded in the make-up of the bill, but appar- 
ently not much. 

Now, here is Woods, Sherwood & Co., of Lowell, Mass.. 
They are makers of wire’ ware. They say: 


OFFICE OF Woops, SHERWOOD & Co., 
Lowell, Mass., February 23, 1894. 

DEAR Str: As you are aware, circular letters of inquiry—No. 1, manufac 
turers; No. 2, importers, etc.—are being sent out by Committee on Finance 
with envelopes for return addressed to D. W. VOORHEES, chairman said 
committee, and soon after receipt of first set we filed answers to both some- 
what in brief, as per copies herewith, while there are several points we 
might have enlarged upon and others that we omitted al ther. How- 
ever, in send you these copies, including catalogue, will simply remark 
a large of cost on our lines is for labor, which, together with the 
general business, continues to grow more and more depressed, boding a 
very gloomy outlook. ‘Tariff reform "—a costly experiment. 

e think we can with assurance that the present agitation and dis- 
couragement ce of the question and the disaster 
which is follo are killing more people on an average than averaged dur- 
ing our late war; it is disaster run and wicked slaughter, all to gratify 
the theory: of those who were not willing to let well enough alone. Wewere 
aware that at the outset our Representative, STEVENS, was very solicitous 
for free iron, but not be! personally acquainted with him, we said to a 
friend, ‘‘We will be to have you say to Mr. STEVENS that we would 
give hima carload or two of first quailty scrap iron and steel wire if he would 

it away,” asthe fact was we could scarcely get enough to pay for mov- 


e have been somewhat s to receive seventeen separate persis 
(each inclosing two circular letters and two blanks for replies), which hag 
us to write and suggest that an unfair use might, perhaps, be made 
out so large a number where one set cf answers might be suffi- 
are many who will not be able to ss at all, and 

e 


to appear 


expense for , print- 
ing, clerical help, but we hope this will not be aggravated y micopre. 
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There are other to which we might refer, but have already taken 
too much of your time. 

Trusting this will not be burdensome and hoping favorable results may 
attend your efforts in our country’s behalf, we are, 


Sincerely, yours, 
WOODS, SHERWOOD & CO. 
Hon, HENRY CABOT LODGE, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 


They sent their envelopes and state in another letter that they 
had received twenty-five or thirty altogether. 

The next is Rice & Co., also of Lowell, Mass. They had re- 
ceived thirty-six circulars addressed to that one firm. The last 
isthe Belcher & Taylor Agricultural Tool Company, of Chicopee 
Falls, Mass. That single firm received forty-two sets of inqui- 
ries. Their letter is as follows: 


|The Belcher & Taylor Agricultural Tool Company. ] 
CHICOPEE FALLS, MASS., February 19, 1894. 


DEAR Sir: For the past ten days we have been in daily receipt of circu- 
lars like inclosed; one day we had three, to-day we hadtwo. At first we 
thought it right and made out one of the blanks in full, fillingit tothe 
best of our knowledge; they kept on coming and we gave them away. but 
they came so freely we made up our minds that there was some trick about 
them. Thatis to say, the Democrats would say we have sent out so many 
blanks and only so many returned, asmall number compared with the num- 
ber sent out, and thus make an argument that the nome did not care about 
it, ete. Now, it is setting it low to say that we have had twenty and of course 
only one returned; that would seem a small number did you not know 
that twenty times as many were sent out as they could expect to be re- 
turned. One thing the Democratic party will have returned at the election 
next fall—they will have so many votes returned against them that they 
can not keep the power in Congress after theclose of the present Congress. 
So what they expect to do must be done in the next year. Hoping you may 
be able to block the Wilson bill in the Senate and help the courtry, I am, 

Truly yours, 
GEO. S. TAYLOR. 

Hon. Henry CABoT LODGE, 

Senate Chamber, Washington, D, C. 


Now, Mr. President, these facts indicate that instead of a mil- 
lion persons receiving these inquiries they went to perhaps thirty 
thousand, and there is no indication that even these returns 
when they were made have been regarded at all. Many of the 
circulars were received after the bill had been reported, which 
shows that the whole thing was a sham. In other words, this 
pretended inquiry as to the views of manufacturers and persons 
engaged in the industries of the country has never been in the 
least a serious matter. It was to give the impression that a 
million industrial establishments had been consulted when only 
a few thousand really were. It allgoes toprove the single point 
which I desire to make, and that is, that there has been no hear- 
ing given to these industries, and that it therefore devolves 
upon their representatives in this Chamber to see that they get 
here a sufficient and proper hearing. 

Senators on the other side accuse us of delaying matters here 
when they have brought ina bill filled with amendments, and 
when they have other amendments also which they propose to 
offer. The two great schedules of sugar and of lead we know 
are to be vitally amended from information which is open to 
everyone who cares to look at the New York stock reports. We 
can see by the activity in the stocks of those two great trusts 
that they are to have something more done for them in the Sen- 
ate of the United States. There was just the same activity 
while the bill was in committee. The same activity that then 
existed in sugar certificates exists to-day in sugar certificates. 
They have been moving up in expectation of more favors to 
come, The lead trust, too, is advancing its stock, and everyone 
knows that thatalso means important changes. When this bill 
first started on its devious way it had mineral oils on the free 
list. The Standard Oil trust lifted its hand and the old duty went 
back. So with lead; so with sugar. LEvery trust is protected, 
and almost every other industry is slaughtered. 

Let me quote on this point from a newspaper which I received 
this morning, a leading Democratic paper of the State of New 
York, an ardent Cleveland paper, the Brooklyn Eagle, which 
says at the conclusion of a long editorial: 

Forced to choose between evils, the New York Democracy would far 
rather let McKinleyism remain, with Republicanism responsible for it, than 
tolerate a trust-pudding aggravated ~ yy robbery as the Senate bill, 
plus the income-tax attachment, now is. The New York Democracy will yet 
preserve the party from the conspiracy of Senatorial agents against its na- 
tional principles. 

All of which shows that the party of the majority intend to 
make great changes in this bill,and if they are going to make 
those changes we are entitled todiscuss them, and it is they, not 
we, who are delaying action by undertaking to make a new bill 
in the open Senate. We have no wish tofilibuster,and there has 
been no attempton this side whatever todoso. This very morn- 
ing we furnished you with a quorum, those of us who are opposed 
to the bill, a quorum which you would not have obtained for 
a ag if we had not given it to you for the approval of the 

ournal. 

But, Mr. President, I think that the Republican party would 
be false to its trust if it did not exercise its full right to discuss 
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every item in the bill, to insist on a vote on every item, to show 
the country exactly what this bill is (something which has 
never yet been done). This isa bill which has rejected every 
shred of principle laid down by the Democratic platform at 
Chicago; it is a bill of preferences for great trusts like sugar, 
and lead, and petroleum. All these have been cared for from 
the beginning, while the industries of my part of the country 
and of all the North, the smaller industries not protected by 
trusts, have been smitten by ruinous cuts in the rates. 

Now, those things we are entitled to discuss. We are enti- 
tled to resist the bill and its items at every stage in all proper 
ways by voting and debate. As we look at it, we should be ut- 
terly false to our duty did we not do so, and as for the responsi- 
bility I can only say the Republican party would welcome the 
responsibility of defeating or stopping the passage of this bill, 
which they believe to be of the utmost injury to the country and 
which they know, if it goes upon the statute book, can not 
stand. The idea that that bill will bring rest and comfort and 
certainty to business, when the very men who have framed it 
and brought it into the Senate declared when they presented it 
that they meant to change it again at the very earliest oppor- 
tunity! It is merely a stepping-stone to further changes and to 
further agitation, and it is the duty of every one who wishes to 
bring back peace and prosperity to the business of this country 
to resist and, if possible, to defeat the entire measure. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, in the speech of the honorable 
Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS}, who closed the general debate 
upon the pending question in the Senate, and whose speech has 
just appeared in print, I notice the following statement: 

We must pass this bill. The American people have made up their minds 
about this measure. They have tried and condemned the present system. 
They have told us to sweep it into banishment. They did not send us here 
to hear arguments for a new trial; they sent us here to execute their judg- 
ment. 

At the beginning of my remarks I want to take issue with 
this statement in the sense in which it was uttered by the hon- 
orable Senator from Texas. 

Mr. President, I have no doubt that if a tariff reform measure 
properly so called, such a measure in the line of a careful and 
just modification of existing tariff duties as was contemplated 
by many of those who voted the Democratic ticket at the last 
election, could have been formulated and passed immediately 
after that election, or immediately after the advent of the pres- 
ent Administration, it might have beensaid that the Democratic 
party in favoring such a measure had complied with the will of 
the Democratic voters as expressed in thatelection. But, sir, 
no such measure has yet been proposed, and no measure of any 
kind for tariff revenue has taken definite shape before this body 
until a very recent period of time, and even now this body is in 
extreme doubt as to the ultimate shape the pending measure 
will assume. Therefore it seems to me that the expression of 
the honorable Senator from Texas is ill-advised and out of place 
at this time. 

But more than this; the feast which was expected to have 
been served has actually grown cold and stale; so much so that 
that which might have been accepted and readily partaken of 
one year ago by the American people, or atleast by that portion 
of the American people that voted the Democratic ticket, has 
now become unwelcome and distasteful to u very large portion 
of the Democratic voters of this country. It is even worse than 
a Barmecide feast. The people of the United States have since 
learned that there is poison in the food offered. It is like the 
fabled fruit of Sodom, nauseating to the lip— 


Like to the apples on the Dead Sea shore, 
All ashes to the taste. 


In the time that has elapsed conditions have changed; the 
people have discovered their mistake and refused to take the 
proffered viands. Isnot thisso? Have we not evidence enough 
already to convince us of this fact? Have not the elections that 
have taken place throughout the United States in almost every 
instance since the Presidentialelection, even in cities and States 
that were Democratic strongholds, plainly indicated a decided 
change of heart on the part of the American people as regards 
this question? No other question has come up to change their 
vote. If another and distinct proposition had been made we 
might be in doubt, but these verysame issues have been on trial 
and have been decided directly oppositely by either overwhelm- 
ing majorities or in other instances by a largely reduced Demo- 
cratic vote, sufficient to indicate to every sane and honest man 
that that which was the opinion of a majority of the voters in 
1892 could not command a majority in 1894. I am not speaking 
atrandom. I have been looking over the files of newspapers in 
the Congressional Library, and without attempting to cover all 
the ground, ! find the following statement of facts: 

Within the past year wherever an election booth has been 
opened the people have rallied to the polls to condemn and re- 
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buke the Wilson bill and demanded by their votes that it be 
defeated and rejected. 

In Pennsylvania three years ago a Democratic governor was 
elected by a plurality of 16,554, but in 1894 Galusha A. Grow was 
elected to Congress on the tariff issue by a plurality of 188,294 
over the Democratic candidate. 

In Ohio in 1892 the Republican plurality at the Presidential 
election was only1,072. 1[n1893 William McKinley, as the cham- 
pion of the protective policy, was elected by a plurality of 81,995. 

Cincinnati, Democratic a year ago, has tn the recent spring 
anne chosen the Republican ticket by more than 6,000 plu- 
rality. 

Cleveland, Democratic in 1892 by 4,000, has recently given a 
plurality of over 3,000 to the Republican ticket. 

Rhode Island in 1893 gave the Democratic candidate for gov- 
ernor a plurality of 185. This year a Republican has beenelected 
by a plurality of 6,255. 

Massachusetts in 1892 elected a Democratic governor by a plu- 
rality of 2,534; in 1893 a Republican has been chosen by a plu- 
rality of 35,697. 

Even in the Democratic strongholds of New York City, in 
spite of the domination of Tammany Hall, a similar uprising is 
seen. In the Fourteenth district in 1892 the Democratic candi- 
date for Congress was elected by a plurality of 8,825. Thisyear 
QuiGG, a Republican, has been returned by a plurality of 984; 
showing a Republican gain of 9,809. 

In the Fifteenth district in 1892 the Democratic candidate was 
elected by a plurality of 11,869. This year the Democrats only 
carried it by 4,510; showing a Republican gain in that district 
of 7,359. 

In Seattle, the city which is my home, every office was filled 
7 a Democrat, but this spring the people, outraged by the on- 
slaught made by the Wilson bill on every industry of the State, 
have elected the whole Republican ticket. The retiring Dem- 
ocratic mayor was elected by a plurality of 1,796; the Republi- 
can who replaces him obtained a plurality of 2,881—a Repub- 
lican gain of 4,677. From every Northern State that has held 
elections during the past year comes the same warning note, 
‘and the remarkable victories achieved by the Republicans in 
the city and town elections throughout New Jersey and New 
York are a notice of the drift of tn ic opinion which the pres- 
ent Democratic representatives from those States can not afford 
to ignore. 

ow, Mr. President, these facts convince me, and ought to con- 
vince every reasonable man, that in the present endeavor of the 
Democratic party to radically change the present system of 
revenue in respect to pro on of American industries, they 
are not carrying out the present willand desiresof the American 
ople. Many of the Democratic party will probably admit if 
ey speak frankly that they e ta reve of the verdict of 
1892 on the next trial at the polls. Under such circumstances 
what is the duty of the present Congress? Is it to carry outa 
contract with the people that they know has been practically 
annulled? Do these Democratic Senators consider themselves 
forced to comply with the letter of the bond, if such it may be 
called, although we know that the en ment is only an im- 
lied one and has not the force of a bond; when they know in 
eir heart of hearts that they are opposing the will of the 
American people? Would not such action on their part be taken 
rather as a snap judgment in defiance of the equities of the 
case? 
These Senators have taken upon themselves the obligations 
of fairly ee the wishes of the people of the United 
States. Will they take advantage of the terms of their party 
latform uttered in ewes - ee — — of eee 
. doctrinaires, and perhaps of a sec o ccuntry in w 
the voters are not in 5 pasate with the views of the aan 
of the voters of the Un States? If they regard their na 
tform in the nature of a letter of instructions by a principal 
his agent, shall they obey the instructions when they know 
that the wishes and interest of their principal have utterly 


Suppose, for example, that I am an agent for a paseten, ae 


of a t armory for the production of arms, or 
tory for the uction of cotton cloth; and that I am sent on 
a mission to ; and that I depart with written instructions 


directing me to make a contract for the delivery of goods, con- 
vlna oh aamaren of cotton fabrics, in China at acertain time 
yo ate t, not h further intellige 

Ww, Su at, no any er nce 
from frm, I rn in some re e that a great © 


in tions has taken place at home; for example, that the 
has been burned, or that a war has broken out affecting 

ices and values, or thata strike has taken which has 
paired the ability of the factory to produce goods within 
the time called for in my letter of instructions; then in that case 


would any sane, sensible business man in the exercise of good 
judgment feel that he would be called upon on any principle of 
business propriety or decency to carry out the terms of his let- 
ter of instructions? 

I submit, Mr. President, that this illustration affords a par- 
allel case. Weare here as the agents of the American people. 
We can not shirk our responsibility to them or to their inter- 
ests, and when we know, as we do, that the conditions have de- 
cidedly changed, we are morally bound to regard such change 
in their wishes. 

But no; it would seem that the majority in this Chamber are- 
bound to go on in an absurd and pig-headed way. (I will with 
draw such an expression if it be deemed a The 
disposition of the majority seems to be to defy the will of the 
people as at present indicated. All the appeals of this sorrow- 
ful and terror-stricken country are to have noeffect; all the suf- 
ferings of laborers without employment are unheeded; all the 
manifest arguments for the continuation of industries now well 
established or of those partially established have no effect. 
Men and women may suffer for food and bodies of unemployed 
persons may ae over the country in search of relief; every 
consideration having in view the development of the country 
and its resources or for the ultimate cheapening of products by 
competition and increased facilities of manufacturing; all that 
relates to diversity of employment and use of the capacities of 
our people, mentally as well as bodily; all that pertains to econ- 
omy of affairs in keeping money in circulation at home instead 
of spending it abroad for articles that we can produce here; all 
that touches our personal pride and patriotism in making of 
ourselves, individually and edllectivels ,@ great and powerful 
people with the ability to compete in every field of legitimate 
effort and skill; all these important matters go for naught in 
the wild, franticscramble to overturn the fabric of governmental 
policy under which we have prospered so long,so as to try a 
theory and turn it into political capital. 

For this reason millions of dollars of capital invested in man- 
ufacturing, in good faith, under the encouragement of existing 
laws, are to be rendered comparatively valueless; hundreds of 
thousands of workmen and workwomen are to be turned out and 
kept out of the kinds of —_s ment to which they have become 
accustomed, and in which they have become skilled by practice; 
sheep-herders, clothiers, miners, woodsmen and millmen of my 
own State are to suffer from a palsy of their business. What do 
we gain bythis? Whatistherecompense? Weare told thatadin- 
ner pail, or a shirt, or a coat will become appreciably cheaper. 
I donot believe it; andifthis were so ‘‘ the game is not worth the 
candle,” because our laboring people will not have the money to 
buy by reason of a lack of employment. The laboring men 
get a cheaply now. They wear domestic materials. 

The uction of duty on foreign cloths will be mainly for 
the benefit of the rich. who wear expensive foreign goods. I 
have known men on - farm in the far West to wear good, serv- 
iceable clothing bought by them for from $5 to $l2asuit. The 
principal element of cost of a good suit of clothes bought by 
me in Washington, or in New York, is the charge of the tailor 
for the style and fit; it is not for the cost of the material. Much 
of the = ——~ talk on this point will not bear sifting. 

Mr. dent, it is not right nor fair to the people of this 
country that a sudden revolution, so sweeping and radical in its 
character, should overtake our industries by reason of a purely 
political measure. Changes of this sort affecting our whole 
economic system, if es ga should be more gradual and less 
disruptive of establis business institutionsand methods. We 
should have a decent regard for industries and establishments, 
and to men and women to whom we have given encouragement 
by existing laws affecting both labor and capital. 

It costs between $450,000,000 and $500,000,000 per annum torun 
this Government. This money must be raised, if we keep up our 
presentsystem of appropriations, until the paymentsfor pensions 
naturallydecrease. We have asmall Ara sad acomparatively 
small Navy, and wespend but little on the improvement of rivers 
and harbors ering our immense sea coastand numerous and 
important rivers and harbors. Our postal system is expensive, 
but it benefits the humblest. Now, how is this money to be 
raised? As to the tax, if you take it offone thing you must put 
iton another. I do not see that the total amount to be raised 
varies much, be the Administration Republican or Democratic. 
Every pretense to the contrary is futile. I believe that the men 
in Congress of both of the t parties are mostly patriotic, 
when it comes to appropriations, and that all expenditures are 
as scrutin. by the Democrats as well as by the Repub- 
licans of the committees having these appropriations in charge. 

In spite of every effort to make a 5s oang by the at 
present in power, there is scarcely any appreciable reduction, 
and we are the same “ billion-dollar Congress” now that we were 
under Republican rule. As the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
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GORMAN] once happily said, ‘‘ This is a billion-dollar country.” 
Now, how are we to adjust the burdens of the Government wisely, 
healthily and fairly for all concerned? 

The system of indirect taxes or customs duties has been the 
main source of revenue from the foundation of our Government; 
for the reason that it is least felt and least aggravating to our 

ple. This is our ancestral policy, hallowed by the usage of 

he fathers, and the acceptance of subsequent generations in this 

and. These fathers of the Republic also taught us that in the 

laying onof duties, reference must be had to the development of 
the industries and resources of this country. 

Call it ‘‘incidental protection” or what you will, this plan of 
promoting our national welfare by taxing the foreign produc- 
tions that come into competition with our own, has been recog- 
nized and adopted from the foundation of the Government by the 
men whom we revere as the ablest and wisest in ourhistory. In 
no other way could we have become so self-sustaining and inde- 

ndent. Supplementing this, and mainly beginning with the 

te war, we have a system of ‘‘internal revenue,” so called, 
chiefly confined to articles of spirits, wine, beer, and tobacco. 
Under these laws we realized the last fiscal year $203,355,016.73 
from customs duties, $161,027,623.93 from internal revenue, 
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and $97,333,921.28 from postal receipts and other sources. Now | 


it is proposed to add to the internal-revenue feature an income 
tax, which it is estimated will yield $30,000,000, and, further- 
more, to add to the customs duties a tax onsugar, which itis esti- 
mated will yield, say, $46,000,000 to $50,000,000. 

That is to say, that by the present Democratic programme we 
are to add two extremely odious features—one an inquisitorial 
imposition in the nature of a war tax, such as might be proper 
when necessities are extreme; and the other a tax on every 
breakfast table in the land, however humble; a tax that will far 
outweigh the — or pretended reduction on clothing in 
the economy of the poor man. For, as the French lady said, 
**One must dine, you know.” These are the taxes proposed in 
the bill before the Senate; and why are they proposed? Simply 
to transfer the burden so that the indirect tax may be taken off 
from the goods that are sent here to compete with the products 
of American forests, fields, mines, and factories. That is all 
there is of it. Our whole system is to be torn up; and then to 
~— the deficiency in revenue we are to accept this odious 
an Yeteimental provision as a substitute. However, I may 
withdraw my opposition to an income tax if enacted to directly 
benefit the laboring man in some suitable way, such as I will 
refer to later. 

Mr. President, our system of national economics ought not to 
be the footbail of political parties. These changes, affecting a 
whole people and continent, ought not to be so » Violent, and 
sudden. ‘hey ance capital and emasculate labor. The so- 
called McKinley bill had no time to work outits full results be- 
fore an election was had that threatened its stability and per- 
manence; and every man took notice accordingly. That is one 
of the greutest reasons for the present sad condition of things. 
The frequency of change has had much to do with the present 
aspect of our business affairs. Whatever the policy of the Gov- 
ernment may be, it can scarcely be inaugurated before the busi- 
ness community is threatened with a radical change. Business 
should be takenoutof politics; extreme measures like this should 
be suppressed; and I hope that eventually a bill will be agreed 
upon that will be more reasonable in its provisions. 

Talk about artificial legislation! What more artificial legis- 
lation could be devised than the present bill? What principle 
does it exemplify? When an existing law has been working 
well so far as tried, and is carrying along with it millions of in- 
vested capital and the great body of organized labor, why rudely 
turn all into chaos? ow, see for a moment the effect of exist- 
ing law; as soon as it was enacted, or it was seen that it would 
be enacted and before it went into effect, importations wonder- 
fully increased so as to avoid increased duties under the bill. 
‘Warehouses were surcharged and glutted with goods in bond. 
That alone created an unnatural condition of things for a time, 
and impaired the immediate effect of the McKinley billas to en- 

nraging domestic production. Afterwards, in the feeling of 
conlouny of labor toward capital, a mistaken sense of their own 
private interests as against the good of the whole people, a vote 
took ee which gave notice to all concerned that the McKin- 
ley bill was only a temporary measure; that it was to be done 
away with, and that all things were to become new. We know 
the proverbial timidity of capital; and from that hour com- 
menced the decline of our industries. Many of the voters had 
not realized what they had been doing and repented too late. 

The Democratic nominee for the Pres had issued a let- 
ee acceptance in which occurs the following statement of his 
pos : 

We wage no exterminating war against any ‘American interest. We be- 
lieve a readjustment can be accomplished in accordance With the principles 
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We profess without disaster or demolition. We believe that the advantages 
of freer raw material should be accorded to our manufacturers, and we con- 
template a fair and careful distribution of necessary tariff burdens, rather 
than the precipitation of free trade. 

Notice that the President said ‘freer raw material. 

From this letter many voters belicved that there would be no 
serious change in economic wonditions if Mr. Cleveland were 
elected; that politics was only a game for party supremacy: and 
that after all the Democratic party could be trusted to do what 
is fair and right toward the real interests of the people of this 
country. Believing, as I did, that the Presidentisstrong, pure, 
and patriotic, I myself interpreted the utterances in his letter 
of acceptance as an assurance that he would consent to nothing 
violent and destructive in the way of change of policy. 

Now, I would askif this bill is constructed on the line of policy 
indicated by his letter? I know not whether he is committed to 
the policy of this bill or not; I have no doubt he is anxious to 
get his party together on some revenue measure; and he may 
feel that he is crowded into the supportof a measure in which 
he sees no logic, and towards the consummation of which he has 
no heart. Do you suppose the President really wants to ruin the 
industries of this land, and that he does not realize the etfect of 
this bill? Do you suppose that he wants an income tax or a tax 
upon the sugar of the poor man’s breakfast and dinner, unless 
such tax is absolutely necessary for meeting the expenses of the 
Government? Knowing him, as I think I do, I can not believe 
it. Then why make such taxes necessary by destroying the in- 
dustries well under way in this country, that, if continued, will 
make us independent of foreign supply? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I suggest the absence of a quorum in the 
Chamber. Let the roll be called. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SHovupin the chair). The 
Secretary will call the roll. 

The Seeretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allison, Dolph, McLaurin, uay, 
Bate, Faulkner, McPherson, anson, 
Berry, Gallinger, Manderson, Roach, 
Blackburn, George, Martin, Sberman, 
Brice, Gordon, Mills, Shoup, 
Caffery, Gorman, Mitchell, Oregon Smith, 
Call, Gray, Mitchell, Wis. Squire, 
Camden, Harris, Morrill, Teller, 
Cameron, Hill, Palmer, Turple, 
Carey. Hoar, Pasco, Vest, 
Shandler, Hunton Peffer, Vilas, 
Cockrell, Jarvis, Perkins, Voorhees, 
Coke, Jones, Ark. Piatt, Walsh, 
Davis, Lodge, Power, Wolcott. 
Mr. ALLISON. [ will state that my colleague [Mr. Wison] 


is detained from the Chamber on account of illness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-six Senators having an- 
swered to their names, a quorum is present. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, it is well understood that a pro- 
tective tariff to be useful must be as near as may be universal. It 
must not protectthe manufacturer alone, but the farmerand every 
other producer. Statesmanship has its proper functions in regu- 
lating and adjusting all these burdensand advantages so that the 
system may be fair toward every citizen of the Republic. Inthe 
affairs of the political world man is not the unit. Under Provi- 
dence, in political economy, nations and states are the supreme 
units. This world is not yetan Arcadia; and it is left tonations, 
as such, to work out their destinies and that of all their peoples. 
Witness the struggle recently going on between Austria and 
Russia,and between Germany and Russia, as to duties on inter- 
changes of goods between these countries; and it has been re- 
cently whispered that some commercial alliance may take place 
between the great nations of Europe asagainst the United States. 
Under such circumstances ought we not to keep ourselves in a 
position to enter into commercial treaties rather than to leave 
ourselves open to attack without anything to give in return? 

As we stand to-day there is practically no governmental re- 
striction or interdiction by Europe against American products 
of food and fabric. Whensuch existor are threatened, it will be 
time enough to weigh the policy of giving up our home market 
for the sake of securing greater markets abroad. 

As to wheat, about which so much was said by the honorabie 
Senator from Texas, we know that our principal market abroad 
is England. and from her insular and nonselfsupporting posi- 
tion she will never dare to put a tax upon bread. No more corn 
laws. It is folly to talk about the necessity of our taking her 
woolen merchandise in exchange for our wheat. England takes 
all the wheat she wants and no more, and pays for it, not in bar- 
ter, but in exchange, and she has plenty of exchange against us 

reason of the interest payable to her people on our securities. 

er merchants buy wheat where they can buy it cheapest; just 
as we bu from Cuba, coffee from Brazil, or tea from China, 
without r. When you barter you get into the domain of reci- 
procity; and Democracy does not like that word. [tsmacks toc 








much cf Blaine Republicanism, of the valuable deals we made 
under Harrison with Cuba and the Pan-American people to in- 
crease our foreign markets. 

No question can possibly be arenes before the Congress of 
the United States that is fraught with such momentous conse- 
quences as a revision of the tariff laws. It is a question that 
concernsevery human being within the boundaries of this great 
country, and transcends in importance any other which has 
pots or may be, submitted to this Congress for its considera- 
tion. 

The problem which confronts us is as old as civilized govern- 
ment; it is the question of the methods by which means can be 
raised to support a great government with the least oppression 
and with the most helpful effects upon our business prosperity 
and the welfare of our people. For the first time in thirty 

ears the Democratic party has obtained control of the whole 
egislative and executive branches of the Government, and they 
have signalized their return to power by the introduction of a 
bill which should have been entitled, ‘‘A bill for the destruction 
of American industries and to create a deficiency in the reve- 
nue.” And in so doing I boldly state that the Democratic party 
is not only in opposition to the best interests of the country, but 
it is false to its own doctrines as enunciated by many of its 
leaders. 

in the early days of its existence, free trade was not the pol- 
icy of the Democratic party, but it is an incubus which has 
grown on it, and which had its origin in the unwholesome at- 
mosphere of slavery during its existence in the Southern States, 
when the planters of these States demanded the privilege of ex- 
changing the products of their cheap negro labor for the cheap 
goods manufactured by the white slaves of Europe, and threat- 
ened to disrupt the Union if their demands were not granted. 
tow this idea has developed, and like the miasma from aswamp 
has gradually infected and demoralized their economic policy, 
is best proved from their own words as embodied in three Dem- 
ocratic platforms. 

The platform of that party in 1832, upon which Andrew Jack- 
son was elected President of the United States, had the follow- 
ing words as one of its planks: 

Resolved, That an adequate protection to American industry is indispen- 
sable to the prosperity of the country, and that an abandonment of that 

olicy would de attended with consequences ruinous to the best interests of 
he country. 

It isa striking illustration of the old adage relating to the 
demoralizing effects of bad society and thecorrupting influences 
of evil communications to look at later Democratic platforms, 
and to notice how they have deteriorated from the wholesome 
and truthful doctrines of 1832. But even as late as 1884, in spite 
of all the efforts of Southern free traders, the Democratic party 
did not consider itself sufficiently sure of power to throw aside 
the mask of expediency and announce itself as the advocate of 
free trade. 

The Democratic platform of 1884, while it does not reiterate the 
good old patriotic Jacksonian doctrine of protection, gives but 
the mildest intimation of the free-trade leaven working within 
the party. It said: 


The Democratic pany is pledged to revise the tariff in a spirit of fairness 
to all interested. ut in making reduction of taxes it is not proposed to 
injure any domestic industries. 


Coming down eight years later we find in the Democratic 
platform of 1892 a violent denunciation of the whole system of 
protection to American industries and the American working- 
man. It certainly speaks in no uncertain tones, as the follow- 
ing quotation will show: 

y epublican tection as a fraud; a rob of the t 
ince for ine benedt of the few. We declare i be a tande- 
mental principle of the Democratic party that the Federal Government has 
no constitutional power to impose or collect tariff duties except for the 
purpose of revenue only. 

If the worthy old Democrats who elected Andrew Jackson to 
the Pvesitaney and who framed the platform of 1832, could have 
heard this wild screed when it was announced in the conven- 
tion hall at Chicago; ifthere had been any telephonic communi- 
cation to their present abodes to have conveyed to their dull 
ears the clarion tones of the speaker who as the mouthpiece of 
the Democratic party announced this as its creed, it would have 

been almost enough to guvenine them into life again, to hear 
~ their good old Democratic doctrine of protection to American 
industries denounced as Republican protection, and to learn 
that they themselves were considered as violators of the Con- 
stitution in having adopted it. 

Itisastrange condition of affairs that this great battle be- 
tween the two hostile theories of government, which have 
Jong been gling for supremacy, should have to be fought 
a0 frequently; that men to whom is intrusted the great and 
charge of framing legislation to the welfare of 


great country, and the prosperity and happiness of its people, 
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80 inextricably bound up in this great question, should be so in- 
different to the teachings of history, should deliberately shut 
their eyes and turn their backs on the pages upon which are in- 
scribed the direful effects of former attempts to so reduce cus- 
toms duties as to leave American artisans and laborers exposed 
to the competition of the miserably underpaid labor of Europe 
and the rice-eating pagans of Asia. Other pages glow with ac- 
counts of the prosperity of the country when it was sheltered 
under the ®gis of po to its industries. Let us turn one 
of those pages of history bearing date of that same year, 1832, in 
which the Democratic party had announced protection to Ameri- 
can industries to be a cardinal point in its doctrine. In January 
of that year that = Southerner, Henry Clay, said in a speech 
delivered on the floor of the Senate: 


The policy of protection stands self-vindicative in the general prosperity 
in the rich fruits it has scattered over the land, in the experience of all 
eres and powerful nations present and past, and now in that of our 





Alarge majority of the people of.this country expect that the system will 
be preserved. Its abandonment would spread desolation over the land and 
occasion as great a shock as adeclaration of war against the most power- 
fulnation of Europe. 

Does not this voice from the illustrious tomb sound like a pro- 
phetic warning, when not the abandonment of the principle of 
protection to American industry, but merely the advent to power 
of a party pledged to destroy it, the mere threat, accompanied 
with the power, has produced a shock to industry and commerce, 
and a misfortune to labor, greater than could possibly arise 
from any declaration of war or other foreign complication? 

The fear of such a calamity started the great revulsion which 
has shaken the industries of this great nation; and its dire 
effects have been intensified by the introduction of that strange 
mongrel popularly knownas the Wilson bill. That fear has ex- 
tinguished the fires in our furnaces, has stopped the machinery 
in thousands of our manufacturing establishments, has left the 
shuttle idle in the loom, and allowed the rust to gather on the 
mechanic's tools. It has caused stagnation of business and has 
spread distress, idleness, and almost absolute starvation through- 
out the country. It has converted honest, hardworking. self- 
respecting American citizens into recipients of public charity. 
The only privilege that the American workingman has derived 
from the free-trade theories of the Democratic party is that of 
standing in line, with the blush of honest shame upon his cheek, 
to receive his ration of free soup in order to sustain life. 

Inaspeech delivered before the Young Men's Democratic Club 
at Boston April 12, Secretary Morton said: 


The doctrine of protection is avowedly to increase production. 
tection can not create demand. 


I deny this statement most emphatically. Protection enables 
our manufacturers to run their establishments at a profit, and to 

y their employés higher wages than are enjoyed by any simi- 
oe class of people in the world. The ability of the people te 
consume the products of the factories depends on the amount of 
wages they receive, and on the ability of the employer to furnish 
remunerative employment to labor. Lower wages means les- 
sened consumption. If weges are diminished, just in the same 
ratio our markets for the products of our farms and factoriesare 
destroyed. Good wages mean a contented, prosperous people, 
and a good demand, and pee wages will prevail in this country 
solong as they are not interfered with by unwise legislation, 
forcing the American workingman into competition with coun- 
tries where labor is compelled to accept lesser results, and to be 
satisfied with a scale of living to which our citizens have for- 
—— not been accustomed. 

Are the records of history, and the experiences of our prede- 
cessors worth nothing? Are the lessons they should teach us 
worthless? Look back through the history of this Republicand 
it will be seen that every uction in our tariff taxes, every 
step in the direction of free trade has been followed by business 
depression, bankruptcy, want, and misery. 

he Wilson bill, although not yet passed and in spite of its 
having been greatly modified by the Finance Committee of the 
Senate, has extended its baleful influence upon our industries 
and commerce. It is true that some periods of depression and 
disaster have previously overtaken us, and that in some of them 
influences other than that of the tariff may have had their effect, 
but they have been mere gentle breezes compared with the 
org that has lately swept over the industries of the United 

tates. 

The record of failures and commercial disasters as recorded 
in the archives of the commercial agencies is appalling, and 
the year 1893 will appear as the most disastrous in our commer- 
cial annals. that year the number of failures amounted 
to 16,757. with ties reaching the enormous’sum of $557,- 

, as per Dun’s report—more than double the amount re- 
corded in any of the most disastrous years in the history of 
commerce. 


But pro- 
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I most conscientiously believe that a very large provortion of 
this amount can be directly charged to the free-trade plapk in 
the Democratic platform, and the victory of that party at the 
polls, placing them in a position to make the attempt to carry 


it into effect. ; 

This is merely arepetition of former experiences, except that 
the growth of the country and the great extension of our manu- 
factures, under the wgis of protection, has made the amount of 
damage greater in volume. 

The low tariff of 1816 was passed in accordance with the policy of the 
Southern planters, that they should be allowed to obtain cheap English 
goods in exchange for their cotton, and carried ruin to thousands engaged 
in manufactures, and the destruction of their establishments to the amount 
of millions of doliars, of which the popular distress of the years 1818, 1819 
1820, and 1821 afforded the most melancholy proof. 

The last utterance is the literal testimony borne by Henry 
Clay on the floor of the Senate to the effects of a low-tariff bill. 
He further said: 


In 1824 a tariff bill was passes which gave some relief, but this was con- 
sidered as an invasion of the rights of the rich cotton planters, and was 
most vigorously denounced. South Carolina threatened to resist the reve- 
nue laws, and gave the most solemn warnings that this system would lead 
to a dissolution of the Union. 


Does not this prove that Mr. McKinley was correct when he 
stated in a late speech in Minneapolis that— 

The Wilson bill turns to the past; awey from the present. 
plantation, not for the farm or the factory. 

During the period from 1846 to 186], under Democratic rule, 
and in the latter part of which there was so low a tariff that it 
amounted to practical free trade, the country sunk lower and 
lower into the ‘slough of despond,” although these are years 
held up in the report of the chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means as models of prosperity, as understood by Democratic 
free traders. Listen to the following extracts from the New 
York Tribune in January, 1855, and see what we may expect if 
this iniquitous system shall again blight our industries: 

Go and see thousands, men and women, boys and girls, old and young, 
black and white, of all nations, crowding and jostling each other, almost 
fighting for a first chance, acting more like h y wolves than human be- 
ings, inaland of plenty, waiting until the f is ready for distribution. 
Such a scene may be seen every day between 11 and 2 o'clock around the 
corner of Orange and Chatham streets, where charity gives a dinner to the 

r, and soup and bread to others to carry to their miserable families. 

e cry of hard times reaches us fromevery part of the country. The mak- 

ing of roads is stopped, factories are closed, and houses and ships are no 


longer being built. 

Factory hands, road-makers, carpenters, brieklayers, and laborers are 
idle, and paralysis is rapidly embracing every pursuit in the country. The 
cause of all this stoppage of circulation is to be found in the steady out- 
flow of gold to pay foreign laborers for the cloth, the shoes, the iron, and 
other things that could be produced by American labor, but which can not 


be so produced under our present revenue system. 


That this was not a mere transitory trouble is evident from 
the message of President Buchanan to Congress in 1857, from 
which I make the following extract: 

We have possessed all the elements of national wealth in rich abundance, 
and yet notwithstanding all these advantages our nce B in its monetary 
interests, is at the present moment in a deplorable condition. In the midst 
of unsurpassed plenty in all the productions of agriculture and in all the 
elements of national wealth, we find our manufactures suspended, our 
public works retarded, our private enterprises of different kinds abandoned, 
and een of useful laborers thrown outof employment and reduced to 
want. 

Have not these quotations a familiar sound toourears? Have 
we not read similar accounts in our newspapers from day to day 
during the past winter, of famished crowds besieging the soup 
kitchens and struggling for the bread furnished by charity, and 
struggling in their frantic hunger until trampled to death by the 
stronger members of the maddened crowd, as is recorded in the 
columns of the Chicago press? 

Do not these same news columns tell us to-day of bands of de 
spairing, helpless men marching toward Washington in the vain 
hope of obtaining some relief to their misery? They are asking 
the Government for bread; and they are offered a stone, in the 
shape of legislation that instead of relieving will thrust them 
still farther into a hopeless abyss of misery and want. 

And still the college professors sit in their studies and com- 
mittee rooms and sp ne phrases, and construct philosophical 
economic theories that have no relation to the situation, nor to 
the condition that confronts them. If oe are told that their 

0 


theories do not fit—that they have norelation to the facts—they 
merely croak out, with the reiteration and pertinacity of Poe’s 
raven, ‘‘So much the worse for the facts.” 

Again, turn the page of history, and in February, 1832, I find 
Henry Clay making a statementon the floor of the United States 
Senate that is as applicable to the situation to-day as it was to 
that which existed when he uttered it, more than sixty-two years 


ago: 
The people of the United States have justly supposed that the 
their indus ign laghetation and foreign iadustry 


protecti t fore’ 

was fully's settled, not 7h oe act, but by repeated and deliberate acts of 
Goverament periormed atdistant and frequent intervals. In full confidence 
that this cy was firmly and unchangeably fixed, thousands upon thou- 


It is for the 
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sands have invested their capital, porchenet & vast amount of real and 
other estate, made permanent establishments and accommodated their in 
dustry toit. Can we expose to utter and irretrievable ruin this countless 
multitude without incurring the reproach of violating the national faith 


Mr. President, these wordsof Henry Clay exactly describe the 
situation to-day. Inmy young State, where the hardy pioneers 
have subdued a wilderness and laid the foundation of a great Com- 
monwealth, where only a few years since there reigned the si- 
lence and solitude of primeval forests and vast open plains, 
there are now busy and populous cities throbbing with thesame 
restless energy which has carried this country, in little more than 
a century, toa foremost place among the nations of the world. 

These cities have sprung into being by the aid of industries 
protected from foreign competition. by wise legislation, and, 
upon the faith that those laws would be maintained, my fellow- 
citizens have invested their capital in sawmills to convert into 
merchantable lumber our magnificent forests, have opened coal 
mines, and built railroads to carry their products to the sea. 
Whatever success these men have achieved has been won by 
self-denial, by unremitting industry; and they have given em- 
ployment, at good American wages, to thousands of their fellow- 
citizens, establishing properous and happy homes where « few 
years back there was only the rude wigwams of the Indian, or 
the lairs of the wild animals that roamed through the forests. 
All these investments, all the results of these years of toil, are 
now endangered by this bill, the result of which will be, so far 
as the State of Washington is concerned, to confiscate the in- 
vestments, to embarrass and perhaps shut up their industrial 
plants, and either turn adrift the thousands of workmen em- 
ployed in them, or to reduce wages and profits tosuch a Jevel as 
that neither employers or workmen can live. 

If this bill becomes a law who will profit by it? The answer 
comes to us in the unmistakable tone of exultation in the news- 
papers of Great Britain over the impending destruction of Amer- 
ican industries. All their leading trade journals indicate how 
excited the British manufacturers are becoming over the pros- 
pects of securing a greater share of our manufacturing indus- 
tries. 

When this bill was first made public it was considered policy 
on their part not to show too much exultation, nor a too eager 
desire for its passage; but their eagerness to snatch the bread 
from the mouths of the American producers has overcome their 
diseretion, and they can no longer refrain from showing their 
exultation at the prospects before them. 

The Glasgow Herald expresses the state of public opinion 
there as follows: 

The modifications of the tariff as proposed by the new bill are such as to 
encourage the hope of a large extension of our trade with the United States 


From Halifax, Nova Scotia, it was telegraphed that ‘‘the an 
nouncement that the Congressional tariff committee had placed 
coal, lumber, and iron on the free list is a source of great 
faction.” 

The Textile Manufacturer, published in Manchester, hi 
following from its correspondent at Bradford: 


The proposed Wilson tariff measure will give the manufacturers of Brad 
ford far easier access than they have ever had toa market representing a 
population of 70,000,000 people. 


In another issue it says: 


34 tis- 


; the 


The textile trades of this country have considerable cause to rejoice over 
the new American tariff proposal. 
This paper admits that opposition to the measure may be 


looked for, but finds consolation in the belief that ‘* Mr. Cle 
land, being the man he is,” will compel his followers to pass the 
bill. 

The London [ron and Steel Trades Journal! says, in speaking 
of the tin-plate trade: 


Probably in July, perhaps not until September. will the new duties 
in force, and the actual resumption of shipments will depend on this 
soon as the new duty is definiteiy 
ment in Welch trade will begin. 


The Washington Postof January 7 contains an interview with 
Mr. Herbert Bright, of Rochdale, England. a kinsman of the 
late statesman of that name. He said: 

The manufacturing interests of England are in a bad way. Since the 

assage of the McKinley bill we have lost a great deal of the trade of the 

Jnited States, but we have been buoyed up with the hope of the passige of 
the Wilson bill. 

The true position is that England has ruined many of her own 
industries by her free-trade ex periments—take the condition of 
her agriculture to-day as an example—and is now looking tou 
similar application of those doctrines in this country to enable 
her to repair the damage to her own manufacturing interests by 
preying upon ours. That this effort is backed up and urged 
upon us only through the columnsof the press arises from the fact 
that we have grown too big and too strong to be bullied, which 
the English Government evidently thought was not the case 
forty-four years ago, when we were threatened by the grave dis- 


come 
As 
decided on and the date gxed the improve 








pleasure of that Government if we increased the duties on their 
commodities,in a letter which is an unique addition to tariff 
literature: 
BRITISH LEGATION, Washington, January 8, 1850. 

Sire: It having been represented to Her Rasa Government that there 
is some idea on the part of the Government of the United States to increase 
the duties upon British iron imported into the United Sta I have been 
instructed by Her Majesty's Government toe to the United States 
the hope o! Her Majesty’s Government that no addition will be made to the 
dutics imposed by the present tariff of the United States, which already 
weigh heavliy upon British production; and I can not but observe, for my 
own part, that an augmentation of the duties on British produce and manu- 
factures, made at a moment when the British Government has. by a 
of measures, been facilitating the commerce between the two countries, 
would produce a v disagreeable effect upon public opinion in England. 

Lavaii myself of this opportunity to renew to you the assurance of my 


most distinguished consideration. 
HENRY L. BULWER. 


Hon. Jounw M. CLAYTON, 
Secretary of State of the United States. 


The English Government of the present day is too wise to at- 
tempt such open interference in our affairs, but the manufac- 
turers of that country lose no opportunity of strengthening the 
hands of the Democratic tariff tinkers, the destroyers of Ameri- 
can farming interests, the murderers of American manufactur- 
ing industries, and stranglers of American labor. 

President Cleveland in his message to Congress said: 

lam satisfied that the reduced tariff duties provided for in the ed 
legislation will, In the near future, not immediately, pro- 
duce sufficient revenue to meet the needs of Government. 

The President thus expresses his datisfaction that the wants 
of American consumers will be supplied by the importation of 
goods from foreign countries which, as a matter of course, must 
take the place of goods that have hitherto been made in the 
United States, in American factories, by American labor. 

The position is just this: Ifa Do and ultimately all of the 
revenue surrendered by a reduc of import duties is to come 
back to us from increased importations brought in by lower rates 
of duty, andinasmuch as the reduced duties are mainly levied 
on articles that we can make for ourselves, and it will require 
an increase of importations to the amountof at least $250,000,000 
to make up the amount of the lest revenue, it means taking that 
amount of business from the American manufacturersand work- 
ingmen, and handing it over to foreigners. Or if our manu- 
facturers and producers make a determined effort to keep out for- 
eign goods by meeting the lower prices, it can _ made 
effectual by cutting down expenses of every kind, reducing 
the wages of the mechanics and laborers who are employed in 
their establishments. 

Should this bill become a law, the day on which the President 
shall affix his signature to it will be the da- of doom for Amer- 
ican high wages. That this prospect of a reduction of wages 
has no terrors for the Democratic free-trade theorists is evident 
from their e d opinion on the subject. In a speech in an- 
other body, in January last, a prominent member of that party 
said: 


If I were certain that were higher here I would seek to those 
laws which make wages her and would let wages have th natural 
place allover the world. 

I suppose what is meant by ‘their natural place” is to reduce 
anal wages to the European stancard. If the question is 
asked what is that standard, I will answer it from the pages of 
a report which it appears has just been made for the information 
of a commission in England, in relation to wages in Germany: 

Miners in Germany have a maximum wage where they receive 81 a day, 
and ia numbers have no more than 5 cents. Wages are lowest actual 
where the working day is longest. Thus, for 56 cents men are toiling at 
Klausthal ten hours a day. The wages in the iron and steel and metal in- 
Gustries generally range from “82.80 to 64.75 per week, with hours 
from ten to twelve per day for the lowest wages fn Silesi, 
street cars, and other public vehicles, wages run . 
and in the case of enginemen to 810, but the driver of a hack wor 
and a half hours a day for $4.50 a week. 

Agricultural labgrers receive all over the Empire from 2 cents to 50 cents a 
day with board du 5 Sommer, and fron 35 to 70 cents without board. In 
winter there isa considerable reduction of wages. and yet it is the season when 
money is most needed. Women ee in the receive about half the 
wages of men. Someare paid only 8 cents a day, and 27 cents with board is 
the maximum for permanent summer employment. The laborer who finds 
employment in the forests is rewarded with the pittance of 20 cents to 50 
cents per day. 

Again it says: 

In the textile trades a wage of 8.50 por week is common, with the hours 
twelve perday. In Mulhausen, ee en are paid as much as 95.75. 
Printers tn’\(jermany are much better than workers in other trades 
are nearer the English seale. The to week. 


wages 
the average is about $8.75. In Berlin, fixed are 
ranging from &.75to815. Lithogra tvpe founders, ee aebean 


@o not earn so much, but they are remunerated with 
other trades, Women, as a rule, are paid about half the men 
receive for the same work. In the ea pee bh 
ae eee ee a en can 
a ee Ceres Sas. 8 Se 
arene cael dates eek makes one shudder to 
nen in the trades working hours a week 
But the hardship is far worse in the case 
to work twelve to twenty hours a day for 8 a 4 per cent of cases 
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inquired into,the custom was to work from seventeen to eighteen hours per 
day, and in a large number of instances, not even Sunday was excepted. 
The millers have no trade organization worthy of name, but they are now 
agita for the boon of toiling vwelve hours a day. Bakers are scarcely 
better Their hours pomaee fourteen per day, and the wages run from 
$1.50 to 83.75 a week, with board. The German shop assistant has the ordeal 
of fifteen hours a day, and his creature comforts are few and inferior. 

That is the statement. 

I most sincerely hope that I shall not live to see the day when 
American workingmen shall be reduced to the necessity of at- 
a to support themselves and their families on such mis- 
erable pittances; and sooner than cast a vote in favor of a meas- 
ure which would help to bring about even an approximation to 
such a state of affairs, if it should be proposed by my own polit- 
ical party, I would renounce that party, unless I were so situated 
as to assist in correcting its mistakes. 

One of the stock arguments of the free traders is that a cus- 
toms duty on such foreign goods as we can manufacture our- 
selves raises the price to the consumer, and is thereforea burden 
on the community. This has been proved over and over again 
to be a fallacy, as the competition among American manufac- 
turers, in very many instances, has reduced prices to as low a 
level as similar goods can be bought for in England or Germany, 
without taking into account any duty on them. 

The great object of the protective duty is to preserve our 
markets for our own people, instead of handing them over to 
foreigners; and even if the foreign manufacturer introduce his 
goods, we mean that he shall notdo so without paying to our rev- 
enue the amount which he has ground out of the bone and sinew 
of the workingman. By these means we prevent him from ob- 
taining the power toreduce American citizens to the level of the 
poor underpaid drudges of Europe. 

No man who will take the trouble to acquaint himself with 
the facts can be blind to the truth that the country has pros- 
pered under the policy of protection and that labor has on the 
average been well paid and contented. 

Dun’s Review of Trade, in December, 1892, contained the fol- 
lowing statement as to the condition of the country at that time: 

The most prosperious year ever known in business closes to-morrow with 
strong favorable indications for the future. For this year the volume of 
iceger fori of sapere Sut aborts ever kangen Eran) Sear Caprese 
dented purchases for bn. Manufacturers have nade extraordi- 
nary are. The year closes with all woolen, cotton, and silk machinery 
fully employed, and unsold stocks much lighter than usual; while the de- 


mand for the coming season already exceeds the capacity of many mills, 
ents of boots and shoes from the East have been 5 per cent larger 


than any pre 

This statement is not made by a political partisan, but is a 
summing up of results bya writer who seeks only for facts, care- 
less of what party they may help or hurt. 

That a similar condition of prosperity has always followed the 
adoption of a protective . in this country is a matter of his- 
tory. In January, 1832, Mr. Stewart, a member of the House of 
Representatives from Pennsylvania, in speaking of the resuit of 
the tariff then existing, said: 


Has it impaired the revenue? No, sir; it has paid off the national debt at 
the rate of twelve to fifteen millions a year, and we are now told that the 
tariff must be repealed. not because it has destroyed, but because it has pro- 
duced too much revenue. Has it injured commerce? Commerce, like the 
revenue, has increased and flourished beyond all former example. Has it 
taxed and burdened the community? No, sir; the prices of all the manu- 
factures embraced within the range of its protection have been greatly re- 


I have previously alluded to the results of the free-trade policy 
of the Democratic rw a from the newspapers of 1855 
and the message of President Buchanan in 1857. will now re- 
vert to the effect of the oe of the free-trade plank in the 
Democratic platform and the access to power of the party pledged 
to carry it into effect. At the end of 1893, a little more than a 
year after the elections of 1892, Bradstreet, a great commercial 
authority, says: 

Asummary of the results of the investigation shows that no fewer than 
463.000 industrial, building trades, and catalogs ous oyés bave been thrown 
out of work since June |, due to the absolute cl of the establishments 
or the shutt: down of work at the mines. 
it ts realized this repert, complete as it may be. is quite incom- 

is even with respect to manu- 

ts which have wholly closed down for one reason or 

, and that it takes no account of the thousands of reductions of 
forces in other manuf: 


working ° 

houses, or by organizations, large and small, it becomes 

py that there are in all probability no fewer than 
000 to 900,000 idle employés of manufactw . commercial, and other en- 

terprises at this time, who were nearly if not actively employed three or 

four ruonths ago. — 


If any verification of these statements is necessary, it is sup- 
= by the pubtished statement of the revenue of the country. 
nder the operation of the McKinley tariff the income of the 
Government all expenses in the fiscal year 1892 and lefta 
surplus of $9,915,453.66. Mr. Cleveland's election occurred in 
the fifth month of the succeeding fiscal ng with the result 


for that. fiscal fell to $2,341,647. 
"cleus yaar which wil 


of a surplus we have a deficiency 


; 





1894. 


bably amount to $75,000,000. I think those figures will not 
e disputed. 

Mr. President, the reason of this is not obseure. The indus- 
tries of the country have been threatened with hostile legisla- 
tion; the manufacturers, in fear of competition with a flood of 
cheap foreign goods, have suspended operations, with the result 
that men are idle and the purchasing capacity of the country 
has been correspondingly diminished. The importer of foreign 
goods has reduced his purchases to the smallest possible dimen- 
sions for two reasons: First, because the demand has faller off 
in consequence of the impoverished condition of the people, and, 
secondly, because he hopes that a large reduction of duties is 
probable in the early future. 

The resultof this recklessand foolish policy is that a deficiency 
is created which must be met by issuing bonds, and thusincreas- 
ing the national debt and the burden of interest, which was be- 
ing gradually and surely diminished under Republican adminis- 
tration, or by imposing direct taxation on the people of this 
country. 

Both of these expedients have been resorted to. The ecountry 
has b2en saddled with $50,000,000 more of debt, and now it is 

roposed to inflict upon the country the odious and inquisitorial 
ineome tax, which comes in the nature of a most disagreeable 
surprise to the country. There was no allusion toan income tax 
in the Chieago platform. Not one of the orators among the del- 
egates to the Democratic convention even hinted at the probabil- 
ity of any such legislation, nor was there any intimation that 
the Democratic party, if intrusted with power, would offer the 
nation a so-called revenue bill which would produce a deficit. 

They promised the country a tariff for revenue; and they re- 
deem their pledge by presenting a bill which is a political and 
commercial monstrosity, and which can have but one effect—that 
is, to cause a serious deficiency in the revenue necessary for car- 





rying on the Government; and then in servile imitation of their | 


English prototypes they seek to impose the odious income tax 
to fill the vacuum. Anyone who supposes, that if this bill 
shall become a law, that the income tax will be only a temporary 
measure will probably be very much mistaken. A glance at the 
history of a similar tax in England will give us some usefu! in- 
formation on that point. 

The income tax was imposed in England by Pitt in 1798 as 
a means for raising revenue for war purposes. After the peace 
of Amiens, March 27, 1802, it was repealed on the ground that it 
was a tux that was not defensible except under the pressure 
of such an emergency as war, and for that reason it was reim- 
posed when war broke out again in the following year. It 
was always unpopular, and the ministry were compelled to abol- 
ish it in 1°06, when the great war had ended and the pressing 
necessity for its existence could no longer be pleaded as an ex- 
cuse for maintaining it. In 1842, Peel, who was then the prime 


minister, created a deficiency in the revenue by the adoption | 


of free-trade measures, and to obtain the necessary supplies he 
reimposed the income tax, but only as a temporary expedient, 
which was to end in four years; but it is still in existence 
after more than fifty years. 

The people of England have been promised again and again 


that it would be only temporary, and it is still only imposed from | 
year to year, but they have never been able to shake it off; and so | 


it will probably be if the Wilson billis passed. A deficit will be 
established and maintained by tariff reductions that will not only 
render the odious tax permanent, but its increase will beeome 
necessary, and the exemptions will be reduced from year to year 
until almost every income in the United States, however small, 
will be taxed for the benefit of the manufacturers and importers 
of foreign goods, 

Mr. President, I desire to say here, that appreciating the con- 


dition of this country, the condition of our laboring men, and | 


the fact that we stand now in the presence of a great national 


emergency in respect to the employment of labor, I am willing | 


to consider the propriety of imposing an income tax if the pro- 
ceeds can be used for the benefit of the nation in new lines of 
improvement, such as have been well considered and found to be 
necessary and important for the safety of our people. Such, for 
example. as inaugurating and perfecting a system of coast de- 
fenses. This subject has been passed upon by the committee ap- 
pes to consider this subject, of which I am a member, and it 

as been found that the sum of $100,000,000 can be judiciously 
expended at twenty-eight of the principal seaports of the 
United States in providing fortifications and suitable modern 
armament for defense against foreign foes. If this work should 
be undertaken bv the Government at this time many thousands 
of unemployed men can be put to work, and substantial aid can 
be rendered to them in the present crisis, without giving foun- 
dation for the charge of undue paternalism on the part of the 
Government, and there can be no q estion about the propriety 
and great importance of the work. Particularly the Pacific 
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coast is in urgent need of attention by Congress to this subject 
of coast defenses. 

Then again there is great need for the construction of the 
Nicaragua Canal. I would be willing that the National Govern- 
| ment shall undertake this work at this time. 

I speak of this because there has been some discussion in the 
public prints as to what might be done for the laboring man at 
this juncture. It has been proposed—and if | mistake nota bill 
has been introduced into one branchof Congre to provide for 


3s 


a national highway from the Atlantic to the Pacifie. Other 
propositions relating to highways or roads have been broached. 
Many of these propositions seem to me crude and not well ma- 


tured, but the proposition to provide coast defenses has been 
well considered, not only bySenators and Members of the House 
of Representatives, but by great administrative officers of the 
Government, chiefs of great bureaus, and by boardsof competen’ 
| Officers of the corps of United States Engineers. It is not anew 
subject. It has been well digested already. The only question 
at any time has been: Can the Government spare the money to 
do this work? Can it afford to wait? Is it necessary to wait? 

Similar suggestions may be made relative to the Nicaragua 
Canal. is itapportune to consider this now in connection with 
the labor question? 

In considering the various schedules that make up the bill | 
shall touch only upon those which have direct influence on the 
industries of the State which I have the honor in part to repre- 
sent. I may say here, that, as there is no other Senator at pres- 
ent from my State, 1 feel doubly impressed with the duty of 
presenting here now the interests of that State and its people: 
and for that reason, while it may not be necessary, yet perhaps 
I ought to crave some indulgence upon the part of the Senate 
for my prolixity in presenting certain facts and figures relating 
to the industries of the State of Washington. 

It is evident that the committee that framed this bill have 
looked upon the great region of the Northwest and the Pacifi: 
coast States as utterly unworthy of consideration. They have 
thrust the knife deeply into every industry by which my con 
stituents earn their bread. So far as the State of Washington 
is concerned the bill is destructive, indefensible, and scandalous. 
| Free lumber means the sacrifice of ourlumber industries to those 

of British Columbia; free coal, or even the duty proposed in the 
Senate amendment, means poverty for our miners: free iron ore 
means the postponement of the development of the magnificent 
deposits within our borders; free wool means the destruction 
and abandonment of the sheepindustry. Hops, whichareamong 
the most important agricultural products of the State, were 
under the provisions of the bill as passed by the House, sibject 
io a reduction in duty of from 15 cents per pound to 8 cents, ‘and 
| by the Senate committee still further put at the mercy of foreign 
{ growers by a reduction to 20 per centad valorem. 
Within the past few years thousands of prune trees have been 
| planted, and this fruit promised to become an important source 
of revenue to our agriculturists; but it is proposed to kill this 
industry by admitting foreign prunes at a rate of duty which 
will not represent one-half of the present rate. In fact so far 
as my State is concerned we are left ‘‘ naked and defenseless to 
our enemies.” 


COAL 


The report of the majority of the Committee of Ways and 

| Means contains the following paragraph: 

The existing duty of 75 cents a ton on bituminous coal can not be justified 
either as a protective or a revenne duty. The importations into this coun 
try are too small to add materially to our revenue, while no one contend 
that the cost of mining is higher in the United States than in the countries 
that might seek our market. 


This statement shows either gross ignorance of the condition 
of this great industry on the Pacific coast, or adisregard for the 
truth. So far as the State of Washington is concerned, the 
present rate of duty is absolutely justified as a protective meas- 
ure, and the cost of mining is higher, and the miners have been 
| paid higher wages than those that prevail in the foreign coun 
tries with which we have to compete, or that have been paid to 
coal miners in any other State of this Union, as will be proved 
| from the extract from the census of 1890, which I ask th 
retary to rend: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER ( Mr. SHovpP in the chair). 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary proceeded toread the table, but before conclud- 

was interrupted by— 

r. ALLEN. Before the Secretary reads further, I should 
like to call the attention of the Senatorfrom Washington to the 
item which speaks of the miners of Nebraska. DoI understand 
the Senator to state that there is any mining in the State of Ne- 
braska? 

Mr. SQUIRE. The figures of this table are from the official 
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reports made by the Census Bureau. Kansas and Nebraska are | and there never has been. There has never been a hole dugfor 
classed together in one line. mining purposes in that State as big as your fist. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to state to the Senatorfrom Washing- The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the 
ton that there is nomining of any kind in the State of Nebraska, | table; which is as follows: 








Number of employés and wages at coai mines in 1889. 










Miners. Laborers. 







omae Grand total 


States and Territories. 
employés. | of wages. 


Average Average |Average| Average Average ‘aoe 
































number | wages | 2U™@ mee number | wa 
| employed. ereeere ay.| oo ek. jemaplog ed. perday. “worked, 

Alabams. neni Rede iiainiheardeednsnubniionesaiabihnnatngiomenditetiim vehe 6, 975 8, 267, 857 4, 110 #2. 15 248 | 1,564} $1.33 | 237 
Arkas séngsvasencesesvanet veshpesenpeskinioubecouadel 686 252. 679 2. 20 180 64 2.00 186 
California and RMIT diss Doi'n.npnonhuc-wiphadbtibuateedtaainaladeipiasisieeost 419 248, 449 as 2.58 224 85 2. 32 268 
Colorado ueivecs Lenéud shepninsecdeasenedactungetes 4, 872 2, 724, 800 3, 508 2. 65 212 564 | 2.65 214 
Georgia and North Carolina «22.22.22. 22. 740 265, 464 271 1.46 291 120/ 0.98 288 
DEED snc nccene- 0 cansacenunge on consabnerhiibeawendenthnbeamianeesscnen 24, 323 8, 694, 347 15, 686 1.95 177 5, 062 | 1.76 199 
Indiana..... candvnntduande setbetnene chee dinkacsedctbnebeuveungene 6, 532 2, 201, 044 4,738 1.89 175 | 1.70 182 
Se RNUEOT. Suniitinichaniteaiktenibabethis ceaetaweenbbaminendiiniien 1,873 927, 267 1, 200 3. 25 166 393 2.41 177 
DU, Siiindi Rin htinnhon tonne bowirmites tetiivnaaaemis maim bei taeevabain thie 9, 384 3, 956, 788 6, 588 2.23 196 1,191 1, 89 217 
aie A «so cs o.ceccneauadectbanqrwnskankabebenbaitad 6, 069 2, 320, 588 4, 447 1.89 207 456 | 1.7 222 
IT EAS L501. cneinadinnsin wbeeinl cutruskaebadbesinseumammamettiied 5, 260 1, 756, 363 3, 406 1.75 193 674 1.56 219 
NEES ibis cnndacihiiniactiinnsabneaviddipinwtn gtvhidiniinas eininiin’ 3,741 17. 687 2, 689 2.45 203 386 1, 86 222 
SII this setiinis age pabeonnubn duapeder ieel hes idndmeeunibiblankette 264 3, 504 191 1.74 184 10 1, 69 216 
Te la caiaae 6, 730 2, 588, 273 4,780 2. 04 201 656 1.72 205 
RGIS 1h tina cndibcdidiad akehahiaihesedciedhin Lowy ddbs insabeonsenanene 857 587, 538 521 3.19 | 213 143| 2.60 285 
I a a an ink NA lhl eRe dn ts Salas aera 1, 028 604, 543 688 3.08 192 146 2.59 207 
DEMIR t nn un depitenescwqinilicn dbasoninasinadhlibedligiénabentiand 76. 18, 4€0 55 2.15 108 4 1, 88 111 
Ohio . cient lata tiectaianb ai ae coeianaane ainda 19, 591 6, 892, 604 14, 733 1.95 181 1, 955 1. 63 185 
Pennsylvania (anthracite). ..........-...-..--c.000esersceceeceneenee 124, 203 39, 278, 355 36, 639 2. 39 179 35, 376 1. 64 184 
Pennsylvania rhvsetmmpantennd indionene wehindintiens bibles nian needed ia tahiti 53,712 20, 738, 647 40, 100 1.93 210 5, 303 1.84 220 
ROI sli oo a aa roteenis bibnaeDinO san eanuelidmostahins emiiaanninl 4, 108 1, 609, 310 2, 538 1.98 227 696 1. 26 228 
SIEGE. wcmpieachle. ndeeedbdnhinded dtenthibens shkanainieiaaaeaee 549 256, 834 340 2.00 264 56 1.77 236 
TT nee A abl Cums hon opeeeaaseune 565 268, 570 332 3.21 163 101 2.51 169 
Virginia - Liehscbepeubebewndelbiwted eb maka seaemabaeknaaiiadel 1, 555 621, 266 712 1.53 | 285 253 1.59 | 269 
SONI. 0 cs. nacacesanmticce aclainds AbdbtLedaakabdianaenaliadiibiies 2, 695 1,747, 080 1,549 3.26 197 509 2. 46 222 
TPO WUINIINL 0c: on c0vecetiidess ehupitndl sirulseanedseier Cbeh Gan aebaeel 9, 952 8, 888, 712 6, 367 1, 86 223 1, 504 1. 47 224 
Se Sh ci ccntislaocsmnediin be eieeint een eel Loe ik caninieduaaedll 2, 692 1, 553, 047 1, 593 2.71 231 680 2, 47 220 

a ee ei a ith a acd 299, 559 OI sah og 





380,850 | 10 158, 
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Mr. SQUIRE. A gins ance at this table will show that while It is ‘titania safe to say, and the statement will be borne out 
cval-miners in West Virginia were paid an arerage of $1.86 per | by aera experience, that the abolition of the present 
day, we paid our miners at the rate of $3.26 pe 4 duty will shut the California market against the miners of 

Coal is one of the chief resources of the State of Washington. nant and lead to a further absorption of the coal tonnage 

ioologists estimate its coal area at 1,000,000 acres. Although by the mines of British Columbia. An examination of the sta- 
a discovery of coal was made in 1853, very little mining was tics for the last six years will show that the ery. of domes- 
done until after the close of the war of the rebellion. Then, en- | tic coals imported into California has decreased over 30 per 
couraged by the import tax on foreign coal, capital was invested, | cent; during the same period that of the British Columbia mines 
labor employed, railroads were built to the sea, and the mines | has increased nearly 90 per cent, while thatfrom distant foreign 
were grr ye dey ayes. In 1867, 10,000 tons were mined; | mines shows no material increase. 
in 1877, 150,000 tons; in 1887, 800,000 tons, and in 1892 the prod- The product of British Columbia mines is largely carried in 
uct reached 1, 213,427 tons. The number of men employed in eae built and cheaply operated British steamers, and there- 
the mines was 2,564. Besides these miners a large number of | ore the cost of freightage is less thanfrom the American Puget 
other men are engaged in the transportation, shipping, distri- — coal ports, that use American sailing ships and more 
bution, and sale Including those dependent upon these —_ steamers, and these causes have operated to diminish the 
men, and others directly interested in the trade, it is a reason- | California supply from northern American coal fields, and the 
uble estimate to make that 20,000 people in the State of Wash- abolition of the resent duty may finish the struggle. No sane 
ington live to-day upon the interests involved in the operation | man can seriously dispute that there is the greatest danger. 
of coal mines. The followin "extract from a British Columbia newspaper 

These interests could be vastly increased and would be, if in- | shows how much our Canadian neighbors appreciate the efforts 
stead of abolishing or lowering the J gene import duty, it should | of the Democratic party of the United States in their behalf: 
be restored A dae figure ane ‘ ae por ton. nie Gonntat — ane sane reer momar 00 more than double thetr production should Con- 
vetitors in t usiness are r umb a’s Pa- ven @ present duty of 75 cents a 
citic province. ‘Their minesare at the water's edge.and have no | jo brush coal Uractically monopolizes the California markets, Coal in 
railroad charge = fmteg thee to ee . Our —— are swoot ‘ae = ome wen weve bal ely average 2.500 day exclusiv 3 of board. 
from 15 to 100 miles from tide water, req g long and expen- ook for a boom inthe British Colum 
sive hauls. They employ lar ange numbers of Chinese and Japa- | >! °a! mines as well as in the lumber markets. 
nese. Our mines are operated by the highest-priced colliers in | The following is an extract from a letter received by me from 
the world. Such advantages as these overcome the duty of 75 | & pane o is largely interested in the coal business in 
cents, and enable the Canadians to successfully compete with us | San Francisco 
in our principal market, California. The following statistics of | Who will benefit by the abolition of the duty on coal? As the function of 
the consumption of that State for the years 1892 and 1893 | Suck laws is to do the af ioeae an eee ee — 

rove that in _— of the import duty Serciguers enjoyed the | material ad P 


rade: The American coal-producer on the Atlantic seaboard ests against 

larger portion o | the tra netdeiadi [me |e] me [ee SS duty, because the Nova Scotia mines will Bisturb his trade 
Per in t consu centers of New Engiand. 

ige2. 1888. | cent. The miner on the Pacific Coast contends for a chance to keep 

; his ab pa S ean in California against mines in British Columbia, but the 





wer ee Te reasoning ai pplicable in the East does not fit the pe- 
aa consittbas tae It may be said in prophecy that if the present dut 

British ea. be annulled, the most of the 75 cents will go into the pockets of the British 

Australia . oh miner and shipowner. eepeeaany it should go to the California con- 
Great Britain. - aseoneethes sumer. Practically it will n 

SDE 4.<.<conpinimichabiienmaceeheetadinnanlll -5] Asa proof of thisI will etate that on Jan 1, 1894, the Australian min- 

oe announced a decline of one shilling free on ships at their wharves. 

TORRE EEGROR « ocnccn.cocctencbhanen mediately the shipowners made an advance of one sh ng in freights to 

pees Galltornia, and the whole benefit from the drop in price. 

ryenawe eis a inin sews Great Britain and her colonies are the foreign countries that 

eautvens end Haryana... will derive most benefit from free coal, and while this bill con- 

t — templates the admission of Canadian coal to the destruction of 

Total Gommestic ......-.----------- | od our own interests, Canada charges a duty of 60 cents per 

Total importations ..............-.-.-- short ton, equal to 67 cents on the long ton on coal mined in the 





United States. 











1894. 


Free coal, or any material decrease in the present rate of duty, | 


will mean an increase of 50 per cent in the output from the 
wines of British Columbia,and a as decrease or 
total suspension in the mines of the Stateof Washington. Pros- 
perity and happiness north of the forty-ninth parallel under a 
foreign flag, and poverty and strife to those who live beneath 
the Stars and Stripes south of it! 

As a further explanation as to the effects of the present bill 
on the coal interests of the State of Washington, I will here in- 
troduce a copy of a letter handed to me by the president of the 


Seattle Coal and Iron Company, one of the largest producers of | 


coal in the State: 


SEATTLE COAL AND IRON COMPANY, 
Seattle, Wash., January 2, 1894. 


DEAR SiR: In answer to your request for information and statistics in re- 
gard to the effect that free coal would have upon our local coal industry, I 
would report: 

As you probably have access to the Government reports, I will only call 
your attention to the coal produced from the mines in the State of Wash- 
ngton in 1892, as being 1,213,427 short tons, of which the mines of King County 
produced 508,467 short tons. In the production of this coal, 2,564 persons 
were employed an average of two lundred and forty-seven days in the year. 

These employés probably represent a population of 10,000 or 15,000 people, 
without counting the thousands that are supported by the distribution of 
the wages earned by mine empolyés. 

Of the total output, 483,320 short tons were shipped to California, without 
counting the amount of coal burned on steamers, and other vessels used in 
the transportation of coal. 

It is, therefore, very evident that the mines of Washington are actually 
dependent upon the California coal market for their existence 

Nearly all of the mines in the State that are at present in active opera- 
tion were opened some years ago, when labor and material were very ex- 
pensive, necessitating the expenditure of a large amount of capital in the 
opening up of mines. At the time the mines were opened up, the owners 
could not have expected a demand sufficient to pay them for the expenses 
undergone, but they were undertaken in the hope that the extension of the 
coal market would make such a demand as would permit the mines being 
operated on such a scale as would insure the return of a fair dividend on 
the money expended in the development. 

Up to the present none of the mines in this State (with the exception, pos 
sibly, of the Roslyn mine, which is too far from the coast to have allowed 
any e tations that the California market would ever be a factor in its 
coal production) have been able to be opened up to their full extent, and al- 
though the local market has improved considerably in the last few years, 
still the possible output of the mines is far in excess of the local demand, 
and the closing of the California market to the Washington coals would 
practically mean the closing down of the mines. 

If it could be possible to close downa few of the mines and allow the others 
to keep the fleld it would simply mean a decrease in the coal production; 
but unfortunately such action could not be expected, and the closing of the 
California market to from 20,000to 30,000tons of Washington coal per month 
would so Gemoralize the local market as to sesult in the closing down of 
most of the mines. 

In exhibit “A” l have shown the relative value of the various coals that 
supply the California market, by which it is seen that the actual value of 
foreign coals exceeds the value of the Washington coals (with the exception 
of the coal from the South Prairie mines, which is asmall property, and the 
coal of which is largely used in the production of illaminating gas and there- 
fore hardly comes within the — under discussion) by amounts vary- 
ing from 59 cents in the Nanaimo coal to $1.30 and $1.45 in the Wellington 
coals. These tests are borne out by the present selling price of the various 
coals in the California market, as shown in exhibit ‘'B,’’ and range from 
#1 on the Nanaimo to $1.50 on the New Wellington. 

I believe it is a fact that the introduction of the Washington coals into the 
California market was the original cause for a material reduction in the 
cost of foreigncoals. ThisI have upon the statement of the manager of one of 
the Jargestlocal coal companies, which claims to have been largely instrumen- 
tal in the reduction of the price ofcoalin the California market; but having 
started the reduction, it has been carried to a point beyond which they can 
not go, and any further reduction would undoubtedly result in their having 
to retire from that market. 

There is another point which I think is generally overlooked, and that is 
the effect of coast screenings upon the market. The coast coals, especially 
those of a lignite nature, are very friable and in transportation a large 
portion of small coal is formed, the average being about 2 percent. Upon 
arrival at the California market, this fine coal is screened out of the larger 
coal and sold, as as shown on exhibit “‘ B,” at a very reduced price, and con- 
stitutes to a large extent the fuel used by the manufacturing enterprises. 

The relative price of screenings to lump coal of the various grades is 
shown on exhibit *B;" the screenings of Washington coals ranging in 

rice from 46 to 58 per cent of the price of the lump coal, while the price of 
fancouver Island screenings is from 56 to 62 per cent of that of lump coal. 

The exclusion of Washington coals from the California market will mean 
the shut out of the greater portion of this cheap coal, and manufactur- 
ing en will be sure to feel the effect; the relative value of screen- 
inge shown in exhibit ‘‘A,” being far in excess of the price at which it is 
sold 


Tne cheap price of fore: coals in the San Francisco market is understood 
to be caused very largely by the fact that vessels eagaged in the wheat trade 
from California ports are glad to get coal at very reduced rates as return 
cargo. 

I would like to call the attention of Senators to the fact that 
vessels engaged in the wheat trade (meaning the wheat trade 
from the Pacific coast to Liverpool) are glad to get coal to bring 
to California at very reduced rates as return cargo and ballast. 
They come to get our wheat on the Pacific coast; not only com- 
ing to San Francisco, but to Seattle and Tacoma, which are both 
wheat-shipping ports in the State of Washington. 

The Washington coals not having this advantage, their freight rates are 
fixed, and it has been necessary to reduce the price of the coal to the lowest 
point to overcome this advantage. [n order to meet the reduction, ship- 
sae have reduced their freight rates on return cargoes to a very low 

I may say here thatthe Pacific coast at present enjoys the ben- 
efit of chartering vessels at very low rates for wheat transpor- 
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tation. In fact, that section has generally enjoyed low rates for 
ship charters. The writer goes on to say: 


If once the competition of the coast (as to coal) is removed, it will be but 
natural that freight charges will be increased, and result in the actual in 
crease of the price of coal in the California market; so that, while the re 
moval of the tariff will mean a reduction in the price of coal in the Califor 
nia market for atime, still, as soon as the Washington mines have been forced 
to close down, foreign coals will be able to increase their price, as will be de- 
manded by normal freight charges. 

On the whole the product of the Washington mines seems to act as a con- 
trolling influence in the California market, and if once that influence is re- 
moved, the entire market will be in the control of outside parties 

Most of the coal in the State of Washington is mined from long, steep 
slopes, and if once the mines are closed down and the workings allowed to 
fill with water, itis hardly to be expected that the owners will ever again 
go to the expense of pumping out the water in order to resume operations 

Yours, very truly, 
HARRY R. TALCOTT 
Second Vice- Presid 
Gen. J. H. BRYANT, 
President, 80 Broadway, New York. 


EXHIBIT A. 
Relative value of coals used in San Francisco, Cal., for steam 


Relative monetary valuesdeduced from Seattle coal at $6.50 per ») 
from page 150 ** The Coal Miners of the Western Coast of the Unit! tite 
by W. A. Goodyear. 


Experiments at Spring Valley waterworks. 





Relative 


Ratlo 
value 
Seattle, Wash _... ie tiinnda wkd eadiaadiledeeas 1.171 96.50) 
IED CI I ii i cased all tb wilumipeienaans 1. 148 6. 37 
I en 1. 502 8. 34 
elsh, British Isles...........-. seitteeeiiadadieantedl 1.472 8.17 
Nanaimo, Vancouver Island, British Columbia........... | 1.277 7.09 
Wellington, Vancouver Island, British Columbia . | 1. 407 7. 80 
PID ican aiken dphdiaatthis whe cdibunds @ninedaands 1. 546 8. 58 





From page 10, “ Power,” volume 13, No. 8, August, 1893. Experiments by) 
A. Worthington, water tube (B. & W.) boiler ; 
Relative 

: value 
Seatile, Wash. (lump), 7.6 pounds steam from 212 F. per pound of coal. @6. 50 


woe. (screenings), 7.2 pounds steam from 212 F. per pound 
of coa 


ih anit think chbpuiiitiidldenp dan adeihtinimiied smibhaddntbaindinedéae eas 5. 81 
Black Diamond, Wash. (average), 6.2 pounds steam from 212 F. per 

nde En diennindadtaenubad aban tinnece add amamias 5. 30 
— an Wash. (average), 8.9 pounds steam from 212 F. per pound 

Oe i iisdinnis siinan 200506 6heu othnebhsmincng $60 Sendenntienbeesksoatancuna WOE 
Wellington, Vancouver Island, British Columbia (lump), 9.3 pounds 

steam from 212 Ff. per pound of coal ........................e-e---- - 7.95 
Wellington, Vancouver Island, British Columbia (screenings), 7.8 

pounds steam from 212 F. per pound of coal.......... 22.22.22... oe oor 

EXHIBIT B. 
Selling price of coals at San Francisco, Cal., December, 1893 
Per ton. 
Rs aici bas cttietdednesseessacsecovesews ...lump 86. 50 
tin cela iehn he Anantha Genniandaannaees screenings... $3.00 to 3.75 
Wellington, Vancouver Island, British Columbia........lump.. 4.) 
Wellington, Vancouver Island, British Columbia..screenings.. 4.50 to 5.00 
Nanaimo, Vancouver Island, British Columbia _.........lump.. 7.50 
— Wellington, Vancouver Island, British Columbia, 

WIAD... «202 0 2 ore nw oon on oe ween en -- 2 + oon +s eee - eee occceseneccucce 7. 5 
New Wellington, Vancouver Island, British Columbia..lump.. 8. 00 
Protection Islands, Vancouver Island. ................. Mens 7.50 
EE Ginbigtchancntdihinnnetedbdint cadudscanedamcniioonemiics 7.2% 
SE ctth stinesadeenédcnnatndbuarsaersesconsccatanessscenetceded do... 7.50 
I nteccitatittens canstnes sbeuse sche canheettpbecctstvossons G0in0 7.50 
re ee Ee . < ns os 8. 00 
isi ceased hens nae ecenase capeckendeemesscouss do... 8. 50 
YS SE aaa do... 7.00 
CO =e ee conmeauibinesden Dadi 9. 50 
Wales, British Isles, anthracite...... antigen -©gg.. 8. 50 
Wales, British Isles, anthracite ........................-.. clean 7.50 
a a a wlan alates en nn clalatain alla egg. $10. 50 
a ciccadnmaneeed duncticnsicenwns cocsscescdescendswacsbenseéece 6. 00 
ed dint hans: Spsdddbiitesbedtecmnadasenevessocuuieesseesces 1.00 
Blue Canyon, Wash 5.50 
Coos Bay, Oregon........... 5. 50 
Coos Bay, Oregon ....... 2.50 to 3.00 


Pittsburg, Cal 
Rocky Mountain 


A 





sUMBER. 

The manufacture of lumber is one of the great industries of 
the Pacific Coast States, and particularly of the State of Wash- 
ington. ‘“‘The Evergreen State.” In that part of the State 
which lies west of the Cascade range of mountains there are 
20,000,000 acres of forest lands, on which there stands, according 
to the most conservative estimates, 400,000,000,000 feet of mer- 
chantable timber. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Certainly. ~ 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Has the Senator estimated as 
to how many feetof lumber on the average that would be tothe 
acre: 

Mr. SQUIRE. It varies in different locilities. I 
made the estimate. 


Will the Senator allow me? 


have not 





; 
' 
; 
: 


anc ua itticnaes ate tars 








Myr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator gave the number 
of acres, and also the total number of feet, and I was a little 
curious to ascertain whether he had made the average. 

Mr. SQUIRE. It may be very easily estimated. It would be 
about 20,000 feet to the acre on an average, but in many in- 
stances away beyond that. You would often get 5,000 feet out 
of one tree. That is very common. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Notinfrequently the production 
is as much as 100,000 feet to the acre. 

Mr. SQUIRE, Often. That is true not only in regard to the 
State of Washington, but also in regard to the State of Oregon, 
although I think the Senator from Oregon will admit that the 
Siate of Washington bears the palm not only as relates to the 
great Pacific coast, but to all the States of the Union. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I was rather inclined to believe 
that that was so until I traveled, two years ago, into Southern 
Oregon and passed through the immense forests in that region 
of country. [am not sure now whether what the Senator states 
is the case or aot. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Perhaps it is well enough to state thata gen- 
tleman very prominent in business in the United States, one of 
the most enterprising and vigorous men, Mr. James J, Hill, has 
stated to me that he believed the State of Washington contained 
more merchantable lumber than the merchantable lumber in all 
the other great lumber-producing States of the West, namely, 
Michigan, Wisconsin, and Minnesota, and in addition to thatail 
the !um er that is contained between those States and the east 
coast of the State of Maine. That is the statement. of a man 
whose business judgment is held in very high esteem. Of 
course, that does not take into account the vast body of pine 
lumber in the South. That is. another field. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Washington isnow undoubtedly 
ona of the greatest lumbering States in the Union. 

Mr. SQUIRE. AsI was about stating when interrupted, the 
trecs are principally evergreen; the most valuable being the 
Douglas and other firs, cedar, hemlock, spruce, and white pine, 
forming dense forests with hundreds of trees to the acre, many 
of which are from 200 to 300 feet high and from 5 to 12 feet in 
diameter. This seems like a big story, bui itis true. Wealso 
have a.great deal of other fine Thatbess such as maple. and ash, 
but the great body of the timber there consists. of fir and cedar. 

tu this portion of the State we have lumber enough to supply 
the demands of the whole werld for many years to come; in fact 
it is the prineipal source of our wealth. 

I revattaet very well a significant remark Mr. James G. Blaine 
made to me the first time | had the honor of ealling upon him. 





Market. Lumber. 


Australia...... siniainints sv quniiedinpnaiok inkknnetanainiaa es adgaaek odad 16, 635, 558 
Weel Consh, BOGth: AMNetIEW ...n.. i ccco swine sdcenicenceesovnndsedsndes 2B; 323, 615 
Sandwich Islands. ...........-... 10, 736, 641 
Ohina ee ak oo . uA 5, 488, 506 
Mexico and Central Americas .._....... cecvcentintiirbpenanpeoers H 108300 


United Ningdom and Continent 
Other foreign Pore .... .................. 





4326 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 





May 2, 





He referred to what he was pleased tocall ‘‘ our great first erop "— 
acrop which had taken thousands of years to grow. We go 
there, and timber is so plentiful that we do not appreciate the 
fact that it has taken thousands of years to produce these mon- 
stersof the forest, ‘‘our great firstcrop.” In the States of Wash- 
in Oregon, and ifornia there are $40. sawmills and 404 

hingle milis. Their output in 1892 amounted to 2,300,000,000 
feet of lumber and 2,200,000,000 shingles, valued at $27,000,000. 
This vast product representa the work of 30,000 men and the 
living of 100,000 people. The wages paid aggregate $18,000,000. 
These mills look to all parts of the world, both domestic and 
foreign, for a market. 

Of the mills. located in Washington, 28, with an annual capacity 
of 643,000,000 feet, cater particularly to cargo trade and ship- 
ments by water; 19 of them, with am annual capacity of 475,000,- 
000 feet, are located on the waters of Puget Sound, that great in- 
land sea which, taken in conneetion with the waters of the Gulf 
of Georgia, Washington Sound, and the Straits of Fuca, all going 
under the general name of Puget Sound, affords deep navigable 
sea water on 2,016 miles of shore harbor linesin the State of 
Washington. [ have those figures officially from the Navy De- 
partment. There is no bar to cross to enter from the Pacific 
Ocean, and there are no rocksor shoals in these waters. Think 
of it! This is unique in the geography of the globe. Who can 
doubt that this is the seat of a great future empire of trade? 
Three great transcontinental railroad lines already have their 
termini there, and a fourth has its traffic connection. 

During the year 1892 the mills of Washington actually mar- 
keted long lumber as follows: 

Coast shipments to: California, 293,666,523 feet, board measure, 
valued at, say, $2,500,000; rail shipments to Eastern points, 6,710 
carloads, 100,650,000 feet board measure, valued at, say, $1,000,- 
000; making a total of domestic shipments 394,316,523 feet. board 
measure, valued at $3,500,009. 

The total foreign shipments during 1892 amounted to 105,002,- 
710 feet, valued in round numbers at $900,000, making the total 
shipments from Washington to all points outside of the State 
or feet board measure, valued at $+,400,000 in round num- 

rs. 

The amount and value of local trade [ am unable todetermine, 
but it must amount te many millionsof feet, probably 100,000,000 


of feet would closely or its total. 
During the year from December 1, 1892, to December 1, 1893, 


the mills located on Puget Sound engaged in the export trade 
have shipped to foreign ports by water the following amount of 
their products: 





Toreat WOM inches cide lett i 86, 428, 390 | 2,507,930 | 207 196 | 01 | 


This lumber has been shipped on vessels of nationality and 
tonnage as fellows: 


Natiowality. 








TD... ncn sigue on diets opunnetoncesnieacmanes sieeili 
Ali other forefgn ................ saschehenaenaiiremmesqumadiabaieteninl 


TOW Seti. << cece con. fends ceensesnetesen 


I is iin sik oh occing tia erepannsa cia pin 


British Columbia is cur competitor for this great eommerce, 
and enjoys many advantages net available to our lumbermen. 
It has an area greater than our three Pacifie coast States com- 


bined, and is said to have a area of timber land, with 
heavy growths of the same that exist in Washingten—fir, 
cedar, pine, hemlock. ete. Our 
and taxes on them, while our 
Soin Seinen Shien, thee Govetemneat. fer them on an esti- 
mated amount of timber on the land, 
ceat te them for stum about 25 cents per thousand feet, or 
aps less; in many instances 10 cents thousand; and 

ve no tax to payon the land. On our side of the line, lumber~ 
men have te _ stumpage at 75 cents to $1 per thousand feet, or 
else to lock up their capital in large tracts of timber land, subject. 





to heavy taxation. At. the present time there are so leased in 
British Columbia 386,122 acres, upon which it isestimated$,000,- 
006,000 feet of merchantable timber is standing. 

The sawmills of the province at present in operation have a 
cutting capacity of 1,750,000 feet. a l 


The industry has y of late as indicated b 
their walued at 5,381 in 1800, $374,906 in 1891, $425 


420 | 073 in $454,994. 


But it is not only in the export trade that the mills of British 
Columbia are becoming dangerous competitors. Notwithstand- 
ing the tariff duty they are pping lumber into the 


United . Im the year five vessels carried cargoes 
from their mills to our ports, as follows: 
eet. 
Reporter; to Sam Pedro __.._..................... 
Drisish bark: Missietos’ to Wilmington. diialilaibiecaapen stellate as Oa 
Dadach bask Seemunst Deon, so Phemaeignas 2222777. Sonaae 


Saw to the amount of 6,000,000 feet have been brought 
from ‘ache of British Columbiainto the State ef Washing- 
ton during the year 1893. 


Another reason why lumber 

Pacifie coast interests is that it will give British Columbia the 
benefit of our California and rail gir 
British Columbia mills the opportunity to dispose of their small 


wee preimage gn manufactured 
while sawing igi: guatten; age: het, ant lng longthe re- 


a 
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quired by foreign markets. Every man who knows anything 
about the lumber business must understand the importance of dis- 
posing of these small sizes, the shortlengths, and low grades, in 
order to make aprofitable business. Our local trade and Califor- 
nia trade now absorbs these small sizes and low grades, neces- 
sarily manufactured by the mills of Washington and Oregon. 

The total foreign consumption of Douglas firfor the year 1893, 
porte December 10, has been, according to figures above, as 
follows: 


Feet. 
eT eee enametas pemncusanséucua 86, 428, 339 
Shipments from British Columbia. ............. mobile isis aed initia ltl 46, 188, 819 


Making the total foreign shipments for the year 1893_._..._. 132, 617, 158 


Which is not over one-third of the total amount of the same 
variety of timber consumed by California alone, and not over one- 
fifth of the whole amount of this variety of timber consumed in 
the markets of the United States. 

This shows that our best market is domestic, and that the 
domestic market should be reserved to American lumbermen. 

On aceount of the limited population in British Columbia, 
there is no local demand with British Columbia mills for the 
small sizes and low grades necessarilv manufactured, and not 
being able to sell this is a disadvantage to mills on that side; 
but they are looking for an early change in the tariff laws of 
the United States which will place lumber on the free list and 
give them the advantage of competing with us in our domestic 
markets. One firm—and I have it from good authority—is not 
cutting any lumber at present, but has twenty-eight of its prin- 
cipal men on its pay rolls doing nothing; the managers reason- 
ing that with lumber on the free list they can ship to the United 
States. thereby enjoying a market four or five times larger 
than all the rest of the markets put together, and that when 
that time comes they will need their principal men, and conse- 
quently, consider themselves justified in retaining them, under 
the circumstances. 

Labor is cheaper in British Columbiathan on ovr side. Owing 
to their laws, they avail themselves of cheap Chinese labor, and 
they employ Japanese and Indians in considerable numbers, 

The cost of manufacturing lumber from tree to log, and from 
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log to lumber, is at least 90 per cent labor, perhaps 95 per cent 


under some circumstances. Besides the cost of stumpage it is 
alllabor. Lumber shovld not be considered a raw material in 
our partof the country It is our main business. As I said, 
from £0 to 95 per cent of the cost of lumber is in labor, the only 
raw material being the tree standing in thewoods. The balance 
of the cost from the time the tree is cut untilit is landed on the 
dock as lumber is labor, for it takes labor to build the roads, to 
fali the trees, to cut them up into log lengths, to raft in booms, 
to manage steamers in towing, and to handle them and manu- 
facture into lumber at the mills. 

Any further reduction in cost of production in logs and man- 
ufactured lumber must result in marked reduction in the price 
paid for labor. A reduction in cost of manufacturing lumber of 
25 cents per thousand means a reduction on wages. 

The shipping ports of British Columbia are adjacent to those 
on the American side, and no farther distant from points of con- 
sumption, whether the shipments are by the way of the Pacific 
Ocean to domestic coast ports, or by rail to the Eastern States. 

You all know that the Canadian Pacific Transcontinental Rail- 
road, one of the great competing systems crossing the continent, 
having 3 great subsidy from the government, was constructed 
with a view tothe interests of the British Government not solely 
as a commercial road, but for its usefulness from a military point 
of view. You have heard that the British Government does 
not hesitate to promote such great enterprises by the vse of 
public money ot the Government for that purpose. I suppose 
most of this subsidy must come from the Canadian government, 
but practically it is the same thing. Now, we have to compete 
with those mills, with those lumber interests under such cir- 
cumstances, not only as to the production of lumber, but as to 
bringing it by rail from the c coast and the vicinity of the 
coast to the cities and towns of the Westand Middle States, and 
even as far cast perhaps as Boston, for there are markets for our 
lumber in Boston and Philadeiphia. I do not suppose it will be 
very long before we shall transfer large amounts of lumber by 
aa dried, and the water taken out of 
it. It been estimated thatit can be done. They can practi- 
cally doitnow. Ifnotinterfered with we could do that business. 
It has been done heretofore, but not on a large scale, except- 
ing in cedar shingles of which we have enjoyed a trade of over 
a -_ rae per day for —_ time, ~~ a lumber business to 

the t is contemplated ¥E ieve the Great 
bahia a especially » by 

_ Now, here isa — to which I should like to have the atten- 

tion of Senators: The American mill-owner is by the laws of the 


q 
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nation compelled to use in the coasting trade tonnage of Ameri- 
can register exclusively, while if our domestic markets are 
opened to the mills of British Columbia without restriction, the 
owners on that side would have the ehoice of all flags in their 
carriers; thus to all intents and purposes throwing open the 
coasting trade to foreign ships though technically the voyage 
is from a foreign port. 

Among the other benefits which the development of the lum- 
ber interestsof the Pacific Northwest has conferred on the com- 
munity, is the great aid it has given to the increase of the mer- 
chant marine. 

During the depression in the shipbuilding industry in other 
parts of the United States such industry has been fairly active 
on the Pacific coast, and its fostering is of more than local im- 
portance, inasmuch as the majority of vessels of recent construc- 
tion are carrying our flag toforeign ports, where it nas been for 
many years almost unknown. The effect of permitting foreign 
tonnage, built and run at lower cost, to invade the coasting 
trade would be the same as. upon American deep-water ship- 
ping, now practically driven from the seas, as also perhaps to 
effectually put an end as an industry to shipbuilding on the 
Pacific coast. 

Lumber and coal are the two great industries of the State of 
Washington. The lumber business in all that area west of the 
Cascades represents a larger investment, and affords labor to a 
greater number of people, than any other industry. It has in- 
creased taxable wealth and given employment to thousands on 
land and sea. Its commerce, and the trade necessary to supply 
the mechanical wants of its establishments and the physical re- 
quirements of the thousands deriving their livelihood from it, 
have built up populous and thriving cities on the shores of Puget 
Sound, and it seems incredible that the scheme can he contem- 
plated to hand it over to foreigners, when such surrender in- 
volves the certain obliteration of taxable wealth created by 
this industry, destroys the labor and trade of thousands, and 
transfers to alien ships and railroads the traffic our own re- 
uire. 

From every business organization in my State I am receiving 
rotests against this onslaught upon our interests, and from in- 
dividuals of every shade of political opinion. Oneof our leading 
citizens, a life-long Democrat, recently wrote to me as follows: 

Lumber and coal are our chief industries. The only effect I can see tha’ 
taking off the duty will have, will be to reduce wages to the same level as 
those in England, Australia, and Canada. Taking off the duty will not aid 
a single industry or lift a single burden in any one of the Pavific States 
will not extend our markets in anydirection. There isnothing to be gained 


by the proposed tarifflaw and much may be lost. If a man is in favor of 
low wages he should favor the bill; if not he should oppose if. 


From the chamber of commerce of one of our enterprising 
cities comes a protest from which I make following extract: 


Whereas the State of Washington, in her four and a half years of State- 
hood, which have been in a ares degree years of depression in business on 
the Pacific coast and financial! disaster In many parts of the world, finds her 
vast natural resources yet largely undeveloped, with her manufacturing in- 
dustriesin their infancy and with but little diversity. and greatly in need of 
the protective duties which have in years gone by dons so much in the de- 
velopment of other localities in the pation: and 

Whereas her immense forests, her large coal area, her iron mines, galena 
ores, agricultural fields, and sheep husbandry yield —— nearly all of 
which are brought into aggressive competition with British Columbia, and 
to remove the protective duties on these products on the plea of free raw 
material for the benefit of the manufacturing plants of the East and interior 
portions of the country, built up under protection and yet to be fostered 
thereby, is virtually a decree that the — of Washington shall be hewers 
of wood and drawers of water for the localities that have their manufacto- 
ries established and resources developed: Therefore, 

Resolved, By the Chamber of Commerce of Fairhaven, Wash., that in the 
interest of the business and development of the state of Washington, we re- 
spectfully urge that the tariff affecting the products of this State may not 
be removed or modified, and that the people of this new State may continue 
to have the same benefits for their products and industries that those of the 
older States have already received; and we hereby protest agaifist the appli- 
cation of the principle of protection on the unjust and sectional basis whereby 
the capital, skill, and labor employed in one kind of production shall have 
a beneiit not conceded and accorded to the capital, skill, and labor employed 
in other productions which stand in the same general relation with reference 
to the products of foreign countries. 


From the Chamber of Commerce of Port Townsend i havealso 
received the following: 


Whereas it — to be the disposition of the Committee on Ways and 
Means of the House of Representatives to piace lumber on the free list; and 
Whereas in the opinion of this Chamber there is no good reason why this 


‘should be done: an 


Whereas further, such action would do great harm to the business inter- 
ests of this city and of the Puget Seund country and of the whele State. 
Therefore be it 

Resolved, That this Chamber protests against said action and requests our 
Representatives in Congress to doall intheir power to defeat such measure 

I could add to these many more of asimilar character, but 
think it useless to reiterate the complaints which come from the 
entire business community regardless of party affiliations. 

But now, in the name of my fellow-citizens who are threatened 
with disaster and ruin by this bill, and have the accumulations 
of their laborious lifetime at stake, [ protest most solemnly 








: 
; 
{ 
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against this useless and uncalled-for onslaught on their inter- 
ests. 

! would call attention furthes to the fact that the value 
and desirability of public lands belonging to the State and Na- 
tional Government in the State of Washington will be materi- 
ally lessened by repealing the duty on lumber. 

IRON ORE. 

Mr. President, in relation to iron ore, I will make a few re- 
marks. My object is to go over as briefly as I can the main in- 
dustries of the State or those that are a such. 

The State of Washington is rich in deposits of iron ore. Itis 
found in many parts of the State, but generally at a distance 
from navigable waters and among the mountains, away from 
lines of railroad. From this cause very little has been done in 
the shape of development, but from the wonderful testimony 
borae by analysis to the value of our hematite and magnetic 
ores, it is certain that in time, and with proper encouragement, 
the State will become a great iron-producing country. Our 
State is yet new, population sparse, capital limited, wages high, 
and manufactuaing in its infancy. The present duty is small, 
but if maintained, it would be sufficient to materially assist us to 
develop our mines and to establish industries on our coast that 
are much needed, but which will be indefinitely posiponed if 
ores from the veins in British Columbia can be mined by cheap 
Chinese labor almost within sight of our own coast, and intro- 
duced free, or at a nominal duty of 40 cents per ton. 

Then see the competition we are to encounter by reasunof the 
vessels that come without much cargo from Liverpool, the grain 
vessels that come for our wheat. They bring iron, and iron ar- 
ticles of all sorts,to compete with anything we may produce, 
and bring it almost for nothing; they bring it for ballast. Now, 
see what we have to contend against in trying to develop this 
great iron industry. 

I can see comparatively little benefit in passing laws to pre- 
vent Chinese immigration, if the products of their labor are ad- 
mitied into this country to come into competition with our own 
industries and the interests of American labor. 

It is true we do not want them as citizens in our midst, but 
when it comes to a question of reducing the wages of American 
workingmen, that is what workingmen are ing about and 
contending against. They have held a great many public meet- 
ings on the subject, and got wonderfully exci use the 
Chinese interfere with them in their labor. Now, why should 
we permit their productions just over the line to come right in by 
rail or by water and still make all this fuss about keeping the 
individual out? That is on the line of talk the Senator from 
lilinois [Mr. PALMER] was pursuing the other day, and it was 
very interesting. I do not quite agree with him in some of his 
conclusions, but I think he will agree with me in this. I should 
like to further consider the question of immigration suggested 
by him if it would not take too much time and interrupt the 
thread of this study of the resources of the State of Washington. 
Ihave only touched on the iron question. I wish now to refer 
to the bill as it relates to wool, and other agricultural products. 

WoOL AND OTHER AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS. 

Mr. President, wool presectes is one of the most important 
agricultural interests in this country. There were, in 1893, in 
the United States 45,000,000 sheep, of which 27,000,000 were west 
of the ae River, the total product on the unwashed 
basis being 329,410,572 pounds of wool. Our people use in the 
course of a year, in the shape of woolen goods of various kinds, 
about 600, 000 pounds, so that ourannual product is only about 
one-half of the amount required. With adequate protection 

st cheap foreign labor, American wers canand soon 
will supply all the wool needed for consumption in this country, 

The total capital invested in woolgrowing in the United 
States amounts to $500,000,000, giving to labor, including serv- 
ices of flockmasters, $85,000,000 annually; the ave annual 
productat fair prices would realize more than $110,000,000, which 
exceeds by more than $26,000,000 the total product of all our 
mines of gold and silver. These investments were made upon 
the faith of established legislation, and I denounce it as an act 


_ of bad faith to the American farmer that he should be robbed 


of his property by the proposed legislation, for the purpose of 
cuneate on the fanatical theories of the free-trade sitter Dur- 
ing the past year, before any alteration in the tariff has actually 
taken place, but owing to the impending threat of placing wool 
on the free list, the prices of domestic wools have fallen from 30 
to 50 per cent below the prices that prevailed a year ago. 

Even at these figures there has been little market for wool, in 
oro of the factories shutting down for fear of reduction 
of tariff on woolen 3. The ue of sheep has fallen in 


equa! proportion to the depreciation in wool. e depreciation 
in the wih of this species of 
two sources may be conservati 


ultural 
stated at 80 ,000, 000, 
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In the face of this frightful sacrifice the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means in another body has the amazing 
effrontery to state in his report: 

Recognizing that the American farmer has been through many years the 
patient victim of the protective system, we have aimed to secure him such 
relaxation of burdens as will permit him to enjoy more of the fruits of his 
own hard and faithful labor. 

The insincerity of thisstatementis best proved from the pages 
of the bill which this report is intended to advocate. The lan- 
Fuage of the report sounds to me like irony. Let us turn to the 

ist of agricultural products and ascertain how carefully the in- 
terests of the American farmer have been looked after: 

Wool: Placed on the free list. 

Hay: Duty reduced from $4 per ton to $2 in House bill, and 
— further reduced to 20 per centad valorem by the Senate com- 
mittee. 

Tobacco, fine quality: Reduced from $2.75 and $2 per pound 
to $1.75 and $1 see 

Butter: Duty reduced from 6 cents to 4 cents, and by Senate 
committee to 20 per cent ad valorem. 

‘ Cheese: Reduced from 6 cents per pound to 25 per cent ad va- 
orem. 

Milk: Placed on free list. 

Broom corn: Placed on free list. 

Cabbages: Placed on free list. 

Cider: Placed on free list. 

Eggs: Placed on free list. 

Hay: Duty reduced from $4 per ton to $2, and by Senate com- 
mittee to 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Honey: Duty reduced from 20 cents per gallon to 10 cents; by 
Senate committee to 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Hops: Duty reduced from 15 cents per pound to 8 cents; by 
Senate committee to 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Apples, green and dried: Placed on free list. 

Onions: Duty reduced from 40 cents per bushel to 20 cents; by 
Senate committee to 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Pease (green); Placed on free list. 

: ~~ trees, and shrubs, known as nursery stock: Placed on 
ree list. 

Potatoes: Duty reduced from 25 cents per bushel to 10 cents; 
by Senate committee to 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Castor beans: Duty reduced from 50 cents per bushel to 25 
cents. 

Vegetables: Not otherwise provided for, reduced from 25 per 
cent to 10 per cent. 

Straw: Placed on free list. 

Teasles: Placed on free list. 

Bacon and hams: Placed on free list. 

Beef, mutton, and pork: Placed on free list. Altered to 25 
per cent ad valorem by Senate committee. 

Lard: “Placed on free list. 

Poultry: Live—Reduced from 3to2cents per pound. Dressed— 
Reduced from 5 to 3 cents per pound. 

Tallow and wool grease: Placed on free list. 

Then comes the enumeration of the great benefits to be con- 
ferred on the farmer in return for this onslaught on his prod- 
ucts: 

To the farmers of the country we have given untaxed agricultural imp!e- 
ments, binding twine, salt, and cotton ties. 

A great boon! But-how little in comparison with what is 
taken away! 

If it were not for the injuries which this bill seeks to inflict 
upon our farming interests, I should call this statement ridieu- 
lous, but it has too many tragic features in the shape of distress 
and impending ruin to allow of its being called a farce. 

To _ how much the agriculturists of my State  owemees 
the efforts of this Democratic majority of the committee I append 


the following documents: 
WALLAWALLA, WASH., Vovember 29, 1893. 

We, the undersigned, want to express our vances t the policy of 
free wool, several of us marine TO engawed in the a over twenty 
years, and have been success’ until the present year, and we think the 
principal gause of low prices is the menace offree wool. 

We ha 100,000 sheep in this county, but in four or five counties 
south of us, in tern Oregon, there are over 1,000,000 sheep. We are now 
just getting returns from our wool shi) to Eastern markets last spring, 
which is only 4to7 cents net. Some wool sold last year at 12 to 15 cents at 

ome. 

Our freights to Boston are 2 cents_per pound, so we can not compete with 
Australian wool, ocean freights at one-half cent per pound. - 

We pay our herders 85 per month and board, over $500 per year, and the 
woolgrowers of Oregon and Washington have from %,000 to $5,000 invested 
n and improvements to each band of 1,800 head, and in remote dis- 

ree supplies and wages of 





: 
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We all agree that we can not raise wool on this coast for less than last 
pa price, 12 cents to 14 i pound, unless we have free-trade prices 
all commodities and free-trade wages. All woolgrowers of both parties 
here condemn free wool, for we think it will ruin our business to bring in 
foreign wools, for until this year the price in Australia was only about one- 
half the price in the United States. We deny the assertion of some dema- 
gogues that we can notraise good woolinthe United States, for we have all 
the variety of soilandclimate and the finest breedsofsheep. We exporttfine 
rams from Vermont to Australia. We admit some foreign wool is put up 
in better condition, but no better fiber. 

We also deny that wool is raw material, for it costs too much labor to 
produce it, and think it unjust that the spinner should have more protection 
than the poor herder. The small sum of $1 saved on a suit of clothes made 
from free woo! appears like a small recompense for the millions that wool- 

rowers would lose. The Hon. W. R. ELLIs, Congressman from Hepner, 

egon, I think will indorse this report. We will try and hold our —) a 
few months longer, hoping that the protection element will save us. We 
——— your efforts and hope the minority report of your committee 
will convince or influence our opponents to give justice to wool. 


Again, another letter received by me is as follows: 


ENDICOTT, WASH., December 5, 1892. 


I desire to call your attention to that nefarious and dishonest proposition 
of the Democratic majority of the Ways and Means Committee to place 
wool on the free list,and desire that you should use your best efforts to 
prevent the bill reported by the comimittee ever becoming a law. 

Should this bill become a law it would simply drive our flockmasters out 
of the business in the West. Wecan not compete with Australia, Argentine 
Republic, or Cape of Good Hope, when the freight is only one-quarter cent 
fromtheir market (London) to our market, while it costs the West from 2 to 
3cents to reach the same market, viz. Boston and New York. 

Hoping that by the efforts of yourself and others this outrageous measure 
can be safely arrested, 

Iam, yours truly, 








What word of comment can I add on the floor of the Senate 
that is more accurate, more forcible, and more sincere than what 
is said in these letters? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Wililthe Senator from Washing- 
ton allow me a moment? 

Mr. SQUIRE. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The other day, when the Senator 
from Illinois |Mr. PALMER] was making a speech, the senior 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] interrupted him, 
and the three of us got into a ltttle colloquy. I inquired of the 
Senator from New Jersey whether it is not proper in levying 
tariff duties to take into consideration not only the difference 
between wages in this country and other countries, but also the 
difference in the cost of transportation. 

The Senator from New Jersey said he was glad I had men- 
tioned the matter, and that the difference in the cost of trans- 
portation was what he called a natural protection to the people 
of this country. I had not time then to answer the Senator from 
New Jersey, as I myself was interrupting the Senator from Illi- 
nois. The communications read by the Senator from Washing- 
ton just now show how fallacious that statement upon the part 
of the Senator from New Jersey is. There is no natural protec- 
tion growing out of the difference in transportation, except to a 
very few people near the centers of production in this country, 
while with reference to all the productions on the borders, and 
especially west of the Rocky Mountains, the difference in trans- 

rtation is immensely against the producer in this country, and 
lose of the foreign producer. As shown by the letters read 
by the Senator from Washington, the cost of transportation of 
wool from the old countries to Boston and New York is infinitely 
less than is the cost of the transportation of wool from Washing- 
ton, Oregon, and other Western States. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I thank the Senator from Oregon for inter- 
rupting me. We are interested together in that section of the 
country. I doubt not that he knows these localities and the 
people there as well asIdo. But how forcible, permit me to re- 
mark, are the terms, the words, the expressions, the phrases, 
the balancing of ideas as expressed in these letters. I venture 
to say that no Senator on the floor of the Senate can command 
more earnest consideration on this point than these men de- 
serve, because they are telling the truth in their own way. 

There are at least two other agricultural products of the 
State of Washington that are affected by this bill, to which I 
wish particularly to call attention. The first of these is 

HOPS. 

Within the past few years the Pacific coast States have be- 
come large producers of hops. The climate and soil are espe- 
cially adapted for their production, and the result has been the 
addition to our resources of a great and growing industry, 
affording employment, particularly during the ene season, 
to a large number of persons of all ages and both sexes. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


A329 


will, if this bill should become a law, prove a most disastrous 
measure to every farmer on the Pacific coast who is engaged in 
this industry. in seasons of low prices, when the American ag- 
riculturist most needs the aid of a protective tariff, an ad va- 
lorem duty of 20 per cent is almost equivalent to placing hops 
on the free list, and exposes our farmers to the competition of 
cheap German hops, which can be transported to New York at 
a great deal less cost for freight than ours from the Pacific 
coast. 
The other product [ wish to mention is 


PRUNES 
The State of Washington has been found to be especially 
adapted to fruit-growing. Prunes have proved to be a profit- 


able crop, and many thousands of the trees have been planted 
and are beginning to produce fruit. I have tasted the prunes 
of several foreign countries, and I felt when I tasted the prunes 
raised in Clarke County, in the State of Washington, just across 
theriverfrom Portland, that [ had never before tasted the prune 
in its perfection. 

Now, just as the farmers are beginning to receive a return for 
their labor and outlay, it is proposed by this bill to destroy the 
business, and render the orchards useless and unprofitable. At 
the present time Turkish prunes cost, laid down in New York, 
3% to 4¢ cents per pound, after paying the duty of 2 cents per 
pound. According to the New York Commercial Bulletin this 
leaves 1} to 2 cents per pound as the price paid for the prunes 
delivered on board the ship at the point of shipment, and this 
is the cost on which it is now proposed to base a duty of 20 per 
cent ad valorem. It is apparent that the Turkish grower is 
this year getting but little more than | cent a pound for his 
dried prunes. If this reduction is madeit will probably ruin the 
industry in the United States, and may deal a deathblow to an- 
other interest of the State of Washington. 

I doubt not that in the other Pacific States, Oregon for in- 
stance, the same conditions as to fruits prevail. I speak more 
particularly of the State of Washington, because I know of it. 

ut the conditions of climate and soil are very nearly the same 
in the State of Washington as in the State of Oregon. They 
are all affected as to climate by that wonderful current in the 
Pacific Ocean, which is something like the Gulf Stream in the 
Atlantic Ocean. But this current in the Pacific it is estimated 
has twenty times the volume of the Gulf Stream, and the effect 
of the ocean breezes is such that all that country gets the benefit 
of warmer winds throughoutthe year, sothat the climate even in 
winter is very mild. I may say, without exaggerating, that it 
is very rarely the case that we do not raise roses on the shores of 
Puget Sound in the open air in every month of the winter. 
There have been some exceptions; but taking the average of the 
winters for fifteen or twenty years flowers are raised in the open 
air every month in the year. The summer climate is cool and 
the winter comparatively warm. 

SUGAR 

I wish now to refer to the subject of sugar. The customs act 
of 1800 provided thata bounty of 2 cents per pound should be 
paid from July 1, 1891, until July 1, 1905, upon sugar grown in 
the United States. Relying on this law, agriculturists in the 
State of Washington have been experimenting in the cultiva- 
tion of the sugar beet, and the soil and climate have proved to 
be oe adapted for its successful production. I remem- 
ber very well when I happened to be in the position of governor 
of Washington Territory, that a large quantity of sugar, raised 
in our State of Washington from sugar beets, was sent to me. 
It was sent to me in large glass jars; and similar jars of sugar 
were sent to other parts of this country for examination: and 
it was shown that we could raise sugar beets as well as they can 
be raised anywhere else. 

Negotiations have been set on foot for the establishment of 
factories for the manufacture of sugar from beets; and I have no 
doubt, if the paralyzing hand of Congressional enactment is not 
laid upon it, that this profitable industry will be largely in- 
creased by the farmers of the State, who stand so badly in need 
of a diversification of their products. This bill proposes to ab- 
solutely repeal the bounty clause of the present law. The Gov- 
ernment made acontract with the people and now seeks to re- 
pudiate it, to the everlasting disgrace of those who propose such 
action, and who I believe would be ashamed of such a dishonest 
proceeding in their private business affairs. It is true, that in 
order tosecure the votesof the Senators from the sugar produc- 


In 1893, 25,000,000 pounds were produced in California, Oregon, | ing Southern States, the Finance Committee of the Senate have 
and Washington, and the crop this year is expected to yield | imposed an import duty on foreign sugar, but even if the bil! 
30,000,000 pounds. The action of the Committee on Ways and | should pass the Senate, what guaranty have we that this will 
Means, in reducing this duty from 15 cents per pound to 8 cents, 
was a shameful attack upon this industry, totally uncalled-for 
iy any economic consideration; but the further reduction by 

e Finance Committee of the Senate to 20 per cent ad valorem 


not be struck out by the conference committee, when the bill 
goes back to the House for agreement to the Senate amend- 
ments. 

I repeat, I fear that many of the amendments that have teen 
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made by the Senate committee are merely intended as traps to 
erxich votes enough to secure its passage by the Senate,with the 
idea of killing them in the conference committee. As Virgil 
says: “I fear the Greeks when they bring presents.” Kindness 
proffered by an enemy is always to be <a 

i appeal to the Senate against this violation of a contract 
which will throw another obstacle in the way of the develop- 
ment o: the resources of the State of Washington. 

Mr. President, I have not undertaken to go over the general 
subject so fully as I should like to have done, I felt it. to be 
needful that { should present particularly the point of view 
entertained by citizens of my own State in regard to the indus- 
tries in which they are interested; and there are other indus- 
tries not mentioned, to which I may hereafter refer. I am very 
much interested in the debaie on the tariff; and there are many 
phases of the question which I should like to consider. I ho 
that ultimately a bill will be perfected that will not beso drastic, 
or so injurious to the State of Washington, and that will not beso 
severe on the peoplé of this country. I welcome the proposed 
changes in that direction. Ido not wish to make capital out of 
the faults and failures of the Democratic majority in Congress 
at the expense of the people of my State and the people of this 
great country. LI hope the Democratic majority will see fit to 
undo this work, so far as it.has been commexced, and try its hand 
at gotting-up a different bill, or at least essentially modifying 
the present bill. 

| hope they will get rid of this misconstruction of the Consti- 
tution expressed at the Chicago convention. Getrid of it! Do 
not let itenvelop the Demoeratic party until, like the shirt of 
Nessus, it finally so embarrasses the ae that it can not beex- 
tricated. Take higher and better ground; take ground in con- 
sonance with the interests of the great majority of the American 
people, and I believe the people of the country will forgive this 
temporary lapse of consideration on the part of the Democratic 
party, of the interestscf the laboring menof this country. Look 
the ground all over, with pure and patriotic intention and care- 
ful study, and see if such a measure can not be presented as will 
recognize American interests, and. es y the interests of 
Ameriean labor, justly and fairly, not. with a view of protecting 
trusts, not with a view of paying back money expended in cam- 
paigns or of encouraging such institutions to give money for 
politieal purposes, but with a view of doing that which is fair 
and right toward capital and toward labor. 

Tn concluding this a for justice to the industries of my 
State, I would ech the Senate to be very careful how tog 
decide this momentous question of a change in our fiscal an 
commercial system; let me consider most a con- 
scientiously the grave ibility ofimpairing or destroying 
the system which has t up industries upon which so many 
thousands of our fellow citizens depend for their daily bread. 

T have seen in many of the newspapers of the country com- 
plaints thet the action of Congress was too slow, ana decision 
too long delaye4. 1 can say for my own part that I feel most 
deeply the responsibility resting on every member of this body 
and reiterate as my own sentimeat the words of Mr. Hayne o 
South Carolina, uttered on the floor of the Senate, in relation 
to the debate on the tariff ip the year 1832: 


In the presence of this august body, and before my God, I would repeat 
deep conviction that the to grow out of the adjustment of 


consequences 
’ thle wreat question involve the future destinies of this country, and that we 
. beeoming caution. 


should approach it with wary steps and 
Mr. LODGE. I suggest that there is no quorum present. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. oe in the —— 
The suggestion made that there isno quorum present, the 
Seeretary will ait the roll 


The Seeretary called the roll, and the following Senators an-. 


swered to their names: 


Aiden’ Baker, Meevem, Quay 
Bate, ' Gallinger, Martin, 

pene, ; George, Mills, Roach, 
Blanchard, Seeman: Mitchell, Wis. 

cue = = Palees, 
Cockrell, Hoar, . 

ee — 
Dixea, Jones, Ark. Power, Walsh, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-two Senators have answered 
to their names. A qn is p 

Mr. QUAY. Luo 
— ——— to move for on es session. 
¥ fleor with pleasure or that , 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator Prenat ot tomer to 
proceed this evening? 

Mr. QUAY. Ldonot. If the Senatorfrom Tennessee desires 
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an executive session I yield the floor to him for the purpose of 
making that motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 


LIQUOR TRAPFIC IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I ask the Senator from Tennessee to with- 
draw the motion to enable me to ask unanimous consent to take 
up House bill 3740. It isa bill which it is absolutely necessary 
to p= this week, and it is. one which I am satisfied will lead to no 
debate. It is in reference to allowing hotels to receive licenses, 
although within 400 feet of a school or church. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will withdraw the motion for the present in 
order that the Senator may test the question. 

Mr. HOAR. I think that bill will require some little diseus- 
sion or explamation,atanyrate. I suggest that instead of taking 
up one or two bills by themselves in this way there be some 
time assigned when the morning hour will be allowed to go on 
for the consideration of this and other matters. 

_Mr. FAULKNER. Then I move to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill—no, I do not make that motion, for it would dis- 
te the bill which is before the Senate; but I appeal to the 

nator from Massachusetts to allow the consideration of the 
bill. The reason for the importance of early action is the great 
inconvenience which has resulted from a construction placed on 
the original law which never was intended. I hope the Senator 
will allow the bill to come up for consideration now. 

Mr. HOAR. There were a dozen such requests made the other 
day, to which the Senator from Tennessee oe HARRIS], with 
that clearness of expression for which he is justly celebrated 
and to be complimented, said that he would not permit any- 
body in the world to do such a thing. 

r. FAULKNER. The Senator from Massachusetts will re- 
member that that was in the morning hour. 

Mr. HOAR. I know this morning there were a few bills of 
— importance taken up. I do not wish to stand in the way 
of the public business in charge of the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia, or any other Senator, but I think we should have some 
arrangement by which bills maybe considered. If the Senator 
will ask that to-morrow morning we may spend twenty or thirty 
minutes on such bills, I think it would be a good plan. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. Iam not going to interfere, so far as I am von- 
cerned, but shall let the Senator'srequest be granted. It is not 
the proper way to do, however. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. The question 
recurs on the motion of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Har- 
sae thatthe Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 


Mr. PAULKNER,. Then TI move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 3740) toamend an act entitled 
“An aot reguli the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia,” if we can not get unanimous consent for its 
consideration. 

Mr. ALLISON. I[ask thatthe bill may be read for informa- 

on. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The-bill will be read. 

The Seere read the bill. 

Mr. MITCH of . IT understand, if the motion of 
the Senator from West Virginia be agreed to, it will displace 
the tariff bill. 

Mr. FAULKNER. [ will say frankly to the Senate that I 
should not have made the motion but that it is every 
morning, in order to take up the tariff bill immediately after the 
concl of the morning business, to move to proceed to its 
consideration. Therefore my motion only displaces the tariff 
bill ata time when the Senator in charge of that bill does not 
‘object: It will not rene ee the motion which will be 
subsequently made to take up the tariff bill, which has been made 
every morn recently directly after the conclusion of the rou- 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from West. to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill which has been read. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
Soin ero 
an acten ’ - 
uors in. the District of Columbia. ™ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on theamendment 
oes on the District of Columbia, which 


The read the amendment reported by Mr. HaNns- 
; from the Committee on the District of Columbia; which 









1894. 


was to strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill and in- 
sert: 


That section 16 of an act entitled “An act regulating the sale of intoxicat- 
ing liquors in the District of Columbia,” approved the 3d day of March, 1893, 
be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 
©“Szo. 16. That license for any of the purposes specified in any section of 
said act shail not be granted to any person to conduct such business within 
400 feetof a public schoolhouse, private school, or house of religious worship 
measured between the nearest entramce to each by the shortest course of 
travel between such place of business and any schoolhouse, private school, 
or house of religious worship, except that barroom licenses may be granted 
to hotels existing March 3, 1993, having thirty guest chambers, and to hotels 
established thereafterhaving not less than fifty rooms for the accommodation 
of guests; and wholesale liquor licenses may be granted to the proprietors 
of stores established prior to said date, orto the erection or occupation of 
such public or private school or place of religious worship: Provided, That 
the respective members of the excise board shall have power to administer 
oaths or affirmations in any matter affected by the operation of said act and 
this and the following amendments thereof, and any person, having taken 
such oath or affirmation, who shall corruptly give false testimony before 
said board sliall be deemed guiity of perjury, and on convictionshall be pun- 
ished by a fine of not more than 3500. or by imprisonment at hard labor not 
more than two years, or both, in the discretion of the court.” 

* That section 3 of said act be, and the same is hereby, amended by adding 
thereto the following: ‘‘And said board shali appoint an assistant clerk at a 
salary not to exceed $1,200 per annum.”’ 

That section 5 of said act be, and the same is hereby, amended by striking 
out the word “twenty,” in line 26, and inserting in iieu thereof the word 
** thirty.” 

That section 15o0f said act be, and the same is hereby, amended by striking 
out, in lines 5 and 6, the words ‘‘two reputable citizens,” and inserting in 
liew thereof the words ‘‘a credible resident.” 


Mr. FAULKNER. I move to amend the amendment in line 
24, before the word “ corruptly,” by inserting the words “‘ know- 
ingly and.” 

Mr. LODGE. Let the amendment be read as it will read with 
the amendment proposed. 

The Seeretary read as follows: 

Provided, That the respective members of the excise board shall have 
power to administer oaths or affirmations in any matter affected by the 
operation of said act and this and the following amendments thereof, and 
any person having taken such oath or afffrmation, who shall knowingly and 
corruptly give false testimony before said board shall be deemed guilty of 
perjury, ete. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER. In line 25, after the word “ board,” I move 
toinsert “as to any material fact,” so as to be clearly within 
the definition of perjury. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. Im line 25, after the word “ board,” it is 
proposed to insert “‘as toany material fact;” so as to read: 


Who shall knowingly and corruptly P false testimony before said board 
asto any material fact shall be deemed guilty of perjury, etc. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. FAULKNER. In line 17, before the word “stores,” I 
move to insert. the word “‘ grocery;” so as to read: 


And wholesale liquor licenses may be granted to the proprietors of grocery 
stores established prior to said date, etc. . = 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to have the bill read as it will 
stand if passed as now amended. 
; The Secretary read the bill as proposed to be amended, as fol- 
ows: 


That section 16-0f an act entitied ‘Am act regulating the sale of intoxicat- 
ing. liquors in the District of Columbia,” appreved the 3d day of March, 
wriuc. 16. That loetme for any of the purposes specified tm ang 

*Szc. or any ie purposes specified in section of 
said act shall not be granted to any person toe conduct such bustaann within 
400 feet of a publie sehoolhouse, private sehool, or house of religious wor- 
_- measured between the nearest entrance to each by the shortest course 
of travel between such piace of business and any schoolhouse, private 

lous worship, except that barroom licenses may be 

Mareh 3, 1893, having thirty guest chambers, and 

hotels established thereafter having not less than fifty rooms for the ac. 
commodation of ; and wholesale or licenses may be granted to 
the proprietors of stores established prior to date, or to the 
erection or r oscupation of such public or private school or place of religious 
worship: That the respective members of the excise board shall 
power to administer oaths or affirmations in any matter affected by 
the operation of said act and this and the followiug amendments thereof, 

ro having taken such oath or affirmation. who shall know- 


and a 

Pia Inet shall De duelnod guilty of 

ished by a fine of not more than 

more than two years, or beth, in the discreti 
That section 3 of said act be, and the same is hereby, amended by adding 

thereto the following: ‘‘And said board shall appoint an assistant clerk at 


asalary uot to exceed 

That section 5 of said act be, and the same is hereby, amended by striking 
out the word “twenty,” in 26, and fuserting in lieu the word 
That section 15 of said act be, and the sameis hereby, amended by striking 


i 


ae ee ena Mone eomgte chins,” sud inserting in 
Mr. PLATT. I should like to make a ef the 
Senator from West Virginia, in charge pre on bill the 
bill change the law as it is at which prohibits the 
licensing ef barreoms within 400 of a church or scheol? 
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Mr. FAULKNER. The only change in this bill from the con- 
struction given to the law of 1893 is to. allew barroom licenses to 
be granted to hotels which were established prior to the date of 
that law, or to hotels built subsequent to the date of the law, 
which have fifty chambers, within 400 feet of a church and 
school. It is a more stringeat provision than the law of I893 
to the number of chambers. 


as 


Mr. FRYE. Does the bill extend or limit the privi ss of 
liquor dealers over and outside of the existing liw 
Mr. FAULKNER. In most respects it limits them, in my 


judgment, except in reference to hotels such as the Norm 
the Shoreham, and the Arlington. Such hote! illowed to 
have their licenses, because they were in existence prior to the 
enactment of the law, though they did not exist prior to the « 
tablishment of the church on H street; but under the act of 1s! 
the Commissioners held that they are excluded from license. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to inquire, in addition, whether the 
proceedings required by the pending bill as it relates to the 
change, are the same as they are in the existing law with re- 
spect to the time when applications for license shall be made 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will state to the Senator that they are 
exactly the same. There is no change made in that respect. 
The only difference is that two reputable witnesses will not be 
required under this law to make cemplaint, but if can be d 
by one credible witness. 

Mr. PEFFER. Does not the pending bill propose to leave 
time longer—four years, if [ am. not mistaken, in place of one 
year? 

Mr. FAULKNER. No, sir: it makes nochange in that re 
spect. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then, if a person wishing to sell liquor asks 
for the benefit.of the provisions of the bill now pending, should 
it become a law, must he renew his application once a year’ 

Mr. FAULKNER. That is the way I understand it. The 
bill makes no change in the present existing law as to the ap- 
plication for or the granting of a license, except as to the pro 
viso relative to hotels, and it requires a larger number of 
chambers in order that a license shall be granted toa hotel than 
was required subsequent to the passage of the act of 1503. 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator has no doubt upon the point | 
raise? 

Mr. FAULKNER. 

Mr. FRYE. 
tatives? 

Mr. FAULKNER. It.is a House bill, and the committee have 
put some additional restrictions in it. 

Mr. FRYE. They are restrictions? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Yes, they are restrictions. 

Mr. FRYE. I have arecollection—I was trying to look up a 
paper in my desk—that some one filed a protest here against 
either the bill as it camefromthe Heuseor this bill. Was there 
any protest filed before the committce? 

Mr. FAULKNER. There was a protest filed, and the parties 
were fully heard. The main object and purpose of the gentle- 
men who were interested in that protest was to secure a law 
which would not allow barrcoms generally to be opened within 
the limit of 400 feet of a church or scheolhouse. This bill care- 
fully guards that question, and the committee is unanimously in 
favor of that view. 

Mr. FRYE. So that the protestants were satisfied? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I think they were in the discussion before 
the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended wae agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senateas amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment. was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
be read a third time. 

The bitl was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FAULKNER. f move that the Senate ask for a confer- 
ence with the House of Representatives on the bill and amend- 
ment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the partof the Senate, and Mr. PaAuLK- 
NER, Mr. HANSBROUGH, and Mr. HUNTON were appointed. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. PAULKNER. I now move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill which was displaced by the bill 
which has just been passed. being House bi/l 4884. 

The motion was agreed to: and the Senate, as in Commitice 
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. It. +564) 
te reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and 
for other purposes. 


Ss are 


None whatever. 
Does the bill come from the House of Represen- 


to 
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REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF LABOR. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and ordered to lie on the table and be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith the ninth annual report of the Commissioner of Labor. 
This report relates entirely to building and loan associations in the United 


States. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 





EX£CUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, D. C., May 1, 1894. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. PEFFER was, on his own motion, excused from attending 
the session of the Senate to-morrow. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. ; 

Mr. BERRY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After forty-two minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and x 5 
o'clock and 54 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
morrow, Thursday, May 3, 1894, at 11 o’clock a. m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 2, 1894. 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

Robert L. Ailworth, of Virginia, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Cherrystone, in the State of Virginia, to succeed 
John re Ae resigned. 

Thomas L. Shippen, of Virginia, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Petersburg, in the State of Virginia, in lieu of 
W.G. Andrews, nomination withdrawn, to succeed T. Jeff Jar- 
ratt, roy 

James W. Ball, of Oregon, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Yaquina, in the State of Oregon, to succeed Royal A. 
Bensell, removed. 

SURVEYOR-GENERAL OF MONTANA. 

John S. M. Neill, of Helena, Mont., to be surveyor-general of 
Montana, vice George O. Eaton, whose term of office expired 
March 16, 1894. 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Ahaz N.J. Crook, of Guthrie, Okla., to be register of the land 

office at Guthrie, Okla., vice William D. Lindsey, deceased. 
INDIAN AGENTS. 

Daniel C. Govan, of Marianna, Ark., to be agent for the In- 
dians of Tulalip Agency in Washington, vice Chester C. Thorn- 
ton, to be removed. 

James McLaughlin, of Fort Totten, N. Dak., to be agent for 
the Indians of the Standing Rock Agency, in North Dakota, his 
term of office having expired. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


Tracy R. Bangs, of North Dako ne of the United 
States for the district of North Dakota, vice Edgar W. Camp, 
resigned; James F. O’Brien having been nominated and con- 
firmed, but having deceased before being commissioned. 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICE SUPREME COURT OF ARIZONA. 

Joseph D. Bethune, of Arizona Territory, to be associate jus- 
tice of the supreme court of the Territory of Arizona, vice Rich- 
ard E. Sloan, whose term expired February 19, 1894; Marshall H. 
Williams having been nominated and confirmed, but having de- 
clined tc accept the commission. 

PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
Ordnance Department. 

Second Lieut. Odus C. Horney, Seventh Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant May 2, 1894, to fill the vacancy in the department 
caused by the resignation of Capt. Marcus W. Lyon. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Richard S. Breece, to be postmaster at Three Oaks, in the 
county of Berrien and State of Mich ,in the place of Dwight 
Warren, whose commission expired January 9, 1894. 

Charies T. Fletcher, to be trnaster at Marshall, in the 
county of Calhoun and State of Michigan, in the place of Stephen 
F. Snyder, whose commission ex April 11, 1894. 

Charles R. Johnson, to be tmaster at Pentwater, in the 
county of Oceana and State of Michigan, in the place of Hubert 
H. Bunyea, whose commission expires 7, 1894. 

Milo Lewis, to be postmaster at Greenville, in the county of 
Montcalm and State of Michigan, in the place of Elliott F. Gra- 
bill, whose commission expired April 11, 1894. 

David Matteson, to be terat Middleville, in the county 
of Barry and State of Michigan, in the place of Hamilton Car- 
veth, resigned. 
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Edwin H. Page, to be postmaster at Union City, in the count 
of Branchand State of Michigan, in the place of David J. Eastod, 
whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

William F. Stirling, to be postmaster at Eaton Rapids, in the 
county of Eaton and State of Michigan, in the place of Sumner 
A. Whitehead, whose commission expired March 24, 1894. 

Joseph E. Saucier, to be postmaster at Bay St. Louis, in the 
county of Hancock and State of Mississippi, in the place of L. J. 
Piernas, removed. 

H. W. Brown, to be tmaster at Red Bluff, in the county of 
Tehama and State of California, in the place of Dillon D. Dod- 
son, whose commission will expire May 10, 1894. 

Andrew T. Culbertson, to be tmaster at Placerville, in the 
county of Eldorado and State of California, in the place of Charles 
H, Weatherwax, whose commission will expire May 14, 1894. 

William L. Hedrick, to be postmaster at Fresno, in the count 
of Fresno and State of California, in the place of Nathan W. 
Moodey, whose commission expired March 29, 1894, 

Daniel E. Fitzpatrick, to be postmaster at Waterbury, in the 
county of New Haven and State of Connecticut, in the place of 
John B. Doherty, whose commission expired February 14, 1894. 

Augustus J. Tomlinson, to be postmaster at Cedartown, in the 
county of Polk and State of Georgia, in the place of Bartow F. 
Carter, removed. 

E. P. Coltman, to be postmaster at Idaho Falls, in the count, 
of Bingham and State of Idaho, in the place of William 
Wheeler, removed. 

J. H. Davidson, to be tmaster at Farmer City, in the county 
of DeWitt and State of Illinois, in the place of Nathan Welch, 
whose commission expired February 28, 1874. 

John Goodall, to be tmaster at Marion, in the county of 
Williamson and State of Illinois, in the place of Hartwell Hen- 
drickson, removed. 

H. C. Jones, to be postmaster at Colchester, in the county of 
McDonough and State of Illinois, in the place of John Harper, 
removed. 

Louis M. Kerr, to be postmaster at El Paso, in the county of 
Woodford and State of Illinois, in the place of Robert Robinson, 
removed. 

William B. MclIlwain, to be postmaster at Sparta, in the county 
of Randolph and State of Illinois, in the place of S. L. Taylor, 
whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Robert C. McWilliams, to be postmaster at Henry, in the 
county of Marshall and State of Illinois, in the place of Stephen 
C. Brown, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Thomas H. Stokes, to be postmaster at Lincoln, in the county 
of Loganand State of Illinois, in the place of Samuel L. Wallace, 
removed. 

James S. Van Patten, to be postmaster at St. Charles, in the 
county of Kane and State of Illinois, in the place of Henry T. 
Rockwell, whose commission expired December 19, 1893. 

Harry E. Tibbetts, to be tmaster at Saco, in the county of 
York and State of Maine, in the place of William Stackpole, 
whose commission will expire May 7, 1894. 

George Handy, to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of 
Madison and State of Mississippi, in the place of Francis B. Pratt, 
whose commission will expire May 22, 1894. 

Charles W. Brady, to be postmaster at Independence, in the 
county of Jackson and State of Missouri, in the place of Thomas 
James, whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Thomas B. Harber, to be postmasterat Trenton, inthe county 
of Grundy and State of Missouri, in the place of Joseph M. Rob- 
ertson, whose commission will expire May 17, 1894. 

James W. Johnston, to be tmaster at Monroe a in the 
county of Monroe and State of Missouri, in the place of Mark M. 
» whose commission will expire May 17, 1894. 

lliam K. Fox, to be postmaster at Plattsmouth, in the 
county of Cass and State of Nebraska, in the place of Henry J. 
Streight, whose commission expired December 19, 1893. 

John J. Molter, to be eres at Sandusky, in the county 
of Erie and State of Ohio, in the place of Charles B. Dennis, 
whose commission expired April 11, 1894. 

Walter Richards, to be postmaster at Brookville, in the count 
of Jefferson and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Kate M. 
Seott, whose commission expired April 16, 1894. 

Allen B. Brown, to be postmaster at Ipswich, in the county of 
Edmunds and State of South Dakota, in the place of James D. 
Jones, whose commission expired December “1, 1893. 

J. V. Conklin, to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of 
Lincoln and State of South Dakota, in the place of Newman C. 
Nash, whose commission expired March 24, 184. 

Albert R. Garretson, to be postmaster at Lead, in the county 
of Lawrence and State of South Dakota, in the place of Llewellyn 
P. Jenkins, whose co n expired January 16, 1894. 

Burdge H. Hurd, to be postmaster at Parker, in the county of 
Turner and State of South Dakota, in the place of Oscar M. Quig- 
ley, removed. ; 
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George W. Mathews, to be postmasterat Armour, in the county 
of Douglas and State of South Dakota, in the place of Thomas B. 
‘Roberts, removed. 

R. W. Parliman, to be postmaster at Webster, in the county 
of Day and State of South Dakota, in the place of William T. 
Havens, whose commission expired January 9, 1894. 

Theodore D. Samuels, to be postmaster at Woonsocket, in the 
county of Sanborn and State of South Dakota, in the place of 
Alden Sampson, whose commission expired January 16, 1894. 

William Tobin, to be postmaster at Madison, in the county of 
Lake and State of South Dakota, in the place of Alexander 
Cameron, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

Sam P. Willson, to be postmaster at Rusk, in the county of 
Cherokee and State of Texas, in the place of Theodore Miller, 
whose commission will expire May 7, 1894. 


Thomas Larner, to be postmaster at St. Albans, in the connty | 


of Franklin and State of Vermont, in the place of Austin W. 
Fuller, whose commission expires May 7, 1894. 


of Chehalis and State of Washington, in the place of Nils P. 
Larson, whose commission expired April 19, 1894. 

Louis J. Bachand, to be postmaster at Bayfield, in the county 
of Bayfield and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Currie G. 
Bell, removed. 

Emmet Horan, to be postmaster at Eau Claire, in the county 
of Eauclaire and State of Wisconsin, in the place of William 
W. Winterbotham, whose commission expired April 7, 1894. 

Henry C. Hunt, to be postmaster at Reedsburg, in the county 
of Sauk and State of Wisconsin, in the place of August Siefert, 
whose commission will expire May 7, 1894. 

Anna Kingman, to be postmaster at Broadhead, in the county 
of Green and State of Wisconsin, inthe placeof Henry P. Clark, 
whose commission expired April 19, 1894. 


| 
M. W. Ryan, to be postmaster at Medford, in the county of 


Taylor and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Eli L. Urquhart, 
whose commission will expire May 7, 1894. 





WITHDRAWALS. 
Executive nominations withdrawn from the Senate May 2, 1894. 
Daniel F. Brommerscheim, whose nomination was sent to the 


Senate March 12, 1894, to be postmaster at Three Oaks, Berrien | 


wr Mich. 

W.G. 

the Senate January 8, 1894, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Petersburg, in the State of Virginia, the withdrawal 
being at the request of Mr. Andrews. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 27, 1894. 
PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 


Assistant Engineer Solon Arnold, to be a passed assistant | 


engineer. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Corps of Engineers. 


First Lieut. James G. Warren, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. E. Eveleth Winslow, to be first lieutenant. 


Infantry arm. 


First Lieut. William P. Goodwin, Fourteenth Infantry, to be | 


— 
lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. George W. Martin, Eighteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. Harry D. Humphrey, Twentieth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant. 


Second Lieut. Harry E. Wilkins, Second Infantry, to be first | 


lieutenant. 


Second Lieut. Charles H. Martin, Fourteenth Infantry, to be 


first lieutenant. 
Cavalry arm. 


First Lieut. James Lockett, adjutant Fourth Cavalry, to be 
captain. 
Second Lieut. Thomas H. Slavens, Fourth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant. 
NAVAL OFFICER OF CUSTOMS. 


Barnes Compton, of Maryland, to be naval officer of customs | 


in the district of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSIONER. 


James D. Yeomans, of Lowa, to be Interstate Commerce Com- 
missioner. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Andrews, of Virginia, whose nomination was sent to | 
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ASSISTANT APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 
Alexander Hamill, of New York, to be assistant appraiser of 
merchandise in the district of New York, in the State of New 
| York, 


UNITED STATES ASSISTANT TREASURER. 
Ormond Hammond, of Maryland, to be assistant treasurer of 
the United States at Baltimore, Md. 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 
C. Ridgely Goodwin, of Maryland, to be surveyor of customs 
in the district of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland. 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 
Frank T. Shaw, of Maryland, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland. 
William H. Manogue, of the District of Columbia, to be col- 
| lector of customs for the district of Georgetown, in the District 





| of Columbia. 
Orville D. Ayer, to be postmasterat Montesano, in the county | 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
John F. Asbury, of Bozeman, Mont., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Bozeman, Mont. 
POSTMASTERS. 
Solomon Uhl, to be postmaster at Somerset, in the county of 
of Somerset and State of Pennsylvania. 
Patrick H. Leighton, to be postmaster at Hallowell, in the 
county of Kennebec and State of Maine. 
W.H. Van Lew, to be postmaster at Dayton, in the county of 
Columbia and State of Washington. 
Ralston Cox, to be postmaster at Vancouver, in the county of 
| Clarke and State of Washington. 
James Ryan, jr., to be postmaster at Dover, in the county of 
| Strafford and State of New Hampshire. 
Nathaniel A. Swett, to be postmaster at Westbrook, in the 
county of Cumberland and State of Maine. 
Michael A. Barrett, to be postmaster at Caribou, in the county 
| of Aroostook and State of Maine. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 2, 1894. 
POSTMASTERS. 
| Charles H. Osbun, to be postmaster at Fort Scott, in the 
| county of Bourbon and State of Kansas. 
John M. Barr, to be postmaster at Findlay, in the county of 
| Hancock and State of Ohio. 
John W. Terrill, to be postmaster at 
| county of Belmont and State of Ohio. 
| E. H. Bartlett, to be postmaster at Oakland, in the county of 
Garrett and State of Maryland. 
Henry J. Berry, to be postmaster at Reno, in the county of 
Washoe and State of Nevada. 
| Charles A. Woodward, to be postmaster at Idaho Springs, i: 
the county of Clear Creek and State of Colorado. 
W. D. Bell, to be postmaster at Childress, in the county of 
Childress and State of Texas. 
Harry T. Rattigan, to be postmaster at Chicora, in the county 
| of Butler and State of Pennsylvania. 
Alexander D. Morganthall, to be postmaster at Waynesboro, 
| in the county of Franklin and State of Pennsylvania. 
| H.H. Campbell, to be postmaster at Pratt, in the county of 
| Pratt and State of Kansas. 
| Frank E. Nichols, to be postmaster at Warren, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massxchusetts. ; 
Micajah S. Clark, to be postmaster at Russellville, in the 
county of Logan and State of Kentucky. 


Martins Ferry, in the 


cond Lieut. Car! Koops, Thirteenth Infantry, to be first | 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, May 2, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
| Buckley, D. D., of New York. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

CENTRAL AND WESTERN PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANIES. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the At- 
| torney-General, in response to House resolution calling for in- 
| formation as to whether or not the stockholders of the Central 
| and Western Pacific Railroad Companies, their heirs or assigns, 
| are liable inany manner to the Government; which was referred 
| to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted, as fol- 
lows: 

To Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts, for ten days, on account of 
sickness in his family. 

To Mr. ENLOE, on account of sickness. 


i 


Prayer by Rev. John M 
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WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. FITHIAN, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
draw papers accompanying the bill (A. R.8668) of the Fifty-sec- 
ond Congress to pension Pickett P. Connett. 

ADMINISTRATION OF OATHS IN THE NAVY. 


Oa motion of Mr. GEISSENHAINER, by unanimous consent 
the House proceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6321) 
authorizing certain officers of the Navy to administer oaths. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That judges-advocate of naval general courts-martial 
and courts of inquiry, and all commandersin-chief of naval squadrons, 
commandants of navy-yards and stations, and officers commanding vessels 
of the Navy be, and the same are hereby, authorized to administer oaths 
forthe purposes of the administration of naval justice and for other pur- 
poses of naval administration. 

The bill wasordered to be: engrossed for a third reading, was 
accerdingly read the third time, and P . 

On motion of Mr. GEISSENHAINER, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


CEMETERY LOT IN INWOOD TOWNSHIP, MICHIGAN. 


Mr. STEPHENSON. I ask.unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (A. R. 5779) to grant certain lands 
to the township board ef Inwood Township, Michigan, for ceme- 
tery purposes, 

The bill was read, as. follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the southwest quarter of the northeast quarter of 
section 33, township 41 north, range 17 west, Marquette land district, Michi- 

an, is hereby granted to the township board of Inwood Township, in the 
State of Michigan, for the purpose of maintaining apubthaeuneutery thesuen. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to have some information in re- 
gard to this bill. 

Mr. McRAE. If the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. STE- 
PHENSON | will allow me, [ will explain it. It issimply a bill to 
quiet title to 40 acres of land upon which there is a township 
cemetery. The land was purchased from a person who was be- 
lieved to be the lawful owner; but his title failed; and it now 
appears that the legal title is in the Government and there is 
no way to acquire titleexcept by special grant. The Committee 
on Public Lands was informed by the Department that there is 
no contesting claimant to the property, and that it is of but 
little value; in fact it is of no value except.for the purpose for 
which it is now used. The township board is perfectly willing 
to pay for it, but the committee thought the grant eught to be 
made as a denation. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the bill; which was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. STEPHENSON, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER, JEFFERSON CITY. 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (A. R. 6610) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at some point 
within | mile below and 1 mile above the present limits of the 
city of Jefferson, Mo, 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is this bill in the usual form? 

Mr. BLAND. Itisin the usual form; it is recommended by 
the War Department, reported by the Committee cn Commerce, 
and I ask to dispense with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It is im the usual form? 

Mr. BLAND. In the usual form. 

Mr. TRACEY. I think the bill ought to be read. 

The bill was read at length. 

‘There boing no objection, the bill was considered, the amend- 
ments recommended by the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce agreed to, and the bill as amended ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BLAND, a motion to reconsider the vote 
last taken was laid upon the table. 


THOMAS R. PROCTOR. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 


the present consideration of the t resolution (S. R. 74 
i a Procto avy of 


for the proper enrollment of Thomas r in the N: 
the United States. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read, after 
which the Chair will ask for objection. 

The joint resolution is as follows: 


Whereas during the late war of 1861 to 1 under the law enti every 
: . of tab Nowe of the Unions uibtas ox 


eommanding a squadron 
actual a eg toa ones reed Proctor was ao ; 
the government of the Navy, and to be ofMcer 
the relative rank of lieutenant in the Navy, such 


having been formally recognized as the regulations of the Navy by act of 
Congress approved J 14, 1862: and io = 

Whereas said Proctor received the thanks of the Secretary of the Navy 
on December 30, 1864, for meritorious conduct: Therefore, 

Resolved, etc, That said Thomas R. Proctor, who was secretary to said act- 
ing rear-admiral commanding the Pacific Squadron of the United States 
Navy on actual sea service, and who was duly appointed Oetober 1, 1 and 
actually performed sea service during said war in such capacity until hon- 
orably discharged from. the Navy December [2, 1886, shall be deemed and 
taken to have had the relative rank of a lieuténant on the active list in the 
Navy of the United States, and shall be so recorded in the Register of the 
Navy of the United States: Provided, however, That such relative rank shall 
confer no claim whatever to any pay, allowances, pension, bounty, or other 
remuneration. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection tothe present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. STALLINGS. I desire, before consent is given, to have 
an explanation of this resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This carries no appropriation whatever. 
Under the naval regulations the secretary to a squadron com- 
mander of the Navy ranked as a lieutenant in the Navy; but by 
some mistake this lieutenant was not so enrolled. 

The resolution has the approval of the Secretary of the Navy 
and the unanimous approval of the committees of the House and 
Senate. It is simply to-enroll this officer of the rank to which 
he was entitled i the time that he was an officer in the 
service. 

Mr. STALLINGS. It does not change the amount of com- 
pensation he will receive if he is placed upon the retired list? 

Mr. SHERMAN. He is already retired from the service. It 
does not increase or change the compensation in any form. 

Mr. POST. He is not in the service and never was. 

Mr. SHERMAN. He is not in the service at this time. 

Mr. POST. And never was an officer in the service. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, yes; and he was entitled to the rank 
of an officer in the service. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Does this increase his rank? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, it does not increase his rank; it simply 
gives him the rank to which he was entitled at that time. 

_Mr. SAYERS. [ would like to ask the gentleman whether or 
not, if this bill shall pass, this party would be entitled to go upon 
the retired list? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not at all. 

Mr. SAYERS. But is simply intended to give hit the title 
of some rank whieh he does not now ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The rank to which he would have been en- 
titled if the law had been complied with. 
wane” TAYLOR of Indians. What, then, is the object of the 

Mr. SHERMAN. Simply to have his name enrolled as of the 
rank to which he was entitled for the time that he served in 
that capacity in the Navy when he was entitled to that rank. 

Mr. POST. To give hima rank that he never had before. 

Mr. MONEY. Has this been reported by the committee? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir; I have already so stated. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered, 
ordered to a third reading, and being read the third time, was 


passed. 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, [ desire to present a 
resolution as a matter of privilege. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to call up for consideration the re- 

rt of the joint commission to improve the methods of account- 
oy in the Treasury Department. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio states that he 
rises to aquestionof privilege. The matter the gentleman from 
Maine cal ve is pee under the rule. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. [ claim that the dignity of this 
House has been violated, and I wish to have read the following 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman willsend itupand the Chair 
will cause it to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas it is well-known that the Capitol grounds were, on May the Ist, 
overrun by a iarge assembla on including a considerable number 
of the regular and ew police of th t; and 

Whereas it is pu ly stated that the safety of the members of this House 
has been . thereby making it necessary for the House to rely 
upon the clubs of Page <n for their ee: ; 

That Committee on blic Buildings and Grounds be in- 

to inquire into the — as to whether unnecessary force was 

whether unoffending citizens were cruelly. beaten, and whether the 

ty of this House has been violated; that the said committee have the 

power to send for @nd papers, and report the facts in connection 

su their recommendations as to whether any legislation 
is necessary in the premises. : ! 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Is that a question of superior privilege 
to the one raised by the gentleman from Maine? 
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The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman raise the question? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. [raise the question as to whether that 
resolution presents a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTH- 
WA — raises the question that this does not present a question 
of privilege. 

r. JOHNSON of Ohio. .I maintain, Mr. Speaker, that it is 
a question of the highest privilege. Within the sight of mem- 
bers of this House men were cruelly beaten yesterday by the 
lice. 
ie OUTHWAITE. That is a question for the courts. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. There was enacted a disgraceful 
scene on our own grounds, and I ask thatit be investigated. It 
is entirely right that it should be. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Does thegentieman simply want to refer 
the resolution? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. No, I want to pass it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman as to 
whether there is any question of privilege presented by the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. I claim, Mr. Speaker, that as the 
Capitol grounds are inchargeof the two Houses of Congress, any 
cruelty, any such outrageous conduct such as was witnessed by 
members of this House yesterday near the portico on this side, 
isa matter that affects the dignity of the House. It is a dis- 
graceful thing for innocent men to be clubbed by policemen in 
any case, but in the present instance it occurred under such 
circumstances that the disgrace attaches to the members and 
officers of this House. The policemen who beat and bullied a 
lot of defenseless men were acting asour guardians. We, the 
represent itivesof 65,000,000 people, were being protected by the 
clubs of an organized force against a few peaceable, unemployed 
men, whose leader wished to read an address from the steps of 
the Capitol. 

Now, I do not believe in the proposition of Mr. Coxey, that 
the Government should provide work for the unemployed by 
issuing greenbacks and building roads. The ultimate eifect of 
such ascheme for making public improvements would simply 
be to increase the price of lands where such improvements were 
made, and thus make land still more inaccessible to home-seek- 
ers and wealth-producers. And all the money issued would at 
once begin to flow into the pockets of those who control natural | 
resourcesand great monopolies. Opportunities for employment 
abound on every hand—mining lands, farming lands, lumber 
lands, city lots, water rights—sufficient to support at least a 
thousand million people; but they are withheld from use. All 
that Government needs to do is to free opportunities, and men 
will employ themselves. [ have, however, the profoundest sym- 

thy with the misery and destitution of which this movement 
is but an expression: and I recognize that it is the failure to ap- 
preciate the true cause of their suffering that leads men to im- 
practicable schemes. But, Mr. Speaker, that the representa- 
tives of this nation should have no better reception for a peace- 
ful body of poor, unemployed men, no matter how erroneous 
their economic views, than to meet them with the upraised clubs 
of police, is, in my opinion, a disgrace. It is politically a blun- 
der, and morally a crime; and it can not but stir up feelings of 
bitterness which a proper course would have allayed. 

The SPEAKER. But the question is about the allegation of 
the resolution. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. 
tion should be proved at this time. I ask for its investigation. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No, but the allegation should itself set 
forth a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes the statement on his 
own responsibility. He recites that ‘‘it is publicly stated.” 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. That is not the ground on which I 
claim that the resolution is privileged. I claim that men have 
been cruelly beaten, that unnecessary force has been used on our 
own grounds, under the pretense of protecting us. Nobody here 
was frightened byanything. A lot of policemen were appointed 
and put on duty for the occasion, and innocent men were outrage- 
ously treated. Is not that an indignity to this House? 

The SPEAKER. If it is a violation of law, the law can take 
charge of it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. The law gives power to quell dis- 
turbances; but what I ask is an invest on of this whole sub- 

t, as well as the brutal treatment of innocent people. 
The SPEAKER. How does that make it a question of privi- 


? 

. JOHNSON of Ohio. Ican not see why it is not a ques- 
tion of privilege—of the very highest privilege. If this had oc- 
curred on a public street, on Pennsylvania ayenue, for instance, 
it would have been different; butit occurred in the very shadow 
of the oma where the authority of Congress is supreme. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Itis asking this House to make an in- 
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vestigation which might properly be had in the police court, or 
some Other court. I think it ought to be investigated, but I 
think it ought to be investigated in the courts, where these 
charges may be properly made and tried. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair does not see that any question of 
privilege is presented in the resolution. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. Then I ask unanimous eonsent for 
the immediate consideration of the resolution. 

Several members objected. 

TheSPEAKER. Objection is made. 
committees for reports. 

COMMITTEE REPORTS. 

The committees were called for reports; when bills of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported, read a first and second 
time, and, with the accompanying reports, ordered to be printed, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union: 

SUNDRY PERSONS, JEFFERSON BARRACKS, MO, 

_By Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, a 
bill (S. 190) for the benetit of sundry persons residing in the vi- 
cinity of Jefferson Barracks, Mo. 

PURCHASE OF A LOT, GOSPORT NAVY-YARD. 

By Mr. TYLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, a bill 
(H. R. 372) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Navy 
to contract for the purchase of a lot of land opposite to the Gos- 
port navy-yard. 

RAILROAD COMPANIES IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 

By Mr. PENDLETON of Texas, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, a bill (H. R. 6249) to grant to railroad companies 
in the Indian Territory additional powers to secure right of way, 
depot grounds, etc. 

The SPEAKER. This completes the eall of committees for 
reports. 
IMPROVING 


The Clerk wil! eall the 


METHOD OF ACCOUNTING IN TREASURY DEPART- 
MENT. ’ 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr.Speaker,I call upasa privileged matter 
the bill improving the method of accounting in the Treasury. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (HL. R. 6348) improving the method of accounting in the Treasury 
Department, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, before making the motion to 
go into Committee of the Whole to consider this bill, [ desire 
to make some arrangement in the matter of debate. I will say 
that I have seen the gentlemen who are going to oppose the bill, 
and I think there is an understanding that two hours of general 
debate will be sufficient, in view of the fact that the debate un- 
der the five-minute rule will be much more important. I there- 
fore ask, pending the motion to go into Committee of the Whole, 
that general debate be limited to two hours. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine asks unanimous 
consent that when the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole to consider this bill, that general debate be limited to two 
hours. Is there objection? [After a pause.} The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to con- 
sider this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. HATCH in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House isin Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union for the purpose of considering 
the bill the title of which the Clerk will read. 

The title was again reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House, all general debate 
upon this bill has been limited to two hours. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have order. 

Mr. DOCVKERY. Let us have order, Mr. Chairman, before 
the gentleman begins. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I shall oceupy but a very 
few minutes in presenting some of the general features of this 
bill, understanding very well that the five-minute debate for the 
eonsideration of the several provisions will be much more satis- 
factory. 

This is a bill, as its title indicates, to simplify, unify, and ex- 
ite the accounting or auditing work of the Government. 

it does reduce expenditures to the extent perhaps of 
$200,000 per annum, yet that is not what the commission which 
unanimously reported the bill have had more especially in view. 

The great object had in view in the framing of this bill is to 
expedite the accounting operations of the Government. Itis 
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well known by gentlemen who are familiar with this work that 
in progress of time, in consequence of the immense increase of 
business in the Government, there has been a great congestion 
in the auditing work of the Government. On an average the 
settlements of accounts of the Government are from four months 
to two years in arrears, and in some cases, in the settlement of 
accounts of disbursing officers, even five years. 

It must be obvious to any = who understands the 
workings of the Government that such a delay in the settlement 
of accounts not only causes great inconvenience to the public 
and great difficulty in the transaction of the business of the Gov- 
ernment, but is also a source of grave danger, especially in the 
accounts of disbursing officers. A large partof the defalcations 
that have oocurred during the progress of this Government—and 
they have not been numerous in view of the multitude of trans- 
actions-—-have been of disbursing officers whose accounts have 
not been promptly settled. 

At the foundation of the Government a century ago it made 
little difference how complex the system of auditing might be, 
because the number of transactions to be attended to were com- 
paratively small. But in progress of time it has been found 
necessary in order tosecure the transaction of the business of the 
Government to expedite the work of the settlement of accounts. 
For example, in i836 so congested had become the accounts of 
the Post-Office Department that a completes change was made 
in the system. The Sixth Auditor was created for the auditing 
of the accounts of the Post-Office Department. These accounts 
oom under that system that was then established are under 
the Sixth Auditor, who is charged with the auditing of all the 

uarterly accounts for the 75, tmasters in this country. 
The business is now practically up todate. That is, the accounts 
of one quarter are practically settled before the completion of 
the second quarter. 

This is under the act of 1836, under which the Sixth Auditor 
is given the final audit of the quarterly accounts of the Post- 
Office Department. There exists a rightof —— to the Comp- 
troller, and with this right of appeal, since 1836, this business of 
the largest Departmentof the Government has gone on success- 
fully with the exception of the money-order accounts, where a 
complex system has brought about a congestion of business 
there; and the result of this, and to remedy this evil, the joint 
commission, before reporting this bill, several months ago re- 
ported a simpler system for settling money-order accounts of 
the Post-Office, and it is evident from what already been in- 
augurated it will in due time oe money-order accounts of 
the Post-Office Department up in the same one order that 
the quarterly accounts of postmasters are brought up. 

In the progress of the business of this country and the devel- 
opment of the large mass of accounts to be settled, it has been 
found necessary from time to time to de from the original 
system that was established at the foundation of the Government 
in 1789. In 1789 there was established in the Treasury Depart- 
ment an Auditor for the statement of claims and accounts, and 
a Comptroller for their final settlement. Twoexaminationsof ac- 
counts in the Treasury Department were established by the orig- 
inalsystem, but within three years Secretary Hamiltondiscovered 
that there were difficulties 
business, compelled the making of some provision for an examina- 
tion of accounts in the several 
the expenditures were made. Hence in 1792 the or 
was modified, and there was established in the War Department 
an accounting officer with complete authority to audit accounts 
in that Department; and in 1798 another officer was estab- 
lished In the Navy Department. But this was found not to work 
satisfactorily, and in 1817 the five Auditors were . 

In 1812, in establishing the Land Office it was fouad import- 
ant to have the land accounts of that Bureau stated and settled 

rimarily by the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

ence the original system was varied in that direction; and in 
1836 the original system was ch in the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, as { have eer suggested. 

From this brief tal gentlemen will see that the remark 
sometimes made that the existing Pome of accounting was es- 
tablished at the foundation of the Government and has worked 
ree an Eee ee eee in 
system es was 
in 1817, in 1836, and in 1849. 
it became evident that some radical change must be 
later made, and it was found necessary that the several Execu- 


tive Departments, in the growth of business, should first exam- 








an set saerere eir own accounts, because tures 
were e under their direction, and it was desirable 
that they should examine theexpenditures that had been made, 
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has become necessary, in the course of the development of the 
business of the Government, to have first the several heads of 
the Executive Departments, or some officer representing him, 
examine and approve the accounts of that Department before 
they go to the Auditor of the or Department. 

Thus a series of patchwork was built up by changes made from 
time to time until in 1836, ee sixty years ago, there began 
to be such a congestion in the public business that the Secretary 
of the an ursuant to a resolution of Congress, made an 
investigation of the subject and suggested certain changes in 
order to expedite the work of accounting. In 1842 Congress 
again directed an inquiry by a committee, and that committee 
reported the necessity of some important modifications in the 
system. But it has been found impossible through the work of 
any committee of Senators and Representatives, obliged to at- 
tend all the other business of the House and of the Senate, to 
perfect such a — as was required to properly expedite the 
work of accounting. 

In 1892, so serious had become the difficulties and delays in 
the auditing of accounts that Secretary Foster called attention 
in his annual — to the situation, and made recommenda- 
tions which led to the appointment of the commission which 
has reported this bill, with authority on their part to employ 
expert accountants to thoroughly investigate the matter, pre- 
sent the facts to the commission and make suggestions, in order 
that the members of the commission, attending to their other 
work in Congress, might have an opportunity to carefully con- 
sider the suggestions that might be made, and to improve upon 
them in conference with the various officials connected with 
the accounting work of the Government, and, after more than 
six months of labor, this bill has been submitted as embodying 
a plan of overcoming the growing congestion of business in the 
accounting branch of the administration of the Government. 

This bill proposes to addpt in part the system that has been 
in operation since 1836 in the Post-Office Department, whereby 
the Sixth Auditor audits the quarterly accounts of the 75,000 
postmasters of the country, making a final audit except where 
there is an appeal to the Comptroller of the Treasury. That 
system has been in operation in the Post-Office Department for 
fifty-eight years with success, so far as the quarterly accounts 
of Postmasters are affected, notwithstanding these accounts 
comprise more settlements than any other branch of the Gov- 
ernment. The plan proposes, in substance, to consolidate the 
three Comptrollers of the Treasury into one, making the Comp- 
troller of the Treasury practically the court of appeal as to the 
construction of statutes under which expenditures are made, 
thus securing uniformity instead of the conflicting constructions 
inevitable with three separate Comptrollers. 

The same protection and the same opportunities of appeal 
continue that have existed under the Government from the foun- 
dation, but only those accounts on which a question arises of the 
construction of a statute—a question of a new construction pro- 
posed by the Auditor or a new statute requiring an original con- 
struction— to the Comptroller, except either byan appeal 
on the part of the person interested in the settlement of the ac- 
count, by request of the Comptroller, or by request of the head of 
the Department of the Government affected. 

Now, there can be no doubt but what the system that is here 
proposed will expedite the settlement of accounts in the Treas- 
ury Department. It will ex te it in the first place because 
the third examination which is now made will be dispensed with. 
There will be only two examinations under the plan as proposed, 
that by the Executive Department and that by the Auditor. It 
is pores to dispense with the examination of accounts by the 
Comp r which now exists, except where there is a ques- 
tion of the construction of the statute under which the expendi- 
ture has been made, or on appeal. It has been suggested that 

ibly this plan may not protect the Government as well as it 
{s protected by the — system. I believe it will in nowise 
in ease impair the protection now given the Government, 
but that on the contrary it will strengthen the protection. That 
it will ex te the accounting is obvious. I[t will take awa 
atleast one-third of the oe now occurs b ~— wit 
the third examination. But it will do more tain hat. By io- 
ca’ the responsibility for delay as the working of this bill 
must locate ~ there be a pressure upon those officers to 
keep up with work. 
plan contemplated in this bill is to secure the settlement 
of all monthly accounts in the succeeding month, and al! quar- 
accounts in the succeeding quarter; and it is so . 
wi me gies) A gpm eee er, that this must be accom- 
; and of the bill, reaching first those mak- 
the sapnadteenes, secondly the Executive Departments, 
= thirdly the Auditor, are all designed to secure prompt work 
responsibility. : 
Now, as to the question of the protection of the Governmert, 
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for that is really the only objection that amounts to anything 


that has been urged against this measure. The objections that 
have been made to this plan have ignored the fact that whereas 
there were only two examinations of accounts under the system 
of accounting adopted at the foundation of the Government, 
now there are three; and in the ease of disbursing officers even 
four. We have first, the examination by the prveee officer of 
the Executive Department which authorizes the expenditure; 
second, the examination by the Auditor; and third, the examina- 
tion by the Comptroller. 

Now, as to all questions of mere mathematical computation— 
for that is what nineteen-twentieths of these accounts are—a 
simple question of multiplication, addition, and subtraction and 
comparison of vouchers; an examination of the accounts by the 
Executive Department that authorizes the expenditure and also 
by the Auditor ought toend the accounting work. There is not 
the slightest necessity of having a third examination of such ac- 
counts by the Comptroller to protect the Government. 

We have examined the accounts very carefully to see if ony 
thing has been accomplished by having the simple work of math- 
ematical computations revised a third time by the Comptroller; 
and after having compared the figures of the Auditors and the 
Comptrollers, we find that there have been noimportantchanges 
so far as mere mathematical computations are concerned, no ul- 
timate changes that amount to anything, because the work of 
multiplication, addition, subtraction, and comparison of vouchers 
by the Executive Departments and by the Auditor.are simple, and 
secure the only double and divided responsibility that is re- 
quired. Statements have been madeand published of alleged im- 

rtant savings in such a revision of accounts by the Comptrol- 
er, but it Gee been found that in nearly every case the accounts 
changed or suspended in one quarter have been allowed in subse- 
quent quarters. 

But when the question of construction of astatute comes up— 
and that is really the only point where difficulty or danger can 
arise—when new constructions of statutes authorizing expendi- 
ture, or changed constructions are made, then the plan proposed 
provides that the Government shall be protected to the utmost 
possible extent as it is now, and that in those cases all new con- 
structions of statutes and all changes of construction shall be 
immediately reported by the Auditor to the Comptroller, and 
that all accounts which relate to the same shall be suspended 
until the Comptroller shall either approve, disapprove, or mod- 
ify the decision of the Auditor. 

But as the number of accounts depending on new construction 
of statutes is comparatively small, almost all of the accounts in- 
volving only mathematical computation, the great body of the 
business will move along under the plan proposed; and instead 
of gentlemen who are acquainted with the Treasury Department 
complaining justly about the ‘‘ red tape” that there exists—the 
" os tape” that is almost entirely in this accounting branch— 
when this change shall have been made there must be greater 
promptitude in the settlement of accounts, and the same security 
will be obtained as now wherever there issecurity needed. In- 
deed, there will be an increased security as to the 90 per cent of 
the expendituresof the Government disbursed by disbursing offi- 
cers. Nearly all of the losses by the Government have been 
those which, as I have already said, grew out of defalcations by 
disbursingofficers. These officersgive a bond; but advancesare 
made to such officers, indeed must be made under the present 
system,when their accounts have not been settled. In most 
eases of defalcations by disbursing officers, if their accounts had 
been promptly settled the Secretary of the Treasury would not 
have authorized advances. This plan improves the security of 
the Government by compelling a prompt audit of all accounts, 
and then by biring that in case of advances the requisition 
for advance shall be sent to the Auditor, and by him approved 
after looking at the account of the disbursing officer before the 
advance is made. Thus the danger of losses by the Govern- 
ment in that direction will be greatly lessened. 

To briefly sum up the proposed plan: This bill proposes to 
abolish the Second and Third Comptrollers; to retain but one 
Comptroller, to make him and his deputy the court of appeal, so 
to speak, to finally determine for the accounting branch of the 
Government all questions of construction of statutes affecting 
expenditures, and to revise such accounts as may be carried up 
to him on appeal. All other work of ene Sccomnte by the 
Comptrollers is dispensed with, thus reduc y this step more 
than one-third the time now required in auditing of accounts. 

The six Auditors are made final accounting officers except as 
to the final construction of statutes and in appeal cases; and 


are required to certify all settlements of accounts not only 
to di of ae and warrants in the Secretary’s 
office, butalso to the Comptroller and the head of the Department 


affected, either of whom may ask for a revision of any account. 
All accounts before going to the proper Auditor must first be 
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examined and approved by the head of the Department which 
made or authorized the expenditures. This secures two sepa- 
rate and independent examinations of accounts. 

To further expedite the settlement of accounts, the bill re- 
quires that the officer who expends or receives the revenue to 
present his monthly or quarterly account to the Department, 
and the Department which examines the accounts to transmit 
the same to the proper Auditor within a certain number of days, 
the object being to complete the audit in the month or quarter 
following the expenditure. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
me one inquiry? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Iam in favor of this prop- 
osition as I understand it. According to the gentleman s ex- 

lanation, if I have not misunderstood him, this proposed change 
in the method of accounting will not only save the Government 

200,000 a year, but will at the same time afford a simpler and 
better plan of keeping the accounts, with equal protection to the 
Government. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is the opinion of all the members of 
the commission and of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I simply wanted to be as- 
sured of the effect of the measure in these respects. I am in fa- 
vor of it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to occupy 
at this time but a few minutes, because there will be ample op- 
portunity during the five-minute debate to make suggestions 
in regard to the detailsof the measure. Reserving the balance 
of my time, I[ now yield the floor to other gentlemen. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has thirty-nine minutes 
of his hour remaining. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the gentleman will give me the residue 
of his time I will return to him what I do not use. ; 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield all my remaining time to my col- 
league on the commission, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
DOcKERY]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Hampshire 
eae, is recognized to control one hour in opposition to 
the ° 

Mr. BAKERof NewHampshire Mr. Chairman, one hundred 
and thirteen yearsago Congress, acting under the old Confedera- 
tion, passed an ordinance for regulating the Treasury and adjust- 
ing the public accounts. That ordinance went into effect De- 
cember 20, 1781, and by its terms discontinued all previous ar- 
rangements made by the confederation for the government of its 
finances. It was anordinance providing “‘ for the more effectual 
execution of the business of the Treasury and the settlement of 
the public accounts.” It provided that officers should be ap- 
pointed as follows: superintendentof finance, hisassistant, secre- 
tary,and clerks; acomptroller; atreasurer; aregister; auditor- 
and clerks. 

This, in substance, was the beginning of the present system 
of accounting in the Treasury Department of this Government. 
It for the first time arranged for the appointment of a Comp- 
troller and for an Auditor, as well as for the proper clerks, and 
provided that the Auditor should perform the ollowing fune- 
tions: 

The Auditors, the number of whom shall be fixed by the Superintendentof 
Finance, shall be appointed by Congress. After an account shall be exam- 
ined by the clerk, in the manner hereinafter directed, it shall be deliveredto 
the Auditor, who shall hear the party and the clerk, and determine upon the 
objections, and being satisfied that the account is properly adjusted, shall 
pass it as audited, and transmit it to the Comptroller. 

And the duties of the Comptroller were: 

The Comptroller shall be appointed by Congress with general authority to 


Will the gentleman allow 


investigate and superintend the settlement of public accounts, and all sub- 
ordinate officers concerned therein; and it shall be his immediate duty to 
see that the public accounts are expeditiously and properly adjusted, and 


accurately and safely kept. 


Under that ordinance the accounts of the Confederation were 
audited. After the National Government was organized one of 
its very first bills was for the establishment of the Treasury De- 
partment. The act of September 2, 1789 provides that-- 

There shall be a Department of the Treasury in which shall be the follow- 
ing officers, namely, a Secretary of the ners to be deemed the head of 
the Department, a Comptroller, an Auditor, a Treasurer. a Register, and an 
Assistant to the Secretary, which Assistant shall be appointed by : aid Sec- 
retary. 

So you see that in the beginning of this Government the pres- 
ent organization was established and the duties of these several 
officers were clearly defined by statute, the dutiesof the Auditor 
being as follows: 


It shall be the duty of the Auditor to receive all public accounts, and 
after ex ation to certify the balance and transmit the accounts, with 
the vouchers and certificates, to the Comptroller for his decision thereon. 

The duties of the Comptroller were in part enumerated as 
follows: 

It shall be the duty of the Comptroller to superintend the adjustment and 
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preservation of the public accounts, to examine all accounts settled by the 
Anditor, and to certify the balances arising thereon to the Register. 
Other duties assigned to this official do not relate ppocthoatty to 
the adjustmentof accounts and I will omit them in this statement. 
The Register’s duties were: 





To keep the accounts of the receipts and expenditures of the public money 
and of all debts of the United States; to receive from the Comptroller the 
accounts Which shall have been finally adjusted, and to preserve such 
accounts with their vouchers and ce cates, etc. 

That statute, it will be seen, provided for the Hamiltonian 
system of adjusting accounts. It was full and complete within 
itself, and if it had been adhered to and supplemented by the 
addition of the requisite number of officers to keep pace with 
the growing business of the Government, there woul ve been 
no trouble in the adjustment of the accounts of the United 
States. 

It was very simple in itself. For no matter where the ex- 
penditure was made, no matter by whose authority, whoever 
made the expenditure of the public money, having received the 
money for that purpose, or whoever, being duly authorized, 
collected moneys for the use of the United States, must render 
an account pursuant to these statutes to the Auditor of the 
Treasury Department, and that Auditor, pass’ onthe several 
vouchers, made a statement of the account and transmitted it 


‘te the Comptroller for final adjudication and revision. When 


that was done and the balance due the United States, or due 
the disbursing officer—when the result was finally obtained—it 
was duly certified and the voushers sent to the ter of the 
Treusury to be filed and preserved in his office. There could 
be no more simple organization thanthat. It was clear, clean, 
and precise; and so long as the examination of accounts re- 
mained in that order there was no trouble. 

If it had been adhered to, all of the settled accounts and all of 
the essential bookkeeping of the Treasury Department could 
have been found in one bureau to this day. The Register was 
the official bookkeeper of the United States and the official cus- 
todian of all the files of the Government. 

But some of the other heads of Departments felt anxious that 
they should have a little more aut than they had under 
this act, and consequently, by the act May 8, 1 account- 
ants were appointed in the War Department, the War Depart- 
ment at that time controlling both the war and navy disburse- 


ments. 

There was the beginning of all the trouble that has arisen in 
the examination, certification, and kee of Government ac- 
counts. There came up at once divided authority. There came 
up what the committee calls administrative examination, and 
by that administrative examination there was an interference 
between the direction of expenditure and the accounting for the 
goer when made. 

shall show before I conclude, I trust, that the highest au- 
thorities in this Government upon this question have 
held that the authority which authorizes expenditure sho 
net 4 a anne, to adjudicate it. Neen even here, var this 
act of May 8, there was no mp- 
troller, ices an ansanemiainenal the War Depart- 
meut accounts in the War Department before they were sent to 
the Auditor; the change being that there was administra- 
tive examination of one class of accounts, and one class of ac- 
counts only, before they went to the Audi 
having gone primarily to the Auditor under the act. 

The next change came by the act of March 3, 1795, and that 
act provides as follows: 

That in cases where accounts shall be rendered with the Auditor of the 

. within the time limited in the notifications aforesaid, he shall im- 
to liquidate the credits to be 
of the credits allowed by the 


i to examination 
pA rege py ty approved by him, that he cause credit therefor 
to be passed on the public books. 


Here was simply a further authorization of power in the Aud- 


itor and in the Comptroller, and made under a limit of time; 


paennen, One the first time in the history of the Government, de- 
lays arisen owing to this very administrative examination 
in the War Department. And this act was passed for the pur- 
of giving the Auditor and the Comptroller authority to 
urry up matters in the War Department. Under the act of 
July 16,1798, there was authorized in the Department of the Navy 
an officer, te be an accountant of the Navy, and the same trouble 
then arose in the De nt of the Navy—which had been con- 
stituted meanwhile—that I have al stated existed in the 
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By section 2 of the act of March 3, 1809, it is provided: 

That it shall be the duty of the Comptroller of the Treasury, in every case 
where in his opinion further delays would be injurious to the United States, 
and he is herevy to direct the Auditor of the Treasury and the 
accountants of the War and Navy Departments at any time forthwith to 
audit and settle any ticular aecount which the said officers may be re- 
spectivel euthorieel to audit and settle, and to report such settlement for 
his revision and final decision. 

These delays had become so great under this administrative 
examination in the War and Navy Departments that Congress 
was compelled to take definite action giving the Comptroller 
the authority to direct those accountants. 

Now, up to date these were all the changes that had come into 
the statutes in relation to public accounts; and all the trouble 
which had arisen came simply and solely from what this commit- 
tee now recommends should be adopted in all the Departments, 
namely, an administrative adjudication. But the trouble 
through that administrative adjudication had grown so great 
that the Senate of the United States, by a resolution of April 20, 
1816, directed the Secretaries of the different Departments to 
bring in a report at the beginning of the next session of Con- 
gress. That report is signed by James Monroe, William H. 
Crawford, George Graham, acting Secretary of War, and B. W. 
Crowninshield. At that time James Madison was President 
of the United States and Henry Clay was Speaker of the 
House of Representatives. In this report, after these several 
Secretaries had discussed the advantages of the Treasury sys- 
tem and the accounting in the War and Navy Departments, 
pointing out the strong points of both, they say: 

Whatever diversity of opinion may exist upon this subject it is believed 
that there can ds none upon the pro of either to the prinei- 
ple upon which the Departments were ly organized, of referring the 
settlement of all es accounts immediately to the Treasury Department, 
or of finally settling the accounts of the War and Navy ents with- 
out the intervention of the accounting officers of the Treasury. The for- 
mer— 

That is, the Treasury system— 
has the recommendation of unity and simplicity in theory, and it is believed 
that no serious inconvenience will result from it in practice. The latter 
would insure the prompt and final settlement of the accounts of the several 
De but might possibly lead to the establishment of different prin- 

in the settlement of a accounts in the respective Depart- 
ments. Under judicious regulations it is believed that the prompt and final 
settlementof the public accounts may be as effectually secured by the former 
as by the latter modification. 





Remember, gentlemen, that that was the recommendation of 
the Secretaries of the Departments in 1816, after they had had 
eighteen years of experience of administrative functions. 

The committee go on to say: 

templati the Comptroller of the Treasury revises 
can coonmmiben Sas Gates ab paaeneor + 
both of fact and of law which may have been committed by the accounting 
officers, to whom their settlement is, in the first instance, committed. 
8 * * & * & a 

When the oficeof the Comptroller was created and the duties of that officer 
prescribed, the Auditor of the Treasury was the only accounting officer 
whose acts he had to revise. At present, he has to revise the ements 


aut te andeeigned te pose, in order to insure the 

ment of the biic accounts there will be five accounting officers whose acts 
are to be From this view of the subject the appointment of an ad- 
ditional Comptroller appears to be indispensable. 

Mr. WLLSON of Washington. May I ask the gentleman a 

uestion. I have not read the bill, but as I understand this bill 

eals simply with the auditing department of the Treasury. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Practically so. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. As I understand, this com- 
ee ee eee eee ee seeing if 
some offices not be abolished that were unnecessary; and 
I aesire to know whether the order or law creating the commis- 
sion permitted them to go outside of this department. What I 
cot we pe Inasmuch as we seem to be tending toward 


see 
the tion of some offices, was power given to this commis- 
sion in its to make an ‘in tion as to worth- 


less offices the country? Now, I know of a case 
where there is an officer who receives $1,800 a year and has not 
done $10 worth work in a year. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The work of the commis- 
sion is confined to the Departments here, not simply to the Treas- 


but to the Executive ts in Washington. 
r. WILSON of W: In Washington, and they do 
not go outside at all 


wt: BAKER of New Hampshire. They do not go outside of 


additional P- 
troller should be appointed, and in the summing up of their re- 
Seciitaiuiini tiem-endietiiany dammmuthan, ts undersigned 
spectfully propose that it is expedient— ‘i oF 
C7 . * * 7 = = 
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That the primary and final settlement of all accounts to be made in the 
Treasury Department— 

Note the language— e 

Second. That the primary and final settlemeut of all accounts to be made 
in the Treasury Department, and that the organization of that Department 
be modified so as to authorize the appoinntment of— 

1. Four additional Auditors. : 

2. One additional Comptroller. 


3 One Solicitor. 
4. That the Mint establishment be placed under the direction of the Treas- 


ury Department. 

Then they go on and define what shall be the specific duties 
of theseseveral Auditors, Their recommendations were carried 
into law by the act of March 3, 1817, and this act cularly 
defines the duties of the Auditors, so that the objection that was 
made in the report of this committee is incomprehensible; that 
we can not determine the functions of the several Auditors is en- 
tirely incorrect, because they are ifically defined by statute. 

Then the commission go on still further and emphasize what 
they have said, in conclusion, in this way: 

With this organization of the Departments the check contemplated by 
the revision of the Comptroller will be as effectual as it canbe made. Money 
will then be paid in ail the Departments upon the settlement of an Auditor, 
only after it has been revised and approved by a Comptroller. 

And in order to assist the Comptroller in the more efficient 
performance of all his functions, he was authorized by the act 
of May 15, 1820, to issue warrants of distress for the collection 
of any balances which might be due the Government. By the 
act of March 3, 1817, the office of accountants in the War and 
Navy Departments was abolished, and the appointment of an 
additional Comptroller and four Auditors was authorized. It 
was evidently the intent of the framers of the act of 1817 to es- 
tablish a tribunal for the settlement and adjustment of accounts 
against the Government that should be wholly independent of 
the control and revision of the Departments by which the public 
ex itures and liabilities were incurred. That is, they pro- 
vided that the original system, in all its clearness and simplic- 
ity.should be again the policy and purpose of the Government. 

It surely is an anomaly that after this lapse of time the rea- 
sons which influenced that committee to recommend the estab- 
lishmentof the office known as the Second Comptroller are prac- 
tically the reasons which this commission urge for its abolition. 
The one is plain and clear; the other, I must confess, seems to 
me to lack merit in almost every particular. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I would like to ask the 
gentleman one single question, if he will yield. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Certainly. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolima. Do you not think the 
plan proposed = this commission will unify and simplify toa 
greater extent the fiscal affairs of the Government by putting 
them in one office, and attending to the business more directly 
than has been done under the old plan? That is, that the plan 
of disbursing the money will be more completely unified and 
simplified? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. No, sir; the only way that 
the fiscal affairs of the Government (that is, the examination 
and settlement of the accounts of the Government) can be made 
uniform, clear, simple, and precise, is by putting them in the 
first instance, as nearly ail the public men of the country have 
heretofore recommended, where all of them can be directly ex- 
amined and settled, and when fimally adjusted under an officer 
with whom all the bookkeeping and all the files of the Depart- 
that was the original Hamiltonian 
system, which vested such functions as was provided by the re- 

of the committee from which I have read extracts and un- 
er the act of 1817 in the Auditors and Comptrollers of the 
Department, where they continued up to 1867 substan- 


Me. TALBERT of South Carolina. My idea was that the 

matter had become so complicated as the Government had 

, that the object of the commission was to more com- 
Rretely unify the fiscal affairs of the Government. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The proper way to havea 
simplified and unified system would seem to be to aboligh what 
isknownas the administrativeaudits, which are continued by this 
committee. If had commenced at this end instead of the 
other they certainly would have been in line with the policy of 
pibagectsent Mbanh Miate hee gooped. ta. ao to.cpeak, ont 
a nt re in, so tos ‘ 
taken to itself authority, and then I think they would have had 


te 
™ of i y or in- 
ym ALBERT of South Carolina. I merely asked for i 
formation. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman—— 
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Hamphire whether he is not creating an erroneous impression 
by the manner in which he was discussing the Register of the 
Treasury as that officer affects the accuracy of accounts. As | 
understand the matter, the Register simply records what the 
others have done; he has no revisional power whatever and no 
corrective power. He simply keeps the records of what the 
others have done, so that he adds nothing in the way of secur- 
ing accuracy or certainty in the settlement of accounts. 

Mr. BAKER oi New Hampshire. I have not in any of my 
remarks stated that which the remarks of the gentleman would 
seem toimply. In no form or manner have I said or implied 
that the Register of the Treasury has anything to do with tho 
examination of accounts. I simply state that it is the proper 
function of the Register when the accounts have been finally 
examined and are sent to him with the statement, that from the 
statement he keeps the books of accounts of the Government, 
that he is its official bookkeeper, and that he is the proper cus- 
todian of the files. 

That is under the old system. But under theact of 1817 when 
these new Auditors were authorized, the Second, Third, and 
Fourth Auditors wereauthorized tokeep their own booksand their 
own files. Theother Auditors kept their files with the Register 
as before,and he kept their books. That is, all the military and 
naval affairsof the Government had one systemof bookkeeping 
and one system of file-keeping, while the civil functions ol the 
Government had another system. That was the first separation 
from the Register’s Office of the files of the Government which 
had heretofore been kept with him. And right at this point, 
Mr. Chairman, perhaps | might as well argue in relation to what 
this bill provides so that the matter may be consecutive in its 

resentation. If this bill should become a law then the files will 
taken away from the Register, and each of the Auditors will 
become his own file-keeper, and a division in the office of the 
Secretary of the Treasury will become the official bookkeeper 
of the Government instead of the Register. Now, what would 
be the result of that? The result would be that if one wished 
to follow up a series of accounts he would find that from the 
beginning of the Government upto 1817 he would have to examine 
the books and the files of the Register’s office. 

Tf it was a military or a naval account, from 1817 to the pas- 
sage of the proposed act he would find it in the office of the Third 
Auditor, or the Second pr the Fourth Auditor, or with the Reg- 
ister if it was a civil account. And from the time that this bill 
becomes the law he would have to go for a civil account to the 
files rooms of the several Auditors, and the accounts would be 
scattered in all those several bureaus. Now, to my apprehen- 
sion the proper way of disposing of the bookkeeping and the 
files of the Treasury Department would be this: To make the 
Register the official bookkeeper of the whole Department, and 
the custodian of the files of stated and settled accounts for a 
period of five years in the Department buildings, and then at 
the end of that period, year by year, transfer all accounts more 
than five years old to the hall of records, for the building of 
which a bill is pending in this House. The hal! of records 
should be under the control of the Register. Then there would 
be unity in all the files of the Government, and if he kept the 
books there would be unity in all the national financial records. 

After the passage of the act of 1817 there was substantially no 
change until the establishment of an Auditor for the Post-Office 
Department, and then for the first time came into the system 
the anomaly which this commission proposes to make universal, 
viz, that there shall be but one examination of accounts, At- 
tached to that bill there was a provision that any person feeling 
aggrieved could appeal to the First Comptroller within a period 
of twelve months. That system has been incorporated in this 
bill. Let us pause here for a moment to consider whether or 
not this modification which was brought into our system of ac- 
counting has worked well in the affairs of the Government. If 
it has worked well, it is perhaps worth while to try it in a gen- 
era! way, at least for the time being. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Certainly. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do not know thatI understand the gent’e- 
man correctly, but I understood him to say that this bill re- 

ed the provision of law which gives the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral the right of a peal from the decision of the Sixth Auditor. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. If you will examine your 
er you will find that that provision of law is specifically re- 
pealed. : 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly; buta general provision is incor- 
porated in the bill which gives to the head of any Department 
the right to secure within twelve months a revision of the Au- 


_TheCHAIRMAN. Doesthe gentlemanfrom New Hampshire | ditor’s decision. The gentleman perhaps overlooked that fea- 


from Iowa? 


yield to the 
of New Hampshire. Certainly. 


Mr. B 


Mr, HEPBURN I want to ask the gentleman from New 


ture of the bill. . 
Mr. RAY. Does apive the claimant the same right? 
Mr. DOCKERY. Yes. It gives the right to the head of the 
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Department, to the claimant, to the Comptroller, and to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I will come to that ques- 
tion of appeal later. Meanwhile I proposes to consider briefly 
whether this method of having a single examination has worked 
well in practice. It was stated by the gentleman from Maine 
who preceded me [Mr. DINGLEY] that the accounts in the Post- 
Ofice Department were substantially up to date, but he finally 
made an exception of the money-order accounts. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The money-order accounts are more than 
two years in arrears. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. It was my good fortune to 
call upon the Sixth Auditor a little while ago to ask whether 
the balance which a deposed postmaster claimed was due him 
could not be remitted to him. The balance on his post-office ac- 
count was admitted, amounting to several hundred dollars. 

I said, ‘‘ Why not remit it to him at once?” The reply was, 
‘* But we do not know how his money-order account is.” ‘‘ How 
long will it be before the money-order account can be settled?” 
I was answered, ‘‘ We are about three years in arrears.” 

Now, that was the condition of the accounts there. Why are 
the money-order accounts in arrears? Simply because the sev- 
eral Auditors of the Post-Office Department have taken their 
clerks and put them upon another branch of business in order 
that they may keep that ups and they allow this money-order 
branch to go untouched, while if a fair distribution were made 
all the accounts would be but a year and a half behind. That is 
the reason 

Now, in January, 1886, the House of Representatives adopted 
a resolution calling upon the Register of the Treasury and the 
Sixth Auditor of the Treasury for a report or statement of all 
the balances due to and from the United States, as shown by the 
books of the offices of the Register and Sixth Auditor, from June 
30, 1789, to June 30, 1885, 

The Register furnished that report very promptly; and it is 
published as an executive document. But what did the Sixth 
Auditor say? The Sixth Auditor, Mr. McConville, reported in 
this form: 


I have the honor to inform you that it will probably require the entire 
services of twenty-five clerks four years to prepare the statement required 
by the terms of the resolution from this office. 


Now, really, that is quite refreshing when we remember that 
the period of time which he was to report upon was only about 
one-half of that which the Register was required to include in 
his report. The Register made his report promptly, while this 
Sixth Auditor of the Treasury, this boasted ‘ single-examina- 
tion” officer of the committee, said that it would take twenty- 
five clerks four years to make up a ee for half the time cov- 
ered by the report of the Register. I hope the committee will 
ponder over that fact. 

Again, what has been the accuracy, what has been the condi- 
tion as to frauds, in the Sixth Auditor’s Office? When the pre- 
ceding bill was under consideration in this House on the 9th of 
March last, the gentleman from Missouri |[Mr. DoCKERY] him- 
self gave us a little information on that point. He spoke of the 
disbursing clerk, Ewing; he spoke of the Howgate frauds; he 
spoke of the star-route frauds, etc. Now, let us see what con- 
siderations those several frauds suggest in connection with this 
very office. 

It should not be forgotten that this famous star-route scandal 
was located in a Department where the accounts are settled by 
an Auditor without revision by a Comptroller, and that the great 
loss to the Government in that case would have defrayed the 
cost of the revision of all the Post-Office accounts for half a cen- 
tury. 
Sknoe that time, since those very frauds, the Sixth Auditor 
has established within his own office a division of review, thereby 
admitting that his single examination was not sufficient; that 
in justice to the Government there should not be merely a ~— 
examination. The same necessity has been recognized b e 
committee in framing the present bill in relation toa large 
class of eases, because, they say in section 12, that claims pre- 
sented to an Auditor which have not had an administrative ex- 
amination—an examination which they surely never ought to 
have—the Auditor shall cause them to be examined by two of 
his subordinates independently of each other. And there was 
the Ewing defalcation and the Burnside defalcation—all in this 
one office of the Sixth Auditor of the Treasury. If any member 
of this committee or any member cyuapetiniaiads with this com- 
mittee can show me where there has been an equivalent amount 
of fraud under any officer where there has been a revision by the 
Comptroller, I will yield him time to do it now. 

But that is not all. There wasa gentlemanemployed as Fifth 
Auditor of the Treasury at the time these star-route scandals 
took place who had previously served in this House with honor 
and distinction. His integrity and capacity were unquestioned. 


I refer to Hon. Jacob H. Ela, of New Hampshire, who had 
for several years represented the district now represented by 
‘ny honored colleague [Mr. BLAIR]; and President Garfield se- 
lected him from all the accounting officers of the Government 
to take the place of the Sixth Auditor of the Treasury, whom 
he saw fit to displace; and he was speedily confirmed by the 
Senate and took charge of that office. Later, being called upon 
by the First Comptroller, he stated his views in regard to this 
double accounting, or the necessity for the revision of the ac- 
— of his office by a Comptroller. I ask that his letter be 
read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE AUDITOR OF THE TREASURY 
FOR THE Post-Orffrice DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., May 8, 1884. 

Sire: In answer to your inquiry as to ‘whether it is advisable to appl 
the Treasury system of adjusting accounts to the accounts of the Post-Of- 
fice Department,”’ I have the honor to inform you that I favor the policy of 
having all accounts reviewed by a Comptroller after passing an Auditor 
whenever they shall be reduced to the lowest practicable number. Atthe 
present time four-fifths of the accounts of postmasters are such that they 
could be dispensed with by causing the money-order offices to disburse such 
payments as become necessary and furnish such stamps as may be required 
at the smaller offices. 

This office now follows the Treasury system so far as its limited clerical 
force will allow. All postmasters’ accounts are passed upon by two sepa- 
rate divisions, and other accounts which pass but one division, are over- 
looked a secund time by different clerks. The aim is to review every ac- 
count as a check against fraud and to correct errors. 

The above statement inregard to postmasters’ accounts applies with equal 
force to accounts for the transportation of the mails. Mailand special mail 
messengers could be os by the postmasters at money-order offices, and 
their receipts handled as vouchers in the quarterly returns of such post- 
masters, instead of, as at present being settled by statement of account and 
paid by warrant. ‘There is legislation to effect this change pending at this 
time. Whenever these changes, with a few others, are made it will become 
more practicable and necessary that all accounts should pass the review of 
a Comptroller. 

Respectfully, 
J.H. ELA, Auditor. 

Hon. WILLIAM LAWRENCE, 

First Comptroller, Treasury Department. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. There, Mr. Chairman, is 
testimony from the Sixth Auditor himself, who was selected 
especially in a time of emergency and who continued in the 
office until his death. If the committee can in any way diminish 
the force of that testimony and that proof, I can not compre- 
hend how it can be done. 

The House yesterday at my request printed in full inthe REc- 
ORD the report of Secretary Woodbury in 1834 in response to 
the Senate resolution of 1832. I hope gentlemen of the House 
will read that report in full. Butitis so important that I can 
not help asking the attention of the committee to a few of its 
provisions. The regolution itself is broad and specific on this 
point of accounting. Mr. Woodbury says in reply: 

While seeking to enforce the designs of Congress on the particular sub- 
jects enumerated, it will be presumed that no alterations were probably 
wished which, in their general operations, would lessen any of the useful 
checks now exis , to prevent errors in the Treasury, either accidental or 
designed, and to guard against losses to the public, or misapplication of 
money by departures from specific appropriations, or which would dimin- 
ish the means of furnishing promptly to Congress and the public desirable 
information as to the receipts and expenditures, and of averting delays in 
the collections or settlement of the extensive moneyed concerns of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Again he says: 


The details under these divisions wiil be m ost natural by beginning with 
the Auditors, who hear and decide for the claims and evidence of individuals 
against the Government, and with the Comptrollers, who reéxamine and con- 
trol the hearing and decision of the Auditors. In these respects these two 
classes of officers are judicial. 

Afterwards weshail proceed to the Register, whose office was created for 
the parecns of recording the decisions or judgments of both, preserving the 
evidence and vouchers. 


That is exactly the claim I have made all > that the Reg- 
ister—and I ask the attention of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HEPBURN] to that point, and I wish the committee also to note 
that it was under this report that the office of Commissioner of 
Customs was established. He says of the Auditor under this 
provision: 

The present five Auditors are bably numerous enough for all fiscal pur- 
yoesa; but their respective titles by aumbera, and the Tananer of assi y 

uties to them, are not ies hh all cases, to make those duties we 


understood by the public, or to be from complexity, and an inappropri- 
ate mixture in one u of subjects totally 2. 


And right here is where this committee has secured its policy, 


and pu in — to the assignmentof duties to the Audi- 
tors. ey went back to this old report of Secretary Wood- 
bury in order to turn out some kind of a question about the Audi- 


tors, and mixed them up so that no one who is familiar with the 
present duties of the organization could tell one baby from the 
other; and I repeat that right in this old report of 1834 is where 
the experts, who seem to have guided this committee, have got- 
ten their fundamental idea, and it isan idea which was not ap- 
roved by Congress then, and I can not believe will be approved 
Congress now 
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Then again he says: 

It seems required, by a due regard to system, ee: and proper ac- 
countability, that neither those empowered by law to decide on the neces- 
sity of certain services and purchases nor those who make the purchases 
and contracts should also adjust the accounts rendered for them; but that 
the Auditors themselves, whether theclaims originate under authorityof the 
heads of bureaus or of Departments. should have the exclusive power, in the 
first instance, to judge of the reasonableness and justamount due, looking to 
all theevidencein the case. and to the laws and tixed prospective regulations 
thatapply toit. Their decisions will then passin review before the Comp- 
troller, imposing on him the same guides, and afterwards be subject to an 
appeal when they differ in opinion, and only then, to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in all cases not arising under his own orders. 

And here Secretary Woodbury emphasizes that it was a proper 
thing that the accounts should first of all go to the Auditor, 
and secondly that no administrative officer who authorized the 
expenditure of money should also audit the vouchers which 
show that expenditure. He says: 

It is proposed to continue to devolve on the office of Comptroller all the 
duties originally contemplated for it, but to relieve it from those not ap- 
propriately connected with the functions of comptrolling. 

Now, after a hundred years of successful accounting by Comp- 
trollers this committee, which claims that it was appointed 
under a recommendation of Secretary Foster, made in 182, 
comes in with a report and a bill contrary to every recommen- 
dation which was ever made in this country before, and | chal- 
lenge any member of the committee to show one single, solitary 
instance in all the history of the Government where any legis- 
lative committee, any committee of the House or the Senate, or 
pe raph nes of the Treasury, or any committee authorized by 
either of them, has ever reported that it was advisable to do 
away with the Comptrollers of the Treasury. It is an innova- 
tion, and an innovation not justified by the facts. It is purelya 
matter of fancy. : 

Now, the committee speak about the Register. In this report, 
to which 1 have already referred, we find it stated: 


In the arrangements of this office, no change is contemplated, except that 
all the papers connected with the office of Second Comptroller, and now de- 
posited with the Second, Third, and Fourth Auditors, should, after a certain 
oo has elapsed, sufficient to dispense with frequent references to them, 

placed where they appropriately belong, and where the original design 
of this office required, in the charge and under the responsibility of the 
Register. 


There is exactly the claim that I have made, and Secretary 
Woodbury says in this report that he commends it for its sim- 
plicity and correctness. Again he says: 

Effectual checks against overdrafts, or misapplications, exist in the Comp- 
troller’s Office. 

And again: 


Notwithstanding the numerous forms and obstacles which now exist to 
prevent the smallest sum from being taken out of the Treasury without the 
previous authority of Congress, the Treasurer being now charged on the 
— records and under his own written acknowledgment with every dol- 

ar that goes into the Treasury, and can not be discharged from asinzle dol- 
lar of it except by those records and a written direction obeyed by him in 
the form of an order or warrant for payment, signed and verified by three 
other distinct officers showing the money to be wanted to meet some ap- 
propriation made by Congress itself; yet itis possible that a combination 
among all these officers, or%n accident escaping the vigilance of all, might 
ape to an improper withdrawal from the Treasury of some partof the pub- 

c money. 


When all of those officers united in making a statement and 
adjudication, after a careful examination of all the vouchers and 
all the authorities known to them, Secretary Woodbury admits 
the possibility of fraud or the possibility of error. What would 
he have said if he could have been met by this report, which 
progcees to take away one-half of all those safeguards of the 

reasury? And why? Simply because somebody claims that it 
would be a little more economical or that somebody’s accounts 
have been delayed for a few months. 

Now, I make this statement in the presence of the committee 
and the House, that if anybody’s accounts have been delayed in 
the Auditor's offices or the Comptroller’s offices of the Treasury 
beyond one year at any time, that the man himself who rendered 
the account has been more to blame than the accounting officers 
of the Treasury, and that in truth and in fact he has been called 
upon for some kind of evidence or some kind of information and 
has failed to furnish it. 

In this connection also, Hon. James Guthrie, Secretary of the 
Treasury, in his annual report of December 3, 1855, said: 


To constitute a g.od Auditor and a good Comptroller requires legal abil- 
ity ofa high order, a special knowledge of our fiscal and disbursement laws 
and re tions, coupled with unaba' industry, unbending integrity, and 
promptitude of decision; and scarcely less can be required of the account- 
ants in their offices. The Auditors and Comptrollers and the accountants 
under them, constitute the safeguard of the national Treasury, and have to 
withstand the whole army of claimants and their interested clamor. I[t is 
submitted, with their increased business and the change in the value of 
—si that the Auditors and Comptrollers do not receive an adequate com- 


yeeee on for the h qualifications they ought to possess, and the onerous 
uties they have Nay hang = 
The of accounting at the Treasury is easy of comprehension, and 


all the of the Government without inconvenience and to the 
greater security of the National Treasury and national domain. * * * It 
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is believed that the action of two Departments should be required, as in the 
| Treasury, in all cases where the National ‘'reasury or public domain is to 
be reached or to be affected, and that no accounts, however created, should 
| escape the usual and customary examination and reéxamination. 


Me. Chairman, I notice that my time is rapidly dis.ppearing. 

I have here various extracts from the reports of Judge Law- 
| Fence, who was Comptroller of the Treasury, and I ask that 

they may be printed as a part of my remarks, and that the 
Poland report of February 16, 1869, be also printed as a part of 
my remarks. 

The documents are as follows: 

Judge William Lawrence, in volume 4 of his decisions, page 
20 of the introduction, says: 


The revision by a Comptroller of all accounts examined and adjusted by 
Auditors is certainly a great safeguard in the system of accounting 
accounts examined and settled by the [Sixth] Auditor of the Treasury for 
the Post-Office Department are not subject to such revision, except on ap- 
— (Revised Statutes, 270); in which respect the accounting system of the 

asury Department for the Post-Office Department is anomalous (Mc- 
Knight's case, 13 Court of Claims, 303). If these accounts had been subject 
tosuch revisionin the usual mode, it may well be doubted whether payments 
of large amounts of money which were made for a time under the so-called 
“star-route contracts,’’ upon the construction given, however honestly to 
the statute regulating “ increased’ and “ expedited" mail service, could 
ever have been made. 


o - 


Lawrence, page 24: 


The necessity of establishing a system of revision of the audit of posta- 
accounts, in accordance with the lawsand regulations which control the ad 
justment of all other accounts, is conceded. 


Lawrence, page 26: 


It must be manifest that the Comptrollers exercise a jurisdiction which, 
as to the number of cases, the amount of money involved, and the number 
of persons interested, is much greater in extent than that ofany one court of 
the United States, in factthan that of many of the courtscombined. It must 
be apparent also that as many difficult and important questions of law re- 
ceive the consideration and decision of Comptrollers as can possibly arise 
in the highest court of any State, or in courts of extensive jurisdiction of the 
United States. 

The Comptrollers are required to give construction to every act of Con- 
gress under which money can be paid from the Treasury. 


ADJUSTMENT AND SETTLEMENT OF ACCOUNTS AGAINST THE GOVERNMENT. 


February 16, #639.—Ordered to be printed and recommitted to the Committee 
on the Revision of the Laws. 


Mr. Poland, from the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, made the 
following report: 

The Committee on the Revision of the Laws, to whom was referred a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War in relation to payments made by 
that a under the provisions of an act passed March 30, 1868, and 
suggesting that said act be repealed or modified, have had the same under 
consideration, and report thereon as follows: 

By the act of March 3. 1817, the offices of accountants in the War and Navy 
rae yp ee were abolished, and it was provided that thereafter “all claims 
and demands whatever by the United States or against them, and all ac- 
counts whatever in which the United States are concerned, either as debt- 
ors or creditors, shall be settled and adjusted in the Treasury Depart- 
ment.” 

This act provided for the appointment of an additional comptroller and 
four auditors, making in all two comptrollers and five auditors, and entire 
and complete jurisdiction over the settiement and aijustment of all the 
claims and demands above mentioned was vested in these officers. 

This system of settling public accounts has been in operation from 1817 
to the present time. 

The act provided for no appeal to, or revision by, the Secretary of the 
Treasury, or the head of any Department in which the claim originated, 
and it is evident from the language used that the final decision by these 
officers was to be conclusive, except by a resort to Congress or the courts. 

The committee are satisfied that it was the intention of the framers of the 
act of 1817 to establish a tribunal for the settlement and adjustment of ac- 
counts against the Government that should be wholly independent of, and 
in no way subject to, control or revision py, those Departments or officers 
by whom the public expenditures and liabilities are incurred. 

The special provisions of many subsequent acts show that such was the 
understanding of Congress. The leading principle upon which this system 
of accounting and adjustment was established appears to have been that all 
accounts involving the expenditure and disbursement of public moneys 
should be settled and adjusted by officers holding under appointments in- 
dependent of the heads of Departments, and who themselves had nothing 
to do with the disbursements. In short, they designed to prevent officers 
who made or directed the expenditure from having any voice or influence 
in judging of the legality or rightfulness of it, and such check was neces- 
sary to insure a judicious and honest expenditure of the public funds. 

As a general rule, this interpretation of the act of 1817 has prevailed ever 
since its passage. We do not tind thatit hasever been questioned by any- 
body except the War Department. There has been an occasional restive- 
ness in that Department at being sub/ected to the decision of these account- 
= officers upon accounts arising in the Quartermaster-General's Office. 

8 early as 1823 the question was raised as to the conclusiveness of an ad- 
judication by the accounting officers of the Treasury Department upon an 
account arising in the Quartermaster’s Department. and the question was 
referred to Mr. Wirt, then Attorney-General. The whole subject was fully 
and exhaustively considered by him in an elaborate opinion, and the conclu- 
sion reached that the adjudication of claims by the accounting officers of 
the Treasury was final and conclusive, and binding upon all the Executive 
Departments of the Government. 

oe subsequent opinions of Mr. Wirt the same views were reit- 
erated. 

During the Attorney-Generalship of Mr. Berrien the same question was 
again started, whether the decision of the accounting officers was binding 
= claims “ets in the Quartermaster’s Department. 

r. Berrien took a different view of the subject from Mr. Wirt, and held 
that such adjudications were not conclusive, but that they might be re- 
opened and revised by the Secretary of War. Subsequent Attorneys-General 
have had occasion to give opinions on the same subject. 

The late Chief Justice Taney and Mr. Crittenden concurred in the views 
expressed by Mr. Wirt, while others took the same ground with Mr. Berrien. 

he view of Mr. Berrien and those who have agreed with him were based 
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y upon the relative rank and position of those accounting officers with 
head of a Department, and the that the head ofa 
partment should be bound by the decision of a s inate, and especially 
f subordinate in another Department. It was also urged that, as it was the 
duty of the head of the Department to issue his warrant or requisition for 
the money found due, he must, therefore, have the power to examine and 
Satisfy himself that the money is justly due, otherwise he is reduced to a 
zoere machine. This line of argument seems to the committee wholly in- 
conclusive and unsound. Conaress may by law devolve such powers and 
Cuties as they choose upon public officers of any rank, and when they have 
dione so, Without giving either expressly or by implication a power of revi- 
sion or control to another, their action is as conclusive upon those above as 
those below them in dignity of position. It is the command of the law, not 
the command of an inferior officer, which the sw ior is bound to oer. 
The decision of the most inferior magistrate, within his jurisdiction, is 
binding upon the highest officers and tribunals in the land, unless the law 
gives them power to revise and control his decision. 

It appears to the committee that this assumption of power in the head of 
the War or any other Department to set aside and change the findings of 
the accounting officers of the Government is at war with the whole princi- 
= upon which the system is based; that the allowance and settlement of 

disbursement of all public funds should be vested wholly in a set of offi- 
cers other and different from those who made the expenditure. If their al- 
lowances and settlements can be set aside and changed by the head of the 
Department under whose direction the money was paid, or the claim ac- 
crued, then the whole system of checks to improper expenditure, which it 
was supposed had been established, falls to the ground. 

Aside from this consideration, the committee believe that the just rights 
of the Government itself, as well as the rights of claimants the Gov- 
arnment, are much more likely to be preserved, by being subject to the ex- 
amination and adjudication of experienced men accustomed to oxemnising 
accounts and weighing evidence, than they would be if subject to revisal an 
reversal by the action of subordinates in another Department, selected with 
no view to qualifications of this ¢ ‘ 

Notwithstanding the diversity of above allnded as to the con- 
clusive quality of the adjustments made by the Auditors Comptrol! 
in the Treasury, they were generally acquiesced in, andmo very serious ques- 
tion of jurisdiction arose until within the last two or three years. The late 
war mado the expenditures in the Quartermaster’s ment many times 
greater than ever before, and of courseas variable in ame 
were large inamount. It then to be a ae in that - 
ment that claims arising thereunder should be in that 
and that they were not bound by the decisions of the accounting officers 
the Government, The number of cases involved in this controversy was so 
great that the matter was brought to the attention of Congress, and after 
a very fulland careful consideration of the subject it resulted in the pass- 
Pee of the act of March 30, 1868. 

The committee do not regard that actas having added at all to the con- 
clusiveness of the decisions made the accounting officers of the 
beyond whatit was under theact of 1817. Theo substantial cha m 
by that act was the power given to the ofa * doubting 
sngecotnate: of any balance a AN him by such officers to yen t for 

xamination with anyevidence ey RS subject. 
it ts omens in the letter of the Secretary that his 
barrassed in asking for ay:propriations by reason of their wantof 
of the nmounts needed for the of : 


‘the claimants, whose 

funds. 

om = accounting officers in ee 
tween 

28 to the allowance of a claim, the claimant 

Claims for the balance or the whole of 
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hof the act of July 17%, 
with the vouchers necessary to the correct 
thereof should be rendered en ee 
Treasury," and provided that all such and 
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after be sent to the bureau to which they pertain, and, after examination 
there, passed to the proper eee of the Treasury for settlement. 

On July 15, 1870, Congress provided in section 15 of the navy appropriation 
act, that the joint resolution of March 2, 1867, should not be construed to a: 
to disbursing officers of the Navy, but that such officers should render their 
accounts as the same were rendered before the passage of said resolution. 

Upon the revision of the statutes the provisions of law then in force from 
the above-mentioned statutes were embodied in section 3622 of the Revised 
Statutes, where they may now be found. 

It thus appears that from July 17, 1862, to March 2, 1867, a period of nearly 
five years, covering the greater portion of the war of the rebellion, there was 
no statute requiring administrative action by the War and Navy Depart- 
ments upon the accounts of military or naval oflicers, although, owing to 
the vast operations of the armies in the field and the great number of inex- 
perienced disbursing officers on duty in the military and naval service of 
the Government, there would naturally seem to have been greater need 
during those five years for such direction than during any other period in 
our tory. It also appears from an examination of the above-mentioned 
Statutes that on July 15, 1870, nearly twenty-four years ago, OC Ss 
dtrected in express terms that the joint resolution of March 2, 1867, which, 
after an interval of five years, made administrative action by the Navy De- 
pertnens upon the accounts of disbursing officers of the Navy again possi- 

, Should not apply to disbursing officers of the Navy, but that such offi- 
cers should render ir accounts direct to the proper accounting officer of 
the Treasury; thatis, to the Fourth Auditor, thus entirely dispensing with 

trative action so far as naval accounts are concerned. 

And it does not appear that the pending bill ‘‘to improve the methods of 
accoun in the artment of the Treasury, and for other purposes,” or 
any other bill anywhere provided for any’administrative action upon the 
accounts of the disbursing officers of the Navy, notwithstanding the fact 
that the Joint Commission of Congress to Inquire into the Status of Laws 
Organizing the Executive Departments and their three experts lay great 
Stress upon administrative action upon accounts by the Executive art- 
ment in which the accounts accrue. And it does not appear that there is 
any statutory provision declaring in what the examination or administra- 
tive action of any Executive Department shall consist. It may be much or 
it ee ee The statute simply provides that the accounts of disburs- 
ing shall be sent to the bureau to which they pertain, and, after ex- 
amination there, d to the proper accounting officer of the Treasury. 
There is no statutory provision declaring that the examination of accounts 
in the bureau to Which be of the same character as that 
by the accounting officers of the Treasury. There is nothing mandatory as 
to the character of the examination to be found in statute whatever. 
The statutes leave the character of the examination to the discretion of the 
head of the bureau or t to which the accounts pertain. The ex- 

or it may not include a verification of the mathematical cal- 
culations involved in the accounts, and it may or it may not include an ex- 
amination of the statutory provisions and executive and judicial decisions 
governing the accounts. 


And now, Mr. Chairman, I ask your attention for a moment 
or two to the report which these experts have rendered. I do 
not know who these experts are. I have tried somewhat to find 
out about them, but I can not find anybody who can give me any 
particular information concerning their qualifica or their 
oe employment, and I presume that it is my misfortune 


at Ihave not their acquaintance. But somehow or other it 
seems to me entirely appropriate that we should give quite as 
much credence fo ie ouinkoce x ve. verscns Becererare of - 
Treasury, who have t ono position, Al- 
exander Hamilton, James Gatheke, Hugh McCullech, Geo 
8. Boutwell, JonN SHERMAN, and Daniel Manning, as we should 
give to these three gentleman, who seem to have had no con- 
nection-with public affairs before they were adopted by this 
committee as their investigators. 

And right here let me say that I have«also been informed that 
these three experts are ro by this committee at a com- 

nsation which seems to be fabulous; and if I am incorrect in 
Enis I am willing here and now to be set right. Iam 
told the one receiving the least compensation gets more 
than any member of this House per annum, that the next in 
order gets more than the Speaker of the House, and that the 
other one is to have some kind of a salary sometime which will 
range between that given, under the statutes, to the Chief Jus- 
tice of the United States and the President, but just how much 
I do not know, and can not ascertain. 

Now Iam informed that they have given very little time to 
the in of the offices that they have recommended 
should be On page 9 of the report I find this: 

In the beginning of the operations of the Government, the business of the 
consisted of the examination setilement of claims. 

It would be impossible for any set of experts or men to make 
a statement containing less truth. The very statute to 
which I have referred already, speaksof the dutiesof the Comp- 
troller and the Auditor, as relating to all public accounts, and 
certainly carries on its face the truth that there can be no 
money paid out on claims until money has been audited into the 
Treasury to pay them with. And it is not true in form or sub- 
stance. again: 

The system is one of confusion, delay, and vexation, and we have 
failed to find anyone who has ever had any transactions with the Govern- 


ment, either as a claimant, as an officer of the Government, or un behalf of 
either, who has not just cause for complaint from the manner in which the 
Govern-nent audits accounts. 


Ido not believe that the experts believed that when they 
wrote it, and I ce know that they have not made any se- 
rious to find out the people who have done 
with the Treasury Department, if they desire to know to the 
contrary. 
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Again: 
The accounting department was established, as previously stated, to gov- 
ern the audit of claims. 
I have disposed of that proposition. ; 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I ask for some additional 
time. : 
Mr. DOCKERY. I yield ten minutes more to the gentleman. 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The experts say further, 
at the bottom of page 10: 


For example, figures were taken from the ledgers in the office of the Third 
Auditor in November, 1893, showing forty-eight accounts at random (those 
of pension agents being all of such), as follows: 


Number! Aggregate 


| Average Average 





Class of ac- balance due ; 
counts. hUmited States, balance. bond. 
‘ ue ee oe ne a 
Pension agents (includes & | 
two late agents) ......... 20 $63, 955, 892. 98 | $3,197, 794 07 | $112, 500. 00 
Commissary Department. il 1, 488, 410. 25 | 138, 855. 48 15, 636. 36 
Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ates ere 9 525, 029. 24 58, 386. 47 22,777.77 
Bagineers .....-.....- i 8 4, 215, 131. 84 526, 891.48 | No bonds. 








I will omit the reading of the other clauses, which I have 
specified here. Now, these experts are not fit to be called ex- 
perts unless they knew, at the time they put this statement in 
their report, that there were on file then in the Auditor's and 
Comptroller's offices vouchers substantially covering every dol- 
lar of that balance; and if they did so know and did not state it, 
they attempted to mislead the committee and this House. 

Again, these experts, if they know their business, know that 
it is pony ge a for a single pension agent to draw money sent 
to him for disbursement except upon a check, which check has 
@ number, and which must be used for the Hand ey 
it was drawn, and which can not be made payable to himself. 
Under all these circumstances it is impossible, they being 
bonded officers, whatever the fund may be and whatever the 
balance may be, that there should be fraud or a responsibility 
resting in these men which could harm the Government as the 
experts undertake to show. The same would apply to all of 
these accounts. 

Advances are continually made to these officers irrespective of a large 
balance charged against them. : 

The experts, if they have examined into the system of the 
Treasury Department, know that that is incorrect. They know 
that the a is not advanced to these officers until there is a 
statement in the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury, if he 
does his duty, which shows just exactly the amount covered by 
the unexamined vouchers in the hands of the Auditor and Comp- 
troller, but not formally audited. Being bonded officers, there 
is no — a of their falsifying their vouchers or statements, 
and of course the official report of the vouchers on file is correct. 

ain, the time elapsing after the time of rendering of the account to the 
Auditor, etc. 

I have already disposed of thatin relation to the Auditor for 
the Post-Office Department. 

Again they say: 

The clerk in his department would 


for which 


ore all the decisions or work of the 


Auditor, making his own findings, which, being confirmed by the Comp- 
troller, would make the decisions thereon final and conciusive, and the re- 
sult or settlement would the disbursing officer’s ac- 


then be entered upon 
t; thus the result of the audit is the fi of the Comptroiler alone, 
is In no way dependent upon any work done in the Auditor's office. 
If the experts know anything about the work of the Comptroller, 
they know that he never takes up an account originally, except 
when he sends it to the Auditor with the request that it be ex- 
amined by him promptly. That is the only way in which he has 
the authority and the right to order or an original exami- 
_ . The experts know well, if they are experts, that the 
— always acts upon the statement of the account from 
the Auditor; and the only way to change that is to change the 
balance that the Auditor ound; and therefore it is not true 
in any sense of the word that the Comptroller acts independently 
of the auditor. 
Just a word concerning what my friend from Maine said with 
regard to the possibility of triplicate and quadruplicate exam- 
inations. The claim is that in rendering his account the dis- 
bursing officer makes an tion of it. I can not compre- 
hend how any man can believe that when an officer of the Gov- 
ernment states his own account with the Government, asking 
the Government to allow him for the payments he claims to have 
made, that that statement constitutes an examination of an ac- 


count, Such a claim is certainly some new in accounting 


no sensible man can sustain it. That being rejected there 
nothing left of the quadru examinations. The tripli- 
cate examinations s be done away with, not by commenc- 
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ing with the Comptroller as this committee has done, but by 
striking down and taking away the administrative examination 
in accordance with the principle which has been maintained in 
this Government during more than half of its existence and 
which was in accord with the best principle of accounting known 
in our history. 





My time will not permit me to go further intoan examination 
of these various questions, but | could point out for the next 
hour, in the report of these experts and in the report of the com- 
mission, misled by the experts, statements which are 1s in- 
correct as any of those which 1 have cited. One po re. 
This commission states that in the examination by the various 


Compirollers there is very little change made in the | Ss. 


1878- i rs 
an officer of the Govern- 
ment claimed that he had disbursed $20,000 on behalfof the Gov- 
ernment on account of an Indian fund. His name was Charl 
Birkett. He was an Indian agent and Congress was induced to 
make an appropriation to pay the money. Theitem passed the 
examination of the committees of this House, it passed this 
House, it passed the Committees of the Senate, it passed the 
Senate, and it was approved by the President. Then the 
Auditor stated the account and it went to the Second Comp- 
troller, who refused to approve it. Then the matter being: 
ferred to Congress again, the previous act was repealed. He 
went tothe Courtof Claims and the Court of Claims dismissed 
his petition. There in one lump was the sum of 330,000 saved 
to the Government. 
At another time Congress passed an act granting extra pay to 
various persons. One of these men came in and had his account 
adjusted within a very short time after the passage of the act. 
In the course of a couple of years he came again, and claimed ex- 
actly the same pay, and the Auditor stated his account, and it 
assed down to the Comptroller, and the Comptroller disallowed 
ft. And, Mr. Chairman, I am told that there is now in this 


Some time in the year and I presume there are 
in the House who will remember it 


.e 
sr. 
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House a statement showing that during the present fiscal year 
there have been disallowances of an Anditor’s accounts by the 
Second Comptroller making a saving to the Government of 
nearly half a million dollars in accounts, which have come to him 
from one Auditor alone, and I ask the committee to present that 
statement to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from New Hampshireasks 
unanimous consent to print certain papers referred to by him in 
the course of his remarks. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, [have not enjoyed the priv- 
ilege of hearing all the remarks of the gentleman from New 
Hampshire, but I understand that*he raised some questions of 
fact in regard to the report of the commission. I want to say, 
in relation to each and every item of that report, that it hus 
been and can be verified by the Joint Commission. We stand 
by every wordofit. Now, Mr. Chairman, if opportunity offers, 
I desire to say a few words on the bill myself, but meanwhile I 
yield ten minutes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cum- 
MINGS}, 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, some years ago, while a 
newspaper correspondent, I was sent up into Connecticut to write 
up the abandoned farms in that State. While in the town of 
thany, 12 miles from New Haven, I found an abandoned farm 
with a tumble-down farmhouse, stairways in ruins, pigsties and 
hencoops gone to rot, everything decayed or decaying. In the 
garret of that old farmhouse, against an old tumbling brick 
chimney, I found a wooden shoebox full of curiosities. There 
was an old coffin handbillof Jackson's time. Another wasacol- 
lection of political documents used in the campaign of 1840. But 
the most interesting of all to me was a set of account books kept 
by a county storekeeper in the year 1810. A round mark oppo- 
site a customer’s name meant that be owed for a cheese. 
round mark with a dot in the middle was evidence that he had 
bought a grindstone on tick. 

I venture to say that if Field, Leiter & Co., Jordan, Marsh & 
Co., or A. T. Stewart & Co. had adopted that system of book- 
keeping and attempted to carry on their business without a 
radical change, they would have found themselves very much in 
the condition of the Government of the United States, which 
hasbeen for one hundred years attempting to do its business upon 
&@ system of accounting invented or arranged by Alexander Ham- 
ilton and others. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there seems to be a lack of information 
in this House as to the work of this Joint Commission. In the 
same way that I investigated the question of abandoned farms 
in Connecticut, I have been looking into the work of this com- 
mission. I find that it has been in operation abouta year. It 
was established in the last days of the last session of the last 
Congress. It got to work immediately, spending weeks here in 
Washington at its own expense. 
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Its first work was to secure the services of competent experts. 
It took from six weeks to two months to find the men wanted. 
J. W. Reinhart, vice-president of the Atchison, Topeka and 
Santa Fe Railway, was finally induced to accept the position of 
chief expert to the Joint Commission with the privilege of num- 
ing his two assistants. He had made a great reputation; first, 
in devising a new system of accounting and general business 
methods for the New York Central Railway system. As vice- 
president of the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway he had 
reorganized and concentrated ite business offices and manage- 
ment. Ali were selected because of their peculiar adaptability 
to the service required. 

Its work was uadertaken systematically. First, there was pre- 
pared carefully a digest of the laws creating the different Exec- 
utive Departments, showing the authority and the functions of 
each department and each Bureau, and also the laws in relation 
to salaries and employés. 

With the digest of laws as a basisof operations, the next work 
of the commission was to secure a census of all the employés in 
the different Departments, their bureaus and divisions. It 
showed their ages, their length of service, whether they en- 
tered through the process of the civil-service law or otherwise, 
their duties, and the number of relatives of each in the Govern- 
ment service at Washington. 

This census developed interesting facts. The whole number 
of persons employed was 17,599; 8,027 of them were subject to 
competitive civil-service examination. Out of this 8,027 only 
3,265 had entered the Departments through a real examination; 
5,637 of the whole number were women; 1,802 were between the 
ages of 20 and 25; 6740f them were more than 65 years old, 6 
between 85 and 90 years, and 1 between 90 and 95 years; 2,557 
had beca in the Department service not exceeding a year; 11 of 
them had been there forty years, and one sixty years. 

The figures showed that thirty-seven husbands employed in 
the Departments eked out an existence for their families by sal- 
aries received by their wives, also in the Government service, 
with an occasional brother, sister,son, ordaughter. In onecase 
a wife, husband, two brothers, and a sister were employed: 1,306 
oes had brothers in the service; 2 had each one brother 
and three sisters employed. Another of the 1,306 had twosons 
and a brother, and another two daughters also employed. In 
another case there were two brothers, two sons, and two other 
relatives in the service. Five brothers were also employed in 
the Departments. Another clerk had three sons and two other 
relatives employed; 5,610 of the 17,599 employés had from one 
to nine relatives in office; two of these had nine relatives, each 
drawing pay from the Government. 

In its work the commission noted many errors occurring in 
the enrollmentof bills in both Houses of Congress. There were 
more of these in the Fifty-second than in any other Congress. 
The system of enrollment had come down from the First Con- 
gress. Each bill was engrossed by clerks on parchment and sub- 
mitted to the Speaker of the House, the Vice-President, and the 
President for signature. 

The commission entered into correspondence with the lead 
foreign governments and procured from themsamples and speci- 
mens of the manner of enrollment in their respective legislative 
bodies. The first measure they reported to the House and Sen- 
ate was a concurrent resolution practically oe the English 
system of engrossing and enrolling bills, 7 rinting the same 
on parchment. In England they had been doing this since 1849, 
and also in many of the State Legislatures inthis country. The 
lability to error in pene is not nearly 30 great as in rae. 

A simple but a Se er occurred in the tariff act of 1533. 
It was intended to p fruit plants on the free list. In enroll- 
ing the bill the clerk inserted acomma between fruitand plants, 
thereby placing fruit on the free list. This blunder cost the 
Government about $2,500,000 in revenue a year. 

The commission does its work systematically. Itis taking 
up the Departments one by one. The first to attract its atten- 

on was the postal service. In investigating the tal service 
it had the Postmaster-General and his several assistants in the 
room of the Committee on Appropriations until la.m. The 
experts carefully investigated the business methods of the 
Post-Office Department, and pro radical changes in the 
system and in its way of rendering its accounts. At first the 

ostmaster-General looked upon the proposed innovation 
askance. Becoming satisfied that the recommendations of the 
experts would expedite business, add greatly to the security of 
the Government, and reduce expenditures, he took an active 
interest in the matter and advocated the change himself per- 
sonally and by letter. One result of this work has been the 
discontinuance of the postal note. They found that as long as 
the money-order system was in vogue there was no necessity 
for postal notes. 

The system in vogue afforded no secure check against the 
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poceeneet who issued the money order or note. The account- 
ng officer had to depend first upon the quarterly report of the 
postmaster ae the orders for his information as to the 
amount properlychargeable. Whether the postmaster honestly 
reported it could be determined only when the money order was 
dand sentin. The experts gleaned this information in the 
ixth Auditor’s Office. They ascertained that paid money orders 
were bundled up without being checked or assorted and stored 
in a subbasement of a rented Building. They also ascertained 
that there was on deposit in the subtreasury of New York about 
$3,000,000 in excess of the current demands of the money-order 
— This large fund could be accounted for only on the 
theory that vast numbers of money orders and postal notes is- 
sued since the establishment of the system had not been pre- 
sented sor pammane. The commission wiped out the postal note 
and remedied the money-order business by an ingeniously de- 
vised system of coupons which act as an absolute check both 
upon the purchaser of the money order and upon the postmaster. 
Aside from this, the bill reported by the commission has made 
money orders cheaper and will increase their volume 30 per cent, 
increasing the surplus to the Government. 

The practical work of the commission isshown in another way. 
They have reported, and Congress has passed a law requiring 
the Sixth Auditor to assort and check up, prior to the Ist day 
of next July, all money orders in his possession up to the Ist of 
July last. "This will show the balance in the hands of the sub- 
treasurer, representing unpaid orders more than a year old, and 
en.ble him to turn back into the Treasury the money there, 
amounting to nearly $3,000,000. 

The reorganization of the postal system and the methods of 
economy in the Department under this law, as compared with 
the old methods, has been done at a net reduction in cost of 
nearly $200,000 per annum. 

The commission have passed through the House in all six 
bills, four of which have become laws. One regulates the meth- 
ods of obtaining supplies, such as coal, stationery, and ice for 
the different Departments. [confidently believe that it will re- 
sult in a net annual saving to the Government of not less than 
$100,000. The commission discovered that during the fiscal 
year 1893 ice was purchased under contract by the several De- 

rtments without reference to each other. In other words, one 

tment would be paying $4.66 per ton for coal and another 
$5.14. One Department would be paying under contract 13+ 
cents per 100 neem for ice, and another paying 30cents for the 
same. All this has been remedied by a bill reported from the 
committee and passed by the House. Each Department will get 
its supplies at the lowest bid offered to any one of the Depart- 
ments, and the same way with other supplies. 

Here the hammer fell. 

r.CUMMINGS. I think I am giving the House some in- 
formation on this subject; and I ask unanimous consent that m 
time may be extended without reference to the time allowe 
under the limitation of debate. 

Mr. DOCKERY. [ ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. COMMINGs] be allowed ten minutes, 
not to come out of the time on either side. 

There was no objection. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. I thank the House. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
in 1789 a law was d ne the Treasurer of the United 
States to send to Congress annually copies of all his accounts set- 
tled by the FirstComptroller of the Treasury. He transmitted 
them without classification, indexing, or recapitulation, and this 
report was printed until 1889—100 years. The last one cost 
$5,500. Ths report for 1889 was printed in 1891 by order of the 
Fifty-first Congress. Its preparation took the whole time of 
two clerks in the Treasurer’s Office. These reports have been 
utterly worthless ever since they were issued in 1789, and have 
undou =. cost the Government hundreds of thousands of 
dollars. hen they were first printed they covered not more 
than three or four pages. They have increased in size until the 
report of 1889 covered nearly a thousand printed pages. Not 
long ago the clerk of one of the committees went to Amzi Smith, 
superintendent of the Senate document room, and asked him 
for a 20py of one of these reports. Smith disappeared, and re- 
turned after half an hour with the volume, saying: ‘' I have been 
here over thirty years, and you are the first man that ever called 
for a copy of this work.” 

In their investigations the commission found that seventeen 
clerks were employed in the Second Auditor's Office keeping the 
same accounts of property returns from the Quartermaster’s 
Depertment in the Army as the accounting officers in the War 
Department on a system established one hundred years ago. 
Instead of looking after fiscal accounts, as it was intended in the 
Auditor’s office, they were checking up property returns that be- 
longed alone to the administrative functions of the War De- 
partment, and that had already been checked up by the War 
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Department. They were doing this perfunctory work at the 
expense of great delay in the adjustment of fiscal accounts that 
properly came before them. This was discovered by the ex- 
perts, who worked on the idea of not only finding what they 
were doing in a bureau, but how they did it, and why they did 
it. In other words, in this case they ascertained that they were 
checking up property accounts for the War Department, the 
Navy Department, and the Interior Department. After ascer- 
taining how they did it, they asked why they did it, and nobody 
in the Auditor s office could answer the question. The Commis- 
sion then went to the War Department, the Navy Department, 
and the Interior Department, and found that the work in the 
Second Auditor's Office on property accounts was useless. All 
three Secretaries united in recommending that it be stopped. 

The value of the commission, Mr. Chairman, has been dem- 
onstrated in another way. In 1849, when Robert J. Walker was 
Secretary of the Treasury, he recommended the creation of the 
office of Commissioner of Customs. This was done to relieve 
him of administrative duties ig the customs service, and the 
First Comptroller of the Treasury in his labors of accounting. 
Since that time the administrative functions of the Commis- 
sioner of Customs have by departmental regulations and other- 
wise been assumed by adivision in the Secretary's Office—one of 
the Assistant Secretaries of the Treasury and the Board of Gen- 
eral Appraisers, created by the act of 1890—so that he exercises 
no functions now other than those of a mere accounting officer. 
He employed thirty-three clerks, at a cost of $49,000 a year, to 
check over the customs account audited by the First Auditor. 
The experts found that in three months’ work the Commissioner 
of Customs differed with the First Auditor to the extent of $1.98, 
and this balance was against the Government. When first cre- 
ated the Commissioner of Customs had administrative functions, 
but evolutions in legislation and departmental regulations ab- 
sorbed his administrative duties and left his work useless. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the work of this committee has been 
done as thoroughly in the Treasury Department as in the Post- 
Office Department. If this bill passes the committee will al- 
ready have saved this Government $400,000a year. But if you 

urpose to throw it out and stop the work at this point you might 
just well abolish the Commission itself. It has yet the Army, 
avy, Interior, State, Attorney-General’s, and Agricultural De- 
tments before it. It isdoing the greatest work that has ever 
Seon done by anycommittee during my service here in Congress 
of nearly eight years. And thatit has done the work accurately 
in this instance is fully shown by the letter of the Secretary of 
the Treusury addressed to the chairman of this committee. I 
will read only his last sentence: 


I have personally, and with the aid of officials of the ey. Department, 
given careful consideration to the provisions of the bill, and I again earn- 
estly recommend that it be enacted. 

Respectfully, yours, 
J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose, and the Speaker having taken 
the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendmentof the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6442) 
to protect the birds and animals in Yellowstone National Park, 
and to punish crimes in said park, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills and a joint resolution of the following titles: 

eer (H. R. 6073) to extend the limits of the port of New 
York; 

A bill (H. R. 6055) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
over the Monongahela River, in the city of Pittsburg; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 168) instructing the Secretary of 
War to return to the State of Iowa the flag of Twenty-second 
Regiment of Iowa Volunteer Infantry. 

he message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the joint 
resolution (S. Res. 66) providing additional clerical force for the 
Librarian of Congress. 
METHODS OF ACCOUNTING IN THE TREASURY. 

The committee again resumed its session, Mr. MCMILLIN in 
the chair. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. MCCREARY]. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, in the brief 
time allowed me, I shall not attempt todiscuss the details of this 
bill. That is unnecessary after the very comprehensive and able 

eech made by the distinguished gentleman from Maine [Mr. 

INGLEY |}. 

This bill comes to us indorsed by the ‘‘ Joint Commission of 
Congress to Inquire into the Status of the Laws Governing the 
Executive Departments.” It comes to us indorsed by the able 
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Secretary of the Treasury after a most careful examinat‘on, and 
it provides for a reorganizgtion of the present accounting sys 
tem of the Treasury Department and the simplifying of the 
forms of settling accounts. It also reduces the expenditures 
about $200,000 per annum. 

Mr. Chairman, this is legislation in the right direction. In 
this time of stagnated trade, reduced values, unemployed labor, 
and a depleted Treasury, we should return to the economical 
methods which were in favor in the years gone by, and give our 
aid in support of any wise and proper measures of legisl ition 
that will reduce the expenditures of this Government. These 
are times when we should remember the teachings of the gre vt 
sage of the Hermitage. He taught simplicity and economy. 
He taught that no more money should be collected by taxation 
than was necessary to pay the legitimate expenses of the Govy- 
ernment economically administered. He taught that the Gov- 
ernment of this country should be supported by the people and 
not that the people should be supported by the Government. 
And in this connection it is an interesting fact that while the 
letter of the Secretary of the Treasury commending and indors- 
ing the bill which is a the interest of economy, was being reid 





in this House yesterday, Mrs. Carlisle, his noble and patriotic 
wife, was assisting in holding a great entertainment in this city, 
the object of which was to furnish funds in aid of the Hermitage 
Association. Sir, I for one desire to say, all honor to the noble 


women who work for sweet charity’s sake. All honor to those 
who honor the memory of the great President, the great states- 
man, the great hero, and the great Democrat, Andrew Jackson. 
[Applause.] The bill is carefully and properly prepared, and I 
hope it will pass. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield five minutes, or more if he desires 
it, to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN}. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, the allegation urged most 
strenuously against the enactment of the pending bill is that it 
displaces a system that is venerable, that has been in existence 
for more than a century, and that was adopted by men distin- 
guished for their wisdom and financial ability. 

Gentlemen in the argument of antiquity lose sight of the fact 
that a system adapted to the uses and demands of this country a 
century ago may not be now. When our present system of ac- 
counting was adopted, the entire revenues of the United States 
were less than $3,000,000 per annum, less than | per cent of the 
expenditures of a year ago, and that a method of accounting 
which was practicable then as applied to that meager sum of 
$3,000,00), might be entirely inadequate to the present emer- 
gencies. ‘ 

Our present system is valuable; but it is valuable as an antiq- 
uity rather than as a method adapted to present wants. This 
bill proposes changes which will bring benefit in the way of 
economy, which will bring benefit in the way of a more expedi- 
tious discharge of the public business, and yet which will se 
cure every guaranty of safety that we have to day. 

When the old system was adopted, the accounts were rendered 


| to the Auditors, and there was the accounting of the Auditor and 


the review by the Comptroller, one a check upon the other, and 
those were all. Now we have an entirely different system. The 
great proportion of accounts are rendered to the disbursing 
officers, officers who make payments at their peril, whose bonds 
stand behind their fidelity. The account then goes to the De- 
partment, and there is the departmental accounting. The ac- 
hen it goes to the Auditor, and 
there again is a review, and under the present system it still 
goes again to another series of accounting officers, and is re- 
viewed in the Comptroller’s Office. 

Now, it is proposed to do away with this final fourth going 
over, or statement of the account, and that is the main feature 
of this bill. Three accountings are already provided for; and 
yet, under the provisions of this bill, on all questions of law the 
opinion of the Comptroller, as the final ojficer, may be had. 
And upon every question of fact, provision is made for appeal. 
So that itseemsto me that every needed guaranty, every needed 
en of certainty and of accuracy, is secured by this bill. 
I think the commission are entitled to great credit for the care 
with which they have gone over the subject committed tothem. 

The gentleman from Kentucky | Mr. MCCREARY] has just said 
that this bill meets with the cordial approval of the present 
Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Carlisle. He might have gone 
further and said that his predecessor, Mr. Foster, was on record 
indorsing this system, and that the predecessor of Mr. Foster 
was in favor of such radical change as would substantially do 
away with the cumbrous machine known as the Comptroller's 
Office, taking away the accountings from that officer as they are 
had to-day, as being unnecessary. 

I desire to say nothing more than that I give my adhesion to 
this bill. I believe it isa good one in the direction of economy, 
of certainty, and of the expedition of the public business. 
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Mr.DOCKERY. Iyield three minutes to the gentleman from men of high character and sur 


Texas [Mr. SAYERS]. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman,I do not know that I will even 
take as much as three minutes, butI desire to say that the joint 
commission reporting this bill was organized in pursuance of a 
report of the last Secretary of the T'reasury, 
under an act of the Fifty-second Congress, 

Now, the first object of this bill is to require and to promote a 
or audit of the expenditures of the Government by the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury. Under the present system, 
which has been in vogue ever since the formation of the Gov- 
ernment, as much as $25,000,000 was reported to Congress in 1889 
as Outstanding and due to the Government, as shown by the 
books of the Kegister of the Treasury. There mustbe aradical 
defect in our method of accounting, or else sucha showing would 
not be possible. It must be ——— to every man that speedy 
settlements with disbursing offivers are necessary, not only to 
the efliciency of the service, but absolutely to the safety of the 
funds committed to their care. 

I have examined this bill carefully, andif Ihave readit aright, 
instead of having two Comptroliers of the Treasury anu a Com- 
missioner of Customs who is practically a Third Comptroller, 
instead of having a Sixth Auditor vested with the power of a 
Comptroller, one Comptroller's office is organized, with one 
Comptroller and an Assistant emaeeeien, and also a sufficient 
force to pass upon all legal ques and questions of appeal 
from the different Auditors of the Treasury. 

Now, if speedy and satisfactory settlements can be accom- 
plished, then that alone ought to induce members of this House 
to favor this bill, soas not to permit the accounts of the expend- 
itures of the Government to remain unsettled from six months 
to three years. 

In addition to that, the effect of this bill, if it becomes a law, 
will be the saving of an annual expenditure of nearly $200,000. 
But this is a small item of the benefits to be conferred by this 
bill should it become a law. The main and principal object of 
the bill is to expedite settlements with the atin cers, 
80 that at the end of sixty days the Treasury Department may 
be able to show, upon inquiry, how much of the money that has 
been committed to the of the officers has been 


sideration of the bill ‘‘ to anqnees the methods of accounting in 
the Treasury,” I desire to submit a brief summary of the work 
of the joint commission. . 
The commission 


wn ~ vend han under a ee coeclim 
©, executive, and judicial appropr approv 
March 3, 1893, namely: 

That « joint consisting of three Senators, members of the 
erase anne noe House 6: Repreverttatives of the Fit omird 
Congr to be SS ee anced enamaietbees 
into and examine the status of the laws organizing the Executive Depart- 


out of any m ‘Treasury 
uchers approved jointly by the chairmen of said 


part of the Senate—FRANCIS M. COCKRELL of Mis- 
a, se K. Jonps of Arkansas, SHELBY M. CULLOM of 


The commission organized by the election, as clerks, of James 

©, Courts and Thomas P. Cleaves, the caiseaden daoe o 

on House and Senate Committees on Appropriations, respec- 
vely. 

careful consideration, J. W. Reinhart, C. W. Haskins, 

and E. W. Sells were appointed experts. These gentlemen are 


_ 


. Foster, and | 
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ing ability, snd their work 
since they entered upon their labors on the 6th of June last fully 
attests the wisdom of their selection. 


| COMPILATION OF LAWS. 


The first work of the commission was the preparation for the 
use and information of Congress by the clerks of the commission 
| of a compilation of references to laws creating the Executive 
| Departments and the several bureaus and offices thereof and 
other Government establishments at the national capital. This 
compilation of the laws relating to the Executive Departments 
is the first work of this character since the organization of the 
Government, and has proved not only invaluable in prosecuting 
the work of the commission, but will be found useful to the com- 
mittees of Congress for all time. 


CENSUS OF THE DEPARTMENTS. 


The commission then submitted for the information of Con- 
gress statements from the several Executive Departments and 
other Government establishmenés at the national capital, pre- 
pared by the heads thereof, pursuant to inquiries addressed to 
them by the commission under date of May 24, 1893. 

The information given applies to theeight Executive Depart- 
ments, stated in the chronological order of their establishment 
under the Constitution, and to the twelve other Government es- 
tablishments at the national capital, namely: 

Executive artments.—Department of State, Department of 
War, Department of the Treasury, Post-Office Department, De- 
partment of Justice, Department of the Navy, Department of 
the Interior, and Department of Agriculture. 

Other Government establishments.— Department of Labor, Civil 
Service Commission, Fish Commission, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Government Printing Office, Library of Congress, 
Government of the District of Columbia. Under the Smithson- 
ian Institution: National Museum, Bureau of International Ex- 
changes, National Zodlogical Park, Astrophysical Observatory, 
and Bureau of Ethnology. 

A general summary of this report discloses the fact that the 
Executive Departmentsand other establishments at the national 
capital are divided into 136 offices or bureaus and 498 divisions; 
that there are 17,599 persons employed therein, 11,667 males 
and 5,637 females; that of the number employed in the eight 
Executive Departments, the Department of Labor, Civil Service 
Commission, and Fish Commission, which are under the civil 
service law, 8,027 are in the class subject to competitive civil- 
service examination preliminary to appointment, and 3,265 of 
that number entered the service after such examination; the 
residue, 4,762, were = ed in the ts at the time 
they were classified placed under the civil-service law b 
Executive order; that the ages of those employed, stated in mul- 
tiples of five years, range from 20 years to 90 , and the 
length of of all employés ranges from one year to sixty 
ears each; and that of the whole number employed 5,610 have 
one to nine relatives each in the Government service at 


Washington. 
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inquired into and © an investigation of the matters involved therein. 
The object of this inquiry and in tion was prevention 


of mistakes and errors in such engrossment and enrollment, and secondly 
areduction im the expenses thereof. Much complaint arisen by the 
reason of the errors and mistakes which occur at every session of Congress 
in the measures which pass that body. 
It is believed, and it is doubtless true, that in nearly every instance such 
are traceable clerical force engaged in the work of en- 
enro! these measures. In the nature oft it is almost 
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This concurrent resolution received the approval of both 
Houses of Congress. 
PURCHASE OF SUPPLIES. 


The commission next reported a bill which established a 
board, consisting of one of the Assistant Secretaries of the 
gone) one of the Assistant Secretaries of the Department of 

e Interior, and one of the assistants of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, which board was required to fix uniform dates for inviting 
proposals for fuel, ive, carpets, stationery, and other miscella- 
neous supplies for the Executive Departments and other oflices 
in Washington. This board was further required to compare 
all bids received and recommend the acceptance or rejection of | 


any or all of them to the Departments authorized to contract. | 
The purpose of the bill is to secure uniformity of prices, and it | 
is believed that under its operation there will be a very large 
reduction of the expenditures of the Government at the national | 
capital. 

This bill received the favorable consideration of Congress and 
is now a law. 


TREASURER'S REPORT. 


The next bill reported by the commission was a bill to repeal | 
section 311 of the Revised Statutes, which required the Treas- 
urer of the United States to makea certain report to Congress. | 
This report sbowed the number, name of payee, and amount of | 

rrants; and the Jast volume prirted cost the Government | 

450.11. The report being very voluminous rendered it ex- 
ceedingly difficult to obtain any desired information. The ex- 

nse of the preparation of this undesired publication and the 

lerical forea necessary to prepare it have been saved to the 
Government. 
The bill is now a law. 
CERTIFICATES OF DEPOSITS BY POSTMASTERS. 

The commission next reported a bill to amend section 407 of 
the Revised Statutes. The object of the bill was to require the 
Government depositories to send duplicate certificates of depos- 
its by the postmasters direct to the Sixth Auditor of the Treas- 
ury, thus expediting the settlement of postmasters’ accounts | 
about one month. 

This bill is now a law. 


METHODS OF ACCOUNTING IN THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


The commission thenreported a bill “‘ to improve the methods 
of accounting in the Post-Office Department.” This bill abol- | 
ished the postal note. The advisabi ity of this is generally con- 
ceded, inasmuch as the postal note affords no security, and if 
lost no duplicate is allowed by law. 

This bill revised the money-order system and reduced the | 
schedule of fees so as to meet the rates now charged by the ex- | 
press companies. The new schedule of fees is as follows, and 
will be in force from and after the Ist of July next: 


mI oS Soe winds aalindabinnss cuambigly waimneins 
orders ex 
id haan tie Bcd S004 Saiartinn notes eundatniionssenie 
I a rts winusilienses eames aininrs wiblnenchia Sikes hibit 
$10 and not exceeding $20 
I i nt ci scsi eee emanbhiieheaw 
$30 and not exceeding M0 __. 
$40 and not exceeding $50 __-. 
$50 and not exceeding 860 ___ 
ior Si hin taniesithininesme cbse ioinarttn sinietdnisolatiaiond 
ne ete cees oui clinics esbellts «cthirnsneendianntbitinindsseatilibain oo 
It is believed that the reduction of the rates will largely in- 
crease the volume of the money-order business, which during 
the last ten years has not kept pace with the increase in the 
volume of business in other branches of the postal service. 
The bill also reduced the rates of commissions paid postmasters 
for issuing money orders, and in lieu of the schedule now exist- 
for issuing and paying morey orders it provides that after 
July next the uniform rate shall be 3 cents for each money order 
issued. It is thought that the new schedule will operate to the 
advantage of the postmasters of the smaller offices, whose com- 
_— is not now as satisfactory as the compensation paid to | 
asters of the larger offices. . 
bill also provides for an ingenious coupon, which, when 
detached from the order, will designate the amount for which | 
it was drawn. It also provides that the coupon shall be for- 
warded to the Auditor's Office with the tmaster’s report of 
money orders sold. This device will enable the Post-Oflice De- 
partment to settle the money-order accounts of postmasters 
without waiting until ail the money orders sold are received 
by the Department, as has been the practice under the existing 





So 















m. 

The bill further provides for turning into the Treasury on the 
istofnext July theamount of all unpaid money orders and postal 
notes more ——. one — old. This provision of the law will 
cover inte: Treasury for use as current revenues possibly 
82,500,000, now lying idle in the subtreasury at New York. 
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This important measure had the approval of the Postmaster- 
General, and having received the approval of both branches of 
Congress and the Executive, will take effect on and after the 
Ist of July next. 

It may be also stated in this connection that the commission 
secured an amendment to the Post-Office appropriation billau- 
thorizing the Postmaster-Genoral to destroy all money orders 





and postal notes more than ten years old and all papers relating 
thereto. The bill, however, permits the Postmaster-General to 

ay any money order outstanding ten years after the date of 
issue upon proof satisfactory to him that it has not been pre- 
viously paid. The result of this legislation will be to destroy 


und 
save the Government a large sum of money annually for rent 


| of buildings to store this worthless paper. 


PROPERTY RETURNS, 


The next bill reported by the commission was a bill ‘ to regu- 
late the making of property returns by officers of the Govern- 
ment.” 

Under the existing laws it has been the practice to pass what 
is known as “ property returns” to the accounting officers of the 
Treasury for audit. This audit can not accomplish any useful 
purpose, for the reason that the auditing officers are compelled 
to accept the returns of the administrative departments. Inas- 
much, therefore, as the administrative departments have ample 
checks to secure the Government against loss on account of 
Government property, it was deemed advisable to discontinue 
this needless work. 

This bill has received the approval of Congress and the Pres 
ident and is now a law. 


OFFICE OF UOMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS. 


The next bill reported by the commission was the bill abol- 
ishing the office of Commissioner of Customs. That measure 

assed the House of Representatives. It was only an initial step 
in the direction contemplated by the bill to reorganize the offices 
of all the Auditors and the Comptrollers, which is now under 
discussion. The commission, therefore, having decided to cover 
the entire field of the accounting branch of the Government, 
have incorporated the provisions of the measure abolishing the 
office of Commissioner of Customs into the bill now under con- 
sideration. 


IMPROVED ACCOUNTING SYSTEM. 


Mr. Chairman, I come now to the consideration of House bill 
6948, which is unanimously reported by the Joint Commission 
as a substitute for House bill 6478. It is entitled ‘‘ A bill toim 
prove the methods of accounting in the Department of the 
Treasury, and for other purposes.” Tho title, therefore, chal- 
lenges us to an examination of the present condition of the busi- 
ness in the accounting department of the Treasury, and the 
necessity of determining the light of such investigation 
whether or not there is any necessity for an improvement in 
the methods of accounting. 

It is hardly necessary for me to ooonpy the time of the House 

the fact that there is 
very great delay in the audit and payment of claims and settle- 
ment of accounts under the existing system. 

The experts employed by the commission state that: 

The time elapsing from the date of rendering until the final settlement of 
the accounts (by the Comptrollers) passing through the several Auditors’ 
offices is as follows: 

First Auditor’s Office, from two to six months. 

Second Auditor’s Office, from six months to two years. 

Third Auditor's Office, from nine to seventeen months. 

Fourth Auditor's Office, from five months to one year 

Fifth Auditor's Office, from three to six months. 

Commissioner of General Land Office, from three to four months 

These figures represent an average of the various classes of accounts, and 
many. of course, are delayed a much longer period. There arescarce!y an 
accounts finally settled within a reasonable period, while for some of the offi- 
cers who have gone out of service, as, for instance, Indianagents, itis as much 
as five years before the accounts are settled, and during all this time the 
vouchers and papers lie in one or another of the offices of the Treasury or 
administrative departments. 


These facts are known and acknowledged by all who are con- 
versant with the condition of the public business in the Treas- 
ro Department. 

also quote from the last annual report of Hon. Charles loster, 
Secretary of the Treasury, in which he tersely reviews the un- 
satisfactory methods now employed. He says: 

The desirability. if indeed it be not a necessity, of a change in the methods 
of disbursing public moneys and theexamination, adjudication, and settle 
mentof public accounts has long been manifest, not only to the officers of 
the Treasury Department charged with and responsible for the official 
working of those methods, but to many committees of Congress, standing 
and select, which have inquired into and reported —_— such methods 

I 


There is now a triplicate system of examination of public accounts which 
has no counterpart in any other Government, whether European or in the 
several States of the Union. It is not only vexatious in respect to details, 
but wrong in tosystem. Beyond that, however, is the fact thas it 


is highly expensive, without compensating results to the Government, 
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while, in spite of the examination by three different offices and “sets” of 
anete, accounts and claims are occasionally improperly adjusted or 
we 


The whole duty of control and audit appertaining to the public expendi- 
ture should be under the administrative direction of a Comptroller-General 
or Chief Comrtroller of the Treasury, within whose bureau a board of audit 
migakt be created for the determination of quasi-judicial questions aris 

in the examination, statement, and settlement of accounts, if that mode o 
procedure should be regarded with favor. 

Standing and select committees of Congress have from time to time been 
instruc to inquire into the defects of departmental methods, and have 
made many valuable reports thereon, recommending or suggesting various 
changes, many of which have been enacted into law by Congress, with amend- 
ments recomimnended by various Secretaries of the aeeesury. 

Commissions or committees, composed of officers and clerks of the Treas- 
ury Department, have from time to time been appointed to examine into 
the methods of the Department, and have recommended changes which have 
been adopted in whole or part as ‘Treasury lations.” 

But these investigations and recommendations, valuable as they were, 
have fallen far short of meeting the requirements of the situation. In the 
nature of things it is impossible for committees of with other du- 
ties and obligations as to con:mittee and Department work pressing upon 
its members, to give their entire time toa study of this great problem, and 
the same fs true as toacommission composed of officers and clerks in the 
Treasury Department. They have their own current work to perform, most 
of it important (its members being selected on account of their ability and 
eMciency), which can not be neglected, postponed, or transferred, and then, 
trained and accustomed as they are to existing methods, it is but natural to 
suppose that they would be slow to recommend radical changes therein. 

this reason it is believed that a nonpartisan commission, similar in 
its organization to the Interstate Commerce Commission. but limited to a 
Rocessary), organised exclusively for the purpose of examining into exist: 
ing methods of business and wouk in the several Executive Departments, 
more eatent as to the disbursement of — money, and the examina- 
tion, udication, and settlements of pu accounts, w.th the view of 
aither esta simpler more accurate as well as economical 
methods, or provi for a consolidation of the accounting ofMfives of the 
Treasury Department, thus accomplishing a considerable reduction in the 
numbor of employés and a resulting reduction of expenditure for salaries 
(thereby promoting the efficiency and general good of the public service) is 
highly desirable, and the subject is earnestly commended to the considera- 
tion of the President and Congress. 

Mr. Chairman, I could multiply citations in support of the 

roposition that some change in the accounting system of the 

reasury is necessary to secure prompt and accurate audit of 
claims and public accounts. I do not, however, think it at all 
necessary, although I am aware there are those who object to 
any change in the existing system. 
on. Levi Woodbury, then Secretary of the Treasury, under 
date of May 8, 1832, adverting to this fact, stated that— 

Difficulties will paren spring up On various sides to defeatchanges which 

ed to have an unfavorable effect on some in- 
cumbents personally, and others officially, while honest differences of opin- 
ion will be likely to occur in respect to the probable advantages to result 
from some other changes. 

Tho difficulties that confronted the then Secretary of the 
Treasury in respect to certain changes he suggested in response 
to a resolution of the Senate, are noless potent mtn than they 
were at that period. It is true that the century which is about 
to close has been one of unparalleled growth and development 
in ali departments of human effort. It is the age of steam and 
electricity; it is the age of the railroad, the telegraph, the tele- 
phone, and other marvelous improvements, the result of the in- 
ventive genius of the American people. Old methods have 

d and are ee away and giv place to modern and 
mproved methods; and yet, when an attempt is made to ee 
the methods of the accounting branch of the Treasury and bring 
them in harmony with the progress of the century, we are met 
with the objection that the system which is sought to be im- 
proved is one hundred years old. 
HISTORY ACCOUNTING SYSTEM. 

Now then, Mr. Chairman, let us briefly examine the histér 
of our accounting system, and the uses and pur for whic 
it was created. The accounti Carne of the ne is 
designed to secure a speedy and reliable audit of the receipts 
and expenditures of the Government; thatis to say, the function 
of the accounting branch is to determine the amount to which 
the Government is entitled, or the amount the Government 
should pay under a proper construction of the statutes. The 
audit, therefore, of the accounting branch looks solely to the 
ascertainment of the correct amount undera — interpreta- 
tion of thelaw. The bill under consideration, so far as it relates 
to the income of the Government, specifically changes the audit 
of customs receipts. Under the existing system about 90 per 
cent of our customs revenues are collected at ports where there 
are naval officers, and the audit of all such rec2ipts involves a 
quadruple examination of accounts. 

There is first the joint double audit of the naval officer and 
the collector of the port before the duties are collected. This 
is followed by an audit of the First Auditor, and finally tho ac- 


counts are reviewed by the Commissioner of ms. ll 
a 


bill abolishes the office of Commissioner of Customs, 
with the fourth and final examination as now exist- 

ing, and leaving a triplicate system of examination for the 
tection of the Government by the joint action of the naval omcer 


‘and collector of the port and the audit of the Auditor. 
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The bill not only leaves a system which requires a triplicate 
examination of accounts, with the right of appeal to the Comp- 
troller of the Treasury, but also strengthens the audit by re- 
quiring original papers to be sent to the Auditor in all cases 
where the Secretary of the Treasury may so direct. It seems 
hardly necessary to urge the desirability of this change, inas- 
much as the triplicate safeguards which yet remain with the 
appellate supervision of the Comptroller would seem to bea 
sufficient guaranty that the Government will secure a reliable 
and yet more expeditious audit than the one which now prevails. 

In this connection it is well to state the fundamental prop- 
osition that the essential virtue of an audit consists in the 
act of audit being as nearly contemporaneous with the receipt 
or expenditure as is practicable to be made. In other words, it 
would seem to be desirable to make the audit in the lifetime of 
the officer who receives or expends public money, rather than 
to deal with his administrator or rely upon his official bond. 

The auditing system of the Government was established in 
1789, when the area of the country was 827,844 square miles, its 

pulation 3,929,214, and its annual expenditures about $500,000. 
he Tre isury Department was then provided with a Secretary, 
a Comptroller, an Auditor, a Treasurer, and a Register, but the 
accounting business devolved alone upon the Auditor and Comp- 
troller. Accounts and claims were presented to, and stated by, 
the Auditor and reviewed.by the Comptroller, thus combining 
the requirements of a double audit. 

ms eaip son J it was the theory of the system, and the early 

ractice thereunder, that all accounts and claims against the 
vernment, with the possible exception of army and navy ex- 
Ss, were to be paid only on presentation and after audit 
the accounting officers. The appropriations for the support 
of the Government for the calendar year 1789 were expressed in 
a statute of thirteen lines, enacted twenty-seven days after the 
auditing system was adopted. For nearly thirty years the ap- 
propriations for the conduct of the several departments of the 
Government were made in gross, and without reference to the 
number of persons employed, the salaries to be paid, or amounts 
for specified objects; and for nearly forty years all of the appro- 
priations for the support of the Government were made in but 
one general bill. 

The general system of auditing and bookkeeping adopted in 
1789, with its methods of double checking and divided responsi- 
bility in the Treasury Dapartment, was perhaps the best that 
could be devised at that time. 

The growth of the country, however, and the increase in the 
expenditures of the Government has required many changes to 
be made in the original system. The first important change 
was made by the act of May 8, 1792, which created the office of 
accountant for the War Department, who was authorized to set- 
tle accounts relating to that Department, and to whom advances 
were made for all the expenses of the Department. The act of 
April 30, 1798, created the Navy Department, and provided an 
accountant therefor, who was authorized to settle all accounts 
in that Department. 

This was followed by the act of 1816, creating an additional ac- 
countant for the War Department, but continuing in force tho 
same system of accounting. During this period the accountings 
for the War and Navy Departments were practically made by 
the accountants for those Departments. It is true, the power of 
revision still rested inthe Treasury Department; but as a mat- 
ter of practice it was but nominal, for the reason that payments 
were made on the audits of the accountants of these depart- 
ments without waiting for the revision authorized by the ac- 
counting branch of the Treasury Department. This fact is set 
out in a report of December 17, 1816, made to the Senate by 
James Monroe and others. Asa reason for this practice of pay- 
ment before the revision of the Treasury Department, they 
state that the delays necessary to such revision would result in 
confusion and obstruct the operations of the Government. 

The act of 1817 abolished the offices of accountants of the War 
and Navy Departments and Superintendent General of Military 
Supplies, and restored the settlement of accounts to the Treas- 
ury Department. This actalsocreated the Second Comptroller, 
the Second, Third, and Fourth Auditors, and transfe the ap- 
propriations for clerk hire in the offices of the accountants of 
the War and Navy Departments and the Superintendent General 
of Military Supplies to the Auditors’ offices, with the duties 
which they had Seon rforming, thus making it clearly the in- 
tention of the act to dispense with all administrative examina- 
tion of accounts. 

Other important changes made in the accounting system were 
the es ment in 1812 of the General Land Office, with an 
auditing branch in which all land accounts were settled, and the 
transfer of the General Land Office to the Interior Department, 
established in 1849, in which the law authorized the continu- 
ance of the same audit; and in both cases the accounts passed 


; 
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from the audit in the administrative office directly to the First 
Comptroller for review. 

The nextimportant change was made by the act of 1836, under 
which the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Depart- 
ment was established, the act making his decision final and con- 
clusive except upon appeal to the First Comptroller. Again, in 
1849, the office of Commissioner of Customs or Third Comptroller 
was established for the pur of relieving the Comptroller of 
the Treasury from a part of his duties. The Commissioner of 
Customs was then charged not only with the duties of account- 
ing, but also with administrative functions which have since 
been withdrawn from that office by the creation of an Assistant 
Secretary of the Treasury, and the establishment of a division 
of customs in the office of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Yet another change, made in 1867, restored in express terms 
the administrative examination which was dispensed with by 
the act of 1817. The experience of the Departments of the Gov- 
ernment having demonstrated the essential importance of an 
administrative examination, itwas gradually resumed and prac- 
ticed in the Departments until it was finally crystallized in the 
act of 1862, as amended by the act of 1867, and is now expressed 
in the Revised Statutes, section 3622, in the following language: 

Every officer or agent of the United States who receives public money 
which he is not authorized to retain as salary, pay, oremolument, shall ren- 
der his accounts monthly. Such accounts, with the vouchers necessary to 
the correct and prompt settlement thereof, shall be sent by mail, or other- 
wise, to the Bureau to which they pertain, within ten days after the expira- 
tion of each successive month, and, after examination there, shall be passed 
to the proper accounting officer of the Treasury for settlement. 

Disbursing officers of the Navy shall, however, render their accounts and 
vouchers direct to the proper accounting officer of the Treasury. In case 
of the nonreceipt at the Treasury, or proper bureau, of any accounts within 
a reasonable and ran thereafter, the officer whose accounts are in 
default shall be requ to furnish satisfactory evidence of having com- 
plied with the provisions of this section. 

The Secretary of the Treasury may, if in his opinion the circumstances of 
the case justify and require it, extend the time hereinbefore prescribed for 
the rendition of accounts. Nothing herein contained shall, however, be 
construed to restrain the heads of any of the Departments from Ses 
such other returns or reports from the officer or agent, subject to the con- 
trol of such heads of Departments as the public interest may require. 


It may be well to say that Massachusetts’ great Senator, Hon. 
Henry Wilson, was the author of the act of 1807, which restored 
the administrative examination as a part of the accounting sys- 
tem of the Treasury. 

Mr. Chairman, it thus appears that the original system estab- 
lished in 1789 was changed in 1792, in 1798, in 1812, in 1817, in 
1236, in 1849, in 1862, and again in 1867. Fromits original status, 
with one Auditor and one Comptroller, the system has developed 
into a system of five Auditors, acting under three indepondent 
Comptrollers, one great Department Bureau (the General Land 
Office) settling its own accounts directly with a Comptroller 
without the intervention of an Auditor; and a Sixth Auditor 
whoacts independently of aComptroller, except uponappeal. It 
may be well to summarize the effect of the ditferent systems 
which have prevailed as to the audit of public expenditures since 
the foundation of the Government. 

The original system of one Auditor and one Comptroller evi- 
dently contemplated a double audit to be made before payment, 
except, possibly, for the expenditures of the War and Navy De- 
partments: The actsof 1792 and 1798 in practice only provided 
an administrative audit by the accountants of the Warand Navy 
Departments; but in theory it was a triplicate examination of 
accounts. The audit of the Land Office accounts is a double 
audit consisting of the administrative audit and the Comptrol- 
ler’s audit. The audit by the Auditor for the Post-Office De- 

rtment contemplates only a single audit, with right of appeal 
to the Comptroller, the account having been first stated by the 
administrative office, while the existing system, under section 
3622 of the Revised Statutes povite, as stated by Secretary 
Foster, a “ triplicate system of examination of public accounts 
which has no counterpart in any other Government, whether 
European or in the several States of the Union.” 

Mr. Chairman, it is scarcely a matter for comment that, in 
view of the complex system which prevails, the accounting 
should be so much in arrears. 

Ina — submitted to the House of Representatives under 
date of h 10, 1886, it appears from the books of the Regis- 
ter that the civil accounts of the Government showed balances 
due the United States of more than $25,000,000. This exhibit 
only included the civil accounts, and was entirely exclusive of 
the military and naval accounts, and the accounts of balances 
due the Government in the office of the Sixth Auditor. 


OBJECT OF AN AUDIT. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, it may be well to advert to the pur- 
pose of the audit and emphasize the fact that an audit, wae as 


tures are involved, contem 
of correct amount due or to be credi 


plates a speedy ascertainment 
ted, — the proper in- 
terpretation of the law so far as it relates to such account. 


The total expenditures of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1893, exclusive of postal expenditures, were $383,- 
77,954, and of this amount $340,696,143 were advanced to dis- 
bursing agents, and $42,781,811 were payments made after settle- 
ments by the Auditors and Comptrollers. 

The percentage of the expenditures for this fiscal year, au- 
dited cod am emg by responsible disbursing agents, constituted 
89 per cent of the totalexpenditures. It may be stated also that 
the payments on account of audited accounts included for that 
year $9,500,000 for sugar bounty, and a payment of $3,000,000 due 
the Choctaw Indians. If, therefore, we deduct those extraordi- 
nary payments, it would leave the amount of the general ex- 
pendidures paid after settlement by the auditors at about 8 per 
cent, or 92 per cent of the whole expenditure having been first 
disbursed by disbursing officers, and audited after payment. 

It is manifest, therefore, that under existing conditions more 
than 90 per cent of our total appropriations being first expended 
and then audited, a speedy audit is essential to properly protect 
the Government. The functions of the accounting system, as 
heretofore stated, involve the determination whether expendi- 
tures have been made as authorized by law, and that accounts 
are mathematically correct. These functions should be promptly 
exercised in order to secure the Government against loss by 
er the advance of money to officers who are either de- 

inquent in rendering their accounts, or who have not properly 
disbursed the public money intrusted to their care. 

The delays resulting from a triplicate system of examination 
are so great that the Auditors have become practically *‘ dead 
letters’ in the administration of the accounting branch, and the 
Government must largely rely upon the administrative de- 
partments to exercise oversight and secure a proper expendi- 
ture of the public money. 

I desire to state also in this connection that the requirements 
of submitting estimates for appropriations and the existing 
methods of Congress in making appropriations, involving as 
they do a detailed and thorough inquiry by committees not only 
into the purpose for which appropriations are asked, but also 
into the manner and results of expenditures previously made, 
and the act covering back into the Treasury balances of appro- 
priations two years after the year for which they are made, and 
the law passed in the year 1862 as amended in 1867, requiring 
the examination of accounts by the administrative departments, 
all combine to make a systemof checks absolutely perfect to pro- 
tect the Government, provided that a final audit can be had prac- 
tically contemporaneous with expenditures. 


DOUBLE AUDIT. 


Let us therefore, Mr. Chairman, address our inquiries for a 
few moments to the bill under consideration and determine 
whether it secures with promptness and accuracy an audit con- 
temporaneous with expenditures as far as practicable. 

A hundred years ago the system was designed to mect the 
wants of less than 4,000,000 people, with a Government whose 
annual expenditures were only about one-half a million of dol- 
lars. To-day the responsibility confronts us of providing an ac- 
counting system, with the necessary safeguards, for a country 
which consists of 3,603,884 square miles, having a population of 
nearly 70,000,000 and an annual expenditure of $500,000,000. 
Then the system in the main contemplated paymentafter an audit. 
Now, the necessities of the Government require that 92 per 
cent of all our liabilities, exclusive of postal expenditures, shall 
be first paid by bonded disbursing agents and subsequently au- 
dited by the accounting branch of the Treasury. It is obvious, 
therefore, that a system which contemplates an audit after pay- 
ment should beconstructed with the view of giving a speedy and 
effective audit. 

Mr. Chairman, there should be a double audit of all the ex- 
penditures of the Government, whether they be claims or ac- 
counts, whether the audit be made after disbursement or prior 
to payment. <A doubleaudit is essential to mathematical accu- 
racy and a correct interpretation of statutes. Sofaras mere 
questions of computation are concerned, the examination by the 
administrative departments and by the auditing branch of the 
accounting department will amply protect the Government. 


‘The records of the Departments show that the differences be- 


tween the Auditors and Comptrollers, growing out of mere 
mathematical errors are infinitesimal. Now, then, conceding 
as we do that there should be a joint double audit, the question 
arises, who shall make that audit? 

It is contended by gentlemen who are opposed to this bill that 
the administrative audit under the present triplicate system of 
examination should be abolished, and accounts and claims sent di- 
rectly to the Auditor whose examination should be reviewed by 
aComptroller. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that an adminis- 
trative examination is of paramount importance. Congress 
commits to the administrative departments the expenditure of 








ASSO 


vast sums of money, much of which im its detail is necessarily 
matter of regulations by the administrative departments. 

It follows, therefore, that these Departments should supervise 
and examine expenditures they have authorized, in order to de- 
termine that they have been made in accordance with laws and 

regulations, and that the amounts are correctly stated. It is ad- 
mitted in the report submitted by Mr. Monroe, in 1817,and con- 
firmed by all subsequent expesionen, that the Government must 
rely u the administrative branches to enforce economy in 
the public service, and that the heads of D- partments must be 
held responsible to the nation. From this view it would seem 
there is no plausible ground for dissent. 

if the administrative departments are to enforce economy in 
the administration of the — service, then there is no escape 
from the conclusion that they mustsu my. and review the ex- 

ditures ae have made. This v as heretofore stated, 

as been crystallized into our statutes, oak tis therefore without 
the pale of legitimate Seles cael Now, then, the administra- 
tive exaa:ination be to be a necessity, what addi- 
tional examination mr be made in order to secure a trust- 
worthy audit, for it must be admitted that whatever system is 
employed in the accounting branch of the Treasury, t should 





contemplates “ym accurate, and final settlements: 

In the ee rants commission, concurred in by the 
Secretary of the the officials who have had to 
do with the preparation 7} this this the administrative exami- 
nation should be su by the somalandion of the ae 
diter, which final and conclusive upon the executive 


branch of the Government, subject, however, to appeal by the 
Teseneaiediinalebean: acta by the Com of the 
Treasury, by mpg pee by the Secretary of the Treasury. 
This appeal, Te oourss; will rest upon questions of both law and 
fact. 

The bill also provides that whenever an Auditor makes an 
original construction, or modifies an existing construction of 
Statutes, such decision shall be forthwith reported to the Comp- 
trolier of the Treasury, and the Si of items proves, asa 
the decision vo eee until = 


to be made, which decision shall the ad n of 
the account containing disbursement. 
‘The bill still further vides that where a claim is presented 


to an Auditor which henmethehan ve examination, 
the Auditor must cause the claim to be examined by two of his 
subordinates independently of each other 

It also abolishes the offices of First and Second Comptroller of | ment. 
the Treasury and creates a er of the Treasury, who 
shall exercise all the (anctions now performed by the First and 
Second Comptroliers and the Commissioner of Customs, thus 
a the ee decisions which are frequently made by 


Te would seem, Seah, ot eae eee ~ rage g 
ment is protected at poin previsions 
In lieu of the tri way rw by the administrative de- 


——— the Auditor, and the Comptroller, which now greatly 
ys the settlement of public accounts and thus makes the 
Government liable to losses by disbursing officers, there is sub- 

which pro an independent double audit 
by the adm calive tenes: CRED anna Oar epee 
eomnenen: ae shy Se Sea the Treasury 


xercising active 0 supervision, and declaring the law in 
regpoc tll exes tures. 


tion has been urged that the bill will protect the 

dalmaenon rather thantheGovernment. In other words, that the 
claimant will in every case where in his judgment his 
interest will be subser;ed by so doing, but that the Government 
will not have in actual practice the benefit of an because, 
as is claimed, the Auditor will not appeal from his own decision. 
This fallacious criticism evidently eee eee an imperfect ex- 
faa thbdigosoepant will be qretegsed, Seth be tha ghovinioter: 

nt w vy 
a by the the Auditor's examination, which is 


ensue tel Senden eneunien en ac- 
count or claim, the head of the terested shall be 
forthwith notified of such cllowanes the afording an 


nity to appeal if he so desires. This pri of appeal 
effective by the ne aie 
Treasury to regulations which shall time that shall 
ae een ae ee ne 
warrant, thas affording the department ample 
ty to enter an appeal if desired. 

r. Chrirman, there are other beneficent provisions of this 

bill to which I will notnow 


inasmuch as the 
respect to this measure all twines about the proposition to substi- 
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tute a joint double audit by the administrative and accounting 
branches, with the appellate supervision of the Comptroller, for 
the triplicate examination which now vexes and delays the set- 
tlement of the people’s business. 

I will not detain the House further, but will submit as a con- 
clusion to my remarks letters from ex-Secretary of the Treas- 
ury Hon. Charies Foster and of the present Secretary of the 

ury, Mr. Carlisle, which heartily and earnestly indorse 
the provisions of this bill, and urge its speedy enactment: 

Dear Sim: As na mested by you, I have very carefully examined the pro- 
visions of the bill H. R. 6948 roving the methods of accounting in the 


. I believe the bill will secure a speedy and reliable aud it of the 
expenditures of the Government, infinitely superior to the present system. 


Very truly, 
CHARLES FOSTER. 
Hon. A. M. DocKErRy, 
Chairman Joint Commission of Congress. 





TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 

‘Washington, D. 0., March 27, 1894. 
I _Ebave aoe enentaiiy eommnaant the draft of bill entitled “A bill to im- 
in the Department of the Treasury, and 
ecketemeeer ss @ honor to state that, in my j ent, the 
yy as wn ped im said bill, will simp y the ac- 
and expedite the settlement of ~~ 
business, while Ay the same time securing accuracy and economy in the 


ee anes tg gEETees Spee. 
» yours, 


J. G. CARLISLA, Secretary. 
Hon. A. M. DockzEry, 
Chairman Joint Commission of Sar etem 


—_ 


TREASURY Darwen, OFFICE OF THE SECRETAR 
a D. - » April a 1994, 
e * * * 
ee ee sinter eae hin raised in st Miscella- 


os Treasury. introdueed by you trom tne en _ 
area youfrom the Jo: mmis- 
— amined 


introduced 
t beg to aad tat { have carefully ex same and 
to change the views expressed by mein the letter of 
arch 2 last, addressed to meg © bill in question. 
aa of the will accomplish a prompt and 
wane a of the yan ne wang egg Government more nearly contem- 
with their creation than can be secured under the existing sys- 


tem. 

About 90 per cent of all the expenditures of the Government other than 
those from postal revenues are made ble disbursing agents, 
and their accounts will be carefully audited by the administrative depart- 


ments of the Go before e Auditers. This me to- 
altciatms when do not receive an admin- 


vernment 
Eeeeative audit stall have two in 
ive audit have two 
constitutes a oa besides the proposed bill pro- 


Vides the additional safeguard of an active legal supervision on the part of 


"The soo cogs oa har been the sub- 
ject of adverse comment and criticism, both aa 
immediate 
among other thi 
respect to 


Sen ca 


vexatious in t wrong in 
Beyond that, however, is the fact that it is aad eee with- 


to the Government. 
ota peal marries aid of officials of ited Treasury Depart- 
eareful consideration to the provisions of 


the bill, oa Lagain 
eae iy recommend that it be enacted. 
, yours, 


Hon. A. M, Pond 

Mr. STALLINGS (to Mr. DockKERY). Now,I see that a do 
away with three officers—the First Com mptrller the Deputy 
ond eer. and the Deputy First Comptroller a “ne 


Mr. Yes 
* Mr. STALLINGS. Noms pe me have an 
reasury, I see, to whom you allow a salary 
Mr. DOCKERY. That is true. 
“STALLINGS. A first assistant, to whom you 
ary of $5,000 a year, and a chief clerk $2,500 a year. ow, I ask 
the eman from Missouri can not we ne get talent com sey? 
for this work at salaries of $5,000, $4,000, and $2,000 res 
Mr. DOCKERY. T do not think 80. I think itis he interes 
of the Government to provide — of commanding abili 
conduct the administration of th office of the Treasury 
; and I think trate with the responsibilities: 
viding conmensurate with the responsibilities 
Mr.STALLINGS. Iagree with you on that. 
Mr. DOCKERY. There is only a difference of $500. 
Mr. STALLINGS. Can we not get the services of a good and 


— law, at $5,000 a year, instead of $5,500? 
 DOCKERY. Wa might do'so; but there is only a differ- 
a a $500 involved. 


Mr. STALLINGS. We allow too much salary for men of this 


J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 


2 e the 


ve a sal- 


kind. That ism map Shee. And I thought you might curtail the 
ees this respect. 
But my friend forgets that the bill involves 


an annual eee of about $200,000. 
Mr.STALLINGS. And itmight have involved the reduction 
of afew thousand more. , 
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Mr. DOCKERY. It might have; but I will say that the dif- 
ference is small, and I think we ought to go ahead and pass the 
bill as it has been reported. I think we need a competent law- 
yer in charge of the Comptroller's office, one who will be able to 
determine correctly the law in all cases 

Mr. STALLINGS. Do you not think we can get a great big 
lawyer for that amount of money. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. HatcH). General debate on the bill 
has been exhausted by order of the House. The Clerk will pro- 
ceed to read the bill for amendments under the five-minute rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sro. 6. The balances which ae from time to time be certified by the 
Auditors to the division of bookkeeping and warrants, or to the Post- 
master-General, upon the settlements of public accounts, shall be final and 
conclusive upon the executive branch of the Government, except that any 
person whose account may have been settled, the head of the Executive De- 
ment, or of the board, commission, or establishment not under the 
urisdiction of an Executive Department, to which the account pertains, or 
Comptroller of the Treasury, may, within a year, obtain a revision of 
the said account by the Comptroller of the Treasury, whose decis'on upon 
such revision shall be final and conclusive upon the executive branch of 
the Government: Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury may. when 
in his judgment the interests of the Government require it, suspend pay- 
ment and direct the reéxamination of any account. 


Mr. WANGER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I make this motion more particularly for the purpose of 
asking information as to the manner in which the Secretary of 
the Treasury is to become advised that the interests of the Gov- 
ernment require the suspension and reéxamination of any ac- 
count. I should be very glad to be enlightened on that point, 
and I avail myself of this opportunity to submit that a system 
which has stood the test imposed upon the accounting depart- 
ment of this Government through the enormous transactions of 
the late war and of our great national obligations is one that is 
not to be lightly set aside. It seems to me thatif there is a way 

rovided by which the Secretary of the Treasury will become 
formed, and by which the Comptroller will become informed 
in these cases of the necessity for action u their part, then 
bably the safeguards provided by this bill are ample; but un- 
as there is a method provided for bringing to the attention of 
these officers the accounts which require investigation, I fail 
to observe wherein there is any advantage obtained by the pro- 
viso to this section. I send to the desk and ask to have read in 
this connection an article from the New York Tribune of April 
19, 1894. . 
The extract is as follows: 


GOVERNMENT ACCOUNTS—EX-DEPUTY COMPTROLLER GARRISON CRITICISES 
THE FINDINGS OF THE DOCKERY COMMISSION—NECESSITY OF A DOUBLE 
AUDIT—DEPARTMENT AUDITORS NOT INDEPENDENT—THE NEW SYSTEM 
WOULD REQUIRE EXPENSIVE REORGANIZATION OF CLERICAL FORCES. 


To the Editor of the Tridune: 


Ste: In the p reduction of officials and clerks and the so-called re- 
form in the accounting system of the Treasury Department, recommended 
by the Dockery Commission and their experts, that commission has chosen 
a high and shining mark at which to aim its arrows of destruction. Every 
one familiar with the history of the ee its growth and develop- 
ment, knows that from time to time in later years 4 number of offices and 
divisions have sprung intoexistence and expanded withcut any well-defined 
statutory authority, and with less apparent necessity, encroaching upon 
and usurping the duties which rightfully and y belong to the orig- 
inal bureaus, which came into existence when the Department was estab- 
Mshed. To these apparently useless outgrowths of later years the commis- 
sion and its have not even “paid the cold respect of a passing 
giance.” But their first blow is delivered at an office which ranks next to 
that of Secretary of the Treasury in di y and importance, which was 
created by the same act (September 2, 1789) which established the Depart- 
Ment, and which has often been termed “the key to the , because 
of the high responsibility which attachestoit. The First Comptroller, the 
Second Com , and the Commissioner of Customs, in the matter of the 
final tion and certification of accounts are each now 
invested with the same ee and dutiesas was conferred upon the Comp- 
troller of the Treas y the organic act of 1789. 
the commission, and in accordance with the recom- 
the offices of Commissioner of Customs and Second 

is shorn 
ar examina- 
his o lieu thereof 
the First Comptroller, who is to be continued under the title of Comptroller 
of the Treasury, is to have a sort of appellate jurisdiction, which will meet 
the case of dissatisfied claimants, but affords no uate or satisfactory 
Vision for an a) on behalf of the Government. Neither can the rou- 
duty req of the Auditors in the posed reform, to t to the 
Comptroller from time to time oe +9 upon oe ye ie ny —. 
wee, OE eotekeae al ies Eee ua check. Such reports, setting 
forth the opinions of the Auditors gene as to the construction of the 
be and instructive 


laws, in for the Com er, should 
he be inc: to them, butthey will not present to actual cases 
to consider and 2. 

Divesting the case of the alluring inducements thrown about it by the 


adopted, will a awe Pith all’ the ¥ dicen tings sacl eae tee pout . 
oO away vexa en the present 
oo . it is a measure to concentrate in the Auditor, in ad- 
to his own @ as now fixed by law, the additional duties and powers 
ptroller. right direction to discard the well- 

known theory of divided responsibility — which the Government is es- 
tablished. ana to invest in one officer, or class of officers, sole power in audit- 
SS eee coe Se wat secant Se EUe tele aicaeate ace eae 
from beginning been exercised wo se and inde- 
pendent officers, or classes of officers, the oze a9 9 cack © the 
in its report, “ It is clear that a re- 
however, to adduce 


the Government.” I¢ fails, 
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or even allude to the facts or arguments upon which this sweeping assertion 
isgrounded. The experts in their report Cispose of the matter in these 
terms: “The present system of accounting is practically but one check, as 
the audit of the Comptroller is final and independent of any examinations 
or audits previously made, and the Government ts protected by the account- 
ing branch only so far as the audit of the Comptroller is efficient.” 

This statement is amusing to one thoroughly familiar with the account- 
ing system of the Treasury, Can it be reasonably supposed that the Audi- 
tor is not a wholesome and salutary check upon the Comptroller should the 
Comptroller be inclined tocorrupt and dishonestaction? if the Comptroller 
should certify a false balance, or grossly violate the law in making some al- 
lowance, sooner or later it must come to the knowledge of the Auditor. and 
if he is not corrupt the dereliction of the Comptroller will be brought to light 
and punished. And so, if aclerk of the Comptroller should be guilty of gross 
mistake, or fraud, or dishonesty in changing the Auditor's findings in an ac- 
count or claim, inevitably his action will become known in the Auditor's of 
flee in the ordinary course of official business. very one familiar with the 
routine of business in the accounting offices will recognize the correctness 
of this position. Therefore the divided responsibility between the Auditor 
and Comptroller does operate as a very effectual check. Thestrong proba 
bility of speedy detection is en against fraud. Un- 
less both the Auditor and the Comptroller, or clerksin the office of each, are 
corrupted, it is well-nigh impossible, under the present system of account- 
ing, for any fraud to get by except that of a skillful forger, which would not 
be detected by experts in any business establishment. 

A few such forgeries have been perpetrated and escaped the scrutiny of 
both accounting officers, but no great losses have arisen, as the frauds have 
all been detected within comparatively short periods. Compare this record 
with the stupendous frauds and losses arising from systematic falsification 
of books and accounts, running through many years, in the accounting and 
fiscal offices of State and municipal governments throughout the United 
States, and of public and private corporations, and it speaks the highest 
praise for the accounting system of the Treasury Department, although it 
may be characterized as cumbersome and antiquated. But give to one offi- 
cer, or class of officers, as it is proposed to give to the Auditors, the sole and 
exclusive power as to the examination and settlement of all the accounts of 
receipts and expenditures of the Government. and the valuable check of the 
divided responsibility is removed. There is no codrdinate bureau or office 
which will, so to speak, act as aspy upon the other. The temptation to the 
official and to the clerk to commit or to let ae expenditures go 
by om corrupt motive, is enhanced as the probability of detection is re- 
moved, 

‘The commission and its ex , inthe arguments advanced in favor of 
the proposed change, do not allude at all tothe importance of a thorough 
and complete audit of the accounts of the officers who collect and receive 
the vast revenues of the Government, except in the report relating to the 
oftice of Commissioner of Customs, in which they suggest that as about 90 
per cent of the revenue from customs is first passed ypon by naval officers 
at certain ports of a so-called audit, together with that of the First 
Auditor, should be su mt, Butin the last aaeee which recommends 
the abolition of the office of Second Comptrollerand the taking away from the 
First Comptroller the detailed examination of accounts, they do not refer to 
the receipts or revenuesof the Government, but to the expenditures only, and 
endeavor to show that the duties of the Comptroller a the ex pendi- 
tures — safely be dispensed with, because T cent of the expenditures is 
disbu by disbursing officers, whose preliminary examination of their ac- 
counts is thorough and satisfactory, also becausenearly all nditures 
first receive administrativeexamination in the several Departments to which 
they appertain. Itseems buta flimsy argument to - that a disbursing 
officer's preliminary examination of his own accounts is sufficient to war- 
rant oe with the detailed examination required of the Comptroller 
by existing law. Some of the heaviest defaications against theGovernment 
have been by disbursing officers. A dishonest disbursing officer might cor- 
rupt a dishonest Auditor, who has the sole authority in the settlement of 
his accounts, but this would be almost impossible under the present system, 
which uires a detailed examination of accounts by the Comptroller after 
the ex: tion by the Auditor. 

The bill Introduced on March 29 provides for an auditor for each of the 
several Executive Departments named therein, who is to have jurisdiction 
of all accounts coming under the heads of such Departments. for exam- 
ple, the Auditor for the War Department would have jurisdiction of al! mili- 
tary expenditures and also of the civil expenditures of that Department. 
The broad and philosophicaldistinction that has prevailed between military 
and naval e nditures on the one hand, and civil expenditures on the 
other, since the office of Second Comptroller was established, in 1817, is ig- 
nored, and the jurisdiction of the several auditors as now fixed by law (ex- 
cept thatof theSixth Auditor) is radically changed. Accountsare nolonger 
certified to the Register of the Se. but to a division of the Secretary's 
Office, to be known as the Division of Bookkeeping and Warrants. All ac- 
counts certified by the First Auditor, including customs accounts, are to be 
certified to said division. Yet the bill reported by the commission for 
abolishing the office of Commissioner of Customs and devolving his duties 
upon the Auditor, which passed the House of Representatives on March 8, 
ee First Auditor to certifycustoms accounts for the Register of 

e jury. 

‘This confusion in the proposed legislation only serves to show that the 
important measures proposed have not been carefully and maturely con- 
sidered. Should the proposed measures be enacted into laws, it is dificult 
to estimate the confusion and delay that will of necessity be brought about 
in carrying the radical changes into execution and the extra cost that will 
be entailed in getting the new system started. If the work is to be brought 
up and kept up, the clerical force must be increased, instead of decreased, 
tor files are to be changed, new books devised and opened, and every Au- 
ditor (except the Sixth) must adapt his office to a changed paneianes. 

A very obvious objection to the feature of having an Auditor for each Ex- 
ecutive Department is that he will be unduly influenced by the will of the 


head of that ‘ve Department, whose accounts he audits and finan- 
cially certifies. will be almost inevitable. The commission and the 
experts attach great importance to the administrative examination of ac- 


counts in the several Executive Departments, and regard with favor the idea 
of ha an Auditor for each Department. Adverting to the proposed 
change, the experts say: ‘*This will do much toward removing the trritation 
and friction that is known to exist between the officers connected with the 
administrative departments of the Government and the Government’s ac- 
counting officers.’ 

The administrative examination of accounts and claims in the Executive 
Departmentsis merely perfunctory, for the purpose of ascertaining whether 
the officers concerned have obeyed instructions and kept within prescribed 
limits, and is not the critical examination of each voucher, as made by the 
accounting officers, to test its correctness and pass upon the legality of the 
expenditure. For this reason the administrative examination by an Execu- 
tive Department has never been regarded by the accounting officers as bind- 
ing them. And the great battles the Comptrollers have had to fight 
hove been: against the undue pressure exercised by heads of Departments in 
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seeking to enforce the allowance of expenditures which the Cis 
have regarded as extravagant and unwarranted law. And Congress, 
recognizing this fact, passed the act of March 30, 1 now section 191 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, which makes the final action of the 
Comptroller and the Commissioner of toms “conclusive upon the Execu- 
tive branch of the Government,” and “not subject to be changed or modi- 
fied by the heads of the Departments.” 

Much more might be said on this subject, but the foregoing is sufficient, 
at least, to emphasize ths thought that Congress should go slow in breakin, 
up the accounting system in the Treas , begun under Alexander Hamil- 
ton, which has been a marked success for the century, and more, that it has 

revailed especially in abolishing the office which, in the words of Hamil- 
nm, ‘imports the second trust in the Department.”’ 
J. R. GARRISON. 





WASEINGTON, April 2, 1894, 


Mr. DINGLEY. One single suggestion with reference to the 
inquiry of my friend. He has asked how the Secretary of the 
Treasury will be informed as to the necessity of a reéxamina- 
tion of an account. The bill requires that all decisions of the 
Auditor in the settlement of accounts shall be certified to the 
division of bookkeeping and warrants, which under this bill is 
in the Secretary’s office and is a part of that office. The Secre- 
tary thus has official notice when it is sent to that division. 
There is also a requirement that such decisions shall be sent to 
the Comptroller and to the head of the Executive Department 
affected. 

Therefore all three of the officers who have a right to ask for 
a review are forthwith officially informed of the settlement of 
the account, and have an opportunity to ask for a revision of any 
sottloment. I might add that under the existing system, inas- 
much as the settlement of accounts is not certitied to the Secre- 
tary’s office, he has no official knowledge of what the settlement 
may be, while under the pro d system the settlements are to 
be certified to the Secretary’s office instead of to the Register’s 
office, thus giving him official information on the subject. 

Mr. WANGER. Isthe division of bookkeeping and account- 
ing a clerical division which simply makes a record? 

Mtr. DINGLEY. Itisa part of the Secretary’s office and di- 
rectly under his eye. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And he signs the warrants. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And as my colleague on the commission, the 
gentleman from Missouri, suggests, the Secretary signs the war- 
rant and no money can be paid out until he does sign the war- 
rant. The protection is really muck increased over that afforded 
by the present system. 

Mr. WALKER. I will ask the gentleman whether this does 
not increase the power of the Secretary of the Treasury so that 
hereafter he will be able to do officially, under the law, what 
heretofore he has done unofficially and outside of the law 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is correct. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes. As the law now exists, the Secretary 
has no official notice of the settlement of accounts. They are 
not sent to his office, as this bill requires that they shall be. 
Therefore, instead of there being any reduction of protection 
there is additional protection given, as my friend from Penn- 
sylvania will see if he will examine the matter. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. The statement which has been made 
by my friend from Maine as to the certification to the book- 
keeping division in the Secretary’s Office is unquestionably cor- 
rect sate as that certification in itself goes; but the matter 
which is to be certified to the Secretary of the Treasury will 
give him no knowledge whatever in regard to what has been 
passed upon in the separate vouchers of the accounts, because 
that which goes to the Beoeetey of the Treasury and is made of 
record in the bookkeeping division provided foris simply astate- 
ment of balances, and does not refer to a single voucher or a 
single disputed question in the whole matter. veeeretrs 8c 
far as that is concerned, it does not answer the point rai by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ment er ttlement by an Auditor shall be 
ante pretbehel tro cbeckainn @ revision off such Settlement as to any 


items upon which payment is one but nothing in this act 
vent an Auditor from suspending items in an account in order to obtain 


further evidence or explanations n to their settlement. 

pended items are y settled a revision may be had as in the case of the 

original settlement. Action upon account or business shall not be de- 

— awaiti tions oh on: a =oee Be ey, = 
oe Treasury make regulations fixing the shall exp : 

fore a warrant is issued in payment of an account certified as provided in 

sections 5 and 6 of this act. . 


ee a - a hire. Mr. ‘eae I move to 
strike out the last word. parearee> ractically new 
legislation, and, it seems to me, very vicious legislation, for the 
reasons which I will briefly state: 


pity preren aoes ting ent under a settlement by an Auditor shall be 
precl from obtaining a revision of such settlement as to any 
items upon Which payment is accepted. 

If the person whose account is audited by the Auditor could 
be present at the auditing and know what was transpiring in 
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the Auditor’s Office, there would be no objection to this provi- 
sion; but the accounts of officers of the Government that are 
audited are those of persons who are frequently hundreds and 
even thousands of miles away from the Auditor s Ollice, and it 
seems to me that this provision is drawn in such a way that it 
will necessitate the employment by those officers of attorneys in 
Washington to watch their accounts as they are considered and 
notify the officer in any given case not to accept a check which 
may be sent to him in payment, because there is no notification 

iven to the officer which will inform him what items have or 

ave not been disallowed. For instance, the officer may render 
an account embracing five hundred items. If he accepts pay- 
ment of anything relating to those five hundred items, he is ex- 
cluded by that from a revision of that account. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, no. 

Mr. DINGLEY. He is precluded only as to items upon which 
he —r payment. If he renders an account embracing five 
hundred items, he may accept payment of four hundred and 
ninety; and then he is precluded from obtaining a revision of 
the settlement as to those four hundred and ninety items; and he 
ought to be if heaccepts payment. Butif as to ten of those items 
he does not accept payment, he can obtain a revision as to those 
items. pees eng of payment of any item ought to preclude 
him from making further claim as to that particular item. 

_Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The gentleman is unques- 
tionably right as far as he goes; and so far I agree with him. 
But there is no way by which a man can know whether a partial 
disallowance of his account relates to ten particular items or to 
the four hundred and ninety other items. My point is that in 
order to keep himself informed about mattersof this kind it will 
be necessary for him to keep continually employed some agent 
in Washington who will watch his accounts; and that is a sys- 
tem which we os not to encourage. 

Mr. DOCKERY. How does the officer now ascertain the 
items which may be disallowed? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. So far as thatisconcerned 
he can now at any time ask for a revision of the account; and 
such revision is generally granted. If it is not granted, he has 
a right to go to the Court of Claims and there file his petition 
within six —" but under this bill that right will be taken 
away from him. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not at all; this does not affect any right he 
may have in court or before this body. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The provisions of this bill refer only to the 
settlements made by the auditing branch of the Government. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Thenitshould be expressly 
so stated. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Notatall. You can not by an act of this 
kind shut a man out from making any claim he may be entitled 
to make in court. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And this act does not undertake to cut him 


out. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. There is no way known to 
our laws whereby any American citizen can sue the Government 
of the United States except by virtue of statutory authority; and 
if the statute allow suit to be brought be repealed, there is 
no such authority. Thatis an answer to what has just been said 
by the gentleman from Missouri and the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. As I understand the gentleman 
from New Hampshire, his point is this: That if on an account 
embracing five hundred itemsand aggregating $10,000 the audit- 
ing officer should allow only $9,000, there is nothing to show 
upon what items the deduction of $1,000 has been made. Is that 
the gentleman’s point? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Very frequently there will 
be nothing giving such information until long after his check is 
sent him; and in such a case he must hold his check without 
using it at all in order to obtain reSxamination. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman will allow me to say that 
this will bea matter of regulation under this bill. The bill ex- 

ressly authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to make regu- 
fations for the enforcementof this act; and the matter of which 
the gentleman speaks would be a subject of regulation under this 
bill as it is under the present law. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. That is what I was abo ut to sug- 

t to the gentleman from New Hampshire. If a bill embrac- 
o a number of items should be passed upon by the ar 
some items being allowed, some rejected, and some modified, 
then under the regulations of the Treasury Department—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand whether 
the gentleman from New Hampshire desires to ‘‘ farm out ” his 
time in this rie : 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire has not objected to my suggestion; and if he does aot, I 


presume the Chair does not. 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. If the gentleman will ob- 
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tain recognition in his own time and yield it to me, I shall be | 


very glad. 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinoies. I can assure the gentleman that 
he shall haveas much time asI take from him. I presume there 
can be no trouble between the gentleman and myself on that 
oint. 
. Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Now, I wish to call atten- 
tion to another part of this same paragraph—an amendmenten- 

rafted upon the bill by the committee since the bill was orig- 
inally printed. The language is: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury shall make regulations fix- 


ing the time which shall expire before a warrant is issued in payment of an 
account certified as provided in sections 5 and 6 of this act. 


Now, I would like some explanation of this provision. Does 
it mean that the Secretary of the Treasury may fix an indefinite 
period? If it means just exactly what it says, the Secretary of 
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Mr. DOCKERY. There are so many doubtful claims that it 
is necessary to place power in the handsof the Secretary to hold 
them up for a reasonable time. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I am entirely in favor of 
fixing this section so that there shall be the least possible harm 
But here is a pro- 
vision by which the Secretary of the Treasury may be enabled, 








| after an account has passed the administrative department, and 


the Treasury may at any time blot out entirely, so far as pay- | 


ment is concerned, any balances which may be found by the Audi- 
tor, because he may fix a period of payment so remote that the 
man will not live long enough to get the money. I would like 
to have some explanation of that provision. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I answer the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire by stating that this proviso means exactly what it says. 
It means to give the Secretary of the Treasury power to make 
regulations to determine the time that shall elapse between the 
allowance of a claim and the issuance of the warrant. It was 
done to protect the interests of the Government. Undgr the 
bill every account of a disbursing officer will go to an adminis- 
trative officer to be first examined. It then goes to an auditor, 
is examined, and the examination in this case is final unless 
there shall be an appeal from the result of his decision. When 
it is audited, provision is made for the issuance of a certificate. 


after passing the Auditor, its allowance being determined, tosay, 
as often as he pleases, that this warrant shall notissue during the 
present year. 
Now, any reasonable time would be satisfactory. The gentle- 
}man from Missouri mentioned ten days. I think it might go 
| beyend that. Ican see no possible objection to fixing thirty 
days as the outside limit. Of course the use of the words * not 
exceeding,” in connection with the amendment, would not re- 
quire thatthe Secretary should insist upon the limit of the thirty 
days in every case, but in no event to exceed it. It seems to me 
entirely proper and fair as between the citizen and the Govern- 


ment. 


Mr.DINGLEY. Letmesuggest tomy friend from New Hamp- 
shire whether under existing laws the Secretary of the Treasury 
does not sometimes suspend the issue of a warrant within his 
diseretion. Is not this sometimes done when there has been 
some fraud suspected? I think this discretionary power should 
not be taken from the Secretary. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I will answer the gentle- 
man by saying that under section 191, the present law, which 
the commission proposes to repeal, the Secretary of the Treasury 


| has no right to go back of the accounting Auditor's certificate. 


The committee consider the question as to what time ought to | 


elapse between the auditing of an account and the issuance of 
the warrant in order to protect the Government. 


It was suggested to the commission that five days ought to be | 


inserted in the law, so that the head of the Executive Depart- 


ment would have ample opportunity to appeal on behalf of the | 
But on further reflection, 


Government if he desired to do so. 
and after consultation with the Secretary of the Treasury and 
other officials, it was deemed best to leave this entirely a matter 
of regulation for the Secretary of the Treasury, as there are so 





many different classes of warrants to be issued,and while in the | 


great majority of cases five days would be amply sufficient, yet 
in others it might require ten days or more. This proviso is in 
the interest of the people and of the Government. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. And without detriment to the 
claimant. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And without detriment to the claimant. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
amend in line 36, on page 9 of the bill, after the word ‘‘ time,” by 
inserting ‘‘not exceeding thirty days,” so that it will read: 


Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury shall make regulations fix- 


ing the time, not exceeding thirty days, which shall expire before a warrant 
is issued in payment of an account certified as provided in sections 5 and 6 
of this act. 


Mr. DOCKERY. There seems to be no objection to that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ordinarily there would not be over five days; 
but certainly it could never exceed thirty days. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think, however, upon reflection that the 
bill is carefully drawn and will protect the Government, and had 
better stand as it is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from New Hampshire. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert after the word ‘‘time,’’ in line 35, on page 9 of the bill, the words 
“not exceeding thirty days.” 


Mr. DINGLEY. Iam fearful that if a specific time is pro- 
vided here as proposed, there may be two evils arise. First, it 
may be taken as a legislative declaration that thirty days in all 
cases ouglft to expire before issuing the warrant, which in most 


cases would be unjust both tothe citizen or official interested in | 


the account; and on the other hand I am fearful that cases may 
arise where the warrant ought to be longer delayed for the pro- 
tection of the Government. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Soitseems to me wiser to leave to the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of the Treasury to determine by regu- 
lations, to be published, the time which shallelapse before war- 
rants issue as applying to the different classes of claims, The 
commission was at first inclined to provide a certain limitation 
in all cases, but when they came to examine more fully into the 
matter, and to consider the different characters of warrants, 
some of one class and some of another, it seemed to be a case that 
could be better determined by Treasury regulation, the time which 
should elapse before the warrant issued, rather than to under- 
take to accomplish it by statute. 
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Mr. DINGLEY. But my understanding is that he has some- 
times refused toissue the warrant. Section 191, to which refer- 
ence is made, was designed especially to prevent payments of 
any accounts or claims that had not been passed by the account- 
ing branch of the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 
The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follows: 

Sections 191 and 270 of the Revised Statutes are repealed. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I move to strike out the 
last word. Section 191 of the Revised Statutes is the very sub- 


| ject of the Poland report, which I have had printed with my re- 


marks. It was distinctly understood, and had been the experi- 
ence of people connected with the Government during nearly a 


| century, that it was much safer to trust the final decision of the 


Mr. Chairman, I move to |! : J ; 
| Treasury aright to dictate to the accounting officers what they 
| should find, 


| 


| which of course was a notice to the accounting officer that it was 
| necessary for him to proceed with caution in regard to that ac- 


| accounting officers in regard to items in any person’s account or 


in regard to claims, than it was to give the Secretary of the 


Section 191 made the finding of the accounting officer abso 
lutely binding on the Secretary of the Treasury, with the ex- 
ception that, if he wished, he could send the account back to 
the accounting officer with a request for its reéxamination, 


|}count. That has been occasionally done, and occasionally the 

finding of the accounting officer has been changed. But that 

section made the accounting officer absolutely independent of 
| the head of the Department. Now, the repeal of this section 
| places each one of these Auditors under the direction and con- 
| trol of the Secretary of the Treasury. He can dictate to them 
| what they are to do. And, gentlemen, if this bill becomes a 
| law the result will be that, as there is to be an Auditor for each of 
the Departments, the head of each Department will require of 
| the President that a man shall be made Auditor of his Depart- 
| ment who is satisfactory to himself, and consequently there will 
| be no line of demarkation between the expenditure and the al- 
| lowance of the expenditure in this regard, which is contrary to 
| the policy of all the Administrations for the last twenty years, 
| and contrary to good policy in the Government. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I simply desire to call the 
attention of my friend from New Hampshire[ Mr. BAKER]to the 
fact that section 191, which he has spoken of as being repealed, 
and which is repealed in terms, is reénacted in section 6, as ap- 
plicable to the new plan, following almost the identical language: 

Szc. 6. The balances which may from time to time be certified by the Aud- 
itors to the division of bookkeeping and warrants, or to the Postmaster 
General, upon the settlements of public accounts, shall be final and conclu- 
sive upon the executive branch of the Government, except that any person 
whose account may have been settled, the head of the Executive Department, 
or of the board, commission, or establishment not under the jurisdiction 
of an Executive Department, to which the account pertains, or the Comp.- 
troller of the Treasury, may, within a year, obtain a revision of the said 
account by the Comptroller of the Treasury, whose decision upon such revi- 


sion shall be final and conclusive upon the executive branch of the Govern- 
ment: Provided,That the Secretary of the Treasury may, when in his judg- 
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ment the interests of the Government require it, suspend payment and dl- 
rect the reéxamination of any account. 

That is the reénactment of precisely the section to which 
the gentleman has alluded, and which is here repealed because 
it applies to a different state of circumstances; but in order to 
carry out the same policy it has been put in in all its force, 50 as 
to make it certain that the auditing branch of the Government 
shall be as distinct and independent under this bill as under 
existing law; and almost the same language is used. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Notthe same language, buta little stronger 
language. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I withdraw the pro forma 
amendment. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follows: 


So. 12. In the case of claims presented to an Auditor which have not had 
an administrative examination, the Auditor shall cause them to be exam- 
ined by two of his subordinates independently of each other. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. In this section 12 the committee seem 
largely to have given away their own case, They say that— 

in the case of claims presented to an Auditor which have not had an ad- 


ministrative examination the Auditor shall cause them to be examined by 
two of his subordinates independently of each other. 


Now, itdoes not need any argument to show—for the statement 
itself shows—that an examination by two clerks in the same 
office is not equivalent to an examination by two clerks in differ- 
ent offices under different jurisdictions and under different su- 
pervision. 

For instance, this proceeds upon the idea that any possible 
fraud must be with the clerk, and not with the Auditor. If the 
fraud is with the Auditor, of course he will detail the clerks 
whom he chooses to make the examination, and a clerk whose 
official oe and livelihood depend upon the good will of 
the Auditor would necessarily find in pursuance of the wish 
of the Auditor. Butif the two accounting systems were dis- 
tinct and separate, then while the one might wish it done one 
way, the other one would be acheck upon him. Exactly this 
thing has been attempted in the office of the Auditor for the 
Post-Office Department, and it does not work successfully there, 
and will not work successfully anywhere. 

I withdraw the formal amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: ° 

Suc. 23. This act shall be in force on and after the Ist day of July, 1894. 


Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, I have held this bill in my 
hand and carefully followed the reading of the whole of it, and I 
am somewhat familiar with the matter of accounts. I willfrankly 
say to this House that it has appeared to me, and undoubt- 
edly to every member of this House, as a purely technical bill. 
It is a bill that can not be understood by the members of this 
House, as such, unless they have given very close attention and 
examination to the whole system of accounting by the Govern- 
ment. It comes then to this, that we can not act upon our in- 
dividual judgment in passing upon this bill, but we must act 
upon the judgment of this commission or not actatall. Itisa 
commission composed of six men, three appointed by the House 
and three by the Senate of the Congress of the United States, 
and the peopie of the country would be more likely to intrust 
their judgment as to what should be done to those six men as to 
any other six men now sitting in Congress. 

Upon the part of the House, I would submit that there is 
scarcely a man on this floor who would not submit his i ent 
to that of the opinion of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINnG- 
LEY] upon questions not political purely, and upon matters on 
which he himself was not an expert. Now, I know, from at- 
tempts to find out the condition of various items in the Treas- 
ury, that it is impossible for a plain man to get at the condition 
of the Treasury upon any item. 

Let me say to this House that I tried for thirty days to find out 
what was the exact “ final balance ” in the Treasury of the United 
States was at the end of the year 1892, and for each year back 
for five years. I was unable to do it, and did not find out. 

Now, let me say that I have had to do with accounts for fifty 
years lacking two—the revision of accounts in my own business; 
and there never has been a year in which I have not made some 
improvement in simplicity and having their condition clear on 
the face of the accounts so as to be more easily understood by 
myself and my partner, from the year I commenced business. 
I submit that these accounts of the Government, to my certain 
knowledge, need a thorough revision and simplification; and Ido 

that this House will take the a tnis commission 

will vote unanimously to approve their find to inaugu- 

— system that they have recommended to us, we may 
try it. 

t me say, furthermore, that I believe thatat the end of every 

five years these accounts ought to be gone over by a commission, 
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in order to still further simplify them. I know from my own 
experience that it can be done. Let me tell you of alittle inci- 
dence in my knowledge. There were two partners in business. 
One of them attended to the details of manufacturing and the 
other to keeping the books in acertain business which required 
all the time of the second person. Subsequently those books, 
for a larger business, were taken and revised and a new sys- 
tem adopted. Those books were as accurately and more clearly 
kept in sixty minutes in the day under the revised system. Now, 
as to the simplification of the accounts of the Government. 
If it is a fact that those accounts have not been simplified and 
revised and reorganized for twenty years even, it is conclusive 
proof thatit should be done. . 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw the pro 
forma amendment? 

Mr. WALKER. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. WANGER. I desire to offer an amendment, Mr. Chair- 


man. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out “four,” in line 2 of section 23, and insert “‘five;’’ and the rules 
and regulations by that time made in pursuance of the provisions of section 
20 shall be reported to Congress January 1, 1895.” 


Mr. WANGER. Mr. Chairman, this last section of the act 
provides for its going into effect about the time that it is rea- 
sonable for the most sanguine friends of the measure to hope 
that it may be enacted into legislation. There will, therefore, 
be no time for the preparation necessary to carry it into suc- 
cessful, satisfactory, and conservative operation; no time for the 
heads of Departments to consider what regulations may be neces- 
sary in order to provide the safeguards essential to an econom- 
ical administration of the affairs of the Government. 

I, therefore, propose by this amendment that it go into effect 
in 1895, a year hence, in order that due provision may be made 
for the details of the administration of the act, that the regu- 
lations that shall have then been adopted shall be reported to 
Congress by the first of next year, in order that such legislation 
as may commend itself to Cabinet officers and other heads of De- 

tments may beasked for by them and enacted by this Congress 
in order that asafe and certain system may beestablished. I can 
add nothing to what I have said in this direction. It seems to 
me that such a vast machinery must require very considerable 
thought and care in order to make it what every well-wisher of 
a reformed system would desire. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!”] 

The question was taken on the adoption of the amendment, 
and the Chairman announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WANGER. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 8; noes 106. 

Mr. WANGER. No quorum, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WANGER], and the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]. 

The committee again divided; but pending the report of the 
tellers, Mr. WANGER withdrew the point of no quorum. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
rise and report the bill to the House, with the recommendation 
that it do =. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HATCH, from the Committee of the Whole, 
reported that they had had under consideration a substitute for 
the bill (H. R. 6948) to improve the methods of accounting in the 
Department of the Treasury, and for other purposes, and had in- 
structed him to report the same to the House, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. DINGLEY. r. Speaker, I move the previous question 
on the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
— being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
an 


passed. 

On motion of Mr. DINGLEY,a motion to reconsider the vote 

by which the bill was passed, was laid on the table. 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled a joint 
resolution (S. R. 66) providing additional clerical force for the 
Librarian of Congress; when the Speaker signed the same. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United 
States, was communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of 


his secretaries, who also informed the House that the President 
_ ma 2 and signed bills of the following titles: 


1894: 
An act (H. R. 5041) to extend the time authorizing the St. Louis 


; 














1894. 





and Birmingham Railroad to build a bridge across Tennessee 
River at Clifton, Tenn.; ; ba 
An act (H.R. 5356) to authorize the West Braddock Bridge 
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Company to construct a bridge over the Monongahela River | 


from the borough of Rankin to Mifflin Township; 

An act (H. R. 1917) authorizing the Texarkana and Fort Smith 
Railway Company to bridge the Sulphur River in the State of 
Arkansas or in the State of Texas; . 

An act (H. R. 1916) authorizing the Texarkana and Fort Smith 
Railway Company to bridge Little River, in the State of Ar 
kansas; i <a 

An act (H. R. 6556) to provide for further urgent deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the service of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other purposes. 

On April 24, 1894: 


An act (H.R.5978) to authorize the construction of a steel 


bridge over the Saint Louis River between the States of Wis- 
consin and Minnesota; sae 
An act (H. R. 5276) to authorize Commander F,, W. Dickins, of 


the United States Navy, to accept the decoration of the Cress of | 


Naval Merit of the third class from the King of Spain. 

On April 30, 1894: 

An act (H. R. 3713) to provide for the division of the Eastern 
district of Michigan into the northern and southern divisions, 
and for holding the circuit and district courts of the United 
States therein, and for other purposes; and 

An act (H. R. 4765) to authorize the St. Louis River Bridge 
Company and the Duluth Transfer Railway Company to construct, 
maintain, and operate a bridge over the St. Louis River from a 

int at or near Grassy Point, in the village of West Duluth, 


inn., to the most available point opposite, in the State of Wis- | 


consin. 
RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- | 


solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the purpose of considering general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly, resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. HATCH in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee on the state 
of the Union for the purpose of considering peregesaion bills. 
The Clerk will report the title of the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 

A bill (H. R. 6518) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and 
preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other 
purposes, 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr.CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, so far as the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors is concerned, no general debate is de- 
sired. In order to test the disposition of the committee on that 
subject, ask unanimous consent that this bill benow considered 
by paragraphs under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. REED. I think we should have some general debate. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Will the gentleman indicate how much 
general debate he desires? 

Mr. REED. I think we can discover that after we have had 
general debate for a time. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Very well. 


Ido not insist on my request. 
Let the bill be debated generally. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi de- 
sire to occupy the floor. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. I do not, sir. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize any gentleman 
who desires to discuss the bill. 

Mr. REED. I think there ought to be some explanation of 
the bill as a whole, some statement by the committee. Is there 
a report? 

Mr. BRETZ. There is. 

Mr. REED. Then I ask that the report be read. <A gentle- 
man near me states that it does not throw much light upon the 
bill, but if that is all the information we are going to have about 
it I would like to have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. CATCHINGS) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Rivers and Harbors, to w were 
rts of the Chief of E eers and Sabordtnaas suaineetn bad guna! = 


re} 
bilts, resolutions, and petitions relating to the improyement of rivers an 
leave to report to the House theaccompanying bill, making ap- 


Propraions pei 

for the construction, completian, repair, and preservation of 
public works on rivers and harbors, and for other . 
recommend the passage of the same. - e ven aeades 


The aggregate amount of the ons ed is $0, 431,689.56, 
and is based upon estimates amoun in the te to $38,770,611. 

mi. ‘_ total amount ones by the a about r ost or $3,688, 939.56, is 

e Tre . . ’ e 

—pryromans harbors m: er, 742,750, for the im 


For examinations, omg and contingencies $125,000 
recommended, which are included in the total for rivers. 


| 

















No new projects are provided for in the bill, the committee believing that 
in view of the limits of the bill it was best to appropriate only for existing 
works. 

Preliminary examinations of one hundred and sixteen additional works 
and surveys of thirty-eight additional works have been recommended 

The committee have been in almost continuous session for the past four 
months, during which time innumerable hearings have been granted to 
Senators and Representatives, and to delegations from all parts of the 
country. 

The committee have given the most careful and painstakin 


) r consideration 
to the bill in all its parts, and recommend its passa 


ge 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maine desire 
to address the committeo? 

Mr. REED. Ishould like to hear some general explanation 
of the nature of this bill; but if the chairman will not give itto 
us I will yield to the gentleman from Ohio |Mr. GROSVENOR] 
who is amember of the committee. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to indul 
in any general debate on this bill. The report covers about all 
thatI could say. it states the amount of the Dill, how the 
money is divided between rivers and harbors, and that the bill 
contains no new projects. That covers practically all that I can 
say. Infact, this bill contains no newitem whatever. The com- 
mittee wore under the impression that it was the part of wis- 
dom to expend such sums of money as they felt at liberty to ask 
Congress to appropriate for the continuance of works already 
in existence. F believe there is nothing in the bill that has not 
been repeatedly debated and considered by the House, and I 
confess my inability to say anything about it that would be in- 
teresting or instructive to this committee. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Will the gentleman permit a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Dlinois. I see the statement made in the 
report that the aggregate appropriation of nine millions and 
some odd hundred thousand dollars is based upon estimates 
amounting in the aggregate to something over thirty-eight 
millions. Are the estimates and the appropriations amounting 
to over nine millions based upon a general principle which cov 
ers all of the items? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I will only say to my friend that we did 
notfollow any general rule. Wedistributed the appropriations 
as well as we could with reference to the necessities of these 
various works and the limitations which we understood would 
govern the House with reference to the aggregate of appropri- 
ations. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. If there wasno fixed principle upon 
which the appropriations were made, how did the committee de- 
termine the amounts assigned in the bill to these different rivers 
and harbors? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Why, Mr. Chairman, we have done as all 
committees have done. We have taken up each item as we 
reached it, and have endeavored, within the general limitations 
which we understood in advance would be placed upon our com- 
mittee as to appropriations, to deal fairly with each item, treat- 
ing each on its merits. 

[t is impossible, as my friend will understand, that there could 
be any cast-iron rule, because some projects have greater neces- 
sities than others; and there are in some places emergencies 
which do not exist in others and which entitle some places to 
greater consideration than others, aside from the merits of the 
case. Thus my friend from Illinois must see that it would be 
impossible, even if we desired it, tohavea mere horizontal scale 
which would operate in a uniform way with reference to all 
projects. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to ask the chairman of the 
committee [Mr, CATCHINGS] a question, if I can have his per- 
mission. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. This bill, asthe report of the committee 
says, covers nearly nine and a half million dollars. I would like 
to inquire of the gentleman whether there are, in any general 
appropriation bill, appropriations covering objects which for- 
merly were in the river and harbor bill; and, if so, what is the 
amount of those other appropriations? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Ofcourse, thatis true. We had quiie a 
full discussion on that subject when the sundry civil bill was 
before the House for consideration. My recollection is—I will 
not undertake to speak with entire accuracy—that the sundry 
civil bill carried something like $8,000,000 for these purposes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Eight million three hundred thousand dol- 
lars. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then, for purposes that are usually appro- 
priated for in the river and harbor bill there will be appropria- 
tions of nearly $18,000,000 this year—— 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That is true. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But disguised and covered up in one or 
more bills. 
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Mr. CATCHINGS. I do not concede that they are ‘‘ covered 
up,” because this matter has been done openly. The appropri- 
ations in the sundry civil bill were not made “in a corner.” 
We had quite full discussion upon them. The report in the 
present case is confined,as a matter of course, to this bill. It 
would not have been proper to have made any allusion in this 
ropers to those items in the sundry civil bill. 

Mr McMILLIN. I wish to ask my friend from Mississippi 
{[Mr. CATCHINGS] whether the matters referred to by the gen- 
tleman from Iowa as embraced in another general appropria- 
tion bill are not matters arising under laws heretofore passed— 
arising under contracts heretoforeentered into, over which the 
present committee has no jurisdiction? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I think that is true; and I am very glad 
that itis true. I only regret that more of these public works 
are not carried on under such a system. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. And I understand that the $8,300,000 
heretofore appropriated is not distributed generally among the 
rivers and harbors of the country, but is appropriated simply 
where there have been contracts. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That is true. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to ask a further question. I 
see that] the ‘appropriations embraced in this bill bear to the 
estimates the ratio of about 1 to 4; in other words, about 25 per 
cent of the estimates has been appropriated. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. About 20 per cent. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I wish to inquire whether that proportion 
obtains with reference to these other appropriations that are 
usually covered by the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. It does not. 

Mr. HEPBURN. In the other appropriations the whole 
amount asked was granted by the committee, was it not? 

Mr.CATCHINGS. No,sir. That may be true with reference 
to one or two of those yr but it is nottrue with ref- 
erence to allof them. My friend will understand that with ref- 
erence to those projects included in the sundry civil bill, power 
had been given to the Secretary of War, by an act passed in the 
First-first Congress and an act passed in the Fifty-second Con- 
gress, to make contracts for the completion of those works 
within the limitations of the estimates which had been sub- 
mitted for them. Some of those contracts will call for 25 or 30 
per cent of the estimate, some for 35 or 40 per cent, some for 
more. The idea which my friend is trying to get at—and I will 
aid him in that respect—is that eee asked for by the 
Secretary of War with reference to those items is covered by 
the appropriations in the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, it has been suggested by 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. ReEp] that there ought to be 
some expianation in regard to this bill; and it seems to me that 
the suggestion is avery properone. A bill carrying an appropri- 
ation of somewhere in the neighborhood of $9,000,000 for river 
and harbor improvements ought not, probably, to be passed with - 
out some explanation to the country. And one of the reasons 
for that is, Mr. Chairman, as is well known, that there has been 
in years past an unceasing storm of criticisms launched against 
river and harbor improvements. They have been of two general 
characters: First, the old exploded opinion—and I use that term 
with all due respect to the gentlemen who formerly held to the 
opinions Iam about to refer to—the old exploded idea that it 
was unconstitutional for Congress to appropriate money for the 
improvement of rivers and harbors. 

It was a dogma adopted and tenaciously adhered to by a large 
and very respectable wing of one of the great parties of the 
country for many years. It was at one time a political question 
in the country and entered into the declarations of parties in 
their platforms and formed the subject of elaborate arguments 
on either side. 

Ido not know in point of time when in the history of this 
country that question passed out of the political arena, and 
when the opponents of the principle of river and harbor im- 
provements by the General Government had narrowed down to 
a few who, in their own individual capacity, guided by their 
own judgment and by their own knowledge of law, still pro- 
tested against the practice in the country and against the uni- 
form practice of their own political parties. 

But the time has come, and nobody can better attest it than 
the members of the River and Harbor Committee, that there is 
no longer any opposition to river and harbor improvements in 
re based on that dogma. Nol r ago than my earliest 
service on this committee, gentlemen of that old school came 
before the committee and disclaimed being any longer — 
of that old doctrine. But dur the current session of - 

ress we have not had any disclaimers of that character, but 
ve had the practical codperation of the members of Congress 
— all we pap ——— — and 3 —— of 
cs, willing at all even waive any mee y may 

ve, as tothe technical character of the Constitution, in favor 
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of eee for their own Congressional districts in any 
event. 

It has been the misfortune of the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and they feel it very keenly, that they have not been 
enabled to do that degree of justice to these growing and im- 
portant works in the country thatought to have beendone. We 
have been affected in presenting this bill by the condition of the 
Treasury, as have been all the other committees controlling ap- 

ropriations of the public money, and whereas to have done full 
justice to the various amounts estimated as necessary by the War 
Department would have required something like forty-odd mil- 
lions of dollars, we have been enabled to appropriate only about 
$9,000,000 so far as this bill is concerned. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The amount is embodied in the report. 

Mr. STEPHENSON. Nine million four hundred thousand 
dollars is the og regate, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The amount, as shown by the report, I 
find is $9,400,000, and there is probably to be added to that an 
estimate for the amount which will be necessary to make the 
surveys, some of which are not covered by the aggregate sum 
which was fixed in the bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield to me 
for a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir; and I not only yield tothe gen- 
tleman from Illinois with pleasure, but as Iam not here to make 
a set speech, I will be glad to answer any question that I am 
capable of answering that any other gentleman desires to make. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I see by the report of the com- 
mittee that $5,742,750 are appropriated for the improvements of 
rivers. For what rivers is the principal part of this sum appro- 
priated? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, the billstates that foritself. But 
I shall come to the specific appropriations as I proceed. The 
bill, however, speaks very ful y on that subject. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 1 did not know but that you had 
the matter in hand and would save us an examination of the bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, if the gentleman has not as much 
time to examine the bill as I have to make this statement, I 
will gladly endeavor to help him out of the trouble. 

Mr. HEPBURN and Mr. WALKER addressed the Chair. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I wish first to answer the inquiry of the 
gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I wish to inquire if the Miami Canal is 
a ag! provided for in this bill? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I wish to say, for the benefit of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa, whose return to Congress and whose partici- 
pation in the debate on this subject is a source of great pleasure 
to me, that there is no appropriation for the Miami Canal, but 
there is an appropriation for the river along the front of the 
State which he so ably represents in Congress. We have been 
carefulthat on this occasion there should be no criticism of his 
ee capacity in that regard. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, I feel a personal interest on the sub- 
ject. [Laughter.] If the gentleman will now kindly locate the 
appropriation, I will be under an obligation to him. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. As I proceed with my remarks I will be 
very glad todoso. I now yield to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. ae for a question, as this is a subject on 
which he is as thoroughly posted ashe is on all others that come 
before Congress. 

Mr. WALKER. I rise for the purpose of getting informa- 
tion, because [ do not understand upon what principle this bill 
is framed. . 

I believe the chairman of the committee stated that the works 
entered upon or being prosecuted under the appropriations in 
this bill are covered in only 25 per cent by the bill of their total 
cost. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No; the total estimates submitted. 

Mr. WALKER. Well, the total estimates. That would 
make a total for these works in the end, if we pass the bill, four 
times as much as is covered by the bill, which would be $36,000,- 
000, and I would like an explanation from the gentleman, in 
treating of the various items of the bill, as to what in his judg- 
ment the sum total of their cost will actually be. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, Iam satisfied that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] was correct in the admission 
he made in the opening of his remarks, that he does not under- 
stand the sub, about which he is talking. Therefore I will 
very gladly give the gentleman from Massachusetts such im- 

ect information as [ have. I think the gentleman, however, 

oes know that the War Department makes estimates, notof the 

ultimate cost of works, so far as these figures are concerned, 

but of the amount of money that could be profitably expended 

during the year for which these appropriations are made, to wit, 

from the of June next to the 30th of June one year from 
that time. 

In view, however, of the condition of the Treasury, and I may 
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say, considering the condition of the country under the present 
Administration, and under the existing threats of future harm 
to the conntry, we were compelled to modify those estimates, 
and to place them at a sum which would notexceed, as we trust, 
$10,000,000 in any event to come out of the public Treasury for 
the river and harbor bill for the ensuing fiscal year. 

But that by no meanscontrols the action of future Congresses, 
nor does it necessarily imply that three times this amount must 
be appropriated in the future. 

Mr. WALKER. Now, will the gentleman allow me one fur- 
ther question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. WALKER. I should like to ask the gentleman if, when 
he says the War Department estimate that certain improve- 
ments in rivers and harbors will cost a certain sum to complete 
them, he means to say that the committee of which he isa mem- 
ber can sit down in their committee room and, because of the 
condition of the Treasury, figure out a less cost than the en- 
gineers of the War Department estimate the ultimate cost of 
the improvement to be; and does the gentleman mean to say 
that the cost will not be what the competent engineers estimate 
it will be, because this committee have appropriated a less sum, 
on account of the condition of the Treasury? If they are able 
to do that I think some business men in this country would like 
to employ them in their business. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors and the War Department in particular would like 
to employ the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] to 
make the figures first, and furnish the money afterward. That 
would be a most desirable consummation of the whole of this 
trouble. What I mean to say—and the gentleman understands 
it perfectly—is this: The committee do not figure down the cost 
oi the improvement. Take a river upon which there has been 
adopted « plan of improvement, by the building of locks and 
dams. Take for illustration the Kentucky River. 

Mr. WALKER. Iam glad you take a river down South. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well, we will take the Ohio River 
then, where the plan involves the building perhaps of twenty 
dams and locks, and the estimate is made upon the whole of that 
river. Then it is suggested by the Chief of Engineers that he 
could expend, we will say, a million of dollars during the cur- 
rent year. Well, we can not give the million of dollars, but that 
does not affect his estimate. We donot undertake, as the gen- 
tleman says, to figure down the cost of the work; inasmuch as 
they are building one lock and dam at a time, we will give them 
money enough to build one lock and dam or two locks and dams 
this year, and they must look to the future for the other im- 
provement. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, I am very much obliged to 
the gentleman for this information. I think he is making rapid 
progress in Democratic financiering, and that ultimately we will 
get some advantage to the country from having him for financier 
on the Republican side, in competition with the Democrats. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Letme go a little further with this, and 
then I will give the gentlemanachance. The gentleman repre- 
sents a State that has one of the greatestimprovements suggested 
in this bill, and one of the mostexpensive. Itistocost some five 
or six millions of dollars. Itis tobe agreatharborof refuge. I 
had the honor to serve on the committee when the first dollar 
was appropriated under the advocacy of the predecessor of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts{Mr. COGSWELL]. I refer to Mr. 
Stone, of Newburyport. He succeeded first in getting us to 
adopt a plan for a mighty improvement, the largest and most 
magnificentand comprehensive harbor of refuge inall the world. 
As we were told by the engineers this year, the harbor at Cher- 
bourg is a small matter in comparison to the harbor at Sandy 
Bay when completed. Now, that will cost some five or six mil- 
lions of dollars, perhaps, to complete that work, and that is the 
estimate of the engineer; but we can not give him the whole 
amount of that money, and so we give him so much of it as we 
can, based upon the general request for money, and the possi- 
bility of supplying it out of the public er 

Mr. VA OORHIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, I would 
= to ask the gentleman, who appears to be in charge of the 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am not in charge of the bill. 

Mr. VAN VOORGIS of New York (continuing). Whether 
the President of the United States participated in any manner 
in the framing of this bill? mn 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am satisfied that this committee would 
have been very glad to have had a suggestion from the Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Was there any intima- 
tion to the committee from the President as to what limit the 
pecernes ce might go to, and beyond which the bill would be 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. None whatever. 

Mr. VAN VOORHISof New York. Then willthe gentleman 
explain to the House —— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The committee has some general rudi- 
mentary knowledge of their own. [{Laughter.] 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. | am very glad to be in- 
formed of that. Will you oblige us by telling the House how 
the Treasury came into this depleted condition you mentioned, 


| so that we can only give 25 per cent of the estimates of the en- 


gineers? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is a partisan question, and that 
sort of question never comes intothe discussions of the River and 
Har>vor Committee. Therefore I decline to answer the ,entle- 


man’s question on that ground. [Laughter.]} 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. One question further. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Do you not think thatin 
these hard times, when so many men are out of employment, 
it is the duty of the Government not to economize in ex- 
penditures on public works, but rather, on the contrary, to em- 
ploy all the workmen they can, and to expend an increased 
amount rather than a diminished amount on rivers and harbors? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If 1 had my way about it [ would appro- 
— $50,000,000 a year for the improvement of rivers and har- 

rs. I would put in motion and carry to execution a series of 
projects which would be of more value to the commeres of this 
country abroad, and the coastwise commerce of this country, 
and the internal commerce of this country than all other 
schemes in relation to interstate and foreign commerce that the 
wit of man has ever invented up to this time. I would not only 
employ labor and give it fair zeward, but I would make the har- 
bors of the Great Lakes what they ought to be, with water suffi- 
cient in them to float a vessel drawing 25 feet, with the enor- 
mous commerce of that country. I would make our seaports 
correspond in depth. 

Now thatthe New York Harbor has been practically finished, 
exceptas to keeping it in its present condition, I would establish 
thatas a gauge and standard, and would make the New England 
harbors, the Middle State harbors, and the harbors away down to 
Brazos all of like capacity. I would make the Northwest trib- 
utary not to the great lines of railroads that cross the continent 
alone or so much as to the ocean commerce of the country 
which is carried from Southern harbors. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, I think 
the House ought to thank me for giving the gentleman achance 
tomake thatstatement. Lagreewithhim. Theriverand harbor 
bills formerly were about one-half steal; but I believe this bill to 
be honest, every bit of it; and in an honest biil I will go as far 
as the gentleman from Ohio will in appropriating money to im- 
prove the rivers and harbors. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I have no right to com- 
plain that the gentleman states that this bil, is an honest one, 
possibly; but I want to say that in my judgment there has not 
been since I knew anything about the details of this appropria- 
tion any ground for the censure that has been aimed at it. 

Mr. VAN VOORKHIS of New York. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope the gentleman will not make any 
new suggestion for fear I forget the one he has already made. 

Mr. VAN VOORGHIS of New York. I.want to give you one. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Give me another one later on. Now, 
this attack that has been made upon the river and harbor bill 
for a great many years is the outgrowth of ignorance, as is the 
idea that we, when money is plenty, improve small and unim- 
portant rivers. It has not been a great while since a member 
of Congresson this floor—and I will not give his name, for I have 
forgotten it (laughter]—got up and made an assault upon the 
bill and spoke about improving a certain creek; and it used to 
be a strong thing for a man to say ‘‘creek” in connection with 
the river and harbor bill—he had said something exceedingly 
damaging. 

This gentleman was called upon to name some creek, and he said, 
*“You have made a great appropriation there for the improve- 
ment of Newtown Creek. Who,” says he “ ever heard of a creek 
called Newtown Creek.” The gentleman did not know at the 
time, although my recollection is that he lived on a very large 
river, which had a navigable length of 600 or 700 miles—he did not 
know at the time that Newtown Creek had ten times as much 
commerce as the entire length of 600 or 700 miles of navigable 
water of the river on which he lived. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I will say to the gentle- 
man that before his appearance in the House there were some 
such things as those which he now refers to. For instance, a river 
and harbor bill would contain an item of $250,000 to remove the 
detritus from the bed of the Sacramento River which the State 
of California had permitted the miners to wash intoit. Now, 
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that was not the outgrowth of ignorance; it was the outgrowth 
cf turpitude; and that was only one of many instances. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It was the outgrowth of silver mining. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. . Oh, no; gold mining. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well. But the Sacramento River 
is now being made one of the best navigable rivers west of the 
great mountains. 

Mr. RAY. I see certain provisions in the bill about which I 
desire to ask some questions. My questions are undoubtedly 
the cutgrowth of ignorance; otherwise I would not ask them. 
[Laughter.] 

I notice first that there are 50 pages of appropriations in this 
bill, and then that there are about 25 or 30 pages of general leg- 
islation on the subject of navigation, etc., having nothing on 
earth directly or indirectly to do with the improvements pro- 
vided for in the bill. Now, in the first place, I would like to 
know why it is that all this ee legislation on these subjects 
is put in an appropriation bill appropriating money for the im- 
provement of rivers and harbors? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think I can answer that question. 

Mr. RAY. Very well. If it should be necessary after you 
have answered that I will ask another. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. These items of general legislation have 


been su gested either by the report of the Chief of Engineors 


or by bills introduced on this floor and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. Incidental to an appropriation cer- 
tain other copsiderations arise, and I may as well go directly to 
one case which will illustrate the whole question. The Chief 
of Engineers estimates a certain amount of money as being re- 
quired for the dredging of New York Harbor. In that same 
connection he informs the committee that the existing legisla- 
tion is inadequate to the protection of that harbor from the 
dumping, in violation of existing law, of the refuse matterof the 
city of New York into the navigable waters of the harbor. A 
very elaborate report was presented to the committee on that 
subject, and it may be remembered that one Representative of 
the city of New York attempted to ingraft this same a 
upon another appropriation bill, probably the sundry civil bill. 

The matter was pending and was incorporated in this bill, and 
it is germane (if the expression is a r one).to the appro- 
priation for the dredging and care of New York Harbor; for 
surely it is as important to prevent the filling up of a harbor by 
artificial means as it is to dredge out of that harbor the materials 
which have been deposited there, whether by artificial or by 
natural causes. The knowledge that we got from the War De- 
partment, supplemented by that supplied by the resident engi- 
neer, who came over here and argued the matter fully before 
the committee, furnished the suggestions for a t deal of the 
legislation which we havs incorporated in this bill. 

Anotheritem. There has grown up on the Great Lakes, where 
we are spending enormous amounts of money, a system of trans- 
portation of | in open rafts, in such a manner as to practi- 
cally impede and delay the commerce of those great water ways. 
The time was when the obstruction was not felt, when the Sault 
Ste. Marie carried so small an amount of commerce that we 
could afford to let these open booms of logs drift th that 
channel; but it became a serious obstruction, and ly the 
War Department, upon the application of a member of this 
House representing a district largely interested [Mr. STEPHEN- 
SON], sent a commission, headed by Gen. Poe, one of the most 
intelligent officers in the service, and they, after fuil - 
tion, after consultation with the raftsmen, the timber men, 
shipowners, and all the interested, agreed u and 

ted tous the legisla which has been put into bili, 
r to be inco: into the same 
bill that makes ons for the improvement and devel- 
opment of the naviga of those waters. 

Mr. RAY. Then, if lunderstand the gentleman correctly, the 
position of oes oo on —— Harbors is, that what- 
ever legis necessary entire country touching 
rivers and harbors, bayous, creeks, or anything that has water 
in itor about it, is to be put into this appropriation bill. Is 
that the idea? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not quite all of it, buta deal of it. 
We limit ourselves in this way. We have to do with 
the light-houses, or va mien geet matters that come under 
scaiae sheammeenciion f the quenusieat navigation, and 

pro on 0 pro- 
teetion of the shores from erosion and all matters of that kind, 
our jurisdiction covers them, and certainly it covers the ques- 
tions of the filling up of the navigable waters by deposits made 
in herbers or in rivors,and of the establishmentof harbor lines, 
ne, which strictly to the improvement and mainte- 
nance of nav 


igation. 
Mr. RAY. Lunaderstood the to say—or 
he only intimated it, though I ior be nil tes eee 


much money appropriated here for the purpose of clearing out 
from rivers and harbors refuse matter or material discharged 
there by the big cities located upon the banks of these rivers 
and harbors, or near them—— 

Mr.GROSVENOR. CertainlyI didnotsay that. Isaid there 
was complaint to us—and that the gentleman is familiar with— 
that the laws regulating the carrying of refuse out of New York 
Harbor into the ocean and there depositing it are defective. It 
is not important I should state wherein they were defective, 
and how impossibleof enforcement those laws are. Laws of that 
kind have been passed in river and harbor appropriation bills, 
but they are defective and insufficient, and therefore we have 
undertaken to amerd the statutes in this particular. 

Mr. RAY. You have provided in this bill or have provided 
heretofore enactments which will prevent the discharge or de- 
posit of refuse matter in rivers and harbors where it will im- 
pede navigation? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAY. Now, in section 4, on page 57 of this bill, I notice 
the following provision: 

That it-shall be the duty of the Secretary of War to prescribe such rules 
and regulations for the use, administration, and navigation of any or all 
canals and similar works of navigation that now are, or that hereafter may 
be, owned, operated, or maintained by the United States as in his judgment 
the pwhlic necessity may require. 

Why is it that this matter is placed within the control of the 
Secretary of War? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Because the Secretary of War has con- 
trol of rivers and harbors. 

Mr. RAY. Entirely? 

. Mr.GROSVENOR. Entirely and exclusively, and of all lakes, 
canals, and bridges where the national authority extends. 

Mr. RAY. s is, then, but a continuation of the law as it 
exists and has existed heretofore? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Thatis all. But in preparing this bill 
we have taken occasion to examine the statutes and the deci- 
sions of the courts to ascertain whether we were going too far in 
one in the next paragraph after the one the gentleman 

as read, that the rules and regulations which may be prescribed 
by the Secretary of War in respect to these matters shall have 

e force and effect of law. In inqui whether these rules 
and regulations could be thus enforced as law, we discovered, as 
I can satisfy the gentleman, I think, that according to the deci- 
sions of the courts it is competent for Congress to confer this au- 
thority upon the Secretary of War. 

Mr. RAY. If that was the law before, why do you put it in 
this bill as a inane and independent provision? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Because it is a convenient way to pass 
it into law. : 

Mr. RAY. But you say it is and has been the law. Has this 
been done simply to increase the length of the bill? 

Mr. GROS OR. Notatall. It is more convenient to put 
all these enactments which are germane to the appropriations 
into a single measure, than to encumber the Calendar of this 
House or the statute books of the country with a series of inde- 
pendent bills. 

Mr. RAY. ButI understood the gentleman to say that this 
is and has been the law. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That what is the law? 

Mr. RAY. This provision giving jurisdiction and control of 
these canals, locks, etc., to the Secretary of War. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. He has had control of them under pre- 
vious acts; but the question with us was whether rules and reg- 
ulations which he t adopt under authority of an act of 
Congress would have the force and effect of law. In previous 
instances we have conferred power of this kind with reference 
to a single harbor or bridge or light-house or something of that 


r. We have now conferred it ina wider and er 
wig the whole range of these public works. 
r, . 


ou have made it broader and wider? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Broader and wider and more effective. 
Mr. RAY. Now, on page 61 of the bill I find in section 10a 


provision— 

That the Secre ‘ar is hereby direc cause preliminary /exami- 
sutens webs wade ts cub tollowens location. towit me 

Then follow about ten pages of names of localities where pre- 
liminary in ies and examinations are to be made. And I ob- 
serve that this inquiry is stated to be for the purpose of ascer- 
taining whether or not improvements can be made at those 
places. In other words, this provision seems to look to an ex- 


Nag cor agen epee 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Quitethe reverse. The object is to pre- 
vent the of millions of dollars. 


Seen eiialieaia heomaie 1 toe a or Now 


seems to me that improvements can be made almost anywhere. 
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I do not know of any place where the navigation of our rivers 
and harbors is so perfect that it can not be improved. 

Now, why not leave it for the Secretary of War, if complaint 
is made that there is an obstruction of that sort in a certain lo- 
,cality,or that there is some improvement needed, to investigate 
| if he thinks it important or if he deems the improvement to be 
necessary, and then to report the facts to Congress? Why ex- 
pressly provide here fora sortof junketing tour for the Secretary 
of War all over the country to see how many thousands or mil- 
lions or perhaps billions of dollars can be expended in the future 
for possible improvements? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, if the gentleman will allow me to 
answer I will very gladly inform him. 

Mr. RAY. 
in a little speech of my own. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, you have succeeded handsomely in 
getting in your speech. 

Now, in the first place, I do not understand what the gentle- 
man means when he speaks of a “‘ junketing trip.” It has noan- 

lication whatever to this question, as Ishall presently show. 

he gentleman himself commits himself to a proposition which 
is the text of my answer. He would imagine, I would imagine, 
and others, too, might imagine that some particular locality in 
our particular districts was worthy of improvement, ‘and we 
would come here, in the absence of this regulation, and succeed 
beyond doubt in injecting our views intoariverand harbor bill, 
possibly—certainly get a survey, and would probably get some 
appropriation for an improvement. That has been ascertained 
to be absolutely deleterious in this connection, and itcan not be 
upheld any longer. The practice is this: In the first place, ap- 
oe must be made to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

rs to grant authority for a preliminary examination, not a 
survey, but a preliminary examination. And here let me say 
there is a mighty difference between the one and the other. 

The preliminary examination might be made by the mere 

sage of the engineer through the locality on horseback, or 

n a skiff, or in some other way, and he may be able to decide at 
once that question. It is not a matter of expenditure. The en- 
gineer officer is paid his salary anyway, and the total expendi- 
ture would be the cost of his transportation, and that is all. 
Now, if he makes his report in writing to the Engineer Depart- 
ment that in his judgment the improvement ought to be made, 
then the Chief of Engineers makes his report and recommends 
to the next River and Harbor Committee the improvement, and 
that committee authorizes the Chief of Engineers to make the 
survey. Butifthe engineer reports that it is unworthy of im- 
provement, thatis the end of it, and under the law of the coun- 
try not a dollar is expended. So it is exactly to head off the 
genius of such gentlemen as the gentleman from New York, who 
would undertake to inject into the appropriation bills appropri- 
ations for improvements that ought not to be made that this 
provision is put in. 

The preliminary examination, as I have said, costs nothing, or 
if anything, it is merely a trifle, a matter of no considerable im- 
portance. But the survey is quite anotherthing. After having 
passed through the ordeal of the local engineer, and again the 
Chief of Engineers, and then the River and Harbor Committee, 
then comes the survey, which becomes an important matter, 
costing come money, and under the law of the country nota dol- 
lar can be appropriated for the improvement in any locality un- 
til the Engineer Department says it is worthy of improvement. 

Mr. HERMANN. And if the gentleman will permit me, we 
have the further fact, which is shown by the records, that about 
50 per cent of the examinations re back from the Engineer 
Degenpent.ers disapproved of by the Chief of Engineers. 

r. GROSVENOR. - Yes, I ought to have said that at least 50 
per cent of the preliminary surveys—when the work is in the 
preliminary stage—are disapproved of. Merely the authorizing 
of the survey to be made does not by any means imply that the 
work is to be prosecuted. It may be found unsatisfactory. 


Mr. RAY. Now, it does seem to me that that is giving too 
much power to any one man. 
Mr.GROSVENOR. Well, I think I will have to decline to 


be interrupted on that point. The gentleman can makea speech 
in his own time. 

Mr. RAY. Then another fact. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, I will hear that. 

Mr. RAY. Now, my colleague from New York stated that 
this was a justand honest bill, or something of that sort. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I based my judgment on 
the statement of the low in charge of the é 1 

Mr. RAY. I take it that my colleague gave his assent to the 

because perhaps there may be an appropriation for the ben- 

efit of his district, or something of that kind in which he may 
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I wanted to get an answer, but also wanted to get | State of New York, 
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ers in my district, which are navigable, and I have been unable 
even to be noticed on that subject, I desire to call the attention 
to one set of figures which struck my attentionin this bill. The 
State of Mississippi under this bill—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. [I will not yield to the gentleman for tho 
purpose of making criticisms on other portions of the bill. 

Mr. RAY. Lonly wish to ask a question. 

Mr, GROSVENOR. I am perfectly willing to yield to any- 
thing that is the beginning of days or the ending of years, but 
not to yield interminably. : 

Mr. RAY. I have just a question to ask in this connection. 
Mississippi has got an appropriation by the bill of $488,400, or, 
say, in round numbers, half a million dollars. Now, the great 
with New York Harbor, the Hudson 
River, and the Great Lakes, which float more commerce in ono 
day than the waters of Mississippi do in a year, the Empire 
State, which I have the honor to represent in part, gets only 
$686,500 under the bill. Why is that? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, the harbor of San Fran- 
cisco isa better harbor, vastly more valuable physically, than 
the harbor at New York, and yetit is not an uncommon thing 
for a river and harbor bill to make no mention of the harbor at 
San Francisco. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. That is the case this time. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Thatis the case this time, and the rea- 
son is that the harbor of San Franciso takescare of itself. Now, 
the harbor of New York has been under process of improvement 
since before the gentloman from New York was born, and has 
had all the money appropriated that was necessary. More than 
once I have been on this committee when we were ready and 
willing to appropriate a larger sum than the engineer said he 
could expend in the necessary care and improvement of that har- 
bor. So it does not necessarily depend upon the amount of com- 
merce. 

If that were so, then the harbor of New York and these Great 
Lakes, with the improvementsat SaultSte. Marie, would absorb 
about all the appropriation; but improvements on rivers and 
harbors must be cent, not according tothe bulk of commerce, 
but according to the necessity, and thatis the reason why the 
vast improvements of the Great Lakes have been let out under 
contract, as is also the case with the Hudson River, which the 
gentleman speaks about. The Hudson River is improved in this 
way: The engineer told Congress exactly how many dollars he 
wanted for the entire improvement of the Hudson River, and 
Congress said, ‘‘ Here isthe sum. [t is available. You shall 
have the whole of it. Goand let your contract.” And they did 
let the contract and it is in force to-day. Now, that is the 
cheaperand better method, and the gentleman’s locality, about 
which he talks, has been providently, wisely, and liberally 
provided for. 

The harbor of New York requires no such enormous sum as 
that. With the flow of the tide there, if these new harbor reg- 
ulations can be enforced, as they ought to be and probably will 
be, there will be no difficulty about maintaining a channel of 29 
or 30 feet in the harbor of New York. There is no trouble now. 

Mr. RAY. Well, I do not understand the gentleman to state 
that the committee have appropriated more money in this bill 
to the various rivers and harbors in New York State than was 
asked for? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No, Ido not state that. I state without 
qualification that the State of New York has received, in pro- 
portion to the amount of money appropriated in this bill, and in 
proportion to the amount required, fully its share of the money 
carried by the bill. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Not in proportion to the commerce? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No, it is not a question of the amount of 
commerce, and the gentleman from Maine knows that as well as 
anybody on this floor. It is a question of the necessity of the 
commerce. You might have half of the commerce of the coun- 
try requiring no approriation at all, as in the case of San Fran- 
cisco Harbor, which does not need any appropriation, because 
that harbor takes care of itself. 

Mr. LOUD. I should like to ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. One moment. So New York has the 
largest percentage, I am glad to be able to state to the gentle- 
man from New York. That I think grows out of some necassi- 
ties in the Harlem River, and Newtown Creek, and probably some 
of the lake ports. 

Mr. RAY. But the gentleman is altogether mistaken. I do 
not know upon what he bases his statement as to the percentage. 
He can not baseit upon wealth, territory, or population, or upon 
the amount of commerce. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman is trifling with me now. 

Mr. RAY. The State of Mississippi gets $488,400 under this 


feel an interest. As no appropriation is made for the large riv- | bill, and the State of New York only gets $686,500. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well—— 

Mr. RAY. Now, how can he gentleman say that the State of 
New York gets a greater percentage than any other State in the 
Union? 

Mr. STEPHENSON. A greater percentage in proportion to 
what the Secretary of War recommends. 

Mr.GROSVENOR, I started out with the statement that the 
appropriations of this bill were based upon percentages of the 
estimates of the engineers. 

Mr. RAY. Oh! 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And the gentleman understood it per- 
fectly: and certainly it is nota very high suggestion of my in- 
telligence that the gentleman thinks he can lead me astray by 
such a question as that. 

Mr. QUIGG. Will the gentleman yield for & queen? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman from California [Mr. 
Loup] wished to ask me a question a moment ago, and I want to 
yield to him first. 

Mr. LOUD. Ishould like to ask the gentleman a question. 
It may take me twoor three minutes. I see on page 44 there is 
a reference to several Pee for harbors upon rivers, 
at Greenville, Miss., New Madrid, Mo., at New Orleans, and 
various places. The gentleman has referred to the harbor at 
San Francisco as not requiring any appropriation. I will state 
in behalf of the city of San Francisco that we have expended 
ever $8,000,000—and I feel that we have expended that money 
quite properly—for the same purposes that money is being ex- 
pended for harbors along these rivers—that is, for the purpose 
of building s2a wallsandfordredging. That I believe is alegiti- 
mat: purpose, which belongs to the municipality itself. Will 
the gentleman explain why these appropriations are made for 
harbors along rivers? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will ask the gentleman to waive that 
question for the present, inasmuch as Mississippi River harbors 
are matters of a technical character and are understood much 
better by the gentlemen who represent that river. ButI will 
say the gentleman is right in his suggestion that very much of 
this money is being expended for the same purpose that the city 
of San Francisco expended so large an amount of money in the 
care and development of her own harbor. 

Mr. LOUD. The reason why we have notcalled for any money 
is because we have expended money of our own. 

Mr. GROSVENOR,. That is true; and another reason is be- 
cause of the vast depth of water in San Francisco Harbor; but 
around about, at Oakland and elsewhere, appropriations have 
been made. 

Mr. LOUD. We have to do our own dredging. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There isnocityin the United States that 
in proportion to population and wealth, and they are both very 
great, has done so much for its harbor as has the city of San 
. eee What New York has done in former years I do not 

ow. 

Mr. QUIGG. Iwould like to ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. QUIGG. Iwould like to ask the gentleman, notwithstand- 
ing his disclaimer that he is in charge of the bill, but who has 
certainly been discussing it with great skill and ability, about a 
feature of the bill—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam notin charge of the bill. 

Mr. QUIGG. In section 4, e 5, which seems to confer on 
the Secretary of War the function of pesca legislation, and | 
which also says that this — legislation shall have a cer- | 
tain penal provision aftached to it—that people can be arrested | 
and can be punished by fine and imprisonment for violation of 
rules, not which Congress has enacted, except in this indirect | 
way, but which the Secretary of War has devised. We seem 
by this provision to give him general authority to devise any- 
thing he wants, and to say that people may be arrested and im- | 
prisoned for not complying with such regulations. I want to 
ask the gentleman if that subject has been carefully investigated | 
by the lawyers of the committee, and whether they have found | 
out anything as to the legality of such a provision, what they | 
have found out, and how they came to find it out? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. How they came to find it out is not im- | 
portant, if they did find it. pommpaet.| 

Mr. QUIGG. Ob, yes; it is extremely important who says | 
Congress may authorize such power being conferred on the Sec- 
retary of War. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This question presents itself in two- 
forms. First, as to the necessity for these regulations. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. As it is now nearly 5 o'clock and 
as there ely more questions that gentleman yet de- 
sive to ask re he enters upon that reply, does not the gentle- 
man think it wise to yield for a motion the committee rise? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will yield to the onof the gen- 
tieman in five minutes—after I have ans this question. 
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Mr. QUIGG. I do not think the gentleman will be able to 
answer it in five minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, yes; the question subdivides itself 
into two branches; first, the necessity for a regulation like this. 
Now, take the harborof New York. That isa good illustration, 
and I may say it comes from the necessities of the harbor of New 
York. Allthe preceding legislation here has been recommended 
especially by your chamber of commerce and the Chief of Engi- 
neers acting in conjunction with your chamber of commerce. 
Now, it is impossible for the Legislature to enact the regulations 
necessary for the enforcement of that series of enactments. You 
can not always tell what is necessary. What may be necessary 
for a foggy day may be absolutely unnecessary for some other 
day. For instance, the hours during which these regulations 
may run may be different in one season from what they are in 
another season of the year; and there are a vast number of minor 
questions that would seem to be most numerous in that State. 
You take the matter of canals—— 

Mr. RAY. Right here I would like to ask the gentlemana 
question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR (confinuing). And similar works in navi- 
gation. 

Mr. RAY. If the gentleman will allow me—— 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Let me finish (continuing). Which cover 
and involve bridges and light-houses and other appliances of 
commerce extending to those canals or matters of navigation. 

Now, then, on the rules and regulations as to the hours the 
drawbridge may be opened and the signals, the length of time 
the signals should te given pe to the opening of the bridge, 
and certain other matters of that sort, it would be almost im- 
possible to name all the details, and we might encounter the 
rule that so much of detail would exclude all things not de- 
tailed. If we go into the expression of everything that might 
be given, then all else might be excluded. 

r. QUIGG. You can in some way or other indicate in the 
bill the lines within which such rules and regulations may be 
designated. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, that is exactly what the other sub- 
division is. As to the legal __ I will say that this question 
was referred to myself, asa subcommittee of the River and Har- 
bor Committee, to examine the decision of the courts, and it is 
perfectly well settled that it is competent for Congress to give 
general authority to the Secretary of War, as I stated in the 
opening of my argument, and his regulations, his proclamations 
in and about the subject-matter, have the force and effect of law, 
and have been — 

Mr. QUIGG. That is a doubtful provision, [ think. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is not a doubtful provision, and if the 
gentleman will apply himself to the study of the authorities, he 
will have no trouble in clearing any difficulty out of his mind on 
the subject. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Ohio a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to 
the gentleman from Maine? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am under obligations to yield to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. This is simply a general question which I 
should like to ask the gentleman atthis time. Itisastowhether 
the transfer of the explanation and advocacy of this bill from 
the majority side to the minority side of the Chamber, and the 
apparent assumption of it by my friend from Ohio, the gentle- 
man from Oregon, and the gentleman from ace is intended 
to in nes b= nvolve an assumption of responsibility for this 
measure by the Republican side? : 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, Mr. Chairman, I answer the gen- 
tleman that I have not assumed any leadership in connection 
with this bill. I stated to. the chairman of the committee in 
charge of the bill that, with his consent, I would like to make a 
few remarks as to the general principles of the bill, and he 
yielded me the time, and he has not seen fit to come forward 
and interfere with the manner in which I have done it. I have 
not involved anybody but myself in any responsibility, and I 
will give the gentleman from Maine an entire quittance of any 
political responsibility, so far as he is concerned, that may grow 
out of what has taken place here. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. At the same time the gentleman will rec- 
ognize that it is entirely pertinent for me to call attention tothe 


| very remarkable fact that the control of a Democratic river and 


harbor bill has been transferred to the other side of the Cham- 
ber; and the position of the en gentleman from Ohio 
his influe the regard we all have for him, his recognized 
ability, and his sterling Republicanism on general lines are such 
thatI had a little apprehension that the fact that the gentleman 
had assumed charge and championship of this bill ht carry 
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to the country at large somewhat the idea of an assumption 
of responsibility for the bill by the Republican side of the 
House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I will answer that ques- 
tion and then I shall make a motion. The gentleman has pro- 
ceeded to ask me a series of questions based upon the assump- 
tion that I have taken chargeof this bill. Iwant toanswer him 
by telling a short story which illustrates the position in which 
I think he is. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman had better illustrate the 
position he is in himself. [|Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. A Sunday-school teacher told her class 
that on her way to Sunday school that morning she had seen a 
little boy who told her that he had crossed the canal where the 
water was 10 feet deep; that he could not swim, and that he had 
not even got his clothes wet, and she wanted to know if any of 
the class could explain the matter. After a good deal of hesita- 
tion and thought one little boy said he couldexplainit. ‘‘Well,” 
said the teacher, ‘‘ how-was it?” ‘‘Why,” said he, ‘' the small 
boy lied.”” [{Laughter.] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have acom- 
mittee of investigation appointed to find out the point of that 
story. Itis more invisible than most of the streams that are 
improved in this bill. 

he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not in order. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to see whether we 

can not make some arrangement about limiting the general de- 


ee 


bate. 

Mr. REED. I donot think it is desirable to do that to-night. 
I will say to the gentleman that I do not think the debate will 
last very long anyway. : 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Very well, Mr. Chairman; I move that 
the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. HATCH, from the Committee of the 
Whole, reported that they had had under consideration a 
bill (H. R. 6518) making appropriations for the construction, 
repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
ha and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol- 


Ows: 

To Mr. MARVINof New York, for ten days, on account of sick- 
ness. 

To Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia, for this day, on account of sick- 


= 


To Mr. RICHARDS, for this day, on account of sickness. 


To Mr. BINGHAM, for one day, May 3, on account of sick- 
ness. 





REPRINT OF REPORT ON RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 
On motion of Mr. CATCHINGS, by unanimous consent, a re- 
print of the committee’s report on the river and harbor bill was 
ordered. 
The House then, on motion of Mr. CATCHINGS (at 5 o’clock | 
and 4 minutes p. m.), adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. | 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. BOWERS of California, 
from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported the bill (H.R. 
562) for the relief of Marlin Parks, which, with the accompany- | 
ing report (No. 824), was ordered to be printed, and referred to | 
the Committee of the Whole House. 











PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, a joint resolution, and me- 
morial of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred, as follows: | 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: A bill (H. R. 6951) to provide for the 
retirement of United States legal-tender and national-bank notes 
of small denominations, and the-issue of coin certificates in lieu 
of gold and silver certificates and Treasury notes issued under 
the act of July 14, 1890, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A joint resolution (H. Res. 169) to 

rovide for the appointment of a committee to devise means 
or the reémployment of the idle men of the country, restrict 
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immigration, start up our mines, increase the currency, and 
prohibit the issuing of interest-bearing bonds without authority 
of Congress, and for other purposes—to the Committee on La- 


bor. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: A bill (H.R. 6952) relating to 
the compensation and duties of United States attorneys, clerks, 
marshals, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 6953) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Washington and George- 
town Railroad Company,” approved May 17, 1X62-—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 6954) to pro- 
vide for the formation and government of municipal corpora- 
tions in Alaska—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 6955) authorizing and di- 
recting a conveyance of the interest and title of the United States 
to the land in square numbered south of square 1001 in the city 
of Washington, District of Columbia, to the trustees of the es- 
tate of Philip Otterback, deceased, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio: A resolution to investigate the 
action of the police on the Capitol grounds on May 1—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MORSE: A memorial by the Legislature of Massachu- 
setts, indorsing the bill (H.R. 5294) to regulate the mode of ra- 
moval of letter-carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 6957) for the relief of the estate 
of J. K. Morrison, deceased, late of Tishomingo County, Miss.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6958) for the relief of Henry M. Cobb, 
of Tishomingo County, Miss.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. ALDERSON: A bill (H. R. 6959) for the relief of Wil- 
liam H. Morris—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 6960) to carry out the 
findings of the Court of Claims and for the relief of James G. 
Ferguson, of Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6961) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims, and for the relief of G. W. Ferguson, administrator 
of John Ferguson, deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCDANNOLD: A bill (H. R. 6962) for the relic! of the 


| city of Quincy, I1l.—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. McETTRICK: A bill (H. R. 6963) for the relief of Hugh 
Watt—to the Committee on War Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause lof Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDERSON: Petition of W. H. Morris, of West Vir- 
ginia, to have claim for supplies sent to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Resolution of citizens of Colorado 
Springs, favoring passage of House bill 11, for protection of 
forest reserves—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolution and action of the Philadelphia 
Maritime Exchange, strongly deprecating proposed legislation 
to the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BUNDY: Evidence and petition in support of 
bill 6730, granting a pension to Michael O’Nei!l—to the Co 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Papers to accompany bill for the re- 
lief of James C. Watts, of Warren County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Protests of 200 communicants of St. Paul's 
Evangelical Lutheran Church, of Luzerne, Iowa; of 10 com- 
municants of St. John’s Evangelical Lutheran Church, of Mon- 
ticello, lowa; of officers and members of Trinity Evangelical 
Lutheran Church. of Cedar Rapids, Iowa, and of 316 members 
of Trinity Evangelical Lutheran Church, of Lowdin, lowa, 
= House resolution 120—to the Committee on the Judi- 
clary. 
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By Mr. CUMMINGS: Resolutions of the members of the 
Tammany Hall general committee of the Twenty-second As- 
sembly district of the city of New York, in support of House 
bill 4457, to apt for a new grade of letter-carriers in cities 
whose postal receipts shall exceed the sum of $500,000—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CRISP (by request): Resolution of the Democratic 
State Central Committee of North Dakota, asking early passage 
of Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, reia- 
tive to House bill 5294—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service. 

Also, resolution of District Assembly, No. 66, Knights of 
Labor, respecting a public oe in the city of Washington, 
D. C.—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of certain citizens of Pittsburg, 
in favor of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of A. P. Marsh and others of 
Maine, for a governmental telegraphic and telephone service— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of A. P. Starrett and others of Maine, for a gov- 
ernmental system of telegraphic and telephone service—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Resolution of the senate 
and house of representatives of the Commonwealth of Massa- 
chusetts, in favor of House bill 5294—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Memoriai and evidence to support the 
House bill to pension the widow of Gen. F. Vanderveer, of 
Ohio—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the Toledo (Ohio) Produce Exchange, in 
favor of retaining all the provisions of existing law in form of 
reciprocal trade with foreign countries—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HARTMAN (by request): Petition of John W. Nel- 
son and 402 others, citizens of Montana, favoring establishment 
of Government telegraph and telephone service—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post- 8. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of a large number of citizens of the 
city of Minneapolis, Minn., favoring ownership of telegraph 
lines by the General Government—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCALL: Resolution of the senate and house of repre- 
sentatives of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, in favor of 
House bill 5294—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN; Petition of W. M. Stevens and 102 
others, Frank Childs and 181 others, J. S. Thomas and 90 others, 
George L. Burr and 40 others, W. H. Deigan and 35 others, 
Wilson Brodie and 12 others, and C. L. Mann and 36 others, all 
citizens of Nebraska, for the establishment of a Government 
telegraph and telephone servico—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of John Renier and 150 others, 
citizens of Madison, Me., for the passage of laws establishing 
Government telegraph and telephone service—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of citizens of Walton, Delaware County, 
N. Y., for reduction of postage on publications of benevolent 
societies—to the Committee on the t-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of Charles Fax and 286 others, citi- 
zens of the United States and residents of Portland, Bidde- 
ford, Bangor, and other towns of Maine, for the passage of laws 
establishing governmental telegraph and telephone service —to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, Petition of Alonzo M. Rich and others, of Portland, 
Me., for national telegraph and telephones—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office oak Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Board of Trade and others, of Bidde- 
ford, Me., in favor of national a and telephones —to 
the Committee on the Post-Office Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana (by request): Petition of 
people of tht Fourth district of Louisiana, Pea ogee. passage 
of House bill 3188, for the punishment of wreckers—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of C. H. Tyler and 35 others. 
citizens of Westmoreland, Oneida County, N. Y., for e of 
bill ting sale of dairy substitutes—to the Committee on 


ture. 
y Mr. SPERRY: Petition relating to State regulation of sale 





of dairy products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Nr WOOMER: Petition of Rev. I. Calvin Fisher aad 50 
others, from the city of Lebanon, Pa., in favor of the of 
a bill against lotteries—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 


Post-Roads. 
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SENATE, 
THuRSDAY, May 3, 1894, 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. M1iuBurRN, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

USELESS PAPERS IN EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in com- 
pliance with the act of Congress approved February 16, 1889, 
schedules of papers, documents, etc., on the files of the Treasury 
Department which are not needed in the transaction of public 
business, and having no permanent value or historical interest; 
which was read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is probably the second or third re- 
port which has been made from the Executive Departments in 
regard to the destruction of valueless, useless, and cumbersome 
files. Under the act of February 16, 1889, there should be two 
Senators appointed by the Presiding Officer, and then the letter 
of the Secretary of the Treasury and the accompanying papers 
should be printed and referred to those two Senators for them 
to make their report. I ask that the Chair appoint two Sena- 
tors under the law, and that the conimunication be so referred. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will be printed and lie 
on the table for the present, and the Chair will appoint the 
Senators. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. TELLER presented the petition of Giles Otis Pearce, of 
Colorado Springs, Colo., praying that certain relief be granted 
him for damages alleged to have been done him by neglect of 
the Government of the United States to appoint counsel in his 
behalf in a certain suit; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of sundry citizens of Tolland 
County, Conn., praying for the enactment of legislation to en- 
able the States to enforce State laws regulating the sale of sub- 
stitutes for dairy products; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. GORDON presented a petition of the Southern Perfum- 
ery Company, of Atlanta, Ga., praying that enfluerage pomades 
be placed on the free list; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

r. HIGGINS presented a petition of Vigilant Council, No. 

19, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Laurel, Del., 

praying for the passage of House bill No. 5246, to restrict im- 
migration; which was referred to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion. 

Mr. CALL presented the petition of Henry Marcotte, first 
| lieutenant of infantry and captain by brevet on the retired list 
of the-Army, praying for the enactment of legislation for his re- 

lief; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1594) to remove certain disaDilities of 
the late acting assistant surgeons, submitted an adverse report 
hr which was agreed to and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 

whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. MANDER- 
SON on the 30th ultimo, intended to be eer to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations; which 
was agreed to. 
Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1957) to increase the pension of Joseph W. 
Fisher, reported it with an amendment and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1919) to ratify and confirm an 
a ment with the Yuma Indians in California for the cession 
of their surplus lands and for other purposes, reported it with 
an amendment. 

Mr. BERRY, from tne Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was re the amendment submitted by himself yesterday, 
proposing to ng on ag $100,000 to survey the lands in the In- 
dian Territory known as the Five Civilized Tribes, intended to 
be proposed to the sundry civil oven bill, reported fa- 
vorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations and be printed; which was agreed to. 

REGULAR ARMY AND NAVY UNION BADGE. 
Mr. MITCHELL-of Wisconsin. I am directed by the Com- 


mittee on a Affairs, to whom was referred the joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 123) au the of the distinctive 
badge adopted by the regular Army and Navy Union upon all 


of ceremony, to report it favorably, without amend- 
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ment, and I ask that the joint resolution be considered at this 
time. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 


Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

DENNIS MURPHY. 

Mr. PASCO. Iam directed by the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1963) for the relief of the sureties 
of Dennis Murphy, to report it without amendment, and to sub- 
mit a report thereon. [ have been requested to ask that the bill 
be considered at the present time. It contains but nine lines. 
A similar bill has passed the Senate at each Congress since I 
have been here, and the Senator from West Virginia |[Mr. CAM- 
DEN], who introduced the bill, would like to have it put upon 
its passage at once. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as jin Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider. the bill. It proposes to release 
from any and all liabilities the sureties of Dennis Murphy, who 
was formerly paymaster and military storekeeper at the na- 
tional armory at Harpers Ferry, Va., upon his official bond to 
the United States as such paymaster and military storekeeper, 
executed on the 28th day of April, 1858. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

DYNAMITE-GUN CRUISER VESUVIUS. 

Mr. HUNTON. I ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 825) to remit the penalties on the dynamite- 
gun cruiser Vesuvius. Itisunanimously reported from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN I. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest that the morning business be con- 
cluded before we take up bills from the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Sena- 
tor from Virginia at the conclusion of the morning business. 
Bills and joint resolutions are next in order. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1987) for the relief of B. F. 
Dowell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 1988) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mrs. Susy Conway; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 1989) to amend section 4426 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to vessels 
propelled by steam, gas, fluid, naphtha, or motor; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 1990) to amend an act ap- 
roved August 19, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act to adopt regulations 
or preventing collisions at sea;” which was read twice by its 

title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. HILL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1991) toamend Ti- 
tle LX, chapter 3, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
relating to copyrights; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. DAVIS it was 

Ordered, That the papers on file in the office of the Secretary of the Senate, 
in the case of William Brown, late of Company D, Eighth Regiment Mich- 

nm Cavalry, introduced in the first session Fifty-first Congress, be, and 
same are hereby, withdrawn from said files, no adverse report having 
been made thereon. 
DYNAMITE GUN CRUISER VESUVIUS. 

Mr. HUNTON. I now ask the Senate to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 826) toremit the penalties on the dyna- 
mite gun cruiser Vesuvius. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the request 
of the Senator from Virginia. 

JAMES E. NORTH. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask consent to call up the bill (S. 1949) for the 
relief of James E. North. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in the Committee of the 

ole, proceeded toconsider the bill. Itproposes to pay to James 

N , of Nebraska, $489.11, due him from the United States 

for services as collector of internal revenue for the district of 

Nebraska, from the 4th dayof November to the 13th day of De- 
“The bill ceeeeseaeh orth t 

e was reported to the Senate without amendment. 
enn COCKRELL. What is the order of business on the Cal- 
ar? 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. No. 419. 

Mr. PASCO. I will state that the bill was reported yesterday 
from the Committee on Claims. It was unanimously reported 
by the committee, and is manifestly just. I think there ought 
to be no hesitation whatever in passing it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ishould like to have the bill read again. 

The bill was again read. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a thir 
the third time, and passed. 

MACE CLEMENTS’S SURVEY. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Senate to consider the bill 
$419) to authorize the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
to issue a patent for Mace Clements’s survey, numbered 384, 
the Virginia military district of Ohio. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CYRUS PAYNE. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill (S. 829) granting an honorable discharge to Cyrus 
Payne. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment, to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the President of the United States be, and is, authorized to cause to 
be revoked and set aside so much of*' Special Orders, numbered 398, War 
Department, Adjutant-General’s Office, November 15, 1864,"' as confirms so 
much of ‘Special Orders, numbered 296, Headquarters Department of the 
Gulf, New Orleans, November 1, 1861," as dismissed Lieut.Cyrus Payne, Eight 
eenth Regiment New York Cavalry, for perpetrating frauds upon the Govery 
ment, and then to cause to be revoked and set aside so much of “ Special Or 
ders, numbered 296, Headquarters Department of the Gulf. New Orleans, No- 
vember 1, 1864,"'as dismissed said First Lieut. Payne. Eighteenth New York 
Cavalry, and tocause to be issued to said Lieut. Payne a certificate of honor 
able muster out of the service as of the date of the 27th day of May, 1855 
Andsaid Cyrus Payne shall not, by reason of thisact,,be entitled to any pay 
or allowance subsequent to said last-named date 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third redding, read 
the third time, and passed. 

SULPHUR RIVER BRIDGE. : 

Mr. BERRY. ILask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
consider the bill (H. R.5771\ authorizing the Texarkana and 
Shreveport Railroad Company to bridge Sulphur River, in the 
State of Arkansas. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask unanimous consent for the consider- 
ation, until 12 o'clock, of unobjected bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. BERRY. I hope the Senater from New Hampshire will 
not interfere with the consideration of the bill. Several Sen- 
ators have called up bills and had them passed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Tennessee can in a mo- 
ment state whether my request can be complied with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the regusst 
of the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. HARRIS. I have given notice that I should, upon the 
conclusion of the routine morning business every morning, move 
to proceed to the consideration of the tariff bill, but inasmuch 
as there seems to be a very general desire to call up a few little 
bills that it is said will take no time, if [ am not to be appealed 
to after 12 o’clock I shall not make the motion until 12 to-day. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I do not object to the bill which the 
Senator from Arkansas desires to have taken up. 

Mr. BERRY. ILIask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 5771. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion. 

Mr. MORGAN. I feel bound to interpose an objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the present 
consideration of the bili. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. MORGAN. In conformity with an order made ten days 
ago, I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of ex- 
ecutive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After twenty-five minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


- in 
», Aa 


of the 


or- 


as amended, and the 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 5779) to grant certain lands to the township board 
of Inwood Township, Michigan, for cemetery purposes: 








Oe 


A bill (H. R. 6321) authorizing certain officers of the Navy to 
administer oaths; and 

A bill (H. R. 6610) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at some poiat within 1 mile below and 
1 mile above the present limits of the city of Jefferson, Mo. 


DYNAMITE GUN CRUISER VESUVIUS. 

Mr. HUNTON. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER] has withdrawn his objection to the bill for which I 
asked consideration this morning, and I now renew my request 
for unanimous consent for its consideration, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia asks 
unanimous consent for the consideration of a bill, the title of 
which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S.826) to remit the penalties on 
the dynamite gun cruiser Vesuvius, 

Mr. HARRIS. I reserve the right to object if the bill leads 
to debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. HUNTON. I desire to say that the bill was reported 
unanimously by the Committee on Naval Affairs, that it has at 
least once before passed the Senate, and I ask, in addition tothe 
papers before the Senate, to have read a letter from the Assist- 
ant Secretary of the eek: 

— VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indi- 
cated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE ASSISTANT SECRETARY, 
Washington, December 14, 1893. 


Sir: Replying to your communication in reference to the duplication of 
the Vesuvius, I have the honor to inform you that the matter was referred 
to the Bureau of Construction and Repair, which returned it with the fol- 
lowing indorsement: 

“The Bureau is of the opinion that the Vesuvius could not have been 
duplicated without her armament for $325,000, since her hull alone cost 
$190,000; and the engineer-in-chief states that to duplicate her machinery 
would cost $175,000; the cost for hull and machinery would therefore be 

365,000. The Bureau is also of opinion that the Vesuvius is at the present 
time a valuable vessel to the service without taking into consideration her 
armament of dynamite guns, and that she is fully worth the sum of 8325, 
to the Department exclusive of said guns.” 

Very respectfully, 


WM. McADOO. 
Assistant Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon. J. F. C. TALBoTT, M. C., 
Committee on Naval Affairs, House of Representatives. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of emer from Virginia for the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. DOLPH. Is there a report from the committee? 

Mr. HARRIS. _ If the bill leads to debate or to the reading of 
the report I shall object to its present consideration. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to hear the report read. 

Mr. HARRIS. I object to the present consideration of the 


bill. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
a bill (H. R. 6948) to improve the methods of accounting in the 
Department of the Treasury, and for other purposes; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
appointed Mr. MADpox and Mr. HEPBURN as members on the 
part of the House of the joint commission on the disposition of 
useless papers in the Executive Departments, pursuant to the act 
approved February 16, 1889. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 5779) to grant certain lands to the township 
board of Inwood Township, Mich., for cemetery purposes, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 


Lands. 

The bill (H. R. 6321) authorizing certain officers of the Navy 
to administer oaths was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Gommittee on Naval Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 6610) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at some point within 1 mile below and 
1 mile above the present limits of the city of Jefferson, Mo., was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

The bill (H. R. 6893) to regulate water-main assessments in the 
District of Columbia, was read twice by its title, and ordered to 
lie on the table. 

The bill (H. R. 6948) toimprove the methods of accounting in 
the Department of the Treasury, and for other purposes, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Organi- 
zation, Conduct, and Expenditures of the Executive Depart- 
meats. 
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THE REVENUE BILL. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of House bill 4864. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) 
to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and 
for other purposes, the pending question being on the first amend- 
ment oe gop by the Gounmbtaen on Finance, page 1, line 3, after 
the word “ that,” to strike out ‘‘on and;” and in the same line, 
before the word “‘ day,” to strike out “ first” and insert “‘ thir- 
tieth;” so as to read: 

That after the 30th day of June, 1894, unless otherwise specially provided for 
in this act, there shall be levied, collected, and paid upon all articles im- 
ported, etc. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, with the consent of the Senate, 
I will yield the floor to the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
atte 

Mr. ALLISON, Lappeal to the Senator from Tennessee and 
the Senator from Missouri to allow the first amendment to be 
passed over for the present, and see if we can not get on with 
the bill. We can fix the date more intelligently hereafter than 
we can do this morning. 

Mr. VEST. So far as I am personally concerned, I have no 
objection to allowing that amendment to be passed over and to 
be considered afterward. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is whoiiy immaterial whether the amend- 
ment is disposed of now as in Committee of the Whole or not. 
Of course the time at which this bill is to take ertfect will be 
fixed finally later. 

Mr. ALLISON. We all understand that. 

Mr. HARRIS. And in order that we may make progress, I 
will consent that the amendment be passed over for future 
action. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the amendment will be passed over for the 

resent. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam delighted that the Senator from Tennessee 
consents to make progress on a suggestion from our side of the 
Chamber. 

Mr. RRIS. [hope the Senator from Massachusetts will 
follow the example, and join me in making progress. 

Mr. ALDRICH. LIask that the next amendment may be re- 


rted. 

Perhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The next amendment reported by 
the Committee on Finance will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 1, line 6, after the word ‘‘ coun- 
tries,” it —— to insert ‘‘or withdrawn for consumption;” 
so as to read: 

There shall be levied, collected, and paid upon all articles imported from 
fore countries, or withdrawn for consumption, and mentioned in the 
schedules herein contained, the rates of duty which are, by the schedules 
and paragraphs, respectively prescribed, etc. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have some suggestions to make upon the 
amendment, but I understand the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. CHANDLER] desires to proceed, and I will yield to him. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VEST. Before the Senator proceeds, I understand that 
the enacting clause of the bill has gone over. 

Mr. ALDRICH... The firstamendment of the committee went 
over. The amendment in regard to withdrawai for consump- 
tion I desire to discuss. 

Mr. VEST. All right. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the remarks which I in- 
tended to submit were to be directed toward the amendment 
which has just been passed over. They had reference to the ar- 

ument presented a week ago last Wednesday by the Senator 

rom Illinois [Mr. PALMER]; but I trust that they will be found 
in some degree pertinent to the pending amendment, or at any 
rate to the bill which is now before the Senate. I have been 
—! obtain the floor ever since the Senator from Illinois 
made his argument 80 as to make one brief suggestion and to 
submit some other considerations connected with this bill: but 
I have been unable to obtain the floor until this time for the 
well-known reason that the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpxH], 
not being very well, and the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
QuaAY], having had a slight sickness, have both been anxious to 
go on and finish their remarks; and thereforeI have been reluc- 
tant to obtrude my suggestions upon the-Senate to their incon- 
venience. 

The idea that I had in. mind, Mr. President, was that the 
statement of the Senator from Illinois that the country had re- 
ceived sufficient notice of the pending bill so that there need be 
no delay of putting it into operation after its passage, was not 
well founded. It is true that the country has had notice that 
tariff 1 tion was probable at this Congress; but the Senator 
from is will hardly say that either the bill which I hold 
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in my handor the bill which will finally pass the Senate has be- | materials or that a free list of any sort is consistent with the 
come so familiar to the people that they would be willing to have | platform adopted by the Democratic party at Chicago in 1892? 
it take effect immediately upon its passage. The people have But while the country would have been prepared to take no- 
not had four or five ae notice of what is to happen to them | tice of a tariff bill for revenue only, it was not, as I have said, 
if this bill becomes a law. t E prepared to take notice of the pending bill. The Senator from 
The Senator from Illinois, on the 25th of April, alluding to | Illinois [Mr. PALMER] knows that the bill, after a long process 
the four or five months which, he said, had elapsed since Con- | of incubation, was introduced into the House of Representatives, 


gress met, said: | it was considered by the Committee on Ways and Means, it was 

The people in this instance have had much longer notice than that, and amended by the Committee on Ways and Means, it was reported 
have had time to prepare for the possibilities of the passage of a law like | to the House, it was debated in the House, and finally it came 
this. to the Senate, and on the 2d of February, 1894, it was referred 


Mr. President, the people have not had that notice. The peo- | to the Committee on Finance of this body. 


ple had notice in 1892, when the Chicago convention adjourned, Does the Senator from Illinois say that there was any notice 
that the Democratic party had decided that the McKinley law was | to the manufacturers and other producers, to the merch ints 
to be repealed and that the Federal Government had no consti- | and other tradesmen of this country concerning the tarill legis 
tutional power to impose or collect tariff duties, except for the | lation of this Congress to which they were bound to make prep- 
purposes of revenueconly. Thatwas the plank of the Democratic | arations to conform? [ know the Senator from [llinois is too 

arty on which Mr. Cleveland was a candidate, and upon which | fair a man, when he comes to reflect, to insist upon any such 
= was elected President, and at the same time the House of | proposition; and Iam assure as lam of the fair-mindedness of the 





Representatives and the Senate of the United States became | Senator from Illinois that notwithstanding anything which the 
Democratic. Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] may insist upon, when 

If any notice was given to the people of this country, it was | the Senator from Illinois comes to vote upon the time when any 
thata bill without any protection whatever init would be passed; bill that may pass this Congress shall take effect, he will say 


it was that a “‘ tariff for revenue only ” would be adopted by Con- | there ought to be a postponement of the time for at least six 
ress; and [am free tosay thatif, when Congress assembled, there months after its passage in order that the people may get ready 
ad been introduced into the House of Represeniatives and in | fora bill that is as. different from the platform of the party 
due time sent to the Senate a bill in accordance with the Demo- | which elected Mr. Cleveland as black is from white, as light is 
cratic platform, the country would have had notice of that bill, ; from darkness. 
and Ido not think any Senator would have been found urging Mr. President, even if the country may have been supposed 
that if such a bill passed Congress there should be any future | to be prepared for the bill as it was reported by the Senate Com- 
time fixed for putting the same intoeffect. A bill inaccordance mittee on Finance, is it prepared for the bill that is finally to 
with the platform would, I think, have been one imposing 20 | be adopted by the Senate? Is it prepared for the bill that is to 
per cent duty ad valorem on all the importations of foreign mer- be, after it shall have undergone the consideration which is to 
chandise into the country. begiven to it when the three or four hundredamendments which 
By the report of the Secretary of the Treasury for 1892, itap- | it is suggested are yet to be proposod to the bill by the Senate 
pears that the receipts from customs were $177,452,964.15 for | committee are brought forward? The chairman of the Com- 
the year ending June 30, 1892; the receipts from internal rev- | mittee on Finance, the Senator from Indiana[Mr. VOORHEES}, 
enue were $153,971,072.57; from all other sources $94,444,223.50 | is not now here to assert that no such amendments are in con- 
(including $70,930,475.98 postal revenue), so that the total | templation, or that he has no knowledge of any such amend- 
amount of the receipts was brought up to $425,868,260.22. The | ments, and therefore I shall not assume that any list of three 
approximate estimates for the year 1893 were, from customs | or four hundred amendments is to be reported by the Senate 
$203,355,016.73; from internal revenue, $161,027,623.93; lands and | Finance Committee and to be submitted to the Senate for adop- 
miscellaneous, $21,435,991.12; postal revenues, estimated, $80,- | tion. 
000,000; making $465,818,631.78. The estimated receipts for 1894 But I will state that I have reason to believe that three or 
are, customs, $210,000,000; internal revenue, $175,000,000; postal | four hundred amendments are in preparation, that they are to 
revenue, $85, 121,365.38; miscellaneous, $20,000,000; making a total | be submitted to the Senate, and that they will be acted upon; 
of $490,121,365.38. and, as every Senator knows, hundreds of other amendments 
So that we may assume that the annual revenues to be derived | will be acted upon before the bill finally becomes alaw. No 
from customs receipts ought to be about $200,000,000. mortal man can tell the Senate or the country, the people en- 
Our importations of foreign merchandise for the year ending | gaged in the productive industries of this country, the people 
June 30, 1891, were $844,916,196; for the year ending June 30, | engaged in the function of trade and merchandise, what sort of 
1892, they were $827,402,462. a tariff bill they must adjust themselves to in order to go on to 
Twenty per cent upon $800,000,000 would not be $200,000,000; | the high state of prosperity, business and financial, which the 
but I presume it is safe to assume that under a tariff “for rev- | Senators upon the other side of the Chamber are fond of pre- 
enue only,” under a uniform rate of duty upon every article of | dicting will come to the country whenever the tariff-reform bill 
imported merchandise—which is the meaning of the Chicago | shall have actually become a law. 
platform—the importations would undoubtedly amount to a Mr. President, no such bill is likely to become a law that the 
thousand million dollars; and it being necessary to secure arev- | people of this country may properly be charged with such a 
enue of $200,000,000 from imported merchandise, this would re- | knowledge of its provisions as not to be entitled to along period 
quire a uniform rate of duty of 20 per cent on all imported mer- | of time in which to adjust their business to its operations and 
chandise. to fit themselves for the new conditions which the Democratic 
That, I submit to the Senator from Illinois, was the only bill | party in contradiction of its platform of 1892 are imposing upon 
which the people of this country had notice of up to the time | the country. We are in fact to proceed to make what I venture 
when Congress met, and up to that time the people had a right | to say will be substantially a new bill. We are not to make a 
to believe the Democratic party would conform tothe principles | bill upon the principle of a tariff for revenue only, which would 
laid down in its platform. be a uniform rate of duty upon all importations; we are not to 
We had the right to expect that a great party that had delib- | proceed to make a bill upon the principle of high protection. 
erately adopted a plank in its platform which rejected a pro- | We are to make a bill which is to be a mixture of all kinds of 
position in favor of protection to some extent, and had de- | principles, of all kinds of theories, andof all kindsof measures. 
clared that tariff duties should be levied for revenueonly, would | That bill we are to make item by item, and at last the question 
carry out that platform. I submit to you, Mr. President, and to | is to be tested whether the bill thus made will secure a majority 
all the Senators of both political parties, and especially to those | of the votes in the Senate. 
Senators upon the other side of the Chamber who are known as Before the discussion of the billends no doubt there will be an 
radicals upon this question, that a faithful and honest perform- | opportunityafforded to give some consideration to the question, 
ance of party pledges required, inasmuch as all protection is un- | what are the principlesupon which the billis constructed; what 
constitutional according to the platform, that a uniform rate of | are the principles upon which it is to be framed by the majority 
duty should be imposed upon every article imported from foreign | in this Chamber? I have asked the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
countries into the United States. DOoLPH] to be kind enough before finishing his remarks to state 
Senators have talked about free raw materials and the free | to the Senate what his views are as to the principle upon which 
list. Has any Senator undertaken to demonstrate to the Senate | the bill has been constructed or is to be constructed, so far as he 
that a free list is consistent with the doctrine that all protec- | can understand the subject. I assume that before he finishes he 
tion is unconstitutional, that the Federal Government has no | willdevote some time to that question—upon what principle was 
constitutional power to impose and collect tariff duties, ex- | the Wilson bill constructed in the other aun upon what prin- 





on for purposes of revenue only? Is there any Senator upon = is it being reconstructed inthe Senate’ —=s— 
th ut preliminary to the question whether the bill is to be con- 


floor who is prepared to demonstrate either that free raw 
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structed upon some principle or upon no principle, there is a 
subject for consideration to which Lwish to devote the little 
time during which I shall occupy the attention of the Senate 
this morning. That is the question, in what spirit will the 
Senators upon the other side of the Chamber and upon this side 
proceed to consider the bill? What spirit shall guide and ani- 
mate the Senate in passing a reform tariff bill? The spirit that 
should animate us has been stated by the President of the United 
States in his annual message,in which he describes the bill as a 
measure ‘* prepared by the appropriate Congressional committee, 
embodying tariff reform.” He says “itis the result of much 
patriotic and unselfish work,” 

it will be seen that the President gives unmeasured com- 
mendation to Mr. WILSON and tothe original authors of the 
measure now under consideration by the Senate, which is the 
foundation of the present bill, however much it may have been 
changed from the principles upon which it was originally con- 
structed. He says ‘‘it is the result of much patriotic and un- 
sellish work,” The President does not seem to have fully under- 
stood all the details“of the measure which he so unqualified! 
commended to Congress, for I notice that he says that in addi- 
tion to the new tariff schedules, the measure prepared by the 
aperegrste committee, with which he seems to have been in 
direct communication, includes a small tax upon incomes derived 
from certain corporate investments. That was a measure which 
the President of the United States commended to Congress in 
his annual message. That is not the measure whieh is before 
this body. 

But proceeding from his inaccurate description of what has 
come to be termed and may properly be termed in common par- 
lance the Wilson bill, the President states the spirit which he 
nopes will guide Congress in the consideration of this most ex- 
cellent measure, prepared by the Congressional committee, and 
which has received his approval.. I send to the Clerk’s desk 
and ask to have read the statement in President Cleveland's 
message of December 4, concerning the spirit which he trusts 
will guide all our deliberations. 

= VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indi- 
cated. 

The Secretary read as follows: . 

In my great desire for the success of this measure I can not restrain the 
Suggestion that its success can only be attained by means of unselfish coun- 
Sel on the part of the friends of tariff reform and as a result of their willing- 
ness to subordinate personal desires and ambitions to the general good. 
The local interests affected by the proposed reform are so numerous and so 
varied that if all are insisted upon the legislation embodying the reform 
must inevitably fail. 

Mr.CHANDLER. These are noble and patriotic sentiments. 
The message describes the spirit in which I certainly think all 
members of the House of Representatives and all Senatorsshould 
approach this t question. There should be unselfish coun- 
sel; there should be a subordination of personal desires and am- 
bitions to the general good. The President of the United States 
assumes that the ambitions of men may come in play in connec- 
tion with a great economic question, and that there may be Sen- 
ators or members of the other House who will desire to make 
their methods of dealing with tariff reform a stepping-stone for 
their ambitious aspirations. But the President very perly 
rebukes all such attempts, either to bring selfishness into the 
freming of a tariff bill or personal ambitions into the work of 
constructing a tariff bill; and he warns us that if all local inter- 
ests are insisted upon the legislation quieerae this great idea 
of reform to which years ago, in 1885, he dedicated himself must 
inevitably fail. 

‘Mr. President, I give unlimited approval to these words of the 
President. They are the the greatest statesman of 
his party. They are the words of one who has been three times 
nominated and twice elected President, and to whom it is use- 
less to deny great qualities. He is a forceful man; he is aman 
who insists upon his views and does not lightly yield them; and 
this great statesman of the Democratic party invokes us all to 

roceed to the consideration of the bill unsel y, without am- 

ition, and with a desire to subordinates all personal interests to 

Mr. President, has this bill been dealt with in that way by the 
House of Representatives? Is it nie dealt with in that ay by 
the Senate of the United States? Is it being thus dealt with b 
the members of the great Democratic party, which triumphe 
in 1892 under the banner of tariff reform? 

In answer to this inquiry of my owa I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to two or three ones 
on the part of the gentlemen inside and outside of who 
have been anak a eigenen bill. Among the arti- 
cles of production which came consideration by the com- 
mittee of the House was that of barley. 

Barley was to be subjected to the ae tariff reform 
as understood by Democratic statesmen. It was supposed that 
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the tariff on barley must be reduced; that it was for the interest 
of the —— of the United States that the tariff on barley should 
be reduced; that our brewers should have barley cheap, im- 
pee from the Dominion of Canada; ani, the duty on Giver 

ing reduced in the progress of this great principle, that the 
duty on barley maltshould also be reduced. So the House com- 
mittee commenced the heroic work of reducing the duty on bar- 
ley, and they made some progress in that direction. But no 
soouer had they commenced the work than the committee were 
surrounded by gentlemen who insisted that the duty on barley 
malt should not be reduced; that the brewers of this country 
engaged in the manufacture of barley malt must have protec- 
tion, and there was introduced before the committee of the 
House a demand for protection to barley malt. 

No matter how much the proposition to protect barley malt 
was in contradiction of the Democratic platform adopted at Chi- 
cago;.no matter how much protection to barley malt pressed by 
the brewers of this country was in violation of the noble spirit 
in which the President of the United States had asked Congress 
to consider this measure, nevertheless around the committee 
swarmed the agents of the protected industry. I read from a 
Washington re, I have not the date, but the article ap- 
peared some time, I think, in December last: 


MORE CHANGES IN THE BILL. 

Representative TRaAcgy introduced Mr. Poucher, the newly appointed dis- 
trict attorney for the northern district of New York, to Chairman WILSON 
[oseenaay and the two a had a conference regarding the duty on 

arley malt. The commivtee since the bill was originally reported raised 
the duty on tiis article from 20 to 25 per cent, but Mr. Poucher insisted that 
this was not sufficient. He spoke, he said, for the brewing interests of Os- 
wego wy ptm ie 2 and showed Mr. WILSON that a further increase would 
have to be made in order to protect these industries properly. At the ses- 
sion yesterday afternoon Mr. Poucher's recommendation was adopted and 
the duty was placed at 30 per cent. 

Now, Mr. President, what a spectacle is here presented! 
Here is Mr. Poucher, the chosen appointee of the President of 
the United States and of the two Senators from the State of 
New York who aequiesced in his confirmation; here is a man 
who should have been a bright and shining exemplar of the prin- 
ciples laid down by the President for the guidance of all persons 
engaged in the construction of this bill; here is a man bound by 
the most oy tie that can bind an rson to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, to wit, the holding of a commission 
for a Federal office signed by him; here is Mr. Poucher, who 
knew that the platform upon which the President had been 
elected declared that any measure of protection whatever was 
unconstitutional; and here is a man who knew that the Presi- 
dent had risen to the great and noble height which had made 
him the admiration of the tariff reformers and the free traders 
of all countries, and had laid down for the guidance of Con- 
gress in the consideration of the Wilson bill the proposition 
that no selfish interests, that neither the ambitions of men nor 
the-pressure of local interests should be allowed to have any 
part in the framing of a tariff; and yet this appointee, this in- 
timate friend of the President, this confirmed appointee of the 
Senators from New York, appears before the committee to talk 
about protection to barley malt, and the chairman of the com- 
mittee, whose name is indelibly affixed to this bill, whether for 
good or evil, sits either in public or private session and allows 
District Attorney Poucher to argue to him in favor of protection 
to barley malt! 

Mr. President, if any true friend of President Cleveland, or of 
the Democratic party, or of the platform of the Democratic 

rty in 1892, held that peticem in his hands, one would 

ve supposed that he would have made it a whip of scorpions 
and would have driven out District Attorney Poucher either 
from the committee room, if the ae ae public before the 
committee, or from the presence of Mr. WILSON if the hearing 
was in private, when he dared thus to appeal for protection for 
barley malt. 

The selfish appeal of the district attorney was effectual. The 
House of Representatives raised the duty on barley malt to 35 per 
centad valorem. What have the Senate committee done, the com- 
mittee which in this body is the embodiment of the Democratic 
principlesof the Chicago platform, and is —eer more than an 
other ttee to be animated by the P rit which the Presi- 
dent has laid down for the guidance of Congress. What have 
the committee of the Senate done? History does not inform us 
whether Mr. Poucher appeared before that committee or not. 
I think it may be safely said that Mr. Poucher had no public 
hearing before the committee of the Senate in connection with 
barley malt. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not before the whole committee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Rhode Island says he 
had no hearing before the whole committee. I have no infor- 
mation whether he had oe ene before any Senate commit- 
tee or not, but I do know that barley malt which started in at 
20 per cent and was worked up to 30 per cent and finally passed 
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the House at 35 per cent, has emerged from the committee of | 
the Senate at 40 per cent, and it is the proposition of this com- | 
mittee, in the face of the Chicago platform, that, at the instiga- 
tion of Mr. Poucher, Mr. Cleveland's district attorney, there 
must be 40 percent protection given to the brewers’ malt by the 
bill which is to go to the country and the world as an exempli- 
fieation of the unselfish devotion on the part of the Democratic 
party and the President and his district attorney to the true 
principles of tariff reform. _ , 

There was a strong appeal made to the Senate from Milwau- 
kee, January 12, 1894, by the Milwaukee Malt and Grain Com- 
pany against the reduction of the duty on a and barley 
malt. It seems that under the duty imposed by the McKinley 
law the importation of barley and of barley malt had practically 
ceased; that the American farmers had gone to raising barley 
of a superior quality; and that barley and barley malt were be- 
coming a great home production. The a 

latform demanded that that industry should 

he resolutions said that protecting barley and barley malt was 
unconstitutional; and the House committee, proceeding in a 
feeble way to carry out the injunction of that platform, began | 
the work of reducing the duty. Swarms of persons interested | 
in the protected industry came around them; the United States 
district attorney came before them, and at last tariff reform on 
barley malt comes forth with a duty of 40 per cent; and for all 
any Senator in this body knows there is now being put in type 
somewhere a further increase of the duty up to 50 per cent, or 
perbaps a specific duty like the old duty, and we. shall be told 


vote upon, that a further increase of duty is to be put upon bar- 
ley malt in order that the brewers of Wisconsin, Minnesota, 
Ohio, Illinois, and New York may have that protection which 
was unconstitutional according to the Chicago platform, but 
which you ean get if you willemploya district attorney of Presi- 


dent Cleveland to seek out the committees of Congress and im- | 
press upon them the importance of the great principle of pro- | 


teetion to American industries. 

And all this, Mr. President, when the humble wage-workers 
of this country are denied hearings before the Senate Commit- 
tee on Finanee. The men who toil with their hands, the men 
whose wages are to be cut down, the laborers of this country 
have no hearin 
or Mr. Somebody Else, secures the advance by the Senate com- 
mittee of the duty on barley malt from 35 per cent to 40 per 
cent as an illustration of the grand unselfishness and noble prin- 
ciples.upon which President Cleveland and the party which he 
commands with his iron will and his unrelenting determination 
are imposing tariff reform upon the country. If the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], who kindly listens to me, can tell me 
any reason why the committee raised the duty trom 25 per cent 
to 40 per cent on barley malt I hope he will do so before the de- 
bate upon the biil ends. 

Now, Mr. President, there was another product which was to 
be subjected to the reforming processes of the Democratic plat- 
form, and that waslime. The duty on lime was to be reduced, 
in order that the lime kilns of this country might be destroyed 
and the lime kilns of other countries made profitable to their 
owners. Various gentlemen in this country undertook very 
properly to adapt themselves to the new order of things, which 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] says they have had 
plenty of time todo. Among others, a distinguished Democrat 
of my own State, Mr. Frank Jones, prepared to take the legiti- 
mate advantage of tariff reform, which it would appear nearly 
every Democrat in the country below the rank of President or 
Vice-President seems to be at liberty to take, and so Mr. Frank 
Jones went down to Nova Scotia and invested in limekilns. I 
send to the desk and ask the permission of the Senate to have 
read an article from the Concord Evening Monitor of December 
5, taken from the Boston Journal. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the date of the Boston Journal? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I give the date of the Monitor, because 
the date of the extract from the Boston Journal is not here; and 
I beg pardon of the Senator from Massachusetts for not having 
the precise date in which the Boston paper inserted this inter- 
esting statement. I ask permission to have it read. 

The PRESIDING O CER (Mr. MARTINinthechair). The 
article will to read at the request of the Senator from New Hamp- 


The Secretary read as follows: 


A QUEER POLICY. 


[Boston Journal.]} 
There have been some queer d thenew Democratic 
to-day’s J 


evelopments concerning 
tariff bill, and none is queerer than that outlined in 
Thomaston correspondent, who points out the curious that the H 
SE en and s other fn 
of valuable in and are therefore ply in- 
in the sharp cut which the Wilson bill has made in the lime duty. 


H 


sof tne Chicago | 
stricken down. | 
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before the Senate committee, but Mr. Poucher, | 
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Mr. Cleveland's Administration it seems has other ways of repaying gener- 
ous campaign subscriptions besides bartering ambassadorships for them 


| To the Editor of the Boston Journal: 


Vhe following clipping is from the Boston Herald of November 30: 
‘tis believed in some Boston business circles that a syndicate of capital- 


| ists has been formed to buy the limekiins of Bras d’Ur, in the island of Cape 


Breton, Nova Scotia, and those of St. John, New Brunswick. It is rumored 
that the leading spirit of the envterprise is Hon. Frank Jones, who is already 
interested in the development of the limekilns at Sherbrooke, Quebec. 

‘The new tariff, it will be noted, provides for a great decrease in the duty 
on imported lime, and Mr. Jones is understood to have had a good deal to 
do with this proposed reduction.” 

Mr. Frank Jones pane before the Ways and Means Committee, advo- 
cating a reduction of the duty on lime, and his argument was that such a 
reduction would build up a lime business at St. John, New Brunswick, and 
at Cape Breton, Nova Scotia, which was operated by American capita! 

How patriotic! He would protect American capital in a foreign country, 
and by so doing would destroy a home industry. Mr. Jones has received 
his payment for the money advanced to the Cleveland campaign fund in the 
protection of his New Brunswick lime industry to an extent hitherto unknown 

n thehistory of a tariff, for never before was the Committee on Ways and 
Means asked to protect a foreign business so plainly and with so much con 
fidence, false statements, and sangfroid as Mr. Jones showed when he asked 
for the protection of his foreign lime business. 

The clipping from the Herald shows why he was so much interested in the 


| reduction of the duty. He wished not only to protect what he already had, 


but what he contemplated 
THOMASTON, November 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I think the criticisms 
made by the communication in the Boston Journal from Thom- 
astom were unjust. I feel impelled to defend Mr. Jones from 
any imputation upon the propriety of his conduct in seeking to 
make money by investing in limekilns in Canada. I[ draw a 


peemeaae. 
, 1803. 


and | distinetion, which I conceive to be sound, between those Demo- 
when we are kindly informed what the bill is that we are to | 


crats who are making money by sustaining the policy of the 
Democratic party and of the President and those who are mak- 
ing money by opposing that policy. If Iam incorrect in mak- 


| ing this distinction as a matter of ethics in politics and ethics 


in tariff reform, | hope the Senator from Illinois will correct 
me before the debate upon the bill ends. 

It seems to me that when Mr. Jones read the platform of the 
Demoeratic party asserting that all protection was unconstitu 
tional and that a tariff for revenue only was to become the pol- 
icy of the Democratic party and to be enacted by a Democratic 
Congress, it was as legitimate an act as he ever performed to go 
to Dudswell in Canada, to Bras d’Or, in Nova Scotia, and to St. 
John, New Brunswick, and enter into the lime business. If 
the policy of the Democratic party had deliberately become one 
to destroy our own industries and to build up the industries of 


| fereign countries, will anyone tell me why it was dishonorable 


or a proper subject of criticism for Mr. Frank Jones, of New 
Hampshire, to make money by the development of this great 
prineiple? If he wanted to make money by the development of 
this great principle it was necessary for him to abandon the 
lime business in the United States and go to Canada to make his 
money. Mr. Jones had been to a certain extent deprived, or 
was about to be deprived of the proper benefits of this bill in con- 
nection with his beer business, because barley, which he had a 
right to suppose would be put upon the free list, was having a 
duty imposed upon it in the unselfish adjustment of the brewery 
interests of Wisconsin, and Minnesota, and Illinois, and New 
York, and New Hampshire; and therefore Mr. Jones very natur- 
ally and very properly, I say, as a friend of the tariff policy of 
President Cleveland, as p distinguished supporter of President 
Cleveland, had a perfect right and it was in accordance with 
correct principles for him to go to the Dominion of Canada and 
engage in the business of burning lime in order to make money 
by importing that foreign product. 

But, Mr. President, in the case of lime the workings of the 
great principle of tariff reform, to which all Democrats are ab- 
solutely pledged, have not had the free course which Mr. Jones 
has desired, and he is being made a victim of the selfish move- 
ments of owners of limekilns in this country. The old law im- 
posed a duty of 6 cents a hundred pounds upon lime. The Wil- 
son bill did not make lime free, as it was bound to doif there 
is principle in political parties and honor among politicians who 
seek the suffrages of a people upon a platform, but the Wilson 
bill put a duty of 10 per cent upon lime. Whether the duty of 
10 per cent will prevent Mr. Jones from making the money he 
expects to make out of the limekilns in Canada and in Nova 
Seotia and in New Brunswick, I do not know, but Ido know 
that here the same sinister and selfish interests of which the 
men who surround the President are capable (but which his 
upright soul would scorn to approve and would not tolerate if 
he could suppress these minions of his), have interfered, and 
the Senate committee propose that we shall raise the House 
rate of 10 per cent to 15 per cent. 

Now, Mr. President, this is the situation of the lime question. 
Are you not in a puzzle yourself, Mr. President(Mr. MARTIN in 
the chair), about it when you think of your platform, when you 
think of your pledges given to the people upon the stump in 
your own State? Ww 


hen you think of Mtr. Jones of New Hamp- 
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shire, who on the faith of your platform and your speeches, of 
your pledgesand the pledges of your President has gone to Can- 
ada and invested in limekilns, are ve not a little puzzled to 
know whether you shall vote for free lime or whether you shall 
vote for the 10 per cent duty of the Wilson bill, or whether you 
shall vote for the 15 percent =e by the Senatecommittee, or 
whether you shall vote for such a duty on lime as you will find 
proposed when the mysterious amendments that we hear so much 
about and have not yet seen (but which the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. GRAY] tells us we shall see when he gets ready) shall 
be submitted to your vote? 

Mr. President, it seems to me that the Democratic party have 
sailed off soundings. It seems tome they ought to take their 
bearings and go somewhere and drop anchor, and look around 
for a set of principles that shall guide them in framing a tariff 
bill, and that they should recur once and — with prayer and 
fasting if it be necessary, to the sublime spirit which the Presi- 
dent of the United States invokes in their behalf and which I 
am sorry to say they are absolutely and totally neglecting to 
allow to take possession of them. 

Mr. President, I am afraid I am detaining the Senator from 
Pennsylvania too long; and indeedasort of paralysis comes over 
me when I think of the condition of the Democratic party in 
connection with tariff professions and tariff measures. It will 
certainly take all the philosophy that the Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. PALMER] is capable of before the close of this debate to 
reconcile professions with practice, principle with conduct. I 
do not believe even the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PUGH] who 
is doing me the honor to listen to me, will undertake that task 
at —_ time during the present debate. 

I will omit from my remarks some suggestions which I had in- 
tended to make on the subject of rice. [ have not fully investi- 
gated the question. I suppose that if one wants a bright and 
shining example of the Chicago platform, where it declares that 
the Federal Government has no power to impose and collect tariff 
duties except for purposes of revenue only, he ought to go down 
to South Carolina and look at the rice duty proposed. It is so 
small, so moderate, such a slight ad valorem percentage that 
there ought to be emblazoned on the banner of the Democracy 
whenever they go into a political campaign, ‘‘ Tariff protection, 
unconstitutional. Tariff for revenue only. Rice 100 per cent 
duty.” Ihave been informed that there is a rice trust; that 
any attempt to reduce a duty on rice is met by the manipulation 
and machinations of the rice trust, and that Mr. Benedict of New 
York, the son of Mr, E. C. Benedict, is the president of the rice 
trust. 

Tf this be so, and I believe it is, my heartsinksat the, idea that 
men can be the intimate friends of the President of the United 
States, inspired by daily and hourly conversation with him, and 
perceiving the noble sentiments that always animate him, and 
turn from his presence and go out and surround the committees 
of Congress and demand of them that in the interest of protec- 
tion there shall be no reduction in the duty on rice. I should 
suppose that the President would lose all faith in huinan nature 
when he sees and reflects upon the conduct of these friends of 
his, who instead of acting in his spirit and in accordance with 
his precepts are belying every sentiment of his nature and the 
high principles to which he has dedicated himself. 

ut, Mr. President, I come to the subject of coal. Coal was 
the one great boon that was promised to New England. In the 
workings of tariff reform New England was to have free coal. 

We were not to be obliged to pay tribute to West Virginiaand 
Virginia and Alabama, nor even to Pennsylvania, if we chose to 
burn soft coal instead of anthracite. Wewereno longerin New 
England to be obliged to submit to the robbery of the coal 
baron. Andthe same promise was made as toiron. Coal and 
iron we were to have free of duty, and forthwith the foundries 
and factories of New England were to resound with the hum of 
busy labor, and a new and different prosperity was to come to 
us—new and different because founded upon more correct prin- 
ciples of political economy, more correct principles that should 
govern the financial system of the country and the construction 
of tariff bills. 

Where do we stand, Mr. President, on coal? Here the House 
of Representatives were true to the principle. Coal, bitumin- 
ous, and shale, which had been 75 cents a ton under the McKin- 
ley law was made free in the House bill. Coal slack or culm, 
which was 30 cents per ton under the McKinley law, was made 
free. Coke, which was 20 per cent under the prior law, was 
made free. Who hasinduced the Senate committee to withhold 
thisgreat donation to New oe that was to be bestowed by 
the passage of this bill? The Senate committee advise us to put 
a duty on coal of 40 cents a ton, on coal slack or culm 15 cents a 
ton, and on coke 15 per cent. 

Iron is dealt with in the same way. Iron ore is now protected 
by 75 cents a ton. It was made free by the House bill. Forty 


cents a ton is to be imposed according to the Senate committee, 
while wool, and lumber, and salt, free by the House bill, are to 
remain free according to the propositions of the Senate commit- 
tee. 

Mr. President, how does all this happen? Why is it that not- 
withstanding the promise that has been made to us, a promise 
that we did not seek to have made to us, but a recompense that 
was to be given to us for the reduction of tariff duties on fin- 
ished articles produced in New England, the boon of free coal 
and free iron is to be kept away from us? 

I regret to find that the Senate committee gronses to take 
free coal away from New England notwithstanding here, as in 
the case of Mr. Jones's Canadian limekilns, earnest supporters 
of the President have shown a disposition to help carry out his 

olicy by making money in carrying it out. I have an extract 

rom the Commercial Advertiser, published in New York, No- 
vember 25, 1893, which I ask to have read at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary willread agree- 
ably to the request of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

A STRAIGHT TIP—WILLIAM C. WHITNEY'S ASSURANCE THAT COAL WILL BE 
ON THE FREE LIST. 
(Special.] 
NEW YORK, November 25, 1898. 

The Commercial Advertiser says: ‘‘The Wilson tariff bill will be made 
public on Monday. Coal will be placed on the free list. There has been a 
a deal of contention over this item, but in the end the duty will be abol- 

shed. Chairman WILSON, although he represents a coal-mining district, 
agrees to this. a , 
G & * = m ~ " 

William C. Whitney some months ago was able to assure his friends that 
coal would certainly be made free. Mr. Whitney is close to the leaders of 
the party, and was able to make a good guess as to the action that would be 
taken by the Committee on Ways and Means. William C. Whitney, Henry 
Whitney of Boston, and other American capitalists are largely interested in 
the Nova Scotia coal fields, and have a a called the Dominion Coal 
Seer: Free coal means that the Dominion Coal Company will enjoy a 

ractical monopoly of the New England market for bituminous coal, and 

ater supply all Canada and drive out American coal mined in Ohio and 
Pennsylvania that now goes to Canada Wrest by way of the lakes. 

Some months ago Mr. Joseph R. Dorman, with H. J. Libby &Co., d 
merchants, No. 57 White street, was contemplating an investment. 
schemes were considered, and finally he took up with one that had base of 
operations in South America. The promoters of the latter felt sure that 

r. Dorman was coming in, but they were mistaken. As informed, Mr. 
Dorman finally told the South American speculators that he had concluded 
to invest $25,000 in the Dominion Coal Company, of Nova Scotia, as he had@ 
been told by William C. Whitney that the Democratic Congress would surely 
= coal on the free list, and that the Dominion Company’s stock would 

ome extremely valuable. Dorman took the advice of Mr. Whitney 
and gotinon theground floor, All thatisneeded now to make Mr. Whitney a 
true prophet is to have the bill passed by Congress and signed by Cleveland. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, here was a true and genu- 
ine devotee of the Chicago platform. Mr. Whitney felt that 
under that platform New England was entitled tofreecoal. Mr. 
Whitney did not content himself by simply making a promise, 
giving it to the public, and leaving us to doubt whether or not 
that promise would be fulfilled, but Mr. Whitney determined to 
prove his absolute good faith toward the platform of the Demo- 
cratic party and the promise of free coal for New England. He 
determined to show his faith by his works. So he entered into 
the Dominion Coal Company. e was determined that however 
much failure there might be to carry out other promises which 
he had made in connection with the Presidential nomination, he 
would not fail in this. So Mr. Whitney very properly, as I con- 
ceive, and in entire accord with the Democratic platform, joined 
the Dominion Coal Company. I find in the prospectus of the 
company this sentence: 

Should the United States duty of 75 cents per ton be removed, it seems 
evident that this company will tind a large market on the New England sea- 
board, for which its position at tide water would enable it to compete on ad- 
vantageous terms. It is estimated that it could put coal free on board ves. 
sel at Louisburg for about $1 a ton, probably cheaper than coal is shipped 
at any port in the world. 

Here was all this preparation made, all this effort by the 
truest and the nearest friend of the President to carry out the 
promise; and yet some influence has surrounded the Senate Com- 
mittee on Finance, and we are to be deprived of this great boon, 
we know not how; we know not why. : 

Can any Senator tell us what influence has been at work upon 
the Finance Committee to secure the imposition of a duty of 40 
cents a ton on coal, or what influence is bringing about the in- 
crease to 50 cents a ton, which, it is said, we shall have in order 
to make this bill acceptable to some of the Senators on the other 
side of the Chamber?. Will the Senators from West Virginia 
and the Senators from Virginiaand the Senators from Alabama, 
if they can, tell us why New England is not to have that free 
coal which has been promised us, and which is to be of so great 
a benefit to us? . 

But there is another promisor of free coal for whose aid I call. 
T hold in my hand the North American Review for February, 1894, 
which contains an article signed with the name of the junior Senx 


-goods 
everal 








Teas 


octet trae ReeaBe aetie 





1894. 


tor from Texas[Mr. MILus]. I can not believe that itis the same 

rson who proposes to support the bill now before the Senate. 

can not believe that he who signed his name to this article has 
taken part as one of # trio of tariff experts in making the reform 
bill which has been submitted to the Senate with the report of 
the Committee on Finance. In this article the Senator from 
Texas makes the whole key to his tariff-reform — the in- 
troduction of raw material into the country freeofduty. I will 
read an extract from the article: 


The very first step to take is to put all materials that are to be manufac- 
tured or remanufactured on thefree list. The work must not stop with wool 
and coal and ores, but it must be extended to all materials. F 

In looking at the schedules, the first in the list is chemicals, every article 
of which should be placed on the free list. Almost every article on that 
schedule is used in our metal and textilemanufactures. In the metal sched- 
ule, all ores, pigs, bars, blooms, slabs, ingots, sheets, plates, and rods, should 
be freed from taxation. In textiles, all wool, cotton, silk, flax, hemp, and 
jute, and the yarns and threads of every fiber should be admitted free. All 
machinery oils and dyes, and everything that increases the cost of the fin- 
ished articles, and especially of those we export, should be untaxed. 


There is the promise of the Senator from Texas, and his per- 
formance is a duty on coal and a duty on iron ore, while wool 
and lumber remain free. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Texas made speeches in New 
England; he went there to endeavor to make Democratic votes, 
and the burden of the speeches which he there made was that 
the manufacturers of New England—the manufacttrers of tex- 
tile fabrics and the manufacturers of iron—need not fear any ad- 
verse results from a victory of the Democratic party and the in- 
aguration of his policy of tariff reform, because, over and over 
again he said to our people, these great gifts of free wool and 
free iron would give us prosperity beyond that which New Eng- 
land had ever seen, and it would be a prosperity which would 
be more enduring, because it would be based upon economic 
principles of the soundest and surest kind, 

Now, the same Senator from Texas, after a Democratic victory, 

joins, as a member of the Senate Committee on Finance, in mak- 
ing a bill which takes away from New England, by the duty 
which it proposes to impose upon coal and iron, the whole in- 
ducement which he held out to New England citizens to vote 
the Democratic ticket. I do not think that the Senator from 
Texas, if he is acting in good faith and in accordance with his 
bledges, can support any such propositions as have been made 
by the Senate Committee on Finance,.of which he was an acting 
member. But whatever he may do, I do not believe that the 
final vote of the Senate will be in accordance with any such vio- 
lation of principle as is advocated by that committee. 

Moreover, Mr. President, is it possible that we are to have 
coal and iron taken from the free list and a protective duty 
placed upon them, while wool is to remain upon the free list? 
Are you willing, Mr. President |Mr. MARTIN in the chair], to 
have the principles of tariff reform which have been laid down 
by Democratic orators and put into Democratic platforms so 
utterly violated as they will be by the imposition of a duty upon 
coal and iron and the retention of wool on the free list? Is the 
product of the farmer, the product of the prairies of your State, 
sir, to be made free and kept free as the result of all this trad- 
ing and dickering and conferring and compromising which is 
going on in the construction of a tariff bill? 

If wool remains on the free list the bill will certainly be de- 
structive of the sheep industry in the United States. If wool 
remains upon the free list there will be an actual discrimination 
against the wool which is produced in the States of America in 
favor of foreign wool, and that discrimination will grow out of 
the difference in the cost of transportation. 

T have in my hand a letter from Mr. John T., Busiel, of the 
Granite Hosiery Mills, at Laconia, N. H., dated March 28, 1891, 
from which I shall make a few statements, and ask to insert the 
whole letter inmy remarks. The pointof the letter is that wool 
can be carried from Sydney, New South Wales, to New York 
and Boston for less than wool can be transported from Oregon, 
from Utah, from Wyoming, from Idaho, Montana, and Arizona. 

Mr. TELLER. And from Colorado. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I certainly will include all the mountain 
States where there is any sheep industry. I read the States 
named in Mr, Busiel’s letter. 

The reason for this is very simple. Wool can be carried by 
water from Sydney to New York and Boston much cheaper than 
it can be carried from Oregon or California or any of the moun- 
tain States, or from Texas to New York and Boston by rail. 

I call the attention of the Senators from Oregon to this fact, 
which has already been alluded to in debate, that wool can be 
carried from Sydney to San Francisco by water, then by rail to 
New York and Boston, for less than it can be carried from San 
Francisco to New Yorkand Boston. The reason is very evident. 
The rate from Sydney to San Francisco and from there to New 
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York and Boston, by water and rail, is fixed in competition with 
the all-water route. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It is a long route by water. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is a long route by water, and the Union 
Pacific and Central Pacific Railroad Companies, in order to get 
a portion of the business, accept their share of a rate from Syd- 
ney to San Francisco and from San Francisco to New York and 
Boston that is less than the rate on American wool from San 
Francisco to New York and Boston. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will state for the information of the Sena- 
tor, if he will permit me—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. That very recently, within the pist few 
months, the Canadian Pacific Railway Company has established 
a line of steamers, subsidizing them, to run between Victorin 
and Australia, and the rate upon wool by English vessels and in 
English railroads to the city of Boston is placed atso low a sum 
that it is impossible for American shipping to compete with 
them. The result is that the line of steamships now plying be- 
tween San Francisco, New Zealand, and Australia is about to be 
withdrawn, because New Zealand proposes to divide the subsidy 
she has been paying that steamship company with the new line 
of steamships recently inaugurated between Victoria, in British 
Columbia, and Australia. England has always fostered her 
steam-shipping by liberal subsidies and mail subsidies. The re- 
sult is that the United States will get no benefit whatever from 
this transportation business, and it will go by English ships to 
British Columbia, and thence by the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company into Massachusetts, only a few miles of the road being 
in the United States. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Beyond question wool from Australia can 
come not only to San Francisco and over our own railroads to 
New York and Boston cheaper than Oregon wool and wool from 
the mountain States can get to New York and Boston, but evi- 
dently it can go into Canada and come over the Canadian Pacific 
ata still lower rate, so thatif,as is suggested by Mr. Busiel, 
you were to put a duty of 3 cents a pound upon foreign wools in 
the pending bill you would no more than compensate for the 
difference in transportation between the Australian wools and 
the wools of our own country. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to state in addi- 
tion, if the Senator from New Hampshire will allow me, that a 
large portion of the wool that comes into this country comes 
from the Black Sea. Itcomes to Boston and New York at rates 
very much lower than are the rates on wool from San Francisco 
and Portland, Oregon, to Boston. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Beyond all question. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. Iam very muchinterested in this discussion, 
and I wish to ask a question of any gentleman who can answer 
it. Is itintended that the American consumer shall pay a bounty 
that will be the equivalent of the bounties paid to the Canadian 
steamship and railroad companies, so that the bounty paid by 
the American consumer shall produce the equivalent that the 
Senators on the other side insist upon? 

Mr.CHANDLER. The Senator from [llinois is an out-and- 
out free trader, and believes that all duties fall upon the con- 
sumer. That is not the theory of protectionists, as a universal 
rule. I should be willing—— 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senatorfrom New Hampshire allow 
me to interrupt him further? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. It seems to me that the difference must be 
made up by somebody. Who makes it up? Somebody's money 
goes to supply that deficit. Who furnishes the money to do it? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Thatisa philosophical and not a practical 
question. The practical answer that can be made to the propo- 
sition that duties increase the cost to the consumer of articles 
produced in this country is the fact that there never has heen a 
yrotected industry where the result of competition among A mer- 
ican producers has not reduced the price to the American con- 
sumer. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Aijilow me to make a suggestion for the ben- 
efit of the Senator from Illinois. [I judge by what he says that 
if we can find an article which can be made more cheaply abroad 
we all ought to be at liberty to buy it: 

Mr. PALMER. Iask pardon of the Senator; I made no such 
statement. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
understand, then? 

Mr. PALMER. I understand the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, supported by the Senator from California [Mr. PERK UNS] 


I thought the Senator did. What are weto 











and the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], to state that the 
rates on wool from the Pacific islands by water and rail are 
greater than the cost of transportation of the same or a like 
product from San Franeisco by rail, and for that reason a duty 
must be imposed on wool. 

Mr.HAWLEY. Yes. 

Mr. PALMER, Now the question is, Who is to furnish the 
money? Somebody must furnish the bounty which is to equal- 
ize these two rates. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understood the Senator from Illinois en- 
tirely; but the logic of his argument is that we should abandon 
sheep-growing and buy wool abroad. That is the free-trade 
claim precisely. Now, suppose we apply that in every case 
where somebody abroad can produce a thing cheaper than we 
can. Take rice, for example, or sugar. Suppose we carry the 
doctrine throughout. We shall then find that there is scarcely 
anything in the world that, with a little education tothe China- 
men and the Kast Indiamen and people who work at 5 cents a 
day, can not be made cheaper by somebody else. Therefore let 
us all stop manufacturing, live upon our capital, and buy abroad. 

Mr. PALMER. If the Senator will allow me, that is not an- 
swering my question ate I understand that by tariff legisla- 
tion the burden, the equivalent, is to be imposed upon some- 
body; and prima facie it is to be imposed upon the consumer. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But the Senator from Lilinois does not want 
~~ duty. 

ir. PALMER. The Senator from Illinois wants an answer to 

his question just now, if the Senator from Connecticut will kindly 
ive it. 

r Mr. HAWLEY. 


The Senator from New Hampshire answered 
the question. 


I did not assume to doit. He covered the whole 
ground. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Before the pending bill comes toa final 
vote I think these philosophical ee and questions of prin- 
ciple involved in protection, tariff reform, and free trade ought 
to be discussed. But I shall not turn now from the point I am 
making, which is that, whether or aot the discrimination should 
be removed, there exists a discrimination in favor of Australian 
wool as against American wool, growing out of the conditions 
which prevail as to transportation. 

Mr. POWER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. POWER. The transportation of wool has not been ex- 
plained fully. The rate by rail on seoured wool is three times 
first class. Merino wool, in which we are interested, is 70 per 
cent grease and dirt. Core it takes 34 pounds of t 
kind of wool as you take it from the sheep to make 1 pound 
of scoured wool. The freight on scoured wool from Ar . 
New Mexico, Idaho, or Montana would be about 10 cents a pound, 
while by steamer the regulations as to classification do not apply, 

varticularly where rates are demoralized and freight scarce. 

‘ou can ship a pound of scoured wool from the seaports of Aus- 
tralia, the Argentine, or the Cape of Good Hope for three- 

uarters of 1 per cent, a difference of 50 per cent on the weol in 
the grease. I mention, for the serious consideration of the Sen- 
ate, the fact that there is a difference of 9 cents a pound be- 
tween scoured woo! produced in the far-off Western States and 
that from the colonies controlled b go 

1 wish to ask the Senator from Cal [Mr. PERKINS], who 
understands the matter of rates, theclassifieations of freight, and 
shipping by water, whether I am not correct in re to the 
classification of and the rates on wool? 

Mr. PERKINS. I will state for the information of the Sen- 
ate that in steamship and sailing vessels it is notusual toadhere 
to the close classification that the railroads have in their tariffs. 
The reason why that is soisthat the marine risk is always taken 
by the shipper. Therefore,asteamship company will take wool 
from the Australian colonies and New Zealand to British Co- 
lumbia for, say,a half a cent a pound, regardless of whether it is 
in the grease or has been washed once or twice. I think the 
rate on wool from Melbourne or Sydney to the city of Boston 
can be made to-day by the Canadian Pacific Saes 
and the new line of steamers that has recently been su 
to run between Victoria and the colonies at a cent to a cent and 
a half a pound certainly. With the favorable auspices under 
which they are running their ‘steamships I believe it can be 
transported at a fair profit ata cent a pound. 

it is therefore apparent to all that it is impossible for the 
woolgrowers in the State represented by the Senator from 


Montana [Mr. POWER] to compete with Australia and New 
Zealand in raising wool. The same remark to all the 
interior States of our country, and indeed to all our States and 


Territories. 
Mr. CHANDLER. The facts so well stated by the Senator 
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from Montana and the Senator from California are developed in 
the letter of Mr. Busiel, a New Hampshire hosiery manufacturer. 
I ask the attention of the Senators from the mountain States 
to what he says, and ask them to read tha letter, as it will be 
published in the Recorp, and if there are any erroneous facts 
or conclusions, to hereafter call the attention of the Senate to 
them. He says: 


GRANITE Hosrery MILLS, Laconia, N. H., March 28, 1894. 


DEAR Sir: I wish to call attention toa matter connected with the wool 
and woolen goods schedule which I have not seen touched upon in the dis- 
cussion of the measure in the House of Representatives. 1 allude to the 
matter of freights on foreign wool as compared with domestic. I presume 
the Democratic party im its crusade against the wool and woolen interests 
and its blind pursuit of free wool did not mean to discrimimate against do- 
mestic wool in favor of foreign and actually offer a premium for the use of 
foreign wool, but what is called free wool actually does this by reason of 
the freight rates favoring foreign wool. The rates of freight to New York 
and Boston are: 

a... Sidney, via steam and rail from Pacific coast (about), 1} eents per 

From Australia, via sail, under 1 cent, and are (about) three-fourths and 
seven-eighths cent per d 

From Cape of Good 
pound. 

From San Francisco, with competing cut rates, 1 and 1} cents per pound. 

From Oregon, from competing points, compressed bales, 1.55 cents per 


und. 
Hope and the River Platte, sail (about), 1 cent per 


und. 

From Oregon, from noncompeting points and not compressed, 2.50cents 
and higher. 

From Utah and Wyoming, competing points, 13 and 2}. 

From Utah and Wyoming, noncom points, 2} and 23. 

” Prom Montene, competing potts, 2 in 
ontana, com ts, 2; noneompeting points, 2}. 

From Arizona (mostly), 23 and 3}. ” ” 

The shrinkage of the foreign wools, Australian, Cape, and Montevideo, 
such as are imported, is less on the average than that of our wools shipped 
from the domestic points named. It may be pretty safely averaged at 55 
per cent shrinkage on the foreign and 70 per cent on the domestic. 

If you consider this point in connection with the above rates the discrim- 

ination is excessive against our own people and offers a high premium for 
the use of fo. wool. a t which I do not suppose even a tariff re- 
former would attempt to justify even by the iar methods of reasoning 
which they sometimes adopt relating to views on the tariff. For ox- 
ample, 1} cents on grease wool from Sidney, shrinkage 55 per cent, is 3.83 
cents on the scoured pound, while 1} cents on grease woo! from San Fran- 
cisco, shrinkage 70 per cent, is 4.26 cents per pound. 
Again, three-fourths and seven-eighths cent on Australian wool, by sail, 
on wool shrinking 55 per cent, is 1.67 cents and 1.93 cents per pound, while 
1.55 cents pound from on on wool shrinking 70 per cent is 5.16 cents 
per po or a discrimination against Oregon wool of 3.61 cents per clean 
pound. This would amount to 10.83 cents per dozen on heavy all-wool hose, 
and offer a premium in favor of using foreign wool to that extent. 

On Cape wool shrinking 70 per cent, the rate 1 cent per pound, grease 
weight, amounts to 3.33 cents seoured ; on Utah and Wyoming 
wools from competing points lj and 2} cents in the grease amounts, on wool 
shrinking 70 per cent, to 6.91 and 7.5 cents perclean pound, or a discrimina- 
tion against Utah and Wyoming wools of 3.58 cents and 4.2 cents per clean 
pound. On Austr wools 65 per cent at three-fourths cent per 
or by oat the cost per clean pound would be 2.14 cents per pound; on 

ontana wool, ofsame shri , at most favorable rate, 2 cents per pound 
grease, the cost per clean pound is 5.71 cents, or 3.57 per pound in favor of 
Australian as against In general it may be said the Wilson bill 
offers apremium for the use of foreign wools in preference to our so-called 
Territorial wools of 4 to 7 cents per clean pound. 

Ifthereis ground on which any man of any party ean defend such 
legislation the people will certainly wish to see it, 


Mr. POWER. Will the Senator from New Hampshire be 
kind enough to yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. CHAND Certainly. 

Mr. POWER. The rates from the Western portion of our 
country referred to in the letter which the Senator has read are 
undoubtedly from Cheyenne or somewhere close to what is known 
in railroad parlance as the Missouri River line, a common point. 
The rate on wool from Montana, Idaho, and Oregon to Boston runs 
from $1.90 to $2.40 a hundred pounds. I am interested in this 
matter sufficiently to know. From the eastern portion of Mon- 
tana the rate is $1.90 a hundred pounds, and from the western 

rtion it is about $2.20. From Oregon and Idaho west of there 
it runs to $2.40 a hundred pounds. en when you get over on 
the Pacific coast the rate, I am advised, decreases to about 1 
cent a pound, but there is no wool grown on the coast which 
you ean ship; it is the product of the interior. You have to 
ship by rail to the seaboard, and that will cost you, perhaps, 
from 75 cents to $la hundred pounds. Water competition makes 
the rate from the Pacific coast to New York from 25 to 37 cents 
a hundred pounds; and to 7-ondon from 37 to 50 cents a hundred 


unds. 
" will further state that the rate from Melbourne given by the 
authority the Senator from New Hampshire has quoted is cer- 
tainly on scoured wool, because on wool in the grease the rate 
is only about 50 cents to London. It certainly must be scoured 
wool, which would cost us 10 cents per pound from the Southern 
States, 

Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. Busie! is a careful and accurate in- 
vestigator, and he concludes by saying: 

ur "roolgrowers rs on an equality ‘with the foreign grower on account of 

o 
freight and a compensatory d at the same e of three times the 


duty imposed wpon scoured be placed on every pound of foreign 
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No objection could lie against either that they were not revenue duties be- 
cause they would not be high enough to be classed as protective in character. 

Another provision of the bill is of so crude a character that it looks as if 
it might be the work of a villageblacksmith. Lalludeto the following, which 
I place in a form to show at a glance its absurdity: 


Duty on.raw material. 


Of woolen manufacturer, 0 per cent. 
Of worsted manufacturer (tops), 15 per cent. 
Of user of worsted yarn (nonproducer ofsame), ¢. 7., hosiery manufacturer, 
30 per cent. 
Duty on product. 


Of woolen manufacturer, 35 per cent. 

Of worsted manufacturer (yarn), 30 per cent. 

Of hosiery manufacturer (worsted hosiery), 35 per cent. 

Many manufacturers buy all the worsted yarns they use and it is simply 
comical, and absurdly so, to see a duty of 30 per cent on worsted yarn and 
only 35 per cent on the hosiery or cloth made of worsted yarn. Adueregard 
t the develepment of worsted spinning and the use of worsted yarns for all 
purposes would require more than 35 per cent on goods made from worsted 

arns. 


It is clearly the duty of Senators from wool-raising States to see such pal- 
pable absurdities corrected, or vote against the bill. Ido not write you be- 
cause I desire to make better a bad measure, merely, but because it is so 
criminally bad that sufficient exposure of its iniquitious features ought to 
make any patriotic man of any party cast the whole business behind him 
and into outer darkness. 

Yours, truly, 
JOHN T. BUSIEL. 

Hon. WILLIAM E. CHANDLER. 


Boston, April 10, 1894. 

DEAR Sim: Your favor of 9th is at hand. Referring tocomparative freight 
rates: Sydney, steamer and rail from Pacific coast, 1} cents, and San Fran- 
cisco, etc., 1 cent and 1} cents. 

The rate from San Francisco varies. If the railroads are at peace with 
each other, and not cutting, the rate is 1} cents, which is much lower than 
points east of San Francisco where there is no competition. 

Many times it is cheaper to ship wool from points 200 to 300 miles east of 
San Francisco, or of Portland, Oregon, to those respective points, pay the 
expense of grading and baling, and then get advantage of through rates to 
Boston and New York. 

The rate I gave you from San Francisco is about the average. Just at 
present the railroads are fighting on rates, and to-day grease wool, com- 
pressed, from San Francisco is80cents per100pounds. This, however,is ab- 
normal. In shipments from Sydney to Boston as above, a through rate is 
named, steamer and rail, and is rarely in excess of 1} cents, the rate by sail- 

vessels being } cent. It is rare that the railroads get cutting to that 

po t that they will shade 1 cent from San Francisco. From The Dalles, 

egon, a point quite a distance east of Portland, the rate last summer was 
$1.55 per 100 pounds, compressed, on 70 per cent shrinking wool. 


Yours, truly, 
H. T. BROWN. 
Joun T. BUSIEL, Esq. 


Mr. President, I do not believe that the American people or the | 


American Congress will sanction any such method of dealing 
with the pending bill as seems to be proposed by the Senate 
Committee on Finance. I do not believe that iron ore and coal 
will be taken from the free list and a duty imposed upon them, 
while wool and lumber remain upon the free list. The influence 
of public sentiment will prevent anysuch unjust discrimination. 

have concluded the remarks which I desire to make concern- 
ing the spirit which ought to animate the Senate in dealing with 
the tariff bill. 


It is distressing to see that while the President of the United | 


States has proclaimed noble and lofty principles, his followers do 
npt conform to those principles. Yet in the midst of so much that 
is discouraging, when heis compelled tolook around him and see 


and to construct a bill which shall have no principle whatever 
at its foundation, he does not becomediscouraged. I have read 
what he said on the 4th of December, 1893, in the message to Con- 
gress, where he stated that there should be a willingness in the 
work of tariff reform to subordinate personal desires and ambi- 
tions to the general good. [ now find that he was not disheart- 
ened as late as the 15th day of April, 1894, notwithstanding the 
woeful exhibition which has been made in Congress and the 
country in the progress of the ae bill through its various 
stages. He writes to Hon. Chauncey F. Black as follows: 

I have carefully read the communication you lately placed in my hands 


setting forth the future purposes and present needs of the National Associa- 
tion of Democratic Ciubs. 


The achfevements of this organization should be familiar to all whoare | 


interested in the continuation of Democratic supremacy and should enlist 
the encouragement of those who appreciate the importance of an effective 
dissemination of Democratic doctrine. 


Pa, -_ now some portions of the remarks in the letter, and come 
this: 


All who are charged ‘on behalf of the Democratic party with the redemp- 
tion of these — should now be im eeminded that as we won 
our a victory under the banner of tariff reform, so our insistence upon 
_ ple is the coudition of our retention of the people’s trust, and 
that fealty to party organization demands the subordination of individual 
advantages and wishes and the putting aside of petty and ignoble jealousies 
and bickerings when party principles and party integrity and party exist- 


ence are at stake. 

There he stands, the same grand personage, announcing im- 
mortal principles, advocating unselfishness and patriotism, not- 
withstanding all the discouragements, and setting a wonderful 


| Allen 


the selfish efforts made by Democrats to destroy the platform | 





example to his Democratic followers in and out of Congress in 
connection with this great subject of tariff reform, which, Mr. 


| President, is certainly going sadly astray if the indications 


which surround us are any guide to a conclusion. 

Not only does the Presidentadhere tothe principles discarded 
by his followers, but he does another thing, which I commend to 
his political associates both inside and outside of this Chamber: 

I cheerfully inclose a contribution to the funds necessary to carry on the 
good work of your organization, with a hearty wish for its continued suc 
cess and usefulness. 

Here is the President willing to declare principles and to pay 
for their dissemination; but we do not hear that the Cabinet has 
made any contribution, however small, to Mr. Chauncey F 
Black’s association of Democratic clubs; we do not hear that 
Senators on the other side of the Chamber have contributed to 
fill the treasury of thisassociation. If Senators have made any 
such contributions, if they are willing to pay anything, if the) 
are willing to make money donations from their own pockets in 
imitation of this self-sacrificing and liberal President, they have 
been so modest that they have kept their contributions from the 
public press, while the President is eager not only to announce 
that he still adheres to the cause of tariff reform in all its purity 
and grandeur, but is earnest to pay, and to have it known that 
he pays to have the great principles of reform impressed upon 
the country, and, if necessary, impressed by this association of 
Democratic clubs upon the Senate of the United States. 

Mr. President, I commend to Senators upon the other side of 
the Chamber the study of these unselfish emotions, of this self 
sacrificing spirit which the President of the United States man- 
ifests, and I hope that in view of the elevated sentiments ex- 
pressed by him, we shall at some time in the consideration of 
the pending bill find the Democrats of the Senate putting aside 
the unseemly scramble which is going forward to get this indus- 
try protected and that industry protected, and tosecure to Dem 
ocrats in so many sections participation in some degree in the 
benefits of that protection which the platform of the party at 
Chicago announces, and which the Senator from Illinois an- 
nounces has no place whateveramong the principles of the Dem- 
ocratic party of the nation. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, if no other Senator desires to 
take the floor upon the pending measure, I shall endeavor to 
lift a corner of that pall of death to which the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] alluded so feelingly the other day. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania yield to the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. QUAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I think, if the Senator from Pennsylvania 
intends to resume his argument, it ought to be listened to by a 
larger number than are now present. I suggest the want of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The want of a quorum being 
suggested, the Secretary will call the roll. : 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 





Dixon, McPherson, Smith, 

Allison, Dolph, Martin, Squire, 
Bate, Faulkner Mitchell, Wis. Stewart 
Berry. Gallinger, Morrill, Teller, 
Blackburn, George, Palmer Turpie 
Brice, Gorman Pasco, Vest, 
Caffery Harris, Perkins, Vilas 
Call, Hawley, *latt, Voorhees 
Chandler, Higgins, Pugh Walsh 
Cockrell Hunton, Quay, White 
Coke, Jarvis, Ransom, Wolcott 
Daniel Jones, Ark Roach, 
Davis, McLaurin, Sherman, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty Senators having an- 
swered to their names, a quorum is present. The Senator from 


Pennsylvania will proceed. 

Mr. QUAY resumed the floor in continuation of the speech be- 
gun by him on the 14th of April. After having spoken one 
hour and forty-five minutes he sent tothe desk an article in 
reference tothe sugar-bounty systems of foreign countries, which 
the Secretary proceeded to read. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 
I object to the Secretary reading the speech of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. He must read it himself, if he proposes to have 
it read. 

Mr. QUAY. It will give me much pleasure, as well as I am 
able, to gratify the Senator from Tennessee. Iam not well to- 
day, or else I should not have asked the Secretary to read the 
article. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of opinion that 
the point of order is well taken. 
Mr. QUAY. If the Secretary will have the kindness to note 
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the point at which he stcpped reading, and will send back the 
article, I will continue the reading. 

Mr. HARRIS. I simply object to the nr reading the 
Senator's speech. If the Senator is going to read here by days 
into weeks, he must read himself. 

Mr. QUAY. Idesire to say ¢o the Senator from Tennessee 
that I am not feeling well to ~ or I should not have asked the 
Secretary to read the article. I shall be very glad to gratify the 
Senator from Tennessee as well as I am able. 

Mr. HARRIS. 1 should be glad to relieve the Senator from 
Pennsylvania from any physical fatigue. 

Mr. QUAY. lIaskforno relieffrom the Senator from Tennes- 


see. 
Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator will not. 
Mr. QUAY. Iwill continue the reading from the point at 
which the Secretary left off. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
Senate to hear the article. 
Mr. QUAY. I think that is a good idea. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The want of a quorum having 
been suggested, the Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 





I think we ought to have a full 


Aldrich, Dixon, Jarvis, Pugh, 
Allen, Dolph, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 
Bate, Faulkner, McLaurin, Roach, 
Berry, Frye, McPherson, Sherman, 
Black burn, George, Martin, Turpie, 
Blanchard, Gordon, Mitchell, Oregon Vest, 
Call, Gorman, Morrill, Vilas, 
Camden, Gray, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Harris, Pasco, Walsh, 
Coke, Hawley, Perkins, White 
Daniel, Hoar, Platt, 

Davis, Hunton, Power, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-six Senators answering 
to their names, a quorum is present. 

Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. QUAY. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Nebraska {[Mr. MANDERSON], who 
is absent. On this question I will transfer that pair to my col- 
league [Mr. LINDSAY] and vote. I vote ‘“ nay.” 

Mr. BLANCHARD (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN], who is ab- 
sent, and therefore [ withhold my vote for the present. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. PRocToR], and withhold my vote 
unless it be necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON], and therefore withhold 


my vote. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Maine {[Mr, HALE]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘* nay.” 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was an- 
nounced—yeas 13, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—13. 
Aldrich, Frye, Morrill, Sherman, 
Davis, Hawley, Perkins, 
Dixon, Hoar, Platt, 
Dolph, Mitchell, Oregon Power, 

NAYS—32. 
Allen, Coke. Jarvis, Roach, 
Bate, Daniel, Jones, Ark. Smith, 
Berry, Faulkner, McLaurin, ie, 
Blackburn, George, McPherson, Vest, 
Brice, Gorman, Martin, Vilas, 
Caffery, Gray, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Camden, Harris. Pasco, Walsh, 
Cockrell, Hunton Pugh, White. 

NOT VOTING—39. 

Allison, Gibson, Lodge, Quay, 
Blanchard, Gordon, MeMillan, 
Butler, Hale. Manderson, Shoup, 
Call, Hansbrough, Mills, Squire, 
Cameron, Bigeins, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 
Carey. Hill, organ, Teller, 
Chandler, Irby, Murphy, Washburn, 
Cullom, Jones, Nev, Peffer, Wiison, 
Dubois, Kyle, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
Gallinger, Lindsay, tor, 


So the motion was not pgreed to. 
Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I am desirous of putting a ques- 
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tion to the chairman of the Committee on Finance, the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], if he will permit me, and if the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] will yield for that pur- 


pose. 

Mr. QUAY. I yield. 

[Mr. QuAY’s speech will be pubiished entire after itshall have 
been concluded. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Indiana, when he addressed 
the Senate some time ago, in conformity with a custom which a 
good many Senators have followed, preferred not to yield to 
questions, and said he would be happy to answer questions at a 
proper time later. I want to ask the chairman of the Finance 
Committee if he will tell me what amount of additional imports 
is expected by him under the bill which hehasreported? [ask 
if the Senator has made a calculation of the provisions for the 
future revenues of the Government? There is a very consider- 
able desire to be informed upon that subject, and I suppose, of 
course, the Senator will inform us. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I suppose a more difficult 
question to answer could not be propounded. 

Mr. HOAR. Ifthe Senator will pardon me,I merely desire 
the estimate of the committee. Of course the amounts will 


vary. 

Mr. VOORHEES. [have preferred, in providing revenue for 
the Government, not to depend upon conjectural grounds. In 
my estimate of making the Government safe in its revenues I 
have not spent much time in guessing at what the increase of 
importatious will be. The measure as it passed the House of 
Representatives allowed for agood deal of that kind of estimate 
to make up a sufficient supply of revenue. I confess that I have 

referred to make sure of a sufficient revenue to take care of the 
onor and credit of this Government. 

I would say further, in response to the inquiry of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, that there never was a time in the history 
of the world, so far as I have lived in it at least, which made it 
so difficult to make an accurate estimate as the present time. 
The business of the world is disturbed anddepressed. Thiscoun- 
try is not the only country that is laboring under great business 
embarrassments and difficulties; other nations are depressed, 
and business is down in other quarters of the globe besides here. 
Therefore I have looked upon an estimate as to the increase of 
importations as a very uncertain source torelyupon for revenue. 
I do not mind saying, with great candor, that is one great rea- 
son why I desire the bill which is pending here to have sure 
things in it for revenue, and thatis one of the reasons why I stand 
by the income tax, and one of the reasons why I am somewhat— 
not entirely, but somewhat—reconciled to the duty on sugar, 
which is a great revenue article; but I confess that if there is 
one thing that would terrify me more than anything else, it would 
be the idea that my name was to be associated with a bill en- 
titled ‘‘A bill to raise revenue for the suppert of the Govern- 
ment” which did not do it,and which did not make the revenue 
safe. That would alarm me. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, certainly the 
committee had some amount—whether they thought it wes mone 
or less certain—which they proposed to get by duties on impor- 
tutions. Of course, amount to be derived from anincome tax 
when business is down is a very varying quantity; but I think 
the Senator himself announced that he expected to get $0,000,- 
000 from the income tax, or whatever the sum was—perhaps I 
have got it wrong. 

All I want to know is what the Finance Committee exrect to 
get from duties on imports, and how much of that sum is to be 
on increased imports? They must have had something in their 
minds, however uncertain, if they put any reliance on duties on 
imports in raising revenue. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will simply say, further, that we esti- 
mated that there would be an increase of importations under a 
more liberal system. of commerce. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator suppose that it would amount 
to $200,000,000? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will answer as far as I can. 

Mr. HOAR. That is all I want to know. 

Mr. VOORHEES. As to any specific amount, any definite 
sum, we have agreed upon nothing of that kind to officially an- 
nounce. There may have been conjectural estimates of differ- 
ent sums. I believe, for my part, that liberalizing our commer- 
cial relations with foreign countries will of itself naturally stim- 
ulate commerce and increase importations; but as to stating the 
amount with any exactitude, it is impossible. 

That is all I desire to say, Mr. President. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 1 minute 

. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, May 4, 
894, at 11 o’clock a. m. 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 3, 1894. 


PUBLIC PRINTER. 
Thomas E. Renedict, of New York, to be Public Printer. 


JUSTICE OF THE PEACE. 


Luke C. Strider, of the District of Columbia, to be a justice of 
the peace in and for the District of Columbia (assigned to the 
city of Washington). 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


Henry E. Briggs, of Wisconsin, to be attorney of the United 
States for the western district of Wisconsin. 


REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE, 


James F’. Moore, of Prineville, Oregon, to be register of the 
land office at The Dalles, Oregon. 

Charles S. Wright, of Miles City, Mont., to be register of the 
land office at Miles City, Mont. 

David Hilger, of Christina, Mont., to be register of the land 
office at Lewistown, Mont. 

Ahaz N. J. Crook, of Guthrie, Okla., to be register of the land 
office at Guthrie, Okla. 

William E. Cox, of Helena, Mont., to be register of the land 
office at Helena, Mont. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


James G. Ramsay, of Glendive, Mont., to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys at Miles City, Mont. 

John P. Barnes, of Philbrook, Mont., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Lewistown, Mont. 

Jeremiah Collins, of Great Falls, Mont., to be receiver of pub- 
lic moneys at Helena, Mont. 


INDIAN AGENT, 


Daniel C. Govan, of Marianna, Ark., to be agent for the In- 
dians of the Tulalip Agency in Washington. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Fletcher A. Cutler, to be postmaster at Eureka, in the county 
of Humboldt and State of California. 

Jennie B. Hosley, to be postmaster at West Lebanon, in the 
county of Grafton and State of New Hampshire. 

Henry Temmink, to be postmaster at Ellicott City, in the 
county of Howard and State of Maryland. 

Edwin S. Hargis, to be postmaster at Pocomoke City, in the 
county of Worcester and State of Maryland. 

John O. Miller, to be postmaster at Bakersfield, in the county 
of Kern and State of Callifornia. 

T. M. Davis, to be postmaster at Alfred Center, in the county 
of Allegany and State of New York. 

Mary H. S. Long, to be postmaster at Charlottesville, in the 
county of Albemarle and State of Virginia. 

William R. Sander, to be postmaster at Kutztown, in the 
county of Berks and State of Pennsylvania. 

George Roe, to be postmaster at Vallejo, in the county of So- 
lano and State of California. 

Joseph F. Hall, to be postmaster at Batavia, in the county of 
Genesee and State of New York. 

Aloysius McArdle, to be postmaster at West Seneca, in the 
county of Erie and State of New York. 

George W. Drake, to be postmaster at Corning, in the county 
of Steuben and State of New York. 

George D. Wetherill, to be postmaster at Burlington, in the 
county of Burlington and State of New Jersey. 

John S. Kintner, to be postmaster at Newton, in the county of 
Sussex and State of New Jersey. 

Joel W. Webb, to be postmaster at Willimantic, in the county 
of Windham and State of Connecticut. 

Kenneth D. L. Niven, to be postmaster at Monticello, in the 
county of Sullivan and State of New York. 
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George H. Kelly, to be postmaster at Middleport, in the county 


of Niagara and State of New York. 

Gilman B. Hoyt, to be tmaster at Exeter, in the county of 
Rockingham and State of New Hampshire. 

Charles W. Bickford, to be tmaster at Rochester, in the 
county of Strafford and State of New Hampshire. 

Thomas W. Ahern, to be postmaster at Naugatuck, in the 
county of New Haven and State of Connecticut. 

Henry O. Fairchild, to be postmaster at Hammondsport, in 
the county of Steuben and State of New York. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, May 3, 1894. 

The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Bishop BOWMAN, 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church. 

nr . . 

The Journalof yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

BUILDING AND LOAN ASSOCIATIONS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
of the President of the United States; which was read, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
Itransmit herewith the ninth annual reportof the Commissioner of Labor 


| This report relates entirely to building and loan associations in the United 


States. 
GROVER CLEVELAND 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, D. C., May 1, 1894. 
PACIFIC RAILROAD BONDS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to House resolu- 
tion of April 19, 1894, information as to what provision the rail- 
road corporations to whom bonds were issued under the acts of 
1862 and 1864 have made or propose to make for the payment of 
said bonds at maturity; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 


SEAL ISLANDS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communication from 
the agent in charge of the Seal Islands and the late agent of 
said islands, caliing attention to the necessity for an appropria- 
tion for certain improvements; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

DISPOSITION OF USELESS DEPARTMENTAL PAPERS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 

Acting Secretary of the Treasury; which.was read, as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, April 30, 1894, 

Sir: I have the honor to transmit the accompanying schedules of papers, 
documents, etc., on the files of this Department, which are not needed inthe 
transaction of the public business and have no permanent value or histori 
cal interest, and whichare submitted in conformity with the act of Congress 
approved February 16, 1889, ———. 

“Be it enacted, etc., That whenever there shall be in any one of the Execu 
tive Departments of the Government an accumulation of files of papers, 
which are not needed or useful in the transaction of the current business of 
such Department, and have no permanent value or historical interest, it 
shall be the duty of the head of such Department to submit to Congress a 
report of that fact, accompanied by a concise statement of the condition and 
character of such papers. 

“And upon the submission of such report it shall be the dutyof the pre 
siding officer of the Senate to appoint two Senators and of the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives to appoint two Representatives, and the Sen 
ators and Representatives so appointed shall constitute a joint com: nittee 
to which shall be referred such report, with the accompanying statement 
of the condition and character of such papers. and such joint committee 
shall meet and examine such report and statement and the papers therein 
described, and submit to the Senate and House, respectively, a report of 
such examination and their recommendation. 

“And if they report that such files of papers, or any part thereof, are not 
needed or useful in the transaction of the current business of such Depart- 
ment and have no permanent value or historical interest, then it shall be 
the duty of such head of the Department to sell as waste paper or otherwise 
dispose of such files of papers upon the best obtainable terms, after due 
publication of notice inviting proposals therefor, and receive and pay the 
proceeds thereof into the Treasury of the United States and make report 
thereof to Congress.”’ 

Respectfully yours, 
W. E. CURTIS, Acting Secretary. 

To the SPEAKER of the House of Representatives, Washington. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair appoints Mr. MADDOX of Georgia 
and Mr. HEPBURN of lowa as members on the part of the House 
of the joint committee authorized under the statute referred to 
in the communication just read, and the Clerk will notify the 
Senate of this appointment. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

Mr. HUDSON, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 
for two days, on account of sickness. 

Mr DOCKERY. I desire to state that the gentleman from 
Tennessee, Mr. RICHARDSON, was detained from the House yes- 
terday on account of sickness. 


REPRINTING OF CONSULAR REGULATIONS, 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 1573) making an appro- 
priation for rewriting the Consular Regulations. This bill has 
already passed the Senate. 

The bil was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., ‘That the sum of #2,000 be, and the same is hereby. appro- 
priated, to be available immediately, for the purpose of rewriting the Con- 
sular Regulations under the supervision of the Secretary of State 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera 
tion of this bill? 
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Mr. SAYERS. I would like to hear from the gentleman from 
Kentucky some a of this measure. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. This bill, as I have already 
stated, has passed the Senate. Its passage has been recom- 
mended by the Secretary of State and the Acting Secretary of 
the Treasury. The edition of the Consular Regulations, as re- 
vised and published in the year 1888 under the authority of an 
act of Congress approved July 1, 1886, is nearly exhausted. 

The changes made in the regulations since the publication of 
that edition have so far affected the body of rules that the 
pa volume can not be said to contain now the existing consu- 
ar regulations. The Secretary of State and the Acting Secretary 
of the Treasury, in letters which I have here, recommend very 
earnestly that these regulations be rewritten. As the edition 
is nearly exhausted, it is absolutely necessary that ‘the bill 
should pass speedily. 

Mr. SAYERS. But this measure provides for ‘‘ rewriting,” 
not for reprinting. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is this a provision for editing a rearrange- 
ment of the regulations, or for republishing them? 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. If gentlemen will listen a 
moment I will have read the letter of the Secretary of State. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, February 2, 1894. 

Sik: Ihave the honor toinform your committee that the edition of the 
Conswar Regulations revised and published in the year 1888 under the au- 
thority of an act of Congress approved July 1, 1886, isnearly exhausted. The 
changes that have been made in the regulations for the consular service since 
the edition of 1888 was printed are so many and t that a reprint 
from the old plates—if they be still in existence—wouid be unwise; and be- 
sides the new matter to be ——— the book ghould, in my opinion, be 
entirely recast. The present volume is the result of successivegevisions in 
which the original text and plan have been overlaid and deranged by the 
addition or substitution of new matter newts often no connection with its 
context and in some tastances conflicting with other parts ofthe book. Con- 





* suis have complained that they are compelled to search the book through 


and to construe all the passages having a direct or remote bearing upon a 
rticular question before they can venture to act. This is confusing and 
raging to new consuls and a cause of ty with all. 

What is needed is a clear, orderly, and compendious state*xent of therules 
which are to govern consular officers in their official conduct. These rules 
should be sharply, distinctly, and carefully grouped for ready reference, and 
the volume s be free from the mass of extraneous and undigested mat- 
“f propose to have the book he present 

opose to have the ti 
edition and the matter since accum for anew 
work. I shall need for this mepese $2,000. The amount egguapeseten and 
expended for the revision of 1888 and for that of 1881 was 83,000 each. I have 
assured myself, however, that %,000 will be sufficient for the accomplish- 
inent of the work upon the lines I have indicated. 

As it is impertant that this work should be begun at an early date in order 
te prevent any possible exhaustion of the present supply of copies of the 
Consular Regulations before the new edition comes from the I have 
the honor to request that your committee will report a bill recommend 
its passage appropriating $2,000 for this pu to be available immedi- 
ately upon its approval. A form of such a is submitted herewith. A 
special bill is deemed le to the inclusion of the item in one of the 
regular appropriation . Which may not be passed until near the end of 
the session. 

i have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
W. Q@ GRESHAM, Secretary of State. 

Hon. in B. McoCREARY. 


hairman of the Committeeon Foreign afore, en 
Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I have also a letter from the 
ating Secretary of the Treasury requesting the passage of the 
bill. 


Mr. SAYERS. Let me ask the gentleman if this has been re- 
ported from his committee? 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Yes, sir; unanimously. 

Mr. SAYERS. I suggest the point of order that that bill 
should have gone to the Committee on Appropriations. It is 
manifestly a deficiency.’ It ~ not to have gone to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs at all. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is nota deficiency. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Notat all. It is not a defi- 
viency. Therewriting of the Consular Regulations in 1888 cost 
$3,000. We only ask $2,000 now. 

Mr. COOMBS. This is not the reprinting, but the rewriting 
of the regulations, I understand? 

Mr. MOCREARY of Kentucky. Yes; the rewriting. 

Mr. COOMBS. I shall have toask the gentleman to withhold 
that for the time being. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I hope the gentleman will 
not object. I would say that the communication of the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury was sent to the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives on February 7, more than two months ago, 
and the Consular Regulations were — then. 

Mr. COOMBS. The gentleman from 
statement. I hope I may be permitted to state reasons for 
asking delay. I think that work and all work of a aniior char- 
acter ought to be done in the State Department by the force of 
the office without extra compensation. Thereisa !arge forceof 
clerks there; but it has become the custom of late years to ask 
appropriations for editorial work of this kind that is done there. 


on this plan, u 
as ma 
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At all events, nothing will be lost by asking the Secretary to 
look into the matter again. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. The Secretiry of State him- 
self informed us that this work cost heretofore $3,000, and we 
only ask $2,000. The work will be done inthe State Department, 
under the supervision of the Secretary of State. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speuker, | shall have to ask for the 
regular order. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Before that, the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. SAYERS] makes a suggestion which, it seems to me, 
disposes of this bill. It is that an expenditure, to be made dur- 
ing the remainder of this fiscal year, is a defieiency in the pur- 
view of the rule, and ought to go to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. It seems to me that the gentleman had better let it 
go there for consideration on the general deficiency bill. Other- 
wise he will meet this point when he calls it up again. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. In 1881 and 1858 similar bills 
were reported by the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. No matter where it came from, it 
should go to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is where it belongs, under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded, and 
the matter is not before the House. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire that there shall be no 
waiver of the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. None at all. 

The regular order is the call of committees for reports. 


CALL OF COMMITTEES. 


The committees were- called, when reports were severally 
made and referred as follows: 


ENTRY OF STEAMSHIPS. 


By Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce: The bill (H. R. 6900) to facilitate the entry 
of steamships—to the House Calendar. 


CANAL BETWEEN MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND LAKE SUPERIOR. 


By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, from the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals: The bill (H. R. 2807) making an appropriation 
for an examination and survey for a canal between the waters of 
the Mississippi River and Lake Supericr-—to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

FEES IN PATENT CASES. 

By Mr. DE FOREST, from the Committee on Patents: A sub- 
stitute for the bill H. K. 6837, a bill (H. R. 6966) to amend 
section 4934 of the Revised Statutes, increasing the fees on issu- 

each original patent from $20 to$24—to the House Calendar. 
he SPEAKER. The bill (H. R. 6837) will be ordered to lie 
upon the table. 
RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to con- 
sidér general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed tc. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House, Mr. HATCH in the chair. , 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the 
pending bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6518) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and 
preservation of certain publie works on rivers and harbors, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, I stated on yesterday, 
when this bill was first called up, that I myself did not desire to 
have any general debate upon it, and that statement I repeat 
now. I made that statement, not because I desired to sup- 
press general debate, but because, as the report of the com- 
mittee shows, this bill contains no new projects whatever. 
And I venture the assertion, without having made any figures 
upon it, that at least 95 per cent of all the items in this bill have 
been before in the last three or four river and harbor 
bills; and I supposed that the committee were perfectly familiar 
with the various items in the bill. As I havestated, it contains 
no new items. r 

, | did not feel that if I should take the floor I could, 
in any sort of proper debate, make any statement which would 
aid the committee at all, unless some gentleman should call my 
attention to some special feature of the bill regarding which he 
desired some information. 

Some few questions were asked me, and I answered them to 
the best of my ability. Now, if itis the wish of any gentleman 
to propound questions to me regarding this bill, or any of its 
features, I will endeavor to the best of my ability to make proper 
response; but I have no desire, unless Iam to be in 
to make any speech upon this bill or to have any discussion uponit. 


; 








I will say that on yesterday | did not hear one single word 
which was said regarding this bill by my friend from Ohio[Mr. 
GROSVENOR] or by gentlemen who engaged him in colloquy. 
There was so much confusion and bustle on the floor, and my seat 
was so far away from the speakers, that I did not hear one 
solitary word, and I do not know now whether any criticism was 
passed upon the bill, or upon any single feature of it. Unfortu- 
nately those remarks are withheld from the RECORD this morn- 
ing, and so I do not know that it is proper for me to make any 
statement. If any gentleman desires, however, to ask me any 
question, I shall be glad to answer him to the best of my ability. 

Mr. RAY. If the gentleman will permit me, I will say that 
while I have some remarks which I desire to submit regarding 
this bill, in the haste of my examination and in the course of 
my colloquy with the gentleman from Ohio yesterday I made 
one or two statements which were somewhat inaccurate, and 
which I have looked up and will correct this morning. The 
only criticism that I passed upon the bill yesterday by inference 
I will repeat this morning, so that the gentleman will fully 
understand and have occasion to explain or controvert it, if he 
finds it necessary. 

Mr. REED. Pwill suggest to the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. CATCHINGS] that perhaps the committee ought to have an 
explanation of the legislation which is proposed in the bill out- 
side of the appropriations. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that all of the 
general legislation proposed by the bill has been specifically and 
earnestly recommended by Gen. Casey, the Chief of Engineers. 
He appeared before the committee and discussed quite fully the 
propositions involved, and we became satisfied that the legisla- 
tion which he asked us to incorporate in the bill was proper, and 
would be conducive to the interests of commerce. 

One of the items, Mr. Chairman, has reference to the proper 
regulation and control of the towing of rafts on the Great Lakes. 
It seems that certain parts of the Lakes, the St. Marys River 
for instance, the Detroit River, and other narrow passageways 
through the St. Clair River, the St. Clair Flats Canal, the Great 
Lakes, have been*seriously obstructed by the towing of rafts 
through them of unusual and improper size. 

There was a great conflict between the steamships navigating 
the lakes and those engaged in towing these rafts. According 
to the testimony it often happens that these narrow passage- 
ways are wholly obstructed, sometimes for several days at a 
time, by these rafts, so that vessels navigating the lakes are 
subjected to great delay. And it also appeared that numerous 
accidents of a serious character have occurred, by the way of 
collisions between the vessels navigating these lakes and these 
large rafts. So the lastCongress provided for the appointment 
of a commission of engineers to examine into this question and 
to take testimony upon the subject, and to report to this Con- 

ss what they regarded as suitable legislation for controlling 

e business of towing rafts in the Great Lakes. That commis- 
sion was headed by Gen. Poe, who is a very distinguished officer, 
who has had charge of the great works in the Hay Lake chan- 
nel and at the Sault Ste. Marie Canal for many years, and who 
is eaters familiar with the business conducted on the Great 
Lakes. 

Due notice was given by that commission to the Lake Carriers’ 
Association and gentlemen interested in towing rafts, that on a 
certain day the commission would meet for the consideration of 
the question. Representatives of both sides of the question ‘ap- 
peared. The statements of numerous captains of vessels en- 
gaged in the navigation of the lakes and engaged in towing rafts 

rough the lakes, were submitted to them. And they have 
recommended certain regulations, which seem tothe committee 
to be reasonable and proper. 

Another great difficulty was that these great rafts of such un- 
usual size would swing through these narrow passages and de- 
stroy the buoys, so that vessels which came along after them 
had no buoys to guide them, and many of them ran aground. 
These buoys and Government marks were destroyed, and had to 
be replaced constantly at considerable expense. The upshot of 
it was that this commission recommended that the rafts should 
be only of certain sizes in passing through these particular 
places mentioned in the reportand in the bill. 
ever, that only 19 per cent of all the rafting done on the lakes 
is affected by this legislation. 


b 

Mr. REED Only how much of it? . 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Only 19 per cent of it. Eighty per cent 
of the towing of rafts is conducted on the open lakes, here there 
is plenty of room for everybody; and only 19 per cent of the raft- 
ing of the lakes is subject to this regulation, because only about 
that amount of it passes through these narrow channels. 

Mr.HAUGEN. Mr.Chairman,I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Mississippi a question. All the logs eutnear the west 
end of Lake Superior are carried to the harborsof Superior and 


I will state, how-. 
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Duluth to be manufactured into lumber, and the entrances of 
those harbors are included inthe weneral terms of this provision 
of the bill. Now, it will multiply the cost of towing seven or 
eight times if this bill goes into elfect, and it will be impossible 
for these men to get their logs towed totheirmills. Would the 
gentleman agree to have an exception made of those harbors? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Iwill not. I believe the commission is 
exactly right about this matter; and if it should add a little more 
to the cost of towing these rafts, we are fully compensated by 
the additional security given to the vessels that navigate the 
lakes. 

Mr. HAUGEN. This will add greatly to the cost. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I will say here that the improvements of 
the harbors of the lakes and the digging out of these narrow 
passages has been done not for the purpose of giving a passage 
way for rafts, but for the purpose of enabling vessels to trans 
port passengers and freight on the lakes. There is no reason 
on the face of the earth why rafting should not continue ina 
proper manner under these regulations. Raftsmen were in the 
habit of constructing their rafts in a shape known as ** bag’ or 
‘sack ” rafts, great enormous things 600 or 800 feet wide and 2,00) 
and 3,000 feet long; and these great masses of timber were swung 
along in these narrow passages and into these narrow harbors. 

Now, the regulations provide that the rafts navigating cer- 
tain rivers shall not exceed 50 feet in width and 600 feet long. 
Those upon St. Marys River shall not exceed 60 feet in width 
and 600 feet in length; in St. Clair River and Detroit River they 
shall not exceed 1,200 feet in length and 100 feet in width. This 
may make the business of rafting a little more expensive, but 
if it does do that it makes the navigation of the lakes by vessels 
that much more profitable and that much safer. 

I will say that no part of these regulations is objected to ex- 
cepting that which preseribes the size of rafts. So much of the 
regulations as relates to the number of tugs which shall be em- 
ployed in handling the rafts, s0 much as relates to the number 
and kind of lights, so much as prescribes the kind of signals to 
be used is all acceptable to both sides of the question, and the 
only point in controversy is the size of the rafts. 

Mr. BOATNER. Has the gentleman passed from that point? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes, sir; I will pass from it. 

Mr. BOATNER. I would like to call the gentleman's atten- 
tion to this item, on page 44 of the bill, which makes an appro- 
priation of $70,000 for the rectification at the head of the Atchaf- 
alaya and the mouth of Red River: ‘‘ lor continuing improve- 
ments, $70,000.” Are you able to state how much has been 
appropriated in the last four years for this same purpose? I will 
ask you to state whether or not the works have been effective 
enough to give a sufficient depth of water at the mouth of the 
Red River without the aid of dredging? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I will try to give you the amount of the 
appropriation ina few moments. Mr. Chairman, that project 
has been a very complex and difficult one todeal with. The Red 
River at one time was undoubtedly a part of the Atchafalaya or, 


| to reverse the proposition, you might say that the Atchafalaya 
| was at one time a part of the Red River. 


I mean that the two 
at one time constituted a single stream emptying into the Gulf 
at Barataria Bay. A long time ago, probably a hundred years 
ago or more, the Mississippi ate its way into this river so as to 
cut it in two, and the northern part is now called the Red River 
and the southern part the Atchafalaya. After the Mississippi 
had formed ont of those great circular bends, so familiar to gen- 
tlemen who know that river, itfinally cut across leaving an island 
whichis knownas Turnbull Island, and the Red River now comes 
into.the Mississippi north of that island, and the access from the 
Red River to the Mississippi is through that passage, although 
there is also a passageway on the south side of Turnbull Island. 
We have had great difficulty in keeping the passageway deep 
enough in time of low water to enable vessels to pass with facil- 
ity from the Red River into the Mississippi, and some years ago 
a project was devised with which the gentleman from Lousiana 
{[Mr. BOATNER| is familiar, which sought to rectify that chan- 
nel permanently, so that at all seasons of the year there should 
be free ingress and egress for vessels. The project has not been 
completed, and I do not know that Ican say—for I am not an 
engineer—that if it should be completed it would fully answer 
its purpose. Nevertheless, we are attempting to attain that ob- 
ject, and this appropriation is in pursuance of that plan. It is 
a fact, however, as suggested by my friend, that notwithstanding 
the work which has been done there, it has been found neces- 
sary at certain low stages of the river each year to doa very 
considerable amount of dredging. I believe that I have an- 
swered my friend’s question. 
Mr. BOATNER. You have not stated the total amount of the 
iations that have been expended on that work. 
. CATCHINGS. - You can find that in the report. 
not conveniently turn to it just now. 


I can 








ae el N 


yrwernerey 


o> ener ost oe 


oe 


el an ok lle 


286 SET ype oe 





4376 








Mr. BERKY. I would like to ask the gentleman to state the 
conditions under which the committee have deemed it desirable 
to put this project under the contract system, and what has de- 
termined them in coming to that conclusion? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That is a right difficult question to an- 
sw c Ps 

Mr. BERRY. Well, I ask the honorable gentleman’s atten- 
tion to the report of Maj. Lockwood upon the Kentucky River, 
which, in our judgment, is one of the most important streams in 
the West, having mouth and source within the same State. It 
was reported by Maj. Lockwood that there had been expended 
upon the improvement of that river one miilion four hundred 
thousand and some odd dollars, and that $1,500,000 would be 
necessary to carry Out the entire project as contemplated by the 
engineers, Now, why did not the committee consider the pro- 
priety of placing that river under the contract system, as it has 
done with other streams of a similar character and not very far 
distant therefrom? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Icanonly say in reply to that question—— 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of privi- 
lege. I would suggest that we should have a whispering box 
put in here for the convenienceof members. [Laughter.] Isee 
gentlemen talking into each other's ears so that the great ma- 
jority of the House can not hear what is being said. {think we 
are entitled to hear the discussion that is going on, and that we 
had better have a whispering box if we can not hear the debate 
in any other way. 

The CHAIRMAN. The confusion in the Hall is entirely the 
fault ofmembers. The Chair has repeatedly requested gentle- 
men to preserve order. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the question 
of my friend from Kentucky, I can only say that the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors did not consider, at this session, the pro- 
priety of putting any new project under the contract system. 
They did not think about the Kentucky River or about any other 
project in that connection. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Do you not think that is a good method to 
pursue? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The best in the world. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Then why did you not pursue it in this case? 

Mr. SHAW. Mr. Chairman, before dismissing this question 
of regulating the towing of logs in bag or sack rafts on the 
Great Lakes, I w sh to cali the attention of the chairman toa 
p-ovision which I find on page 50 of the bill, a part of section 2, 
and I assume a part of the report of the Government engineer, 
which requires that— 

When any vessel and its tow of logs in bag or sack rafts are obliged by stress 
of weather to take refuge between entrance piers, or in any narrow channel 


of a river or harbor, the burden of proof as to the necessity of so taking 
refuge being apon the towing vessel, the raft shall be at once reconstructed. 


Now, do not the engineers know and do not the members of 
the River and Harbor Committee know, that a raft can not be 
reconstructed under such circumstances? If araft is compelled 
to put into a port as a harbor of refuge on account of the stress 
of weather, it can not be reconstructed while the bad weather 
lasts, and it is to be assumed that as soon as the weather mod- 
erates so that the raft could be reconstructed it will be moved 
out of the way. I submit, therefore, that this is an impracti- 
cable provision. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I donot think so at all, Mr. Chairman. 
I am not prepared at all to admit that the gentlemen who saton 
this commission are ignorant of what might be done with a raft 
under such circumstances. So far from it being impossible to 
do what this provision requires shall be done, it simply pro s 
to require to be done promptly what will bedone anyhow. hen 
these rafts by stress of storm or for other reasons are broken up 
and thrown across these narrow ways it is absolutely 
necess iry that they should be reconstructed before they can 
be taken out, and they are reconstructed, after a fashion. 
This provision simply requires that the channel shall be opened 
atonce so that one-half of it shall be clear, without waiting till 
the whole raft can be moved out. 

Mr.SHAW. I think the gentleman makes unintentionally a 
mistake when he says it is necessary to reconstruct those ratte. 
They can be pulled out in the same manner they were pushed in. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, the provision is simply 
this, that the raft shall be at once reconstructed so as to leaye 
at least half the channel way clear. That is one distinct sub- 
stantive provision. The next is that the whole raft shall be 
moved out as soon as possible. 

Mr. SHAW. That is another feature. I was speaking of the 
provision in regard to the reconstruction of the raft. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The object is to require the persons in- 
terested to clear out one-half of the channel. They do this 
by reconstructing the raft into one or more rafts, or by hauling 
the logs out of the way. But the main purpose is that one- 
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of the channel way shall be at once cleared, and the remainder 
as soon as it is possible to get the whole raft out of the way. 
The provision is reasonable. 

Mr. SHAW. Itis impracticable in the extreme, and every- 
— familiar with the lumber business must so recognize it. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The whole ra{t must be broken up if nec- 
essary. The purpose is that the raft shall not remain there in 
the way forever or until they may choose toremoveit. One-half 
of the channel must be cleared at once, even if it involves tear- 
ing the raft to pieces. 

Mr. SHAW. The very object of going into port is to prevent 
the raft from being broken up—to avoid the necessity of that. 

Mr. STEPHENSON. Does the gentleman think it would be 
right to ae the breaking up of the raft? 

Mr. SHAW. It would be in case of an emergency. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Now, Mr. Chairman, another feature of 
the general legislation embraced in this bill is a further provi- 
sion for enforcing the act approved June 29, 1858, to prevent ob- 
structive and injurious —— within the harbor and adjacent 
waters of New York City by dumping or otherwise and to pun- 
ish and prevent such offenses. Experience has shown that this 
law in its details is entirely ineffective. It has been evaded by 
various contrivances so as to make it impossible to enforce it by 
any sort of legal proceedings. By the supplementary legisla- 
tion now SS it is hoped that the law can be made more ef- 
fective. The danger is much more serious than is oo, 
known. The Government of the United States has expended, 
according to the report, over $8,000,000 in improving the. har- 
bor of New York and its tributary waters, and we have now on 
hand projects which will involve the expenditure of several mil- 
lion dollars more. 

The total amount of dredging which was estimated as neces- 
sary for improving the main entrance of New York Harbor was 
4,300,000 cubic yards. The report of the supervisor of the har- 
bor for the fiscal year 1893 shows that permits were issued by 
his office during that period for depositing over 9,000,000 cubic 
yards of city refuse, cellar dirt, garbage, ashes, etc. In other 
words, the report for 1893 shows that in that single year per- 
mits were issued for dumping more cubic yards of refuse mate- 
rial than the estimates required to be removed in order to per- 
fectthechannel. From this will be seen the absolute importance 
of controlling this vast deposit. Theamount of refuse matter 
from a great city like New York is almost inconceivable. I re- 
peat, that nearly twice as much was dumped into the ocean last 
year as it will be necessary to remove in order to perfect the 
entrance and channel ways of New York Harbor. The pro- 
vision in the pending bill is intended simply to regulate the 
disposition of that enormous mass of refuse material. 

Another provision of general legislation is intended to enable 
the Secretary of War to make such rules and regulations for 
the use, administration, and navigation of all canals and other 
works under the control of the Government as in his judgment 
may be necessary and proper. By specialact we did confer that 

wer on him in regard to the Des Moines Rapids Canal, the St. 
Marys Falls Canal, the Louisville and Portland Canal, the St. 
Clair Flats Canal, the South Pass of the Mississippi River, and 
the Des Moines River Rapids Dry Dock. This is a provision to 
extend similar authority under the same circumstances over all 
similar works, and I presume that there can be no ob,ection on 
the part of any gentleman to that. 

Another feature of the general legislation embodied in the 
bill is designed to control the dumping of refuse matter in the 
harbors uf the country which the Government is improving and 
on which it has established dock lines. Special regulations 
were required for dealing with a great harbor like that of New 
York, and we have inserted a general provision applicable to 
all the harbors of the country. I presume no gentleman can 
dispute the propriety of suitable legislation to cont ol the de- 
~ t of refuse matter in these harbors, on which weare expend- 
ng money. 

believe, Mr. Chairman, I have about gone over the general 
legislation in the bill in a rapid way. I will state that all of 
it has been recommended by Gen. Casey—every bit of it. Not 
a line of it was suggested by the committee itself; but after 
hearing him we considered his proposed legislation and agreed 
to it, believing it wise and proper to do so. 

New, unless some gentleman desires to ask a further question, 
I will yield the floor. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. MEREDITH having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 


Senate by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed without amendment bill and a joint resolution of 
the follo titles: 

A bill (H.R. 4419) to authorize the Commissioner of the Gen- 











1894. 
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eral Land Office to issue a patent to Mace Clement's survey, and the demagogues rushed to the front and led off in denoune 


numbered 386, in the Virginia military district of Ohio. 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 123) authorizing the wearing of the 
distinctive badge adopted by the regular Army and Navy Union 
upon all occasions of ceremony. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
an amendment the bill (H. R. 3740) to amend an actentitled ‘‘An 


act regulating the sale of intoxicating liquors in the District of | 


Columbia,” asked a conference with the House on the bill and 
amendment, and had appointed Mr. FAULKNER, Mr. HANS- 
BROUGH, and Mr. HUNTON as the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee again resumed its session, Mr. HATCH in the 
chair. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 


I shall not detain the committee | 


but a few minutes, but I desire to make an observation or two | 


about the policy, or the want of a proper policy, in this bill. 
In the beginning let me say that I believe in internal improve 


ments. | believe in improving the rivers and harbors of this 
country. In fact, the party to whichI have the honor to belong 


has always favored that class of improvements; and the older | ct 8 er thi 
| my colleague [Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois] in the Fifty-first Con- 


I grow, the more I see of the increase of population and the de- 


velopment o/ the country, the more I am satisfied that this class | 
of appropriations, if wisely made and expended, perhaps pro- 


motes the common welfare as much as any like amount of money 
that is appropriated by the Congress. 

Now, we growin proper methods of appropriation and expend- 
iture. It is evoluted,so to spe k. I recollect when | first 
came to Congress. twenty years ago, in the Forty-third Con- 
gress, the last Congress over which Mr. Blaine presided as 
Speaker, at the beginning of the second term of President 
Grant, that the country saw the commencement of an object 
lesson in this class of appropriations. 

Prior to that time, and since that time, there has been well- 
merited criticism as to some appropriations for the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors. But I recollect very well that the 
great anxiety of the people of the Mississippi Valley, and Imay 
say of the whole country, for the proper improvement of the 
mouth of the Mississippi River led that Congress, against the 
recommendation of the Army engineers, with fear and trem- 
bling to finda great engineer, perhapsthe greatest this country 
has ever produced, who would at his own expense, at an ex 
orbitant price, it is true, because he was entering into an in- 
surance business and doing it upon time substantially—I say, 
with fear and trembling we enacted a law which enabled a con- 
tract to be made with Capt. Eids for the improvement of the 
river. 

It was made for the whole improvement and the maintenance 
also. That, [ believe, was the first of the contract system in the 
improvement of rivers and harbors. It acted magnificently. 
There was certainty that if the work was a success we would 


have the depth of water contracted for, and that we would not | 


have to pay for it unless the work was a success. Being a cer- 
tainty to the contractor, he proceeded todo the work, completed 
it, and we have the result to-day. 

Now, in the contest throughout the country between the two 
great party organizations—and this is a Government by and 
through parties, and you will always have these contests aslong 
as the Republic lasts—other great party questions came up for 
solution. 

In the Forty-fourth Congress the Republican party lost power 
in the House, and with the exception I believe of two Houses 
we have not had power from the Forty-third Congress to the 
present time. So that this object lesson touching the proper 


method of appropriation and expenditure in this work was lost | 


from the Forty-third up to the Fifty-first Congress. The Sen- 
ate, dominated part of the time by ovr Democratic friends and 
the House nearly all the time, did not continue the system, and 
the object lesson did not teach Congress anything; so that we 
went on from one year’s end to the other just as this bill does 
in the first forty-eight pages of it, parceling out $10,000 here 
and $20,000 there, and $50,000 yonder and %5,000 at the other 
place, to continue the improvement of such and such a harbor 
and such and such a river, and the country rebelled against 
such expenditures: because while people may not understand 
about the rules of the House, about the manner in which legis- 
lation is had, they do know year after year whether they are 
Crees their money s worth or not, for the money that they pay 

to the Treasury and which is expended. They grumbled and 
rebelled throughout the length and breadth of the country 
against that method of appropriation and expenditure. They 
found more fault than they ought to. 

That protest found leadership among our Democratic friends, 


ing river and harbor appropriations when they should have de- 
manded properappropriations. I recollect in the Forty-seventh 
Congress the slogan of the Democracy throughout the length 
and breadth of the country was the extravagant river and har- 
bor appropriation bill. 

Now, the Fifty-first Congress was organized, the House Re- 
publican, the Senate Kepublican, and the President Mr. Har- 
rison. Recollecting this ob ect lesson that was commenced in 
the Forty-third Congress, the Fifty-tirst Congress. under the 
lead of my colleague, Gen. HENDERSON, whose intelligence and 
knowledge touching this class of appropriation and expenditure 
is, in my judgment, second to that of no man in the Republie, 
entered anew upon the contract system. Ido not propose to 
makea partjsan speech, and while [am going to try, inthe little 
time I occupy, to talk business, yet I do say, and I say it with 
satisfaction, that this Republican party never has been clothed 
with complete power, being as it is. a great radical party, hav- 
ing the courage of its convictions, but what it has written those 
convictions upon the statut> books. Mistakes we may have 
made and have made, but, thank God, our party is a do-some- 
thing party. 

So that we commenced that contract system under the le :d of 
gress, and it has worked out great results. 

The Fifty-second Congress followed our example, and they did 
well. How well, let us just for a minute consider. I always lis- 
ten with great pleasure to the honorable gentleman fron Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. CATCHINGS], who is at the hed of th's committee 
on rivers and harbors. <A few weeksago, when the sundry civil 
bill was under consideration, he made some remarks touching 
appropriations to pay the money that was coming due for the 
work for the coming year under these contracts. If the House 
will bear with me a minute I will read an extract from the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Mississippi |Mr. CATCHINGS|as a 
kind of text for the few minutes’ talk that I want to make: 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Ican only say to the gentleman that if I had my way 
about it, if Ll were absolute master of the situation, and there were no other 
factors to be considered, I would place every one of these works that were 
worthy of being done at all, under the contract system. 

Preceding that remark he had given us the result of the con- 
tract system in some instances. With the engineers’ report be- 
fore him, which he pu plished in his remarks, he called our at- 
tention to the fact that the Hay Like Channel improvement in 
the Great Lakes cost, under contract, $900,000 less than the esti- 
mate, and less than it would have cost if it had been appro- 
priated for in the old way. 

Going a step farther, he called our attention to the fact that 


| the ifumboldt Bay improvement was being made under contract 


for one-half of the estimates. 

Going a step farther, he called our attention to the fact that 
the Great Lake ship channel, thit was to cost by the estimates 
between three million and four million dollars, had been placed 
under contract, and the work was being done for $1,300,000, or 
one-third the amount of the estimate, and one-third what it 
would have cost in the old way. 

Sol might go on from step to step. The gentleman approves 
this system. The gentleman said that if he had the power he 
would place every work under contract that ought to be done 
atall. Well, Ishould think he would, if we have results show- 
ing a saving of from 25 to 66 percent. That iseconomy. That 
gives us prompt work. That giyes us the worth of our money. 

Yet, strange to say, with 9) Democratic majority in the House, 
with a Democratic Senate, with a Democratic President, witha 
gentleman at the head of this committee who is in intelligence 
second to none in the House, who is a member of the Committee 
on Rules, whose arm is stronger, because of his position in this 
House, than that of any other half dozen members except the 
Speaker, having the mind to grasp the situation, having these 
object lessons, having these facts before him, calling attention 
but a month ago to them, yet he comes to-day as the chairman 
of his committee and asks this House to pass a bill that for 50 
pages details appropriations according to the old way, and does 
not provide for putting any public work in the United States 
under contract, but deals out a little piece of dough here and a 
little piece of dough there, and throws a little cracker over yon- 
der, until in the aggregate he asks the House to take the $9,000,- 
00° thus apportioned and enact it into law, and spend two or 
three dollars where we ought not to spend more than one, and 
where it would not be necessary if he followed the example of 
the Forty-third and the Fifty-first and the Fifty-second Con- 
gre: ses. 

Now, I am a good friend of this class of improvements; I come 
now to ask a plain business question—Why? and the country 
willask why. Well, now, let us see. Let me read another sen- 





2 me a cle ee 


a 


ae 


ew 


a 


SD Rail TSE DES. 


ee AO gags 






A378 


tence from the gentle: : . sen- 
tence is: 

It-- 

The contract system— 
would result not only in greater expedition, but in a most abundant re- 
sponse to the demands of commerce, and an enormous saving to the Treas- 
ury. 

[ agree with the gentleman— 

But 


Says the gentleman, and in fairness I[ will read that sentence, 
because it makes the paragraph complete— 

But, Mr. Speaker, we are a practical ple, and must act as practical men 
When we know we can not do these things in that way. 

Why,lask; why? We did make the Mississippi River im- 

rovements under it before referred to. We did in the Fifty- 

ret and we did in the Fifty-second Congress. Why not that 
way”? Well, let me read another sentence, because it just proves 
he gave one reason why— 

For inustance— 

He says— 
when we had $22,000,000 in the river and harbor bill, a year or two ago, there 
Was an enormous clamor all over the country that we were “ boodlers;”’ 
that we were robbing the Treasury. 

Most extraordinary! 

Rn r. CATCHINGS. Read the balance ofit. Read a little fur- 
ther. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will read the next sentence, and 
then I will comment on both: 

I say, sir, that if that bill had carried $50,000,000 it would not have carried 
a dollar too much. 

Now, then, the gentleman panene to practically throw away, 
waste, $9,000,000 in this old-fashioned “= appropriation; at 
least throw away half of it—4,500,000. hy? Because a few 
years ago the country criticised a $22,000,000 bill, 

. Mr. CATCHINGS. My friend wants to be fair about it, I 
now. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Perfectly; and I am not going to 
criticise the gentleman unfairly. I am not criticising him, but 
the system. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Butthe ——- is not stating the facts 
exactly as they are. In that I meant to say thata very large 
number of the projects of this bill never can come under the 
contract system, because they are works which will never be 
finished; for they are the work of cleaning out rivers, which 
go on until the end of time. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is right. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I suppose that 50 or 60 per cent of the 
amount carried in this bill is for that kind of work, which must 
go on forever; so that they could never be made subject to con- 
tracts. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman iscorrect about it. 
I did not know the per cent; but necessarily there must be some- 
thing from year to year for maintenance always. The gentle- 
man fixes it at 50 or 60 per cent. Well and good. Then the 
other 50 per cent ought to be placed under contract. aa not? 
* That they found fault and thought that we might be boodlers.”’ 
Ah, my friend, let me suggest to you as to the charge of *‘ bood- 
ling” or waste, I do not think the charge of “ boodling” was 
ever insisted upon by people who understood the matter; but 
the charge of waste in your method of making these improve- 
mentsis well made. Ineffect whatis the difference? Ofcourse, 
itis bad for a man to be corrupt; but clothed as you are with 

wer a wantof courage to adopt what you say is a proper aever 
ives harmful when it leads to waste as corruption would be, at 
least so far as the loss of money is concerned. 

By the by, I will insert in the RECORD a carefully made state- 
ment, which I hold in my hand, of those works that have been 
placed under contract under the legislation of the Fifty-first and 
and Pifty-second Congresses; the amount in the ag; te of the 
cost, of the amount that has been appropriated, and amount 
of work yet to be done. The total sum under these contracts is 
$47,000,000, nearly $48,000,000. The appropriations:to date are 
nearly $20,000 000; appropriated in the sundry civil bill this year, 
$8,300,000, which leaves 20,000,000 hereafter to be appropriated 
as needed to meet contracts made. 

Now, I will suggest to my friend that he had better have 

ked outenough of these riversand harbors and placed them un- 
er contracts that would require for a first installment $4,500,000 
to pay out next year, and riate it ly, and there 
stop, than to have ignored this contract system. I[ am not vain 
enough to think that I am going to accomplish anyth by 
making these remarks, or that I am telling this House 
new. 

I have not covered this matter of contracts half so ably as the 
gentleman from Mississippi did in his speech a month ago on 
the sundry civil bill; but Ido stand here and will continue to 
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cry aloud, calling attention of the House and country to how far 
short you fall of doing your duty when you fail to make these 
appropriations, so far as you can, for new works or continuing 
works and placing them under contract. And I hopg—while I 
do not wish misfortune to any individual—I hope that an intel- 
ligent constituency in each district will rise up and ask, ‘‘ Why 
is it that you resort to this method of appropriation which ex- 
pends one dollar for the work, and throws away one dollar at 
the same time, whon you might do so much better?” 

Mr. HERMANN. t wish to suggest to the gentleman from 
Illinois before he sits down that his statement that forty-seven 
million covers the face of the contract is hardly correct, inas- 
much as theforty-seven million represents the whole amount au- 
thorized to becontractedfor. The gentleman has very properly 
called attention to the fact that a great saving has been made in 
many of these contracts. Now, all that saving should be de- 
ducted, as it represents the difference between the amounts ac- 
tually entered into and the amount authorized under existin 
law. As to thenineteen millions which seems to be yet pe a | 
in order to complete the contract system, I suggest to the gen- 
tleman—anditis in the line of his argument—that that nineteen 
millions does not represent the actual amount necessary to com- 
piete the contract, because when we take into consideration the 
amount of ne this system I take the position that not over 
eleven or twelve millions will be necessary to complete the work. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman is correct I was 
under a mianngoehepelem, and [I thank him for setting me right. 
From the statement which I have here, which was made out by 
a most careful man who is familiar with this subject, it appears 
that $47,000,000 and odd was the amount of contracts that had 
been actually entered into. He may be mistaken about that; if 
he is, so much the better. 

Mr. HERMANN. As still further showing the correctness 
of the gentleman’s proposition, let me say that in one more year’s 
appropriation in the sundry civil bill the amount necessary to 
complete thecontracts could have been appropriated, and there- 
fore the Committee on Rivers and Harbors would have been 
fully justified in inserting several other works to be placed un- 
der the contract system and perhaps in appropriating one or two 
millions for the continuance of the work. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I insert a statement 
of the contract work authorized by the Fifty-first and Fifty- 
second Congresses, the amount appropriated and yet to be ap- 
propriated in the future as the work progresses: 


River and harbor contracts authorized, rae to date, estimates for and 
amounts recommended in sundry civil bill for 1895, and balances remaining to 


be appropriated. 
Amount peopel | ase 
au | Appropri- 
River or harbor. and fixed atone t — Balances. 
by con- date. civil bill 
tract. , 
1895. 
I TE oiincnnnenanronenn $700, 000 $699, 200 |.......-.... #800 
Philadelphia, Pa ..............-. 3,800,000 | 1,541,000 $250, 000 2,009, 000 
ee 6, 200,000 | 2,550,000 500, 000 3, 150, 000 
Hay Lake Channel, Mich..-.._.. 1,684,115 | 1,040,000 150, 000 494, 115 
Hudson River, N. Y.............| 2, 260, 406 500, 000 145, 000 1, 615, 406 
Great Kanawha River, W. Va.| 1,080,700 SONG GO Fo cinnnccccnas 580, 700 
St. Johns River, Fla............ 284, 500 CN ea sels CCP cada cade 
Miastesivat River from Ohio 
River to Minneapolis -......-. 4,875,000 | 1,525,000 | 1,625,000 1, 72&, 000 
St. Marys River, Mich.......... 3, 738, 864 2, 730, 300, 000 708, 864 
Great Lakes, between Chicago, 
Duluth, and Buffalo..........| 2,965,000 TR Aiiiicdincuate 2, 090, 000 
Canal, Cascade of Columbia 
TN a ae 1,419,250 | 1,230,658 |............ 179, 597 
Point Judith, R. I .............. 1, 100, 100, 000 100, 000 900, 000 
Charleston, S. OG ................ 1, 953, 750, 000 450, 006 753, 000 
ee 2,831,250 | 1,000, 000 975, 000 856, 250 
a a 1, 181, 300 500, 000 390, 000 201, 300 
Humboldt, Cal.................. 1, 565, 115 og eae 1, 043, 115 
Mississippi RiverCommission | 7, 995, 2, 665,000 | 2, 665, 000 2, 665, 000 
Missouri River Commission...| 2, 250,000 750, 000 750, 750, 000 
12, 147 
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Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I yield the remainder of my time 
to the gentleman from Lowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa is recognized 
for thirty minutes. 

Mr. BURN. Mr. Chairman, I want to say at the outset 
that I am heartily in favor of river and harbor improvements, 
although I am opposed to river and harbor bills, and I think 
that remark I may extend to every one of them that I have ever 
seen. The reason — Lam onqeees to river and harbor bills is 
because the same ts, gross faults, inexcusable faults, are to 
be found in every one that I have had knowledge of during the 
last twelve or fourteen years. 

The river and harbor bills that [ have observed, and this is 
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‘pne of them, are not vehicles for the legitimate appropriation | 


of money to conduct legitimate improvements of rivers and har- 
“bors, but they are measures constructed in such a way as, by | 
‘favoritism, to secure the necessary number of votes to pass them 
in the House, and this bill represents that feature of this char- 
acter of legislation to a greater extent perhaps than any that I 
have heretofore seen, because in this bill, in order that the nec- | 
essary interests may be secured, we find over and over again the | 
i division of a specific appropriation so as to limit portions of it | 
to particular Congressional districts. 
' An appropriation will be made in gross of so many thousand | 
dollars, such a number of thousands to be spent upon astretch of 
river 4n one Congressional district, and sueh another portion of 
the appropriation to be expened upon another stretch of river 
ip another Congressional district. By means of this comforta- 
ble division two gentlemen are induced to give favor to the bill | 
whereotherwise perhaps but one would have been found acquies- 
cing. Attention ought to be called to this feature of this river | 
and harbor bill. Heretofore criticism has been indulged in upon 
the ground of the enormous sums carried by these bills. 

More than $125,000,000 have been expended for these alleged 
improvements during the last ten or twelve years. Itis an 
enormous sum, and a single river and harbor bill carrying 
twenty, twenty-two, or twenty-four millions of dollars has prop- 
erly challenged the attention of the country. But now in these 
later days, where deft gentlemen are in charge of these meas- | 
ures, by a division of the appropriations, carrying one portion 
upon one bill where it does not attract much attention and 
another part in another bill, it has become possible to say to 
those who are not informed, ‘‘ Here is a great improvement. 
In the old days a river and harbor bill carried as much as $22,- | 
000,000; see the reform that we have effected; the amount car- 
ried by this bill is only $9,400,000,” while the fact remains that 
in another measure—the sundry civil appropriation bill—more 
than $8,000,000 are appropriated for objects such as used to be 
provided for directly in the river and harbor bill. 

But, Mr. Chairman, it seldom happens thatany great measure, 
no matter how faulty it may be, does not bear something upon 
its face or does not haveconnection with something that is bene- 
ficial; and I have been able to dig out of these sixty and odd 

es one feature which is most consoling to me, namely, the 
fodications which I find of the advance that the Democratic 
party have made in these later days towards a: proper concep- 
tion of what this Government is. 

Years ago, when the question of the improvement of rivers 
and harbors first began to agitate the people, leading Demo- 
crats insisted that the Constitution conferred noauthority upon 
Congress to make any expenditure of that kind. ‘‘Such works 
should be carried on,” said the ancient Democrat, ‘‘ by the local 
authorities of the State; the common Treasury of the United 
States should not. be drawn upon for localimprovements.” Then, 
after a time, they progressed a little, and said that if the work 
was upon the seaboard the improvement might be made by the 
General Government. 

Then, as the next step it was discovered that if the proposed 
improvement wasupon tide water, though not immediately upon 
the sea, it was competent to be made by the General Govern- 
ment. Then, in 1845, Mr. Calhoun, at the great national conven- 
tion at Memphis, went so far as to say that if the improvement 
is upon or of a great river passing the boundaries of States or 
washing them, then it is of such national importance that the 
Government may take hold of it. The gentleman who has in- 
troduced this bill has gone to the farthestextreme; and we now 
find that Jekyl Creek, an insignificant stream in the State of 
Georgia, gets its appropriation from the common treasure. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Does the gentleman know where Jekyl 
Creek is? 

Mr. HEPBURN. No; I donot know where it is, other than 
itis in Georgia. Thegeographers of the country apparently do 
not know; for we have searched some of the maps trying to find 
it, but nowhere can we discover Jekyl Creek laid down among 





| have taken in this matter! 





the water ways of the country as exhibited in the maps of the 
United States. 

Mr. HERMANN. Perhaps it is near Hyde Creek. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It ought to be; perhaps it is of the same 
character. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The trouble is with the maps. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But passing that, Mr. Speaker, another 
evidence of the progress of these gentlemen is to be found in 
this bill. A little while ago this 1 was vocal with denuncia- 
tion by those gentlemen of the majority of every measure that 
looked toward the control of the local authorities of the State 
or the supremacy of the Federal Government in any of the 
States. ey told us that even in the mere matter of the elec- 
tion of members to this House it was not ent for the Con- 
gress of the United States to legislate, and that the Federal 
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Government had no authority to make its presence known even 
when such elections were going on; that it was incompetent for 
the nation to appoint supervisors to see that the elections were 
honestly. conducted, simply toobserve what was going on. Now, 
see with what authority these gentlemen are intrusting the offi- 
cials of the United States Government. On page 57 of this bill 
I find the following: 


That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of War to prescribe such rules 
and regulations for the use, administration, and navigation of any or all 


| canals and similar works of navigation that now are, or that hereafter may 


be, owned, operated, or maintained by the United States as in his judgment 
the public necessity may require. 
Such rules and regulations shall be posted, in conspicuous and appro 


| priate places, for the information of the public; andevery person and every 


corporation which shall knowingly and wilfully violate such rules and reg 
ulations shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and, on conviction thereof 
in any district courtin the United States within whose territorial jurisdiction 
such offense may have been committed, shall be punished by a fine not exceed 
ing 3500, or by imprisonment (in the case of a natural person) not exceeding 
six months, in the discretion of the court. 


Think, Mr. Chairman, what a stride the Domocratic party 
Here is an appointed official of this 


Government vested with power to legislate, to enact criminal 
| statutes, which the Federal courts must take cognizance of, 


which are to govern and control the action of the citizen who in 
case of failure to obey the mandate is by indictment brought 
before the appropriate tribunal and there punished—for what? 
Disobeying the law of the United States? Disobeying the enact- 
ments of Congress approved by the President? Ah, no! He is 
incarcerated and imprisoned; he is mulct in fines, because he 
does not obey the command of an officer of the Federal Govern - 
ment. 

Could any man think of a measure indicating more consoli- 
dated force in the Federal Government than that—transferring 
the legislative power to one of the officials of the Government, 
not even requiring the publication of the law, but merely that 
it shall be posted where the public may see it? I congratulate 
the gentleman from Mississippi, not upon this kind of legisla- 
tion, but upon the new ideas that.come to him, a Democrat, with 
reference to what the Federal Governmentis. Nomore a mere 
‘*pope of sand,” but endowed with authority to invade any and 
every place within the limits of the United States, not only by 
its legislation enacted here in Congress, but by the legislation 
adopted by its officers appointed by the President by and with 
the consent of the Senate. 

IT am not quarreling, remember, with the ideas that the gen- 
tleman may have as to the wisdom of this legislation, nor am I 
criticising its wisdom. I am only congratulating him upon the 
new views that he is beginning to take of what this Government 
is, of the powers that it has, and the departing views that he 
must now be indulging with regard to his old favorite doctrines 
of State rights. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. If my friend will pomit me, I will say 


that [am sorry I can not congratulate him upon progress. He 
stands just where he stood in the Forty-ninth Congress. This 


—— reminds me very much of some I used to hear in those 
old days. I wish he would progress a little. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, no man ought to desire prog- 
ress or change except when he can go forwast! to better things; 
and [ know of no steps that a man can take in the advocacy of 
this kind of legislation that betters anything except the pecu- 
liar interests of particular Representatives. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill is faulty in this: that it is not made 
with any reference tothe necessities of the various works for 
which appropriations are made. We havea method of ascer- 
taining what should be the sum that would be proper and neces- 
sary for each separate work. We have a hundred or more engi- 
neer Officers who give their time and attention to the study of 
the various works under their immediate charge. They know 
or ought to know the sums that should be expended on any par- 
ticular work and report to Congress these sums. 

Do these gentlemen of the committee pay any attention what- 
ever to these reports? None in the world, except to aggregate 
them and determine the amount that in their judgment it would 
be judicious to appropriate in the bill for all of the work. The 
former sum they divide by the latter sum, and that establishes 
the percentage to be given to each particular work. Thirty- 
eight millions of dollars is the sum estimated. Nine millions 
four hundred thousand dollars is the sum this bill carries. 
Twenty-five per cent then is the percentage allowed to each of 
these works. I arraign that method of making the appropria- 
tions. 

Let me illustrate this. Here is a work that will cost $400,000. 
This bill appropriates $100,000. The work to be economically 
done should have the entire sum appropriated in order to com- 
plete it. If that were the case, but one contractor would have 
to be employed and but one plant would have to be secured, 
the whole work would be completed in one year—there would 
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be no losses, no deterioration by lapse of time. But these 
gentlemen, instead of appropriating the whole sum give 25 
per cent of it, or $100,000 in one year—and four years are re- 
quired to secure the needed sum. Bids are asked for. The bid- 
ders have to consider the charge of securing a plant, not to do 
the entire work, but a plant and the expense of assembling their 
plant for only one-quarter of the work and the expense of get- 
ting their hands together for this purpose. 

The successful bidder goeson oan does the work at his exagger- 
ated bid to cover these exaggerated expenses. Then he puts 
the balance into the work. It is completed; that is, his part is 
completed—one-fourth of the whole—but it is not protected 
against the waves and the storms, and by the time another ap- 
propriation is made the results of that which has been already 
expended has disappeared uader the waters or been destroyed 
by the winds; and then another appropriation of $100,000 is 
made and then other bids are asked for and the cost of assem- 
bling another plant and getting together the hands, and all of 
that is renewed at another exaggerated expense to carry the 
work a little further forward; and so it goes on, year after year. 
How much better it would be to appropriate for but one-fourth 
the number of works—those of most importance to commerce— 
giving to each the full sum required to complete it with dis- 
patch and economy. 

What is the necessity for this fault and why is it indulged in? 
Why, Mr. Chairman, because if the sum is not distributed over 
asullicient number of works, if the sums appropriated do not in- 
vade a sutficient number of districts, there will not be the neces- 
sary votes to pass the bill. 

Gentlemen may suggest to me that my opposition comes from 
the fact that there is *‘ no pork in this barrel” for me. That is 
true, that there is none, Notariver in my district that is ap- 
propriated for, although we have half a score in which there is 
more water, in which there is as much need of improvement as 
in many of the scores of those that have been given their ten, 
their twenty, and their fifty thousands of dollars. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. They have even abolished one of the Iowa 
rivers. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes; [ was going to speak of oneof the dis- 
criminations of the bill. This is a river and harbor bill, and 
yet here is an appropriation for Jekyl Creek, an effort to create 
a creek into a river down in Georgia, while the Iowa River, in 
the State of Lowa, they have abolished as a navigable stream. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Lllinois. Will my friend allow me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON of L[llinois. if my friend is not able to find 
on any map where Jeky! Creek is located, I wish to call his at- 
tention t» the fact that it is really a part of the Atlantic Ocean. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then why do you notcall it that? Why do 
a the public by calling it something else? [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Itis only separated from the 
Atlantic Ocean by Jekyl Island. Itis the inner route passing 
around the Georgia coast to Florida, and a considerable amount 
of commerce is benefited by the improvement. The plan of the 
improvement was made by a distinguished engineer, Gen, Gill- 
more, years ago. 

ms HEPBURN. Whowastheengineer—Dr. Hyde? [Laugh- | 
ter. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. I do not know whether my | 
friend from Lowa some years ago occupied the same position | 
taken by a distinguished member from New York with refer- 
ence to the improvementof Buttermilk Channel, but I know that 
he resembled my friend from Iowa somewhat in his opposition 
to the river and harbor bill and made much sport of the pro- 

edimprovement. But it was not very long afterwards be- 
fore he was before the committee appealing for larger appro- 
priations for Buttermilk Channel, and this work was finally | 
regarded as one of the most important improvements in the 
river and harbor bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iam grateful to the gentleman for the in- 
terruption and for the information. It is now at least settled 
where Jekyll Creek is, and no one will make the mistake prob- 
ably that I have made, or be guilty of the ignorance of not know- 
ing where it is. 

ut, Mr. Chairman, there are some specific defects in this 
bill. I want to call attention to page 38 of the bill, where I find 
the following provision: 


Ice harbor at the mouth of the Muskingum 
tion of the ice harbor at the mouth of the M 
the of the lock 


ook machinery as Vuproreviie, 
00 to the credit of the ISeaville ick appropriation i hereby 
and the Secre Can and directed to re- 
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therein by the United States, and to use for that purpose so much of the 
funds for the care and maintenance of public works as may be necessary to 
complete and perfect such changes. 


Now, I notice that yesterday the gentleman from Ohio /Mr. 
GROSVENOR] became the champion of this bill. [had notat that 
time noticed this peculiar provision, but I should like to ask him 
why itis that the Government of the United States should mike 
these improvements in changing these bridges, the public county 
bridge at Taylorsville, and the railway bridge of the Baltimore 
and Ohio Southwestern Railway? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me time to 
answer that question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. When the United States accepted the 
Muskingum River improvement there was a railroad bridge 
across the mouth of the Muskingum River, built under the di- 
rection and plans of the engineer of the State of Ohio, with a 
draw in the bridge on the west side of the river of sulticient 
magnitude to accommodate the commerce of that river, which 
entered through a lock in the dam on the west side of the river. 
After the United States took possession of it they changed the 
plan of the work and transferred the lock to the east side of the 
river, thereby setting aside and rendering valueless the very 
expensive bridge on the west side. 

So it would seem equitable and fair that, inasmuch as all the 
rightsof the railroad had been preserved by the act of Congress, 
that an equitable division of the cost of the new draw in that 
bridge, made necessary by the change of plans, made necessary 
because the United States had set aside the act of the State en- 
gineer, should bs distributed between the Government and the 
railroad compxny; and exactly the same facts exist as to the 
county road bridge at Taylorsville. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I remember well now that 
when the proposition was made, six or eight years ago, that the 
Government should accept this improvement, it was stated by a 
member opposed to it that it was worn out and worthless; that 
it has become obsolete; that the State of Ohio found an elevhant 
upon its hands, and that that State was attempting, through the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], to unload this work 
upon the Federal Government, and that in a little while there 
would come the proposition that the lock should be replaced, 
that the work should be renewed, and that the Government 
would be asked to meet this expense. 

And I remember well with what dignity the gentleman from 
Ohio | Mr. GROSVENOR] seized upon his hurler and hurled back 
scorn and contempt at everybody who had made a suggestion 
of that kind. And yet in the very next Congress the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] was in his place advocating 
these very appropriations that it was said would be necessary 
and that the purpose of unloading this upon the Government 
was to get. Here is another of them, and every river and har- 
bor bill from that day to this has borne its item, aiding the 
State of Ohio, relieving it from its obligation in bearing the 
burden of the improvement of this worthless improvement. 

I remember that it came out during that debate—the gentle- 
man will correct me if I am wrong—that the State of Ohio had 
certain obligations with regard to rentals and leases of water 
power. They were all carefully preserved in the bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman will allow me 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have only five minutes more time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman is making a statement 
that he certainly ought not to make. So far from being re- 
served to the State of Ohio, they were transferred to the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes; but there were obligations to main- 
tain them, and those obligations the State of Ohio never wanted 
to bear and wanted to put upon the Federal Government. 

I am only speaking of that, Mr. Chairman, as one of the hun- 
dreds of instances in which there has been this kind of legisla- 
tion upon these bills. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman is wholly inaccurate in 
his statement. 

Mr. HEPBURN. We have in this bill, I think, a river—prob- 
a two or more—upon which there are improvements made by 
individuals with the right to collect tolls, getting directly the 
benefits of these appropriations for improvements and mainte- 
nance. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this bill ought to be entirely fair. I 
have found by investigation of the matter that about $55,000 
ee to each Congressional district if is was fairly dis- 
tributed. 

A MEMBER. How much do you get’ 

Mr. HEPBURN. I get nothing. Here are $55,000 each. 
Here are 356 of us. Instead of giving all and each asharein the 
benefits of the bill, about 179—aquorum—get them; just enough 
to pass it. Now, if this practice is to continue, would it not be 
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more in harmony with exact justice to distribute it over all the appropriations for the purpose of improving rivers and harbors; 


districts. In the present condition of affairs I confess that Iam 
not concerned; that I have no river that I would dare to ask 
to be improved; but I have a number of highways that need 
improvement, and because of too much water. You gentlemen 
are trying to increase the volume of water and my people are 
trying to diminish it. . 

Mr.CATCHINGS. Will my friend be satisfied if we give him 
$55,000? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ihave this amendment which I desire to 
offer at the right time. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. If $55,000 will satisfy you, I will give you 
a check for it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEPBURN. Youare very kind. My amendment is— 

For improving the ‘‘ navigation "’ of the highways of the Eighth Congres- 
sional district of Iowa by the immediate removal and exclusion of water 
therefrom, $55,000, to be distributed among the eleven counties constituting 


the district, under the direction and supervision of the Secretary of War 
and Chief Engineer of the Army, with resolute and inflexible impartiality. 


[Laughter. ] 

Now, I think, Mr. Chairman, that a measure of that kind would 
be entirely in harmony with the general purpose of this bill, 
which is a distribution of a portion of the revenuesof the United 
States in the Congressional districts. ‘ 

Mr. BRYAN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. BRYAN. You think that $55,000 is your pro rata share? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Itis the pro rata share of my constituents. 
Then, while I am not an advocate of the theories of Mr. Coxey, 
this would be in harmony with his general idea of good roads 
[laughter], and I commend my amendment to the chairman of 
this committee and the members of the committee, as it oper- 
ates justly, as being absolutely fair, as giving to the people of 
my district that have no rivers that they want improved their 
share of the ‘‘ pork” that is in the barrel. [Laughter.] Let us 
all have our portion of it. Do not limit it to 179 men simply be- 
cause 179 are all that are needed for your purpose of spoliation. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. WEADOCK Mr. Chairman, the question of internal im- 
provements and appropriations for rivers and harbors is too old 
to need much discussion in this House; butthere are some things 
that are always popular with some people. One of them is to ac- 
cuse ministers of a want of sincerity, of not being as good as they 
seem, or practicing their teachings; anotheris to accuse lawyers 
of a want of honesty; and another, in the House of Representa- 
tives, is for gentlemen who live in districts that have no navi- 
gable waters to speak of the river and harbor appropriation bill 
as spoliation, a steal, ‘‘ pork,” ete. It is an unfailing reason, if 
we can call it a reason, against the bill, however meritorious it 

ay be. It always reads well back in the “ destrick” when the 
appropriation is not coming their way. But, even among those 
who are most strenuous for ‘‘ reforming ” the river and harbor 
bill, in regard to other districts, gentlemen are very much 
averse to voting against any appropriation that goes to their 
own district. 

1 do not think that there is any money appropriated by Con- 
gress which has as beneficial an effect, the results of which are 
so complete and so well satisfying to the people as the appro- 
priations which have been made for the improvement of the 
great interstate water ways of commerce. Even when they do 
not carry a large amount of commerce upon their bosom, they 
act as regulators of freight rates on competing lines of railway, 
and in that way render an amount of practical benefit to the 

ople. 

P The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] is charging some 
of us upon this side of the House that we have changed front on 
certain governmental ideas. I might retort that, so far as that 
is concerned, the gentleman from Iowa himself has changed 
front on the question of internal improvements. For, I think, 
in the Forty-ninth or Fiftieth Congress, the gentleman, whose 
term of service is very much longer than mine, was engaged, in 
connection with some other gentlemen upon his side of the 
House, in filibustering st the passage of any river and har- 
bor bill; and if internal improvements were a part of the Whig 
and Republican doctrine, th 

itnow. He objects, too, that appropriations are divided be- 
tween Congressional districts, in some instances, and asks you 
to draw the inference that this arrangement is intended to se- 
cure votes for the bill. The appropriation for Saginaw River is 
divided, so much at and below Bay City and so much above or 
at the Saginaw end of the river. division is simply to se- 
cure a fair distribution between the towns of Bay City and Sag- 
inaw, rather than between Congressional districts. 

But, as I said, I do not wish to enter into a discussion of the 
main provisions of the bill. Personally I am in favor of liberal 


en it certainly ought to be a part of. 
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and while 1 shall vote for this bill, I should do so even more 
cheerfully if it carried a larger appropriation than nine mil- 
lions; but in the present state of the Treasury, and with the de- 
mands made upon it, it is perhaps true that we can not expect 
to have the funds necessary to make such appropriations for 
these works as their economical completion and the interests of 
the people demand. 

There is one part of this bill to which I desire particularly to 
call your attention, and that is section 2, which is as follows: 


Src. 2. That the towing of logs in what are known as “ bag” or “sack” 
rafts on the open waters of the Great Lakes shall be permitted, but every 
vessel having a raft in tow shall carry between sundown and sunrise In ad- 
dition to the colored signal lights prescribed by Treasury Regulations, two 
white lights showing all around the horizon not less than 8 feet apart and 
in a horizontal line, and at least 20 feet above the deck; that for use in thick 
or foggy weather said vessel shall carry what is known as a screeching 
whistle, to be sounded under the same rules and regulations for giving fog 
signals as are nowin force upon steamers having tows, the use of such 
screeching whistles upon vessels not having rafts in tow being declared 
illegal except for fire or police boats engaged in their duties as such; and 
thateach failure to display said lights or to sound said whistle shall con- 
stitute a separate offense, punishable as hereinafter provided for. It shall 
be the duty of every vessel towing a raft to give at least half the channel 
way wherever the width of channel will permit to vessels passing in the 
same or an opposite direction, and each failure to thus give way when 
practicable shall constitute an offense punishable as hereinafter provided 
for. It shall be the duty of every vesse! having araft in tow toavoid running 
over or against Government buoys, stakes, or other channel marks where- 
ever and whenever practicable; and the willfuldestruction or displacement 
of any of said buoys, stakes, or other channel marks shall constitute an of- 
fense, punishable as hereinafter provided for; and, furthermore, in case of 
the unavoidable destruction or displacement of any of said buoys, stakes, or 
other channel marks it shall be the duty of the master or other person in 
charge of said towing vessel to report the fact to the light-house Inspector 
of the district by telegraph, if possible, and if not possible, then by mail or 
otherwise, at the earliest practicable moment. 

In all channeis and harbors marked by buoys, stakes, or other channel 
marks, or where passage between piers or alongside of revetted banks is 
necessary, rafts shall be so constructed that the boom logs surrounding the 
rafts shall overlap each other, outward and aft, from front to rear, at least 
3 feet, and be fastened together by chains, ropes, or other fastenings short 
enough to prevent the laps straightening out, and failure to so construct 
each raft shall be an offense punishable as hereinafter ——— for. 

In and through connecting and connected waters of the Great Lakes, such 
as harbors and rivers with narrow entrances and channels, no bag rafts 
shall be permitted under penalty as hereinafter provided for. 

When any vessel and its tow of logs in bag or sack rafts are obliged by 
stress of weather to take refuge between entrance piers, or in any narrow 
channel of a river or harbor, the burden of proof as to the necessity of so 
taking refuge being upon the towing vessel, the raft shall be at once recon- 
structed so as toleave at least half the channel way clear, and the wholeraft 
shall be moved as soon as possible out of the way of passing vessels; and 
each and every period of twenty-four hours after the first twenty-four hours 
that said raft shall be left in shape to obstruct navigation shall constitute a 
separate offense, punishable as hereinafter provided for. 

For entering and navigating all harbors with narrow channels, all rivers 
navigated by vessels other than rafting tugs, except in the rivers St. Mary, 
St. Clair, and Detroit, said harbors or rivers being on or connecting with 
any of the Great Lakes, and for entering or passing through the Portage 
Lake Ship Canals across Keweenaw Point, Michigan, logs shall be made into 
crib rafts, with the logs essentially parallel to each other in the direction of 
raft length and be held together by frequent cross sticks, chains, or cables; 
and that rafts shall not be of greater dimensions either way than 50 feet wide 
by 600 feet long, and if longer than 300 feet, shall be handled by two tugs of 
sufficient power to properly controlthem. Each failure to comply with this 
restriction shall corstitute an offense punishable as hereinafter provided for. 

Raft-towing through either the Hay Lake Channel or the St. Clair Flats 
Canal shall be ouirey prohibited, under penalty as hereinafter provided for. 

On the St. Marys River between Sault Ste. Marie and the head of Mud 
Laxe, at a point 2 miles below the position of the Encampment Crib Light, 
rafts shall not exceed 600 feet in length and 60 feet in width; they shall be 
securely fastened by cross ties, or otherwise, to preserve, as far as possible, 
a uniform width; each raft shall be handled by not less than two tugs of 
sufficient power to keep the raft under control and to move it to one side of 
the channel sufficiently to permit vessels to pass; and each fallure tocomply 
with this restriction shall constitute an offense punishable as hereinafter 
provided for. 

On the St. Clair and Detroit Rivers, rafts shall not exceed in length 1,200 
feet, nor in width 100 feet; they shall be securely cross-tied to preserve unl- 
form width; and each failure to comply with this restriction shall consti- 
tute an offense punishable as hereinafter provided for. For the willful vio- 
lation of any of the foregoing restrictions the towing vessel shall be liable 
to a fine of not less than $100 and not more than $1.000; and the master or 
other person at the time in charge of the towing vessel shall be imprisoned 
for not less than one month and not more than six months for each offense, 
at the discretion of the United States court having jurisdiction; and in ad- 
dition to the penalties thus imposed the towing vesse! shall be liable at civil 
action for damages occarring as a result of said willful violation of these 
regulations. 


Which section is really the report of the Board of Engineers 
appointed under a joint resolution of the Fifty-second Congress 
to investigate the subject of raft-towing on the Great Lakes, and 
which has been incorporated in this bill. 

Now, I know there are many men in the vessel business, es- 
ially the captains of vessels, who think that araft should not 
on the waters atall. A captain of engineers, whose letter is 

found on page 57 of the report, says that rafting timber on Lake 
Ontario ‘‘ was regarded as,a great nuisance.” I know also that 
my State is very largely interested in the matter of towing logs. 
There were 896,000,000 feet of logs towed from Canada and from 
the Upper Peninsula to the Lower Peninsulaof Michigan in the 
last year, as is shown by the table found on page 27 of the re- 
port. (Executive Document No. 22.) 
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Statement of logs towed upon the Great Lakes in 1892. 


= 
3 


322585288! 
E388288 


a energee 

O Mt. IGNACO....00--ncerccecccce 
To Bmerson on White Fish Bay 
To Bay Mills 

To Sault Ste. Marie 

‘T'o St. Marys River, below rapids 

To Marquette 

To Menominee 

To Port Huron and Marysville 

To Chequamegon Bay 

To Tonawanda 

To Duluth 

To Saginaw River 

To Tawas 

From Black River (Alger, Smith & Co.)... <o 
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Logs towed through Soo River 
Logs towed through St. Clair River 


. Of this 115,000,000 was long timber, 49,500,000 was short logs, 
Ons. 

These logs average in value about $14 a thousand. 

Wor a number of years the vessel interests of this country have 
been clamoring against the use made of the waters by raits. 
This has been especially so since the rafting of logs from Can- 
ada began, where we to-day get the great supply for our mills. 
The logs are towed across the lakes in bag rant carrying from 
three to five million feet, So far as this rafting is concerned, 
the report of the Board of Engineers does not propose to-inter- 
fere except by requiring certain signals and lights to be used, 
to which, rhaps, there would be no reasonable objection. 
But this bill goes on and requires other regulations to be made 
which in effect would greatly harass and impede if not put an 
enc to the business of rafting through the connecting waters of 
the Great Lakes and the rivers flowing into them. 

I want to call the attention of the committee specifically to 
the situation in relation to this matter. For anumber of years 
pee the vessel interests have been endeavoring to hamper the 

usiness of towing rafts. Something like eight years ago a bill 
was introduced here to absolutely prohibit the towing of rafts 
upon the Great Lakes. That purpose has been abandoned, and 
the Fifty-second Congress passed a joint resolution providing 
for a board of engineers to investigate this question, and report 
what ought to be done about it. The chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors will allow me to make a correction 
by stating that in the letter of transmittal with which the Chief 
ob Engineers sends the reportof the Board to this House he does 
not indorse that report; he simply transmits it to the House 
without any recommendation by himself. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ifthe gentleman will permit an inter- 
ruption by me, inasmuch as the chairman of the committee seems 
not to have heard his statement, it is true that the letter of the 
Chief of Engineers does not go beyond amere transmittal of the 
report of the Board, but he came before the committee and made 
a full statement which justifies the remarks of the chairman. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. In addition to that, I will state that the 
Chief of Engineers, in a personal conversation with me in his 
office, insisted that we should stand by this report verbatim et 
literatim, and he tells me he has said the same thing to you. 

Mr. WEADOCK. i was coming to that. I wai on the 
chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and called 
his attention to this matter, and he referred me to the Chief of 
Engineers, and the Chief of Engineers, as the chairman now 
says, justified this report — the ground that the matter had 
been referred to a board of engineers, which was composed of 
competent, honorable, faithful gentlemen, who would not make 
& report that was not right, and therefore, he said, he stood by 
the report and by the bill. Now, I want to say this much about 
this report. This Board of Engineerssentoutanotice that upon 
a certain day they would hear testimony in Detroit. They met 
there, and Lhave the record of the proceedingsinmyhand. (Ex- 
ecutive Document No. 22.) I attended that meeting, which was 
held in Detroit April 6, last year, and there was no hearing of 
“testimony.” Statements were made by different persons. It 
was considered simply a preliminary —— 

Some of the vessel men were there. Mr. Keep, the secretary 
of the Lake Carriers’ Association, was there. 6 of the men 
engaged in towing logs were there also. At mys n two 
committees were ae to get together and see if they could 
not agree upon x plan. I quote from the reporton this tand 
also to show that no ‘ hearings” were had except this first meet- 
ing: all other information was by letters and the papers submit- 
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Mr. WEADOCK. Let them select three on each side. 

Mr. Keep, I think that is a good idea. It will be a small committee, ana 
they can get ther in the future. I think we had better not try it this 
aeeneet. In the first place, we want to get more light from those who are 
not here. 


Capt. Boutelle, who has towed perhaps the greater quantity 
of logs through the St. Marys River, said at the meeting re- 
ferred to: 

Capt. BouTEL.LE. I will say that we have been engaged in towing rafts in 
the Sault River for the last four years, andI am surprised to hear the com- 
plaints we havehere. As far asl know, there have beenno complaints made 
whatever as to any damage done. I do not knowas there has been any dam- 
age to speak of. We tow our rafts down to the Sault and there they are let 
over the rapids in small quantities, and afterwards they are guyed up and 
come down the river that way. Not a raft comes down that has not two 
tugs, and sometimes three in charge of it, and there are very few instances 
where the buoys areswept away. Wehavereplaceda pe many ourselves. 
As to buoys being removed, I will say I have seen vessels remove them them- 
selves a good many times. I do not think there is any great reason for com- 
plaint in the Sault River. I know we have not had any trouble there, and 
we have towed, I guess, the largest amount of timber towed down there. I 
want to say that during that time there have been a great many collisions 
and there has been agreat deal of damage done by vessels among themselves 
therein the river. I think by using a little precaution and by trying to help 
each other along we can get over this matter without any serious trouble. 

I do not see that there is any need of any trouble. There is not as much 
timber towed to-day on the lakes as there was fifteen years ago, especially 
through the Detroit River. It seems to me that as these two branches of 
business have worked along so ay together without trouble, that 
there is no cause for complaint here now. hope the vessel men wiil give 
us alittle chance, and we will turn out and give them half the channel. 
a: PoE. What is the width of the rafts you tow down through the Sault 

ver? : 

Capt. BoUTELLE. Our guy lines are about 250 feet long, making the raft 
about 200 feet wide. They are about 700 feet long. They are bag rafts, with 
guy lines about every hundred feet. 

Col. Pon. What is the width of the channel across the Lake George flats 
and in the channel at the Elbow and at the East Neebish? 

Capt. BouTe.ue. I think the channel through the flats is about 250 feet 
wide, but I want to say that no tug, or no two tugs, can keep them in the 
channel—the stern end of them will keep out of the channel entirely; it 
crawls into shoal water; keeps out of the channel entirely. We have no 
difficulty about that. The tug is noteven required to shove them out of the 
channel through there. 
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APRIL 7, 1893 


Board met.at10a.m. Noone appeared before it. 
A telegram asking authority for another meeting at a later date was sent 
to the Chief of Engineers, and the board took a recess until afternoon. 
Board met again in the afternoon, but no answer having been received 
from the Chief of Engimeers it adjourned until next day, after sending an 
explanatory letter to the Chief of Engineers. ‘ « 
PRIL 8, . 


Board met at 10 a. m., and having received authority from the Chief of 
Engineers by telegram to hold another meeting at a later date, adjourned 
subject tothe call of the Senior officer. 

NOVEMBER 7, 1893. 


The board reconvened at 10 a. m. at the office of Col. Poe, in Detroit, 
Mich., upon the call of the senior member. Present, all the members. 
oe papers hereunto appended, marked B, C, D, and E, were read and dis- 
cussed. 
on board remained in — = enn ., engaged in preparing 
e accompanying report, then adjourn nt 2 at diennin 
- . Major, Corpse of Engineers, Recorder. 

The vessel men and lumbermen could agree on the provision 
for lights and for whistles, but they could not agree upon the 
provision respecting the size of the rafts. What did-this board 
of engineers do then? I am notquestioning their motives atall. 
They looked at this matter in the mathematical light of engi- 
neers, if you please, of men who do not want to see anything 
upon the es but vessels, men who think that the rafts are not 

moperiy managed, indeed they sayso. Now, Iam here to make 
the contention that the raft has just as much right upon the 
lakes and the rivers as the vessels have. Of course, the rafts 
ought to be safely and properly managed and should be under 
reasonable regulation, but the best remedy for any trouble that 
may arise from them is theremedy that exists already, viz: in 
holding the owners of the timber and the rafts themselves re- 
sponsible for any damage which they may occasion. 

During all these years the damage that has been shown from 
raf has been comnelingy trifling in amount, and does not war- 
rant, in my judgment, report of the engineers, nor do I 
think it would warrant this House in enacting this report em- 
bodying their conclusions into law. With the exception of a 
few pages of statements there was no testimony, if that is to be 
called testimony, taken by this Board of Engineers, and there 
was no sworn testimony taken by them; there were noaffidavits 
before that board if they have returned, as I assume they have, 
everything that was presented tothem. Whatdid the board do? 
They had this firstpreliminary meeting, when a few gentlemen 
made statements—— 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Let me suggest to the gentleman that the 
board had no authority to administer oaths, and therefore of 
course they had no sworn peneneeny 

Mr. WEADOCK. ILIunderstood the gentleman to say that they 
had affidavits before them. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I said statements. Here is a book full of 
them. 
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Mr. WEADOCK. I have them here. Now, I say, what did 
this board do? The secretary of the Lake Carriers’ Association 
sent out a circular letter to the vessel captains asking their opin- 
ion about rafts in ageneral way. Acopy of thatcircular is given 
in this document and I reproduce it here: 


First question. State fully any experience your vessels may have had with 
rafts in which such vessels have suffered damage or delay, giving an esti- 
mate of the loss sustained. 

Second question. State fully any cases of such damage or delay to vessels 
caused by rafts which have come within your knowledge, although the ves- 
sels involved were not under your charge. 

Third question. State fully your experience with the displacement of 
stakes and buoys by rafts, and any cases which have come to your knowl- 
edge of loss, damage, or delay to vessels, whether under your charge or 
otherwise, caused by such displacements. In all cases state the amount of 
the damage, if known to you. 

Fourth question. What has been your practice with respect to holding 
back your vessel at the Sault and elsewhere when informed that there was 
a raft in the river ahead of you? Have your vesgels lost time in this way? 
Give the best estimate that you can of the average delay to a vesselin a 
season caused by the present methods of raft towing. 

Fifth question. Are the rafts now towed larger than formerly? Are they 
constructed in the same way? When in the rivers are they at all times 
under control of the tugs towing them, so they do not block the channel, 
impede navigation, or carry away stakes and buoys? 

Sixth question. State any facts which may occur to you bearing on the 
necessity of restricting the size and regulating the manner of constructing 
and towing rafts in the connecting waters of the lakes. 


The answers to these questions, though varying somewhat, 
were in the main such answers as might be expected by the 
owners of the vessels from the captains in their employ. 

A few of the letters are from men engaged in rafting and tow- 
ing. There is whatis called a“ brief” or statement on account of 
the Lake Carriers’ Association, and a counter statement on be- 
half of the log men; but the contention I make is this: that 
whether through the fault of the men engaged in log-towing or 
their misunderstanding, they did not make the showing before 
the board that they could have made and ought to have made; 
and further, my contention is that the Board of Engineers in 
their report have laid general restrictions upon the business of 
raft-towing, which, if enforced, would practically put astop to 
it by making it too expensive, and upon that subject I desire to 
have read from the Clerk’s desk a letter written by a man en- 

ed in the lumber business for more than twenty years to my 
nowledge, and who lives not in my part of the State, but at 
Duluth. 
The letter was read, as follows: 


[Peyton, Kimball & Barber, manufacturers of lumber. ] 
DULUTH, MINN., April 14, 1894. 

DEAR Srm: May I inflict a long letter on poe patience on a subject that 
interests Duluth more yet than Bay City? I mean the Lprepoees restriction 
on rafting of logs “in restricted waters,” practically limiting the size of a 
raft to that of a vessel. It really limits amount to be handied by a tug to 
about 40,000 feet instead of five to eight hundred thousand, and increases 
the cost at least tenfold—more, I think. You are much more familiar with 
this by observation, at least, than most of your fellow-members can be, and 
know that I representit to you correctly. The mouth of Saginaw River af- 
fords an opportunity to divide rafts in safe water, after they enter the river, 
but the cost there would be suchas to keep the logs over on the other side of 
Huron. Here that would have to be done inopen lake, which is wholly im- 
practicable. 

The net margin on handling and converting logs last year was less than 
$1; # is a good average now, and this would add fully $3 or more to the cost 
and put an effectual stop to milling industry in localities subject to this im- 
position or tax. 

Thanking you for your time, and asking your consideration, I am, dear 
sir, 


Yours, truly, 


Hon. T. A. E. WEADOCK, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. WEADOCK. That is from Mr. Barber, a memberof the 
firm of Peyton, Kimball & Barber, operating a mill at West Su- 

rior, in the district of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Praveen] and residing in the district of the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. BALDWIN]. 

Now I wish to call attention to some of the letters and state- 
ments which this Board of Engineers had before them. First, 
I find a letter from Capt. Hackett, who has been towing rafts of 
long timber for Gen. Alger for a numberof years. Withinthat 
time he has towed a great many million feetof logs; and hesays 
that their concern has paid within that time only $300 for dam- 
ages and they have undoubtedly paid all they caused. Another 
of the captains who has been towing these rafts, which average 
over 2,000,000 of feet, says that he has paid #50 in damages. 
Still another who has been towing logs in rafts for a great many 
— says that they have paid about $200. And so they go on. 

Howard Towing Association, which has been engaged 
largely in towing across the lakes, 70,000,000 feet in the last 
four years, say that they have never damaged anybody to the 
extent of one dollar. 

A statement is made here with reference to the entire quan- 
tity of to be towed from the Upper Peninsula to the St. 
Marys River; and according to these figures about 39,000,000 
feet that would be towed through that river would require sim- 
ply five hours in one season to pass through the Neebish Rap- 
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ids, which is the place about which most complaint is made. 
Further than that, when the new Hay Lake Channel is completed 
it is proposed to prohibit any raft whatever from going through. 
No objection can be found to that prohibition, because the rafts 
will still be able to pass through the St. Marys River. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. May I interrupt the gentleman at this 
point? 

Mr. WEADOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I understood the gentleman to state that 
there had been no testimony taken by this board—— 

Mr. WEADOCK. No;I did not state that. [said n 
mony, using the word in a legal sense. 

Mr.CATCHINGS. Not toamount to anything. 

Mr. WEADOCK. T say that all the testimony taken orall 
before the board is found in the report—in the first few pages, 
4to 25. I was present at that meeting and heard it all. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The gentleman is mistaken as to the ex- 
tent of the testimony taken. This pamphlet whieh I hold in 
my hand, a copy of which the gentleman has, shows that there 
were forty-seven statements made before that board by as many 
different persons and associations. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Those are the statements ineluded in the 
report. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Of course; and thatis very full testimony, 
Ithink. The statements number forty-seven in all. 

Mr. WEADOCK. There is no difference between the 
tleman and myself on that point. But what are those state- 
ments? We have letter after letter from vessel captains upon 
one side of the case, and practically no statements upon the other 
side of the case. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The gentleman is mistaken about that. 

Mr. WEADOCK. I have the pamphlet before me and have 
given its contents some attention. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. There are a great number of statements 
from captains who are engaged exclusively in the business of 
rafting. 

Mr. WEADOCK. I aave just been reading some of them. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. And there are letters from gentlemen 
engaged in the business of navigation, so that both sides are 
represented in the same way. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Bothsidesare represented to a certain ex- 
tent. But the raft-towing side of the case has not been fully rep- 
resented—has not made the showing which it might have made, 
could have made, should have made, and which now perhaps the 
parties interested regret they did not make. There can be no 
dispute between the gentleman and myself as to the contents of 
this report. The statements made by vessel captains largely 
predominate in nurftbers over those made by others; and the gen- 
tleman should remember that for one man engaged in towing 
rafts iy logs there are a great many engaged in the towing of 
vessels. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I beiieve it is a fact that none of the lumber- 
men at the west end of Lake Superior knew anything about this 
report until they saw the river and harbor bill. Those men 
never had the opportunity to present their side of the case; 
never knew anything about the hearing. 

Mr. WEADOCK. I can not say as to that. Maj. Davis, of 
Duluth, one of the members of the board, did, I presume, give 
notice to some of these men. 

Mr. BALDWIN. Iwill say to the gentleman that my cor- 
respondence from Duluth and Superior, where, as the gentieman 
knows, there is a tremendous lumber interest, is to the effect 
that the persons engaged there in that industry had no knowl- 
edge of these restrictions that were being placed in this bill on 
rafting until they received copies of the appropriation bill. 
That was their first intimation of such action, and they had no 
opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. WEADOCK. And at Duluth and Superior and a large 
number of other points which raft an immense number of logs, 
where we have a great many narrow, connecting waters, the 
business will be very seriously hampered by the operation of 
such regulations as these. : 

Mr.CATCHINGS. If these regulations are adopted it will not 
stop the rafting of one single stick of timber from that region. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I think the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. WEADOCK. These gentlemen who are familiar with 
the subject say that it will. 

Mr. BALDWIN. We are of opinion that the limbermen 
themselves are the best qualified to decide that question, and 
they state that it will absolutely ruin the lumber-rafting busi- 
ness there. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. 


testi- 


oO 


ra - 
yon 


That assertion was refuted by as able a 
man as any engaged in the lumber business. [I refer to Gen. Al- 
ger, and his statement is here in this pamphlet. There is noth- 
ing in his statement to suggest that any such dire result wil! 
follow the adoption of this bill. 
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Mr. TAWNEY. He is not lumbering from that part of the 


kes. 

Mr. WEADOCK, Let me say to my friend from Mississippi 
that I am now in correspondence with Gen. Alger and that he 
totally disagrees with the recommendationsof the committee in 
regard to these regulations restricting the size of rafts, and is 
only waiting until this bill goes over to the Senate in order to 
secure recognition anda hearing before the committee having 
itin charge, so as to obtain if possible a modification of these 
regulations. 

r. CATCHINGS., Ido not mean to say, of course, that he 
wants the regulationsadopted. Hedoesnot want them, because 
he is interestedotherwise. Buthe knows that these regulations 
willnotdestroy the rafting business. The programme has been all 
along to increase the size of these rafts, and as they increase the 
size of the rafts they get larger tugs, and of course the larger 
the tug and the larger the raft the less is the cost of towing. 
But it was not suggested by him, in any sense of the word, that 
this would destroy the business of rafting. 

Mr. WEADOCK. But he is interested in towing from the 
lower peninsula of Michigan. I myself knowa gentlemanin my 
town \ 0 is under contract to tow from the Upper Peninsula to 
the Lower Peninsula of Michigan 25,000,000 feet of logs. 

Mr. STEPHENSON. Where does he get them? 

Mr. WEADOCK,. From the Upper Peninsula. 

Mr. STEPHENSON. Where about? 

Mr. WEADOCK. Well, Ido not know, butI have his name 
here: Capt. Ben Boutelle, of Bay City, as lam informed, has made 
that contract. 

Mr. STEPHENSON. Itisatsomuch per thousand feet. But 
if a vessel is worth $150,000 and is injured under such a contract, 
how are you going to secure damages? while if the vessel is at 
fault you can libel the vessel and secure damages. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Ido notwant it injured at all, whether the 
vessel be worth $150,000 or $150. The law already provides that 
the raft is responsible for the damage it causes. What I want 
to avoid is injury to this legal business of rafting logs on the 
lakes. And Ido not want the vessels there, or the business of 
towing, to be injured by such regulations. For instance, one of 
the regulations, numbered 2 in the report of the engineer's 
office, is to require a tug towing a raft to give a vessel one-half 
of the channel way. Suppose you ‘had 400 feet of channel, and 
suppose you have a tug towing several hundred feet of logs, and 
meet a vessel with a width of 25 feet. Under these regulations 
you would have to give one-half of the channel way to the 
vessel 

Mr. CATCHINGS, Why should they not? 

Mr. WEADOCK. Because it may not be convenient or possi- 
ble for the tug to give so much to the vessel, and the vessel does 
not need it. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. But it does. 

Mr. WEADOCK. She does not need one-half of the way. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That is the judgment of the officers who 
looked into the matter. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Ido not agree to that. It is a matter of 
common observation that she does not. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. It is a matter of common sense that she 
does. A vessel going en these narrow ways needs, for 
safety, one-half of the channel. 

Mr. WEADOCK. There should be sufficient room for safe 
passage way, but there should not be a mathematical difference 
of one-half the channel to the tug and raft, and one-half to the 
vessel, irrespective of its size, when it is not needed. Now, 
more than that, many of these vessels tow other vessels, from 
two to five, as the case may be, sothat your tow is 1,000feetlong 
or more. You pro to make rafts 50 feet wide in certain 

laces and 300 feet long, made up in cribs lashed ther by 
m sticks ovetepyans each other 3 feetoutward and aft, mak- 
ing them practically the size of a vessel. Now, every man who 
knows about the rafting of logs, knows you can not handle them 
in that ver 

Mr. HERMANN. Will the gentleman allow me to suggest 
that under the present bill the advantage is decidedly in favor 
of the raft, inasmuch as the channel is given to the vessel, 
and the vessel requires the channel way by reason of her greater 
draft, while the raft requiring less water has a great deal more 
than the channel way and can reach in to the shore line, and in 
some places it can occupy a proportion of the water way twice 
the width of the vessel. 

Mr. WEADOCK. But why do you — a raft of 200 feet 
spam se mash spece to a vessel of 25 feet as the 200 feet re- 


re 
. Mr. HERMANN. The advantage is in favor of the raft, as 
the gentleman must see. 
Mr. WEADOCK. The men who tow rafts and handle them 
do not think so. 


Mr. HERMANN. Then again, does the gentleman think a 
raft should have the right of way at all times, as against the com- 
merce of the country? 

Mr. WEADOCK. The raft should have the right of way at 
no time, as against the commerce of the country. 

an HERMANN. Thegentleman seems to be arguing in favor 
of it. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Not atall; but the raft isa part of the com- 
merce of the country. The lumber inthelog is as much entitled 
to the reasonable use of the public highway as the lumber on 
board the vessel; and if you stop the bringing of logs into this 
country, and the cutting of logs at mills, and the rafting of logs 
through the lakes, your vessels will not have much to do. 

Mr. HERMANN. But the bill recognizes that right by giv- 
ing the raft an equal amount of channel with the ship, and in 
addition to that, as I have before suggested, this raft can occupy 
that portion of the water way outside of what is technically 
known as the channel, which it is impossible fora vessel to util- 
ize on account of her greater draft. 

Mr. WEADOCK. ow, another provision of these regula- 
tions—and 1 have no disposition whatever to find fault with any 
of them that are reasonable and right—requires that when buoys 
are disturbed by rafts, the raft shall pay the expense of replac- 
ing them. That is all right enough, and it is better that they 
should pay the expense of replacing them than that the rafting 
crews should undertake to replace them themselves, because 
they may not-put them in the right place. These buoysshould 
be reset with mathematical precision, and if a raft disturbs 
aan it should make good the expense necessary to replace 

em. 

But the very best reason again against all of these provisions 
that I object to, is that for years and years rafting has been 
done upon these lakes and these connecting rivers, without prac- 
tically any complaint by the vessel owners, without practically 
any demand for legislation of this sort. It is a business which 
is carried on in a place where the people have equal rights, and 
where one should try to accommodate the other, and all should 
give and take as best they can. And the best remedy, which 
has always existed and which will still exist, no matter what 
law we pass to-day,is thatthe raft itself, regardless of itsowner- 
ship, is responsible to the vessel for the damage which it does. 

Now, the large-sized rafts which gentlemen seem to be think- 
ing about, known as bag rafts, are towed only across the oper 
lake. They are not towed through the channels; they are not 
towed through these narrow places. I will agree that reasona- 
ble restrictions ought to be placed upon rafts going through nar- 
row places. Make reasonable restrictions, if you please, as to 
the time of day they shall go through. Make reasonable re- 
strictions as to the size of the raft. Make the reasonable restric- 
tion that they shall have two tugs, which is all right, so that 
they can have one at the front and one at the rear to handle 
the raft, and make every necessary regulation of that sort; but 
do not carry your mathematical idea of restriction so far that 
you will either prohibit the rafting business altogether or throw 
such restrictions around it that it will cost so much that it can 
not be done. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
WEADOCK] has a good deal to say about prohibiting the rafting 
business altogether. I want to call the gentleman's attention to 
the fact that only 19 per cent of the rafting on the lakes can pos- 
sibly be affected by these regulations, so that he is entirely mis- 
taken when he tries to convey the idea that when these regula- 
tions are adopted there will bea great obstruction tothe raftin 
business. More than four-fifths of it will not be affected at all. 

Mr. WEADOCK. When a raft is towed through Lake Supe- 
rior, in the open lake, you do not need any restrictions upon that 
at all; and after thesame raft gets through the St. Marys River 
down into Lake Huron you do not need any restrictions upon it 
there. I do not know what the gentleman means exactly by his 
19 per cent. If he means simply the amount towed through the 
rivers then my point is still good, because your regulations go 
too far and require too much. 

Now, I want to call attention for a moment to the brief of the 
Raft Towing Association on the subject of logs — through 
the connecting waters from Lake Superior to Lake Huron. 

The amount approximately towed through the St. Marys River in 1892 was 
between 39,000,000 and 49,000,000 feet, board measure; while in 1893 the amount 
bas been — much less, and we do not think there can be any material in- 
crease . If these rafts are taken down the river at an av otf 
1,000,000 feet each, and there are twenty rafts, and it were to take fifteen 
minutes for each raft to pass through the Neebish, the whole time consumed 
in a year on those rafts would be but five hours; surely not a ve | 
hindrance in a whole season to the vessel interests, provided eac 
caused a detention of a vessel, or a half dozen of them, and if the amount 
were as much as in 1 and the few vessels that would happen to meet the 


rafts in the ten hours’ 6 thus taken up, itcertainly could not work avery 
extravagant loss to that interest. 


The difficulty of such a situation as this is. that when a re- 
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port comes in, as this report does, from a board of engineers | mean to convey the idea that any lumbermen had asked for any 
supposed to be entirely familiar with this subject, supposed to | regulations at all, either on the open lakes or elsewhere. So far 
be entirely impartial, it is a very difficult matter to make head- | as | know they are all opposed to regulating this business. 
way against their recommendations. Butif gentlemenwillre-; Mr. BALDWIN. I was going to say, further, that during all 
member the business, and some of them do know something | my residence in Duluth, and [ have been a very close observer, 
about the business of towing logs, they will remember also that | I have never known, nor do I ever remember, any delay to navi- 
in this general appropriation bill, upon the subject of rivers and | gation caused by obstructions from rafts. 
harbors, they propose to enforce a provision by fines running | Mr. STEPHENSON. Will the gentleman state how much 
from $100 up as high as $1,000, together with imprisonment, in | lumber is mannfactured at Duluth and Superior? 
addition to the liability that those men already have to pay for| Mr. BALDWIN. Iam unable to give the figures at this time. 
damages if they cause any damages; and it seems to me that| The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman from Mich- 
they should hesitate long about adopting such a provision as | igan yield? 
this in a river and harbor bill. | Mr. WEADOCK. I yielded to the gentlemanfrom Minnesota 

I do not think that the provision ought to be in a river and | [Mr. BALDWIN] for a question. Now, if any other gentleman 
harbor bill at all. [I do not think that such a law as the one I | desires to ask any questions about this matter, [ shall be pleased 
have described should be passed in any bill. So far as any rea- | to answer them so far asIcan. If no gentleman desires to ask 
sonable regulation of the raft business is concerned, I should | any questions, | will yield the balance of my time to the gentle- 
make no objection to it. Isimply urge the House to consider | man from Kentucky [Mr. ELLis}. 
this measure, and not adopt a law or a provision in this bill} TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Et- 
which, if it will not entirely destroy, will socripple that indus- | Lis] is recognized for twenty-five minutes. 





try as to make it eer impossible to follow it. | Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the 
fr. LESTER. May I ask the gentleman a question? ; amendment which I send to the desk and ask the Clerk to read 
Mr. WEADOCK. Certainly. aus a partof my remarks. 


Mr. LESTER. I understood the gentleman to say that some | The amendment was read, as follows: 
regulations ought to be made? i‘ | On page 38, amend lines I! and 12 by striking out the words “thirty-five” 
Mr. WEADOCK. Yes, sir; some regulations. | and inserting in lieu thereof “one hundred and five; "so that the provi- 
Mr. LESTER. Iwould ask the gentleman if he has, since the | sion willread: cee eet Sig 
bill has been reported, prepared any amendment to that provi- | ance with Une enintine plete 8100.00 For rebuilding lock No. 2 in accord- 
sion by which he can change it in such a way that it would be 
more effective and satisfactory than the provision nowin this; Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. [ have requested to have that 
bill? amendment read because the remarks which I propose to sub- 
Mr. WEADOCK. Iwill prepare such an amendment by the | mit will be addressed to the subject of the amendment, and I 
time this provision is reached in the consideration of the bill | invite the attention of the distinguished chairman of the Com- 
by paragraphs. The only regulation which I find any opposi- | mittee on Rivers and Harbors to what | have to say. 


tion to is in respect to the width and size of the rafts; and when { have no doubt, Mr. Chairman, that the Committee on Rivers 
those provisions are reached I shall certainly have an amend- | and Harbors in framing this bill endeavored in perfect good 
ment to offer on the subject. | faith to distribute the sums a ae with exact impartial- 

Mr. HAUGEN. You agree to the regulations in the matter | ity and in a manner best calculated to promote commerce and to 


of lights? | facilitate and cheapen transportation. And in what I propose 
Mr. WEADOCK. There is no question about the lights, [ | to say it is no part of my purpose to criticise in any unfriendly 
think. The lights should be provided, and many of the rafts | spirit the work of the committee. But I do propose to point 
now carry lights. I will now yield to the gentleman from | out briefiy that the appropriations proposed by this bill for the 
Minnesota for a question. , | navigable streams in Kentucky are neither fairly nor equitably 
Mr. BALDWIN. I was going to say, further, that during all | distributed, and that in so far as those appropriations relate to 
my residence in Duluth, and I have been a very close observer, | Green River that they are not only inadequate, but can not be 
I have never known, nor do I ever remember, any delay to navi- | justified on any principle of economy, expediency, or justice. 
gation caused by obstructions from rafts. Green River, in a commercial sense, is beyond cavil the most 
Mr. STEPHENSON. Will the gentleman state how much | important navigable stream that lies wholly in the State of Ken- 
lumber is manufactured at Duluth and Superior? tucky. Rising in the central part of the State, it flows in a north- 
Mr. BALDWIN. Iam unableto give the figures at this time. | westerly direction about 300 miles, then empties into the Ohio 
The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman from Mich- | River 10 miles above the city of Evansville, Ind. The country 
igan yield? through which it flows is not only rich in timber and mineral 
Mr. WEADOCK. I yielded to the gentleman from Minnesota | resources, but represents a large portion of the most fertile 
[Mr. BALDWIN] for a question. Now, if any other gentleman | agricultural lands in the State. 
desires to ask any questions about this matter, I shall be pleased Kentucky was hardly admitted into the Union before the ques- 
to answer them so farasIcan. If no gentleman desires to ask | tion of improving the navigable streams within its borders began 
any questions, I wili yield the balance of my time to the gentle- | toreceive the seriousattention of the State government. Green 
man from Kentucky |Mr. ELLs]. | River being regarded by the local authorities as the most im- 
Mr. BALDWIN. [desire to state to the chairman of the com- | portant, its improvement was the-first undertaken. Up to 1865 
mittee, in response to a suggestion made by him with reference | the State had expended $1,000,000 in its improvement. The re- 
to the lumber interest of Duluth and Superior, that they are | sultof this expenditure was the erection and construction of four 
two of the greatest lumber centers in the country. The aggre- | locks and dams in Green Riverand one in Barren River, a tribu- 
gate lumbering interests of Superior and Duluth are greater | tary of Green River, which furnished a splendid system of slack- 
than those of any other points on thiscontinent. Ido not know | water navigationfrom Bowling Green, Ky., to the Ohio River,a 





exactly what the aggregate is. distance of 193miles. Theaveragecost per mile of locking and 
Mr. STEPHENSON. Can the gentleman state how much | damming Green River was $5,010. Sometime after the improve- 
lumber was shipped last year from those points? | ment of Green River was begun the State undertook the improve- 
Mr. BALDWIN. All the logs used by the mills at those places | mentof Kentucky River and expended for that purpose about 


are brought through from the lakes through an entrance 250 | $2,000,000. The average cost per mile expended in improving 
feet in width. the Kentucky River was $8,922, from which it will be seen that 
Mr. SHAW. How long is it? | the cost of furnishing slack-water navigation on Kentucky River 
Mr. BALDWIN. About 500 feet. is nearly double that required on Green River. 
Mr. SHAW. That is my recollection. The pertinency of this reference to the relative cost of im- 
Mr. BALDWIN. [I have heard it stated as a mile. Now, if | proving these streams will, I think, be apparent when I call at- 
this provision should pass, I am satisfied that the lumber inter- | tention to the appropriations which have heretofore been made 
ests of Duluth and Superior would be nearly ruined. | for these rivers, and to the manner in which it is proposed to 
I can understand readily why there are lumbermen who have | deal with them in this bill. The United States Government ac- 
been in favor of these restrictions, for many of them have their | quired control of Green River on the Iith of December, 1888, 
millson the open water, and thereis nothing in the provisions of | the State of Kentucky having ceded to it not only the exclusive 
this bill that would interfere with them atall, but, on thecontrary, | control of the river but all its right and title to the locks, dams, 
they would have an advantage over men whose mills are situated | and other improvements, the consideration being that the 
at such points as Superior and Duluth. I am quite sure that the | UnitedStatesshould maintain free navigation thereon. The Gov- 
gentleman who has just addressed the committee would offer no | ernment having taken charge of thisriver, and having acquired 
amendment which would a‘fect this provision except as it relates | the valuable improvements thereon, in consideration of which 
to these narrow channels—— P it agreed to maintain free navigation, it is the duty of Congress 
Mr. CATCHINGS. I will say to the gentleman that I did not | to provide adequate appropriations for that purpose. 
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Mr. TAWNEY. He is not lumbering from that part of the 


lakes. 

Mr. WEADOCK, Let me gay to my friend from Mississippi 
that I am now in correspondence with Gen. Alger and that he 
totally disagrees with the recommendationsof the committee in 
regard to these regulations restricting the size of rafts, and is 
only waiting until this bill goes over to the Senate in order to 
secure recognition anda hearing before the committee having 
itin charge, so as to obtain if possible a modification of these 
regulations. 

r. CATCHINGS, Ido not mean to say, of course, that he 
wants the regulationsadopted. Hedoesnot want them, because 
he is interestedotherwise. Buthe knows that these regulations 
willnotdestroy the rafting business. The programme has been all 
along to increase the size of these rafts, and as they increase the 
size of the rafts they get larger tugs, and of course the larger 
the tug and the larger the raft the less is the cost of towing. 
But it was not suggested by him, in any sense of the word, that 
this would destroy the business of rafting. 

Mr. WEADOCK. But he is interested in towing from the 
lower peninsula of Michigan. I myself know a gentlemanin my 
town who is under contract to tow from the Upper Peninsula to 
the Lower Peninsula of Michigan 25,000,000 feet of logs. 

Mr. STEPHENSON. Where does he get them? 

Mr. WEADOCK,. From the Upper Peninsula. 

Mr. STEPHENSON. Where about? 

Mr. WEADOCK. Well, Ido not know, butI have his name 
here; Capt. Ben Boutelle, of Bay City, as lam informed, has made 
that contract. 

Mr. STEPHENSON. Itisatsomuch per thousand feet. But 
if a vessel is worth $150,000 and is injured under such a contract, 
how are you going to secure damages? while if the vessel is at 
fault you can Fidel the vessel and secure damages. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Ido notwant it injured at all, whether the 
vessel be worth $150,009 or $150. The law already provides that 
the raft is responsible for the damage it causes. What I want 
to avoid is injury to this legal business of rafting logs on the 
lakes. And Ido not want the vessels there, or the business of 
towing, to be injured by such regulations. For instance, one of 
the regulations, numbered 2 in the report of the engineer's 
office, is to require a tug towing a raft to give a vessel one-half 
of the channel way. Suppose you ‘had 400 feet of channel, and 
suppose you have a tug towing several hundred feet of logs, and 
meet a vessel with a width of 25 feet. Under these regulations 
you a have to give one-half of the channel way to the 
vesse 

Mr. CATCEINGS, Why should they not? 

Mr. WEADOCK. Because it may not be convenient or possi- 
ble for the tug to give so much to the vessel, and the vessel does 
not need it. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. But it does. 

Mr. WEADOCK. She does not need one-half of the way. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That is the judgment of the officers who 
looked into the matter. 

Mr. WEADOCK. ido not agree to that. It is a matter of 
common observation that she does not. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. It is a matter of common sense that she 
does. A vessel going a these narrow ways needs, for 
safety, one-half of the channel. 

Mr. WEADOCK. There should be sufficient room for safe 
passage way, but there should not be a mathematical difference 
of one-half the channel to the tug and raft, and one-half to the 
vessel, irrespective of its size, when it is not needed. Now, 
more than that, many of these vessels tow other vessels, from 
two to five, as the case may be, sothat your tow is 1,000feetlong 
or more. You pro to make rafts 50 feet wide in certain 

laces and 300 feet long, made up in cribs lashed ther by 
Coons sticks overlapping each other 3 feetoutward and aft, mak- 
ing them practically the size of a vessel. Now, every man who 
knows about the rafting of logs, knows you can not handle them 
in that way. 

Mr. HERMANN. Will the gentleman allow me to suggest 
that under the present bill the advantage is decidedly in favor 
of the raft, inasmuch as the channel way is given to the vessel, 
and the vessel requires the channel way by reason of her greater 
draft, while the raft requiring less water has a great deal more 
than the channel way and can reach in to the shore line, and in 
some places it can occupy a proportion of the water way twice 
the width of the vessel. 

Mr. WEADOCK. But why do you uire a raft of 200 feet 
to oan pneeepace $0 a vessel of 25 feet as the 200 feet re- 

re 
. Mr. HERMANN. The advantage is in favor of the raft, as 
the gentleman must see. 

Mr. WEADOCK. The men who tow rafts and handle them 
do not think so. 


Mr. HERMANN. Then again, does the gentleman think a 
raft should have the right of way at all times, as against the com- 
merce of the cotintry? 

Mr. WEADOCK,. The raft should have the right of way at 
no time, as against the commerce of the country. 

a HERMANN. Thegentlemanseems to be arguing in favor 
of it. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Not atall; but the raft isa part of the com- 
merce of the country. The lumber inthe log is as much entitled 
to the reasonable use of the public highway as the lumber on 
board the vessel; and if you stop the bringing of logs into this 
country, and the cutting of logs at mills, and the rafting of logs 
through the lakes, your vessels will not have much to do. 

Mr. HERMANN. But the bill recognizes that right by giv- 
ing the raft an equal amount of channel with the ship, and in 
addition to that, as J have before suggested, this raft can occupy 
that portion of the water way outside of what is technically 
known as the channel, which it is impossible fora vessel to util- 
ize on account of her greater draft. 

Mr. WEADOCK. ow, another provision of these regula- 
tions—and 1 have no disposition whatever to find fault with any 
of them that are reasonable and right—requires that when buoys 
aie disturbed by rafts, the raft shall pay the expense of replac- 
ing them. That is all right enough, and it is better that they 
should pay the expense of replacing them than that the rafting 
crews should undertake to replace them themselves, because 
they may not-put them in the right place. These buoys should 
be reset with mathematical gman. and if a raft disturbs 
poereny it should make good the expense necessary to replace 

em. 

But the very best reason again against all of these provisions 
that I object to, is that for years and years rafting has been 
done upon these lakes and these connecting rivers, without prac- 
tically any complaint by the vessel owners, without practically 
any demand for legislation of this sort. It is a business which 
is carried on in a place where the people have equal rights, and 
where one should try to accommodate the other, and all should 
give and take as best they can. And the best remedy, which 
has always existed and which will still exist, no matter what 
law we pass to-day, is thatthe raft itself, regardless of itsowner- 
ship, is responsible to the vessel for the damage which it does. 

Now, the large-sized rafts which gentlemen seem to be think- 
ing about, known as bag rafts, are towed only across the ope 
lake. They are not towed through the channels; they are not 
towed through these narrow places. I will agree that reasona- 
ble restrictions ought to be placed upon rafts going through nar- 
row places. Make reasonable restrictions, if you please, as to 
the time of day they shall go through. Make reasonable re- 
strictions as to the size of the raft. Make the reasonable restric- 
tion that they shall have two tugs, which is all right, so that 
they can have one at the front and one at the rear to handle 
the raft, and make every necessary regulation of that sort; but 
do not carry your mathematical idea of restriction so far that 
you will either prohibit the rafting business altogether or throw 
such restrictions around it that it will cost so much that it can 
not be done. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
WEADOCK] has a good deal to say about prohibiting the rafting 
business altogether. I want to call the gentleman’s attention to 
the fact that only 19 per cent of the rafting on the lakes can pos- 
sibly be affected by these regulations, so that he is entirely mis- 
taken when he tries to convey the idea that when these regula- 
tions are adopted there will be a great obstruction to the raftin 
business. More than four-fifths of it will not be affected at all. 

Mr. WEADOCK. When a raft is towed through Lake Sune- 
rior, in the open lake, you do not need any restrictions upon that 
at all; and after thesame raft gets through the St. Marys River 
down into Lake Huron you do not need any restrictions upon it 
there. I do not know what the gentleman means exactly by his 
19 per cent. If he means simply the amount towed through the 
rivers then my point is still good, because your regulations go 
too far and require too much. 

Now, I want to call attention for a moment to the brief of the 
Raft ne Senos on the subject of logs brought through 
the connecting waters from Lake Superior to Lake Huron. 

The amount ly towed through the St. Marys River in 1892 was 
between 39,000,000 and 49,000,000 feet, board measure; while in 1893 the amount 
bas ee less, and we do not think there can be any material in- 
crease . Ifthese rafts are taken down the river at an av of 
1,000,000 feet each, and there are twenty rafts, and it were to take fifteen 
minutes for each raft to pass through the Neebish, the whole time consumed 
in a year on those rafts would be but five hours; surely not a very 1 
hindrance in a whole season to the vessel interests, provided eac raft 
caused a detention of a vessel, or a half dozen of them, and if the amount 


were as much as in and the few vessels that would happen to meet the 
rafts in the ten hours’ thus taken up, itcertainly could not work a very 


The difficulty of such a situation as this is. that when a re- 
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port comes in, as this report does, from a board of engineers 
supposed to be entirely familiar with this subject, supposed to 
be entirely impartial, it is a very difficult matter to make head- 
way against their recommendations. But if gentlemen will re- 
member the business, and some of them do know something 
about the business of towing logs, they will remember also that 
in this general appropriation bill, upon the subject of rivers and 
harbors, they propose to enforce @ provision by fines running 
from $190 up as high as $1,000, together with imprisonment, in 


| 


| mean to convey the idea that any lumbermen had asked for any 


| 


addition to the liability that those men already have to pay for | 


damages if they cause any damages; and it seems to me that 


they should hesitate long about adopting such a provision as | 


this in a river and harbor bill. 

I do not think that the provision ought to be in a river and 
harbor bill at all. I do not think that such a law as the one I 
have described should be passed in any bill. So far as any rea- 
sonable regulation of the raft business is concerned, I should 
make no objection to it. 


[ simply urge the House to consider | 


this measure, and not adopt a law or a provision in this bill | 


which, if it will not entirely destroy, will socripple that indus- 
try as to make it practically impossible to follow it. 

Mr. LESTER. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. WEADOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. LESTER. 
regulations ought to be made? 

Mr. WEADOCK. Yes, sir; some regulations. 

Mr. LESTER. I would ask the gentleman if he has, since the 
bill has been reported, prepared any amendment’ to that provi- 
sion by which he can change it in such a way that it would be 


regulations at all, either on the open lakes or elsewhere. So far 
as | know they are all opposed to regulating this business. 

Mr. BALDWIN. I was going to say, further, that during all 
my residence in Duluth, and [ have been a very close observer, 
I have never known, nor do I ever remember, any delay to navi- 
gation caused by obstructions from rafts. 7 , 

Mr. STEPHENSON. Will the gentleman state how much 
lumber is manufactured at Duluth and Superior? 

Mr. BALDWIN. Iam unable to give the figures at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentlemanfrom Mich- 
igan yield? 

Mr. WEADOCK. I yielded to the gentlomanfrom Minnesota 
| |Mr. BALDWIN] for a question. Now, if any other gentleman 

desires to ask any questions about this matter, I shall be pleased 
| to answer them so far asIcan. If no gentleman desires to ask 
| any questions, | will yield the balance of my time to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky | Mr. ELLis}. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Et- 


| LIS} is recognized for twenty-five minutes. 


I understood the gentleman to say that some | 


| and inserting in lieu thereof “‘one hundred and five: ”’ 


more effective and satisfactory than the provision now in this | 


bill? 

Mr. WEADOCK. 
time this provision is reached in the consideration of the bill 
by paragraphs. The only regulation which I find any opposi- 
tion to is in respect to the width and size of the rafts; and when 
those provisions are reached I shall certainly have an amend- 
ment to offer on the subject. 


Mr. HAUGEN. You agree to the regulations in the matter | 


of lights? 

Mr. WEADOCK. There is no question about the lights, I 
think. The lights should be provided. and many of the rafts 
now carry lights. I will now yield to the gentleman from 
Minnesota for a question. : 

Mr. BALDWIN. I was going to say, further, that during all 
my residence in Duluth, and I have been a very close observer, 
I have never known, nor do I ever remember, any delay to navi- 
gation caused by obstructions from rafts. 

Mr. STEPHENSON. Will the gentleman state how much 
lumber is manufactured at Duluth and Superior? 

Mr. BALDWIN. Iam unableto give the figures at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman from Mich- 
igan yield? 

Mr. WEADOCK. 


I will prepare such an amendment by the | 


Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the 
| amendment which I send to the desk and ask the Clerk to read 
| as a partof my remarks. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 38, amend lines 11 and 12 by striking out the words “ thirty-five” 
3o thatthe provi- 
sion will read: 

‘Improving Green River, Kentucky: For rebuilding lock No. 2 In accord- 
ance with the existing plans, #105,000."’ 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. I have requested to have that 
amendment read because the remarks which I propose to sub- 
mit will be addressed to the subject of the amendment, and I 
invite the attention of the distinguished chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors to what IL have to say. 

{ have no doubt, Mr. Chairman, that the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors in framing this bill endeavored in perfect good 
faith to distribute the sums appropriated with exact impartial- 
ity and in a manner best calculated to promote commerce and to 
| facilitate and cheapen transportation. And in what I propose 

to say it is no part of my purpose to criticise in any unfriendly 
| spirit the work of the committee. But I do propose to point 
| out briefiy that the appropriations proposed by this bill for the 

navigable streams in Kentucky are neither fairly nor equitably 
distributed, and that in so far as those appropriations relate to 
| Green River that they are not only inadequate, but can not be 
| justified on any principle of economy, expediency, or justice. 

Green River, in acommercial sense, is beyond cavil the most 
important navigable stream that lies wholly in the State of Ken- 
tucky. Rising in the central part of the State, it flows in a north- 
westerly direction about 300 miles, then empties into the Ohio 
River 10 miles above the city of Evansville, Ind. The country 
through which it flows is not only rich in timber and mineral 


| 
| 
| 
| 


I yielded to the gentleman from Minnesota | resources, but represents a large portion of the most fertile 


Mr. BALDWIN] for a question. Now, if any other gentleman | agricultural lands in the State. 


esires to ask any questions about this matter, I shall be pleased | 


Kentucky was hardly admitted into the Union before the ques- 


to answer them so far asIcan. If no gentleman desires to ask | tion of improving the navigable streams within its borders began 


any questions, I wili yield the balance of my time to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky ior. ELLIs}. 

Mr. BALDWIN. [desire to state to the chairman of the com- 
mittee, in response to a suggestion made by him with reference 
to the lumber interest of Duluth and Superior, that they are 
two of the greatest lumber centers in the country. The aggre- 
gate lumbering inierests of Superior and Duluth are greater 
than those of any other points on thiscontinent. Ido not know 
exactly what the aggregate is. 

Mr. STEPHENSON. Can the gentleman state how much 
lumber was shipped last year from those points? 

Mr. BALDWIN. Allithelogs used by the mills at those places 
are brought through from the lakes through an entrance 250 
feet in width. 

Mr. SHAW. How long is it? 

Mr. BALDWIN. About 500 feet. 

Mr. SHAW. That is my recollection. 

Mr. BALDWIN. I have heard it stated as a mile. Now, if 
this provision should pass, I am satisfied that the lumber inter- 
ests of Duluth and Superior would be nearly ruined. 

I can understand readily why there are lumbermen who have 
been in favor of these restrictions, for many of them have their 
millson the open water, and thereis noth in the provisions of 
this bill that would interfere with them atall, but, on thecontrary, 
they would have an advantage over men whose mills are situated 
at such points as Superior and Duluth. I am quite sure that the 


| toreceive the seriousattention of the State government. Green 
| River being regarded by the local authorities as the most im- 
| portant, its improvement was the-first undertaken. Up to 1865 
| the State had expended $1,000,000 in its improvement. The re- 
sultof this expenditure was the erection and constriction of four 
locks and dams in Green Riverand one in Barren River, a tribu- 
tary of Green River, which furnished a splendid system of slack- 
water navigation from Bowling Green, Ky., to the Ohio River,a 
distance of 193 miles. Theaveragecost per mile of locking and 
| damming Green River was $5,010. Sometime after the improve- 
| ment of Green River was begun the State undertook the improve- 
| mentof Kentucky River and expended for that purpose about 
| $2,000,000. The average cost per mile expended in improving 
| the Kentucky River was $8,922, from which it will be seen that 
| the cost of furnishing slack-water navigation on Kentucky River 
is nearly double that required on Green River. 
| The pertinency of this reference to the relative cost of im- 
| proving these streams will, I think, be apparent when I call at- 
tention to the appropriations which have heretofore been made 
for these rivers, and to the manner in which it is proposed to 
| deal with them in this bill. The United States Government ac- 
—— control of Green River on the llth of December, 1888, 
| the State of Kentucky having ceded to it not only the exclusive 
| control of the river but all its right and title to the locks, dams, 
and other improvements, the consideration being that the 
United States should maintain free navigation thereon. The Gov- 





gentleman who has just addressed the committee would offer no | ernment having taken charge of thisriver, and having acquired 


amendment which would a‘fect this 


provision except as it relates 
to these narrow channels—— : 


| the valuable improvements thereon, in consideration of which 
it agreed to maintain free navigation, it is the duty of Congress 


Mr. CATCHINGS. I will say to the gentleman that I did not | to provide adequate appropriations for that purpose. 
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The amount proposed in this bill is not only inadequate but 
unless increased as proposed in the amendment I have offered all 
navigation on that stream mustcease. The second and most im- 
—— lock, the first one built on Green River, is located at 

tumsey, Ky., about 63 miles above the point where that river 
empties into the Ohio. This lock is the key to the whole system 
of slack-water navigation on Green River. It has been con- 
demned and is now closed, and strange as it may appear, this 
bill makes no adequate provision for its reconstruction. The 
bili in substance proposes that this fine system of navigation 
shall cease and that the large commerce which has heretofore 
been carried on by means of this river between the States of 
ee and Indiana shall be indefinitely suspended, and it is 
against this proposed policy that I enter my protest. 

The Riversand Harbors Committee wereadvised of the unsafe 
and perilous condition of the Rumsey lock and that an appropri- 
ation for its reconstruction was necessary before the bill reported 
by that committee in 1892 was submitted to the House. Maj. Lock- 
wood, the engineer in charge, gave notice that this lock wasevery 
day in danger of falling into the river, and Gen. Casey, Chief of 
Engineers, in his annual report for 1892 recommended that an ap- 
propriation for the rebuilding of it be made. He took the pains 
n that report to set out in detail how the lock could be rebuilt 
without materially interfering with navigation if the appropria- 
tion was promptly made. But the recommendation of these 
competent officers of the Government was disregarded and their 
warnings as to the probable disastrous results were unheeded. 

The river and harbor bill of 1892, while it came loaded to the 
guards with appropriations, contained not a penny to rebuild 
lock No. 2 at Rumsey, and on which the entire navigation on 
that river depended. When that bill came before the House 
for consideration I called attention to the fact that the whole 
slack-water system on Green River was in peril on account of 
the unsafe condition of the Rumsey lock, and proposed an 
amendment appropriating $65,000 with which to begin its imme- 
diate reconstruction. 

I caused the report of the engineers to be read to the House 
to show both the wisdom and the justice of the pogecenies I 
was then asking. The amendment was defeated, but the river 
and harbor bill had scarcely become a law before the Rumsey 
lock in substance, if not in fact, was at the bottom of the river. 
For on the 3rd of August, 1892, that lock was, by the order of 
the engineer in charge, closed. It remained closed until April 
4, 1893, when it was opened to steamboats on condition that own- 
ers of the same assume all risk on account of accidents, and that 
nobody be allowed on the boat while the same was in the lock; 
and there never has been a water craft of any kind passed 
oe that lock except "pon these conditions from that day 
to this. 

On the reassembling of Congress in December, 1892, I intro- 
duced and had referred to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors a bill ask for an appropriation to rebuild the Rumsey 
Lock, and did what I could to have it favorably reported and 
passed by the House. Failing in that I appealed to the Sena- 
tors from my State to secure an ap iation for the rebuilding 
of this lock, and to “ tack it on” to some appropriation bill in the 
Senate. They succeeded in securing an appropriation of $65,000 
for that purpose, which was inserted in the general deficiency 
bill, in which form it was returned from the Senate to the House. 
The general deficiency bill went into conference, and the appro- 
priation for the Rumsey lock was about to be stricken out on the 

round that it was improperly in an appropriation bill, and but 
or the courtesy of the present chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations it would have been stricken out. 
Vith this $65,000 the work of reconstructing was promptly be- 
= Contracts have already been let for the re of this 
ock to the amount of $28, 70, which leaves a balance availa- 
ble of the former oe of $35,091.91. In his annual re- 
port the Chief Engineer estimates balance necessary for the 
completion of the project at $105,000. I herewith insert his 
statement showing the amount appropriated, the amount ex- 
— and the amount necessary for the completion of the 





DT ic sins iit atid cei Eels siesta lice efi $65, 000 
Money statement. ne psy - 

Amount March 3, 1893 ............... . 
Tune 0, 184, am ee eS ee ia disnteAacabdiatens 1, 345. 39 
a 1,1 bal EC, die cei Bend ben oneness 63, 354. 61 

July 1, 1808, outstending fabilities............ aa $1, 176. 42 

July 1, 1893, amount covered by uncompleted contracts... 27, 086.28 ams 
July 1, 1008, balance available ..........................-..cese---- -- 295,091.91 
t (estimated) required f. pletion of existing i 000. 00 
mount that can be Prostably expended cia Sa 


Submitted in with requirements of sections? of river 
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The amount appropriated by this bill for the purpose of com- 
pleting the work on this lock is only $35,000. With entire re- 
spect to the committee and its distinguished chairman, whom [ 
admire, I suggest that it would be as great an act of justice to 
the 250,000 or 200,000 people who depend exclusively uponGreen 
River to furnish a means of transportation for their products to 
market, to have refused to appropriate a cent for fhe comple- 
tion of this lock as the pittance proposed by this bill. I+ will 
be two years before another river and harbor bill will pass this 
House, and in the meantime the proposition seems to be that 
this large community of enterprising and thrifty people is to be 
sent back to the ‘‘ old fogy ” methods of fifty years ago, of trans- 
owes their products in farm wagons or not transporting them 
a . 

I protest against this as a piece of injustice and inequality 
which can not be defended. 

An empty Treasury is no answer to the argument; that fact 
furnishes no reason why the necessary appropriation should not 
be made. If the money is not in the Treasury now, let the ap- 

ropriation be made; maybe we can get some of the useless mil- 
ions of silver bullion that lie rusting in the vaults of the Treas- 
ury coined into dollars, and there are hundreds and thousands of 
workingmen in Kentucky who would be glad to take every one 
of those silver dollars at their coinage value in payment of their 
wages, 

But I have said that the appropriations made for Green River 
and its tributaries in this bill could not be defended either upon 
principles of economy or expediency, and now I address myself 
to the proof of that proposition. The bill carries an appropria- 
tion of $12,500 for what we call in my country ‘‘ Rough Creek,” 
but which Congressional ethics, I suppose, requires me to eall 
‘Rough River.’’ [Laughter.] This Rough River empties into 
Green River 8 miles above the Rumsey Lock, and its navigation, 
if itecan ever be accomplished, can only be made practical and 
valuable by maintaining the navigation on Green River. With 
the Rumsey Lock down it is absurd to talk about navigation on 
Rough River, and the appropriation which this bill carries for 
it is the simple waste of money unless slack-water navigation is 
maintained on Green River. [f navigation on that river is main- 
tained, then I am willing to admit that steamboat navigation on 
Rough River will become both practical and useful, though I 
confess it requires some strain on the imagination to arrive at 
that conclusion. 

But this is not the worst; the bill carries an appropriation of 
$25,000 for the pur of constructing Lock No. 5, which is to 
be located up the river some 150 miles above the Rumsey Lock. 
The last'river and harbor bill carried $50,000 for the same pur- 

e. I think it would be difficult for the able chairman of the 
iver and Harbor Committee to explain to the House upon 
what theory of financiering the Government ought to be asked 
to expend $75,000 to build a lock 200 miles up Green River with 
no possible chance of utilizing it as long as the Rumsey Lock is 
left to lay in the bottom of the river. Lock No. 5 will be abso- 
lutely useless, it will not extend navigation on that river, and 
no steamboat will get to or from it as long as the Rumsey Lock 
remains in its present condition. 

I do not want to be misunderstood, for I admit that the 
building of Lock No. 5 is an important and valuable enterprise, 
but what I do say is that it is folly to be locking and damming 
this stream high up toward its source when it is a known and 
an admitted fact that you can neither reach its mouth nor navi- 
gate it at all as long as the lock upon which the whole system de- 
pends remains in its present dilapidated condition. An appro- 

riation of $105,000 for the completion of the Rumsey Lock will 
urnish a complete system of transportation from Bowling 
Green, Ky., to Evansville, Ind., a distance of something more 
than 200 miles. 

But an appropriation of $105,000,000 for improving Rough 
River and for build new locks on Green River above the 
Rumsey Lock, will notfurnish one mile of additional slack-water 
navigation until the project of rebuilding Rumsey Lock is com- 
pleted. The simple question is, will Congress deal with this 
matter as a prudent man would deal with his private affairs? 
If it will, then it will make the necessary appropriation to re- 
build the Rumsey Lock, and thereby preserve the navigation on 
Green River, which is not only of the first importance to the in- 
dividual citizen, but to the public as well. The refusal to ap- 
propriate the sum necessary to complete the rebuilding of 
the Lock renders every other lock on that stream use- 
less. The large sums of money already expended in their con- 
struction will represent only so much money squandered. 

With the Rumsey Lock rebuilt, the other locks, which are now 
in good condition, would be operated oe in the year to the 
great advantage of commerce in all that large and rich section 
of the State. ~ 

With this lock down and no appropriation for its immediate 
reconstruction, the only office the other locks and dams on that 
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river can perform will be to serve as monuments to the folly 
and short-sighted policy of Congress in refusing to preserve by 
a comparatively small appropriation the most extensive and val- 
uable system of slack-water navigation in the State of Kentucky. 
Theappropriation I am asking for this lock is not on the same 
footing with the other works provided for in this bill. 

1 am not asking for an appropriation to continue or further 
prosecute an enterprise, but to preserve and render useful an 
enterprise already completed, and in this respect the appropria- 
tion I ask differsfrom every otherappropriation made in this bill. 
I challenge anyone to point out another instance in this bill 
that furnishes a case parallel to that of the Rumsey Lock. | 

The previous appropriations by Congress for Kentucky River, 
excluding that provided in this bill, amount to $1,495,000, or 
nearly four times more for that river than Green River. This 
conspicuous discrimination isnot justified by the factsof history. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman please give us some 
statement of the commerce of that river, present and prospec- 
tive. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. 
past. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, it is all past. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. Thecommercial statistics of Green 
River for 1890, 1891, 1892, and 1893, appear in the following ta- 
ble: 


Yes, sir; present, prospective, and 


COMMERCIAL STATISTICS. 
Green and Barren Rivers, Kentucky, for fiscal year ending June 30, 1993. 











' 
Articles 1800. | 1891. | 1892. | 1893. 

. Tons. Tons. Tons. Tons. 

I OI isciittttinn cécw pmatimoccues 55 3 1, 268 650 
aa ee ee 1, 245 222 92 ol 
CRiccennsiocd endinbet bain aimtnh pleated 168 600 83 a7 
COTE 215, dekilinksienthien chew eer anddneanitn 45, 904 49, 000 71,431 70, 050 
ED catitietii catndhitinwee cccces ncsaadbeeed 773 1, 3603 1,540 1,813 
a ceitrtticiericncenctecntinsenwsceseweseuses 1, 431 1, 284 2,956 3, 454 
Sn ee 2 6, 144 605 286 
se a i at cienasbemeel 319 427 1, 106 439 
dances ecendétetpiedeguanencese wquned 19 30 233 44 
Es iiecnietinen enduinncn pabtgdiinin 278 770 | , 4,342 1, 329 
avon, manutactured ....................- 98 253 186 $ 
BAGO B0OG ono. 2. -ccrewcnen nip concancoseuanl 482 1,285 2, 056 2, 658 
ei. ns cinkepdnwnda ceumandaiontine 2, 866 9,000 14, 505 14, 48 
I Si A cine oinctenibinoummscmntiieia 8, 933 16, 420 13, 093 9, 992 
bh hantitaehdbibectiibeanassaedeed 501 184 334 242 
BIG, cnesdoccesancdeumeimecusenansecreses 1, 0f4 1, 104 1,376 , 331 
Pi nhinasescce_smnegscesensescoecsoccssn 788 14, 752 10, 742 4, 202 
Staves and heading .....................].---..---- 744 7, 841 9, 087 
I a cinsivescigeishesiditiin ccsintanstainey hesitates 16, 373 21, 325 40, 736 24, 684 
ITE SE tin eteiinanansees cbanewes 4,7: 2, 164 1,858 2, 164 
yo ee 819,920 | 500,000 | 283,911 | 465,858 
PEE Ha Math ake cadddisidiswtiticeseeel 57 43 51 5t 
I Ciinatniintaa Blind indcitdinncuiin 972 1, 434 1,813 1, 392 

i icdinksteht vaecindaene 


2 doer OO | 28, 600 | 462, 208 | 614, 378 


” ‘The commercial statistics for the Kentucky River for the same 
years also appear in the following table: 


Comercial statistics of Kentucky River, Kentucky, for fiscal year ending June 
30, 1892. 


212 
,116 
889 
725 
12, 094 
5, 120 
5, 671 
493 
2,071 
68, 197 
28, 156 
4, 271 
3,131 
5, 808 
3, 263 
3, 176 


330, 449 






Merchandise, miscellaneous_........... 
Salt 


ee ee oe ee ne mene ee wn cee eeene 
ee eee nee ee eet wwe ceeeeene 


869,219 | 431,846 








By a comparison of these tables the fact appears that the com- 
merce on Green River is nearly three times as great as that on 
the Kentucky River. Yet this bill carries an a: priation of 
100,000 for the improvement of the Kentucky River. Not to 
rebuild a fallen lock, not to preserve the navigation already pro- 
vided, but to carry on projects for adding a few miles more of 
navigation thereon. In other words, the committee recommends 
an expenditure of $100,000 on the Kent River in the hope 
that 5, 10, or 15 miles more of navigation may be furnished, but re- 


fuse toappropriate an equal sum to rebuild a lock, when by doing 
so 193 miles of navigation would be preserved. 

[ have already shown by statistics that the commerce on Green 
River is about three times as great as on the Kentucky River. 
I have likewise shown, from ollicial statistics, that the cost of 
furnishing slack-water navigation on Kentucky River is more 
than double the amount required to furnish it on Green River. 
With these admitted facts it is diflicult to understand how it is 
that the Rivers and Harbors Committee are constantly discrim- 


inating im favor of the Kentucky River against Green River, I 
can understand it only on one theory, and that is that the Ken- 
tucky River flows through the district of my distinguished ecol- 
league, Governor MCCREARY, and when it comes to making ap- 
propriations for rivers in Kentucky he never has any doubt that 


the Kentucky River is a more important stream than either the 
Ohio or the Mississippi [laughter], and judging by the past, he 
seems to have succeeded in convincing the Rivers and Harbors 
Committee that he does not exaggerate its importance. 

If I was at liberty to give away a family secret, a due regard 
for the truth would require me to say that the Kentucky River 
was a very unimportant mountainstream. Itsrightto be classed 
among the important water ways of the country does not rest 
upon commercial statistics, but rather upon the fact that it flows 
through my colleague Governor MCCREARY’S district, and that 
Daniel Boone was buried on its classic banks. |Laughtoer.] 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. MayI interrupt my colleague? 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I desire that 
my colleague shall get all he can for Green River, but the Ken- 
tucky River—— 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. I object to the gentleman making a 
speech in my time. [Laughter. | 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. We wanted $500,000, as ree 
ommended by the Chief Engineer, for the Kentucky River this 
year, and we get only $100,000. Now, does not my friend know 
that on the upper part of the Kentucky River there are large 
quantities of iron ore, and coal, and magnificent forests, and that 
we desire to haye the river locked and dammed so as to get the 
coal, iron ore, and timber out? The Kentucky River is 261 miles 
long from its mouth at Carrollton, on the Ohio River, to Beatty- 
ville, at-the Three Forks, and this river not only drains rich 
mineral counties, but flows through some of the richest agri- 
cultural counties in Kentucky. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. Certainly; but, while that is true, 
if we are to rely upon anything so prosaic as commercial statis 
tics, we have three times as much iron and coal as you have, 
and we have also rich agricultural lands of which you can not 
boast. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I trust the amendment I have offered will 
be adopted. The facts I have cited demands that it should be. 

But if that is refused, the $100,000 proposed for Kentucky 
River should be transferred to Green River and applied to the 
completion of the Rumsey Lock{[laughter}, and the $35,000 which 
this bill proposes for that purpose should be given to the Kentucky 
River. Such a disposition of the sums carried by this bil! for 
these two rivers, if my amendment is voted down, would be both 
wise and equitable. 

Mr. BERRY. Did not the United States pay for the Green 
River improvements, and did not the State of Kentucky give 
the Kentucky River improvements to the Government? 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. No,sir. The United States bought 
out an unexpired lease of the Green and Barren River Naviga- 
tion Company. Kentucky ceded the Green River improvements 
without compensation, the condition being that the Government 
should thereafter maintain free navigation upon the river. 

Mr. Chairman, I have said all thet I proposed to say upon the 
subject at this time. I append to my remarks a letter from 
Maj. Lockwood, the local engineer, dated March 26, 1894, ex- 
plaining fully the condition of the Rumsey Lock: 

UNITED STATES ENGINEER OFFICE, 
Custom House, Cincinnati, Ohio, March 26, 1394. 


Sie: I have just returned from a trip over Green River, and regret to 
state that the condition of affairs at No. 2 (Rumsey) is even more discour- 
aging than last spring. There are sinkholes behind the land wall, showing 
that material—earth—is being washed out under or through the wall at its 
bottom, and this would indicate a change for the worse in the foundation 
courses. 

Ishould not be at all surprised if the lock would have to be closed perma- 
nently after the water goesdown. I write you this because of your course 
in the t in looking after Green River interests, anil because you know 
what the result of closing this lock would be. Capt. Bewley will talk to you 
about this last feature. An appropsiation of $105,000 is required to complete, 
and if made at one time will materially shorten the time to completion. 
The remaining work can just about be done in one calendar year, and I can 
not add toyour knowledge of the importance of the work by writing any- 
thing more. A small appropriation will be of little service. 

Yours respectfully, 
D. W. LOCKWOOD, 
Major af Engineers, United States Arivy. 
Mr. T. W. VENEMAN, 
Evansville, Ind. 
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Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, it is with considerable embarrass- 
ment that I take the floor for the purpose of criticising this bill. 
In doing this] know that I shall tread — the corns of many 
of my Republican colleagues for whom I have the highest re- 
spect, and some of whom are from my own State. It also gives 
me the deepest pain to criticise the action of -~ of my Demo- 
cratic friends, for they have become so tame of late in hearing 
news of Republican successes that it seems like cruelty to ani- 
mals to inflict upon them additional punishment. But as they 
have just heard the news from one Congressional district in 
Ohio, and have learned that the Dutch havecarried Holland by 
a largely reduced majority and are greatly elated thereat, [ 
take the liberty of somewhat criticising all who have had a hand 
in the make-up of this bill, but I do it in a kindly and nonparti- 
san spirit. 
I make these criticisms with a deep sense of personal wrong, 
for while, as I find, $686,500 has been appropriated for the im- 
provement of therivers and harbors of the Empire State, which 
| have the honor in part to represent, not a single penny of 
that money is to be expended within the boundaries of my Con- 
gressional district. Ten years ago, and in the Forty-cighth 
Congress, I filed an application with the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors for an appropriation of $1,000,000 with which to 
improve the navigation of the Susquehanna River above the 
Pennsylvania line and in the counties of Tioga, Broome, Che- 
nango, Delaware, and Otsego, and urged it in the House. It 
failed then in a Democratic Congress. It failed in the last Con- 
gress, which was Democratic, and thus far it has failed in this. 
After looking over the appropriations made by this bill, and 
carefully studying the size of hundreds of the rivers proposed to 
be improved in various localities, as compared with the amount 
of appropriation made for the purpose, I am satisfied that my 
failure heretofore has resulted from my extreme modesty in 
making my request. Had I asked three or four times that 
amount, and had [ impressed upon this committee the size and 
importance of the Susquehanna and the Delaware Rivers, I 
might have succeeded in securing a small ee for the 
enefit of navigation between Baltimore and the Parlor City of 
the Empire State. But this mighty water course is are by 
this bill because the Congressional districts along its banks are 
hopelessly Republican. 





Mr. Chairman, I have the honor to represent a district which | 
contains 216,000 people and the proud and progressive city of | 


Binghamton, and that other city, known the world over, Ithaca, 
where is situated Cornell University, one of the first. if not the 
first institution of learning known to civilization. We have 
rugged and alpine hills, beautiful and fruitful valleys. We 
have broad and beautiful meadows, rich and valuable timber 
lands. In the vegetable line we produce everything requisite 
to sustain the life of man, including many of the luxuries. 

In the city of Binghamton alone we manufacture and place 
upon the market more cigars than any other place in the United 
States, with but two exceptions. In addition to these advan- 
tages, to which I might add many others, we hold the sources 
of the great and beautiful Delaware River, which, flowing south- 
ward and eastward, waters much of Eastern Pennsylvania, gives 
Philadelphia access to the sea, and empties hor waters into the 
Delaware Bay. Through four of the counties of my district flows 
that magnificently beautiful river, the Susquehanna, and winding 
and turning between grand mountains and lovely hills in its 
onward flow it gives life and activity to Central Pennsylvania, 
makes Harrisburg what she is, and at the head of the Chesa- 

e mingles her waters with those of that magnificent body. 

t would not be exaggeration were I to say that this river car- 

ries more water from my district annually than is found in all 

the water courses in the States of Alabama and Mississippi, 

whose navigation is pro a to be improved by the provisions 
of this bill. [Laughter. 

This statement may not be entirely accurate, for I have not 
had the facilities for measuring the water carried by any of 
these streams, but looking upon the map and finding that the 
Susquehanna is pictured as a broad and a stream, and 
thatalarge number of the others are unmarked and evidently un- 
known to —— and to anyone ss local politicians, 
and by name to the members of the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, I may venture the assertion. By removing a few rifts 
and rapids, and a few only; by deepening the channel of this 
aoe cent stream and confining the waters between narrower 
banks, and by building great reservoirs within which to confine 
the surplus waters in the fall and early spring, this Government 
can y make this river navigable from its source to its mouth 
the round, for it rises in that magnificent lake now known 
as the Otsego, but immortalized by the novelist Cooper as “‘ the 
Glimmerglass,” and in whose waters sport the finest bass known 
to the markets of the world. On its bosom before the dawn of 
this century Gen. Sullivan floated his army from Otsego Lake 
to the Pennsylvania line. 
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Mr. Chairman, give to the people of my district the appropri- 
ation suggested by me, and steamboats from Central New York 
will bring to the wharves of this city a more toothsome fish 
than you have as yet tasted. [Laughter.] Give us this appro- 
priation and the city of Binghamton, having the advantage of 
water communication, will cheapen cigars to the members of 
this House at least 25 per cent; give us this appropriation and 
the farmers of Chenango, Delaware, Broome, and Tioga will 
give you grass-grown butter made from the milk of Jersey and 
Devon cows such as you have never tasted, and will do away 
with the bogus butter and oleomargarine in the basement of 
this Capitol. [Laughter.] Give us this appropriation and the 
shades of Cornell University will be as open and as accessible 
to the youth of America as are those of Harvard and Yale. 

This bill contains 75 pages of law, 50 of which are given up to 
disposing of the people's money, while 25 are devoted to general 
legislation. In round numbers it carries nine and one-half mil- 
lions of dollars, which are to satisfy estimates calling in round 
numbers for thirty-eight and one-half millions of dollars. Of 
the sum appropriated $3,688,939.56 is for the improvement of 
harbors and the remainder, or $5,742,750, is for the improve- 
ment of rivers, out of which is to come $125,000 to be used for 
examinations, surveys, and contingencies, the exact nature of 
which are not defined anywhere in this bill. 

In the first place I desire to call attention to the fact that the 
recommendations of the honorable Secretary of War (who is 
honest and patriotic notwithstanding he is a Democrst) have 
been entirely overridden and ignored by this committee. By ref- 
erence to his report on page 23 his recommendation will be found 
as follows: . 
| Thoimprovement of the harbors and internal water ways of the country, 
a work of immense consequence to our commerce and general benetit to the 
people, has made excellent progress under the support of the liberal appro- 
priations voted for that purpose. The Chief of Engineers estimates that in 
| the continuanceof these works in accordance with the existing projects as 
adopted by Congress the sum of $38,770,611 can be expended during the aext 
fiscal year. This estimate has been transmitted to the Secretary of the 
Treasury as required by law, but itis not the judgment of the Department 
| that public necessities demand the expenditure of such an amount at this 
| time. The ——— annual amountactually expended for such work during 

the last ten years has been about $10,000,080, andit is believed— 
| Now, mark what this Democratic Secretary of War, who has 
| charge of the expenditure of this money, says: 

It is believed that this can well be reduced for the present year, if judi- 
ciously allotted, to $7,500,000, the sum fixed in the Department estimates. 

And still our Democratic friends, who are all the time howl- 
ing for economy and reform, have ‘‘seen” this Democratic Sec- 
retary of Warand ‘ gone” him $2,000,000 better. Thisis reform 
and economy with a vengeance, as displayed by a Democratic 
House, is it not? On that subject I would like to hear from the 
chairman of this committee. 

By reference to this report of the honorable Secretary of War 
ithas been seen that he recommends an appropriation of only 
$7,500,000. while this bill carries $9,431,689.56. The putting in 
of the odd cents shows that these matters were very carefully 
| considered and closely figured. It would have appeared ex- 


SSS 


Sr 


travagant had the committee made it even dollars (690), by add- 
| ing 44 cents. 
These estimates of the Engineers do not take into account the 
balances on hand, the actual necessity for continuing the work 
at all, or the practicability of deferring continuance until a time 
when the condition of the Treasury will better warrant such 
—e 
am assured by the present Secretary that he did not reach 
| his conclusion without careful inquiry and conference with the 
Engineers and examination of the available balances and the 
past annual rate of expenditures on these works. 
| I think these recommendations were made in the application 
of ordinary business methods to the matter. 

The Hon. Robert T. Lincoln, when Secretary of War, followed 
the same business method, and [am surprised that a Democratic 
Congress which is continuously preaching economy and reform 
should disregard the recommendations of an able and honest 
Democratic Secretary of War. Still, it is not strange when we 
remember the fact that the river and harbor appropriation bill 
is the one through which the pie is distributed, and no one will 
deny that the Democratic party has an inordinate appetite for 
‘pie’ when it comes by way of appropriations. 

Mr. BOATNER. And their Republican friends are always 
close to the counter. 

Mr. RAY. Yes, weare always close to the counter when there 
is a chance of getting anything. But unfortunately for us we 
are crowded back to give pone for our hungry Democratic 
friends. Weare perfectly willing youshould fill yourselves now, 





because in the next Congress we propose to take your places, do 
away with extravagant appropriations for schemes not produc- 
tive of good, and dispense entirely with ‘‘ pie-eating ” Congress- 
men. 

The law requires the Secretary of War to submit with his es- 
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timates the rigid statement of the local engineers showing the | 
amount that can be “profitably expended” in the next fiscal | 
year in the line of the existing projects of all works in course of 
construction. 

In twenty-two lines the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 

ives us all the information it possesses or which it dare offer 
E. way of explanation of this enormous expenditure of money. 
This short report informs us that * The committee have been in 
almost continuous session for the past four months, during which 
time innumerable hearings have been granted to Senators and 
Representatives and to delegations from all parts of the coun- 

” 

It would seem, Mr. Chairman, that this learned committee 
might have found time during its four months of continuous 
session to jot down little items of information which would ex- 
plain to the members of this House the necessities for these 
various appropriations. Why not? Why do they keep the 
members of this House and the country in ignorance of the facts 
upon which they base these proposed appropriations? 

Mr. McCULLOCH. The information is in the report of the | 
engineers. 

Mr. RAY. I desire to say to the gentleman that it is not sup- 
posed the people of this country are supplied with the Engineers’ 
reports; therefore they can get no information from those re- 

rts. But I wish to say in addition that while the engineers | 
lees recommended $38,000,000 of expenditure, the Secretary | 
of War has cut their recommendation down to $7,500,000, show- 
ing that these engineers to whom the gentleman refers have 
not the slightest idea of the real necessity in this country in 
this regard. 

The mere fact that such information is not given in the re- 
ort, and that the chairman of the committee has substantially | 
Heclined to explain the provisions of the bill and the necessity 
for these proposed improvements, gives color to the suggestion 
that the bil! itself is indefensible if daylight is once let in upon it. 
I have resided for nearly a year in the State of Connecticutand 
have traveled that ead of great industries, wooden nutmegs, 
and genuine Yankees over and over, but I never heard of Cos 
Cob Harbor orof Miamus River until I read of them in this bill. 
I note with some interest and great surprise that $4,000 is ap- 
propriated for that river and harbor, and that this sum is to in- 
clude a ‘‘survey of the lower part of that harbor with a view 
of making a turning basin therein.” It thus es from the 
bill itself that this Miamus River and Cos Cob Harbor are not | 
large enough for a vessel to turn around in. I am reliably in- 
formed that it isa little country place visited only by private 

achts. 

. I notice that eight or nine rivers in the State of Mississippi 
are to be improved. I have no objection to this if there are 
nine navigable rivers in that State, but I have studied geogra- 
phy and the history of my country faithfully, and I have also 
examined the map, and have no knowledge of many of these 
water courses upon which these expenditures are to be made. 
I do not believe (to speak moderately) that any commerce ever 
has floated or ever will float upon the bosom of one-third of 
them. 

Mr.CATCHINGS. Will the gentleman yield for one ques- 
tion at this point? 

Mr. RAY. Gladly. . 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Isuppose you wish to be fair? 

Mr. RAY. Certainly. 

Mr.CATCHINGS. Then I wish you would say to this com- 
mittee whether you have examined the reports of the engineers 
and whether you have any foundation for the statement that 
one-third of these rivers carry no commerce at all. If you will 
examine the report of the engineers you will find there is no 
river in this bill which is not a useful artery of commerce; you 
will find that these reports not only give a full description of 
these rivers, where they are located, their width, their length, 
their depth, but give also their commercial statistics. So that 
if you do not know where these rivers are, you have not pursued 
the channels of information which are open to every member of 
this committee. 

Mr. RAY. I trust that the gentleman's statement on this 
subject is strictly true. As he lives in the State and undoubt- 
edly has information on the subject, I will take his word rather 
than rely on my own lack of information on the subject. But I 
did think that inasmuch as this committee had fallen into the 
error of appropriating money with which to create a turning- 
about place in a little creek up in Connecticut they might have 
fallen into the same error in regard to some of the streams in 
a State of Mississippi, where the chairman of this committee 

ves. 
enn REYBURN. I would like to ask the gentleman a-ques- 

on. 

Mr. RAY. Very well. 
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Mr. REYBURN. T would like to know where the gentieman 
gets his information about « turning basin in connection with 
Cos Cob Harbor and Miamus River. 

Mr. RAY. I get it from the bill itself, which it is proposed 
to enact into a law: and in my remarks I quoted the exact lan- 
guage of the bill. If the gentleman will turn to the appropria- 
tion for Cos Cob Harbor and Miamus River he will find that a 
certain part of it is to be used for the purpose of making a turn- 
ing basin inside that harbor and river because it is not large 
enough now for a boat to turn around in without grounding. 

Mr. REYBURN. Do you know hew much water there is over 
the bar and in the channel to the harbor now? 

Mr. RAY. Does the gentleman mean the Cos Cob Harbor? 

Mr. REYBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAY. Well,I am informed by gentlemen who do know 
I never heard of the place until last evening, and [ sougit out 
gentlemen familiar with these matters, of whom I made inguiry 
Iam informed by such gentlemen that at that particular point 
there is a little bit of an inlet from Long Island Sound running 
up into the land, and that people sometimes come up there with 
private yachts, and that, undoubtedly, this appropriation is made 
abt the suggestion of these gentlemen, who want a stopping place 
somewhere between New York and New London, where they can 
stop and have a clam bake and a good time. I do not believe 
there is any other purpose or object in the appropriation. 

Mr. REYBURN. Willthe gentleman be kind enough to read 
from the report of the engineers 

Mr. RAY. lLhave not the time now. If the gentleman is ig- 
norant on that subject I ask him to read it for himself—— 

Mr. REYBURN. Iam not ignorant on the subject. 

Mr. RAY. If it throws any light on thissubject, and the gen- 
tleman will point out to me that part which relates to this ap- 
propriation, I will gladly incorporate it in my remarks in order 
that there may be no unfairness and no misapprehension. I 
have not time to yield now. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Why not have the information read now? 
It is official, and bears right on your point. Why not have it 
read? 

Mr. CAMINETTI. If the gentleman from New York wants 
the truth he can get it right there. 

Mr. RAY. Now, Mr. Chairman, my time is limited, and I say 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that I will include in my 
remarks the extract from the report which he may furnish me. 

Mr. REYBURN. The gentleman yielded to me for a ques- 


tion. 
Mr. RAY. Well, I did not yield for you to put a book into 
my speech. I decline to yield for that purpose. 


Mr. REYBURN. Iclaim my right in this matter. The gen- 
tleman asked me for the authority, and I am going to give it to 
him. 

Mr. RAY. Now, Mr. Chairman, whenever itis necess wy— 

Mr. REYBURN. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
REYBURN] can not take the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
RAY] off the floor. The Chair understood the gentleman from 
New York to yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania for a 
question. 

Mr. REYBURN. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. And the gentleman from New York now 
claims his right to the floor and declines to yield, which he has 
the right todo. The gentleman from New York is entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. REYBURN. The gentleman from New York asked a 
question in return, and I have the right to answer it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York declines 
to yield, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. RAY. [do. Iam heartily in favor of the expenditure 
of money and of any amount of money necessary to properly im- 
prove and maintain for use the navigable rivers and harbors of 
this great country of ours. I would not be stingy in this respect, 
and to the full extent that the revenues of the Government will 
warrant I would continue these improvements. But I suspect 
that very many of these appropriations are not needed; that 
they are thrown out as a bait to catch votes for the river and 
harbor appropriation bill, which are necessary to be secured in 
order to enact into a law a measure providing for improvements 
which are absolutely necessary. I do not say that this is true, 
for I do not know positively. If it is true in any particular, it is 
asad commentary upon the courage of Congress and the patri- 
otism of this people. 

Mr. Chairman, whenever it is necessary to expend money for 
the improvement of the navigation of any river or to make safe 
the shipping in any harbor within these United States, this Con- 
gress ought to be willing to appropriate the money upon the 
merits of the particular case, without reference to any other. 
This should be true whether the river or harbor in question is 





ie aaa Te rer te 
PRED BE me eal tn OCTET es EO ARIE: as. . 


BOT ees eee BO tn nome e e  oe 


ae 


i 4 
4 
i 

a * 

. + 
{ 
t 

z 

i 





4390 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. May 3, 





situated North or South, East or West. I am willing to vote 
money to build up the commerce of this country. I hope I may 
live to see the day when ships and steamers bearing the Ameri- 
ean flag and built in American ports of American timber an 


harbor. I make these remarks with no intention or purpose of 
defeating this bill. I want it improved by amendment. I be- 
lieve it contains much that is bad, but much more that is good. 

I am indeed sorry that the committee has found the finances 
of the nation in such condition that it has been compelled to re- 
duce the appropriations to nine and one-half millions, when the 
officials of the Government have certified that thirty-eight and 
one-half millionsarenecessary. A mighty thinand small plaster 
to cover the monstrous sore on the Democraticback. This dem- 
onstrates that instead of enacting legislation to reduce the rev- 
enues we should enact legislation to increase the revenues. I[n- 
stead of tariff legislation that will-throw our laboring men out 
of employment, we ought to have in view tariff measures that 
will increase employment for our laboring classes, widen the 
field of employment, and increase the production of our mills, 
workshops, and factories. In the past, by making a better arti- 
cle here than can bo made abroad, we have been enabled with 
some manufactures to supply the markets of the world. 

By a continuation of this policy, which developes to a high de- 
gree American inventive skill and genius, we can give employ- 
ment to our laboring men at homeand gain a broader and richer 
market abroad. Do this and our revenues will be ample to sup- 
port the Government and maintain every river and harbor and 
all necessary public improvements. 

it is with regret that 1 find so much general legislation at- 
tached to our appropriation bills. The ordinary lawyer outside 
of Congress woud never think of looking in an appropriation 
bill for penal statutes of a general nature and intended to be 

2rmanent and apply to the general conductof our citizens nav- 
[ ting the rivers, Great Lakes, and the ocean. Now, why this 
should be done 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow an interrup- 
tion? 

Mr. RAY. Let me finish the sentence first. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentieman occupied a good deal of 
my time on yesterday. 

Mr. RAY. I will yield to the gentleman in a few moments. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman is perfectly willing to 
take other people’s time, but not to have his own encroached 


upon. 
Mr, RAY. I beg —— of the gentleman from Ohio. I wzll 
yield to him now. I simply wanted to finish a sentence. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I wish to say, in connection with what 
the gentleman has just been stating, that I said no word as to 
the navigation of vessels in the sense that he ailudes tothe sub- 
ject. I spoke of towing the scows with the filth and débris from 
the city of New York down the bay of New York, and there is 
no provision in the bill, let me tell the gentleman, relating to 
the navigation of vessels on the ocean. 

Mr. RAY. Perhaps the a from Ohio is ignorant of 
the fact that many vessels of certain descriptions come from the 
Great Lakes through to tide water. Now, while they do notnav- 
igate the ocean, it is true that do go to tide water, and the 
do go with their crews to the ers of the great ocean. All 
these rules and regulations, therefore, provided for in this bill, 
apply to these men under such circumstances as well when they 
are “eo ting the Great Lakes as when they reach tide water. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman is wholly and entirely 
mistaken. ‘The provision to which I made allusion was the pro- 
vision for the prevention of injurious obstruction in the shape 
of deposits in the harbors and adjacent waters of the city of New 
York; and my statement in regard to the fogsin that connection 
applied wholly to the towing of these vessels down the bay and 
harbor of New York. The gentleman could not have misunder- 


stood me. 

Mr. RAY. The gentleman from Ohio did not understand 

himself, and it is very evident that he does not understand the 

, because I assert that it does contain penal provision, or 

rather that it does authorize the Secretary of War to make 

me — or regulations applicable to men navigating the 
t es. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Notatall. 

Mr. RAY (continuing). And if the a from Ohio is 
so ignorant of the provisions of this bill as to state to the con- 
pes Pa oat shows how little attention he has given toit. I 

in all kindliness and ee eS 

r. GROSVENOK. Now, will the be ? This 

is the and I want him to see that I do understand it 
and did understand it: 


Src. 4. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of War to prescribe such 








rules and regulations for the use, administration, and navigation of any or 
| all canals and similar works of navigation that now are, or that hereafter 
| may be, owned, operated, or maintained by the United States as in his judg- 
| ment the public necessity may require. 


d | 
metal and by American workingmen shall dot every sea, trav- | 
erse every ocean highway, and ride at anchor in every foreign | 


That is all that is covered by this provision—everything, and 
has no more relation to the navigation of the Great Lakes than 
| it has to the navigation of the fjords of Norway. 
| Mr. RAY. My dear sir, don’t you understand that the canals 
| that are spoken of in this bill are connected with the Great 
| Lakes and that they connect the Great Lakes? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY. And that many of the vessels which move on the 
bosom of the Great Lakes are also carried into and through the 
canals by the same men, the same crew, and carrying the same 
cargo? 

Mr.GROSVENOR. But the regulations apply only to the 
vessel while it is navigating the canal, not when it comes out on 
the lake. 

Mr. RAY. Well, there is very little danger when they are 
out on the bosom of the Great Lakes, Lake Erie or Lake Supe- 
rior, that there will be any interference, that rules will be re- 
quired or made, or violated if made. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No, but it is a question of understand- 
ing. It is a question of understanding the bill. I merely wanted 
to show that the gentleman did not understand it. 

Mr. RAY. The provision applies to the men who navigate 
the lakes, for they will also navigate the canals; and wien you 
say that they are to cease to be navigators on the one and be- 
come navigators on the other as they pass from the one to the 
other it is a difficult matter forme to understand. These penal 
regulations will apply to these men who navigate these vessels. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. As faras that is concerned, you might 
say that it would apply to a man ona railway train, when he un- 
dertakes to navigate vessels on the canals. It does not apply to 
ae while he is on the train, but it does as soon as he gets on 


e ‘ 

Mr. RAY. I know it is not quite as important a business to 
navigate a canal as it is to navigate a ship on the Great Lakes, 
but these rules will apply whether in the one place or the other. 
But I believe it is entirely improper to invest the Secretary of 
War with, or delegate to him, the power to make rules and reg- 
ulations which have all the foree and effect of law, while we pre- 
scribe the penalty now which shail attach to a violation such 
rules and regulations not yet in existence, and the nature and 
——— of which are. unknown. 

t kind of legislation is this? We to-day are to fix the 
penalty, the fine or imprisonment, and next weck the Secre- 
tary of War, at his option and according to his sweet will or 
ugly will, it may be, is to make the rules and regulations which 
are to come within these coe provisions. What does my dis- 
tinguished friend from Ohio think of that? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. All the statute books of the country are 
loaded with legislation of that kind. The regulations in regard 
to the public bu in the city of Washington nowhere ap- 

rin the statutes, but the power is given to the chiefs of the 

partments to make regulations, and to punish the violators 

ofthem. It is done in every department of the Government 
everywhere. 

Mr. RAY. How much more time have I, Mr. Chairman? 

Lae CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has sixteen minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The whole system of steamboat inspec- 
tion is exactly of the character which the gentleman has men- 
tioned. The steamboat inspectors are authorized to make regu- 
lations as to signals upon the water, and punishment is enacted 
in the statute for the violation of them, years before they are 
prom ted. And the punishment for the disregard of lights 
along the shore, lights not in existence, is provided for in penal 
statutes. It is not uncommon at all. 

Mr. RAY. It may be very frequent, in the estimation of the 
gentleman from Ohio, but ceouetiner to my judgment it is all 

and subversive of the rights of our citizens. 

Now, Mr. en I have oe tye ae left, = . must 

t through. was saying, when I was interrupted, that the 
a tleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] stated in substance that 

and comprehensive powers should be given to the Secre- 
tary of War in makingrules and ulations, and that it was quite 

r for these appropriation bills to provide punishment for 
¥ soe of such rules. He 7 tee theceial a aoe - 
possible for Congress to prese aw the rules and regula- 
tions Me py to navigation of vessels in fogs and mists. The 
bill itself is foggy and misty, as well as mysterious on many of 
these subjects, but not more so than was the explanation of the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

This bill directs the Secretar; of War at his discretion to cause 
surveys to be made and the cost of improvement to be estimutea 
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in at least one hundred and fifty-two different places. It was | among those who love story, song. andhome. That place {s tho 
frankly stated.by the gentleman from Ohio, a member of this | one indicated in the old song: 


committee, that these surveys and examinations are to be made | ’Way down upon de Suwance Ribber, 

with a view tothe appropriation of money fortheir improvement . Far, far away; 

in the future, incase it isfoumd necessary or proper by the officers Dar cee > aan 

making the surveys and examinations to make such improve- | [ Applause. ] * ie 

ments : re al Thank God, the Suwanee River is to be improved and cared 
I doubt the wisdom or the propriety of any such provision. [| for! [Lauchter.| 

venture to assert that no member of this House, with a map of Mr. REYBURN. Lunderstoodthe gentleman from New Yo 

the United States before him,can locate more than one-third of | (Mr. Ray] to say that he would allow me to correct ono state- 

these localities proposed to be surveyed andexamined. The bill | ment which he made. 

goes further than this, and in section 12 seems to prohibit pre- The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Peansylvania [Mr. 

liminary examinations with a view to improvements atany place ReypRuRN] isrecognized for tive minutes. The gentleman irom 

or point not designated in this bill. However great the neces- | New York [Mr. RAY] has seven minutes of his time remainin 

sity, however pressing the emergency, however strong the evi- Mr. RAY. I promised to yield to the gentleman from New 


dence of the necessity of the improvement suggested, the Sec- | york | Mr. VAN VoorHIs]. 

retary of War is absolutely prohibited from making any survey The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has alreadv recoenized the 
or investigation at a point not designated in this act. Little >entleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. REYBURN] for five minutes. 
confidence seems to be reposed in the good judgment and integ- | ‘Phe Chair will then recognize the gentleman from New York 
rity of the Secretary of War. It seems to be apprehended that | pyy, Van Vooruis). : 


a 


if left to himself, acting upon information derived from time to Mr. REYBURN. LI simuly desire to correct the stitement ot 
tinie, he will abuse the discretion and plunge the Governmentin tho gentleman from New ork [Mr. Ray] with reference to Co 
the boundless sea of extravagance. Cob and Miamus River. I desire to call the attention of the 


Tlis provision is almost.an impeachment of the head of the | oentleman from New York [Mr. RAY] to the report of the Chi 
War Department. I confess if that officer causes the location of 6" Rueineers upon that river. Did I understand the gentlen 


if 





these one hundred and fifty-two places to bo ascertained and from New York correctly that he would allow me to insert this 
marked upon the maps he will have plenty of business until the | 4. 4 part of his remarks? 
assembling of another Congress, and probably until the incoming Mr. RAY. I stated tothe gentleman that if he would point 


of another Administration, and if in addition he shall undertake | jt out to me, that in order that there might be no misapprehen 
to make surveysand ane sufficient to ascertain the pro- sion, misunderstanding, or unfairness, I would insert it in the 
priety of either improving or enlargingsuch rivers and harbors | prcorp asa part of my remarks. 
as may be found at these places, he will have expended all the Mr. REYBURN. Then TI will refer the gentleman to page “4 
money 65,000,000 of people can afford to devote to that purpose. of the report of the Chief of Engineers, in which he will find this 
I suppose the members of this House representing the various language: : 
Congressional districts in the various States will be able to pilot pn at Cos Cod and Mianus River. Connecticut.—This harbor ts a tidal 
the engineers to the points suggested by this bill, otherwise they | jniet on the north shore of Long Island Sound, extending inlani about 2 
will never be found, and I suppose, further, that the proposition mies te ee saiage ot Mianus The low-w ater chaune? fs rather narrox 
f ; jioation ¢ ints i i i > | ordere y wide muc ats, anc as adepthao 2 feet or over ai the entran 
to make investigation at these porns & simply a bait to catch | decreasing to 5feet at the railroad bridge, halfway up the inlet, ani the: 
the votes of these Representatives in sopEer: of this bill where | to miamus, decreasing to 2 feet. 
no appropriation is made for them, and to lead them to hope that Mr. RAY. Does that refer to the water or to the mud? 
in the not far distant future an appropriation will be made for Mr. REYBURN. It refers to the channel. 
their benefit. os i ae Mr. RAY. Now, I should like to ask the gentleman, is there 
Mr. Chairman, I earnestly hope that these suggestions of mine | in point of fact any creek or stream of any description there 
have no foundation upon which tostand. I trust that every dol- | powing through the land and emptying into the sound at that 
lar appropriated by this bill is to be deyoted to a wise, proper, | point? aeG 
and necessary purpose; that every one of thess proposed im- Mr. REYBURN 
provements is essential to the growth, development, and pros- | prance ? 
perity of our commoncountry. Itrustthat inthe future we may Mr. RAY. At the entrance to what? 
not discover that many of these appropriations have been inad-| wy. REYBURN. Intothe sound. 
equate, while others have been absolutely unneeessaryorwildly | ww. RAY Now. I understand that that is between what they 
extravagant. ere ; s - rics «tpn a areater et 
: ‘ r . ‘ | call this little bay and Long Island Sound itself; and [ unde 
As to the general policy of Congress in making these appro- | stand from gentlemen who know, that there is nostream of water 
priations for the improvement of rivers and harbors, [ desire to | owing throuch the land that empties there at all 
say & word. ‘ The engineers of the Army plan out an improve- | Mr. REYBURN. This report comes from the Chief of Engi- 
ment which it is known will cost a certain amount, and then Con- | neers, and it says the low-water channel is 12 feet deep at the 
gress is informed of the fact. Instead of appropriating the | .nt-ance : ; 
money necessary to commence and complete the work and hav-| wr RAY. That is the channel of that little bay they speak of 
ing it prosecuted to completion, we appropriate but a small part; Mr. REYBURN. The report of the engineer continues: 
of the sum necessary, in many cases one-tenth or one-twentieth, | ee: ceili Sie ee eal iS ieineiatiA tee teentietalins 
‘haps one-fortieth | he project for impr vernent, adopte a in 1902, provides for dredgi iz to 
or pet P e make a channel 6 feet deep at mean low water, with 150 fest width to the 
The work is commenced, prosecuted a few weeks or months | railroad bridge and thence to Miamus 100 feet width, estimated to cost 836, 
until the money is gone and then work is stopped and waits an- | °0. 
other appropriation. In the meantime the elements, storms, and Mr. RAY. Was the gentleman ever there? 


He says there is 12 feet of water at the en- 


the eternal beat and wear of the tidesand wavesare undoing and Mr. REYBURN. No, sir. 
destroying the work done, and in some casesit has been entirely Mr. RAY. Did you ever pass by there? 
obliterated.- In other cases the work is planned and when Mr. REYBURN. Yes, sir. 
planned is adequate for the wants of the city where the improve- Mr. RAY. Did you ever know of any commerce in Cos Cob 
ment is to be made; the werk drags from year to year and the | Harbor? 
city grows and enlarges, and finally we find ourselves spending Mr. REYBURN. No, sir. 
money to do a work of no earthly use when completed. While Mr. RAY. Did you see or hear anything about it except in 
making a garment for a child the child has grown toa man, ard | this report of these engineers? 
so work and material alike are wasted. Mr.REYBURN. Yes,sir. Agentleman appeared before the 
Why not stop this wasteful policy. Why notactlike business | Committee on Rivers and Harbors and explained the necessities 
men in a business matter the same as though it were our own indi- | of that place, the commerce that wag carried on there, and the 
vidual business, and not use the money of the people to belster up | great advantage it would be to the people of that section in get- 
the political fortunes of aspirants for place? ting their coal and other supplies by means of boats. 
In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, permit me to say that I find in Mr. RAY. How much commerce is carried on at that port? 
this bill one redeeming feature. There is one spot somewhere Mr. REYBURN. I do not know. 
in the broad domain of the United States the mention of which Mr. RAY. Do you know how far it is from New York City? 
always touches a tender spotinmy heart. Its mention produces Mr. REYBURN. I suppose about 50 miles. ; 
in my bosom a sweet melody like to the musie produced by the Mr. RAY. Now, the truthis that thereis not a single pound 
playing of angel hands upon the strings of golden harps. I | of freight of any kind carried on shipboard except in these pri- 
learned to love it in my earliest childhood, and when I read in | vate yachts, and there are two or three railroads running right 
this bill that $3,000 is to be used to improve that river it made | by the place. 
me forgive the members of the committee all their sins of omis- The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
sion and commission, and advocate the enrollment of their names | vania has expired. The gentleman from New York {[Mr. VAN 
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ns is recognised for new wee ~ x yielded to oe, Barris, Reetietehen. Stephenson, 
him by the gentleman rom New Yor r. RAY . OL AGE ++cmpgy ag 
Mr. VAN VOORHISof New York. I would like to have more Gravion, | Sataee ao iret ae ae 
time than that. Curtis, N. Y. Hermann. Meyer, Strait, 
Mr. RAY. Take the floor in your own right. Daniels, see, BF. — zara, 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not recognize the gentle- | De Armona, ‘Hutcheson, Montyomery, Geena, 
man in hisown rightatthistime. The Chair will recognize the | Ve orest, Tkirt, Moon, Talbert, S. C. 
gentleman later if he desires to take up more than seven min- Dinsmore, Izlar, Moses. Tarsney 
utes. The Chair is alternating the a Donovan, , oo mesdhwey, Taylor, Ind. 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I will reserve my seven a : Kieter, Paschal, ; Ter ry, 
minutes. ny, gore, atterson, racey, 
‘ 7 Durbo 3 : 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman reserves his seven min- | ittmunts’ 7 endhette, Seu, - Sernae: Gs. 
utes. The ——— in from Mississippi is recognized. Ellis, Ky. Latimer, Pendleton, W. Va. Turner, Va. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent Epes, Lawson, Pigott, Tyler, 
that general debate be closed at 5 o’clock. Fico” pazwn, ail: Van soe a. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi eed Fithian, Livingston, Reyb Walker, — 
unanimous consent that general debate on this bill be closed at | Skea =" Richards, Ohio Washington, 
5 o'clock. Is there objection? - eae ftomets wae 
Mr. RAY. One moment, Mr. Chairman. I will state to the Gelacuhainer, Maguire, Russell, Conn. Wheeier, Ala. 
gentleman from Mississippi that he would cut off one or two —* ere Russell, Ga. Whiting, 
gentlemen who desire to be heard on the bill. Why not fix it Secale, Martin, Ind. Sayers Williams Miss. 
that debate shall be closed at 2 o'clock to-morrow? Grosvenor, McCleary, Minn. Seitle,’ Wilson, Ohio 
Mr.CATCHINGS. Because [ think we have had infinitely Beit ate McCreary, Ky. = Shell, Wise, 
more debate than hus been of any use to the committee. Hare, om Megttrick, > terry Wooaard,” 
Mr. RAY. That all might be; but itseems to methat several | Harmer, McGann, Springer, The Speaker. 
gentlemen upon the floor have understood that they were going NAYS—14 
fo have aright to speak and to be heard; and if it had been | ,,,,,, iteee Cunt 1 
known or i St that this motion was to be made sufficient | Broderick, Hartman, Lmean, Woon. 
gentlemen would have yielded time to make a differentarrange- | Covert, Haugen, Mahon 
ment. Therefore, the result of the gentleman’s motion would | C°™4s Kans. Hopkins, Ill. Ray, 
unfairly, notintentionally unfairly, deal with these gentlemen; ANSWERED “PRESENT "—1. 
and, therefore, I suggest that the gentlemen make the hour for McCall. 
EE ee ee acer Cha ‘cies 1 debate erties oo + a 
r. 0 e have abundant general de 
n this bill; and I must insist on the request Veing put to the Sanne Px pana Fla. i = | 
Seen Aitken, Cooper, Wis. Hopkins, Pa. Powers, 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will again state the request. | Aen. omni. Hullel Randall 
The gentleman from Mississippi asks unanimous consent that | Arnold, Culberson, Hull, ’ Rayner, 
all general debate on this bill be closed at 5 o’clock. Is there | Avery, Dalzell, Hunter, Reed, - 
b:ection? Babcock, Davey, Johnson, Ind. Richardson, Mich. 
0 : Bailey, Denson, Johnson, N. Dak. Richardson, Tenn. 
Mr. RAY. I object. Baker, N. H Dingley, Johnson, Ohio _— Ritchie, 1 
Mr. CATCHINGS. I move that the committee rise. Baldwin Dolliver, Kribbs, Robinson, Pa. I 
The motion was agreed to. Bartlett,” Beaper, mg Schermerhorn, j 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- | Belden,’ Ellis, tiie. Oregon Lefever, Scranton, 
sumed the chair, Mr. Haton, chairman of the Committee of | Bell, Colo nton, Shaw, 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that | Beltzhoover, English, mo - [eee ae 
committee having had under consideration the bill (H. R. 6578), | Bingham, Everett, Magner, Sickles, 
had come to no resolution thereon. Blair, Fletcher, allory, Simpson, . 
Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- | B0a'ner, a Marvia, aa: 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of | Bower, N.C. Funston, McCulloch, Somers, — 
the {/nion for the consideration of on bills; and, pend- | Bowers, Cal. ar sy. McDannold, Stallings, 
ing that, I move that all general debate upon the pending bill | Breckinridge, Ky. Gitte, i a Seren. A. 
be closed in twenty minutes from this time. Brickner, Goodnight, MeMill Storer, 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi moves that | Brown, Gorman, McNagny, Sweet. 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on | Bunn. erenem, ee Tevyior tenn 
the state of the Union for the consideration of appropriation bills; | Burrows, Grout, Morgan, Thomas, 
and, —e that, moves that all general debate upon the pend- pypam, Grow, Moree, ’ tarpia.. 
Mise BOATNER. Say halt an how. coded, ee, Maat, Wort 
am . ammond, ewlands, anger, 
Mr CATCHINGS, And on that I demand the previous ques- Cannon, Cal Harter, ates, Warner, 
tion. cement. ees oy ll 
The question was put on ordering the previous question, and Chickering, Heiner, Outhwaite, Wheeler, Ii. 
the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. — . Henderson, Towa Page, rae. hie 
Mr. BOATNER. Division. Clarke, Ala. iooeenn, Paynter, Wilson; W. Va. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 122, noes 8. iran, Hike, Pence, Wright, Mass. 
Mr. RAY... No quorum. See = ines, tien Wright, Pa. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Tellers, Mr. Speakér 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint tellers. The gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. RAy] and the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi |Mr. CATCHINGS] will please take their places as tellers. 

The House — divided; and pending the count— 

Mr. CATCHINGS said: I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKE The gentleman from Mississi 
CaTCHINGS] and the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
please take their places as tellers. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 164, nays 14, 
answered “ present” 1, not voting 175; as follows: 


pi (Mr. 
Y] will 


YBEAS—164. 

Abbott, Bell, Tex. Brosius, Clark, Mo. 

Iderson, Biack, Ga. Bryan, Cobb, Ala. 
Aldrich, Black, Il. Bundy, Cobb, Mo. 
Alexander, Bland Cabanies, Cockrell, 
Baker, Kans. Branch, Caminetti, Coffeen, 
smanae, Breckinridge, Ark.Capehart, Coom 
Bartholdt, Breiz, Caruth, Cooper, 
Barwig, Srocienaee, Catchings, Cooper, Tex. 


So the pe ae question was ordered. 


The fol 


owing-named members were announced as paired: 


Until further notice: 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 
Mr. ARNOLD with Mr. WHEELER of illinois. 

Mr. BUNN with Mr. MARVIN of New York. 

Mr. GCGUNIGHT with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. LEFEVER. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. POWERs. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 
Mr. FORMAN with Mr. SuitH. 

Mr. BROWN with Mr. Morse. 

Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri with Mr. CHICKERING. 

Mr. HAYES with Mr. LAcrEy. 

For this day: 

Mr. LISLE with Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts. 


, 





ee es 
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Mr. MUTCHLER with Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER. The tellers note as present and not voting 
Mr. BOATNER, Mr. HEPBURN, and Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 
On this question the yeas are 163, the nays are 14; answering 
present 1; and noted as present3. The ayes have it, and the pre- 
vious question is ordered. 

The motion of Mr. CATCHINGS to limit the debate was then 
agreed to. 

The House again resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. HATCH in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for further consideration of the pend- 
ing bill. By order of the House, all general debate upon this 
billislimited totwenty minutes. The gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. BOATNER] is recognized. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, how is 
the time to be divided? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not informed that any order 
upon that subject was made by the House. The gentleman from 
Louisiana is entitled to recognition. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I have seven minutes 
somewhere; I do not care where it is, so that I get it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentleman from 
New York, that if that period is reached he will recognize the 
gentleman from New York. TheChair now recognizes the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana |Mr. BOATNER]. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention to 
a provision in this bill which is to be found on page 44: 

r. WALKER. Mr. Chairman,I was the last on the list. 
Does not this reverse the list? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. WALKER. I say I was the last on the list. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, I object to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts taking me off the floor. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Louisiana[Mr. Boat- 
NER]isentitled to the floor, and has been recognized. The Chair 
hopes that the rules of the House will be observed without fur- 
ther request from the Chair. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention to 
a provision of this bill which is to be found on page 44, and reads 
as follows: 

At the head of the Atchafalaya and the mouth of Red River, Louisiana, 
for the rectification thereof: Continuing improvement, 870,000, of which 


$2,500 may be used in improving Bayou Des Glaises, in the parish of 
Avoyelles. 





This is a provision for the continuance of the plan of rectifi- 
cation which was proposed by the a aye River Commission 
in 1885, and for the execution of which there has been appro- 
priated and expended since that time the sum of $767,000. The 
engineer in charge of the work, in his last report, states that 
the plan is practically a failure, and that for two months during 
the past season navigation between the Red River system and 
the Mississippi was oe suspended. 

At the proper time I shall move to strike that appropriation 
out of the bill. In the Fifty-first Congress the river and harbor 
bill carried an appropriation for this purpose of $250,000. I 
moved at that time to strike it out on substantially the same 
grounds that I intend to make the motion now; namely, that up 
to that time it had been a failure, and the prospects were the 
continuance of the work would not only not be beneficial to in- 
terests of navigation, but absolutely injurious in many respects. 
Experience since that time has demonstrated that the indications 
which then presaged that the efforts to maintain a channel of 
communication between these two streams, the Mississippi and 
the Red River, by the means which had been proposed by the 
Mississippi River Commission in its report in 1885 would prove 
a failure, were not fallacious. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if I can have the attention of the com- 
mittee, I want to emphasize the fact that the plan proposed by 
the Mississippi River Commission in 1885 was not a plan of 
their own invention, but was one which was practically dictated 
by the river and harbor bill of 1884. In 1882 the Mississippi 
River Commission made the following recommendations with 
respect to the rectification of the Atchafalaya and restoring the 
normal regimen of the river at that point: 

We therefore recommend that, at the earliest possible time, a continuous 
brush sill be laid across Old River between Turnbulls Island and the Missis- 
sippi, at such point as surveys show to be advisable, with the object of check- 
ing the enlargement of the outlet from the Mississippi at that point. 

he sill should have a base of not less than 200 feet, and anavigable channel 
over its crest of 5 by 200 feet atextreme low water inthe Mississippi. It should 
be continued up and for some distance on the banks, and be well secured 
ene ballast. The growth of the willows on the upper part should 


The banks above and below the sill should be protected against washing or 
caving. 
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We also recommend that the study of the subject be continued in order to ascer- 
tain— 

First. The expediency of completing the divorce between the Mississippi on the 
one hand and the Red and Atchafalaya Rivers on the other. 

Second. The feasibility of giving navigable access to the Afchafalaya, Teche, 
and Red Rivers through locks in Bayou Plaquemine. 

Third. The improvements needei for the navigation of the Plaquemine, and 
of the Atchafalaya above its junction with that stream. 

Fourth. The improvements needed in the Atchafalaya below the junction af 
the Plaquemine for navigation and to give vent to the increasing discharge from 
above. , 

Now, Mr. Chairman, Congress, instead of authorizing the Com- 
mission to deal with this question as they saw fit, incorporated 
a provision in the general appropriation bill of 1884 which prac- 
tically commanded the Commission to undertake the work which 
they did undertake thereafter. That provision in the river and 
harbor act of 1884 relating to this subject was as follows: 


Improving Mississippi River from the head of the passes to Cairo, includ 
ing the improvement and preservation of the harbors of New Orleans, 
Natchez, Vicksburg, Greenville, Memphis, Hickman, and Columbus, the de- 
flection of the waters of the Red River from the Atchafalaya, and keeping 
> a navigable channel through the mouth of the Red River into the Mis. 
sissippi River. 

That is to say, everything was subordinated to maintaining a 
navigable channel from the Mississippi into the Atchafalaya. 
This act passed in 1884. In 1885 the Mississippi River Com mis- 
sion presented a plan in accordance with the act of Congress, 
which plan has been pursued since that time. 

Now, I call attention to the appropriations which have been 
made tocarry out that plan. In 1886, $187,500; in 1888, $250,000; 
in 1890, $250,000; in 1892, $80,000; making an aggregate of $/67,- 
000, which is proposed to be supplemeuted now by an appropria- 
tion of $70,000, making a total of $837,000 which will have been 
appropriated if this item should pass, for the purpose of main- 
taining a low water navigable channel between these two 
streams. In this connection I[ call attention to the last report 
made by the engineer in charge as to the effect of this work: 

Rectification of the Red and Atchafalaya Rivers, 764 miles below Cairo.—The 
condition of affairs remains the same at this point as was described in the 
last report of the Commission. The project for improvement has also been 
set forth in full detail in previous reports. , 

At the approach of low water and during September, 1892, three dredges 
were employed in maintaining the channel from the Mississippi, through 
lower Old River, into the Red and Atchafalaya. Notwithstanding every «fort 
navigation was entirely suspended from October 1 until early in November and 
was not freely reopened until the 19th of that month. 

During the year the Commission has contracted for the building of a 
dredge boat specially designed for work in upper Old River on the alopted 

roject for meeting the requirements of several acts of Congress on the sub- 
fect This boat will be completed before the low-water season, whea dredg- 

ng will be commenced in upper Old River. 

he balance of the appropriation on hand, after paying for this dredge, 
may not be more than sufficient for temporary work in maintaining naviga- 
tion during the low-water season through lower Old River. As soon as suf- 
ficient funds are available for the completion of the dam it is proposed to 
take advantage of the expressed willingness of the steamboat meu of the 
Red, Atchafalaya, and Ouachita Rivers, mentioned in our last report, to re. 
linquish the use of the old channel and suspend their trade for the time dur- 
ing which it will be necessarily obstructed by the raising of the dam toa 
sufficient height to divert a large part of the low-water discharge to the 
north of Turnbulls Island, and thus codperate with the dredging op rations 
in opening that channel. 

This is the report of the engineer officer as found in the re- 
port of the Secretary of War for the present year. 

Now, it will be found by reference to the annual reports of the 
engineers that the same condition of things has happened every 
year during the continuance of these appropriations. Mr. Chair- 
man, I am opposed to the continuance of this work, not only be- 
cause of the enormous waste of money which is involved in it, 
but because it is in direct antagonism to the theory, the plan, 
the system which the commission has adopted with reference to 
the reclamation of the Mississippi Valley from overflow. Its 
direct tendency is to maintain a tremendous outlet from the 
Mississippi River, which in my judgment is the cause of most of 
the trouble we have had in the lower river. 

Iam reliably informed—informed by those who know—that 
the Mississippi River has filled up for some 15 miles above and 
20 miles below the mouth of Old River by reason of the disturb- 
ance created by the immense draft of water through the Atcha- 
falaya, the immense divergence of the water of the Mississippi 
River into the Atchafalaya being drawn there by the main- 
tenance and continuance of this tremendous outlet. 

Sir, I call the attention of those who have investigated the 
subject to the fact that in 1859—during which year we had the 
largest flood that ever has passed down the Mississippi River, 
during which the river reached the highest mark upon the 
gauges—notasingle crevasse occurred, or if any occurred it was 
so insignificant that it did not attract any attention. The en- 
tire valley was protected from overflow. And at that time the 
Atchafalaya could not carry one-fourth of the water which it 
carries at this time. It was called a bayou. It was not naviga- 
ble at low water atall. It was a small stream, almost fordable 
at its mouth. Now it is an enormous river between half a mile 
and three-quartersof a mile wide, 150 feet deep at its mouth, and 
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carrying away at flood tide fully one-sixth of the total volume of 
the Mississippi River. 

We insist that an adherence to the plan which the Mississippi 
River Commission has adopted and has adhered to everywhere 
else, requires that the Red River shall be permitted to divorce 
itself from the Mississippi, and that if nature had been allowed 
to take its course—if the natural forces which are at work there 
kad not been interfered with and counteracted by works involv- 
ing this enormous expenditure of money—there would now be a 
high bank between the Mississippi and the Red River systems 
which would protect the Atchafalaya from the immense volume 
of water which pours down it, and would in turn protect the 
country from overflow. ‘The works costing so much have been 
unproductive of the results expected; have been of little or no 
benefit to river commerce, but have prevented the formation of 
a bar across the mouth of Old River, and thus prevented the 
separation of the two streams, a result absolutely necessary if 
the continued enlargement of the Atchafalayais to be prevented 
and the disastrous consequences which inevitably follow solarge 
a lateral discharge from the Mississippi are to be averted. 

{ submit, sir, that the interests of the valley ought not to be 
sacrificed to the interests of those who are engaged in steam- 
boating, and who desire that a channel shall be maintained for 
them through the mouth of the Red River at any expense to the 
Government and to the incalculable damage of those who are 
subjected to the overflows resulting from this interference with 
the regimen of the river—this filling up of the channel always 
invariably following the slackening or stoppage of currents, 
which is caused by the lateral discharge of any considerable 
volume of water. In this instance the formation of a sunken 
dam, or what is aval to it, the shoaling of the river for miles 
above and below tie mouth of Old River, which is the connect- 
ing link between the Mississippi and the Atchafalaya, has had 
the effect of slackening, in many instances absolutely stopping, 
the current in the Mississippi for ee | miles above, raising the 
flood level and impairing the channel by the sedimentary de- 
posit, which necessarily takes place. It also arrests the flow of 
ae down the Black River, inundating its banks for miles 
above. 

I submit that what I said in the Fifty-first Congress has been 
demonstrated by what has happened since that time. I call the 
attention of the House to the protest which I read to the Fifty- 
firat Congress when the river and harbor bill was under consid- 
eration, adopted by the police jury (the same as the board of 
county commissioners in any other State) of the ish of Con- 
cordia, La., and sent to me to be submitted to this body: 

Tho police jary of Concordia Parish met at the court-house in Vidalia, 
La., on Moi , April 7, 1800, and there were present: Hon. J. C. ee 

ent; L. unier, A. G. Ober, T. D. Barker, A. Carothers, sr., and 

V. Davis, jr. Absent: H. i. Wilcox, W. H. Harvey, Dr. 8. P. Hornsby, and 
). B. Burley. 

The — of last meeting were read and approved. 

The following resolutions were, on motion, unanimo ag ee 

Resolved, First. That we regard with alarm the action of the ppi 
River Commission in placing dams or sills across the Atchafalaya River and 
the proposed further obstruction tothe free discharge of the waters of the 
Red River and its tributaries to the Gulf by way of the Atchafalaya, as tend- 
ing to cause the overfiow by back water of this and adj a and 
oS oa basin of the only drainage outiet in h water pro- 

Resolved, Second. That t bstruc- 
tions being placed in either, Che fed River ox the Atchafalaya “which shall 
restrict or impede the Sn week nian Red River by way of a, 
as an interference with vested rights and depriving the citizens of 
parish of thelr property without just compe 

Resolved, Third, That we urge upon our members and Senators in Con- 
gress to use thelr efforts to secure the divorcing of the Red River and Atch- 
afalaya from the Mississippi by continuing the levees of this parish across 
Red River and connecting them with those of Pointe Coupée, and adopting 
the Plaquemine route for navigation, as originally recommended by the 

Resolved, Fourth, That acommittee of three be ted to 
present copies of these resolutions to Senators and ves in Con- 
ene from this State, to the Secretary of War, and Mississippi River 

mission, and that said committee be further authorized to ascertain 

What legal proceedings should be taken to secure the removal of the ob- 
structions already in the Atchafalaya and to prevent further inter- 
ference with the natural drainage of the parish if too late to obtain relief 
at the hands of Co Ss. 

Adopted April 8, 1890. 


J. C. FERRIDAY, President. 
Attest: : 


GUS. LEMLE, Clerk, 


Mr. Chairman, it was stated at that time, in reply to my mo 
tion to strike out the appropriation of $250,000, that the money 


which was proposed to be appropriated would complete the eae 


and that then it would be demonstrated that the fears w 

were entertained by those who sent the protest which I have 
read and by those who were — to the em peeeeeteens 
to be groundless. That was 1890. We had since that 
time two overflows; and the results have demonstrated, not that 
our fears were groundless but that they were well founded. 
They have further demonstrated that the plan has been utterly 
inefficient to provide a low-water channel, and that the low-water 
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channel when maintained at all has been maintained by the use 
of dredge boats and dredge boats alone; and for two seasons it 
oa impossible to maintain it even by the use of dredge 

Now, the Mississippi River Commission recommended as far 
back as 1883 that the Red River and Atchafalaya system should 
be permitted to divorce itself fromthe Mississippi. They called 
attention to the fact that natural forces would, toa great extent, 
accomplish the purpose. They recommended that navigation 
be maintained with the interior system—the Atchafalaya, the 
Red, the Teche, the Ouachita, and all those streams which make 
their connection now with the Mississippi through the mouth 
of Red River by means of the Bayou Pinctentinn, which had 
formerly been a navigable stream and which can be restored to 
a navigable condition. They call attention to these facts: 

Prior to 1867 or 1868 Bayou Plaquemine was navigable by the largest steam- 
boats, but sometime —— the years mentioned the police jury of Iberville 
Parish, without warrant of law, caused a dike to be built across the bayou, 
shutting out the water of the Mississippi River. 

Steamers which had used the Plaquemine route to the Teche and Courta- 
bleau were thus forced to go by way of the mouth of the Red River and the 
Atchafalaya, and at low water, owing to the closing of the mouth of Red 
River, are compelled to cease running. 

The opening of this bayou is therefore of great importance, as, if opened, 
it would furnish communication at all seasons with thenavigable waters of 
Northern and Western Louisiana, which are stated by good authority to 
have an available length of 4,300 miles. 

In 1885 a panies for the improvement of this bayou, by building a lock to 
connect it with the Mississippi River, and clearing out the channel so as to 
give a depth of 6 feet at mean low-water level of the Gulf, was presented. 
T vement was estimated to cost $1,708,250. 

In 1888 $100,000 was appropriated “for securing a navigable channel 60 feet 
wide and 6 feet in depth from deep water up to the Plaquemine Dike, and 
for securing the mouth of the bayou from further caving.” 

Again in 1890 an appropriation of $100,000; in 1892 another of 
$100,000, and here is another embodied in this bill of $100,000 to 
carry on the same character of work. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
carrying that plan to its perfection, opening the bayou to navi- 
gation, putting a lock atits mouth not only makes a shorter and 
acheaper route for the commerce of the Mississippi River to 
the interior system, but it will enable us to close up the mouth 
of the old river by which we would save not only the inunda- 
tions from the waters coming from that river, but we would also 
save the enormous sum of money proposed to be spent in carry- 
ing out the project to its completion. And after an experience 
of four years and a careful examination of every report of the 
engineer in charge of the work, showing that this money has 
been absolutely thrown away, aad that navigation is maintained 
only by dredging, it is time to calla halt and refuse a further 
appropriation in that direction. 

or that reason I now give notice that when this provision is 
reached in the bill I shall move to strike out the appropriation 
which is reported by the committee, and insert in lieu thereof 
an appropriation of $25,000 to maintain a low-water channel by 
dredging until the canal through the Plaquemine River can be 
prepared for use. 

r. MCKEIGHAN. Will the gentleman from Louisiana per- 
mit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BOATNER, Certainly. 

Mr. McKEIGHAN. DolI understand the gentleman to say 
that the improvements of the river are made for the purpose of 
preventing overflows or inundations? 

Mr. BOATNER. Oh, yes. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I think my colleague does 
not mean to answer the question in that manner. I think he 
misunderstood the question. 

Mr. BOATNER. The gentleman asks if these improvements 
are maac for the purpose of preventing overflows. Improve- 
ee whom? 

Mr. MCKEIGHAN. I mean the improvements by the Gen- 
eral Government. 

Mr. BOATNER. Yes; but I will state to the gentleman—— 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. I will state in answer to the 
gentleman's question if my colleague will allow me—— 

Mr. Mc GHAN. The gentleman has already answered my 
question and I am satisfied with the answer. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. My colleague misunderstood 
the question. The improvementat the mouth of the Red River 
had n whatever to do with the improvements for the pro- 
tection of any particular locality. 

Mr. BOA ‘capes nacwtaet — Soe for oA a = Ana 

man who propoun e uiry t unti e - 

rst Congress every river and harbor appropriation bill which 
carried an approp for the vement of the Mississippi 
River, contained also a proviso ibiting the use of any of the 
money ap ted for the construction and repair of levees to 
— vate property from overflow or damage. - This was 
ollowed by a provision authorizing the artes River Cam- 
mission toconstruct levees wherever they would be of an 
to the navigation by increasing the depth of the river, confining 
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the water to the channel, and scouring out the bed by the erosive 
action of the waters. But in the Fifty-first Congress that pro- 
viso was advisedly and deliberately stricken out, on the ground 
that the overflows in the Mississippi Valley, or prevention of 
overfiows by the Genera] Government, was a work of such na- 
tional and interstate importance that it was absolutely necessary 
that the Government should undertake it and not the State. 

After full consideration and exhaustive debate, the prohibi- 
tion to which I have referred was omitted from the river and 
harbor bill of the Fifty-first Congress and this action was fol- 
lowed by the Fifty-second. The Mississippi River Commission 
has since undertaken the construction of a complete system of 
levees, having in view not only channel improvement, but the 
protection of the alluvial lands of the valley from overflow, a 
work second in importance and beneficence to none ever under- 
taken by this Government, if it is not the first. This conclu- 
sion was reached not only I think because of the magnitude of 
the work and its national importance, but because no State had 
the necessary jurisdiction or power to perform it—one State 
could not protect itself by levees unless joined by those above 
or below on the river, and works considered necessary by one 
might be objected to by another. 

For the protection of the valley it was necessary that there 
should be one system which should embrace both sides of the 
river, and which would have the effect of notonly improving the 
navigation of the river by deepening its channel and removing 
obstructions in it, but would protect the transportation of the 
United States mails and the interstate commerce of the United 
States which was being carried on by railroads through that part 
of the country; and also of protecting an immense area from 
devastation by overflow. 

And Lam now asking this House, in carrying out the plans 
which the Mississippi River Commission have adopted, of con- 
fining the waters of the river to the river itself, to refuse ap- 
propriations for the continuance of a work which will maintain 
the largest outlet which there is in the river at any point, and 
leave the Mississippi River Commission free to pursue what 
course they may see proper with reference to this question. 
They can leave the Atchafalaya as the natural outlet of the 
waters which come down through the Red and Black and all of 
those tributary streams, and leave the Mississippias it formerly 
was, when we were not subject to the overflows which have af- 
flicted us since 1865, to carry off its own water. And I believe 
that this will be conducive not only to the general welfare of 
the country there, but that it will result in an enormous saving 
of money to the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
By order of the House, all general debate upon the bill is 
closed, and the clerk will now read the bill under the five- 
minute rule, for amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, e(c., That the following sums of money be, and are hereby, 
appropriated, to be paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 

propriated, to be immediately available, and to be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of War and the supervision of the Chief of En- 
gineers, for the constructien, completion, repair, and preservation of the 


publie works hereinafter named: , 
Improving harbor at Camden, Me.: Continuing improvement, $12,000. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. I move the committees do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the Chair, Mr. HATCH, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 6518) making 
appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of 
certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other pur- 
poses, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
and joint resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 6073) to extend the limits of the port of New York; 

A bill (H. R.6055) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
over the Monongahela River in the city of Pittsburg; 

A bill (H. R. 6442} to protect the birds and animals in Yellow- 
stone National Park, and to punish crimes in said park, and for 
other purposes; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 158) instructing the Secretary of War 
to return to the State of fowa the flag of Twenty-second Regi- 
ment of lowa Volunteer Infantry; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. No. 74) for the proper enrollment of 
Thomas R. Proctor in the Navy of the Uni States; 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. HENDERSON of ‘th Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I have 
extended certain remn™» : { made wpon the sundry civil 
appropriation bill,arcd . ' to print them im the Recorp. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [{Mr. 


| HENDERSON] asks leave to have printed in the RECORD certain 
remarks upon the sundry civil appropriation bill. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iask that the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. RICHARDSON] be given leave of absence on account of sick- 
ness. 

There was no objection. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted 

To Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana, for this day, on account of 
ness. 

To Mr. HOLMAN, for this day, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. GRIFFIN, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Bower of North Carolina, for two weeks, on account 
of sickness in his family. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, [ ask leave of absence for 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CLARKE] for fifteen days, on 
account of important business. 

There was no objection. 

METHODS OF ACCOUNTING IN THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER. The House members of the Joint Commis- 
sien to Investigate the Executive Departments ask to have made 
the following order which the Clerk will report: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Committee on Appropriations be directed to incorporate in the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill to be reported at this 
session, the provisions of the bill (H. R. 648) improving the methods of 
accountingin the Treasury Department, and for other purposes, as the 
Passed the House May 2, 1894, and to report appropriations in accordan 
therewith in said appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. Without any objection this order will be 
made. 

There was no objection. 

On motion of Mr. DOCKERY,amotion to reconsider the vote 
by which the House agreed to the above order, was laid on the 
table. 

And then, on motion of Mr. CATCHINGS (at 5 o'clock and 
minutes p. m. ), the House adjourned. 


Onder clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. Rk. 
6918) granting a pension to Delia Boyles and Luella Boyles 
widow and minor heir of Daniel Boyles, late of Company K, 
Fourth Regiment United States Cavalry, and the same was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS. AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the f[ol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. RAWLINS. A bill (H. R. 6994) providing for addi 
tional associate justices of the supreme court of Utah, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. A bill (H.R. 6965) to pen 
sion certain widows and children of o‘licers and enlisted men of 
the Army awd Navy of the United States during the late war 
of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DENSON (by request): A bill (H. R. 6967) to stop the 
interest on national debt, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CADMUS (by request): A bill (H. R. 6968) to incor- 
porate the Washington Traction Company of the District of 
Columbia—to the Committes on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 6976) requiring 
gates or guards to be erected atrailroad crossings in the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A joint resolution (H. Res.170) to 
authorize the purchase of the painting by Victor Nehlig rep 
resenting Pocahontas saving the life of Capt. John Smith—to 
the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A joint resolution (HH. Res. 171) relative to 
the officers of the Medical Corps of the Army and Navy—to the 
Committee on Military A ‘fairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BRYAN: A bill (H. R. 6969) for the relief of Benjamin 
F. Poteet—to the Committee on Claim- 


By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H.R. 6970, togrant increase of pem 
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sion to Russian Blair, Company B, Fifty-fourth Illinois Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN (by request): A bill (H.R. 6971) for the 
relief of William H. Ballard—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. NEILL (by request): A bill (H. R. 6972) for the relief 
of Henry McGill, Monroe County, Ark., to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. PAYNTER: A bill (H. R. 6973) to place the name of 
Angus V. Wilson on the muster roll of the Forty-fifth Regiment 
Mounted Infantry Kentucky Volunteers—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 6974) to pension Mrs. 
John H. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 6975) for the relief 
of the heirs and eredlters of Elizabeth Townsend—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 











PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Petition of Charies F. 
Adams and 49 other citizens, W. P. Bacon and 26 other citizens, 
B. W. Lord and 7 other citizens, all of New Hampshire, for the 
establishment of a Government telegraph and telephone serv- 
ice—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BLAIR: Petition of Fred G. R. Gordon and 175 other 
citizens of Manchester, Potter Dyball and 100 citizens of East 
Canterbury, Thomas Leavitt and 23 other citizens of Exeter, 
and Nathan B. Whitten and 37 other citizens of Holderness, all 
in New Hampshire, for the establishment of a Government tel- 
egraph and telephone service—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Annie M. Bliss and 16 other citizens of Do- 
ver, N. H., and Chicago, Ill., for the establishment of a Govern- 
ment telegraph and telephone service—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post- " 

By Mr. BRICKNER: Petition of Excelsior Marine Benevo- 
lent Association, Milwaukee, Wis., signed by 23 citizens, peti- 
jee for the establishing of light-house for signals and light 
ships in the waters of Green Bay and Lake Michigan—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of 40 citizens of Mount Joy, Lan- 
caster County, Pa., in favor of House bill 5246 against immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of the Journalistic Protective 
Association of New York City, praying for favorable action on 
the bill providing for Government ownership of a sys- 
tems—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- s. 

Also, petition of the New York seeeenareeee. Union, No. 1, of 
New York City, praying for favorable action on the bill provid- 
ing for Government ownership of telegraphs—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the United States Cloak and Suit-Cutters of 
New York City, favoring the bill providing for Government 
ownership of telegraph systems—to the Committee onthe Post- 
Office and Post-Reads. 

By Mr. ENGLISH: Petition of citizens of Lake County, Cal., 
in support of the Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Asa H. te ae of Washington, 
Vt., and 25 others, members of S. C. Smith Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, in behalf of the early settlement of the claims 
now pending in the Pension Office—to the Committee on [nvalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of S. B. White, and 62 others, of Topsham, Vt., 
in favor of the bill to regulate the traffic in oleomargarine—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of R. M. Pratt, of Putney, and others, for law 
regulating the sale of oleomargarine—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Mr. HALL of Minnesota: Protests of the Evangelical 
Letberen Churches of Bergen, Wellington, Young erica, 
Goodhue, Arlington, Renville, Cedar M Hay Creek, Water- 
town, and El sian, »rainst proposed constitutional amendment— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of citizens of Stillwater ae 
Granite Falls, Albert Lea, Austin, Benson, and other cities 
Minnesota, together with Charles Settgast, E. A. Malone, Nills 
Sorenson, W. K. Mitchell, of St. Paul, and other in the 
State, favoring Government ownership of h lines—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Protestof 5t. Paul’s Evan- 
gelical Lutheran Church, of Fairmont, Minn., signed by Rev. 
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L. F. Frey, pastor, and Charles Schneider, W.Senne, and William 
Wizner, trustees, representing 218 members, against any change 
in the preamble to the Constitution of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

= Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: Petition of E.H. Phelps and others, 
against the income tax on incomes of loan and building associa- 
tions—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of H. E. Dordendorf and others, against the in- 
come tax on incomes of loan and building associations—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORSE: Resolution by the Legislature of Massachu- 
setts, indorsing House bill 5294 to regulate the mode of removal 
of letter-carriers—to the Committee onthe Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of 121 citizens of Oldham, S. Dak., 
and vicinity, asking for the passage of a law for a postal tele- 
graph and telephone by the Government—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RITCHIE: Resolution of Toledo (Ohio) Medical As- 
sociation, favoring House bill 5837—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, resolution of Toledo (Ohio) Produce Exchange, favoring 
reciprocal trade—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of Toledo (Ohio) Medical Association, against ap- 
propriation recommended for maintenance of library of Surgeon- 
General's Office —to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSK: Memorial against the abolition of the custom- 
house at Annapolis, Md.—to the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Treasury rtment. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Two petitions in favor of the regulation of 
dairy products by State laws—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of Frank E. Abbott and 68 
other citizens, C. S. Linkletter and 74 other citizens, Andrew 
Henshaw and 88 other citizens, A. D. De Garms and 91 other citi- 
zens, W. L. Ducey and 65 other citizens, S. A. Long and 68 other 
citizens, all of Michigan, praying for the establishment of a Goy- 
ernment telegraph and tzlephone service—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of H.J.Cartright and 50 others, J. N. Torrins 
and 14 others, William Constable and 44 others, J ohn MeNitt and 
86 others, Aibert Murray and 14 others, E. B. Bigelow and 25 
others, Gideon Noel and 22 others, William Gilbert and 94 others, 
W.H. Green and. 18 others, Benjamin F.Pixley and 18 others 
G. M. Finzel and 101 others, and C. W. Gibson and 12 others, all 
citizens of Michigan, praying for the establishment of a Gov- 
ernment telegraph and telephone system—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of A.S. Patrige and 117 other citizens of Michi- 
gan, praying for the establishment of Government telegraph 
and telephone service—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of Daniel Platt, of Cresco, 
Iowa, and B. Amenderson, of Decorah, Iowa, against the income 
tax on national building and loan associations—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WALKER: Petition of David Manning, and 560 citi- 
zens of Worcester, Mass., and vicinity, praying for the enact- 
ment of laws restricting immigration—to the Committee on [m- 
migration and Naturalization. 


SENATE. 
Fripay, May 4, 1894. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBuRN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of ate by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolu- 
tions; and they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 6055) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
over the eo River in the city of Pittsburg: 

A bill e R. 6073) to extend the limits of the portof New York; 

A bill (H. R. 6442) to protect the birds and animals in Yellow- 
stone National Park, and to punish crimes in said park, and for 
other purposes; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 74) for pro r enrollment of Thomas 
R. Proctor in the Navy of the Un States; and — 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 168) instructing the Secretary of 
War to return to the State of Iowa the flag of Twenty-second 
Regiment of Iowa Volunteer [nfantry. 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented the petition of J. B. Drinkard and 
40 other citizens of Bluefield, W. Va., praying that building and 
loan associations, national and local, be exempted from the pro- 
posed income-tax provision; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of Pickéns Council, No. 90, Junior 
Order of United American Mechanics, of Pickens, W. Va., pray- 
ing for the passage of House bill No. 5246, to restrict immigra- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Cincinnati (Ohio) 


Chamber of Commerce and Merchants’ Exchange, praying for | 


the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill: which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. POWER presented the petition of J. Swan and 68 other 
citizens of Helena, Mont., praying that fraternal society and 
college journals be admitted to the mails as second-class mat- 
ter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Charles Lane, chairman; 
Henry 8S. Davis, secretary, and C. W. Colman, representing a 
mass meeting of citizens of Butte, Mont., raying that all inter- 
ference with the forward march of the Coxey industrial army 
be discontinued; which was referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Legislature of the 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts, in general court assembled, 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 5294, to regulate the 
mode of removal of letter-carricrs; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S.1273) for the relief of Bernard J. D. 
Irwin, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed 
to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the naval ap- 
propriation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the 
earings paper, referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 1992) for the relief of Briscoe 
B. Bouldin; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 82) authoriz- 
ing all officers of the Medical Corps of the Army and Navy who 
ae be members of the Association of ee Surgeons of the 
United States to wear the badge of that association on all occa- 
sions of ceremony; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

AMENDMENT TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to 
be printed. 

AMENDMENTS TO REVENUE BILL. 

Mr. VEST. I submit certain amendments to the tariff bill, 
which I move be printed and lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

DYNAMITE-GUN CRUISER VESUVIUS. 

Mr. HUNTON. Iask permission to call up the bill (S. 826) to 
remit the penalties on the dynamite gun cruiser Vesuvius. 

Mr. ALLISON , I think before that bill is considered we 
ought to be certain of a quorum. 
at this moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 


There is no quorum present 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- | 


swered to their names: 


Allison, Faulkner, McLaurin, Roach, 
Bate, ere McPherson, Sherman, 
enki Gallinger, Martin, Shoup, 
Blackburn, George, Mitchell, Wis. Smith, 
Caffery, Gordon, Morrill, eller, 
Call, Gorman, Palmer, ie, 
y; Gray, Pasco, Vest, 
Chandler, Ha ‘ Peffer, Vilas, 
e, Hawley Perkins, alsh, 
" Hunton, Pettigrew, ite, 
Dixon, Jones, Ark. Power, Wilson, 
Dolph. Lodge, Quay, Wolcott 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-eight Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. The Senater 


from Virginia asks unanimous consent for the present consider- | 


ation of the bill (S. 826) to remit the penalties on the dynamite- 
te cruiser Vesuvius. The bill was read at length yesterday. 
there objection to its present consideration? 
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Mr. HARRIS. If there be no debate I shall not object to the 
present consideration of the bill; but yielding to the Senator 
from Virginia for that purpose, under the same circumstances 
I shall feel bound to yield to every other Senator. However, I 
do so with notice that I reserve the right, if it leads to debate, 
to object at any stage of the proceedings, and I shall object if 
it consumes time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I shall not delay action 
upon the bill. I simply wish to say that I sm opposed to its 
passage. I find that under the system which was adopted some 
eight yearsagofor the construction of vesselsfor the Navy, under 
which premiums were to be paid when certain requisites were se- 
cured in the construction of vessels and certain penalties imposed 
for deficiencies of one sort and anotherin construction, the out- 
come practically has been that we pay all the premiums 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President,I object to the further consid- 
eration of the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. HARRIS. It must be a very short moment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It will be very short if the Senator will 
restrain himself. 

Mr. HARRIS. I withdraw the objection for the present. 
_Mr.CHANDLER. I wish when the Senator says he will yield, 
if there is to be no debate and interrupts me, he would kindly 
wait until I finnish my sentence. My sentences are usually very 
short; they are not drawn out or protracted; and I should pre- 
fer to have the Senator interrupt me when I reach a period, be- 
cause Senators will understand that it is difficult to resume the 
| thought that you thought you had. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I object to the further consid- 
eration of the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator interrupts me again, and—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
is out of order. There is objection to the present consideration 
of the bill. The Calendar under Rule VILI is in order. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3740) 
to amend an act entitled ‘An act regulating the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors in the District of Columbia,” agreed to the con- 
ference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Coss of Alabama, Mr. 
MEREDITH, and Mr. BABCOCK managers at the conference on 
the part of the House. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill, the pending 
question being on the amendment of the Committee on Finance, 
on page 1, line 6, after the word ‘‘countries,” to insert ‘‘ or 
withdrawn for consumption;” so as to read: 

There shall be levied, collected, and paid upon all articles imported from 
forei countries, or withdrawn for consumption, and mentioned in the 
schedules herein contained, the rates of duty which are, by the schedules 
and paragraphs, respectively prescribed, etc. 

Mr. QUAY resumed the floor in continuation of the speech 
begun by him on the I4thof April. After having spoken two 
hours and a half, 
Mr. SQUIRE said: 
uorum present. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLANCHARD in the chair). 
The suggestion having been made that there is noquorum pres- 
ent, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roil, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 
Allen, Faulkner, 





——— $$ 


Mr. President, I suggest thatthere isnota 


2 


McLaurin, Quay, 


Allison, Frye, Martin, Ransom, 
Bate, Gallinger, Mills, Roach, 
Berry, George, Mitchell,Oregon Sherman 
Blackburn, Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Squire, 
Blanchard, Gorman, Morrill, Teller, 
Caffery, Gray, Palmer Turpie 
Camden, H » Pasco, Vest, 
Chandler, Hawley, Peffer, Voorhees 
Cockrell, Hoar, Perkins, Walsh 
Coke, Hunton, Pettigrew, White, 
Taniel, Jarvis, Platt, Wolcott. 
Dolph, Lodge, Pugh, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-one Senators have re- 
sponded to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Pennsylvania yield 
to me? 
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Mr. QUAY. Certainly. 

[Mr. QUAY’S — will be published entire after it shall 
have been concluded. | 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HARRIS. Imove that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After three hours and fifty- 
five minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, 
and (at 5o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned un- 
til to-morrow, Saturday, May 5, 1894, at 11 o’clock a. m. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 4, 1894. 
INDIAN AGENT. 


James McLaughlin, of Fort Totten, N. Dak., to be agent for 

the Indians of the Standing Rock Agency, in North Dakota. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
To be brigadier-general by brevet. 

Maj. Edwin C. Mason, Twenty-first Infantry, brevet colonel, 
United States Army (now colonel Third Infantry), for gallant 
and meritorious service in action st Indians in the Lava 
Beds, California, A 17, 1873, and for gallant service inaction 
against Indians at the Clearwater, Idaho, July li and 12, 1877. 

Lieut, Col. William B. Royal, Third Cavalry, brevet colonel, 
United States Army (now colonel retired), for gallant service ia 
action against Indians on Rosebud Creek, Montana, June 17, 1876. 

Capt. Guy V. Henry, Third Cavalry, brevet colonel, United 
States Army (now lieutenant-colonel Seventh Cavalry), for gal- 
lant and meritorious service in action against Indians on Rose- 
bud Creek, Montana, June 17, 1876, where he was severely 
wounded. 

Maj. Andrew W. Evans, Third Cavalry, brevet colonel, United 

States Army oe lieutenant-colonel retired), for gallant service 
aa nesen against Indians at Big Dry Wash, Arizona, July 17, 
1882. 
Maj. John Green, First Cavalry, brevet lieutenant-colonel, 
United States Army (now lieuteonant-colonel retired), for gallant 
service in action against Indians in the Lava Beds, California, 
January 18, 1873, and for conspicuous gallantry in the several 
actions — Modoc war. 

Maj. Lewis Merrill, Seventh Cavalry, brevet colonel, United 
States Army (now lieutenant-colonel retired), for gallant service 
in action against Indians at Canyon Creek, Montana, September 
13, 1877. 

Capt. Frederick W. Benteen, Seventh Cavalry, brevet colonel, 
United States Army (now major retired), for gallant service in 
action against Indians on the Little Big Horn, Montana, June 
25 and 38, 1876, and in action against Indians at Canyon Creek, 
Montana, September 13, 1877. 


To be colonel by brevet. 

Maj. Charles E. Compton, Sixth Cavalry, brevet liceutenant- 
colonel, United States Army (now colonel Fourth Cavalry), for 
distinguished service in leading a ——e battalion in a t 
and successful charge inactionagainst Indians on the Red River, 
Texas, August 30, 1874. 

Capt. Anson Mills, third Cavalry, brevet lieutenant-colonel, 
United States Army (now colonel Third Cavalry), for gallant 
service in action against Indians at Slim Buttes, Dakota, Sep- 
tember 9, i876. : 

Maj. John Green, First Cavalry, brevet lieutenant-colonel, 
United States Army (now lieutenant-colonel retired), for gallant 
service in action against Indians at Mount Turnbull, Arizona, 
April 30, 1869. 

Capt. Marcus P. Miller, Fourth Artillery, brevet lieutenant- 
colonel, United States ee major Fifth Artillery), for 
galiant and meritorious service in action against Indians in the 
ava Beds, California, April 17, 1873, and for special gallantry 
and military ability in action against Indians at the Clearwater, 
Idaho, July 11 and 12, 1877. 

Capt. tet cog Randall, Twenty-third Infantry, brevet ma- 
jor, United Army (now major Fourth Infantry), for gal- 
ant service in action against Indians near Pinal, Ariz., March 
8, 1874, and for distinguished services during the campaign 
against Indians in Arizona in 1874. 


To be lieutenant-colonel by brevet. 
Maj. George M. Sternberg, surgeon OSS poleeneet ta 
Su n-General), for oullens service in the of his 
rofessional du =e i action against Indians, at the 
u * . 
Capt. David S. Gordse, Second Cavalry, brevet major, United 
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States Army (now colonel Sixth Cavalry), for gallant service in 
action against Indians at Miners Delight, Wyo., May 4, 1870. 

Capt. George M. Brayton, Eighth Infantry, brevet major, 
United States Army (now colonel retired), for gallant service in 
actions against Indians in Arizona, June 25, 1875, July 4, 1875, 
January 10, 1877, January 21, 1877, and January 30, 1877. 

Capt. James S. Casey, Fifth Infantry, brevet major, United 
States Army (now lieutenant-colonel First Infantry), for con- 
spicuous onllantey in leading his command ina successful charge 
against a superior number of Indians, strongly posted, at Wolf 
Mountain, Montana, January 8, 1877. 

Capt. Richard Comba, Seventh Infantry, brevet major, United 
States Army (now lieutenant-colonel Twelfth Infantry), for gal- 
lant service in actions against Indians atthe Big Hole, Montana, 
August 9, 1877. 

Capt. John M. Bacon, Ninth Cavalry, brevet major, United 

States — (now lieutenant-colonel First Cavalry), for gallant 
service in the actions against Indians on the Rio Pecos, Texas, 
June 7, 1869, and near the headwaters of the Salt Fork of the 
Brazos River, Texas, October 28 and 29, 1869. 
- Capt. Curwen B. McLellan, Sixth Cavalry, brevet major, 
United States Army (now lieutenant-colonel retired), for gallant 
service in action inst Indians in the San Andreas Mountains, 
New Mexico, April 7, 1880, and in action against Indians near 
Red River, Indian Territory, August 30, 1874. 

Capt. George M. ‘Randall, Twenty-third Infantry, brevet 
ars United States Army (now major Fourth Infantry), for 
gallant service in actions against Ind at Turret Mountain, 
a March 27, 1873, and at Diamond Butte, Arizona, April 
ants LO10- 

Capt. John A. Kress, Ordnance Department, brevet major, 
United States Army (now major, Ordnance Department), for 
gallant service in actionagainst Indians on the Columbia River, 
Oregon, July 8, 1878. 

Capt. Adna R. Chaffee, Sixth Cavalry, brevet major, United 
States Army (now major, Ninth Cavalry), for gallant service in 
a cavalry charge over rough and precipitous bluffs held 
by Indians, on the Red River, Texas, August 30, 1874, and for 
gallant service in action against Indians at the Big Dry Wash, 
Arizona, July 17, 1882. 

Capt. James Jackson, First Cavalry, brevet major, United 
States Army (now major, Second Cavalry), for gallant and meri- 
torious service in action against Indians during the Modoc war, 
especially in the action on Lost River, Oregon, November 29, 
1872, and for lant service in action against Indians at the 
Clearwater, Idaho, July 12, 1877. 

Capt. Wirt Davis, Fourth Cavalry, brevet major, United 
States Army (now major, Fifth Cavalry), for gallant service in 
action against Indians on the North Fork of Red River, Texas, 
September 29, 1872, and in action against Indians in the Big 
Horn Mountains, Montana, November 25, 1876. 

First Lieut. John B. Babcock, Fifth Cavalry, brevet major, 
United States Army (now major and assistant adjutant-general), 
for gallant service in actions against Indians at Tonto Creek, 
a June 16, 1873, and at Four Peaks, Arizona, January 

6, . 

Maj. Alfred E. Latimer, Fourth Cavalry (now major retired), 
for gallant service in action against Indians on the North Fork 
of Red River, Texas, September 29, 1872. 

Capt. Tullius C. Tupper, Sixth Cav. , brevet major, United 
States Army (now major retired), for gallant service in success- 
fully leading a cavalry nenge ——- Indians in the action on 
Red River, Texas, August 30, 1874, and for gallant service in 
action against Indians at the Las Animas Mountains, New Mex- 
ico, April 28, 1882. 

Capt. Wyill s Lyman, Fifth Infantry, brevet major, United 
States Army (now major retired), for gallant service in the ac- 
tions against Indians on the Upper Washita River, Texas, Sep- 
tember 9, 10, and 11, 1874. 

Capt. James M. Bell, Seventh Cavalry, brevet major, United 
States Army, for gallant service in action against Indians at 
Canyon Creek, Montana, September 13, 1877. 

First Lieut. Allan H. Jackson, Seventh Infantry, brevet major, 
United States Army (now captain, Seventh Infantry), for gal- 
lant service in action against Indians at the Big Hole, Montana, 
Ares 9, 1877. 

First Lieut. Charles C. Cresson, First Cavalry, brevet major, 
United States Army (now first lieutenant retired), for t 
and meritorious service in action t Indians at the Lava 
Beds, California, April 17, 1873, and for gallant service in action 


against Indians at Meadows, Idaho, August 20, 1877. 
To be major by brevet. : 
t. Henry C. Hasbrouck, Fourth Artillery (now jor, 
Fourth Artillery), for gallant service in action ageinst Indians 
at Sorass Lake, ‘ornia, May 10, 1873. 


’ 
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Capt. Simon Snyder, Fifth Infantry (now colonel, Nineteenth 
Infantry), for gallant service in action against Indians at Bear 
Paw Mountain, Montana, September 30, 1877. 

Capt. Evan Miles, Twenty-first Infantry (now lieutenant-col- 
onel Twentieth Infantry), for gallant service in action against 
Indians at the Clearwater, Idaho, July 11 and 12, 1877, and 
against Indians at the Umatilla Agency, Oregon, July 13, 1878. 

Capt. Edmond Builer, Fifth Infantry (now lieutenant-colonel 
retired), for conspicuous gallantry in leading his command in a 
successful charge against a superior number of Indians, strongly 
posted, at Wolf Mountain, Montana, January 8, 1877. 

Capt. Henry McElderry, assistant surgeon (now aan sur- 
geon), for gallant service in action against Indians at the Lava 
Beds, California, January 17, 1873, and for meritorious services 
in action against Indians near the Double Mountain Fork of the 
Brazos River, Texas, May 7, 1869. 

Capt. Thomas McGregor, First Cavalry (now major, Second 
Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians at the 
Santa Maria Mountains, Arizona, May 6, 1873. 

Capt. Henry Carroll, Ninth Cavalry (now major, First Cav- 
alry), for gallant service in action against Indians on the Main 
Fork of the Brazos River, Texas, September 16, 1869, and against 
Indians in the San Andreas Mountains, New Mexico, April 7, 
1880, where he was severely wounded. 

Capt. William A. Rafferty, Sixth Cavalry (now major, Second 
Cavalry), for gallant service in actions against Indians on the 
Little Wichita River, Texas, October 5, 1870, and in the Hatchet 
Mountains, New Mexico, April 28, 1882. ; 

Capt. Emil Adam, Fifth Cavalry (now major retired), for gal- 
lant service in action against Indians at Muchos Canyons, Ari- 
zona, September 25, 1872. 

Capt. Myles Moylan, Seventh Cavalry (now major retired), 
for gallant service in action against Indians at Bear Paw Moun- 
tain, Montana, September 30, 1877, where he was severély 
wounded. 

Capt. Camillo C. C. Carr, First Cavalry (now major, Eighth 
Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians at Camas 
Meadows, Idaho, August 20, 1877. 

Capt. Ezra P, Ewers, Fifth Infantry (now major, Ninth In- 
fantry), for gallant service in action against Indians under Crazy 
Horse on the Tongue River, Montana, January 8, 1877. 

Capt. James N. Wheelan, Second Cavalry (now major, Eighth 
Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians on the 
Rosebud, Montana, May 7, 1877. ’ 

Capt. Adam Kramer, Sixth Cavalry (now major, Sixth Cav- 
alry), for gallant service inactions against Indians at Ash Creek, 
Arizona, May 6, 1880, and at Big Dry Wash, Arizona, July 17, 
1882 


Capt. Robert H. Montgomery, Fifth Cavalry (now major re- 
tired), for gallant service in action against Indians at Muchos 
Canyons, Arizona, September 25, 1872, and in a scout made by 
him through Tonto Basin, Arizona, during the months of No- 
vember and December, 1874. 

Capt. Charles W. Miner, Twenty-second Infantry, for gallant 
service in action against Indians at Spring Creek, Montana, 
October 15 and 16, 1576. 

First Lieut. Frank D. Baldwin, Fifth Infantry (now captain, 
Fifth Infantry), for a gallant and successful attack on Sitting 
Bull’s camp of Indians on Big Dry River, Montana, December 
18, 1876, and for conspicuous gallantry in action against Indians 
at Wolf Mountain, Montana, January 8, 1877. 

First Lieut. John G. Bourke, Third Cavalry (now captain, 
Third Cavalry), for gallantry in an attack on Indians on Powder 
River, Montana, March 17, i876, and in action against Indians 
on Rosebud Creek, Montana, June 17, 1876. 

First Lieut. John L. Bullis, Twenty-fourth Infantry (now cap- 
tain, Twenty-fourth Infantry), for gallant service in action 
against Indians near Saragossa, Mexico, July 30, 1876, and in 
— against Indians in the Burro Mountains, Mexico, May 3, 

1. 
Capt. James M. J. Sanno, Seventh Infantry, for gallant serv- 
oe against Indians at the Big Hole, Montana, August 


"Capt. Alexander B. MacGowan, Twelfth Infantry, for gallant | 


service against Indians in their attack on Fort Apache, Arizona, 
September i, 1881. 
pt. Charles Porter, Eighth Infantry, for gallant service in 
actions against Indians in Arizona, August 15, 1876; October 4, 
1876, and January 7, 1878, and in action against Indians in Ari- 
zona, oye 3, 1878. 
Capt. Mott Hooton, Twenty-second Infantry, for gallant serv- 
ice in action against Indians at Spring Creek, Montana, October 
15 and 16, 1876. 
Constant Williams, Seventh Infantry, for gallant service 
in against Indians at the Big Hole, Montana, August 9, 
1877, where he was twice wounded. 


Capt. Stephen P. Jocelyn, Twenty-first Infantry, for conspic- 
uous gallantry in action against Indians at the Clearwater, Idaho, 
July 11 and 12, 1877. 

Capt. Henry J. Nowlan, Seventh Cavalry, for gallant service 
in action against Indians at Canyon Creek, Montana, September 
13, 1877. 

Capt. Edward S. Godfrey, Seventh Cavalry, for gallant serv- 
ice in action against Indians at Bear Paw Mountain, Montana, 
September 30, 1877, where he was wounded. 

Capt. Charles A. Coolidge, Seventh Infantry, for gallant serv- 
ice in action against Indians at the Big Hole, Montana, August 
9, 1877, where he was three times wounded. 

First Lieut. Mason Carter, Fifth Infantry, brevet captain, 
| United States Army (now captain, Fifth Infantry), for gallant 
| service in action against Indians at Bear Paw Mountain, Mon 

tana, September 30, 1877. 

Capt. Charles A. P. Hatfield, Fourth Cavalry, for gallantserv- 
ice in action against Indians in the attack on Geronimo’scamp, 
in the Santa Cruz Mountains, in New Mexico, May 16, 1886. 

First Lieut. Henry Romeyn, Fifth Infantry, brevet captain, 
United States Army (now captain,!Fifth Infantry), for gallant 
service in action against Indians at their village in Bear Paw 
Mountain, Montana, September 30, 1877, where he was severely 
wounded. 

Capt. Stephen G. Whipple, First Cavalry (now captain re- 
tired), for gallant service in action against Indians at the Clear- 
water, Idaho, July 11 and 12, 1877. 

Capt. Alfred B. Taylor, Fifth Cavalry (now captain retired), 
for gallant service in action against Indians at the Caves, Ari- 
zonu, December 28, 1872. 

Capt. Robert Pollock, Twenty-first Infantry (now captain re- 
tired), for marked bravery and gallant service in action against 
Indians at the Clearwater, Idaho, July 11 and 12, 1877. 

Capt. Charles Bendire, First Cavalry (now captain retired), 
for gallant service in actions against Indians at Canyon Creek, 
Montana, September 13, 1877. 

Capt. Eugene A. Bancroft, Fourth Artillery (now captain re- 
tired), for gallantservice in actions against Indians at the Clear- 
water, Idaho, July 11 and 12, 1877, where he was severely 
wounded. 

Capt. Randolph Norwood, Second Cavalry (now captain re 
tired), for gallant service in action against Indians at Camas 
Meadows, Idaho, August 20, 1877, and for gallantry in action 
against Indians on the Rosebud, Montana, May 7, 1877. 

Capt. Lemuel A. Abbott, Sixth Cavalry (now captain retired), 
| for gailant service in action against Indians at Big Dry Wash, 

| Arizona, July 17, 1882. 

Second Lieut. Edmund R. P. Shurly, Twenty-seventh Infan- 
try, brevet captain, United States Army (now first lieutenant 
retired), for gallant service in the successful defense of a Gov- 
ernment supply train against a large force of Indians near 
Goose Creek, Dakota, November 4, 1867, where he was severely 
wounded. 

Capt. Arthur Morris, Fourth Artillery (since deceased), for 
gallant service in actions against Indians at the Clearwater, 
idaho, July 11 and 12, 1877. 

First Lieut. Patrick Cusack, Ninth Cavalry, brevet captain, 
United States Army (since deceased), for gallant service in ac- 
tion against Indians in the San Andreas Mountains, New Mexico, 
April 7, 1880. 


To be captain by brevet. 


First Lieut. Charles P. Eagan, Twelfth Infantry (now major, 
commissary of subsistence), for gallant service in action against 
Indians in the Lava Beds, California, April 17, 1873, where he 
was wounded. 

First Lieut. Charles F. Humphrey, Fourth Artillery (now 
major, quartermaster), for gallant service in action against 
Indians at the Clearwater, Idaho, July 11, 1877. 

First Lieut. Charles A. Woodruff, Seventh Infantry (now 
major, commissary of subsistence), for gallant service in action 
against Indians at the Big Hole, Montana, August 9, 1877, where 
he was three times wounded. 

First Lieut. Frank D. Baldwin, Fifth Infantry (now captain, 
Fifth Infantry), for gallant service in actions against Indians on 
the Salt Fork of the Red River, Texas, August 30, 1874, and on 
McLellans Creek, Texas, November 8, 1874. 

First Lieut. William Conway, Twenty-second Infantry (now 
captain, Twenty-second Infantry), for gallant service in action 
— Indians at Spring Creek, Montana, October 15 and 16, 

76. 

First Lieut. William A. Thompson, Fourth Cavalry (now cap- 
tain, Fourth Cavairy), for gallant service in actions against In- 
dians in the canyon near Red River, Texas, September 27 and 28, 
1874, and at Las Lagunas Quatro, Texas, November 5, 1874. 

Second Lieut. John G. Bourke, Third Cavalry (now captain 
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Third Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians at | First Lieut. Peter Leary, jr., Fourth Artillery (now captain, 


The Caves, Arizona, December 28, 1872, and in the campaign 
against Indiangjn Arizona, April, 1873. 

‘First Lieut” Hiram H. Ketchum, Twenty-second Infantry 
(now captain T'wenty-second Infantry), for gallant service in 
action against Indians near the mouth of the Big Horn River, 
Montana, August 11, 1873. 

First Lieut. Abram E. Wood, Fourth Calvary (since deceased), 
for gallant service in actions against Indians at Sand Creek, 


Kansas, September 21, 1878, and at Punished Women’s Fork, | 


Kansas, September 27, 1878. 

First Lieut. Eugene D. Dimmick, Ninth Cavalry (now cap- 
tain Ninth Cavalry), for gallantservice in action against Indians 
in the Black Range Mountains, New Mexico, September 23, 187). 


First Lieut. Karl D. Thomas, Fifth Cavalry (now captain Fifth | 


Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians at The 
Caves, Arizona, December 28, 1872, and for distinguished serv- 
ices in the campaign against Indians in Arizona, April, 1874. 

First Lieut. Martin B. Hughes, Ninth Cavairy (now captain 
Ninth Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians in 
the San Andreas Mountains, New Mexico. April 7, 1880. 

First Lieut. Henry W. Sprole, Eighth Cavalry (now captain 
Eighth Cavalry), for gallant service in the pursuit of Indians on 
the Washita Liver, Texas, October 14 and 15, 1874, and in the 
action against Indians on Muster Creek, Texas, November 29, 
1874. 

First Lieut. William C. Manning, Twenty-third Infantry (now 

captain Twenty-third earn for gallant service in action 
against Indians at Mazatzal Mountains, Arizona, December 13, 
1872. 
First Lieut. John L. Bullis, Twenty-fourth Infantry (now cap- 
tain Twenty-fourth Infantry), for gallant service in actions 
against Indians at Remolina, Mexico, May 18, 1873, and on the 
Pecos River, Texas, April 26, 1875. 

First Lieut. Walter S. Schuyler, Fifth Cavalry (now captain 
lifth Cavalry), for gallantry in action against Indiansin the Big 
Horn Mountains, Montana, November 25, 1876. 

Yirst Lieut. Benjamin C, Lockwood, Twenty-second Infantry 
(now c.iptain Twenty-second Infantry), for gallant service in ac- 
tion against Indians at Spring Creek, Montana, October 15 and 
16, 1876. 

First Lieut. William F. Stewart, Fourth Artillery (now cap- 
tain Fourth Artillery), for gallant service in action against In- 
dians at the Clearwater, Idaho, July 11 and 12, 1877. 

First Lieut. Peter Boehm, Fourth Cavalry (now captain re- 
tired), for gallant service inaction against Indians on the Brazos 
River, Texas, October 28 and 29, 1869; for special gallantry in 
action on the samo river, October 10, 1871, and for gallant con- 
duct in action against Indians on the Red River, Texas, Sep- 
tember 29, 1872. 

First Lieut. John Lafferty, Eighth Cavalry (now captain re- 
tired), for gallant service in actions against Indians in the Black 
Slate Mountains, Nevada, February 15, 1867, and in the Chiri- 
cahua Pass, Arizona, October 20, 1869, where he was severely 
wounded. 

First Lieut. Robert McDonald, Fifth Infantry (now captain 
retired), for conspicuous gallantry in —- his command in a 
successful charge against Indians, strongly posted, at Wolf 
Mountain, Montana, January 8, 1877. 

first Lieut. James H. Spencer, Thirtieth Infantry (now cap- 
tain retired), for gallant service in action against (ndians near 
Fort Fred Steele, Wyo., March 22, 1869. 

First Lieut. Byron Dawson, Ninth Cavalry (now captaia re- 
tired), for gallant service in the actions against Indians on the 
Rio Pecds, Texas, June’7, 1869, and on the Brazos River, Texas, 
October 23 and 29, 1869. 

First Lieut. Charles King, Fifth Cavalry (now captain retired), 
for gallant and distinguished service in action against Indians 
near Diamond Butte, Arizona, May 21, 1874. 

* First Lieut. Max Wesendorff, First Cavalry (now captain re- 
tired), for gallant service in action against Indians at Squaw 
Peak, Arizona, September 30, 1872. 

First Lieut. Gilbert E. Overton, Sixth Cavalry (now captain 
retired), for gallant service in leading a cavalry — in the 
action against Indians on McLellans Creek, Texas, November 
8, 1874. 

First Lieut. Henry M. Benson, Seventh Infantry (now captain 
retired), for gallant service in action against Indians at Camas 
Meadows, Idaho, August 20, 1877,where he wasseverely wounded. 

First Lieut. John Conline, Ninth Cavalry (now captain retired), 
for gallant service in action nst Indians in the San Andreas 
Mountains, New Mexico, April 7, 1880. 

First Lieut. Oskaloosa M. Smith, Twenty-second Infantry (now 
— and commissary of subsistence), for gallant service in 
= — Indians at Spring Creek, Montana, October 15 and 
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, Fourth Artillery), for gallant and meritorious service in actions 

a Indians in the Lava Beds, California, April 15 and 16, 

| io. 

First Lieut. Abiel L. Smith, Fourth Cavalry (now captain and 

| commissary of subsistence), for gallant service in the campaign 

| against Geronimo’s band of Indians in Sonora, Mexico, from July 
to September, 1886. 

| First Lieut. Sydney W. Taylor, Fourth Artillery (now cap- 
tain, Fourth Artillery), for gallant and meritorious conduct in 

, actions against Indians during the Modoc war of 1873. 

| First Lieut. James W. Watson, Tenth Cavalry, for gallant 

| service in action against Apache Indians near Salt River, Ari- 
zona, March 7, 1890. 

First Lieut. Granville Lewis, Fifth Infantry (now first lieuten- 
| ant retired), for gallant service in action against Indians on the 
| Upper Washita River, Texas, September )), 1874, where he was 
| severely wounded. 

‘irst Lieut. George E. Albee, Forty-first Infantry (now first 

lieutenant retired), for gallant service in the actions against 

| Indians on the Brazos River, Texas, September 16, 1869, and 
October 28 and 29, 1869. 

First Lieut. Robert H. Fletcher, Twenty-first Infantry (now 
| first lieutenant retired), for gallant service in actions against 
| Indians at the Clearwater, Idabo, July 11 and 12, 1877, and at 
Canyon Creek, Montana, September 13, 1877. 

_ Second Lieut. Hayden De Lany, Ninth Infantry, brevet first 
lieutenant, United States Army (since henmmeali. for gallant 
service in action against Indians in the Big Horn Mountains, 
Montana, November 25, 1876. 

First Lieut. John W. Wilkinson, Seventh Cavalry (since de- 
ceased), for gallant service in action against Indians at Canyon 
Creek, Montana, September 13, 1877. 


To be first lieutenant by brevet. 


Second Lieut. Charles Morton, Third Cavalry (now captain, 
Third Cavairy), for gallant service in action against Indians in 
the Tonto country, Arizona, June 5, 1871. 

Second Lieut. Earl D. Thomas, Fifth Cavalry (now captain, 
Fifth Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians near 
Fort McPherson, Nebr., June 8, 1870. . 

Second Lieut. Frazier A. Boutelle, First Cavalry (now cap- 
tain, First Cavalry), for gallantry in action against Indians at 
Lost River, Oregon, November 29, 1872, and for conspicuous 
gallantry and meritorious conduct during the whole Modoc war. 

Second Lieut. Walter S. Schuyler, Fifth Cavalry (now captain, 
Fifth Cavalry), for gallant service in actions against Indians, at 
Muchos Canyons, Arizona, September 25, 1872; on Lost River, 
Arizona, June 26, 1873; at Salt River, Arizona, April 28, 1874, 
and in the Red Rock Country, Arizona, May 14, 1874. 

Second Lieut. Frank West,Sixth Cavalry (now captain, Sixth 
Cavalry), for gallant service in actions against Indians on the 
Washita River, Texas, September 9, 10, and 11, 1874. 

Second Lieut. Peter S. Bomus, First Cavalry (now captain, 
First Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians at 
the Mazatzal Mountains, Arizona, December 13, 1872. 

Second Lieut. Francis Michler, Fifth Cavalry (now captain 
Fifth Cavalry), for gallant service in actions against Indians at 
MuchosCanyons, Arizona, September 25, 1872, and at the head of 
Tonto Creek, Arizona, January 22, 1873. 

Second Lieut. John T. Van Orsdale, Seventh Infantry (now 
captain Seventh Infantry), for gallant service in action against 
Indians at the Big Hole, ‘Montana, August 9, 1877. 

Second Lieut. Edward J. McClernand, Second Cavalry (now 
captain Second Cavalry), for gallantry in the pursuit of indians 
and in action against them in the Bear Paw Mountains, Montana, 
September 30, 1877. 

Second Lieut. William H. Miller, First Cavalry (now captain 
and assistant quartermaster), for gallant service in action 
against Indians at the Lava Beds, California, April 17, 1873, 
and for gallant and meritorious conduct during the Modoc war. 

Secon Lieut. Charles A. Williams, Twenty-first Infantry 
(now captain Twenty-first Infantry ), for gallant service in ac- 
tion nst Indians at the Clearwater, Idaho, July 11, 1877, 
where he was severely wounded. 

Second Lieut. Henry H. Wright, Ninth Cavalry (now captain 
Ninth Cavalry), for gallant service in actions against Indians 
in Florida Mountains, New Mexico, January 24, 1877; in the 
Sacramento Mountains, New Mexico, July 29, 1878, and in the 
Miembres Mountains, New Mexico, May 29, 1879. 

Second Lieut. John F. Guilfoyle, Ninth Cavalry (now captain 
Ninth Cavalry), for gallant service in actions against Indians at 
White Sands, New Mexico, July 19, 1881; in the San Andreas 
Mountains, New Mexico, July 25, 1881, and at Monica Springs, 
New Mexico, — 3, 1881. 

Second Lieut. Thomas M. Woodruff, Fifth Infantry (now can- 
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tain Fifth Infantry), for gallant service in action against In- 
dians at Bear Paw Mountain, Montana, September 30, 1877. 

Second Lieut. Charles H. Heyl, Twenty-third Infantry (now 
captain Twenty-third Infantry), for gallant service in action 
against Indians on the south side of the Verde River, Arizona, 
May 24, 1874, and for gallantry in action against Indians near 
Grace Creek, Nebraska, April 28, 1876. 

Second Lieut. William H. Kell, Twenty-second Infantry (now 
captain Twenty-second Infantry), for gallant service in action 
against Indians at Spring Creek, Montana, October 15 and 16, 
1876. 

Second Lieut. Ezra B. Fuller, Seventh Cavalry (now captain 
Seventh Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians 
at Canyon Creek, Montana, September 13, 1877. 

Second Lieut. Hobart K. Bailey, Fifth Infantry (now captain 
Fifth Infantry), for gallant service in action against Indians on 
McLellan’s Creek, Texas, November &, 1874. 

Second Lieut. Charles W. Taylor, Ninth Cavalry (now captain 
Ninth Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians in 
the San Andreas Mountains, New Mexico, April 7, 1880. 

Second Lieut. Francis E. Eltonhead, Twenty-first Infantry 
(now captain, Twenty-first Infantry), for distinguished service 
and conspicuous gallantry in action against Indians at the 
Clearwater, Idaho, July 11 and 12, 1877. 

Second Lieut. Alfred C.Sharpe, Twenty-second Infantry (now 
captain, Twenty-second Infantry), for gallant service in action 
against Indians at Spring Creek, Montana, October 15 and 16, 
1876, 


Second Lieut. Frederick W. Sibley, Second Cavalry (now cap- | : , ; 
; : os > : : | county of S . State of § : ' 
tain, Second Cavalry), for gallant service in action against In- | y of Sanborn and State of South Dakota. 


dians on the Little Big Horn River, Montana, July 7, 1876. 
Second Lieut. Alfred M. Fuller, Second Cavalry (now captain, 
Second Cavalry), for gallant service in action against Indians 
on the Rosebud, Montana, May 7, 1877, where he was wounded. 
Second Lieut. Edward E. Hardin, Seventh Infantry (now first 
Lieutenant, Seventh Infantry), for gallantservicainactionagainst 
Indians at the Big Hole, Montana, August 9, 1877. 
Second Lieut. James D. Nickerson, Seventeenth Infantry 


(now first lieutenant, Seventeenth Infantry), for gallant service | 


in action against Indians at Spring Creek, Montana, October 15 
and 16, 1876. 

Second Lieut. Herbert J. Slocum, Seventh Cavalry (now first 
lieutenant, Seventh Cavalry), for gallant service in action against 
Indians at Canyon Creek, Montana, September 13, 1877. 

Second Lieut. Augustus P. Blockson, Sixth Cavalry (now first 
lieutenant, Sixth Cavalry), for gallant service in action against 
Indians at Ash Creek, Arizona, May 7, 1880. 

Second Lieut. George L. Converse, jr., Third Cavalry (now 
first lieutenant, Third Cavalry), for gallant service in action 
against Indians at Big Dry Wash, Arizona, July 17, 1882, where 
he was severely wounded. 

Second Lieut. Stephen C. Mills, Twelfth Infantry (now first 
lieutenant, Twelfth Infantry), for gallant service in actions 
against Indians at San Andreas Mountains, New Mexico, April 
7, 1880, and in the Las Animas Mountains, New Mexico, April 28, 
1882. 

Second Lieut. George H. Morgan, Third Cavalry (now first 
lieutenant, Third Cavalry), for t service in action against 
Indians at Big Dry Wash, Arizona, July 17, 1882, where he was 
severely wounded. 

Second Lieut. William C. Brown, First Cavalry (now first 
lieutenant, First Cavalry), for gallant service in action against 
Indians at Big Creek, Idaho, August 19, 1879, and in the recon- 
noissances of August 17 and September 25, 1879. 

Second Lieut. Louis H. Orleman, Tenth Cavalry (now first 
lieutenant retired), for gallant service in actions against In- 
dians at Beaver Creek, Kansas, October 18, 1868, and at Wichita 
Agency, Indian Territory, August 22, 1874. 

Second Lieut. Robert G. Carter, Fourth Cavalry (now first 
lieutenant retired), for specially gallant conduct in action 
against Indians on the Brazos River, Texas, October 10, 1871. 

Second Lieut. Charles Braden, Seventh Cavalry (now first 
lieutenant retired), for gallant and meritorious services in ac- 
tion against Indians on the Big Horn River, Montana, August 
11, 1873, where he was severely wounded. 

Second Lieut. Robert H. Young, Fourth Infantry (now first 
lieutenant retired), for gallant service inaction against Indians 
near Fort Fred Steele, Wyoming, March 22, 1869. 

Second Lieut. Bainbridge Reynolds, Third Cavalry (now out 
of service), for gallant service in action against Indians at the 
Rosebud, Montana, June 17, 1876. 

Second Lieut. Edward W. Casey, Twenty-second Infantry 

since deceased), for gallant service in action against Indians on 

uddy Creek, Montana, May 7, 1877. 

Second Lieut. Francis Woodbridge, Seventh Infantry (since 
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deceased), for gallant service in action against Indians at the 
Big Hole, Montana, August 9, 1877. 

Second Lieut. Edward S. Farrow, Twenty-first Infantry (now 
out of service), for gallant service in actions against Indians at 
Big Creek, Idaho, August 19, 1879, and at Big Meadows, Idaho, 
October 8, 1879. 

Second Lieut. Powhatan H. Clarke, Tenth Cavalry (since de- 
ceased), for gallant service in actions against Indians near Salt 
River, Arizona, March 7, 1890, and in the Penito Mountains, 
Mexico, May 3, 1886. 





POSTMASTERS. 

Allen B. Brown, to be postmaster at Ipswich, in the county of 
Edmunds and State of South Dakota. 

Maurice J. Herlihy, to be postmaster at Wilton, in the county 
of Hillsboro and State of New Hampshire. 

Eleazer C. Converse, to be postmaster at Newport, in the 
county of Sullivan and State of New Hampshire. 

Gilman C. Shattuck, to be postmaster at Nashua, in the 
county of Hiilsboro and State of New Hampshire. 


Burdge H. Hurd, to be postmaster at Parker, in the county of 
Turner and State of South Dakota. 
Albert R. Garretson, to be postmaster at Lead, in the county 


of Lawrence and State of South Dakota. 

J. V. Conklin, to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of 
Lincoln and State of South Dakota. 

Louis J. Bachand, to be postmaster at Bayfield,in the county 
of Bayfield and State of Wisconsin. 

Theodore D. Samuels, to be postmaster at Woonsocket, in the 


R. W. Harliman, to be postmaster at Webster, in the county 


| Of Day and State of South Dakota. 


Anna Kingman, to be postmaster at Broadhead, in the county 
of Green and State of Wisconsin. : 

Henry C. Hunt, to be postmaster at Reedsburg, in the county 
of Sauk and State of Wisconsin. 

Emmet Horan, to be postmaster at Eau Claire, in the county 
of Eau Claire and State of Wisconsin. ; 

William Tobin, to be postmaster at Madison, in the county of 
Lake and State of South Dakota. , 

C. Pliny Earle, to be postmaster at Gouverneur, in the county 
of St. Lawrence and State of New York. 

M. W. Ryan, to be postmaster at Medford, in the county of 
Taylor and State of Wisconsin. " 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, May 4, 1894. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. 
EK. B. BAGBY. 

The Journalof yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

NAVAL OBSERVATORY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of de- 
ficiencies in appropriation for contingent expenses for the Naval 
Observatory for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, submitted 
by the Secretary of the Navy; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES COURTS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates of defi- 
ciencies in appropriations for United States courts, submitted 
by the Attorney-General; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


SALE OF LIQUORS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H.R. 3740) to 
amend an act entitled “An act regulating the sale of intoxicat- 
ing liquors in the District of Columbia,” with Senate amend- 
ments. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House noncon- 
cur in the Senate amendment and agree to the conference asked. 

The SPEAKER. This isa House bill with a Senate amend- 
ment. The Senate asks a conferenc> on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses, and the gentleman from Missouri moves to 
nonconcur in the Senate amendment and agree to the confer- 
ence. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before that is dons I would like to have the 
amendment of the Senate read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate amend- 
ment. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
“That section 16 of an act entitled ‘An act regula 
cating Nquors in the District of Columbia,’ approved t 

1893, be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“Seo. 16. That license for any of the pur fied in any section of 
said act shall not, be granted to any person te conduct such business within 
400 feet of a public schoolhouse, private school, or house of religious wor- 
ship, measured between the nearest entrance to each by the shortest course 
of travel between such place of business and any schoolhouse, private 
school, or house of religious worship, except that barroom licenses may be 
granted to hotels existing March 3, 1893, having thirty guest chambers, and 
to hotels established thereafter having not less than fifty rooms for the ac- 
commodation of guests; and wholesale liquor licenses may be granted to the 
proprietors of stores established prior to said date, or to the erection or oc- 
cupation of such public or private school or place of religious wi ip: 
Provited, That the respective members of the excise board shall have power 
to administer oaths or affirmations in any matter affected by the operation 
of said act and this and the following amendments thereof, and any person, 
having taken such oath or affirmation, who shal) knowingly and corruptly 
give false testimony before said board shail as to a material fact be deemed 





the sale of intoxi- 
e 3d day of March, 


guilty of perj ary. and on conviction shall be punished by a fine of not more 
than #500, or by imprisonment at hard labor not more than two years, or 
both, in the discretion of the court.” 


That section 8 of said act be, and the same is hereby, amended by adding 
thereto the following: ‘‘And said board shall appoint an assistant clerk at 
a salary not to exceed $1,200 per annum.” 

That section 5 of said act be, and the same ia hereby, amended by striking 
= word “twenty,” in line 26, and inserting in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 

That section 15 of said act be, and the same is hereby, amended by strik- 
ing out, in lines 5 and 6, the words “‘two reputable citizens,” and inserting 
in lieu thereof the words “ a credibie resident.”’ 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I notice that the bill which 
went from the House provided simply that this should apply 
only to those hotels and lodging places that existed on March 3, 
1891 or 1892. 

Mr. HEARD. Eighteen hundred and ninety-three. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And the Senate has amended it so that it 
may extend to hotels and lodging houses hereafter erected. I 


before such an amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, the Senate amendment utterly 
changes the House bill. Its friends would scarcely know it, so 
far as the objects to be effected by the present form of the biil 
is concerned. I therefore ask that the Senate amendment be 
nonconcurred in, in order that the Committee on the District of 
Columbia may present to this House their views on the bill un- 
der such conditions that they may be considered fully and prop- 
erly understood. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have no —— to the conference, pro- 
vided that the nonconcurrence is not merely formal, and that 
in this matter the conferees on the part of the House will not 
surrender without at least consulting the House. 


neee that the House shall have an opportunity to pass upon it | 
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Mr. HEARD. Mr. apenas. I shall ask for the appointment | 


of such confereesfrom the committee as will stand by the action 
of the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Allright, if that be the understanding. 

Mr. PICKLER. I understand, Mr. Speaker, that the claim 
was made in the discussion in the Senate that this bill was very 
much restrictive of the House bill, and that they had put a re- 
striction on the liquor traffic very much more restrictive than 
the House. Whereas the House bill confined the operations of 
the act to saloons and hotels that had been established before 
March 3, 1893, in regranting licenses, the Senate amendment 
now throws it wide open for all hotels that may be built in the 
future and all liquor houses if they have fifty rooms. The kind 
of rooms is not described. Thus they can open this liquor traf- 
fic next door to a church and next to every schoolhouse in the 
city. I trust that the conferees on the part of this House will 
insist on the provisions of the House bill. 

Mr. HEARD. Iask for a vote. 

The question was taken; and the motion to nonconcur in the 
Senate amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair int the following gen- 


tlemen as conferees on the part of the House: Mr. Coss of Ala- 
bama, Mr. MEREDITH, and . BABCOCK. 
RECORD. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to correct what I be- 
lieve to be a mistake in the RecorD. On page 4393 I read: 


The SPEAKER. The tellers note as present and not voting Mr. BOATNER, 
Mr. HEPBURN, and Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 


I was absent from the House, at the funeral of Mr. Hatton, and 
upon my return the name of Mr. SCRANTON was justcalled as I 
entered the Hall on the second rollcail. Itis immaterial, es 
that I would like to know at what period of the roll call it 
necessary for a member to be present. 

The SPEAKER. The name of the gentleman from Iowa was 
noted as being present, and the gentleman’s name was after- 
wards called to give him an opportunity to vote when the gen- 
tleman was present. After the name of the tleman from 
Towa was neted, and after the call of the roll had been completed, 
in accordance with the rule, the Chair directed that the names 
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of those gentleman who had been noted be called under the rule. 
At that time they again had an opportunity to vote, and the 
gentleman from Iowa was then present. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I could have voted at that time? 
ask, so that I may understand the matter. 

Mr. LOUD. I think the gentleman misunderstood the state- 
ment. The gentleman was not in the Hall when his name was 
called on either occasion. The R&coRD does not show that his 
name was called again. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It is necessary for a member to be in the 
Hall when his name iscalled. I was not in it at either time, 
and never voted. 

The SPEAKER. Buta gentleman has an opportunity to vote 
when his name is called as having been noted. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I could not have voted under the rules, as 
I understood, at the time when [entered the Hallor at any other 
time after my name had been called. 

The SPEAKER. Unless the gentleman was noted. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Isimply wanted to know what the practice 
of the House would be in a case of that kind. I came into the 
Hall during the second roll call and after my name had been 
passed the second time, and,asI understand the rule, I could 
not then have voted. If, atthe conclusion of the roll call, I had 
asked tohave my name calied that I might vote, the Chair would 
have asked me whether I had been present when my name was 
called and had failed to hear it, and I could not have answered 
in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman could not have voted unless 
he had been noted and reported by the teliers. In that case, 
under the rule, his name would be called again. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker,! think we had better have the 
regular order. 


I simply 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Morsg, indefinitely, on account of illness. 

To Mr. HULL, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 
To Mr. BAILEY, for one day, on account of important business. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Several members addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The demand for the regular order cuts off 
the right of the Chair to recognize gentlemen toask unanimous 
consent. The Clerk will call the committees for reports. 


EXCHANGE OF LANDS WITH PEMAQUID LAND COMPANY. 


Mr. BRICKNER, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, reported back with a favorable recommen- 
dation a bill (H. R. 6770) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to exchange, in behalf of the United States, deeds of land 
with the Pemaquid Land Company of Maine in settlement of a 
disputed boundary of the Pemaquid Point (Maine) Light Station: 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 


DONATION OF OLD GUN CARRIAGES. 


Mr. BOWERS of California, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported back with a favorable recommendation a bill 
(S. 1045) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate four obso- 
lete gun carriages to the city of Marshalltown, Iowa; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
en A ea and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the call of committees for 
reports. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, is it in order now to move 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
—_. of the Union for further consideration of appropriation 

The SPEAKER. Ifa motion is made to go into committee to 
consider bills on the Private Calendar that will have priorit 
this being Friday; but if that motion is not made the Chair will 
recognize ae ee from Mississippi. 

Mr.CATC GS. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the purpose of considering appropriation bills. 

to 


The motion was a 
The House acco ly resolved itself into Committee of the 


Whole, Mr. Hatcs in the chair. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 


for further consideration of a bills. The Clerk will 
report the title of the pending bill. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 5618) making en for the construction, repair, and 
preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other 


purposes. 

The Clerk, reading the bill by paragraphs, was proceeding to 
read the paragraph in relation to the improvementof the harbor 
at Lynn. ; 

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the paragraph 
with reference to improving Lynn Harbor be passed over for the 

resent. If that can be done I shall submit an amendment ata 

ater stage. Ae . 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I have no objection, Mr. Chairman. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. EVERETT’S request was agreed to. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

* Amend by inserting between lines 7 and 8 (after the foregoing paragraph) 
the following: 

“Salem Harbor, Massachusetts: So much of the appropriation heretofore 
made as may be necessary shall be used in making asurvey of Salem Harbor, 
with a view to widening the harbor channel to the mouth of South River to 
the width of 500 feet, and giving a depth of at least 10 feet at mean low water, 
and fromthe mouth of said river to Derby wharf, beginning at a width of 
$00 feet and gradually narrowing so that thereshall be with said wharf a width 
of not less than 160 feet, and adepth from said mouth to said wharf of not 
less than 10 feet at mean low water, and with a view of dredging the 
Middle Ground, socalled, between Haste Ledge and Aqua Vite, soas to give 
a@ depth of 25 feet at mean low water.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 

Entrance to Point Judith Pond, 92,500; which, together with the previous 
unexpended appropriation, shall be used in improving former entrance to 
said pond. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. 
the desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend on page 4 by adding after line 25, the following: i 
Pawcatuck River: The Secretary of War is directed out of the appropria- 
tion on hand to make a resurvey of said river. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Improving harbor at Bridgeport, Conn.: Continuing improvement, $10,000; 


of which, in the discretion of the Secretary of War, so much as may be nec- 
essary may be used in deepening the channel at the outer bar. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend on page 5 by adding after the word “bar,” in line 4, the following: 
“And in making a new survey of the harbor.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving harbor at Oswego, N. Y.: 

Mr. CATCHINGS. 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 7, in line 4, strike out ‘‘ 227,000," and insert ‘337,000, of which $10,- 
000 shall be expended in repairing the breach recently made in the break- 
Water.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving harbor at Apalachicola Bay and River, 
improvement, #10,000. 

Mr. MALLORY. 
Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 9, in line 22, strike out “ten” and insert “‘fifteen,’’ so as to make 
the appropriation $15,000. 

Mr.MALLORY. I think, Mr. Chairman, the amount pro- 

d in my amendment is very reasonable in view of the report 
of the Chief of Engineers on this subject. There are two bars 
in Apalachicola Bay, one known as the Bulkhead, which, by 
dredging, has been kept in tolerable condition; but on the bar 
at the mouth of the river there are sometimes only 3 feet of 
water, and the Chief of Engineers recommends that it bedredged 
at least once every two years unless the width of the channel be 
made greater than itis now. My amendment simply proposed 
to a ry enough to carry on the dredging on this particu- 
lar bar every two years. It increases the appropriation from 
$10,000 to $15,000. TheChief of Engineers recommends an appro- 
priation of 950,000. I think the improvement contemplated is of 
sufficient importance to justify the amendment. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, there is no reason why 
the appropriation in this case should be increased. The esti- 
mate of the Engineer Department was $50,000. The committee 
has recommended an appropriation of $10,000. There is nothing 
in the character of this particular work which entitles it to be 
classed as an emergency. There was no reason known to the 
committee why this case should be made exceptional with refer- 
ence to the amount of the appropriation. The work at this | 





I offer the amendment which I send to 


Continuing improvement, $27,000. 
T offer the amendment which I send to 


Florida: Continuing 


I offer the amendment which I ask the 
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point consists entirely of dredging. It is work which will never 
be of a permanent character; which will require constant atten- 
tion to maintain it. 

The commercial statistics at this place are quite considerable, 
itistrue. The total value of the commerce is $1,000,000, which 
shows that there is now very considerable navigation there; in 
other words, the harbor is in such shape that itis now being 
navigated successfully; so that there is no reason why the ap- 
propriation should be made excessive. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Chairman, if the ge 
mit me, I will read a few lines from what t 
says on this subject: 

Experience has shown that the bar at the n 
River will require dredging at least once in t 
—— deeper and wider than has been hitherto pe 
abie 


ntleman will per 
1e Chief of Engineer 


S 


10uth of the Apa 
wo < 
ssible with the fun 

The Chief of Engineers recommends for this year an ap 
priation of $50,000. The committee has inserted in the bill on 
$10,000. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Of course, Mr. Chairman 
in this case, as in others, a considerable reduction upon 
mates. An aggregate expenditure of $38,000,000 was recom 
mended: and the committee has been obliged to reduce various 
items. It would, of course, be a very nice thing for this harbo 
to get $50,000; but there is no more reason why the full amoun 
estimated should be appropriated in this case than in the case 
of other rivers and harbors. 

We are trying to give the harbor of Apalachicola 8 feet of 
water, which is what the project calls for; and we propose an 
appropriation of $10,000—quite sufficient in view of the limita- 
tions of the bill. 

The question being taken on the amendmentof Mr. MALLORY, 
it was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Harbor at Mobile, Ala.: The Secretary of War shall cause a survey to be 
made to ascertain the cost of widening the channel of said harbor now in 
course of improvement, to obtain a width of 100 feet at the botrom, with a 
proper slope therefor, and also a survey to ascertainthe best point for ancl 
the cost of a sufficient channel between Mobile Bay and the Mississip; 
Sound forthe properaccommodation of commerce; and the expenses of sairt 
two surveys shall be paid out of any appropriation made for the improve 
ment of the channel of Mobile Harbor. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ harbor,” in line 20,on page 10, insert the fol- 
lowing: 

The Secretary of War is authorized at his discretion to use not exceeding 
$10,000 of the amount appropriated for the improvement of Mobile Harbor, 
in keeping the channel elear of timber, logs, and other obstructions 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving harbor at Vicksburg, Miss., not including work at Delt: 


La.: Continuing improvement under t hedireetion of the Seer 


$40,000 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
paragraph just read. One purpose among othersin making this 
motion is that I may get from the chairman of the committee an 
explanation as to the character of this improvement at the har- 
bor of Vicksburg. My understanding is that it is simply an im- 
provement of the wharf there, a character of improvement that 
other cities similarly situated on the banks of the Mississippi 
River above this point have made for themselves. This wharf, 
I understand, is controlled entirely by the city of Vicksburg, 
which charges wharfage fees for boats, etc., and thus derives a 
revenue. | would like to hear from the chairman of ths com- 
mittee whether my information on this subject is correct. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. The gentleman from Iowa is entirely 
mistaken. The appropriation is for the purpose of dredging out 
the channel. It has no connection on the face of the earth with 
the wharves at that place, 

My friend will perhaps remember that there was a cut-o/! 
which occurred in the city of Vicksburg some years ago. The 
river at one time passed to the north of the city and then turned 
south, making a peninsula in the front several miles long, the 
same that Gen. Grant endeavored to cut through during the 
He failed in that; but the river itself cut 
through it afterward, and left the city some little distance from 
the main channel of the river. This appropriation is for the 

urpose of dredging out an accumulation of deposits, so that 
ats may approach the city. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think the explanation of the gentiem 


there has be 


thea 


n 


St] 


[| offer the amendment which I send to 


1 Point, 


etary of War, 


hea 


from Mississippishows conclusively that this appropriation ought 
not to be in the bill. He says the purpose is to dredge out the 
river, making a channel by which boats may reach the wharves 
of the city. In that event it is work belonging to the Missis- 
sippi River Commission and does not apply here at all. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Iwill state to the gentieman that thig 








| 
) 











work, by this bill,is transferred from the Mississippi River Com- 
mission to the Secretary of War, because another project has 
been entered into by the Government of which this is properly 
a part and it was believed that this work should be placed under 
the coatrol of the Secretary of War so that there could be some 
kind of homogeneity in the operations. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That explanation calls for another explana- 
tion as to the power of the issippi River Commission to dis- 
possess itself of control at will and impose the duties of the Com- 
mission onsomebody else. The law provides that the Commission 
shall perform certain work and be possessed of certain jurisdic- 
tion. It provides that it shall perform certain functions. Now, 
is it possible that these gentlemen may, at their own will, trans- 
fer the duties and impose the obligations resiing upon them on 
somebody else? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Of course not, and they are not trying to 


do it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then what does the gentleman mean by 
saying that by an arrangement with the Secretary of War it has 
become a part of his duty? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I made no such statement. I said it was 
deemed desirable that the jurisdiction of the Com mission should 
be transferred to the Chief of Engineers, and this is sought to 
be done by act of Congress, 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then I raise the point of order against the 
provision. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. What is the 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
existing law. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Oh, well; that point of order has no ap- 
plication here. This is nota general appropriation bill, and the 
point of order does not lie against it. 

Several MEMBERS. It is too late to make the point of order 


now. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, lam making the point of order to 
the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be compelled to overrule 
the point of order, on the ground that the paragraph has already 
been under discussion for nearly ten minutes. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. This is no general appropriation bill. It 
has been repeatedly held that it is not. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But this paragraph has not yet been passed. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I do not insist on the point of order on 
that ground. Iam perfectly willing to waive it,and allow the 
Chair to rule on it on its merits as though the point of order 
had been made in time. Because it has been repeatedly held 
that this is not a general appropriation bill. In fact, the rules 
themselves show that it is not, and the point of order is not ad- 
missible. We can put general legislation on this billand change 
existing law without being subject to the point of order. It is 
done in every bill. I make no point therefore that the gentle- 
man did not make his point of order in time, and am perfectly 
willing to have it considered on its merits. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already overruled the 
an of order, and it is not necessary to overrule it the second 

me. 

The question is on agreeing to the motion of the gentleman 
from Iowa to strike out the paragraph. 

The motion to strike out was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving harbor at Sandusky, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $25,000, 
& part of which may be used, in the discretion of the Secretary of War, in 
removing shoal at outer approach to harbor. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 12, at the end of line 6, add the following: 

‘‘And deepening inside dredged channels. And the Secretary of War is 
authorized and a ted, in his discretion, to cause a survey, if necessary, 
for the purpose, and estimates to be made of the cost of further necessary 
improving said harbor, including the channel over the said outer bar.” 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to ask the chairman of the 
committee if the amendment he offers has not been suggested at 
the wrong place: whether it ought not to be attached to the pro- 
vision in the bill for Ashtabula Harbor? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. No, sir; this is the correct place. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
on outer harbor at Michigan City, Ind.: Continuing improvement, 


int of order? 
That it is new legislation; that it changes 


, 


Mr. CATCHINGS. 
the Clerk's desk. 

The CHAiRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend on 12, by striking out the word “sixteen " in line 17, and in- 
eeriing the word “eleven,” so that it will read “eleven thousand dollars.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


I offer the amendment which [ send to 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
gal gnprovins inner harbor at Michigan City, Ind.: Continuing improvement, 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend on page 12 by striking out the word “five,” in line 19, and insert- 
ing the word “ten,” so as to read “ten thousand dollars.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving harbor at Petoskey, Mich.: Ten thousand dollars, to beexpended 
according to the larger of the two projects submitted in the report of 
December 21, 1889, and printed in the annual report for 1890, pages 2674 and 

Mr. CATCHINGS. 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend on page 14, by inserting in line 21, between the word ‘expended’ 
and the word “ according,” the following: 

* Together with the unexpended appropriation for this harbor.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk rezd as follows: 


Improving Cheboygan Harbor, Michigan: The Secretary of War is hereby 
directed to expend the unexpended balance on hand in dredging. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. [offer the amendment which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 15, at the end of line 10, amend by adding the following: 


‘He is also directed to make an estimate of the amount required to deepen 
the present channel to a depth of 18 feet.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving harbor at Duperton Bay and St. Louis Bay, Wisconsin: Con- 
tinuing improvement, $40,000, a portion of which may, in the discretion of the 
Secretary of War, be used in dredging in Superior Bay ae the dock line 

t 


between the Quebec channel and the main channel opposite the base of 
Connors Point. 


Mr. HAUGEN, 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 12, page 16, add: 

** Provided, That so much of said sum as may be necessary may be used 


for the purpose of making a survey of said harbor, with a view of deepening 
it to 20 feet, and making estimates therefor.”’ 


Mr. CATCHINGS. I have no objection to that, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

improving: harbor at Duluth, Minn., including repairs to the canal, piers, 
the channel on the north shore of St. Louis Bay and the St. Louis River, 
$50,000, of which a portion may be used, in the discretion of the Secretary of 
War, in the channel of St. Louis River above Grassy Point. The Secretar 
of War is authorized to negotiate with the city of Duluth for the uncondi- 
tional donation of the land needed for said canal, canal entrances, and piers, 
accompanied by vacation of the abutting streets. In the event the city re- 
tuses to make an unconditional donation, but accompanies the donation 
with the reservation of a right of way for a tunnel, the Secretary of War 
may accept such conditional donation of the land provided the said tun- 
nel follows such lines and grades as he may approve. 


Mr. BALDWIN. I desire to offer an amendment. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota[Mr. BALD- 
WIN] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ Point,” in line 8, on page 17, add the following: 

* Provided, That so much of said sum as may be necessary may be used 
for the purpose of making a survey of said harbor, with a view of deepen- 
ing it to 20 feet, and making estimates therefor.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
aren harbor at Agate Bay, Minnesota: Continuing improvement, 

25,000. 


Mr. BOEN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after line 21, Bers 17, the following amendment: 

“That the sum _ of $10,000, or so much thereof as is necessary, is hereby 
appropriated to be expended under direction of the Secretary of War in 
making survey of the Red River of the North and its tributaries above Fer- 
gus Falls and Crookston, and Pa plans, specifications, and calcula- 
tions of costs of excavations, dams, and locks necessary to improve the nay- 
igation on said streams and connect them with the Minnesota River 
through Lakes Traverse and Big Stone and to report thereon tothe House of 
Representatives.” 


Mr. BOEN. Mr. Chairman, this amendment is offered in 
compliance with instructions of the Legislature of the State of 
Minnesota, which I desire to have read from the Clerk’s desk, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives . 
of the U: States of America in Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Minnesota, would re. 
spectfully and ntly en that 

Whereas Big Stone and verse Lakes and the Red River of the North 


Ioffer the amendment which I send to 


I offer the amendment which I send to the 
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are so situated in the great valley which extends from the northern boun- 
dary of the State to the foot of Big Stone Lake as torender their utiliza- | 
tion for a water way, at a comparatively small cost, both practicable and | 
feasible; and . 

Whereas preliminary surveys have shown the entire practicability of the 

roject above foreshadowed, and its immense advantages to the people of 
Western Minnesota and Eastern Dakota are too obvious toneed repetition; 
and : 

Whereas the improvement contemplated will tend to greatly cheapen 
the transportation of the cereal products of Minnesota and Dakota and 

eatly aid in building up and fostering international traffic with British 

ori h America, 

Therefore, Your memorialists respectfully urge upon their Senators and 
Representatives in Congress to use all their influence to secure the appro- 
priation of a suficient sum to substantially commence the work of con- 
struction, and to take such speedy and prompt action as will result in ac- 
complishing the objects herein set forth. 

Approved April 8, 1893. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment sub- 
mitted by the gentlemanfrom Minnesota. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. 1 want to be heard on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. There was so much confusion that the 
Chair did not understand that the gentleman had any objection 
to the amendment. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I stated that I had objectionstoit. I ob- 
ject to it on several grounds, Mr. Chairman. [ am advised by 
one of my colleagues on the River and Harbor Committee that 
this matter was very carefully considered by that committee 
and rejected. I was not present myself at that meeting and can 
not speak from personal knowledge; but I am told the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors carefully considered this proposition 
and refused to recommend it. I think that would be asufficient 
reason why this committee should not on the spur of the mo- 
ment adopt it. 

In the next place, Mr. Chairman, one of the rules under which 
the committee has been operating for some years is that nosur- 
vey is ordered except in support of a project that is actually in 
process of completion, or except there has been a preliminary 
examination and survey recommended by the Engineer Depart- 
ment. It is not in support of a project already in existence, nor 
has there been a preliminary examination of this kind, or a re- 

ort by the Engineer Department recommending that a survey 

made. 

But there is still another point which would be absolutely 
fatal to this amendment. My friend from Minnesota will con- 
cede that this involves the construction ef an extensive canal; 
and the Committee on Rivers and Harbors has no jurisdiction 
over canals. The appropriation would go out ona pointof order 
if we had reported it. There is every reason why it should not 
be agreed to: and I hope the amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. BOEN. Mr. Chairman, there was a preliminary exami- 
nation made for the improvement mentioned in that amendment, 
and as found in House Executive Document No.127. TheChief of 
Engineers, Gen. Casey, reports against the project in these 
words: 

The amount of commerce on the Red River of the North does not justify 


undertaking a project of this magnitude, and in my opinion the river is not 
worthy of improvement to this extent by the General Government. 


Now, I contend, Mr. Chairman, that Gen. Casey is quite im- 
perfectly informed as to the volume of traffic tributary to that 
river. In the district I have the honor to represent we raise 
over 20,000,000 bushels of wheat a year, all of which would seek 
an outlet through that river. In the district over the river, in 
North Dakota, they raise over 25,000,000 bushels of wheat a 
year. In the other districts through which this stream runs we 
raise altogether over 30,000,000 bushels of wheat, and in South 
Dakota there is over 20,000,000 bushels of wheat a year that 
would seek an outlet through the Red River of the North, the 
Minnesota River, and the Mississippi to the Gulf. 

Now, the point of order does not lie against the amendment, 
as the gentleman believes, because he says there would be a 
canal. There isa little point of about 4 miles between Lakes 
Big Stone and Traverse and about 8 miles of canal to be dug in 
diverting Otter Tail River into Lake Traverse. I have intro- 
duced this amendment under instructions of the Legislature of 
Minnesota, and they are quite as able to judge what is proper 
- a Therefore I hope that the amendment will be 

opted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment gub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BOEN. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 39, noes 112. 

Mr. BOEN. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota makes 
the — ofnoquorum. The Chair will appoint as tellers the 
fn eman from Minnesota [Mr. BOEN] and the gentleman from 

ississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS]. 
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The committee again divided; and tellers reported—ayes 35, 
nays 149. 

So the amendment was rejected. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving harbor at Oaklande, Cal.: Continuing improvement, #80,000, of 
which $12.0, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be used in open- 
ing the western end of the tidal canal in said harbor to the width of 12 feet 
and depth of 8 feet below low tide. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, [ offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read-as follows: 

Amend on page 18 by striking out, in line 2, the following words: “ width 
of 12 feet, and,” so as to read, ‘to the depth of 8 feet,”’ ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Tne Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Weymouth River, Massachusetts: Continuing improvement 
85,000. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment in line 18. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 19, after the end of line 18, add: “of which #2,500 shall be used in 
the improvement of Weymouth Back River.”’ 


Mr. CATCHINGS. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to go back a line or two. I was unable to find the place in the 
bill at the time, as the Clerk was reading the bill rapidly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent to go back to a paragraph. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask permission to offer anamendment to 
line 4, of page 19. 

The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objection? [After apause.}| The 
Chair hears none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Narragaugus River, Maine: Continuing improvement, 85,000. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend that para- 
graph by striking out“ five,” before the word © thousand,’ und in- 
serting “ten.” Loffer the amendment for this reason: These 
small works involve the operation of the same machinery and 
plant that are required to carry on more extensive works, and it 
is frequently impossible to get bids from contractors for small 
works, as they are unwilling to transport their dredging ma- 
chines a long distance to engage in operations where so small 
amounts of money are involved. I have repeatedly received 
communications from the engineer officers deprecating these 
small appropriations, as necessarily involving the piyment of 
larger prices for the work, on account of the greater expense of 
getting the plant to the desired point as compared with the total 
amount of the contract. 

This improvement is one that has been going on for anumber 
of years. It is not an expensive improvement in the aggregate, 
and [ think it would be more economical to provide for its com- 
pletion atonce. A different rule ought to be applied to these 
minor items from the percentage rule that is applied to the 
larger items in this bill; and in view of the fact that it would 
cost 2 large proportion of the $5,000 here proposed to be appro- 
priated to get the dredges and other machinery to the point 
where the work is to be done, and in view also of the fact that 
this appropriation of $5,000 is only a part of what is estimated 
for, ae much less than is recommended, I move to amend the 
paragraph so as to increase the amount to $10,000. [ make that 
motion as a matter of economy, and I hope the committee will 
accept it. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. TRACEY having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had 
passed bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence of 
the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 829) granting an honorable discharge toCyrus Payne; 

A bill (S.1949) for the relief of James E. North; and 

A bill (S. 1963) for the relief of the sureties of Dennis Murphy. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee again resumed its session, Mr. HATCH in the 
chair. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say in respect 
to this paragraph that in the last river and harbor bill, which 
was very much larger than that which the committee have pre- 
sented here, we gave this improvement $7,500. Now we pro- 
pose to give $5,000, very nearly as much as we appropriated two 
yearsago. The estimate for the whole work was $15,000, so that 
we really propose to appropriate here 33+ per cent of the total 
of the work, and I think that in view of the size of this bill 
there is no ground for complaint of the action of the committee, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the chairman of the committee per- 
mit me to call his attention to the fact that the same rule can 
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not be equitably or judiciously applied to all the items of a bill 
of this character. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I concede that. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. For instance, suppose there isan improve- 
ment thatcosts $500,000, a percentage of thatamount will provide 
for all the expenditure required for beginning operations and 
carrying them on to some extent; but if you have a work that 
will cost only a thousand dollars in the aggregate, then an ap- 

ropriation of $500 will not even make a start. In ‘years past I 
Cave filed the protestsof the engineer officersagainst piecemeal 
appropriations for these small works. They object to them for 


. the reason [I have stated, that you can not get contractors to 


take the risk and trouble of a their plant along the 
coast for long distances for the sake of work amounting to only 
four or five thousand dollars. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call attention to 
the fact that in this particular case there is another reason why 
the amount recommended by the committee is ample. All the 
bids for the work on this river last year were rejected, the re- 
sult being that on the Ist of January of this year thereremained 
unexpended $6,500, which is in the hands of the Secretary of 
War to-day. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And I say to the gentleman that the re- 
jection of those bids was due to the fact that the insufficiency of 
the appropriation was such that contractors were not willing to 
take their plant and goto the expense of towing it a long dis- 
tance along a dangerous coast for the sake of c on work 
in this piecemeal way. It would be economy to provide for the 
whole of the work and have it completed. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Of course there is a great deal of truth 
in what the gentleman from Maine says. The principle he ad- 
vocates is one that we all recognize, and at times it given 
us a great deal of uneasiness and inconvenience, and as a rule 
we have always dealt proportionally more generously with small 
items than with large ones. But whether it be for the reason 
suggested by the gentleman from Maine or not, as to which I 
have no information, it is a fact that there now remains unex- 
pended for work on the Narragaugus River $6,500. Now, the 
whoie amount estimated for the completion of the work is $15,000, 
so that with this $5,000 the Chief of Engineers will have in his 
hands the larger part of the sum that is needed for this improve- 
ment. Under thecircumstances, therefore, I think we have been 
very generous, and J can not consent to the amendment. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state that the 
engineer's report this year recommends, as I understand, an ap- 
propriation of $15,000 where the committee recommend an ap- 
propriation of 85,000. Now, this is notalarge matter. It isnot 
® matter of vital importance. It is a matter of business. This 
improvement has been recommended by the War Department, 
and is being carried on to improve a harbor which is used by the 
steamers traversing the waters along the coast of Maine, and we 
have the evidence of the official reports that the inadequacy of 
the appropriation in the last bill was such that no contractor 
would bid for the work at a price which the Department was 
willing to pay. 

From time to time I have filed protests against these inade- 
quate appropriations for small improvements, and it has been 
clearly demonstrated that contractors will not make the con- 
tracts for such work at low rates where they have to start the 
work and carry it on for afew weeks and then stop and 
their plants back to points where they can utilize them. 
little improvements, costing in the nupererate only $15,000 or 
$20,000, ought to be provided for in and gotten out of the 
way, and t to the United States if that course had 
— pursued would have been of an amount to surprise this 

ouse. 

This policy of making little 
cent on a ten thousand, or fifteen th 
dollar scheme, 
propriate 100 per cent of a $5,000,000 scheme, has cost this Gov- 
ernment a great dealof money. In the interest of economy I 
ask that the appropriation in this case may be increased to $10,- 
= so that the work may proveed to completion and get out of 

© way. 

The coustion being taken on the amendment of Mr. Bo 
it was rejected; there being on a division (called for by Mr. 
BovuTELLE)—ayes 34, noes 99. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


improving Patapsco River and channel to Baltimore: Continuing improve- 
ment, 


Mr. CATCHINGS. I move to amend b: after the 
word “improvement,” in line 29, on page 94 thene : “From 
nin ship channel to Ourtis Bay.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


improving Altamaha River, Georgia: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 


rE 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 27, line 5—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from South Carolina that the paragraph to which this amend- 
ment refers has been read and passed. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I have included in my 
amendment several paragraphs—line 5, line 15, line 21-—— 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That will not do, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. This amendment refers 
to several rivers in South Carolina. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Everything prior to the Altamaha River 
has been passed. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. My idea was to include 
in one amendment several rivers in South Carolina. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. But we must consider the separate items 
separately. I make a point of order on everything that does not 
apply to the paragraph last read by the Clerk. 

he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina has 
offered an amendment covering half a dozen paragraphs. The 
Chair will say to the gentleman that he has undertaken to in- 
cludein one proposition several distinctamendments. TheChair 
is therefore obliged to sustain the point of order, and ruie the 
amendment out of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Flint River, Georgia: Continuing improvement, $8,000. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. I offer the amendment which I 
ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 7, on page 29, strike out ‘ $8,000’ and insert ‘'815,000."" 

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, the Flint River, 
in Georgia, for the improvement of which the committee pro- 
poses to appropriate $8,000, is 77 miles long between Bainbridge 
and Albany, and it runs through a country rich in agricultural 
resources and untapped by a railroad. The improvement of 
this river, when once completed, will be permanent. The esti- 
mates of the engineers contemplate obtaining a channel 100 feet 
in width, with a depth of 3 feet at low water. The bottom of 
the river is flint rock. With a proper appropriation for this 
river the system of river navigation wili os extended from Co- 
lumbus, Ga., around through Florida and up to Albany, making 
over 300 miles of river navigation in the State of Georgia, in- 
cluding the Chattahoochee River. 

The $15,000 appropriated heretofore for this river was not suf- 
ficient. It seems to me now that an appropriation of $8,000 to 
be expended upon this great water way is entirely below the 
amount which should be given. For other rivers, of which I 
have heard gentlemen s on this floor—some of them mere 
mountain streams—hundreds of thousands of dollars of appro- 
priation afte proposed by this committee, while this important 
river of Georgia—this Flint River—called in the Indian lan- 

the Thronateeska—with its ps agricultural population, 
contributing thousands of bales of cotton and vast quantities of 
turpentine and timber annually to the wealth of this country, is 
cast aside with the small appropriation of $8,000. I hope that 
the committee will accept my amendment and let the work of 
cs goon upon this important water highway, espe- 
ly since the engineers of the Government report that $38,000 
could be properly expended upon it for the fiscal year of 1895. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. RusSELL 
of Georgia, it was rejected, there being on a division (called for 
by Mr. RUSSELL of Geaewli}—egue 24, noes 86. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Withlacoochee River, Florida: For maintenance, $800. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Smbrrnyparsete terse ee" w Sees 
The amendment was adopted. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving Leaf River, Mississippi, from its mouth to Bowie Creek: Con- 
tinuing improvement, $2,500. 


Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman,Ido not think this method of 
treating this bill is a proper one. I suggest to the chairman 
that it is not a mere question of on the part of the Clerk 
just to see how fast he can read the bill. The bill is not being 
read in such manner as to be intelligible to those of us who are 
endeavoring to follow its provisions. 

I eall the attention of the Chair to it, asI think the members 
of the committee should at least be able to understand what is 


going on. j 
TheCHAIRMAN (Mr.SPRINGER in the chair). If any mem- 
ber of the committee desires to offer an amendment—— 
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Mr. REED. I desire to call the attention of the Chair tothe| Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. [ offer the amendment which 
fact that the reading is such that it is impossible to know what | I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
part of the bill is under consideration. The reading of the bill| The Clerk read as follows: 
ought not to be a race on the part.of the Clerk to finish it; but | aca after line 5, page 37, the followin” 


a reading for the purpose of having the House understand what | “Provided, That should the Secretary of War ascertain from the reports 

is being done. I call attention tothe fact,and ask that the com- | ae Sele’ ae ementof the TN nnessee River below River: 

mittee be protected in that regard. | see River below Riverton, during the fiscal year ending Jane 90 1808 the 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading | Secretary of War may direct that sail surplus sum may be expended upon 

of the bill. the Tennessee River between Chattanoora and Riverton.’ 
The Clerk read as fellows. | Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I am as much 
Improving Tensas River and Bayou Macon, Lousiana and Arkansas: Con- | interested as anyone in the improy ementof the Tenne e River 

tinuing improvement, $5,000. below Riverton, and I should like to see the whole $100,000 e 
Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I repeat that this is not a proper | pended there if possible. 

method of reading the bill, and I again call the attention of the Mr. GROSVENOR. I willsuggest to my friend that the 

Chair to the fact. ought to be no objection to it, for it will not change the amount 
The CHAIRMAN. Some of the names in the bill are diffi- | of the appropriation a particle. 

cult of pronunciation. Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Itdoes not change it a partick 
Mr. REED. It is nota question of pronunciation, but aques-| Mr. GROSVENOR. And it does not change the designation 


tion of speed. The words are so run together by the Clerk that | of a dollar. 
it is impossible to understand them. TheClerk is perfectly ca-| Mr.COX. Why, yes, it will. 


pable of reading properly, and I ask that the Chair insist that| Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No; andit will beobserved that 
it shall be read properly. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!”] in the particular clause of the bill which has just been read there 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading | is provision forasurvey, which will costabout $25,000. Thatcan 
of the bill. | not take place until after July. The plans of the survey must 
The Clerk read as follows: | then be submitted to the Secretary of War, and by the time the) 
Improving Trinity River, Texas: Continuing improvement, 9,000. | are approved and all necessary preparations completed for the 
Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment Isend | Work the river will be up and they will not be able to use the 
to the desk. entire $100,000 this year. 
The Clerk read as follows: But if it is possible to use it, this proviso does not prevent it 
On page 34, line 19, before the word “five,” insert the following: Itis simply a safeguard; simply a proviso that if the officer in 
“And for making an actual survey of the river from the city of Dallas to charge of that work finds it impossible to use the entire amount, 
the town of Liberty, twenty ” | then the surplus shall not be lost, but may be used for the part 


Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state this for the | of the river above Riverton, where the Government is now build- 
benefit of the committee, that an association of gentlemen resid- | ing a lock at an expense of over $300,000, and doing other work 
in the city of Dallas have gone to the expense of purchasing a | upon which the officer in charge could easily expend $2,000,000 
snag boat, and also a passenger boat, and have improved this this year. With that condition, with work surveyed and plans 
river for a distance of more than 30 miles from Dallas. They approved and the plant all in readiness to do the work, it is bad 
have also gone to the expense of building a dam across the river policy to allow any portion of this money to become so tied up 
to provide locks, and they are desirous of continuing the work. | that it can not be used at all unless it is used below Riverton, 

l ask is that the United States Government will permit a | and I insist that is not doing that river justice. 
survey of the river to be made, so that in future, if, after the Mr. BOATNER. You do not want the money wasted? 
actual survey, it should appear to be necessary that the river Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Ido not want it wasted, and 
should be improved, the work may be doze. I hope my friends will agree with mo in this, and that they 

Mr.CATCHINGS. Mr.Speaker,I must object to the amend- | will agree that a proviso of this sort isa good one. It does not 
ment, and hope it will not be adopted. add a dollar to the bill. It takes nothing from the portion of 








The amendment was rejected. the river for which it is appropriated, provided it can be 
The Clerk read as follows: used. It only provides that in case it can not be used ata cer 
Improving Arkansas River, Arkansas and Indian Territory: Continuing | tain point, it may be used for the very important work which is 
improvement, $250,000, two-fifths of which amount shall be expended from | in progress right above it. 
Senith and aneaifth shove Fort Smith: Provided. That, in the discretion of Now, I do hope a reasonable proviso of this sort will not be op- 


the Secretary of War, $10,000 of the amount hereby appropriated for said | POSed by anyone on the floor, andespecially by my friend from 
river may be used in removing obstructions and operating snag boats. Tennessee [Mr. Cox], who isonhis feet. I would not underany 
_McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send to circumstances take one dollar from work in which he isinterested. 
— AE. Mr a, — - — say to him now, that ifhe will agree tothis amendment 
: 3 | C will ask the committee in the next bill to appropriate for al! 
The Clerk read as follows: a uttee € ppropriate al! 
at cz 2 use Ow e ; 3 ak 
= titel oh, ther sie wanke “Rasny Mods" the tdlewten: tha can be us d belo N a os The amendment is not to take 
“And a portion of which may, inthe discretion of the Secretary of War, be | “4Y money from the work, but the purpose is to aid as far as pos- 
used to prevent the further caving of the bank near Red Fork.” sible in the improvement of the river from its mouth up to and 
Mr. CATCHINGS. I have no objection to that amendment. me ie oe point ane friend, the gentleman from Tennes- 
The amendment was adopted. see | Mr. Cox}, is as much interested in as I am myself. 
The Clerk read as cee Mr. WILSON of Washington. Do I understand that the gen 
Improving White River, Arkansas: Continuing improvement, 852,000, of tleman is trying to take any money away from Tennessee? 
Which #2,000 may, in the discretion of the Secretary of War, be expended in Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No, sir. 
removing obstructions in Cache River. Mr. COX. That is about what he is trying to do. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. I offer the amendment I send up. Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. No,I am trying to have the 


The Clerk read as follows: money expended. ; 

Da 35, add after the word “river,” in line 18, the following: _Mr. WILSON of Washington. The State of Tennessee gets 

And 68,000 in the rectification of the channel of the White River at Bates- | $717,000 by this bill, and so I hope there will not be a dollar 
ville.” | taken away from that State. 

The amendment was adopted. | Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I desire to call attention to the 

The Clerk read as follows: | fact that this proviso is not recommended by the Secretary of 


Improving yo and Biack Ravers, petemnnse®, Lastsiens: Continu- | War i by anyone else oe with the Government. 
improvement, ,000; and the Secretary of War is directed to submit | So far from recommending its necessit ; . Biddle. who i 
a iL nuns cunet on tain sivergiensand estimates for the improvement | in charce of the Saaneses es ee ao le, . ho is 
of said Ouachita River by locks and damstogive slackwater navigation as | ~.).>~ ee orton, Says, In nis report, 
farabove its mouth as inhis judgmentsuch — ~— a is practicable, the | Page -310: 


cost of the same to be paid out of this a tion. Information pertaining to the section of the river below Bee Tree Shoals 
Mr. CATCHINGS. I offer another amendment at this point. | B!verton, Ala., is very limited 
The Clerk read as follows: With these facts I trust the proposed amendment will be 
Strike out “this,” in line 22, and insert “ the Ouachita.” adopted. 
The amendment was adopted. {Here the hammer fell.] 
The Clerk read as follows: Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, my friend from Alabama [Mr. 


Tennessee River below Chattanooga, Tenn.: Continuing im- | WHEELER] is in this condition: He has had very nearly $2,1)00,- 
proverment. 00.00. of which $25,000 may be used in continuing the work at | 000 appropriated for the improvement of the shoals that lie in 
Hobbs and 


Meutacty. ae roas the Se the State of Alabama. Below these shoals, on the Tennessee 

aie eo pocseeney dail be 4. ooo of the | #iver, there are over 200 miles for which not a dollar of appro- 

Sheer below Riverten, and submitting for its t. riation has been made in ten years. Now, the proposition is 
plans improvemen P pro} 
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that so much of the $100,000 as may be necessary for the survey 
shall be used in making a survey of the river below the point 
named in the bill, called Riverton. When you pass Riverton, 
going up theriver, you strike the Stateof Alabama. When you 
9188 Riverton, going down the river, you strike the State of 

‘ennessee. So my friend here is wanting all the appropriation 
applied to the State of Alabama. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, Oh, no. 

Mr. COX. Oh, sit down. [Laughter.] I know all about it. 
This 200 miles of river below there, reaching to its mouth at 
Paducah, will be left without any improvement whatever. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama rose. 

Mr. COX. Now, hold on. Mr. Chairman, there has not 
been a dollar appropriated for the lower part of the river for 
ten years. Itis full of snags. There was a little improvement 
attempted in the river and the rocks were blown out in the 
channel. They have never been removed. Now, what the 
gentleman from Alabama wants to do is to transfer this money, 
if he can, up to the shoals in the State of Alabama, and leave 
the lower part of the river, inthe State of Tennessee, unattended 
toand no improvement made whatever. Now, Iam very will- 


‘ing to concede to him a great deal; but his greediness has over- 


run his judgment. That is the trouble about it. Peewee 
Now, all we ask is this: that of the $100,000 a part of it be use 
for the survey shall be applied to the examination of the river 
below Riverton to its mouth, and there is no trouble about 
using the money. There is not a bit of trouble about that. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Then every dollar will be used 
that can be used. 

Mr. COX. Oh, General, sit still. [Laughter.] All he wants 
to show here is that he is trying to take every dollar of this 
money up to the State of Alabama and leave the State of Ten- 
nessee unprovided for. No Secretary of War would undertake 
to use a dollar o1 the — for the Lower Tennessee if it was 
unnecessary; but the river is full of snags and obstructions. I 
have sat still and consented to improvements being made in the 
State of Alahama without applying for a dollar of the money. 
[think the billis right. I yielded tothe gentleman last year 
that he might take itall. Now, 1 do not think he ought to go 
so far as to obstruct the improvement of the river from River- 
ton toitsmouth up to his shoals in the State of Alabama. [Cries 
of ** Vote!” 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I ask to say one word. 

Mr. COX. The time hasexpired. Youhave used upall your 
time. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I yielded it to you. 

Mr. COX. No, you did not. I spoke in my own time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted on this amendment. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not know that it is necessary to say any- 
thing in addition to what my colleague has said about the de- 
sire of the gentleman from Alabama to obtain for the upper 
portion of the Tennessee River a part of the appropriation car- 
ried in the bill for that part of the river below Riverton. The 
most important part of the commerce carried on the Tennesses 
River is carried on that part of the river which we are seeking 
to have improved. 

Mr, COX. Itis all carried on there. 

Mr. ENLOE, lt all necessarily passes over that portion of 
the river except that which is purely local. This is the part of 
the river most important to improve. There have already been 
several vessels aan} barges lost between Riverton, Ala., and Pa- 
ducah, Ky., on account of obstructions in the stream. If the 
amendment of the gentleman from Alabama carries these ob- 
strucHionsremain. If this appropriation is made as reported by 
the committee these obstructions will be removed and a survey 
made, so that in the future we may have all necessary improve- 
ments properly made. 

Mr. AINER of Nebraska. Will the gentleman yield to me 
for aquestion? 

Mr. ENLOE. Certainly. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. What is the tonnage of the com- 
merce of that river? 

Mr. ENLOE. I must state that I do not know. I have not 
investigated that. 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be withdrawn. The question is on the amendment 
eubmitted by the gentleman from Alabama. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Obion River, Tennessee, from its mouth to the crossing of the 
Louisville and Memphis Railroad, in Obion County: Continuing improve- 
ment, 87,500. 

Mr.CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment: 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend, on page 37, line 13, by striking out the words “the crossing of the 
Louisville and Memphis,” in line 14, page 37, and insert in lieu thereof the 
words, “the town of Obion, on the Newport News and Mississippi Valley;” 
8o as to read: ‘Improving the Obion River, Tennessee, from its mouth to 
the town of Obion, on the Newport News and Mississippi Valley Railroad in 
Obion County: Continuing improvement, 87,500.” 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, this amendment will © 


be considered as agreed to. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


gag navoring Kentucky River, Kentucky: Continuing improvement, $100,- 


Mr. BERRY. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, on page 37, line 18, bystriking out ‘‘one” and inserting ‘two,’ and 
add at the end of line 18: “ Provided, That contracts may be entered into by 
the Secretary of War for such materials and work as may be necessary to 
complete the project of the improvement of said river to the three forks of 
said river at Beattyville, to be paid for as appropriations may from time to 
time be made by law, not to exceed in the aggregate $1,500,000, not including 
the amount herein appropriated.” 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Speaker, for fifteon years after the cluse 
of the late unpleasautness, the Democracy of the Commonwealth 
of Kentucky declined to accept the idea which the Republicans 
asserted upon this fioor, that it was the duty of the General 
Government to appropriate money for the improvement of any 
stream having its mouth and its source in the same State, and, 
acting on that idea, up to 1879 there was no application made 
to the Congress of the United States for the improvement of any 
river wholly within the boundaries of Kentucky. 

A few years after that time, however, while Mr. Willis, the 
gentleman who now represents us in those much-talked about 
islands of the far Pacific that seem to be so pleasant a subject 
to my Republican friends, but of which I think they will get 
tired after a while—while Mr. Willis was in charge of the 
river and harbor bill, some money was appropriated for the im- 
provement of the Kentucky River. 

Mr. Chairman, when [ look over these reports, asI have done, 
and find that there has been more than $250,000,000 expended on 
the public improvements of the United States within this period 
and that my own State has received only a little over a million 
dollars of it, [think itis about time that we had some recognition. 
We feel very much as the boys did up in a school in the moun- 
tains of Kentucky. The superintendent called to examine the 
school, and the teacher being desirous of putting his best foot 
forward called up four of his best boys to demonstrate their ca- 
pacity to use the English language, and for that purpose he as- 
signed a special word to each, the words being ‘‘ deaf,” ‘‘ dumb,”’ 
lame,” and ‘‘ blind.” The little boy that had the word “lame ” 
came back in a few minutes with the sentence written upon his 
slate. ‘‘A lame man can not walk.” The boy with the word 
** deaf” came back with a sentence, ‘‘ A deaf man can not hear.” 
The boy with the word ‘‘dumb” came back with the sentence, 
‘*A dumb man can not speak.” 

The superintendent was very much pleased, but when the 
fourth boy, who had the word “ blind” assigned to him, handed 
in his composition, it read, ‘‘Putup your blind. It is my deal.” 
[Great laughter.] Mr. Chairman, when I see the vast amounts 
of money that have been expended for the improvement of the 
navigation of the Great Lakes, the great harbors on the Atlantic 
seaboard, the great harbors upon the Pacific seaboard, and the 
harbors on all the borders of the United States, and then look at 
my own State, I think we have been very hardly treated. For 
instance, in the last river and harbor bill I find $23,000,000 and 
$15,000,000 -in sundry civil bill appropriated, of which the State 
of Kentucky got only $250,000. Ifindeight or ten million dollars 
dumped into the mouth of the Mississippi River. About eight 
millions a a paid to Louisiana, and for every acre of sugar 
that she cultivates she receives $40 per acre. And where does 
the money come from? Since the close of the war Kentucky 
has paid to this Government in the way of internal revenue 


’ ’ . 

Last year she paid $26,800,000 of internal revenue out of a 
total of $160,000,000. She paid this by way of internal-revenue 
taxation upon her tobacco and her whisky. She is the second 
State of the Union in her contribution of internal revenue to 
supply our depleted Treasury, for the ——= of which the 
Democratic party has very little reponsibility. 

Mr. HERMANN. Let me suggest to the gentleman that if 
there have not been more liberal eee to the State of 
emer Fe past times in river and harbor bills it is owing to 
the posi taken by the people of Kentucky themselves, and 
especially by the distinguished leaders of the political party 
dominant in that State. Their position from the earliest days 
until a very late period was that this Government had no con- 
stitutional power to make appropriations for local improvements 
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on the inland waters, and, I poor it is to that position and to 
that alone that Kentucky’s lack of appropriations of this kind 
is to be attributed. 

Mr. BERRY. I agree with the gentleman exactly, and I 
agree tothe general principle that thé appropriations of the 
General Government ought to be confined to the seaboard and 
to the great highwaysof commerce, and not be squandered upon 
every little stream and bush riverthat people have never heard 
of and that can not be found on the maps. But while it is true 
that for fifteen years we failed to accept a dollar of these appro- 
priations, Congress was pouring out the public money upon the 
streams of the North and the West, but that simply furnishes a 
stronger reason why we should be liberally treated now. 

Mr. HERMANN. You ought to have entered sooner. 

Mr. BERRY. Yes; we ought to have entered sooner into 
this system of plundering, for which the Republican system is 
responsible. 

Mr. HERMANN. 
of the plunder. 

Mr. BERRY. Yes; we want some of the plunder if there is 
to be plundering, especially as we furnish the plunder. 1 want 
to say to the gentleman again that the State of Kentucky, out 
of a hundred and sixty and odd million dollars of internal reve- 
nue collected last year, paid more than twenty-six millions, and 
that if you take out three States we pay more internal revenue 
than all the other States represented on this committee. 

Mr. HERMANN. Itis the consumers of the United States 
that pay that tax. 

Mr. BERRY Well, if you choose to drink the whisky be- 
cause it isa good article we are glad to have you do so and 
pay forit. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HERMANN. It must be admitted that it is a good ar- 
ticle. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, this is not the 
first time that I have heard an argument like this made before 
the Congress of the United States. I remember very well away 
back in the Forty-sixth Congress, when I had the honor to be 
a member of the Committee on Commerce, a distinguished gen- 
tleman from Kentucky made a similar statement to that now 
made by my friend from Newport, Ky. [Mr. BERRY]. The gen- 
tleman, as I understood him, says that of all the money ex- 
pended out ofthe Treasury of the United States in the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors, amounting to about $200,000,000, 
only about $1,000,000 has been expended in the State of Kentucky. 
Let me call his attention to the fact that since I have had the 
honor of being a member of this House $1,498,000 has been ap- 

ropriated and expended in the improvement of the Kentucky 
iver alone. 

Mr. BERRY. I take your own report here. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 1 have the different appro- 
priations before me, and they show that $1,498,000 have been 
expended on the Kentucky River alone. 

? wean to remind my friend al3o that the Ohio River, one of 
the most important rivers perhaps in the United States in re- 
spect to the commerce that is carried upon it, and which needs 
improvement as much as almostany other, borders on the State 
of Kentucky; and we have expended large sums of money—not 
so large as ought to have been expended—in the improvement 
of that river, in which Kentucky certainly has a very great in- 
terest. 

So, too, I might take the Mississippi River. Kentucky cer- 
tainly has an interest in that; for I imagine that the Kentucky 
River would be almost worthless without the Mississippi River 
and without the Ohio River. 

Then, very considerable sums of money have been expended on 
the Big Sandy, the Green, and Big Barren Rivers, and I do not 
think Kentucky has been unfairly dealt with in the way of ap- 
propriations for rivers and harbors. 

r. BERRY. The gentleman will allow me to call his atten- 
tion to the fact that the improvement of the Kentucky River 
was made largely through the influence of other States than 
Kentucky, especially the State of Pennsylvania, with a view to 
the transportation of coal; and weare now burning coal brought 
from theState of Pennsylvania, 475 miles, and transported by the 
Kentucky River, when we have within 100 miles our own coal, 
which, if reasonable wre riations were made by these bills, we 
would be burning at half the cost. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. But I understood the gentle- 
man to say that only a million dollars had been appropriated for 

eon 


You seem all very anxious to get a share 


the State of Kentuck 

Mr. BERRY. I said a little overa million dollars, $1,400,000. 
Will anyone say this is anything like our fair proportion? 
Take the little State of West Virginia, with a river not half as 
long as the Kentucky River and no more valuable to the com- 
merce of the country than the Kentucky River, and for that 
State we have had $4,000,000 appropriated. 
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Mr. ALDERSON. I want tocall the gentleman's attention to 
the fact that the little river of which he speaks, although it is 
short, has four times the commerce of the Kentucky River. 

Mr. BERRY. For the simple reason that near the mouth of 
the Kanawha River are loczted your coal fields, while upon the 
eee River we must go 175 or 200 miles in order to reach 
coal. 

Mr. ALDERSON. On the contrary, the coal fields are not 
near the mouth of our river at all. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
amend by striking outthelast word. I amin favor of the amend- 
ment proposed’ by my colleague from Kentucky |Mr. Berry], 
and I believe it will be economy toadopt thatamendment. But 
I desire to speak more especially on the appropriation in the 
bill for the Kentucky River, and I wish to urge the great im- 
portance of improving that river as speedily as possible. 

The Kentucky River is a tributary of the Ohio. I[t is the 
longest and most important river in Kentucky. It drains what 
we call the eastern coal fields of our State, comprising 10,000 
square miles of coal. At the head of the Kentucky River there 
are counties whose deposits of cannel coal and couking coal and 
bituminous coal are richer than can be found in any other part 
of this Union. There are magnificent forests in those counties 
which have hardly been touched by the woodmans ax. We 
have another coal field in Kentucky known as the western coal 
field, comprising 3,000 square miles, and Kentucky has a greater 
coal area than any State in the Union. 

Mr. Chairman, by the improvement of the Kentucky River an 
outlet will be furnished for these great stores of cannel coal, 
coking coal, and bituminous coal, and iron ore, as well as the 
rich supply of timber of every description. 

Sir, as far back as 1843 the State of Kentucky, through her 


Legislature, provided for the improvement of the Kentucky 
River. Five locks and dams were built at a cost of about $4,000,- 


000. In 1879, when the locks and dams were out of repair, by an 
act of the Legislature of our State, that entire improvement in 
the Kentucky River was ceded to the General Government with- 
out the demand of a single dollar in return. I know of no such 
generosity as that on the part of any State inthis Union. Since 
that time the Congress of the United States has made appropria- 
tions from time to time to improve that river; and I am glad to 
say that we had the pleasure of conducting a majority of the 
members of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors up and down 
the Kentucky River, so that they were enabled to study and 
understand the great necessity for its improvement, and be con- 
vinced that the appropriations had been wisely made. 

For the last thirteen years, or since 1880, appropriations have 
been made by Congressfor the improvement of Kentucky River, 
but they amount in the aggregate to only about a million and a 
quarter of dollars, and to-day the amount fixed in this bill, a 
hundred thousand dollars, is less than it should be, and, in my 
judgment, is inadequate. 

It should be remembered that there are two internal-revenue 
districts which border on the Kentucky River. Last year there 
was collected in the seventh and eighth internal-revenue dis- 
tricts, through which the Kentucky River flows, about $6,000,000, 
under the internal-revenue laws of the United States, and since 
the Kentucky River was ceded to the General Government 
there has been collected $46,000,000, which has gone into the 
Treasury of the United States to help to pay the general ex- 
penses of the Government. The Kentucky River has never re- 
ceived, I repeat, but about $1,400,000 since it was ceded to the 
General Government, and in this bill we find only the small sum 
of $100,000. 

The chief engineer, Maj. Lockwood, has recommended that 
$500,000 be appropriated, and if the improvement is to be finished 
in a reasonable time the sum named in the bill is very unreason- 
able and inadequate. 

The completion of the improvements of the Kentucky River 
will drain or help develop one-fourth of the State of Kentucky, 
and open to the markets of the world 10,000 square miles 
of coal fields and iron ore and forests unequaled in any part of 
our country. 

_ [Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, since my friend from Kentucky 
{referring to Mr. BERRY], whonow honors this side of the House 
with his presence, has made some mention as to the constitu- 
tional scruples that used to exist on this subject, I would like to 
ask him now if Kentucky has entirely gotten over her constitu- 
tional objections to such appropriations? 

Mr. BERRY. Yes, sir; but she is still soundly Democratic. 

Mr. REED. That is to say, it can change its principles and 
still remain the same. [Laughter.| } 

Mr. BERRY. Yes, sir; if the gentleman chooses to put it 
that way. 

Mr. REED. Now, will the gentleman kindly tell us how the 
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constitutional question has been changed in the minds of the 
2° 


le? 

reir. BERRY. Ido not know that it was changed, but there 
has been a change in the minds of individuals. There is a 
different class of individuals sent here to represent the State. 

Mr. REED. So Kentucky has been converted? 

Mr. BERRY. No; not exactly converted. 

Mr. REED. What then? 

Mr, BERRY. It is understood that it has become the policy 
of the Government to appropriate money to rivers and harbors. 

Mr. REED. And so Kentucky proposes, notwithstanding the 
constitutional objections, to have her share of such appropria- 
tions? 








Mr. CARUTH. In other words, ifthere is any stealing going | 


on we want to have a hand in the pie. [Laughter]. 

Mr. REED. The gentlemanfrom Kentucky speaks of furnish- 
ing the money. 

Mr. BERRY. Yes, sir; [ spoke of that. 

Mr. REED. Does the gentleman think Kentucky furnishes 
all of the money? 

Mr. BERRY. No, sir; but [said that we furnished $26,800,000, 
out of about $160,000,000 collected. 

Mr. REED. Do you pay all of that money in Kentucky? 

Mr. BERRY. Why, we have to pay it before we are per- 
mitted even to take our goods to the market. 

Mr. REED. Do you get any of it back again? 

Mr. BERRY. We do. 


Mr. REED. Then will you not make a subtraction of what | 


‘ou do get back from what you pay, so that the argument will 
~ some basis of soundness? 

Mr. BERRY. Why, Mr. Chairman, the bill which is before 
this body, or the one at the other end of the Capitol—— 

Mr. REED. Which one? 

Mr. BERRY (continuing). Contains an addition of 20 cents a 
gallon on every gallon of whisky in Kentucky. Now, if you 
allow usone-half of that amount that you propose to put on our 
whisky we will improve the rivers ourselves and not ask the 
Government for a dollar. 

Mr. REED. Will you agree to pay it yourselves? 

Mr. BERRY. We will, sir. 

Mr. CARUTH. That would — the country of a lot of 

liquor. That will notdo. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MoCREARY of Kentucky. I withdraw the pro forma 
amendment. ' 

The CHAIRMAN. The proforma amendment is withdrawn. 
Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. The question 
is on the amendment submitted by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Berry]. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I hope this amendment will be voted 
down. 

The amendment was rejecicd. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Impro Green River, Kentucky: For rebujiding Lock No. 2 in accord- 
ance with existing plans, 835,000. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. I offer the following amendment. 

The Olerk read as follows: 

Amend lines 11 and 12, by — out the words “thirty-five thousand 
ee ee thereofthe words ** one hundred and five thou- 
Sane 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I said on yesterday 
all | care to say with respect to that amen ;‘but if I ma 
do so, [ will yield to the tleman from Indiana [Mr. TAYLOR], 
who is a member of the ttee on Rivers Harbors, and 
who desires to address the committee upon this amendment. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Mr. Chair: I desire to address 
myself briefly to the amendment offered gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Exuais}. I am convineed it is exceefingly 
important that this committee should be fully advised of the 
situation as regards the matter under consideration. I take it 
that there is no one upon this floor who has more or better 
reasons for knowing the importance of the adoption of this 
amendment than mysel!. 

The Green River, upon which this lock is situated, empties its 
waters into the Ohio, about 8 milesabove thecity of Evansville, 
Ind., which is the princi manufacturing city of that State, 
and the largest hardwood market in the world. Green River 
commerce, which in the 1893 amounted to 614,379 is 
eontrolled in large part by gentlemen who reside in the 
trict Dewees the ane eh neces The twenty-seven 
steamboats now plying on its waters, conveying freight anc 
sengers, are likewise to a great extent owned and ted by 
my constituents, and for these réasons I have given matter 
much thought, and feel myself able to speak advisedly upon this 
matter. 

In 1888 the Commonwealth of Kentucky ceded to the General 
Government this and herother rivers for the sole consideration, 
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so far as the State was concerned, that the United States should 
| care for and maintain the locks, dams, and other improvements 
which had been constructed should be cared for and maintained. 
Prior to that time that State had received no assistance what- 
everjfor the careand maintenance of any of her inland streams. 

The lock in question at the time of this transfer was then in 
fair condition, and by an expenditure of small sums remained so 
until 1891, when it was discovered that it was being under- 
| mined and becoming dangerous, this fact coming to the knowl- 
edge of the United States engineer, who, after .making an ex- 
amination, reported that such was its condition that he consid- 
ered it very necessary that a new lock be built in its place, and 
estimated the cost at $170,000 and asked for anappropriation for 
that amount. 

The matter was taken under advisement by the River and 
Harbor Committee of this House at its session in the Fifty-sec- 
ond Congress, and for some reason the bill then presented car- 
ried no apere riation for the work, but the needs were so press- 
ing and the demands so great that an appropriation of $65,000 
| was made in a general deficiency bill afterwards passed in that 
| Congress. 
| With this amount, work was commenced and the preliminary 
work done, and had the entire appropriation been then made, 
this lock would have been long since built and much damage 
ene to commerce, for in the condition in which the lock 

as been for the past year all persons using it assume a great 
risk, and commerce has been diverted to other more expensive 
and inconvenient channels. This fact—for it is afact—becomes 
apparent as will be seen by an examination of the commerce of 
| said river, for as the transportation became more dangerous it 








greatly decreased. 
| In the fiscal year 1891, when this lock was thought to be in 
| good condition, the commerce amounted to 907,143 tons, and 
| would have been in 1893 considerably over 1,000,000 tons if the 
alarming condition of the lock had not frightened shippers and 
prevented them from freely using this river. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. TAYLOR] has expired. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I ask for further time. I shall not occupy 
any more of the time of the committee than is possible to prop- 
erly present the facts. 
| Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. i ask that the gentleman's time be 
| extended. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, the condition of 
this lock is such that the officials in charge require that each 
person using it shall sign an agreement to release the United 
Statesfrom any liability incase of damage while passing through, 
and further stipulating that no person will be permitted to re- 
main on board a vessel during said times. Therefore it can be 
— seen x benpeeamne in said river should have fallen off, 
as is shown by the report. 

he $65,000 appropriated by the Fifty-second Congress has 
not all been used for the reason that were any considerable part 
built and then remain in that.condition any length of time await- 
ing another a it will readily be seen that the prob- 
abilities would be that structure, partially done, would be sim- 
ply washed away or in such condition when work again com- 
menced as to require much if not all to be done over again, and 
for this reason: only such work as would not suffer from delay 
has been permitted. 

The old lock has been getting worse and worse, untilrecently 
part of it, 1 am te:d, has nintothe river. At this session of 
Congress the River and Harbor.Committee were asked to ap- 
propriate the balaxceof the estimate, $105,000, necessary to com- 
plete, but owing tothe great amount of work devolving upon the 
committee its importance was overlooked, and, in fact, it was 
only after the bill had gone to the printer that the condition of 
the lock became such as to become t to all that it could 
stand but a short time at most. Had been known I have no 
doubt but what the matter would have received proper consid- 
eration and the full amount appropriated. 

I am fully aware, — Chairman, ae are serbeowar ro 

ons made by our committees, but if ever an excep 

os = it a done —s pe _— Green ae a Nay- 

leng miles, ur locks on the river proper 

and one cn Barren River, one of its tributaries. With these locks 

inorder navigation is open nearly theentire year; in fact the re- 

port shows that one of these was operated for three hun- 

dred and thirty-seven days during the year 1893, and so gentile 

is the flow of water ee its length that at one of these 
locks the water is backed for 40 miles. : 

riation is asked, is 
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River, near Bowling Green, and also an appropriation for im- 
proving Rough River, another tributary. How utterly useless 
will this expenditure of money be unless Rumsey’s lock is built. 

Mr. MERCER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from Indiana if this lock which he desires to rebuild 
should be removed, would the water all flow out of Green River? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. No; but it would become too shal- 
low in places to be used for navigation. 

Mr. MERCER. I desire to ask the gentleman if Green River 
has not been turned into a canal rather than a river? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. No; at places itis avery wideand 
deep river; in fact, broad enough at almost any place for the 
steamers that ply upon its waters to turn conveniently. There 
are now twenty-seven steam vessels, as is shown by the engi- 
neer’s report, navigating its waters, and very rarely is it frozen, 
owing to the springs that abound in its bed. 

Mr. MERCER. I thought, if the National Government was 

ing into the construction of canals, I wanted one constructed 
in my State. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Let me assure the gentleman that 
no place in his State, nor for that matter in any other State, is 
there a river of so great importance, considering its size and 
length. 

Mr. MERCER. Is itin your State? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. No,sir; itis not, but the people of 
the State I have the honor to in part represent here want jus- 
tice done to all States, and recognize the necessity for speedy 
and prompt action in this matter. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana.. And now, Mr. Chairman and gen- 
tlemen, as a member of this House and as a member of the com- 
mittee who reported, but did not assist in the formation of this 
bill, t ask that this amendment be adopted. [Cries of ‘‘We will 
vote with you! “ Vote!” ‘* Vote!” 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I want to oppose 
this amendment, at least far enough to understand it. I believe 
the bill makes an appropriation of $125,000. 

Mr. CATCHINGS and others. No; $35,000. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. And it is proposed to increase it 
up to what? 

Several MEMBERS. To $105,000. 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. And the gentléman from Kentucky 
through whose district I understand this river passes—— 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Indiana is my State. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And the gentleman from Indiana, 
through whose district it does not run—— 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I live in Indiana, but Green River 
is opposite my district. 

Mr. CANNON of Llinois. You know all about the river? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I know all about it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I doubt whether the gentleman 
has fully considered what this appropriation means. I have no 
doubt that that is a magnificent river, because he has said so. 
A river of very considerable length and has coal fields along it. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. The gentleman evidently did not 
understand me. Lam sorry I did not make myself understood. 
Lock 2 has fallen down. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I understand that. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Or virtually fallen down; and that 
is just 63 milesaboveitsmouth. There are three locks in Green 
River and one in Barren River, which are dependent upon this 
lock. The Fifty-second Congress appropriated $65,000 to com- 
mence to do the preliminary work. 

This Congress did not know the dangerous condition of the 
lock at the time that the bill was sent to the printer, and has 
only ap riated $35,000 to continue the work, making alto- 
oo 100,000. The estimate of the engineer is $170,000. It 

only a question of this Congress or the next Congress; that 
is the only question so far as the appropriation is concerned. 
Besides that, if the gentleman permit me, one word fur- 
ther, there is an indefinite appropriation which provides for the 
care and maintenance of this river.. There will be just as much 

nded ifthe lock had not fallen down, so that it could be re- 
saived without extraordioary expense out of the indefinite ap- 
propriation as if this provision were not putin the bill. I will 
state that I also know of my own knowledge from having con- 
versed with several members of the committee, that they would 
have favored this appropriation, because they did not know that 
the lock was in such a dangerous condition. The committee is 
not to blame for it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. What is the principal freight to 
be carried? 


Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. The amount was about a million 
tons last year. 


y 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Principally coal? 
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Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Oh, no; not at all. There was 
scarcely any coal as compared with the other freight, such as 
limestone that you have in the city of Washington in your build- 
ings here. 

_ CANNON of Illinois. It runs through coal fields, does it 
not? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Yes, it runs through the finest 
country that I ever looked upon. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Its other freight, then, is mineral? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I think the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR] has passed over the river and he knows the 
country. 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. Ali I want to know is whether there 
is a good deal of coal and a good deal of limestone carried on the 
river? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. The coal has not been developed 
to any considerable extent. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But you have reached the lime- 
stone and you get a market outside for it. As I understand it 





| there has not been any great development heretofore as com- 


pared with others in the mineral wealth of the country? 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. If the gentleman will allow me, | 
will state that this river flows through my district, and | know 
all about of what its commerce consists. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have but a little time. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. The gentleman can get another 
five minutes if he desires it. In addition to coal there is iron 
and lumber. -A very large amount of the commerce conducted 
on this river is in general commerce bought and sold, in farm- 
ing products that are shipped on this river. Thisriverreaches 
the interior of Kentucky, and merchandise is carried to the 
towns which are scattered all along up and down the river. 
The merchants receive their freights and merchandise of all 
kinds by it. They ship their products over this river, so that 
it is important in this respect. ; 
| Mr.CATCHINGS. If my friend will permit me to say a few 
words, I think, perhaps, I can clear this matter up a little. 

Mr. CANNON of Iliinois. I am very glad to hear from the 
gentleman, and then I may want a word or two. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Very well. 

Mr.Chairman, I move tostrike out the last word. This amend- 
ment has reference to what is known as Lock No. 2, on Green 
River, Kentucky. By an amendment appended to a deficiency 
bill in the Senate we appropriated in 1872 $65,000 for the purpose 
of regulating this lock. It is one of the old locks formerly be 
longing to the State of Kentucky, when this river was under 
lease, which lease the Government bought out some years ago. 
The lock wasin a bad condition at that time and has been get 
ting worse ever since. We proposed in this bill to add to the 
former appropriation $35,000, making $100,000 which would be 
practically on hand if this appropriation should be made. [It 
will require $70,000 more to complete the work. 

Now, this Lock No. 2 may be said to be the key to navigation 
on both Greenand Barren Rivers. It is the most important lock 
and the lowest, and if it should fall down or become impassable 
all navigation would be suspended on both rivers, and the amount 
of commerce upon these rivers is very considerable and valua- 
ble. If the Committee on Rivers and Harbors had been fully 
apprised of the situation I have no doubt that they would have 
recommended an appropriation of $105,000, the amount suggested 
in the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Kentucky. 
After the reporting of this bill it came to my knowledge that 
the works were about to be destroyed, and I went and had a con- 
ference with Gen. Casey, the Chief of Engineers, and at my 
suggestion he wrote to Maj. Lockwood, who has charge of the 
work, to ascertain the exact condition of it, and Iask the Clerk 
to read Maj. Lockwood’s reply. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


UNITED STATES ENGINEER OFFICE, 
Cincinnati, Ohio, April 30, 1894. 

GENERAL: In reply to your letter of April 25 (Engineer Department, Pile 
No. 732), with regard to Lock No. 2, on Green River (Rumsey, Ky.), I have 
the honor to state that the lock is being operated as usual, and thatit is my 
present intention to keep the lock open until some new weakness may de 
velop to render its closure necessary. 

During the high water of the early spring several wash-out holes appeared 
in the embankment in the rear of the land wall, indicating that the earth 
had been carried down through or under the land wall. Some time ago a 
raft entering the lock knocked out two stones in the upper end of the land 
wall, just above the oo recess. This has not interfered at all with the sta 
bility of the lock wall itself, but only indicates a general weakness of the ma 
sonry. As the waterapproaches a poolstage, the strain on the land wall wi!! 
necessarily increase, it has been my intention when the river gets down 
| to pool stage to request that a board of engineers be appointed to decide 
| wpon the question of the safety of the walls. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 





D. W. LOCKWOOD, 
Major of Engineers. 
Brig. Gen. THomas L. CASEY, “ , 
Chief of Engineers, United States Army, Washington, D. C. 
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Mr. CATCHINGS. Now, Mr. Chairman, the condition there | 
is so serious that the engineer states that as soon as the water | 
gets low enough it is his purpose toask thata board be convened | 
to examine into the question of the safety of the wall, he being 
unwilling to take the responsibility personally, and I am told 
that no sort of commerce is nacmese = to go through that lock 
now except upon the express condition that the Government 
shall not be liable for any damage that may result. 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. That is the order that the local en- 
gineers have issued. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Gen. Casey thinks this work should be 
completed in a single year, and I agree with him as to that. If 
the work were not in so bad a condition we could poe get 
along by adding the $35,000 recommended in this bill to the $6),- 
000 carried in the appropriation bill of 1892; it being the purpose 
of the engineers, so faras er can do so, to let navigation con- 
tinue while they are putting in the new work. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Did I understand the gentleman correctly 
when I understood him to say that there was a release of lia- 
bility taken from all parties using this lock? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That is my understanding. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is it claimed that the Government of the 
United States would, in any event, be liable for any damage re- 
sulting there? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Ihave expressed no opinion upon that 
subject. I made the statement only for the purpose of showing 
the serious condition of this lock. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But is it claimed that the Government in- 
curs any responsibility? 

Mr. CATCHINGS., I do not know that any claim of the sort 
has ever been made. I mentioned the fact merely for the pur- 
pose of illustrating the serious condition of the lock and the ne- 
cessity for this appropriation. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Lagree with the gentleman from 
Towa, that probably there would not bs any liability on the part 
of the Government in any case, but out of abundant caution this 
release is required. There are seven passenger boats on the 
river, and the passengers are required to leave the boats while 
they are passing through the lock. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But what about this release of liability on 
the part of the Government? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Boat owners are required to sign 
an agreement releasing the United States from any liability in 
case of injury to their property in passing through, or in case the 
lock should fall in, cod. as Ihave said, passengers are required 
to get off the steamers. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Who imposes that condition? 

Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky. The local engineers. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. It is done, no doubt, out of abun- 
dant caution and for the purpose of letting people understand | 
the serious condition of the lock. 

Mr.CATCHINGS, It is only important as illustrating the 
condition of the lock. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think it is important as showing that, in | 
the minds of some persons at least, the Government has as- 
sumed responsibility. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Oh, the Government has assumed no re- 
sponsibility there that it does not have everywhere else. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I understand that it is the engineer in 
charge who requires these releases. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. So I understand. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then, evidently some one must claim that 
there would be liability on the part of the Government or no 
release would be required. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. All that I desire to add, Mr. Chairman, 
is, that in ~ fare at, this amendment ought to be agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr, Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN put the question on the amendment, and de- 
clared that it was agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. Mr. Chairman, I have been on my 
feet seeking recognition since before the Chair commenced to 
put the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not understand that the 
gentleman was asking recognition again on the same amend- 


ment. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I desire to offer an amendment to 
the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will send up his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I move to amend the amendment 
80 as to substitute one hundred thousand instead of one hundred 
and five thousand. 

My object in offering this amendment was to make a oy oe 
tion. I ‘hola in my hand the engineer's report. I[t seems t 
last year the total commerce of this river was 614,000 tons. It 
1892 it was 462,000 tons. Seventy-thousand tons of last year’s 
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commerce was coal; 465,000 tons was timber and logs; stone, 4,000 
tons, 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. That coal went up the river in- 
stead of down. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, I want to say that at one 
station, in the county in which I have the honor to live, there 
is more tonnage of coal alone, although we are off a river, than 
all the tonnage of that river. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I want the gentleman to under- 
stand that that coal went up the river, instead of down. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is all right—whether it went 
up or down. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I wish to makea parliamentary in- 

ulry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can notentertain a parliamen- 
tary ey while the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON ]is 
on the floor, unless he yields for that purpose. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I want to understand the situation; 
that is all. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will explain the situation. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Is it understood that the vote 
which the Chair took and announced a few moments ago has 

een vacated? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANn- 
NON] rose after the question had been put, and stated that he 
had been endeavoring to offer an amendment to the pending 
amendment. Therefore the Chair set aside the vote, and rec- 
ognized the gentleman from Illinois to offer the amendment. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. That is all I wanted to learn. 

Mr. CANNON of Ulinéis. Mr. Chairman, I am not prepared 
to c1y that this appropriation is not wise from one standpoint. 
True, it appears there is not much commerce on that river. 
What the possibilities of the river improvement may be I can 
not tell, ar. so far as appears from the engineer's report. 
The chairman of the committee seems to think that this is a wise 
appropriation. However, [ want to make one suggestion to gen- 
tlemen who represent Kentucky here. The gentleman who spoke 
a few moments agosaid Kentucky was reliably Democratic, how- 
ever she might have changed her views about the Constitution. 
Well, I think that is so, unless you take Eastern Kentucky, over 
there in the mountains, where there is a possibility of develop- 
ing great mineral wealth. The mineral wealth is there. Its 
bare presence, | think, has a tendency to overthrow the Demo- 
cratic party and build up the Republican party, that believes in 
developing all the possibilities of a country. 

Now I want to say to these gentlemen from Kentucky, espe- 
cially my honored friend, the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs |Mr. MCCREARY], who so eloquently advocated 
liberal appropriations for the Kentucky River, have a care, be- 
cause if you develop the navigation of thatriver and develop the 
resources of your State, and set multiplied thousands of men do- 
ing something besides farming, as sure as the sun rises Demo 
cratic supremacy in your State is threatened as it is threatened 
in Arkansas and in Missouri. Havea care, my friends. [Ap 
plause on the Republican side. ] 

{Here the hammer fell.]} 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It seems to me I had just com- 
menced upon this interesting theme. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the last two words. I hope the House will 
not be prejudiced against this amendment, because every gen- 
tleman from Kentucky has done his utmost to break down the 
industries of this country and to destroy its revenues. The de- 
velopment of this country will not stop because the Democratic 

rty has possession of this Government for a brief period; and 
I think the House may safely make this appropriation. The 
gentlemen from that section of the cena cree to be of exactly 
the same opinion on economic questions that they were in 1832 
and in 1860. Theirs hes to-day are of exactly the same tenor 
as the speech of Mr. McDuffie, of South Carolina, who «as chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means of this House in 1832. 
I see the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] nodding his 
head in assent to this statement. Although these gentlemen, 
like the Bourbons, have learned a new and forgotten noth- 
ing old, I still hope that this House will vote thisappropriation, 
because, as my friend from Illinois says, the State of Kentucky 
will surely step forward from the economic ideas of a civilization 
of a hundred years ago and will in the near future become Re- 
publican, if she willenter upon the development of her resources. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I move to amend by striking 
out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment and an amendment to the 
amendment are pending. No further debate is in order unless 
the gentleman from Moesashusetes (Mr. WALKER] withdraws 
the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. WALKER. I withdraw it. 
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Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I move to amend by striking 
out the last two words. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. WALKER], who has just referred to Kentucky, does not 
show to-day that bland disposition that he usually exhibits on 
the floor of this House; neither is he able to state the facts as I 
think he ought to state them. If he will let his mind go back 
to the time when the McKinley bill was passed, he will remem- 
ber that at that time he and others on his side ene that as 
the result of the passage of that bill there shou 
and happiness throughout the land; that the laboring people 
would rejoice and laugh with gladness and plenty. But, Mr. 
Chairman, when the McKinley bill with its burdens was put 
upon the people of Massachusetts and Kentucky and other parts 
of the United States, the promises were not fulfilled. 

Kentucky Democrats are to-day as true and steadfast to their 
principles as they have ey been, and Isay to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts that we intend to stand by our colors and 
advocate a reduction of taxation to the lowest possible point. 
The Democracy of Kentucky and the Democracy of the United 


States will rejoice before this Congress shall adjourn because | 


the promises made at Chicago have been complied with and the 
burdens of taxation that the Republicans placed upon the peo- 
ple of this country have been lightened or removed. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison agreeing to the amend- 
ment to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I think I will with- 
draw the amendment I have offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. ELLIs]. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Big Sandy River, near Louisa, Ky.: For completion of mova- 
bie dam, in accordance with the existing plans, 828,000. 

Mr. PAYNTER. 
ment to this paragraph. 

Mr. CATCHINGS, Will the gentleman from Kentucky yield 
to me for a moment to allow me to submit an amendment simply 
to correct the text of the bill? 

Mr. PAYNTER. Certainly. 

Mr.CATCHINGS. lI[offerthe amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend on page 38, line 14, by striking out the word“ completion” and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the words “ continuing construction;” so as to read: 

“For continuing construction of movable dam,” etc. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thequestionis on agreeing to the amend- 
ment just read. 

Mr. WALKER. 
that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, I think this House has not 
had a clearer exhibition of the truth of what I have stated here- 
tofore with reference to certain people keeping the same opinion 
throughout sixty years without a change than that furnished in 
the last few moments by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
McCREARY], who has just taken his seat. The House has now 
the declaration of that gentleman with reference to the tariff 
question. I want to show where the gentleman is in error. 

When a man will get up here and say that a bill which re- 
duced the per capita tariff receipts from $3.63 a head to $2.66, as 
shown by the report of the revenues received, was a bill to in- 
crease taxation, why, all I can say about it isthat it is simply in 
the line of statements from Democrats and argument that we 
have certainly heard and seen inthe past. It is in the same line 
of the statements we have heard here day after day that the sta- 
tistics—the official statistics of the Government—dispute and 
disprove in toto. And furthermore, the rate of taxation, as 
shown by the report before the House, only increases in the Mc- 
Kinley bill by two-fifths of 1 per cent on dutiable goods, while 
the free goods that came in rose from 33 per cent under the old 
tariff to 55 per cent under the McKinley tariff; and yet gentle- 
men have the hardihood to get up here and say that the McKin- 
ley tariff increases the tax upon the people, and will continue to 
ww, on every stump in the count 

r. MCCREARY of Kentucky. 
question. 

Mr. WALKER. Certainly. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Did not the people of this 
country in the election immediately after the McKinley law 
= passed say they agreed with me by turning your party out 

wer? 
r. WALKER. Well, what have they done in the recent 
election, if that is any argument? 

A MEMBER. What about Sorg? 

Mr. WALKER. The gentleman says the McKinle 
creases prices. Any man who stands here and says th 


Mr. Chairman, I would like to be heard on 


ry. 
Let me ask the gentleman a 


bill in- 
at that 


d be prosperity | 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- | 


bill increases prices shows he does not know what he is talking 

about. If the gentleman from Kentucky can cite me a solitary 
| article that the retail price to the people was increased upon 

under the McKinley bill I will be very much obliged to him. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I only desire to say to the 
gentleman that his statements show he is ignorant on the tariff 

| question or else he is making a statement which has no founda- 
tion in fact. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parlia- 

mentary question. Ought not gentlemen to address them: elves 
tothe matter under consideration? The House is not now con- 
| sidering a tariff bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can only state that the gen- 
| tleman from Massachusetts and the gentleman from Kentucky 
| being old members of the House know the rules, and the Chair 
| hopes they will observe them. This isa river and harbor bill, 
| not a revenue bill. 

The question is on agreeing to the amendment just offered by 

| the gentleman from Mississippi. 

The amendment was adopted. 

| Mr. PAYNTER. I now offer the amendment I send to the 
desk. 4 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out on page 38 all of the paragraph beginning with the word “ Im- 
ae. in line 13, down to and including the word “ dollars,” in the fif 
teenth line on said page, and insert in lieu thereof: “Improving Big Sandy 
River near Louisa, Ky.; for continuing the work on the movable dam, in 
accordance with the existing plans, $40,000.” 

Mr. PAYNTER. Mr. Chairman, the tariff question is a very 
interesting one. I was glad to hear gentlemen discuss it, even 
in the consideration of this bill, but it occurs to me that I have 
heard it discussed on this floor before now. The matter in 
which I am at present deeply interested, because it concerns my 

| constituents, is the question of improving the navigation of the 
Big Sandy River. 

| have heard the distinguished gentleman, my colleague [Mr. 
| McCreary of Kentucky], say that the State of Kentucky has 
| expended $4,000,000 on the Kentucky River. In addition to 
that it is stated from official sources that the General Govern- 
| ment has expended over $1,400,000 upon that river. 
| Iam very much in favor of improving the rivers and har- 

bors of our country. I amin favor of improving the Kentucky 
| River; but I am alse very much in favor of improving a river 
that is more important, if you can judge from the commercial 
statistics, than the Kentucky River, and that is the Big Sandy 
| 
| 





River. 

Commerce upon the Kentucky Riverin 1890, as reported by the 
engineers, was, in round numbers, 310,000 tons. In three years 
| ithasincreased 20,000 tons. The tonnage of the BigSandy River 
in 180, according to official sources, was 268,582 tons. Last year 
| it was 466,728 tons. While the Kentucky River has increased 
| 20,000 tons, the Big Sandy River has increased 196,146 tons, or, 
| in round numbers, 135,000 tons more than the Kentucky River. 

Now, I donot want to be understood as saying anything against 
the improvement of the Kentucky River; but the State of Ken- 
tucky expended $4,000,000 upon that river, and the Federal Gov- 
| ernment has expended in round numbers a million and a half of 
dollars. The State of Kentucky never expended a single cent 
upon the Big Sandy River so far as I know, which is an inter- 
state river, and the Federal Government hasexpended only about 
$300,000 on it, Yet the commerce of that river, according to of- 
ficial sources, which we find-in the report of the Chief of Engi- 
neers, is greater than it is upon the Kentucky Biver. 

I can make comparisons with the Green and the Barren Rivers 
also, and I will do that. According to official sources the com- 
merce on the Green and Barren Rivers has diminished 300,000 
tons in the last three years, and on the Big Sandy River, as I 
have stated, it hasincreased nearly 200,000 tons in the same time. 
This has resulted from the fact that the Government has ex- 

ended twenty-five or thirty thousand dollars in improving the 

ug and Louisa forks of the Big Sandy River. 

The Government has expended about $300,000 upon this im- 
provement at Louisa. According to the report of the Chief of 
Engineers it will take $70,000 to complete that work. Over 
| $300,000 have been expended upon these improvements, and to 

expend $7(),000 now will complete them. This lock and dam 
| when constructed at the forks of the river will give slack water 
| for 25 miles, about 12: miles up each prong of that river, and 
| will cast a pool into rich coal fields; and I suy to this committee 
to-day, if you will appropriate the money to complete the lock 
| and dam, there will be more coal shipped from the Big Sandy 
| River than any river in the State of Kentucky. The whole 
| amount ought to be given, because Maj. Loc!:.wood, when he rec- 
| ommended $28,000, supposed th t %28,000 wo :}d complete the im- 
provements; but they encountered coal, which made the excava- 
tions that much more expensive. ‘Therefore it will take $70,000 
to complete it. 
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We ought to have the whole amount, but I have simpy asked 
$12,000 more than the $28,000 agpentee in the bill. If the 
House should adopt the ordinary principles that govern men in 
their daily business transactions, and which principles ought 
to apply in the expenditure of the public money, it would ap- 
propriate the whole $70,000, even if it were necessary to borrow 
the money, for the purpose of getting the benefit of the $300,000 
which have already been expended. Yet in view of these facis, 
all I ask now is an additional appropriation of $12,000. I am 
reliably informed that the $28,000 proposed in the bill can not be 
successfully used, and I will explain why. 

{The time of Mr. PAYNTER having expired, by unanimous 
consent it was extended five minutes. | 

Mr. PAYNTER. Iam informed from sources that can not be 
mistaken that the $28,000 which this bill carries for the im- 

rovement at Louisa can not be poney expended unless thers 

s an additional appropriation of $12,000. The reasonis that the 
building of a cofferdam is required. The $28,000 will not com- 
plete the foundation in the water, and therefore if the dam re- 
mains there during the next winter it may be carried out and 
interfere seriously with navigation, or if it stays there it ma 
become filled up with sand. The consequence is it will entail 
great expense upon this Government; and in view of the fact 
that the chairman of the Committeeon Rivers and Harbors[Mr. 
CATCHINGS] has accepted the amendment of $105,000 tocomplete 
the lock upon Green and Barren Rivers, he ought for the same 
reason to accept this amendment in relation to the Big Sandy. 
Of course, lam embarrassed in urging the adoption of the amend- 
ment, because of a lack of official information as to the necessity 
of this additional $12,000. If the chairman would consent tothe 
immediate appropriation of the $70,000 necessary to complete 
the work there, it would give opportunity for the profitable use 
of the $300,000 that have been heretofore expended upon that 
improvement and double the commerce of the river. 

Mr. ALDERSON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

fr. PAYNTER. Cortainly. 

Mr, ALDERSON. When were these facts ascertained by the 
engineer department? 

Mr. PAYNTER. The committee has reported an appropria- 
tion of $28,000 to completethisimprovement. Itwas said by the 
Chief of Engineers, in oo to a resolution calling on the Sec- 
retary of War for information on the subject, in a letter which I 
will — in the RECORD with my remarks, that if would take 
$70,158.58 to complete the Needle Dam on the Big Sandy River 
near Louisa. Now, I simply ask for $12,600 in addition to that 
which has been recommended by the committee. The whole 
amount sbould be appropriated; but I simply ask for $12,000, 
which, with the $28,000 which this bill carries, may be madeavail- 
able and expended in such a way that it will not be lost to the 
Government. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ane him? 

Mr. PAYNTER. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. A few moments ago, in this 
diseussion, the very able gentleman from aypos r. BERRY] 
said that they were not receiving anything in his State, but now 
I understand you to state they have received a large amount of 
money. 

Mr. PAYNTER. I did not understand him tosay that we had 
not received anything in that State, save about $2,000,000 in the 
improvement of rivers, and only $1,500,000 of that amount 
has been expended on the Kentucky River; but according to 
commercial statistics the commerce of that river is not as great 
as the commerce of the dy. 

Mr. WILSON of Was ton. The last river and harbor ap- 
S riation bill I understand carried $315,000, and this river and 

rbor bill carries $355,000 for that State. 

Mr. PAYNTER. I do not know what was carried by the bill 
last year. The Big Sandy receives $50,000 for the improvement 
at Louisa. 

The communication which I referred to is as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 
NITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., January 18, 1894. 

125, requesting the Secretary of War ts furnish the House of Representatlves 

e ar e Rouse ves 

@b the cariieut dag possible faformastion as to the amount to com- 

the improvement on the Big Sandy River at Louisa, Ky., ond in Sophy 

its reference to this office for west to submit the accomp: copy 
of letter of October 13, 1893, from . dD. W. Corps 

$70,151.58 for completing the needle 


containing an mate amoun 
dam on the Big Sandy River near 
¥ ution of the House “3 Se is herewith returned. 
respectfully, your o' ent servan 
boo "= THOS. LINCOLN CASEY, 
General, Chief of Engineers. 


: 


Hon. D. S. LAMorr, 
Secretary of Wer. 


UNITED STATES ENGINEER OFFICE, 
Cincinnati, , October 13, 1893... 

GENERAL: Under dateof March 1, 1893, I had the honor to submit a partial 
report on tho needle dam pages for the Big Sandy River, near Louisa, 
Ky., together with maps showing general features of the work. 

the “‘ report of board of officers of the Co of Engineers on dam in Big 
Sandy River, near Louisa, Ky.,"’ dated November 10, 1891, an estimate of the 
cost of the structure was given. This estimate was only approximate, as at 
that date only the general features of the project had been considered; no 
details upon which a careful estimate of cost could be based had been worked 
out, and the character of the river bottom, beyond the fact that rock had 
been found at certain depths, was unknown. 

The masonry of the passis completed, and its cost has materially exceeded 
the original estimate, owing to the fact that coal was found in the river bot- 
tom, necessitating inereased excavation for the foundation and additional 
masonry. It would hardly be safeto assume a different condition of affairs 
for the foundation of the weir. It has also been demonstrated, by the re- 
sults of the past season's work, that a considerable increase in the amount 
of dredging over that anticipated at the time the first estimate was made 


will be ——— 

I have, therefore, the honor tosubmit herewith an estimate of cost of com- 
pleting the work, based upon the cost of work already done and the most 
reliable data available at this date. 

It must be borne in mind that in work of this character a considerable 
allowance must necessarily be made for delay and damage by high water, 
as each time a coffered space is flooded in the Big Sandy River a large de- 
posit of sand is made. Besides, under the workings of the eight-hour sys- 
tem, the cost of labor is increased fully 20 per cent. 


Estimate for completing Needle Dam, on Big Sandy River, near Louisa, Ky. 





Stone cutting, 200 cubic yards, at $7..........2-.---.-...---...--...... B81, 400. 00 
Stone laying, 2,300 cubic yards, at $3.50................-..-............ 8,050.00 
Comerete, 1,108 cubic yards, at-37 .. .... ...............--..22--2-------- 7, 70000 
Excavation, 20,000 cubic yards, at 25 cents............-...-........... 5,000.09 
Excavation, 10,000 cubic yards, at 50 cents_................-.......... 5,000.00 
Os veut pein coneeaoccn UNO” 
Iron, movable parts, pass, 68,428 pounds, at 12 cents............_.... 8, 211.36 
Tron, movable parts, weir, 44,611 pounds, at 12 cents ............__.. 5, 353. 32 
Iron, false trestles, ao onesie cc ctuscutmencepnen | 1,0 OO 
500 needles, 5” by 5” by 16’, IN ie Dit cud ction ieee caveman Eee 
500 needles, i RS i i sain, nas wlan 1,000. 00 
ee 2 cancensinaan eies aeeeiiasinimmenevneaiLoiatats 1, 000. 09 
en ee wotecgeecoecciins 300. 00 
Paving behind lock and abutment, 2,200 square yards, at $1.50.__... 3,300.00 
Protection crib below sbutment.......... 02. 2.2.2... ce ccccee---- 38,000.00 
cs dnepimaniondgunse contidupnemeenns TOO 
Sk ee tte et, _ er ee FY 
Engineering, superintendence, toois, etc...........-..-...--.-.-..... 6,600.00 

BN isi:thidhcssanienininciei dasa tine tens Sieiiesvcois We ae 


Should the above amount be appropriated, the work can be completed in 
one season, and a marked saving in the ultimate cost realized. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
D. W. LOCK WOOD, 


Major of Engineers. 

Brig. Gen. THOMAS L. CASEY, 

Chief of HBagineers, United Slates Army. 

While this estimate is not furnished in the usual way, yet I 
think the Committee on Rivers and Harbors should have acted 
upon itas official information the sameasifithad been published 
in the report of the Chief of Engineers. 

I earnestly ask that the amendment be adopted. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, when the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors were framing their bill they considered this 
matter with a good deal of care. Substantially what has been 
said by the gentleman from Kentucky was stated by him before 
the committee, and we came to the conclusion that it was suffi- 
cient, considering the size of the bill, that it should carry $28,- 
000 for this work. It will cost $70,158 to completeit. There 
was — nearly 50 percentoftheamount. Now, unless 
it is the judgment of the committee that we should appropriate 
the whole sum at one time, the a of $28,000 recom- 
mended by us is as good as it would be if we should add $12,000 
as proposed Py the amendment, and make it $40,000. 

en, my friend has stated that $28,000 will not besufficient to 
enable them to fix the cofferdam. Well, I have an itemized 
statement showing just what the work there consists of, and look- 
ing over it I find—— 

r. PAYNTER. You have recognized the fact that it is not 
sufficient to complete it, and have offered an amendment so that 
it will not interfere with this appropriation hereafter. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I have just stated that it will take $70,000 
to complete it, but I ne that we have recommended nearly 50 
per cent, I will state from the report of the ChiefofEngineers 
that $28,000 will be sufficient to enable them to complete the 
=e which is the objection made by my friend from Ken- 
tucky. 

Now, there is considerable commerce on that river. It had 
last year 466,090 tons, and I have no doubt it was valuable, but 
not so valuable as it is on other steams; for instance, it consists 
of hides, of lumber products, tan bark, timber, railroad ties, 
wheat, wool,and passengers. It is not freight of the most valu- 
able character. I confess, after giving as much thought to this 
as I am — of, I do not see that the amendment ought to be 
adopted adding $12,000 to the amount recommended by the bill, 
and making it $40,000, unless we propose to complete the work 
in one year. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Kentucky. 
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The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PAYNTER. Division. ‘ 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 35, noes 76. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Ohio River, Ohio: Continuing improvment, $250,000, of which 
812,000 shall be used in continuing the work at Shawneetown; 825,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, in preventing the cut-off threatened at 
the peninsula near Evansville, Ind.; $18,750, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, in constructing an additional ice pier at Middleport, Ohio, pur- 
suant to the plans of the Chief of Engineers, and in enlarging and improv- 
ing the ice pier at Pomeroy, Ohio, and in constructing an ics pier at or near 
Syracuse, Ohio, upon the plans heretofore adopted for such piers in the Ohio 
River. The precise points for the construction of said piers at said locali- 
ties shall be fixed by the Secretary of Warso as to best accommodate the 
commerce of those sections of said river. 


Mr.GROSVENOR. Mr.Chairman, the gentleman from West 
Virginia suggested to me that he desired to offer an amend- 
ment, and [ want him to have an opportunity to do so. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 39, line 23, after the word “Ohio,” insert ‘‘or at or near Hartford, 
W. Va.;" so astoread: “In constructing an ice pier at or near Syracuse, 
Ohio, or at or near Hartford, W. Va.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving Chippewa River, including Yellow Banksi, Wisconsin: Continu- 
ing improvement, $10,000. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. 
the desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend on page 41, by inserting in line 12, after the word “improvement” 
the following: ‘Including a survey of the river for 2 miles south of The 
Dalles Dam.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving Fox River, Wisconsin: Continuing improvement, $37,500; of 
Which $2,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, may be used for work 
in the harbor of Fond du Lac, Wis., and approaches thereto; and 95,000, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary, may be used in erecting, operating, 
and maintaining on the Menasha Dam slash boards to be so adjusted as to 
raise said dam 1 foot in height: Provided, however, That said dam shall not 
be raised if, in the judgment of the engineers or the Secretary of War, there 
is any possibility of any damage whatsoever being inflicted upon any pri- 
vate property by flowage of water or otherwise. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend by adding after ‘‘thereto”’ in line 17, page 41, the following: “Of 
which said sum, $2,500, or so much thereof as shall be necessary, shall be 
used in the removal of the bar that exists at the intersection of the Fox 
River with Big Lake Buttes des Morts. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving White River, Indiana: Continuing improvement, %,000. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend page 42, line 13, by inserting after the word, ‘‘improvement,” the 
following: “including a resurvey of said river.”’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For care and maintenance of reservoirs at the head waters of the Missis- 
sippi River, $16,000. The provisions of section 4 of an act entitled ‘‘ An 
act making + ope y for the construction, repair, and preservation 
of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,”’ ap- 
proved Ju x, 5, 1884, are hereby made applicable to said reservoirs so far as 
concerns their care, preservation, and maintenance. For dredging the 
channel at Quincy Bay, at Quincy, [ll., the Secretary of War is hereby au- 
thorized to set apart, out of any appropriations heretofore made, or which 
may be made, by this Congress for continuing the improvement of the Mis- 
sissippi River, from the mouth of the Missouri River to Minneapolis, the 
pum of $15,000, if, in his discretion, said sum shall be necessary for that pur- 
ove. And out of said appropriation he shall cause a survey to be made on 

e west side of the Mississippi River, commencing at the mouth of Flint 
Creek, in Des Moines County, State of Iowa, and running along the west bank 
of the river to the mouth of the Iowa River, and along the east bank of the 
Mississippi River from the city of Warsaw to the city of Quincy, witha view 
to improving the navigation by preventing the water from overflowing the 
natural and artificial banks along those parts of the river and deepening the 


I offer the amendment which I send to 


Mr. KIEFER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


Vey to deteemine the practicability and cost of constructing. a canal to con- 
mect Lake Superior with the Mississippi River, 310,000. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. I make the point of order on that amend- 


ment that it relates to a canal, a matter which is not within the 
jurisdiction of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. REED. How about the Hennepinecanal? Didn’t we have 
that on a river and harbor bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Minnesota on the point of order. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





si iia iain i atria easements 





AALS 


Mr. KIEFER. Mr. Chairman, ifit is in order I will state that 
the Committee on Railways and Canals have made a favorable 
report as to this appropriation. The amendment asks for but 
$10,000 for the purpose of finding a feasible water way between 
the head of Lake Superior and the Mississippi River to con- 
struct aship canal between these two great water ways. There 


are five different possible routes, and I may state thatifa practica- 
ble one is found and the canal is built there will be a saving on 
freight in the one single item of coal alone to the people of Min- 
nesota, the Dakotas, Kansas, Nebraska, and a portion of Wis- 
consin of over a million dollars a year. 

Think of it, on one item—coal used by rich and poor—over a 


million dollars a year infreight alone. I will further state that 
millions of barrels of flour, millions of bushels of grain from the 
great Northwest are annually finding their way East by the wa, 
of the lakes. Certainly this is a proper time for t 

consider the propriety of beginning the construction of such 
highways. Again, men are running about the country seeking 
for something to do; the construction of such a work would give 
labor toa good number of unemployed, and would benefit not 
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merely one distri¢t or one State, but the whole country. My 
time being limited, I ask the gentleman from Mississippi to 
withdraw his point of order and let this amendment pass. | 
will again impress upon this House that the amount is a small 
one, and the carrying out of this work would be of vast benefit 


not only to the people of my district and State, but to the peo- 
ple of the States that I have mentioned and to the whole coun- 
try. Idesirefurther to state that the Senate of the I'ifty-second 
Congress added an amendment to the river and harbor bill, ap- 
propriating the sum of $10,000 for the purpose herein stated, 
but the amendment, by some misunderstanding in the House, 
failed to pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would ask the gentleman from 
Minnesota whether the Committee on Railways and Canals has 
not recently considered this matter and reported a bill upon thi 
subject to the House? 

Mr. KIEFER. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the } 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the harbor of Greenville, Miss. : 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out that p.va- 
graph. I make the motion more particularly for the purpose of 
gaining some information from the committee in reference to 
the proposed improvements in these so-called harbors. While 
I can well understand the reasons for continuing the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River, the Ohio River, and the other 
great rivers of the country in the interest of navigation, | fail 
to see why any appropriation should be made for so-called ‘* har 
bors” upon these rivers. In my part of the country we have to 
improve our own river “harbors.” The dredging and the levy- 
ing is properly a work that belongs tothe municipality. Look- 
ing at the reports of the engineers I find that the last river and 
harbor bill carried for the improvement of the harbor at Mem- 
phis $25,000, for Vicksburg $30,000, for Greenville Harbor $100,- 
000, for Natchez and Vidalia $80,000. 

Now, it does not appear to me that it is a legitimate function 
of the Government to improve these so-called river harbors. I 
am perfectly willing to vote for the legitimate improvement of 
rivers and highways of commerce in all sections of the country, 
but unless [ can have some satisfactory explanation of what is 
being done with these appropriationsand some good reason why 
the public money should be expended in improving this or any 
of the so-called harbors on these rivers, a work which ean bs 
nothing but an improvement of the city front, I feel bound to 
object. If the chairman of the committee can give some good 
and sufhcient reason why the money of this Government should 
be expended for the benefit of a mere municipality, then I may 
support this amendment: otherwise I can not. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. This is but a continuation of a work 
which has been in progress for some years. I do not believe | 
could add anything to what I have repeatedly said on this floor 
in discussing this question. This is an existing project which 
the Government has had in charge for some years. The appro- 

riation in the bill is simply for the purpose of continuing it. 

nless some decided oppositionshould be developed to it, [shall 


int of order. 


Continuing improvement, $80,000, 


| not consume time in discussion. 
Page 43, after the word “ maintenance,” line 12, insert: “‘ For making a sur- | 


The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. LouD was 
rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the harbor of Greenville, Miss.: C 


Mr. LOUD. I move to amend by striking out the paragraph 
just read. It may be sufficient, Mr. Chairman, for the chairman 
of the committee to say to this House that this item is in con- 
tinuation of appropriations heretofore made. That may possibly 
satisfy the intelligence of this House; but it seems to me that 


mtinuing improvement, 880,000. 
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we may properly consider whether the making of an eee 
ment of this kind is a legitimate function of the United States 
Government. I had expected more from the chairmax of the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors than we have heard from him on 
this question. It seems to me there is due to this House some 
explanation of the manner in which this money is being ex- 
pended. We appropriate a large sum for the improvement of 
the Mississippi River. 

Now ,why should there be eyecific appropriations, embracing 
a dozen items, for so-called harbors at tittle villages? Ifa town 
unfortunately has been located upon the Mississippi River at a 
point where there is not sufficient depth of water to allow com- 
merce to land, is it the function of this Government that we 
should proceed to deepen the water there for the advantage of 
that town? Why, sir, I really believe it would be cheaper to re- 
move the town to some place where there is sufficient water 
than to continue appropriations here to the amount of sixty or 
eighty or one hundred thousand dollars a year—and no one can 
tell where they are toend. L[hope, Mr. Chairman, weshall hear 
some more satisfactory exp!anation in behalf of this appropria- 
tion than we did in behalf of the other. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, I call for a vote. 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. LouD was 
rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the harbor of Memphis, Tenn.; Continuing improvement, $20,000. 

Mr. PATTERSON and Mr. Stone of Kentucky addressed the 
Chair. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky obtained the floor, and sent to the 
desk an amendment, which was read, as follows: 

After line 15, on page 44, insert the following: 

“The Mississippi River Commission shall cause to be expended on the 
harbor at Hickman, Ky., the unexpesnded balance of any appropriation 
heretofore made for improving the river at that point.” 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
PATTERSON] desires to offer an amendment to the text of the 
paragraph, be will be recognized, and the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kentucky {Mr. STONE] will be reserved. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Stwike out the word “twenty” in the pending aregraph and insert 
“forty,” so as to make the amount of the appropriation $40,000. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I trust I may have the attention of the 
committee for a moment. The harbor at Memphis is threat- 
ened with very serious disaster. Some five or six years ago 
there was deep water all along the river front at that point. 
eae reason of the washing away of what is known as 
Hopefield Point across on the Arkansas side, there is a forma- 
tion in front of the city in the upper part of the harbor which 
seriously endangers the commerce ofthe city. There is no tell- 
ing what a season may bring forth. The engineers in charge 
have recommended anappropriation of $100,000 for the improve- 
ment of that harbor; but the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
has allowed only $20,000. An item of this bill which has just 
been passed contains an — riation of $80,000 for the harbor 
at Greenville, Miss., a hundred miles below Memphis. 

The engineers recommended an appropriation there of $200,- 
000; and the committee has seen fit to a qecpeiete 40 per cent of 
that amount; whereas for the harbor of Memphis they propose 
to appropriate, in the face of the recommendation of the engi- 
neers, only 20 percent of the amount recommended. I desire to 
have some uniformity about these matters; and I have moved 
to increase the appropriation in this case from $20,000 to $40,000. 
There is no point along the Mississippi River—— 

My. CATCHINGS. While the gentleman is on the floor, 
— he oe kind enough to explain the urgency of this work at 

emphis? 

Mr. PATTERSON. There is this urgency, the formation 
there in front of the city is increasing, and in my opinion there 
is urgent necessity for looking after the condition of affairs in 
that harbor. I do not know that it will be necessary to expend 
at once the entire amount of money named in my amendment. 
But I say the condition of the harbor is such that this appropri- 
ation ought to be made. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. How can the work be 
done? What do you propose to do? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Justabove thecity there isariver known 
as Wolf River, emptying into the M ppi River, and this 
money is used, at least in part, for the — of dredging the 
channel across this bar which is extend ng own along the t 
of the city. This meneycan be used for the p of prevent- 
ing the further extension of that bar. That is the necessity for 
such an appropriation. 

Memphis is the largest inland cotton market in the United 
States. We control there from 500,000 to 700,000 bales of cotton 
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annually, This port, Mr. Chairman, is one of very great im- 
portance. Its commerce is extensive and increasing, and I de- 
sire to — on the committee the fact that the engineers in 
charge of the work have recommended the expenditure of 
$100,000 in this improvement. I hope the amendment will be 
adopted. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, if my friend from Ten- 
nessee had read the report of the engineers, | am quite sure he 
— have offered the amendment which has just been sub- 
mi ; 

Pending his remarks I asked him what the emergency was 
for appropriating the amount of money suggested in the amend- 
ment. He stated that a large bar was being formed in front of 
the harbor of Memphis, which it was important to remove. 
Now, the locai engineers stated with regard to that: 

The natural forces at work are now tending to give a new shore line, prob- 
ably somewhere in the vicinity of the present low-water line. These forces 
can be counteracted and their resulis be destroyed in two ways—either by 
extensive dredging annually repeated, or by works on the Hopefield side 
which will force the river back to its former position along the sept part 

y; 


ofthe Memphisfront. Either of these methods will be very costly, espe- 
cially the latter, and its success is not certain. 


They report that tue work is not worthy of being undertaken 
by the General Government. The Chief of Engineers, taking up 
this report of Capt. Roessler, says: 

Capt. Roessler submitted report of examination under date of April 8, 
1893. It is his opinion and that of the division engineer, concurred in by 
this office, that the removal of the bar opposite the upper part of the city is 
not worthy of being undertaken by the United States. 


That is the work the gentleman from Tennessee wants the 
money for. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Not at all. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. That is the only bar to be removed. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Iam not insisting on the removal of the 


bar. 

Mr.CATCHINGS. Very good, then; take you on any ground, 
The engineers say that the work on this bar opposite the upper 
part of the city is not worthy of being done by the General Gov- 
ernment. 

Now, there is no urgency at all in the work, as is stated by 
the Chief Engineer, and if the amendment contemplates the re- 
moval of the bar it is absolutely reported against. If it is in- 
tended simply for the improvement of the harbor, which work 
is being done now, the Chief of Engineers himself states that it 
isnoturgent. Therefore we thought that the amount appro- 
priated was ample. The committee think they have given lib- 
erally in that regard under the circumstances. 

Mr. WALKER. I would like to ask the gentleman why any 
appropriations are made at all under the facts as presented by 
him? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Because it is work that ought to be done, 
although it is not urgent. I may say the same of much of the 
work that we recommend appropriations for. It is suitable to 
be done, but not specially urgent. 

Mr. WALKER. Is it not true that if $20,000 is expended, 
where $100,000 is recommended for the completion of the work, 
that we lose 25 to 50 per cent in withdrawing from the work be- 
fore its completion, and allowing it to decay instead of taking 
the whole up and completing it? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. With reference to much of the work that 
is undoubtedly true. : 

Mr. WALKER. Is that not the fact in this case? 

Mr.CATCHINGS. I think not. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I move to strike out the last word. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have not insisted that this $40,000 is in- 
tended to remove the bar in front of the city of Memphis, be- 
cause it would be by no means sufficient for that purpose. 
Neither do I insist that it is intended to improve the river at 
Hopefield Bend, so as to cut away that bar. What I mean to 
insist on is that this bar is now ina state of formation. It is ex- 
tending down along the city front and is endangering the com- 
merce of the city—the very front where the necessity for work 
exists, as pointed out by my friend from Mississippi. And I say 
the conditions in front of the city, at the lower end of the har- 
bor, are such that this work should be done and done promptly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Tennessee. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. PATTER: 
SON of Tennessee, it was rejected. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. STONE]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On after line 15, insert the following: ‘ 


“The River mission shall cause to be expended on the har 


bor at Hickman, ., the unexpended balance of any appropriation herete 


fore made for improving the harbor at that point.’’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


At the head of the Atchafalaya and the mouth of Red River, Louisiana, 
for the rectification thereof: Continuing improvement, $70,000, of which 
$2,500 may be used in improving Bayou Des Glaises, in the parish of Avoy- 
elles. 

Mr. BOATNER. 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 44, amend by striking out the words “‘ the rectification thereof,” in 
lino 17, and “ continuing improvement,” in lines 17 and 18, and inserting in 
lleu thereof ‘improvement thereof, with a view to maintain navigation be- 
tween the Atchafalaya and Red Rivers, and dredg Upper Old River,’’ and 
after the word ‘Avoyelles,” in line 20, add “and the ie es River 
Commission is directed to report to Congress of the advisability of effecting 
a separation between the Mississippi and Red Rivers.” 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Ihave no objection to that amendment, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Missouri River between the foot of the Great Falls of sald river 
in Montana and the lower limits of Sioux City, Iowa: Fifty thousand dol- 
ee be expended in the rectification of the river at Pierre and Fort 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, [ offer the amendment 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend on page 45, by striking out in line 2the words ‘to be,” after the 
word ‘‘dollars,”’ and inserting the following: 

‘-Of which 310,000 may be expended in the protection and completion of 
the work at Sioux City, and $40,000 are to be.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAGER. Loffer the amendment which [ send to the 
Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting after the words 
following: 

‘*For improving the Missouri River at or near Council Bluffs, Iowa, and 
Omaha, Nebr., 850,000, which sum shall be expended in repair of improve- 
ments near sald cities, and shall be expended under the direction of the 
Secretary of War.” 

Mr. HAGER. Myr. Chairman, I desire to say to the committee 
that the necessity for the appropriation at Council Bluffs, Iowa, 
and Omaha, Nebr., was discussed before this committee at the 
time the sundry civil bill was before the committee, but the com- 
mittee was not convinced that it was necessary at that time. I 
desire to say that since the formation of the Missouri River 
Commission there has been expended at Council Bluffs by the 
Government the sum of $110,000, and I: think a little larger 
amount at Omaha, Nebr. 

During the session of the lowa Legislature thut has just ad- 
journed, there was a joint resolution and memorial passed de- 
manding of the members of Congress from the State of Iowa 
that they should use all their power to get an appropriation to 
protect the improvements already made at Council Bluffs. 

The river has washed a very dangerous pocket in the revet- 
ment near Council Bluffs, and unless there is an appropria- 
made by this committee at this time, the entire amount thathas 
been expended in the improvement at Omaha and at Council 
Bluffs will be lost, and all of the improvement will be washed 
into the river. It is all in hazard at the present time. I say to 
the committee that it is very essential that this appropriation 
be made to protect the $231,000 already expended. I most ear- 
nestly hope that the committee will see proper to adopt this 
amedment. 

Mr. DOLLIVER and Mr. GEAR addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does any gentleman rise to oppose the 
amendment? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Loppose the amendment, and will yield 
to the gentleman from [Iowa (Mr. DOLLIVER]. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I will ask the gentleman from Mississippi 
what amount has been — in the aggregate for the 
Upper Missouri River in this bill? 

r.CATCHINGS. Fifty thousand dollars. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. All to be expended above Sioux City? 

Mr. GEAR. There was something over $800,000 appropriated 
in the sundry civil bill for the Lower Missouri. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The district which I have the honor to 
represent is not represented in the river and harbor bill, and 
never was. I have not been disposed, either in the present Con- 
gress or heretofore, to make unreasonable eppesition to the 
river and harbor bill, believing that a wise expenditure of the 

ublic money in these directions makes for the general welfare. 

ut I desire to say especially to the chairman of the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors that a careful examination of this bill 
shows that the State of lowa, which is surrounded on two sides 
by two of the great natural highways of commerce, seems to 
have no consideration in this bill, except one clause abolishing 
the Iowa River above Wapello. I have no special complaint to 
make of that, if it is desirable to do so; but it seems to me at 
least that a fair and equitable administration of the public fund 
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I offer the amendment which [ send to the 


‘Fort Pierre,’’ in line 3, page 45, the 
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usually appropriated for this great public purpose ought not to 
ignore these great highways of commercs that surround the 
State of Iowa. Therefore I join very heartily with my colleague 
{[Mr. HAGER] in asking that the expenditure proposed by his 
amendment, which is evidently an economical expenditure, in- 
tended to preserve and protect works already in progress on 
the Missouri River adjacent to Council Bluffs, be made. 

It is certainly in line with the purpose of the bill; and if our 
people are to be called upon to participate in bearing the expense 
of this system of public improvements, I know of no reason 
for the discrimination which appears to have been made against 
the Missouri River, ignoring a work already in progress, whose 
preservation and protection it seems to me requires this appro- 
priation. 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Chairman, [ trust that the amendment will 
be adopted, for the reasons stated by my colleague([Mr. HAGER}. 
And in addition to that, I want to call the attention of the com- 
mittee to the fact that there are three great bridges between 
Council Bluffs and Omaha, over which passes the enormous 
transcontinental trade of this country. The safety of one of 
these bridges is imperilled by the impinging of the water, which 
has endangered the work already done to the extent of $124,000 
on the Iowa side of the river. Again, in consequence of the de- 
flection of the current, there isa large bar forming under the 
drawbridge of one of these bridges that will be a serious detri- 
ment to navigation. 

Now, a word in general in regard to these appropriations. I 





| say that the members from Iowa have always voted and voted 


cheerfully for the development of the river and harbor system 
of this country. The sundry civil bill carried $800,000 for the 
Mississippi River from the mouth of the Ohic to Minneapolis. 
The same bill carried $750,000 for the Missouri River from the 
mouth of the Missouri to its head waters, while the little State 
of Tennessee gets $750,000. I do not begrudge the State of 
Tennessee that $750,000. Iam here voting for it. But I do de- 
mand in the name of lowa, Nebraska, and those other States, 
that this appropriation be made to protect improvementsalready 
begun by the General Government between these two great 
cities, which contain nearly a quarter of million of population, 
and over whose bridges iscarried the enormous transcontinental 
commerce of the country—a commerce, Mr. Chairman, that Is 
ten times as great as floats down any river iu this country. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, there is one reason, if not 
any others, which would make it improper that this amendment 
should be agreed to. There is no recommendation for it by the 
Engineer Department. No estimate has been presented to Con- 
gress as to what it would cost to dothat work. Itisa mere sug- 

estion that a gentleman has offered that we should appropriate 
$50,000. I do not know whether it would cost $50,000 or $500,000. 
There has been no request made for an appropriation; no esti- 
mate has been submitted, and it can not be that this committee 
will take a leap into the dark about an important work of this 
sort. But behind all of that, Mr. Chairman, let me call atten- 
tion to the discussion which took place when we had the sundry 
civil appropriation bill under consideration. 

There was a proposition made to divert to certain localities 
certain appropriations, amounting to a million dollars, or $750,- 
000 for the Missouri River. This question was gone over and 
carefully acted upon by the House. There was no haste about it. 
There was a full and free discussion, and it was then submitted 
to the judgment of the House which determined that amend- 
ments of this sort should not be agreed to. This ideaof divert- 
ing a portion of these river and harbor appropriations to cer- 
tain localities had gone on down to 1888, when the bill absolutely 
allotted every dollar appropriated for the Missouri River to 
various localities on that river, leaving nothing for the river in 
general. In 1892 we had before us all the gentlemen who were 
interested in the appropriations for the Missouri River, and we 
stated to them that the thing had gone on to such an extent 
that we either had to strike out all these items or strike out the 
appropriation for the Missouri River. 

Of course, itis a thing that grows. If one locality is provided 
for, another seeks to obtain the same privilege; and in addition 
to this, in considering the appropriation bill in 1888, we had es- 
timates before us for other localities which called for an ex- 
penditure of $8,000,000 or $10,000,000 for those different localities. 
So it was then agreed by all gentlemen who represented the 
Missouri River in this House that we should shut down on it or 
strike it all out. We made an appropriation of a lump sum, 
leaving it to the discretion of the Missouri River Commission 
as to on which part of the river the work should be done. 

There was this proviso: 

/rovided, That in the discretion of the said commission, a portion of such 


sum ay > ee for the protection of harbors and localities on the 
river within said limit. 


The Missouri River Commission can do this now if it chooses. 
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It has authority to do it; but I say to my friend that he will see 
that this is only beginning over again that which was done prior 





to 1888. 

Mr. PICKLER. The Missouri River Commission can expend 
the money below Iowa City, as I understand. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. This is for the lower part of the river. 

Mr. PICKLER. And has nothing to do above Sioux City? 

Mr. CATCHINGS,. Nothing whatever. 

Another objection, Mr. Chairman, is that this amendment 

roposes that this —e shall be expended by the Secretary of 
ar. Now, we have placed the Lower Missouri River under 
the Missouri River Commission, and if we are to maintain that 
commission at all as a matter of course this work should be 
done by them. 

Mr, GEAR. I would suggest that an amendment be offered 
by my colleague so that it can be conducted under the Missouri 
River Commission. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Thatcan be changed, of course. 

Mr. GEAR. Thatcan be changed by an amendment. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. But I do not believe, Mr. Chairman, that 
we ought to again begin a system which was brokendown, which 
was fuily and fairly tried, and which, with the consent of the 
gentlemen interested in that river had absolutel wrecked itself, 
so that we had to strike oiit the Missouri entirely from the bill, 
or we had to cease this manner of devoting specific allotments 
of the appropriation to specific places along the river. I donot 
think the amendment should be adopted. 

Mr. GEAR. It is true, Mr. Chairman, that there has been no 
estimate made for this purpose, but the reason of that is very 
plain. This bill is made up from estimates which were made a 
year ago and over. Now, gentlemen who are familiar with the 

issourl River know that when it rises it takes sudden deflec- 
tions, so that a man may have a good farm on the bank of that 
river and in one night 10, or 20, or 40 acres of it will disappear 
by the encroachments of the stream. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Does not my friend know that we have 
never made eee for ne unless we have had 
the recommendations of the Chief of Engineers? 

Mr. GEAR. I do not know whether we have or not. I donot 
see why we should not. 

Mr. CATCHINGS, I think there is very good reason. 

Mr. GEAR. I do not. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thequestion ison theamendment offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. HAGER. 

Mr. MERCER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. The chairman of the committee makes the remark that 
no estimate has been furnished to the Missouri River Commis- 
sion by the engineers for the work at Council Bluffs and at 
Omaha. As I remember this matter, Engineer Fox did make 
an estimate of the amount that would be required for these two 
— and turned it over to the Missouri RiverCommission, but 

he commission never printed it, and I understand that Senator 
MANDERSON has now a —— the estimate of Engineer Fox in 
his possession. Why the Missouri River Commission did not 
print that report of the engineer I am at a loss to understand. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. It was probably because they did not ap- 


ve it. 

wer. MERCER. That eee but it was an estimate for the 
improvements required at these two points. Now, on 39, 
line 15 of this bill, I notice an appropriation of $25, , or 80 
much thereof as: may be , for preventing the cut-off 
threatening the peninsula near Evansville. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I can explain that, if my friend desires. 

Mr. MERCER. It seems to explain itself. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Well, if the gentleman is satisfied I am. 

Mr. MERCER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I see no account of 
items in connection with that estimate. We have at Omaha aud 
at Council Bluffs a threatened cut-off which, if it takes place, 
will destroy ten millions worth of p rty at East Omaha, the 
manufacturing center of the city. I do not ask more than ~~ 
other member; but I think we are entitled to some justice 
eguity in the distribution of the money that is appropriated for 
rivers and harbors. 1am informed by authorities at home that 
if we can have a small amount of money at this time, $50,- 
006, a great danger will be averted, at least for the time being, 
and we can tide over the trouble that Is threatening those two 
citi 


es. 
Now, if this body, in its wisdom and justice, will adopt the 
ment pro by the gentieman from Iowa, it will be of 
great benetit to the people of those two cities, at least for the 
time being. Thousands of dollars have already been 
there. The city of Omaha, through its municipal 
and vate spent almost a million dol- 
lars in re Flor- 


ence. The of Council Bluffs Sans Se SS ee ee 
and i think it ie no more than fair that this committee d 
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favor an amendment of this kind, <n when it asks for so 
small an appropriation. We are raising the appropriation in 
this bill for Lock No. 2, on the Green River, from $35,000 to 
$105,000, making a canal out of a small stream, and it seems to 
me that we ought to be able to ae some attention, some care, 
to a great channel of commerce like the Missouri River, affect- 
ing the safety of great commercial cities like Council Bluffs and 
Omaha. 

The question was takenon the amendment, and the Chairman 
declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there—were ayes 47, noes 105. 

Mr. HAGER. No quorum, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN, The point of no quorum being made, the 
Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from Iowa, 
Mr. HAGER, and the gentleman from Mississippi, Mr. CaTcu- 
INGS. 

Mr. HAGER (before the count by tellers began). Mr. Chair- 
man, I withdraw the point of no quorum, 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I renew the point. 

The CHAIRMAN, The point of noquorum is withdrawn and 
the amendment is rejected. The gentieman from Kansas [{Mr. 
BRODERICK] is recognized. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I renewed the 
point of no quorum as soon as it was withdrawn by the gentle- 
man from Iowa, and I insist upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska says that 
he renewed the point of no quorum as soon asit was withdrawn. 
The Chair did not hear the gentleman. The pointofnoquorum 
being made, the Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentle- 
man from Nebraska, Mr. HAINER, and the gentleman from Geor- 
gia, Mr. LESTER. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
51, noes 134; so the nt was rejected. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

45, add at the end of line 3, 850,000 for the improvement of the Mis- 
River at or near Atchison and Leavenworth, Kans.”’ 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, when the old system of 
river improvement prevailed, before the organization of the 
Missouri River Commission, there was asum of money expended 
by the Government on the river at or near Atchison. In addi- 
tion to the amount ex ed. by the Government there was an 
expenditure of several thousand dollars by the citizens of Atchi- 
son to protect their property by confining the water within the 
banks. For the last three years the banks have been breaking 
and the river is destroying not only the property of the citizens, 
but the work which has y been done. The old system of 
improving this river was not satisfactory to people at the river’s 
mouth, but it was more satisfactory to the whole people of the 
Missouri Valley than the present system. 

It will be said that there isno official data upon which to base 
an appropriation in this case. I hold in my hand the report of 
the ri River Commission, dated June 30, 1893, in which 
the Commission speaks of this destruction of property which is 
going on at Atchison, Kans, It reads: 

As reported last year, the cutoff which occurred 

to eontrol the approach to the Atchison bridge has so changed the 


signed 
direction of flow that the complete destruction of these works is only a 
question of time. 


It has been said that there is not much commerce on the Mis- 
souri River. I have notexamined the report as to the commerce 
upon all these streams for which we are making appropriations 
in this bill; but there is more commerce on the uri River 
than there is on many of the streams for which appropriations 
are being made. 

The object of the appropriation I ask is threefold: First, to 
preserve the channel and hold the water within the banks; sec- 
ond, to protect the property; and third, to protect the work that 
has already been done by the Government. This work, as the 
Commission states in the official report, will be destroyed if an 
additional appropriation is not made. It will be economy to 
make the ropriation asked by the amendment. 

It is true the Missouri River Commission has control of 
these im ts on this reach of the river; and it is also 
true that they have refused to this time to do any work at 
Atchison. eare told that under the a priations made last 
year the has no means for t urpose; 
recommended that an tion, in addi to that previd 
for in the eivil , Shall be made for the purpose of do- 

SEMAmanE aan’ Or Gir pereene. St ong © te 
a very sum for purpose. It ought to 
and I it will be. : 
taken on the amendment of Mr. BRODER- 





above the works de- 


TOK, it was rejected. 








1894. 





The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now read the amendment 
sent to the desk by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GEAR}. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “Pierre,” in line 3, add these words: 

“That the Missouri River Commission is hereby instructed to expend 
$75,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to tect the Government 
work on the Missouri River in front of the city of Council Bluffs, Iowa, and 
Omaha, Nebr.; and the amount necessary for said work shall be taken from 
any appropriation made forthe Missouri River.” 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Chairman, this amendment simply instructs 
the Missouri River Commission to expend at once $75,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, for the purpose of making this 
improvement. I think it is perfectly proper and just. The 
amendment does not propose any new appropriation; the money 
is tocome out of any appropriation made by Congress for the 
Missouri River. The Committee on Rivers and Harbors did not 
object to the amendment offered a few moments ago to divert 
from the appropriations made for Mobile Harbor the amount 
which might be necessary for widening the channel of a certain 
harbor in Alabama. Therefore, I think no point can be made 
against the adoption of thisamendment. Itsimply instructs the 
Commission to go on with this work and provides that the money, 
not exceeding $75,000, be deducted from any money appropriated 
for the improvement of the Missouri River. I hope the amend- 
ment wiil be agreed to. 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. GEAR was 
rej cted, there being on a division—ayes 47, noes 114. 

fr. PICKLER. 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by striking out ‘“‘forty’’ in the amendment of the committee and 
inserting ‘‘sixty.”’ 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr.Chairman, I trust I may have the atten- 
tion of the committee for a few moments. This amendment 
concerns the capital of my State. It provides an increased ap- 

ropriation for the improvement of the harbor-at Pierre and 

ort Pierre, Pierre being the capital of the State. 

I desire it to be observed that this amendment differs from 
amendments which haverecently been votedon. As has already 
been st:ted, the improvement of the Missouri River below Sioux 
City is in charge of the Missouri River Commission, but as to 
1,800 miles of navigable river above Sioux City the Missouri 
River Commission has no jurisdiction. If amy money is to be 
expended on that portion of the river, it must be voted for that 
purpose by Congress. Now, for several years past, owing to 
the washings and changings of the channel, the harbor at 
Pierre and the harbor at Fort Pierre across the river have been 
so filled up and interfered with that it is with the greatest dif- 
ficulty that steamboats passing up and down the river are able 
— and thus the traffic on that stream is very greatly im- 

eded. 

5 Now, Mr. Chairman, this is no question of sentiment, this 
amendment; it isa matter of importance to our people. We 
have been often here seeking this appropriation. The engineer 
in charge, and | call special attention to this, has reported for 
$150,000 for this purpose, while the committee placed in the 
original bill $50,000. Since that time, however, the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors by an amendment of their own have 
taken $10,000 of this appropriation of $50,000 and diverted it for 
work above Sioux City. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Let me ask the gentleman if that amend- 
ment was not inserted by his express consent? 

Mr. PICKLER. Icould not object to it. I am not saying 
that I objected to it, it being the judgment of the committee 
and of other gentlemen that it should goin; but I claim that in 
view of the fact that the,engineers have estimated, by reason of 
the great traffic between these two points and up the river, that 
$150,000 is necessary, and actually only $40,000 has been appro- 
priated since the amendment of the committee, I claim that we 
should have this $20,000 more. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the committee 
to some very important figures in this connection bearing upon 
this question. I hold in my hand a petition asking for this ap- 
propriation, signed by the mayor and a large number of the citi- 
zens of Fort rre. This shows the necessity for this work, 
and also calls attention to the number of steamers and the 
amount of trade and passengers carried over the river at these 
points. Without taking the time of the committee to read it 
all I will append it as a part of my remarks. 

The petition is as follows: 

To the Hon. J. A. Pickuur, 
Washington, D. C.: 
DEAR Sm: Your petitioners in petitioning Congress for an ae 
tion for the preservation of the steamboat channel 
Missouri River at Fort Pierre, Stanley County. 8 Dak would respectfully 


wat thee sacwing 
; council of the said city, in view of the conditi ft 
the Missouri River and the threatensd destruction of navigation snd iver 


Loffer the amendment which I send to the 
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transportation at this point, said river bei the only means of communi 


r 

cation and transportation available at this place since the year 1876 and up 
to the present time, and being the means which in the future Fort Pierre 
and all other points on the west bank of the Upper Missouri wil] be com- 
Pelled to rely upon. have made and compiled the following table of statis- 
tics and facts showing our state of dependence on said river, the changing 
of and gradual lessening of the depth of water in the channel, caused by 
the spreading of said river at this place, the position of said city, relevant 
to being the main distributing pofat to all of that country lying between 
the White and Cheyenne Rivers and west of the Missouri River, and show- 
ing the number of steamboats and other water craft landing here, their 
tonnage, the amount of freight, and number of passengers unloaded here, 
including in said statistics freight for the military posts at Forts Meade and 
Bennett and United States troops for the same, together with annuities and 
supplies for the Cheyenne River Indian Agency, and respectfully ask that 
this honorable Congress take such steps as will preserve to navigation the 
river at this place, and also the boat landing here; said landing being the 
only one on the west bank for a distance of 25 miles either up or down the 
river. 

Fort Pierre, or, as it was more commonly called, the “ Mile Square,”’ was 
set apart from the great Sioux Reservation by the Government as a supply 
»oint for the Black Hills country immediately after the opening of the 

Slack Hills to settlement in 1876, and a Government road laid out and main 
tained from said place, acress said reservation to the public lands on the 
west; that during the period embraced within the years 1876 to 1886 said road 
was the most available entrance to all of that country afore mentioned, and 
Fort Pierre the main distributing point for all that section of country, as is 
shown by the table of freights and passengers being brought to Fort Pierre 
by boat, and then transported to their destination—the passengers by stage 
and freight by ox and mule trains. 

That in the year 1886 the Fremont, Elkhorn and Missouri River Valley 
Railroad entered the Black Hills country by way of Nebraska, and owing to 
the high rate of freightage, made necessary? by the freighting system then 
in vogue (by ox and mule teams), traffic at this place was materially de 
creased. The country between here and the west, for a distance of nearly 
200 miles, being Indian reservation, no inducement was held out for the 
building of railroads from this point to the Hills, although the difference of 
haul would be in favor of Fort Pierre, as against the Nebraskaroute, about 


miles. 

That during the year 1891 a company was organized in the city of Rapid 
City, S. Dak., for the purpose of constructing and operating a railroad from 
Fort Pierre to the mineral regions of the Black Hilis and the coal fields of 
Wyoming, and for the more direct connection of those places with the Mis- 
souri River and tts privileges. 

That.said company was duly chartered by the State of South Dakota and 
the right of way granted it by the United States Government over all public 
lands to the Missouri River; that the settlers along the line of said road have 

ranted it the right of way across lands possessed by them, and said city of 
Fort Pierre has granted it right of way within the corporate limits of said 


city. ‘ 

‘That all _— of said road have been filed as required by law, and the com- 
pany pushing said road to completion, and at present have about 43 miles of 
grading completed, and that said road will be fully completed and in run 
ning order on or before the Ist day of August, 1895. 

That upon the compietion of said road a reénactment at this place of the 
river traffic will ensue, owing to the better facilities of this route and the 
lessening of distance to all points east and the shorter and more direct route 
to all points in the newly ceded lands and to the Black Hills. The close 
proximity of Fort Pierre to the coal fields in the west and the direct connec 
tion now being completed to them insures to steamboats a good and ample 
coaling station with cheap fuel, and being the last coaling station for boats 
going north, demand that the landing be preserved to navigation. 

The eattle business, as well as ail other business west of us, demand a 
good landing and channel at this place—cattle to the amount of 5,000 car 
loads being annmally shipped from the cattle country, to wit: Part being 
driven to Fort Pierre and shipped by boat to the different railroads on the 
east side of the river, and others by a long, circuitous route through Ne- 
braska by rail; the latter route entailing a heavy loss to the shippers in the 
way of shrinkage, caused by the great loss of time cattle are kept in cars 
without food while in transit, and the greater distance by said route to East- 
ern markets. 

With the new condition of affairs developing in this country all of this 
cattle business will find its means of outlet to Eastern markets by the direct 
route through Fort Pierre. That during the period embraced between the 
years 1877 to 1890, as is shown by the table of statistics herein, the number 
of boats making stated and regular trips to Fort Pierre was 33; their total 
tonnage 22,600 tous; the amount of freight delivered 136,810,000 pounds; the 
number of passengers carried 14,000. 

That during the season of 1891 there was received and shipped from Fort 
Pierre by boat 17,406 head of cattle, 1,300head of horses, 9,900 head of sheep, 
and 4,321,000 pounds of freight. 

That for the coming season, owing to the influx of settlers to the lately 
ceded lands already setting in, the amount of business to be transferred at 
this place will be greater than ever before; and when the scope of country 
is considered, and the number of small towns tributary, among which 
are Nowlin, Midland, Cheyenne, City etc., dozens of small settlements and 
several Indian missions, all receiving their s lies through this, their only 
gateway, it will be seen that we are more than justified in asking Concress 
for aid and relief. 

By reference to drafts of the river at this place it will be seen that it 
spreads out on a sand bar, more than a mile in width, and during part of 
the season it is nearly lost to navigation owing to the dividing up intosmal! 
channels, the principal one changing several times during the year. Last 
year the transfer Jim Leighton, a beat drawing but 20 inches of water 
grounded while crossing cattle, and remained in theriver twenty-four hours 
with its load of cattle, and was obliged to abandon the transfer of stock for 
a considerable time during the busiest part of the shipping season, when at 
the same time if a very small percentage of the water then flowing was con 
fined to any one channel there would have been nc difficulty in conducting 
the business. : 

When you consider the alarming condition of things and that this mag 
nificent water way, the Missouri River, navigable for upwards of 1,500 miles 
above this point, and comparatively free from obstruction for a great dis- 
tance either up or down from this — and that its condition at this 
— can be remedied by a very small expenditure, that we can maintain 

eep water close to the bank, thus guaranteeing a good boat landing here at 
al) seasons of the year. 

We, your petitioners, most respectfully ask that you urge the present 

to make a suitable appropriation, of not less than 875,000, to be ex- 
ed bet Pierre, to improve the river navigation and maintain this 


, yours, 
R. W. MATHIESON 
Mayor, Fort Pierre, Stanley County, S. Dak. 





oon 


| 


| 
| 
. 
; 
: 
| 
i 
} 


es eee en ee 


ante eoenerae 


nc RAI Se 


SE TEE ET ES HE BS AS Fee ME SH 


Bee 
ane Gaon 


gen 


i) ea 
oe 


; 
1 
a) 
t 






4420 


We, the undersigned committee, appointed to compile a statement show- 
ing the amount of freight shipped to and from Fort Pierre, S. Dak., by boats 
from 1877 to the boating season ending 1891, report the following, which was 
taken from memorandum kept by Capt. James Doud and some of the old 
freighters who delivered merchandise at various points in the Black Hills, 
also to Indian agencies and military posts: 
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. . | Ton 
Steamer. nage. \ Steamer. | nage 
| 
Coulson Line: | Powers Line: 
TD pian anenie on tobe 500 ee re tet bas oe 600 
Big Horn... ... 500 PF. ¥. Batchelor .........--} 500 
Rose Bud wind oan 500 | SEES apa RE CT 500 
eee 400 || Kountz Line: | 
5s "ees 806 | Mollie Moore __........... 1, 200 
St oaks iceniceens eees } 600 | Gen. Rucker...... 0. see} 800 
OES EEO RT 1, 200 || Gen. Tompkins.........-.| 500 
WE POMIINE oo cncacpccceuscesel ee aa oa 500 
den otc pinakbies 1/200 | Katy Kountz .............! 800 
ee eee See. cs. aces. oe 900 
aaa i ti a | 900 || Evans Line: 
PT OES nn aageereapine nye 700 || SS SS oc nncadensuvend 500 
Northwestern ‘Transporta- i TORO. onan con scccessocons 500 
tion Company's Line: | RR 400 
CC  centinekbdinssacsd 800 || SIS. ssh doenencth nine 300 
Nellie Peck .........-..-.-- 600 | WU ack aces oe 200 
Phenien.............--- | 700 || Baker Line: 
Davidson Line: i NG 1,000 
idal Wave .............. | 800 |) = Abner Oniei22222222222222: 400 


Minnie Herma:z..........-. 400 i 














The above-named boats delivered at this point 79,800,000 pounds of freight, 
and the Jim caignnon, ferryboat transferred from Pierre tothis 
000 pounds, making a total of 136,810,000 pounds. Passengers, 13, During 
the year 189i the Jim Leighton ferry delivered at the Fort Pierre landing 
4,137 head of cattle, 500 head of horses, 1,900 head of sheep; total live stock, 
6,537. 


General merchandise received. 











Pounds. 
Fischer Brothers, GOneTAl StOTe . .. ..... 2. cnccccnccccvcccecccesccssccces 353, 000 
Ws Re, POISE, MOREE DOORS... ceconscoce co cduccccccenccocsessasennessaas 282, 400 
Fp Sk SE IIS BROOD vn divenesqntn ne cnen sé cnsncess conned cccnntheseiie 185, 000 
H. G. Combs, groceries.............-....- neee om oe 210, 000 
J. T. Van Meter, notions, books, etc........ moan ah 10, 000 
J. W. Dickey, Se IT apes o naan: moe wiih a. 15, 000 
W.M. Hayes, wholesale and retail liquors ............ anialaieaia teas ean 27,000 
ae es Se is I ia casts ncumones ccnp ceedonsannocavecsences 1, 200, 000 
Rust, Owen Lumber Company, lumber and coal..................... 200, 000 
By PEE, Goiintiadvnaghaddantiinndriacecustauess anebtrannesicien 100, 800 
Nee ee ee nn uaheneneienenms 10, 000 
DI RE IO, o anntionins dgunupcbeccacdcnentane a etechiee abies 347, 000 
A. DD. Merrio’ & Co., TAMDOr ANG CORLL . 2... cc cen cc cccccccces co cececcce 185, 000 
OS Ss... «cencsqngimbbedeuneedanentecntancdpecesebus 198, 000 
Fales & Car, blacksmiths and wagon-makers ........................ 10, 000 
ee eee 108, 000 
American Express............... 1,000 
RK. L.. Degolier, hardware store. 150, 000 
Se Ae A IO HINES carn cots duenccageh basecedccesanbeseahocs 100, 000 

Transferred from Fort Pierre, 8S. Dak., landing during the year 1891. 
PRRRER..... cwonvaccnéoqendce oc cascncennennctnipe sen ewceapndeanadenenonhdoanetes 13, 269 
PEODEL nV susie en ctdredsncnsancen sengtnapeedeneyensddinn cineceheedashaneinen 800 
BROOD. 6 near cn cccnsc cece vocscccccpesesvesces seesencesenesesesacsocesensesene OOO 
TN FC voce nese ss cocnpwancnsonqensagriensa knedoctpsnaenuabena 22, 069 

Respectfully, 
E, MURPHY, 
JAMES DOUD, 
L. LA PLANT, 
Committee. 


During the reading of the foregoing the hammer fell.] 
he CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South 
Dakota has expired. 

Mr. PICKLER. Lask unanimous consent that I may be per- 
mitted to proceed for three minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I will incorporate in 
my remarks a communication from the Board of Trade of Pierre, 
also calling attention to the importance of this provision which 
I ask you to incorporate in the bill. Lask your attention par- 


ticularly to what they say: 
PI£RRE BOARD OF TRADE, 


OFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE, 
Pierre, 8. Dak., April 10, 1894, 


DBAR Sir: We desire to call your attention briefly to the great necessity 
of the appropriation for 850,000 provided for in the amendment which re- 
cites that the money is to be expended in the rectification of the river at 
Pierre and Fort Pierre. [f perchance there should be any op on to 
such an appropriation we are satisfied that itwould be made, if made at all, 
b ies Who are not conversant with the facts. 

several years the Missouri River at this point has been cutting its 
banks badly and has made great inroads into Fort Pierre, causing a great 
deal of damage to thattown. Now, on the Pierre side of the river the are 
crumbling away, and thus entangeenns the business pertice of the city. 
For example, the river bank has fallen away o— the spring and June 
rises of the river for two or three so that the waterworks plant is 
freatly endangered. And in line with this cutting of the banks are the 
arge : otel Locke and at least a dozen brick blocks, the best buildings in 
the city. 


in view of it seems to us that common humanity, as well as business 
interests, should lead Congress to make this It is well 
known to that Pierre is the center for large interests, and that 
at least head of cattle, horses, and shee anni cross at 
mostly by t. On account of the widening of the river, by reason of the 
eutting aa its banks, it is often difficult steamers to ply across the 
stream weighted down with its load of live stock. The improvement of the 
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river at this point does not interest Pierre and Fort Pierre alone, but a 
large part of the State, especially the western half of the State. We earn- 
estly urge that you do all in your pos to secure the eppcoptiawcn, and 
that it be expended in improvement as early as possible; for, as stated, the 
material interests of Pierre and Fort Pierre are imperiled, and any rise of 
the river may do pd nage nae damage; already this spring at least 75 feet of 
the eastern bank of the river has been cut away. @ have every reason to 
a that the cutting will continue at intervals until after the June rise 
0 . 

We have made a true, calm statement of the case, which anyone ac- 
quainted with the situation will verify. If any further facts are desired we 
shall be prompt to answer any inquiries and to furnish any data that may 
throw light upon the situation, and believe that we are entitled to the privi- 
lege of presenting facts to overcome any objections that might be raised by 
parties who are ignorant of the situation. 

Yours, very truly, 
PIERRE BOARD OF TRADE, 
By CHAS. H. BURKE, President. 
Hon J. A. PICKLSR, M. C., 
Washington. D. C. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, after saying that I hope 
the amendment will not be agreed to, because I do not think it 
should be, I will add that if we can finish this bill this after- 
noon I will move that we adjourn over until Monday. I am 
satisfied that all of the members will be glad of a holiday, and 
therefore hope that we will be able to use some expedition in 
proceeding with the bill. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. PICKLER, 
it was rejected. ~~ 

Mr. PICKLER. Then, Mr. Chairman, [ offer the further 


int 57,010,- | amendment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
jens the committee amendment by striking out ‘‘forty ’’ and inserting 
“ iy.” 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I hope the committee will 
give this additional $10,000. This is the amount the Committee 
on Riversand Harbors originally reported, but owing to circum- 
stances which I could not control, the chairman of the commit- 
tee asking me if I would not consent to the diversion of $10,000 
of the original appropriation, I was placed in such a condition 
that I could not refuse. [had nothing else to do than to consent. 
But I repeat what I said a few moments ago, that the engineer 
recommended $150,000, and the River and Harbor Committee re- 

rted $50,000 in the bill, or one-third of the amount estimated 

or; and now [ hope the chairman will allow, in all conscience 
and good faith, and the interest of the people, situated as they 
are in that part of the country, this additional$10,000, and bring 
eo appropriation up to the amount originally contained in the 


The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
PICKLER) there were—ayes 25, noes 96. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendmen: 
to come in at this point. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend thé paragraph as amended by adding the following: 
** And 810,000 to be expended in the revetment of the river on the Nebraska 
side opposite Sioux City, Iowa.”’ 


Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Mr. Chairman, the paragraph as 
amended provides for the expenditure of $40,000 at Pierre, S. 
Dak., and $10,000 for the protection and completion of the work 
at Sioux City. The improvementwhich has been made at Sioux 
City, by an ao of $100,000, has changed the current 
of the Missour ver so that it is now encroaching upon the 
Nebraska shore. 

The amendment which I offer is for an appropriation of $10,- 
000 for the revetment.of the river on the Nebraska shore, oppo- 
site Sioux City. This appropriation is to be expended on the 
Missouri above the lower limits of Sioux City, and hence does 
not come under the supervision of the Missouri River Commis- 
sion. Iam of the opinion that no objection should be raised by 
the chairman of the committee, and hope the amendment will 
be adopted. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving Upper Columbia River, including Snake River as far up as 
Asotin, Oregon and Washington: Continuing improvement, %5,000. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I move to strike out the last 
word. I desire to ask the chairman of the committee if the 

weg of this a is intended to convey the idea 

hat Asotin is in Oregon: that is the intention, I will state 
to the gentleman that it is not anywhere near Oregon, but is in 
Washington. The words ought to be transposed, in order to 
correctly state the meaning. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. There is a comma after the word Asotin, 
and the two words Oregon and Washington, merely refer to the 
location of ae Columbia River. If the gentleman insists 
upon it, the ' Wettingten Under th may be transposed. 

Mr. WILSON of W: . Under the explanation of the 
gentleman, I suppose it is hardly necessary. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
an proving mouth of Columbia River, Oregon: Continuing improvement, 
wd 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
amendment which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

P In line 21, page 46, after the word ‘ Oregon,” insert the words ‘and Wash- 
ngton.” 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I desire tosay that heretofore 
the State of Washington has always been charged with a portion 
of the appropriation for the Columbia River. Inasmuch as it is 
charged to the delegation from the State of Washington, and to 
the State itself, I think at least it should be printed in the bill. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I have no objection to that. 

Mr.HERMANN. Iapprehend that the commerce of the river 
will not be less by reason of the amendment, nor will the river 
itself lose any of the magnitude which nature has given to it. 
I would furthermore suggest that, sofar as the works which are 
now being appropriated for by the Government are concerned, 
they are all upon the Oregonside. The river itself, however, is 
within the States of Oregon and Washington, and if the river 
itself is referred to, then of course it should be placed properly 
as nature has placed it, between the States of Oregon and Wash- 
ton; but the actual work for which the appropriations are now 
being expended are not in Washington, but on the Oregonside. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Oneword. There is no ques- 
tion but what the river divides the States of Washington and 
Oregon. There is no question also but that the zeal and ability, 
industry, and energy of the gentleman from Oregon have placed 
all the improvements of the river upon the Oregon side. The 
people on our side object to that somewhat, but if we are to be 
charged with this appropriation whenever we come before the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, I want the situation to be 

roperly described, so that we can divide in peace and harmony 
between Oregon and Washington. I know where all the works 
are. They are all on the Oregon side. There is no question 
about that. We know that, alas, too well. 

Mr. HERMANN. In response to that I will say the gentle- 

an is somewhat mistaken in regard to the history of the public 
Geprovemente on this river if he makes the assertion that those 
improvements have been placed there becauseof the energy and 

rseverance of Representatives from the State of Oregon, or 

om any other State. They were placed there because of the 

necessity which required that they should be placed there, in 
order that the engineering projects might be carried out ac- 
cording to the best methods. The locations were selected by 
the Engineer Department of the Government, and appropria- 
tions have been made by Congress in accordance with the rec- 
ommendations made by the Engineer Department, and not be- 
cause the representatives of any particular State have recom- 
mended that they be placed in one State or another. 

The amendmentof Mr. WILSON of Washington was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving Lower Willamette and Columbia Rivers, in front of and below | 


Portland, Oregon: Continuing improvement, $35,000. 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
similar in its character to the last. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 46, line 24, amend by inserting after the word ‘Oregon’ the words 
“and Washington.”’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving Willapa River and harbor, Washington: For completion, $13,- 
350. 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 48, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” in line 4, insert the following: “ Pro 
vided, Thatin the discretion of the Secretary of War $2,500 of the amount 
hereby appropriated for said river and harbor may be used in removing ob- 
structionsin North River. = 


Mr. CATCHINGS. 
Mr. Chairman. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


SEc., 2. That the towing of logs in what are known as “bag” or “sack” 
rafts on the open waters of the Great Lakes shall be permitted, but ever 
vessel having a raft in tow shall carry between sundown and sunrise, in ad- 
dition to the colored signal lights prescribed by Treasury Regulations, two 
white lights showing all around the horizon not less than 8 feet apart and 
in a horizontal line, and at least 20 feet above the deck; that for use in 
thick or foggy weather said vessel shall carry what is known as ascreeching 
whistle, to be sounded under the same rules and regulations for giving fog 
signals as are now in force upon steamers having tows, the use of such 
screeching whistles upon vessels not having rafts in tow being declared 
illegal except for fire or police boats engaged in their duties as such; and 
that each failure to display said lights or to sound said whistle shall con- 
stitute a separate offense, punishable as hereinafter provided for. It shall 


I offer another amendment, 


I have no objection to that amendment, 
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be the duty of every vessel towing a raft to give at least half the channel 
way wherever the width of channel will permit to vessels passing in the 
same or an opposite direction, and each failure to thus give way when 
practicable shall constitute an offense punishable as hereinafter provided 
for. Itshall bethe duty of every vessel having a raft in tow to avoid running 
over or against Government buoys, stakes, or other channel marks where- 
ever and whenever practicable; and the willful destruction or displacement 
of any of said buoys, stakes, or other channel marks shall constitute an of- 
fense, punishable as hereinafter provided for; and, furthermore, in case of 
the unavoidable destruction or displacement of any of said buoys, stakes, or 
other channel marks it shall be the duty of th? master or other person in 
charge of said towing vessel to report the fact \o the light-house Teapesten 
of the district by telegraph, if possible, and if not possible, then by mail or 
otherwise, at the earliest practicable moment. 

In all channels and harbors marked by buoys, stakes, or other channel 
marks, or where passage between piers or alongside of revetted banks is 
necessary, rafts shall be so constructed that the boom logs surrounding the 
rafts shall overlap each other, outward and aft, from front to rear, at least 
3 feet, and be fastened together by chains, ropes, or other fastenings short 
enough to prevent the laps straightening out, and failure to so construct 
each raft shall be an offense punishable as hereinafter provided for. 

In and through connecting and connected waters of the Great Lakes, such 
as harbors and rivers with narrow entrances and channels, no bag rafts 
shall be permitted under penalty as hereinafter provided for. 

When any vessel and its tow of logs in bag or sack rafts are obliged by 
stress of weather to take refuge between entrance piers, or in any narrow 
channel of a river or harbor, the burden of proof as to the necessity of soe 
taking refuge being upon the towing vessel, the raft shall be at once recon- 
structed so as to leave at least half the channel way clear, and the whole raft 
shall be moved as soon as possible out of the way of passing vessels; and 
each and every period of twenty-four hours after the first twenty-four hours 
that said raft shall be left in shape to obsiruct navigation shall constitute a 
separate offense, punishable as hereinafter provided for. 

lor entering and navigating all harbors with narrow channels, all rivers 
navigated by vessels other than rafting tugs, except in the rivers St. Mary, 
St. Clair, and Detroit, said harbors or rivers being on or connecting with 
any of the Great Lakes, and for entering or passing through the Portage 
Lake Ship Canals across Keweenaw Point, Michigan, logs shall be made into 
crib rafts, with the logs essentially parallel to each other in the direction of 
raft length and be held together by frequent cross sticks, chains, or cables; 
and that rafts shall not beof greater dimensions either way than 50 feet wide 
by 600 feet long, and if longer than 300 feet, shall be handled by two tugs of 
sufficient power to properly controlthem. Each failure tocomply with this 
restriction shall constitute an offense punishable as hereinafter provided for. 

Raft-towing through either the Hay Lake Chsnnel or the Saint Clair Flats 
Canal shall be entirely prohibited, under penalty as hereinafter provided for. 

On the St. Marys River between Sault Ste. Marie and the head of Mud 
Lake, at a point 2 miles below the position of the Encampment Crib 
Light, rafts shall not exceed 600 feet in length and 60 feet in width; they 
shall be securely fastened by cross ties, or otherwise, to preserve, as far as 
possible, a uniform width; each raft shall be handled by not less than two 
tugs of sufficient power to keep the raft under control and to move it to one 
side of the channel sufficiently to permit vessels to pass; and each failure 
to comply with this restriction shall constitute an offense punishable as 
hereinafter provided for. 

On the St. Clair and Detroit Rivers, rafts shall not exceed in length 1,200 
feet, nor in width 100 feet; they shall be securely cross-tied to preserve unt- 
form width; and each failure to comply with this restriction shall consti- 
tute an offense punishable as hereinafter provided for. For the willful vio- 
lation of any of the foregoing restrictions the towing vessel shall be liable 
to a fine of not less than 8100 and not more than 81,000; and the master or 
other person at the time in charge of the towing vessel shall be imprisoned 
for not less than one month and not more than six months for each offense, 
at the discretion of the United States court having jurisdiction; and in ad- 
dition to the penalties thus imposed the towing vessel shall be liable at civil 
action for damages occurring asa resuit of said willful violation of these 
regulations. 


Mr. BALDWIN. 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit- 
tee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. HATCH, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H.R. 6518, and 





Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 


| had come to no resolution thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the House continue in session until 6 o'clock or so, and see 
if we can not finish this bill. If that can be done, it is my pur- 


| pose to move that when the House adjourns to-day it be to meet 
| on Monday next; so that by sitting probably for an hour or so 


we may get a holiday to-morrow. [ hope there will be no objec- 


tion. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Ido not see that I can consent te 
that. 
.Mr. GROSVENOR. [It will not interfere with the night ses- 
sion. 


Mr: MARTIN of Indiana. But if you are going to sit here 
until 6 or 7 o’clock nobody will come back to the night session. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Mississippi how much time he expects to consume? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I think we can finish the bill 
hour, or an hour at the outside. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unani- 
mous consent that the time for taking a recess be postponed—- 
how long? 


in half an 
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Mr. CATCHINGS. A reasonable time, so that we can finish 





e bill. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, the inquiry is suggested by 
anumber of members what would be the effect of adjourning to- 
morrow, and how members would fill out the new style of circu- 
lar for pay of members that hascome up under this recentspasm 
of virtue. [Derisive cries on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I hope there will be no objection to the 
uest. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I want to know how the pay of members is 

to be affected by that motion, 

Mr. WELLS. You will have overtime to your credit. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi to make the time specific. 

Mr. SAYERS. That might be impossible, there may besome 
trouble; but we will soon get through with the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to therequest? [After a 
pause.} The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve iteelf into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
= Cain for the further consideration of general appropria- 
tion bills. 


re 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled billand 
— resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed 
the same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 123) authorizing the wearing of the 
distinctive badge adopted by the Regular Army and Navy Union 
upon all occasions of ceremony; and 

A bill (Hl. R. 4419) to authorize the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office to issue a patent to Mace Clement’s survey, num- 
bered 386, in the Virginia military district of Ohio. 


PAY OF MEMBERS, 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, Mr. 8 er, I desire to present 
the views of the minority on the Judiciary Committee on section 
40 of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Speaker, I can not with the reasons of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania in matter at all, and as I 
do not agree with the majority, I also ask leave on Monday to 
file my views. 

TheSPEAKER. Withoutobjection that leave will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WALKER. I ask that these views of the minority, by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE], be 
printed in the ; 80 that we have it in the : 

Mr. McMILLIN. at is the gentleman’s request? 

Mr. WALKER. To print the views of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania in the REcoRD—that is, to print the views of the 
minority in the RECORD. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Has the majority report been printed in 
the Recorp? 

Mr. WALKER. No. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The views of the minority can be printed 
as a document, and I do not think they ought to be printed in 
the RECORD. 

Mr. WALKER. I will ask that both the reportof the major- 
ity and views of the minority be printed in the Raecorp. 

r. MCMILLIN. I do not think it well, without some ex- 
cy is on us, to encumber the RECORD with these reports. 

The SPEAKER. The views of the gentleman will be printed 
as a document. ; 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The motion of Mr. CATCHINGS was ym oy ; and the 
House accordingly resolved itself into of Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. Hatca in the chair. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House oa the state of the Union for the pu of ae 
sfeneral appropriation bills, and the Clerk repert the 


ment offered by the gentleman from Minnesota to the pending 


Mr, BALDWIN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk, 
The amendment was read, as follows: : 
Amend on iine %, page 49, at the end of ths line, by adding the follow- 


* Provided, That this section shall not to the harbors of Duluth and 
Superior as to the size and construction of rafts.” 

Mr. BALDWIN. Mr.Chairman, I have proposed thisamend- 
ment because Iam informed by the lumbermen of Duluth and 
Superior that the lumber interests of those harbors would be 

if the provision in the bill were enacted into law, and 
lumber industry of those two cities is the greatest 
industry at the head of the lake. Nearly all of the legs that 
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come to the mills at Duluth and Superior pass through the en- 
trance of the harbor, an entrance 250 feet in width and about 600 
feet in length. 

I have never known rafts to obstruct the navigation inany way 
at that point. [have never heard of an accident_occurring as 
the result of an obstruction by rafts. From my own information 
Iam satisfied that the lumbering industry of Duluth and Su- 
perior would be on the decline from the moment of the enact- 
ment of this law, and I sincerely hope that my amendment will 
be accepted. I would say further that the regulation of the har- 
bors of Duluth and Superior is in charge of harbor masters who 
have entire control of anything pertaining to them, and if rafts 
or anything else were to obstruct navigation the obstructions 
would be regulated or removed by the harbor masters. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to indulge 
in any further discussion of this question. We entered into it 
quite fully yesterday, and I think the committee are sufficiently 
advised as to its merits and demerits. I only wish to add that 
the Chief of Engineers, in whose judgment [ have unbounded 
confidence, for he is really one of the ablest and most sensible 
men I have ever known, is of the opinion that there should be 
no amendment made to the provision as itis in the bill. He 
thinks it has been carefully prepared by the Board of Engineers 
to whom the question was referred, that the legislation is wise, 
that it will be highly beneficial to commerce on the lakes, and 
that it will not result in any material injury to those who are 
en din rafting. My confidencein his judgment is such that 
I could not get my own consent to accept this amendment. I 
hope therefore that the amendment will be rejected. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, after we had our previous 
discussion of this question the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
BALDWIN] and myself called on the Chief of Engineers, and he 
disclaimed any opinion of his own about this matter. He rests 
his judgment entirely upon the reportof the Board of Engineers 
appointed to investigate the subject. Now, I agree with the 
Chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors as to the 
general provision in this bill in relation to towing, but this is 
not the amendment which was discussed hereon yesterday. The 
amendment of the gentleman from Minnesota is a p ition to 
except the harbors of Duluth and Superior from the operation 
of this provision of the bill, and there are the best of reasons 
why such an exception should be made. 

As long as the rafts are in the open lake there is no difficulty, 
there is plenty of room, vessels are not interfered with by them 
in any manner, but when they come to enter the harbors of Du- 
luth and Superior they have to pass through one or the other of 
two narrow entrances—I forget their exact length, but the en- 
trances are quite short and there is no danger of any vessel ever 
encountering a raft there. There is plenty of room when they 
get inside, and it takes a tow only a very short time to 
through the narrow part cf the entrance. Now, to make this 
legislation apply to rafts passing through those short channels 
would be to compel the lumbermen on that part of the lake to 
entirely rearrange and reconstruct their methods of rafting. 
and there is no wee necessity for doing that, because, as I 
have said, the rafts will not obstruct vessels there. No vessel 
would undertake to meeta raft that in short channel; in fact, 
it very seldom happens that one vessel meets another in that 
channel. If the channel were of considerable length the case 
would be different, but it is very short, only a few rods in length, 
and there is no reason why we should compel all the lumbermen 
to reconstruct their rafts merely to pass through it. It is im- 
posing an expense upon the lumbermen of Duluth and Superior 
that is entirely uncalled for, 4nd I trust the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Minnesota will be adopted. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Hlinois. Mr. Chairman, it is true, as 
stated by the gentleman from that this legislation 
is not the result of the judgment of the of Engineers ex- 
appointed, aot by the War Degartwent, bus under anectof Gon- 
ap » not ar nt, but anact - 

for the of investigating this whole subject. The 

hief of Engineers has given careful attention to this subj 
as he told me this matiing, sed be thinks this is just legisla- 
tion that ought to be adopted. There were twoseparate or dis- 
tinct hearings given, in which not only all the interests en- 
gaged in rafting, but those en in boating as well, were 
given ample opportunity to be , and after the fullest dis- 
cussion, as it seems to me, this has been pre . 
and I do not think there ought to be any change made in 
The question taken on the amendment of Mr. BaLD- 

the Chairman that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HAUGEN. [ask for a division. 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 39, noes 92. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 


which I send to the desk. 
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The amendment was read, as follows: son for the first time in agreatmany years, there will be plying 
Page 50, section 2, line 21, strike out “fifty’’ and insert ‘“‘one hundred;” | upon the line of the lakes from the cities of Duluth and Buffalo 

Oo “ - ” “ = ” . = 
and in line 22, strike out “six hundred” and insert “ one thousand. a line of passenger steamers running night and day and carry 


Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Chairman, this matter was brought to | ing a large number of passengers; that these steamers will be 
the attention of the committee on yesterday, and nothing is | liable to obstructionand exposed to serious danger if tows of the 


sought to be done by this amendmentexcept to permit the width | length proposed be permitted, because such tows frequently be- 

of a raft to be increased from 50 to 100 feet, and the length from | come unmanageable. ‘ 

600 to 1,000 feet. The evidence taken before this commission and the letters 
About 1,000 feet is about the length of an ordinary steam | submitted tothem, on which they founded their report, show that 

barge and her tow of vessels. So that with this amendment | in case of a storm it is impossible for two twys to control a raft 

adopted the raft will not be any longer, and will be scarcely less | even of the smaller dimensions here contemplated. In the in- 

manageable than the ordinary tow. terest of the protection of property and life, and with a view to 


So far as the other restrictions are concerned, restrictions as | a proper return for the expenditures which the Government has 
to light, as to a peculiar whistle, and all the other regulations | made in rendering these great water ways navigable for these 
sought to be made by this amendment, we have no particular | large vessels, the channels being in some places not more tha 
objection; but what we seek to provide is that the business of | 70, 150, or 200 feet wide, I believe that these tows should not be 
rafting logs, which is quite as important, so far as it goes, as | enlarged as proposed by the amendment. 
the business of vessels, should not be either totally destroyed or | Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
made so expensive that it will not be practicable. | word. 

In my section of the country we tried the business of bringing |_ I would like very much to have the gentlemanfrom New York 
logs from long distances by vessels especially constructed for | tell us at what place this law is intended to operate where the 
the purpose; but the effort was a failure, because it cost entirely | channel is but 75 feet wide? 
too much money. Mr. ROCKWELL. That is my information. 

Now, with all the references that have been made to delay and Mr. STEPHENSON. How wide is it through the Portage? 
damage resulting from this business of rafting, there has been Mr. WEADOCK. Iam asking questions myself, not answer 
practically no showing .to that effect beyond occasional incon- | ing them. I asked the gentleman for information, since he made 
venience; and if these rafts are narrowed from any size that they | the statement. 
may be made now to a width notexceeding 100 feet and a length Mr. STEPHENSON. The Portage is not that wide in some 
not exceeding 1,000 feet, I have no apprehension that they will | places. 
cause eithey delay or damage to any vessel, or that therewill be | Mr. WEADOCK. It istrue the Portage is ia some places less 
any interference with the business of rafting. than that. But this does not have any connection with it. 

In regard to this commission the gentleman from Illinois is Besides, Mr. Chairman, this is not the first time that passen- 
mistaken in saying that they had two hearings. They had on:y | ger vessels have navigated the Great Lakes, nor is it the first 
one, which [ attended, and heard all the testimony. They met | time that vessels have carried freight and passengers on the 
on another day; but no persons appeared at that time. In my | lakes. During all of these years that this work has been in prog- 
pepeert neither the letters presented nor the testimony taken | ress there has never been a protest before the House, any evi- 
nave justified the commission in proposing the restrictions which | dence presented, except the merest guesswork, to show that any 
are sought to be adopted in this bill. Capt. Kingman, one of | such damaging effect has been had on the comuierce of the lakes 
the engineers, in a letter which accompanies this report, speaks | as has been suggested by the gentleman from New York. 
of rafting logs as a ‘‘ nuisance.” Now, nothing can be a “ nui- It must be remembered that these rafts are responsible in civil 
sance” which is a legal business. And I insist that this House | damages for every hour of detention and every particle of dam- 
should not upon an incomplete hearing before that Board of En- | age that they cause. If you have large vessels running from 
gineers take such action as would paralyze or greatly obstruct | Buffalo to Duluth, which cost large sums of money, these rafts 
or render unreasonably expensive the business of rafting logs. | are also valuable; and I am not here to contend for.a moment 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Mr. Chairman, in the last Congress the | that we shall not make such regulations as are necessary and as 
resolution under which this report was made and in pursuance | are harmonious for these two interests—these twin businesses, so 
of which the provisions of this bill are nowpresented was intro- | tospeak, to be carried on at the same time and in the same 
duced. I[t was presented at the request of the Lake Carriers | waters. But I do protest against regulations that will be in- 
Association and a like request from the persons engaged upon | jurious to one if notto both. I protest that one of these interests 
the great chain of lakes and connecting rivers in rafting logs. | has no right which is greater than the other to come here, or 
Up to the present time there has been no provision of law look- | that it has any such right as will enable it to come and secure 
ing to the regulation and control of rafting upon our lakes and | regulations that would prevent the other from doing business 
rivers. The gentleman who offered the amendment agrees with | at all. 
the general provisions of proposed law, but desires that the Ordinary vessels are now built of 45 feet width, and yet you 
width of the raft be increased from 50 feet to 100 feet, and its | propose to limit the size of these rafts to practically the size of 
length from 600 feet to 1,006 feet. | the vessels. My amendment would fix the limit of the rafts to 

Mr. WEADOCK. That the width and length shall notexceed not exceeding 100 feet in width and 1,000 feet long, and inside 
those dimensions. | of these limits they may be made up of such size as the conveni- 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. So lI understand. Now, Mr. Chairman, | ence and interest of the business demand. But I do not agree 
the history of rafting logs upon the line of our lakes has been a | at all, even if rafting is left asit is and without any of these re- 
history of delays and disasters to the vessels upon the lakes. | strictions embodied in the bill, that it will be asource of danger. 
Not only that, it has been a source of great expense to the Gov- | The business has been carried on for a great many years with- 
ernment and great annoyance to the officers of the Government. out any such result. 

As is suggested to me by a gentleman from Michigan [Mr. STE- Here the hammer fell.] 

PHENSON], there are at some points in the line of lake naviga- he CHAIRMAN. The questionis on agreeing to the amend- 
tion channels not exceeding 70 feetin widtb. The Board of En- | ment of the gentleman from Michigan. 

gineers that investigated this question under the authority of | The question was taken and the amendment was rejected. 
the resolution of the last Congress gave the subject very care- Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I ask the indul- 
tul, painstaking, and deliberate consideration: and I say to this | gence of the committee to revert to page 46 for a moment in or- 
House that any gentleman who will take the trouble to read | der to correct the phraseology in the bill to which my amend- 
the report and the evidence in this case will be fully satisfied | ment was added, and which inits pon formisirregular. The 
that any raft exceeding 600 feetinlength and 50 feet in width is | request is —_ for the purpose of correcting the phraseology. 

a menace to vessels plying upon the lakes. Mr. CATCHINGS. It ought to be done. 

Mr. WEADOCK. This very report provides for rafts 1,200 The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the committee 











feet in length—— will return to page 46, for the purpose indicated by the gentle- 
Mr. KWOOD. At certain points and in the open lakes | man from Washington. 
ouly. There was no objection. 
Mr. WEADOCK. On the St. Clair River, which is quite as| Mr. WILSON of Washington. I now offer the amendment to 
narrow as the St. Marys. take the place of the one heretofore adopted by the committee. 
Mr. LOCKWOOD. But the gentleman knows very well that | The Clerk read as follows: 
these rafts can only be m=naged by tugs,and that when a raftis | On page 46 in line 23 insert: “Improving lower Willamette River in front 
controlled by two tugs the rear tug is generally from 150 to 500 | of and below Portland, Oregon, and the Columbia River below the Willa- 
or 600 feet behind it, and that in case of storms you have often a | ™ette River, in Oregon and Washington.” 
serious obstruction to navigation extending along the whole Mr. CATCHINGS. That is intended in lieu of the amend- 
navigable course adopted by the vessels. ment heretofore agreed to. 
And let me say to this House that, commencing with this sea-| There being no objection the amendment was adopted. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Second, To go on board of any scow or towboat engaged in unlawful 
dumving of prohibited material, or in moving the same without a permit 
as required in section | of this act, and to seize and hold said boats until 
they ure discharged by action of the commissioner, judge, or court of the 
United States before whom the offending persons are brought. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. There isa verbal amendment! wish to 
have inserted at this point. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend line 17 by inserting between the words “in” and “ section” the 
word * this" and strike out after the word “ section,’’ in the same line, the 
word “one.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Swe. 6. That it shall not be lawful to place, discharge, or deposit, by an 
yeseces or in any manner, ballast, refuse, dirt, ashes, cinders, mud, sand, 

redgings, sludge, acid, or any other matter of any kind other than that 
flowing from streets, sewers, and passing therefrom in a liquid state, in 
the waters of any harbor of the United States, for the improvement of which 
money has been aperopetated by Congress, elsewhere than within the limits 
defined and permitted by the Secretary of War; neither shall it be lawful 
for any person or persons to move, coer or injure in any manner what- 
ever any sea wall, bulkhead, jetty, dike, levee, wharf, pier, or other work 
bullt by the United States, in whole or in part, for the preservation and im- 
provement of any of its navigable waters, or to prevent floods, or as bound- 
ary marks, tide gauges, surveying stations, buoys, or other established 
marks; any and every such act is made a emeanor, and every person 
engaged in or who shall aid, abet, authorize, or instigate a violation of this 
section shall, upon conviction, be punishable by fine or imprisonment, or 
both, such fine to be not less that 8250 nor more than $2,500, and the impris- 
onment to be not less than thirty days nor more than one year, either or 
both united, as the Judge before whom conviction is obtained shall decide, 
one-half of said fine to paid to the person or persons giving information 
which shall lead to conviction of this misdemeanor. 

Mr. MALLORY. I offer an amendment to this section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 59, line 18, between the words aren ” and s engaged,” insert 
‘‘wilfully, knowingly, or recklessly;'’ and in line 19, between the word 
“shall" and the word “aid,” insert “ wilfully, or knowingly. ” 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Chairman, my object in offering that 
is this: as the bill now stands, an individual who has no inten- 
tion whatever of assisting or aiding in removing a buoy in the 
navigable waters of the United States may be prosecuted and 
sent to the penitentiary. Itseems to me that it is in keeping 
with the policy heretofore — by the legislation of this 
country to guard against suc ag OG ys as that, by inco 
rating in the provisions of the law that it shall be done wilfully 
and knowingly. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Iask that the amendment be again re- 
ported. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. MreChairman, I will say to my friend 
from Florida that if he will be content with inserting in line 18 
the word ‘‘ knowingly,” between the word “ person” and the 
word ‘‘ engaged,” I shall have no objection to the amendment. 
That is just what the law means now. 

Mr. MALLORY. I should like to have it expressed rather 
than implied. 3 

Mr. CATCHINGS. So that it will read ‘‘ every person know- 
in ly engaged =" 

ir. MALLORY. The language of my amendment is “ wil- 
> ewe, or recklessly.” 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Ido not want to carry the idea thatit has 
got to be done recklessly. I want it to apply if it is done know- 


ngly. 

Ate MALLORY. I will compromise on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman modifies his amendment; 
and, without objection, the word ‘‘ knowingly” will be inserted 
in line 18 in the place indicated, between the words “ person ” 
and ‘‘ engaged.” 

The amendment wasagreed to. 

Mr. MALLORY. The other amendment which I offer is 
simply to insert the words, ‘willfully and knowingly,” in line 
19 


Mr.CATCHINGS. I do not thing it is necessary, because if 
a person aids in it he must do it knowingly. 

Nir. MALLORY. Not necessarily. In my partof the country 
they have tows sometimes a thousand feet long, which £° 
through the channels at night. An individual may assist in do- 
ing that without paereing sareing about it, and yet be subject 
to indictment under this bill. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. But with the other amendment, which 
has been agreed to, you have accomplished your whole pur , 

Mr. MALLORY. The amendment agreed to relates entirely 


to the individual principally e ,and the second amend- 


ment relates to any person who aids him. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. If a man aids in anything, he does it 


know ‘ 
Mr. MALLORY. He may do it unintentionally and not know- 
ingly. An engineer who is tyeys | a boat and who does not see 
this provision as it now reads. 


where she is going, is covered by 
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My object is merely to be fair and just, and not to punish a man 
for a thing he is not guilty of. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I will consent to the word ‘‘ knowingly ” 
being inserted inline 19 between the word “‘ shall” and the word 
‘‘aid,” if that is satisfactory. 

Mr. MALLORY. Yes; that is satisfactory. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman modifies his amendment, 
and without objection the word ‘‘knowingly” will be inserted 
at the place indicated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ARKANSAS. 

Little River, from Fulton to White Cliffs. 

Bayou Masonabove Floyd. ° 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I offer the amendment which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 25, page 61, strike out the word ‘‘Mason” and insert the word 
** Macon.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CONNECTICUT. 

Harbor of West Haven, and West River from the steam railroad crossing 
to the main channel of New Haven UWarbor. 

Black Rock Harbor. 

Greenwich Harbor. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend on page 62 by inserting below the words * Greenwich Harbor ” in 
line 13, the following: 

‘Byron Harbor.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

St. Lucia Inlet. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend in line 3, 64, by adding after the word ‘inlet’ tye words ‘‘ and 
river,” so that it will read “St. Lucia Inlet and River." 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. [also offer another amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 64, between lines 4 and 5, add the words: 

* Nlinois.” 

“Quincy Bay.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


LOUISIANA. 
Bayou Teche, from St. Martinsville to Port Barre. 
Bayou Bonfuca, in St. Tammany Parish. 
Bayou Cerie. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. I offer anamendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 64, strike out the word “ 
thereof the words “ harbor at Baton 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Big Sunflower River, with a view to its improvement a high as Clarks- 
dale by locks and dams. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting between lines 15 and 16, on page 66, the following: 


‘* NEBRASKA. 
“The Nebraska side of the Missouri River me Sioux City, Iowa, from 
a point in Nebraska where an extension of the lower limits of Sioux 
City, Iowa, would intersect the Nebraska side of the river, and up the river 
to a point in Nebraska opposite the mouth of the Big Sioux River.”’ 
The amendment was agreed to. o 
The Clerk read as follows: 
NEW YORK. 
Echo Bay and New Rochelle Harbor. 
Channel connecting [rondequoit Bay with Lake Ontario. 
Port Chester. 
Woodsburg Channel, in Hempstead Bay. 
Carrls River. 
West branch of Newtown Creek, from Metropolitan avenue bridge to the 
head of na tion. 
Harbor of Waddington. 
Harbor of Greenport. 
Milton Point. 


Mr. VAN VOORGIS of New York. Mr. Chairman. I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 2, page 67, insert: 

“Connecting Lake Erie with Hudson River we water way of sufficient 
dimensions to permit the passage of ocean vessels.” 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I raise the point of order against that 
amendment, Mr. Chairman. 


ou Cerie,”’ in line 10, and insert in lieu 




















1894. 


The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state the point of 
order. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. It provides for a canal there, over which 
this committee has no jurisdiction. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to print in the RECORD a few remarks that 1 
desire to submit on this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to be heard on 
the point of order; if not, the Chair is constrained to sustain the 
point of order. The gentleman from New York asks unanimous 
consent to print some remarks on tie subject of his amendment 
inthe REcORD. Isthere objection? [Afterapause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, this bill 
is conspicuous more for what is absent from it than for what is 
contained in it. It comes from the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, a committee that has jurisdiction over all the com- 
mercial water ways of the whole country. It provides an ap- 
propriaticn for all the old chronic works on rivers and harbors 
and takes no note of the immense shipping of the Great Lakes. 
There are on these lakes 3,761 vessels, of which 1,731 are steam 
vessels, 1,205 sailing vessels, and 825 barges. 

The capacity of these vessels is 1,261,067 tons. The freights 
these vessels handle amount to many millions of tons. To ac- 
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ize atleast,a preliminary survey for thisimportantwork. There 
is only one argument of any value against this work, and that is 
continental union with Canada. That is coming some time, but 
it is not near enough to justify us in having our lake commerce 
exposed to destruction in case of war, and crippled, and limited 
as it now is in time of peace. 


[Mr. TRACEY addressed the committee. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. 
ment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


See Appendix.] 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 


On page 67, line 2, before the words * Milton Point,’ insert the words 
**Milton Harbor at, so that the paragraph shall read, “ Milton Harbor at 
Milton Point.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Ioffer the following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 67, line 3, insert the words 

Gravesend Bay. 

Dunkirk. 

Cold Spring Harbor. 

Hempstead. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, [ ask unanimous consent 





commodate this vast traffic we have constructed the St. Marys | 


Falls Canal. 
committee that prepared the river and harbor bills, and appro- 
priations for it were made in those bills. So great is the com- 
merce of Lake Superior alone that the number of passages of 
vessels through this canal in 1862, was 12,580, nearly three times 
as manyas passed through the Suez Canal during the same time, 
and the amount of freight they carried was 11,214,333 tons. 


That was constructed under the auspices of the | 


A considerable portion of this freight was destined to ports on | 


or across the Atlantic Ocean. 
vessels from any of the lakes, can reach tide water, except by 
passing through foreign canals. 

The Canadians are much more enterprising than we. They 
have built canals around Niagara Falls, and around the rapids 
of the St. Lawrence, so that vessels can pass from the Atlantic 
Ocean, into the lakes and back againat pleasure. Canada is not 


as rich as the United States, but sheis more progressive and en- | 


terprising in this regard, and her statesmen take a broader and 
more sagacious view than ours of the importance of the situa- 
tion. Incase of trouble between this country and Great Brit- 
ain, we would be powerless, while the British could send a fleet 
of gunboats into the lakes, and capture our 3,761 vessels in a 
week, and have Buffalo, Detroit, Milwaukee, and Chicago, and 
every other port on the lakes, at their mercy. All this could 


be done before we would be able to arm and equip a single gun- | 


boat. 


In the interest of the national defense, we ought to construct 


a water way of our own between the Hudson River and Lake 
Erie. It would cost something, but we are able to do it. A 


ship canal from Lake Erie to the Hudson, utilizing the Erie | 
Canal so far as it is useful and available, of dimensions large | 
enough to admit of the passage of ocean vessels, is not only a 

It is only a problem | 
of engineering, and we have the engineers who can solve the | 
We must not be dependent on Canada, and we must | 
not long remain her inferior inthe matter of the commerce of | 


public necessity, but is entirely feasible. 
problem. 


the lakes. 

It is a shame and disgrace to this country, with its great 
wealth, and its 65,000,000 people, that acomparatively weak 
ince like Canada, should outstrip us in the commerce of the 
Great Lakes, and is leading that commerce into her own terri- 
—— through it into the Atlantic. 

othing but small statesmanship on our part has made us in- 


ferior to Canada in this respect. e can never treat with Great 


Britain on a footing of equality, on any question of difference, | 
While the present | 
condition of things exists, we must necessarily be at her mercy. | 


when she has such an advantage over us. 


What American is satisfied with the situation? 


Again, returning to the commercial consideration of the case, | 
the commerce of these lakes is 25 per cent greater than that of 


all the Atlantic ports, eight times as large as that of the Gulf 
ports, and more than three times as large as that of the Pacific 
rts. Why not give it an outlet ina water way of our own? 

t is true it would cost money. Perhaps it would cost fifty mil- 
lions or one hundred millions of dollars. The expenditure of 


that sum for such a work, would give employment to thousands | 


of workingmen who are now entirely without work. 

The Government should be liberal in making public improve- 
ments in hard times, and not stingy or economical. It would 
thus alleviate the suffering of many unemployed men,and would 
accomplish the greatest public improvement this country or any 
other country,eversaw. I think we ought by this bill to author- 


No one of these vessels or any | 


orOv- | 


to go back to line 16, page 66, to offer an amendment. 
‘There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend on page 66, by inserting in line 16, the following 
“The bar recently formed in Horn Island Pass.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Elizabeth River: To report upon the desirability of placing 
mouth of said river 


Mr. CATCHINGS. I offer an amendment, Mr. Chairman. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend on page 68, by adding in line 5, after the word ‘‘ river, 
ing: ‘and the cost of same."’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Lumberton branch of the Rancocas River as far as Lumberton 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, [ offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ Lumberton,” in line 7, on page 68, add the following: 
“Salem River, from the mouth of said river as far as Salem City.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Chairman, [ offer another amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend on pees 68 by inserting between lines 7 and 8 the following 
way River: To report upon the desirability of placing locke in the m 
| said river and the cost of same.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


locks in the 


Lhe foliow- 


Rah- 
uth of 


OHIO. 


Sandusky Harbor, for an approach to the straight channel along the dock 
front. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. I offer another amendment. 
The Clerk read as foliows: 
On page 68, strike out lines 9 and 10. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

OREGON. 
Yaquina Bay Bar, for increased depth. 
Tualiton River to Hillsboro, and to the head of navigation, 
Clatskanie River, from mouth to town of Clatskanie. 
Umpqua River, from Scottsburg to Elkton Rapids. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. [ offer another amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 68, amend by inserting between lines [8 and 19 the following: 


PENNSYLVANIA. 
Clarion River. 
Tionesta River. 
Susquehanna River, between Nanticoke and Pittston. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


RHODE ISLAND. 
Block Island Harbor, with a view to making a harbor of refuge in Great 
Salt Pond. 
Connanicut Island, with a view of cutting a channel througn the same. 
Seaconnet Point. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. I offer another amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Add on page 68, line 24, afterthe words *‘Seaconnet Point’’: ‘Stone River 

| over Seaconnet River. to ascertain the cost of widening and deepening the 

passage at the draw of said bridge to the same extent as prescribed in the 

recent order of the Secretary of War respecting the railroad bridge across 

| Said river; and the Secretary of War is directed to prepare and submit to 
i 
| 


Congress an estimate of the cost of such work.’’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 








Se mere ee 


A GR Nena ne AGI AGG OREO: “SNARES tS AAI eee oe TER 


a a ee a ee 








Rr on tin on 


rttachemtanine 


od Te 


A a nite hs aioe. 


omen 


a a Nm 


ne 


or ed 


| 
| 


ian 


Oe eI Bee RPT chien BOR es igre rte eS ak CESS. 


- re ET PB. 
2 OY POR tacit NS ED NN EEN oe EMS BE Red 


wecabet 


ss 





4426 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 4, 





Yho Clerk read as follows: 

Brazos River, from the mouth to the city of Waco. 

Mr. CATCHINGS offered the following amendment, which 
was adopted: 

Amend on page 69 by striking out in line 5 the words “the mouth to” and 
adding after the word ** Waco ” the words “ to the town of Richmond.” 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, I wish tooffer an amendment to 
this part of the bill, but the amendment just adopted will ne- 
cessitate some change in the phraseology. I send the amend- 
ment to the desk: 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After the word “ Richmond "’ in line 5, page 69, insert: ‘‘ Bar and harbor at 
Brazos Santiago; Colorado River, from the mouth to the city of Wharton; 
Guadalupe River, from its mouth to the city of Cuero.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


. Deep Creek branch of Elizabeth River, with a view of obtaining a depth 
equal to that of the Lake Drummond Canal, formerly the Dismal Swamp 
Canal. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I offer the amendment which I send to 


the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 69, line 9, after the word “canal” add the following words: ‘And 
the western branch of the said Elizabeth River.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, CATCHINGS offered the following amendments, which 
were severally agreed to: 

Page 69, add after line 10, ‘‘ Lyons Creek.” 

Page 69, after line 19 add, ‘Hunting Creek, from its mouth to head of 
navigation.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Guyandotte River, with a view of improvement by locks and dams. 

Mr. CATCHINGS offered the following amendment: 

Page 70, after line 19, insert: “Big Coal River, Little {Coal River, Elk 
River, with - view of locking and damming same. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Woods Holl. 


Mr. CATCHINGS offered the following amendment, which 
was agreed to: 

Page 78, line 9, add “and Little Woods Holl Harbor,” so that the para- 
graph amended will read: ‘‘ Woods Holl and Little Woods Holl Harbor.” 


Mr. CATCHINGS offered the following, which was agreed to: 


Amend on page 74 by inserting after line %, the following: 
“TEXAS. 
“ Brazos River, from the town of Velasco to the town of Richmond.” 


Mr. REYBURN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by inserting on page 73, between lines 11 and 12, the following: 

“The Secretary of War is hereby directed Gh pas and re to 
the next session of the Fifty-third a at a upon 
surveys and reports now available in the office of the Chief y 
United States Army, of the probable cost of an internal water way by ca- 
nals and natural water courses, carrying not less than 18 feet of water, to 


extend from Cape Cod a State of Massach 


usetts, to the i 
River in the State of Lou na; the route to pass through the landlocked 


sounds and bays of the Statesof Massachusetts, Rhode Connecticut, 
New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia. North 
Carociina, South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Alabama, , and Lou- 
isiana. For this purpose the sum of $25,000, or so much as may be 
necessary, is hereby appropriated and made immediately available.” 

Mr. SAYERS. That is subject to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does eee from Mississippi [Mr. 
CATCHINGS] desire to reserve point of order? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I reserve it. 

Mr. REYBURN. Mr. Chairman, I was about to say that this 
subject was discussed in the committee and it was understood 
that I should have an opportunity to present it to the House for 
action. I have prepared a large amount of matter intending to 
address myself to this question and to it before the coun- 
try in its proper light. This pro water way is one of the 
necessities of the time and should be entered upon seriously and 
energetically and compleies. On this oceasion, however, I 
shall content myself with asking that I may have leave to print 
a8 a part of my remarks, for the information of the House and 
of the country, a condensed statement of the data collected by 
the War Department. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
ie fence objection to the request of the gentieman from Penn- 
sylvania? 

ness was no objection. 

The matter submitted by Mr. REYBURN is as follows: 

Orrice oF Carer or ENGINEERS, UNerrep States : 
or Washington, D. C-. March 1h 189% 


In aceordance with a Senate resolution of March 2, 1807, the Secretary of 
the Tr submitted a report in some detail, dated April 4, 1808, on the 
general subject of the construction of roads and canals in the United States, 

neluding the canais along the Atlantic coast. This report, with accompany- 
ing papers, was printed by order of the Senate. 

information on the subject may also be found in the various reports of the 
proper committees of Congress. 

act of Congress of April 30, 1824, $30,000 was appropriated for surveys 
and preparation of plans for roads and canals of national importance; a 
further Supreme atice of $30,000 was made for these surveys by act of May 
31, 1830. In pursuance of these laws surveys were made by the War Depart- 
ment and reports submitted to Congress. The report of the Secretary of 
War of December 3, 1824 (accompanying and printed with the President's 
message), describes the inauguration of operations under the act; and the 
first detailed reports upon the surveys, cover various works and locali- 
ties, were transmitted to Congress by the President February 14, 1825, and 
printed in Senate Document No. 132and House Document No. 83, Eighteenth 
Congress, second session. 

Canale in Massachusetts.—A commission, appointed under resolution of the 
Legislature of Massachusetts, passed February 25, 1825, investigated the 
subject of construct a canal from Boston Harbor to Connecticut River 
and thence to Hudson River, and its report was transmitted to the Legis- 
lature January 11, 1826, and ted. 

Three canal routes in Southeastern Massachusetts have received consid- 
eration; two across Cape Cod Peninsula, from Barnstable Harbor to Hyannis 
Harbor and from Barnstable Bay to Buzzards Bay, and one from Weymouth 
to Taunton River. The following reports on these routes have been made: 

~ the Secretary of the Treasury, April 4,1808 (see above), on the three 
routes, 

4 the Board of Internal Improvement, February 3, 1825, under act of 
April 80, 1824, on the three routes; printed in Senate Document No. 32 and 
House Document No. 83, Eighteenth Congress, second session; extracts re- 
printed in Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 145, Forty-first Congress, sec- 
ond session, and in A: ndix V 3, Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 1870. 

By Maj. P. H. Perrault, Topographical Engineers, February 15, 1825. on 
the Barnstable- Bay route; printed in House Document No. 174, Nine- 
teenth Congress, first session. 

By the Board of Internal Improvement, November 13, 1829, on the Barn- 
stable-Buzzards — route; printed in House Document No. 54, Twenty-first 
Congress, first on. 

By Lieut. Col. J. G. Foster, Corps of Bagimects, May 10, 1870, in pursuance 
ofa uest from the Massachusetts Legislature, on the Barnstable-Buz- 
firet Comarens, second ananion, and in Appendix V & annual Repose Untel of 

rs secon on, L e Yhief o 
Engineers, 1870. ee 

By Lieut. Col. G. K. Warren, of Engineers, February 3, 1882, under 
act of March 3, 18#1,on works for the approaches to the proposed canal of 
the Cape Cod Canal Company between Barnstable and Buzzards Bays: 
printed in Senate Executive Document No. 104, Forty-seventh Cangzoes first 
session, and in Speen B 15, Annual Re Chief of Engineers, 1882. 

East River and t Gate, New York— locality has been under improve- 
ment by the United States since 1852, and numerous reports upon surveys 
ant ern eee may be found in the Annnal Reports of the Chief of Engi- 

Southern coast of Long Island.—The following reports of examinations re- 
la to the inland waters in this section have been made: 

B eut. Col. Walter McFarland, Corps of Engineers, December 31, 1886, 
under act of August 5, 1886, on channel between Jamaica Bay and Far Rock- 
away Bay or inlet, to 0; ee te Great South Bay and Jamaica 
: ted in Ap 15, uai Report Chief of Engineers, 1887. 
ieut. Col. G. L. Gillespie, Corps of Engineers, December 16, 1890, under 
act of September 19, 1890,on route Jamaica Bay eastwardly to Lo 

h Inlet; printed in House Executive Document No. 29, Fifty-secon 
ae oom, Sens session, and in Appendix E 13, Annual Report Chief of Engi- 

Eastern coast of New e. -~-The following reports have been made: 

By Maj, C. W. Raymond, Co: of Engineers, October 20, 1890, under act of 
September 19, 1890, on cxnsabeasion of sound between B and Great 
Egg Harbor ; printed in House Executive Document No. 42, Fifty-first 
Con, cooend session, and in Appendix Gil4, Annual Report Chief of 


By Lieut. Col. Henry M. Robert, Corps of Engineers, December 24, 1836, 
and April 25, 1888, under act of August 5, 1886, on examination and survey of 
inside thoroughfare from Great Bay (north of Atlantic City) to Cage ay; 
printed in House Executive Document No, 306, Fiftieth Congress, first ses- 

o> Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 1883. 
By Maj. C. W. Raymond, Corps of Engineers, October 3, 1890, under act of 
September 19, yt thoroughfare from Great Bay to Cape 
eee Executive Document No. 50, Pifty-first Congyens, 
— session, and in Appendix G 16, Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 
ee. Col. Henry M. Robert, Corps of Eaginuce, December 21, 1886, 

act of August 5, 1886, on examination of ¢ back of tine 
pom met ey te By nes printed in A G 18, 


oft 4 
River and New York Bay to Delaware River.—Three canals 
connect 


waters. 
1. The Delaware and Hudson Canal, constructed eS ehepensth eameeeey. 
extends from Hudson River near Kingston to Delaware River near Lacka- 
waxen, and from that point into Pennsylvania. Some information regard- 
ing it be found in House Document No. 247, Twentieth Congress, first 


2 The Morris Canal extends from Passaic River near Jersey City to the 
Delaware River at Easton. A proposed construction of this 
canal was made November |, ! by the New 


eae 








1894. 





ef Engineers, 1874. Appropriations for Raritan River have been made from 


1878 to date, and reports upon the a statistics of commerce of 


the canal and river, etc., may be fo 
Engineers for these years. 

The following reports upon the Delaware and Raritan Canal are known to 
this office: 

By the Secretary of the Treasury, April 4, 1808 (see above). cs 

By State conumissioners (appointed by act of February 13, 1316, of the New 
Jersey Legislature), 1817; printed. 

By the Board of Internal Im vement, February 3, 1825, under act of 
April 30, 1824; printed in Senate document 32, and Housedocument 83; Eight- 
eenth Congress, second session. 

In the Journal of the Franklin Institute of Pennsyivania for March, 1892 
(volume 133, No. 3), page 172, may be found a paper by Prof. Lewis M. Haupt, 
with map, relating to a proposed ship canal ,connecting Raritan and Dela- 
ware Rivers. 

Delaware River.—Information concerning the improvements and numer- 
ous surveys of this river may be found in the annual reports of the Chief of 
Engineers from 1870 to date. 

Atlantic coast of Delaware, Maryland, and Virginia.—Incompliance with act 
of August 2, 188, a report upon the route connecting Indian River, Isle of 
Wight Bay, and Upper as Bay, was made by Capt. Thomas Turtle, 
Corps of Engineers, November 13, 1882; printed in Appendix I 26, Annual 

t Chief of Engineers, 1884. 

sports upon examination and survey of the inland water way from Dela- 
ware Bay near Lewes to Chincoteague Bay, ordered by act of July 5, 1884, 
were made by Wm. F. Smith, United States agent. October 17, 1884, and Jan- 
uary i4and April 6, 188%, printed in House Executive Document No, 107, Forty- 
eighth Congress, second session, and in Appendix H 22, Annual Report Chief 
of Engineers, 1885. This route has been under improvement by United 
States since 1886, when the first appropriation was made, and reported on 
annually by the Chief of Engineers. her surveys and investigations 
were made in 1891 and 1892, the results of which are printed in Appendices 
H 8 and H 7, Snnual Reports Chief of Engineers, 1891 and 1892, respectively. 

Between Delaware and Chesapeake Bays.—The Chesa ke and laware 
Canal, constructed ot a@ corporate company, 1824-1829, connects Delaware 
River at Delaware City with Back Creek, Elk River, and Chesapeake Bay. 
The project is described in the report (see above) of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, April 4, 1808 a ae the stock of the company were 
made by acts of Congress of March 3, 1825, and March 2, 1829; and committee 
and other Congressional reports may doubtless be found about that time 
which will afford information concerning the canal. A brief history and 
description of the work are given on p T13 0f Appendix G 23, and page 957 
= saponins G 3%, Annual Reports Chief of Engineers, 1880 and 1882, respect- 

vely. 

In accordance with House resolution of March 11, 1872, a report upon 


in the annual reports of the Chief of 


posed surveys, ete., for canals to conneet Chesa 6 and Delaware Bays 
Was made by Maj. William P. Craighill, Co of © March 25, 1872; 
printed in House Executive Document No. 234, Forty- Congress, sec- 


ond session, and in Appendix Q 18, Annual Re of ~ or 1872. 
Acts of Congress of June 18, tra. March 3, 1881, and August 2, 188, provided 


for examinations and surveys forcanals between Delaware and Chesapeake 
Bays, $20,000 being appropriated for the —— by the last two acts. Re- 
ports under these provisions of law were e as follows: 

By Maj. William P. Craighill, Corps of Engineers, February 7, 1879; printed 
in House Executive Document No. 91, Forty-fifth Congress, third session, 
and in Appendix F 17, Annual rt Chief of Engineers, 1879. 

. William P. Craighill, of Engineers, November 18, 1879, and 
January 8, 1880; nted in Senate Executive Document No. 39, Forty-sixth 
Congress, second session, and in Appendix G 23, Annual Report Chief of En- 


gineers, 1880. 

By Lieut. Col. William P. a Corps of Engineers, February 3 and 
July 6, 1882; printed in Senate ecutive Document No. 99, Forty-seventh 
ee session, and in Appendix G 30, Annual Report 

eers, 1882. 

By Lieut. Col. William P. Craighill and —_ Thomas Turtle, Co of En 
— March 1, 1883, and other papers; printed in Appendix H 28, Annual 

eport Chief of Engineers, 1883. 

Tn accordance with act of July 13, 1892, a report upon an examination for 
connecting Synepuxent Bay with Pocomoke River above Snow Hill (thus 
opening a communication from the water way between Delaware and n- 
eoteague Bays to the Chesapeake) was made by William FP. Smith, United 
States agent, August 16, 1892; printed in House Executive Document No. 94, 
Fifty-second Congress, second session, and in Appendix H 26, Annual Report 
Chief of Engineers, 1893. 


Southeast Virginia.—The following reports have been made concerning 
routes from Lynnhaven Bay southward, with a view to forming part of the 
inland route to Albemarle or to provide a passage to Norfolk shorter 
than that oy. Hampton Roads: 

By Capt. B. Phillips, oo of Engineers, February 21, 1880, under 
act of March 3, 1879, upon examination of Lynnhaven, Linkhorn, and Broad 
Bays; printed in Senate Executive Document No. 1% Forty-sixth Congress, 
second session, and in A: 1 19, Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 
1880; also ted with follo 
Lieut. G. J. Fiebeger, Corps of eers, November 24, 1890, under act 
mber 19, 1890, on examination to connect L ven Bay with East- 

ch of th River; printed in House tive Document No. 

second session, and in Appendix K 12, Annual Re- 


1891. 
surveys from Norfolk Harbor southward along coast of North Caro- 
lina and South Carolina.—The following general reports upon this stretch 
have been made: 

By Robert Fulton, on steamboat navigation from the Chesapeake to St. 
Mary's River; first edition, 1813; second edition, 1828 (copy in this office). 

By Maj. James Kearney, To aphical Engineers, } h 8, 1826, under 
House resolution of January 24, on route from Norfolk to Little River; 
printed in House Document No. Nineteenth Congress, first session. 

By Lieut. Col. James Kearney, phical E May 21, 1838, 

of March 3, 1837, from southern 
through the sounds, etc., to Winyaw 


S. T. Abert, United States t, Fepruary 21, on survey, vided 

ay connecting Norfolk Harbor and Neuse 
in Senate Document No. 35, 
and in Appendix G17, Annual Report 


Ohie! of Bagineers 
provided B. Phillips, Corps of Engineers, January 15, 1880, on survey, 
the 


fi 


for by appropriation of June 12, 1878, of routes from Norfolk Har- 


— = a “eon er ma _~ ~ 1880. 
e bove, er reports ve n sec- 
mémamaa Aer 


as 
Norfolk Harbor to Albemarle Sound.—This passage is effected by two routes, 
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consisting of private canals in conjunction with natural water ways. Lnfor- 
mation concerning this section may be found im the report of the Secretary 
of the Treasury of April 4, 1808, tn (manuscript) report of Maj. James Kear 
Bap. Sopeapepntenl Engineers, November 5, 1516, in the general reports above 
referred to, and in the following: 

1. By Elizabeth River, Albemarle and Chesapeake Canal, North Landing 
River, Currituck Sound, Coanjok Bay,and North River. Areport on survey 
of Norfolk Harbor and Elizabeth River, ordered by act of March 3, 1871, was 
made by Maj. William P. Craighil, Corps of Engineers, January 31, 1872, 
and printed in Senate Executive Document No. 43, Forty-second Congress, 
second session, and in Appendix Q 20, Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 1872; 
So for improvement of these waters have since been made, and 
information thereon may be found in the annual reports of the Chief of En- 
— North Landing River, Currituck Sound, Coanjok Bay, and North 

iver have been uncer improvement and annually reported on by the Chief 
of Engineers since 1878; the appropriations in 1890 and 1892 were made under 
the title ‘inland water way from Norfolk Harbor to Albermarle Sound, 
through Currituck Sound.’ 

2. By Elizabeth River, Dismal Swamp Canal, and Pasquotank River 

The following acts and joint resolutions of Congress relate to the Dismal! 
Swamp Canal: Subscriptions for stock, May 18, 1826, and March 2, [829; re 
Hef of the company, February 24, 1845; sale of stock, July 25, 1866, and Jan- 
uary 11, 1868. Keports have been made as follows concerning the canal 

By Gen. Bernard, December 24, 1825, under House resolution of December 
* 1325; printed in House Document No. 15, Nineteenth Congress, first ses- 
sion. 

By Lieut. Col. C. Gratiot, —- of Engineers, August 2, 1826, in pursuance 
of act of May 18, 1826; printed (in Senate Document No. 1, Nineteenth Con- 
gress, second session) with annual report of the Chief Engineer for 1826; 
partially reprinted with the following: House Report No. 47, Twenty-elghth 
Congress, second session, by Committee on Claims, January 14, 1845, with 
which are printed several reports of engineer officers. 

By Maj. William P. Craighill, Corps of Engineers, April 30, 1872; 
in Appendix Q25, Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 1872. 

By the Secretary of the Treasury, January 15, 1878; printed in House Ex 
ecutive Document No. 19, Forty-fifth Congress, second session. 

By the Secretary of the Treasury, February 21, 1889; printed in Senate 
Miscellaneous Document No. 89, Fiftieth Congress, second session. 

Acts of July 4, 1836, and July 7, 1838, appropriated $25,000 for improving the 
natural approaches at the north and south endsof the Dismal Swamp Cana! 
Information concerning the work may be found in the annual reports of the 
engineer. and topographical bureaus of that time. 

The following reports upon Pasquotank River have been made: 

By Lieut. Andrew Talcott, Corps of Engineers, November 12, 1829, on sur- 
vey made under act of March 2, 1829; printed in House Document No. 7, 
Twenty-first Congress, first session. 

By 8S. T. Abert, United States agent, December 14, 1875, on examination 
ordered by act of March 3, 1875; printed in House Executive Document No 
94, Forty-fourth Congress, first session, and in Appendix G 12, Annual Re 
port C of Engineers, 1876. ‘ 

By Capt. PF. A. Hinman, Corps of Engineers, August 27, 1884, on examina 
tion ordered by act of July 5, 1884; printed in House Executive Document 
No. 98, Forty-e _ Congress, second session, and in Appendix L 17, Annual! 
R Chief of neers, 1835. 

Capt. W. H. Bixby, Corps of Engineers, February 28, 1889, on examina 
tion ordered by act of August 11, 1888; printedin Appendix M 23, Annual Re- 
port Chief of Engineers, 1889. 
ee Reports Chief of Engineers, 1891-1893, upon Improvement of the 

ver. 

Core Sound.—The improvement of the passage from Pamlico Sound to 
Beaufort Harbor was provided for by the appropriations of March 3, 1837, 
and July 7, 1838, and reported on in the Engineer's annual reports at tha 


Newberne and Newse River to Beaufort Harbor (via Clubfoot, Harlowe. and 
Newport Rivers and a private canal).—This pestest is mentioned in the re- 
port of the Secretary of the Treasury of April 4,1908. Reports upon exami 
nation and —— of this route ordered by act of August 2, 1882, were made 
by Capt. James Mercur, Corps of Engineers, January 27 and October 18, 1883; 
printed in Senate Executive Document No. 63, Forty-eighth Congress, first 
session, and in A’ ix L. 3%, Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 1884. Ap- 
propriations for its improvement have been made from 18#2 to date, and an- 
n comfort’! thereon rendered by the Chief of Engineers. 

B ort Harbor to New River.—The following reports have been made 
an a tions and surveys of the route by Bogue Sound from Beaufort 
to New River: 

By Capt. James Mercur, Corps of Engineers, January 27, 1383, under act of 
August 2, 1882; printed in Senate Executive Document No. 30, Forty-eighth 
Congress, first session, and in Appendix L 27, Annual Report Chief of En- 
gineers, 1884. 

By Capt. W. H. et ou of Engineers, October 24, 1884, and February 
2, 1885, under act of J 5. ; printed in House Executive Document No 
258, Forty-eighth Congress, second session, and in Appendix M 15, Annual! 
ay Chief of Engineers, 1885. - 

his water way has been under improvement, and annual reports thereon 
rendered by the Chief of Engineers since 1886. 

The western portion of this route, between Swansboro and New River, 
was examined, in compliance with act of August 11, 1888, by Capt. W. H 
Baie. Oe of Engineers, and his report of March 13, 1889, printed in Ap- 
pendix M 19, Ann ReportChief of Engineers, 1889. An appropriation was 
made in 1890 for its pe te and it has been reported on in the annual 
reports of the Chief of Engineers since that year. Papers relating to the 
work were printed in House Executive Document No. 2%, Fifty-second Con- 
gress, first session, and in Appendix L M4, Annual Report Chief of Engineers. 


Between Cape Fear and Waccamaw Rivers.—A report upon an examination 
for water connection between these rivers. ordered by act of March 3. 188! 
was made by Capt. James Mercur, Co: of Engineers, April 14, 1882; printed 
in Senate Executive Document No. 169, Forty-seventh Congress, first ses 
sion, and in Appendix 125, Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 1882. 

Coast of South Carolina.—The following reports relate to the inland pas- 
sages in this section: 

fae. Charles B. Phillips, Come of Engineers, April 14, 1880. under act 
of 3, 1879, on examination of Santee River. presenting a project for 
ans @ canal via Mosquito Creek between Winyaw Bay and Santee River: 
prin in Senate Executive Document No. 161, Forty-sixth Congress, sec 
ond session, and in Appendix 125, Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 1880. 

Annual report of Capt. F’. V. Abbot, Corps of Engineers, for 1889 (Appendix 
N10). presenting a jee for another canai from Estherville to Minim 
Creek, connecting Winyaw Bay and Santee River. 

Annual reports of the Chief of Engineers since 1390 on the !mprovement« 
“Fe an becpetean at ho treme April 4, 1308 ( ! lating to the 

0 jury. April 4, see above), relating 
Santee Canal (connecting Santee and Cooper Rivers) : 
By Lieut. Col. Q. A. Gillmore, Corps of Engineers, January %6, 1831, under 


printed 
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act of June 14, 1880, on reopening the Santee Canal; printed in Senate Ex- 
ecutive Document No. 60, Forty-sixth Congress, third session, and in Ap- 
pendix J 17, Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 1881. 

By Capt. W. H. Bixby, Corps of Engineers, February 4 and September 5, 
1887) under act of August 5, 1886, on examination and survey of Alligator 
River and other waters connecting Santee River and Bulis Bay; printed in 
A ndix M 2% (24), Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 1887. 

y Capt. F. V. Abbot, Corps of Engineers, December 7, 1838, and December 
20, 1889, under act of August 11, 1888, on examination and survey of Owendaw 
and Wando Rivers and other waters connecting Bu'is Bay and Charleston 
j amtyent D miggee. tn House Executive Document No. 82, Fifty-first Congress, 
first on, and in —— N 17, Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 1890. 

By Lieut. Gol. Q. A. limore, Corps of Engineers, November 22, 1880, under 
act of June 14, 1880, on examination of Wappoo Cut, connecting Ashley and 
Stono Rivers; printed in House Executive Document No. 19, Forty-sixth 
Congress, taara session, and in Appendix J4, Annual Report Chief of Engi- 
neers, . 

Annual avers of the Chief of Engineers, 1881-1893, on improvement of 
Wappoo Cu 

By Capt. F. V. Abbot, Corps of Engineers, December 13, 1888, under act of 
August 11, 1888, on examination for soqnecsing North and South Edisto 
Rivers by St. Pierre River and South ik, Edisto Island, printed in Ap- 
pendix N 16, Annual Report Chief of E eers, 1889. 

By Col. Q. A. Gillmore, Corps of Engineers, December 7, 1886, and Janu- 
ary 5, 1888, under act of August 5, 1886,0n examination and survey for con- 
necting South Edisto and Ashepoo Rivers by Mosquito Creek, or below, 
across Fenwicks Island; printed in House Executive ument No. 117, Fif- 
ae Congress, first session, and in Appendix M 8, Annual Report Chief of 

neers, , 
oast Ks Georgia.—The following reports relating to this section have 
been made: 

By Lieut. Col. Q. A. Gillmore, Corps of E rs, November 15, 1880, 
under act of June 14, 1880, on examination of Romerly Marsh; printed in 
House Executive Document No. 19, Ae pe Congress, third session, 
and in Appendix J 19, Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 1881. 

— eports Chief of Engineers, 1883-1890, on improvement of Rom- 
erly Marsh. 

By Capt. O. M. Carter, Corps of Engineers, November 25, 1890, and October 
5, 1891, under act of September 19, 1890, on examination and survey of inside 
route between Sapelo and Doboy Sounds; printed in House Executive Docu- 
ment No. 62, Fifty-second Congress, first session, and in Appendix N11, An- 
naal Revort Chief of Engineers, 1892. 

By Col. Q. A. Gillmore, Corps of Engineers, November 3, 1884, and January 
39, 1885, under act of July 5, 1884, on examination and survey of Darien Har- 
bor; printed in House Executive Document No. 260, Forty-eighth Congress, 
spoon season, and in Appendixes N15 and 16, Annual Report Chief of En- 
ginueers, ‘ 

Annual Reports Chief of Engineers, 1878, 1879, and 1891-1893, on improvement 
of Darien Harbor. 

By Loammit Baldwin, June 6, 1836, to the Brunswick Canal and Railroad 
Company, with other papers, on route for canal from Altamaha River to 
Brunswick Harbor; pr nted copy in this office. 

By Lieut. yg .Gillmore, Corps of Engineers, November 20, 1880, under 
act of June 14, 1880, on examination of Jekyl Creek; printed in House Execu- 
tive Document No. 19, Forty-sixth third session, and in Appendix 
J 20, Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 1881. 

By Col. Q. A. Gillmore, Corps of Engineers, December 4, 1886, and October 
18, 1887, under act of August 5, 1886, on examination and survey of Jekyl 
Creek; printed in House Executive Document No. 117, Fiftieth Congress, 
first session, and in Appendix N 10, Annual maqoss Chief of Engineers, 1888. 
, anane epee of the Chief of Engineers, 1889-1893, on improvement of 

okyl Creek. 

By Caps. O. M. Carter, Corps of Engineers, November 25, 1890, and Novem- 
ber 25, 1801, under act of September 19, 1890, on examination and survey of 
the entire inside route from Savannah to Fernandina, OT rity. - 

Chief 





e vari 
ous localities; printed in House Executive Document No. 41, “second 
Congres, | first session, and in Appendix N 12, Annual Report of Engi- 
neers, 

Appendix N 12, Annual Report, Chief of Engineers, 1893, on improve- 
wee oe route from Savannah to Fernandina, under appropriation of 

u . * 

ie! ween Fernandina and St. Johns aT eee for improvement 
of this p were made 1828-1838 and 1874- and ae thereon may 
be founc in the corresponding annual reports, down to 1887. The following 
reports on examinations and surveys have been made: 

y, Lieut. Col. Q. A. Gillmore, Corps of Engineers, June 14, 1 under act 
ar une 23, 1874; printed in Appendix U 7, Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 

‘ 

By Capt. William T. Rossell, Corps of neers, November 3, 1884, under 
act of July 5, 1884,.on Amelia River; n in House Executive Document 
No. 71, paek | ‘hth Co: second session, and in Appendix O 18, Annual 
Report Chief of Pppnecrs. 1 

astern coast of Florida,—The following reports have been made upon the 
inland routes in Eastern Florida: 

By Lieut. J. E. Blake, Topographical Engineers, July 20, 1845 (manu- 
script), on the Haulover, and ths route between St. Augustine and Key Bis- 


Capt. William T. Rossell, Corps of November 3, 1884, under 
act of Tet 5, 1884, on examination of a een ie Johns River thro’ 
Mosquito Lagoon, Indian River, etc., to Jupiter Inlet and Lake Worth; 
printed in A dix O21, Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 1885. 

By Lieut. W. M. Black, Corps of ineers, January 5, 1887, under act of 
August 5, 1886, on examination of Indian River, etc., from Haulover to Gil- 
berts Bar; printed in Appendix O 17, Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 1887. 

By Capt. W. M. Black, of E , December 31, 1890, under act of 
September 19, 1890, on examination of Indian River from Titusville to Ju- 
piter Inlet; ted in House Executive Document No. 168, Fifty-first Con- 
ress, Seooes session, and in Appendix O 16, Annual Report Chief of Engi- 
neers, , 

went pes . $ Sa eT ae of mnatnoety, 60, on action underap- 

riation or ving Indian 4 
a en or oon M PTasces and Indian River.—This is a link 
in the above line and in addition to the above reports has received special 
consideration. Reference was made to it in act of March 2 1827. Acts of 
June 15, 1844, and August 390, 1852, made tions of $1 and $5,000 for 
it; the annual re of the u for 1843 and of the Chief 
Engineer from i832, contain informa relating to action under these ap- 
tions. The following reports have also been made: 
By Brig. Gen. W. J. Worth, United States Army, November 10, 1843 (man- 


useript), 

B Ficus. J. E. Blake, To December Ii, Brig. 
Gen. W. J. Worth, Becimber 2 St and the Quartermaster Genera Jan- 
yy ee printed in Senate Document No. 62, Twenty-elghth Congress, 

on. 
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By Lieut. Col. Q. A. Gillmore, Corps of Baginness, December 3, 1881, under, 

act of March 3, 1881; printed in Senate Executive Document No. 33, Forty-sev- 

Saino ten first session, and in Appendix J 15, Annual Report Chief of 
rs, 

By Capt. James C. Post and Col. Q. A. Gillmore, Gorpe of Engineers, Jan- 
uary 10and September 29, 1883, under act of August 2, 1882; printedin Senate 
Executive Document No. 65, ea Congress, first session, and in Ap- 
pendix M 19, Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 1884. 

From Saint Johne River, via Tohopokelija Lake, to Charlotte Harbor or Pease 
Creek.—A report on examination of this route, under actof June 14, 1880, was 
made by Lieut. Col. Q. A. Gillmore, Corps of Engineers, May 23, 1882; printed 
in Senate Executive ument No. 189, Forty-seventh Congress, first session, 
and in Appendix J 14, Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 1882. 

Canals across Florida.—Surveys for canal routes across Florida have been 
pane for by Congress at various times, and reports submitted as fol- 

ows: 

By Senate Committee on Roads and Canals, January 19, 1826, Nineteenth 
Congress, first session. 

By Lieut. Col. P. H. Perrault, Topographical Engineers, February 1, 1828 
(manuscript). 

By the Board of Internal Improvement, February 19, 1829, on surveys made 
under act of March 3, 1826; printed in Senate Document No. 102 and House 
Document No. 147, Twentieth Co 8, second session; reprinted in House 
Document No. 185 Twenty-second Congress, first session, and extractsin 
House Executive Document No. 157, Forty-fourth eneeess, first session, 
and in Appendix I 8, Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 1876. 

Estimate of cost of complet surveys, January 27, 1830; Sans House 
pecumens 3 _ 41, Twenty-first Congress, ‘first session ($10,400 appropriated 

ay 3 

By Lieut. John Pickell, Fourth Artillery, March 6, 1832; printed in House 
Document No. 185, T'wenty-second Congress, first session. 

34 Lieut. M. L. Smith, yo a Engineers, May 1, 1855, on surveys 
pe e under act of August 30, 1852; printed in Senate Executive Document 

o. 1, Thirty-fourth Congress, first session; reprinted in Heuse Executive 
Document No. 157, Forty-fourth Congress, first session, and in Appendix 
18, Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 1876. 

By Brig. Gen. A. A. eae Chief of Engineers, April 3, 1876, under 
act of March 3, 1875, regarding inland route from the Mississippi to the At- 
lantic, including routes across Florida, with former reports; printed in 
House Executive Document No. 157, Forty-fourth Congress, first session, 
and in Appendix 18, Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 1876. 

By Lieut. Col. Q. A. Gillmore, ceape of Engineers, December 30, 1876, on 
route from St. M River via Okefenoke Swamp to the Gulf (Senate reso- 
lution of January 9, 1877); printed in Senate Executive Document No. 22, 
Forty-fourth Congress, second session, and in Appendix H 6, Annual Report 
Chief of Engineers, 1877. 

Lieut. Col. Q. A. Gillmore, Corps of Engineers, April 6, 1880, on survey 
6 under act of June 18, 1878; printed in Senate Executive Document No. 
154, Forty-sixth Congress, second session, and in Appendix J 12, Annual Re- 
port Chief of Engineers, 1880. 
a coast, Florida to Louisiana.—The following reports relate to this 
stretch: 

By the Board of Internal Improvement, February 19, 1829, on routes across 
Florida (see above); this report considers also the inland navigation from 
Tampa Bay to the Mississippi River and in Southern Louisiana. 
alk Lieut. W. G. Williams, Seventh Infantry, Octoper 14, 1833, on surveys 

e under act of J 4, 1832, of routes between St. Andrews Bay and Chat- 
tahoochee River and Bay and between Pensacola and Mobile Bays; printed, 
together with numerous other documents relating to the water ways in this 
vicinity, in House Document No. 61, Twenty-third Congress, first session. 

By . Gen. A. A. Humphreys, Chief of Engineers, — 3, 1876, under 
act of March 3, 1875, on routes from the Mississippi to the Atlantic (see 
above), accompanying which are ey reports of Capt. A. N. Damrell, 
Corps of E eers, Se ber 19, 1 on route from Apalachicola River to 
Mississippi Sound, and of Capt. C. W. Howell, Corps of Engineers, Septem- 
ber, 1873, on route from River to Mobile Bay. 

By a A. N. Damrell, Co of Engineers, January 22, 1883, on examina- 
tion, under act of August 2, 1 of inside from Cedar Keys to Clear- 
vee Harbor -_ Tampa; printed in Appendix N 28, Annual Report Chief 
o rs, 7 
By Spencer C. McCorkle, April 21, 1891, on route from Suwanee River to 
Mississippi River; printed in p of Engineers’ Club of Philadel- 
phia, July, 1891 (volume 8, No. 3), 195. 

Special a on various routes in Louisiana, in addition to the above, 
are given below. 

From Mississippi Sound to Mississippi River and New Orleans.—The follow- 
“E57 rts, etc., have been made: 

. e Secretary of the Treasury, April 4, 1808 (see above), on Carondelet 


Act of February 10, 1809, a) priated 825,000 for the Carondelet Canal, 

Petition of Louisiana Leguiotare to , December 16, 1824, for cut- 
tingacanal from Lake Pontchartrain to Mississippi River; printed in Docu- 
ment No. 57, Eighteenth Congress, second session. 

By the Board of Internal Improvement, March 1, 1&27, on canal from Lake 
Pontchartrain to Mississippi River; printed in House Document No. 133, Nine- 
teenth Congress, second session. 

By the House Committee on the Judiciary, February 11, 1828 (House Report 
No. 138, Twentieth first session), on the Bayou St. John. 

By Capt. William H. Chase, Corps of pageesce, May 11, 1829, on survey of 
the waters between Mobile Bay and Lake Pontchartrain; printed in House 
Document No.7, heme Ay Congress, first session. 

By Capt. C. W. Howell, Corps of Engineers, February 9, 1871, under act of 
July 11,'1870, on pro’ canal via ae St. John,'Lake Pontchartrain, the 
Rigolets, etc., to Ship Island; printedin Appendix N 3, Annual Report Chief 


of ERSTE. 1871. 

By Maj. Amos Stickney, Corps of E eers, June 13, 1 under act of 
March 3, 1879, on survey for breakwater in Lake Pontc near outlet 
of New Canal, and relative to the canals from New Orleans to the lake; 
printed in Senate Executive Document No. 185, a Congress, first 
session, and in A x M18, Annual Report Chief of E eers, 1882. 

By our Ww. L. , Corps of Engineers, November 22, 1888, under act of 
August 11, 1888, on Bayou St. John and Carondelet Canal; printed in Appen- 
dix T 13, Annual Report Chief of 1889. 

By ron ate A L. Fisk, Corps of November 25, 1890, under act of 
Septem 19, 1890, on shoals in Lake Pontchartrain, near the Rigolets; 
printed in House Executive Document No. 111, Fifty- Sengeate, secon 
session, and in A ix § 15, Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 1891. 

Pa i . Quinn, of Engineers, December ~ 1892, under ac} 
of July 13,1892, on examination for harbor of refuge in Lake 
near canal entrances; ted in House Executive Document No. 138, Fifty- 

session, and in Appendix S 17, Annual Report Chief 


second ae ey 
ty Mah MD. McAlester. of Engineers, December 30, 1867, under 
Senate resolution of March i ber, a tele tah Mississippi River to Lake 




















1894. 








Pontchartrain via Bayou Manchac, Amite River, Lake Maurepas, etc., and 
— routes; printed in Appendix 13, Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 
1868, 

By Capt. W. L. Fisk, Corps of Engineers, December 24, 1888, under act of 
August 11, 1888, on route from Mississippi River to pee Sound, via 
Bayou Manchac, Amite River, Lakes Maure and Pontchartrain, etc.; 
printed in Appendix T 19, Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 1889. 

From Mississippi River along coast of Louisiana and Texas to the Rio 
Grande.—A report on a general survey of the entire route from Donaldson- 
ville to the Rio Grande, ordered by act of March 3, 1873, was made by Capt. 
C. W. Howell, Corps of Engineers, and printed with his annual report for 
1875 as Appendix $5, Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 1875. Otherreports 
on special portions of this route have also been made as below. 

Water ways in Louisiana.—The numerous water ways, natural and artificial, 
in Southern Louisiana afford extensive and intricate means of intercom- 
munication. Many reports upon their survey and improvementare printed 
in the annual reports of the Chief of Engineers. Attention is invited to the 
following reports, etc. : 

By Maj. C. W. Howell, Corps of Engineers, February 27, 1880, on Louisiana 
waterways in general, printed in House Executive Document No. 54, 
Forty-sixth Congress, second session, and in Appendix M12, Annual Report 
Chief of Engineers, 1880. 

By Maj. Amos Stickney, Corps of Engineers, January 24, 1884, on inland 
a from New Orleans to Berwicks Bay (Atchafalaya River); man- 
uscript. 

det et June 15, 1878, grants a franchise to the Barataria Ship Canal Com- 
pany to construct a canal from New Orleans via Barataria Bay to the Gulf 
of Mexico. 

By Maj. C. W. Howell, Corps of Engineers, under act of June 14, 1880, on 
route from New Orleans to Barataria Bay and the Gulf; ome’ with his 
—— report for 1881 as Appendix M 18, Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 
1881. 

By Capt. C. W. Howell, Corps of Engineers, under act of March 3, 1873, on 
survey of Bayou Lafourche; printed with his annual report for 1874in Ap- 
pendix R 13, Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 1874. 

Annual Reports of the Chief of Engineers, 1878-1893, on improvement of 
Bayou Lafourche. 

By Maj. C. W. Howell, Corps of Engineers, February 27, 1880, tinder act of 
March 3, 1879, on examination of Bayou Terrebonne; printed in House Ex- 
ecutive Document No. 54, Forty-sixth Congress, second session, and in Ap- 
pendix M 12, Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 1880. 

By Maj. W. H. Heuer, ae of Engineers, November 9, 1886, under act of 
August 5, 1886, on examination of Bayou Terrebonne from Houma to Thibo- 
deau; printed in Appendix S 18, Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 1887. 

Annual Reports of the Chiefof Engineers, 1880-1893, on improvement and 
other examinations of Bayou Terrebonne: 

By Capt. W. L. Fisk, Corps of Engineers, December 12, 1888, under act of 
August 11, 1888, on connection between Bayous Terrebonne and Black, with a 
view to opening a shorter route from Mississippi River to Berwicks Bay; 
printed in Appendix T 15, Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 1889. 

By Capt. W. L. Fisk, Corps of Engineers, November 5, 1890, under act of 
September 19, 1890, on ne Bayous Terrebonne and Black; printed in 
House Executive Document No. 113, Fifty-first Congress, second session, and 
in 4 AES $18, Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 1891. 

A - James B. Quinn, Co of Engineers, December 16, 1892, under act 
of July 13, 1892, on connecting Bayous Terrebonne and Black and opening a 
shorter route from the Mississippi to Berwicks Bay; printed in House Ex- 
ecutive Document No. 158, Fifty-second Congress, second session, and in Ap- 
pendix S18, Annual epee Chief of Engineers, 1893. 

By Maj. C. W. Howell, Corps of E eers, under act of June 14, 1880, on 
examination of Bayou Black; printed with his annual report for 1881, as Ap- 
pendix M 11, Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 1881. 

Annuai Reports of the Chief of Engineers, 1881-1888, on improvement of 
Bayou Black. 

y Capt. C. W. Howell, Corps of Engineers, under act of March 3, 1873, on 
survey of Atchafalaya River; printed with his annual report for 1874, as Ap- 
pendix R14, Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 1874. 

By Maj. Amos Stickney, Corps of E eers, April 26, 1882, under act of 
June 14, 1880, on survey of Atchafalaya River, printed in Senate Executive 
Document No. 172, Forty-seventh Congress, first session, and in Appendix 
M19, Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 1882. 

By Maj. Amos Stickney, Corps of Engineers, August 30, 1882, under act of 
August 2, 1882, on examination of ——— River from Berwicks Bay to 
the Gulf; printed in er Q 16, Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 1884. 

By.Capt. Thomas Turtle and Maj. W. H. Heuer, Corps of Engineers, Novem- 
ber 20, 1884, and March 18, 1885, under act of July 5, 1584, on examination and 
survey of Atchafalaya River; printed in Appondix S 20, Annual Report Chief 
of Engineers, 1885. 

By — W. L. Fisk, Corps of Engineers, November 16, 1888, under act of 
August 11, 1888, on examination of Atchafalaya River from Berwicks Bay to 
the Gulf; printed in A ndix T 16, Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 1889. 

By Capt. W. L. Fisk, Corps of Engineers, January 16, 1891, under act of 
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Calcasieu and Sabine Lakes; printed in House Executive Document No. 125, 
Fifty-first Congress, second session, and in Appendix S21, Annual Report 
Chief of Engineers, 1891. 

Coast of Texas.—The following ee have been made: 

By Capt. C. W. Howell, Corps of Engineers, on survey ordered by act of 
June 10, 1872, for canal between Sabine Lake and Galveston Bay; printed 
with his annual report for 1873 as Appendix Q 11, Annual Report, Chief of 
Engineers, 1873; reprinted in Appendix S5, Annual Report Chief of Engt- 
neers, 1875. 

By Maj. Charles J. Allen, Corps of Engineers, December 12, 1890, and No- 
vember 27, 1891, under act of September 19, 1890, on West Galveston Bay and 
Oyster Bay; printed in House Executive Document 2, Fifty-second Con- 
gress, first session, and in Appendix U 8 Annual Report Chief of Engl- 
neers, 1892. 

Appendix U 3,Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 1893, on improvement of 
West Galveston Bay under appropriation of July 15, 1892 

By Maj. S. M. Mansfield, Corps of Engineers, August 24, 1880, under act of 
March 3, 1879, on canal between Galveston Bay and Brazos River; printed in 
Appendix O 12, Annual Report Chief of Engineers, 1881. 

3y Lieut. George B. McClellan, Corps of Engineers, April 18, 1853, on in 
land channel from Matagorda Bay to Aransas Bay (manuscript). 

Copies of such of the publications above referred to as are available for 
distribution from this office are sent you herewith. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
THOS. LINCOLN CASEY, 
Briqadier-General, Chief of Enqinceres 
Hon. JOHN £. REYBURN, 
United States House of Representatives. 


HARBOR OF LYNN, 

Mr. EVERETT. I desire to call up a paragraph which was 
passed over by unanimous consent and to which I desire to offer 
an amendment. On page 3, line 4,in the paragraph providing 
for improving the harbor at Lynn, I move to strike out ‘‘ five” 
and insert ‘‘ eight,” soas to muke the provisionread: ‘‘ Continu- 
ing the improvement, $8,000.” 

Mr. Chairman, I shall not detain the com mittee long to state 
why I think this may fairly be made an exception to the rule 
by which the estimates of the Board of Engineers are cut down 
to about one quarter. The estimate of the Board of Engineers 
for this work is $20,000. An appropriation of $10,900, or higher, 
has been given regularly for a series of years. This year it is 
$5,000. 

The reason why I think Lynn Harbor is entitled to special 
consideration is the fact of the extraordinary success of the im- 
provements that have been made. In the first place—and here 
I challenge the attention of gentlemen who are interested in 
the question of dredging—this is the one harbor where dredg- 
ing has been successful, where the silt has not come back, and 
where the improvement has been found good after two years. 
In the second place, the tonnage of Lynn has risen from about 
100,000 tons in 1891 to 150,000 in 1892 and to 250,000 tons in 1893, 
showing that these operations, which began only in the year 
1884, have absolutely created a useful harbor on the coast where 
it had not been thought of before. 

I would say further that the population of Lynn has in- 
creased from loos than 40,000 in 1880, and 45,000 in 1885, to more 
than 55,000 in 1890, showing an increase of business and enter- 
prise with whichI think very few cities evenin the great 
and progressive West can vie, and which speaks very well for 
us in ‘‘ the effete East.” I may add that the prosperity of Lynn 
depends upon the shoe trade; and we shall go ahead as long as 
every little baby comes into the world with two bare feet. 
[Laughter and applause. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. EVERETT]. 

Mr. CATGHINGS. lI call for a vote. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. EVERETT, 
it was rejected. 


MASS. 


September 19, 1890, on examination of Atchafalaya River from Berwicks Bay | 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I ask unanimous consent to append to 


to the Gulf; printed in House Executive Document No. 198, Fifty- - : : : 

grees, second session, and in Appendix S 19, Annual Report Ch ef of Engi. | my remarks when published in the RECORD certain documents, 

neers, 1891. | and to extend those remarks more especially with reference to 
By Maj. Amos Stickney, Corps of Engineers, under act of March 3, 1879, on | two items of the bill—one the new project of improvement in 


pendix M23. ‘Annual fopore Gh of of Engineers, 1863. Tepert for S008 tm Ap- | the matter of ice harbors on the Western waters, and the other 


By Maj. Amos Stickney, Corps of Engineers, June 17, 1885, and A. O. Wil- | the subject of bridges — the Muskingum River. 
. h 


son, assistant engineer, Febru on route via Bayou Plaquemine | The CHAIRMAN e gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVE- 
s ; ted . ; ie ~ 
Mississippl River Commission in Appendix WW. Annual Report Chiet of | NOR] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the REC- 
Engineers, 1885, 2973 and 2984. ORD on the subjects he has indicated. Is there objection? 
Maj. W. H. Heuer, Corps of Engineers, December 2, 1886, and February | There being no objection, leave was granted. 


B 
i ise, nine and Oiher counecting stocams to Grand Lake. printed ie den. | Mr.CATCHINGS. [I ask consent to return to page 66 of the 
ate Executive Document No. 121, -ninth Congress, second session, and | bill, that I may offer an amendment. 
in A — aie ten terre Chief of Engineers, 1887. There was no objection. 
een | mene ang CERT OF Ragmenrs, HWP-IE, on improvement of Mr. CATCHINGS. Loffer the amendment which I send to 
Maj. C. W. Howell, Corps of Engineers, February 27, 1880, under joint | the desk. 
resolution of June 28, 1879, on examination for a canal toconnect Grand Lake The Clerk read as follows: 
with Bayou Teche at Charenton; printed in House Executive Document No. . si / 
After line 5, on page 66, add “‘and with a view of protecting the banks at 
and near the city of Mankato. 


M4, ye hye Congress, second session, and in Appendix M 12, Annual Re- 
Annual The amendment was agreed to. 


of Engineers, 1880. 
Mr. CATCHINGS. I ask consent also to return for a similar 


Reports of the Chief of Engineers, 1851-87, on construction of 
canal from Grand Lake to Bayou Teche at Charenton. 


Maj. Amos Stickney, Co f Engineers, November 20, 1882, 

ot hagas, 1882, on ex ad on of water route to connect tatepaion over pu to page 67 of the bill. 

Se Pass; printedin Appendix Q 17, Annual Report Chief of Engi- a ere — Ms objection. ~—ee 
Oey Capt. W. L. Fisk, Corps of Engineers, 1890, r. CATCHINGS. I offer the amendment which I ask the 
aageanles 19, 1890, on examination ot eee! Black for auniinn borneon Clerk to read. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 67, after line 3, insert “New York, Peekskill.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I move that the committee rise and re- 
pert the bill as amended to the House with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HaTcH reported that the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union had had under considera. 
tfon the bill (H. R. 6518) making appropriations for the construc- 
tion, repair, and preservation of ce ublic works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes, had directed him to 
report the same back with sundry amendments and with the 
recommendation that the bill be as amended. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I move the previous question on the 
amendments and on the bill to its third reading and passage. 
The previous question was ordered. 

The bPRAK t If no separate vote be demanded upon any 
of the amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole 
the vote will be taken upon them in gross. 

‘The question being taken, the amendments reported from the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union were agreed 
to 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
thire time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 
On motion of Mr. CATCHINGS, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ADJOURNMENT TILL MONDAY. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. I move that when the House adjourns 
to-duy, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

‘ToMr. CRAWFORD, for the session of this evening. 

‘To Mr. TaLsorr of Maryland, for the rest of the day, on ac- 
count of sickness in his family. 

‘To Mr. CLANCY, for two days,on.account of illness in his family. 

To Mr. RicHaRDSON of Tennessee, for the rest of the day, on 
account of sickness. 

‘ To Mr. McLAURIN, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
te Me. Coomss, for the evening session, on account of ill 
Rew | Mr. CoUSsINS, indefinitely,on account of sickness in his 
y- 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, leave to withdraw papers from the 
files. of the House was granted, as follows: 

To Mr. MCALBER, papers in the case of Mrs. Mary Von Kus- 
serow. 

To Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, papers in the case of Edmund John- 
son. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER (at 6 o'clock and 10 minutes p.m.). The gen- 
tleman from Indiana[Mr. BROOKSHIRE] will perform the duties 
of the Chair at the evening session. And mow, im accordance 
with the agreement heretofore made, the Chair declares the 
House in recess until 8 o'clock p. m., the evening session to be 
devoted to business under the rule for Friday night sessions. 





EVENING SESSION. 
Le gress ter tiy Sag the H at 8 o'clock p. m., was 
called to order by Mr. KSHIRE, as pro tempore. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is now in session 
pursuant to clause 3 of Rule XXVL 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I move that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of 
pills under the special rule for this evening. 
The motion was to. 
‘The House aceo ly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Dockery in the chair. 
Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, before bills are 
to-night I want to asx unanimous consent of the committee 
we pursue the rule pursued during the last ‘term of Congress; 
that is, instead of taking the bills up in their order on the Cal- 
endar, that the roll be called OS eee 


a a ee is present is reached he may be permitted to call 
one bill. 

“Ethe CHATRMAN. Is there objection to the request.of the 

gentleman from Nebraska? ‘ 
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Mr. PIOKLER. I think there ought to be notice of that 
change before pursuing it. If the rule is to be adopted, mem- 
bers should know it in advance. 

Mr. TATE. They will know it by the next Friday meeting. 

Mr. BRYAN. It is only fair to those of us who are here. 

Mr. PICKLER. Itconfuses the Calendar very materially. 

Mr. BRYAN. It wasdone last year and noobjection was made 
to it. Of course this applies to the Delegates as well as the Rep- 
resentatives, and if their names arenot onthe roll theyare to be 
put in their r places. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll of members. 


SARAH BECK. 

Mr. BRYAN (when his name was called). Mr. Chairman, I 
eall up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 4962) to restore 
to the Be on roll Sarah Beck, widow. 

The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman a copy of the bill? 

Mr. BRYAN. I have sent for it. It will be here ina fewmo- 








ments. 

Mr. PICKLER. This illustrates the difficulty of this mode of 
eae ve notice now that, though I did not object to- 
night, I will i hereafter on the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. While wuiting to get the bill of the gen- 
ta from Nebraska, the Clerk will continue the calling of the 
roll. 

The roll was called. When the name of Mr. CONN was 
reached— 

Mr. CONN. I desire to call up Calendar No. 297. 

Mr. BRYAN. The bill that I have called up is now at hand, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 

directed to restore to the roll . Beck, formerly Sarah 
Kuteh, widow of Alien J. Kutch, late of Company D, Twenty-ninth Indiana 
pagans, a8.pey to er a genmen at the rate which she received prior to 
January 21, 
Mr. JONES. Let us have the report, Mr. Chairman. 
The report (by Mr. MEIKLEJOBN) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Sees Eaiene have considered the bill (FL R. 4962) 

re’ : 


of served in 

Comeseg D, Twenty-ninth Indiana from 

30, , and died September 5, ise is widow, Sarah, was allowed pension 
— TY the ~ became 16 of December 38,1871. The 

omier's death was accepted by ino Pontion ancenac a result of his serv- 

ice. No on has been paid on account of this soldier’s servicesince Jan- 


roll,” in line4, and insert in 
roll, subject to the limitations 
the Jaws, mame of.” 
the te a pe lhe ed 
granting a pension to Sarah 


re arn gegen - eee ve on 
ioining er pension. Now second hus being dead, s 

comes ere and asks a special act of Congress to t her back 
on the roll where she was she the second 


understand this to be the case now before us for consid- 
There are other bills on this Calendar of the same 
bably and thousands 
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for that is in effect the object of the bill, then every other | is no general law on the subject; a general law would make this 
woman that has remarried and lost her pensionon that aceount, | bill unnecessary; but this Congress has time and again granted 
and has, as in this case, also lost her second husband, should be | this kind of relief, and | know it has never granted relief ina 
treated in the same way. There should be noinvidious distince- | case more meritorious than this. I wish to yield a few minutes 
tions. If this is a meritorious case I take it all the others of | to the gentiemanfrom Indiana |Mr. MARTIN], who is prepared 
like character are, and this is just such @ case as should be the | with the precedents for this case. 

subject of general legislation if of any kind. For if one of these Mr.LIVINGSTON. Lobject to his yielding the floor to others, 
persons is entitled to considerationat the hands of Congress then | Mr. Chairman. 

all are so entitled. I take it for granted that a woman who has The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman has a right to yield. 
once drawn a pension would want tocontinue to do so, and there- | Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Do I understand the gen- 
fore I can not see much difference between this case and the | tleman to say there are a number of cases similar to this? 


thousands of similar cases. Mr. BRYAN. There are a number of such cases in which re- 
I repeat, therefore, if the time of Congress is to be taken up | lief has been granted. 
in the granting of special relief bills it will take, perhaps, all the Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Is not this the first cause 


evenings of the session that are devoted to pensions to consider | of the kind that has come up? 

them. When the time comes for Congress to adopt the policy Mr. BRYAN. No.sir. The gentlemanfrom Indiana can cite 

of putting this class of people on the pension rolls, it ought to | the precedents, of which there are a number. 

be done by a general act, and not by making special exceptions| Mr. LIVINGSTON. I shall object to parceling out the time. 

of this character. Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Does not this case come 
Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to explain to the | under the same head as those women who have been divorced 

committee the facts in this case: and while there may be a dif- | from their husbands? 

ference of opinion as to what the law ought to be in such cases, Mr. BRYAN. No. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Mar- 

or as to whether such relief omente be granted, I hope gentile- | Tr] will cite the cases, so that the gentleman from South Car- 

men who are opposed to this will not carry their opposition fur- | olina [Mr. TALBERT} may know what they are. 

ther than toexpress themselves by their votes and their speeches. Mr. MOSES. The committee of which I am a member re- 
The facts in this case are these: This womaa is 71 years of | fused to pass these bills, as being contrary to good policy, for 

age. Her husband was in the war for nearly three years—— the reason that we think if it becomes commonly understood 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Do you mean her first husband? throughout the country among second husbands that they can 
Mr. BRYAN. Her first husband. She married him before | spend what they make without making provision for their wid- 

the war, and he was in the war for more than two years. He | ows when they die, and that the Government wil! take their 

died within a few months after the close of the war. He had no widows up and support them on account of the services of their 


time, after the war was over, to lay up any competency for her. | former husbands, that perhaps the second husband would al- 

He had no time to employ himself in the ordinary work of life, | ways leave them in that condition, the husband hirnself spend- 

in order that he might leave something to her and to his chil- | ing all he makes. 

dren. He was taken away within a few months after the close Mr. BRYAN. Well, if the gentleman will ask my opinion | 

of the war by disease contracted in the Army. will say that Ido not think that reason would influence man) 
Some years after that she was placed upon the pension roll | husbands. Ido not think the Government will incur any danger 

and drew a pension for a few years, until she remarried in 1872. | in that way. 

Since that time she has drawn no pension. Hersecond husband Mr. MOSES. There are a great many widows of this kind 

died in 1889, five yearsago. If she had an propeny or any | clamoring for pensions. 

means of support, I would not have presente is bill; but her Mr. BRYAN. Ido not know how many there may be, but I 

only means of support is an interest in 40 acres of land, from | do think this is a meritorious case, following the precedents set 


which she receives 320 per year, or about 40 cents a week. in previous Congresses with respect to this character of cases. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. May I ask the gentleman a question? I will-yield to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN]. 
Mr. BRYAN. Yes, sir. | The CHAIRMAN. How much time? 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. I wish to ask the gentleman about this 
statement in the report, that she is now living with her sister, 
Mrs.S. J. Kuser. Is her sister a wealthy person? 

Mr. BRYAN. I think not. She lives in the country about 
20 miles south of my city, and I have never heard the name of 
that ee among those who have any considerable property. 
Icould not speak definitely of the circumstances of her sister, 
but I do not think, from what I know of the family, that any of 
them have any great amount of means. This woman has, as I 
said, an income of only 40 centsa week. If she had remained 
unmarried, she would have been drawing this pension for the 
last twenty-two years. During those _— she has not been a 
charge upon the Government, and as I said, I would not ask it 
now but for the fact that this woman is really in destitute cir- 
cumstances, so faras her own material wealth is concerned, and 
is dependent for support upon her relatives. 

I do not believe it is asking too much of this Congress to re- 
store her to the pension roll for the few years which she has yet to 
live. And I want toimpress this fact upon the committee, that 
it is not a case where she married the soldier afterthe war was 
over, butit is acase where she gave her husband tohis country and 
cared for his home during the war; and then, as I said, he died 
soon after the war, without an opportunity to accumulate any- 
thing to support her. I think the Government would not be 
doing too much if it should, in all cases like this, restore to the 
pomion roll those who have been taken from it, and who have 
relieved the Government from their support during the years 
when porn one been married. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman permit me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. BRYAN. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Was the lady divorced from her 
second husband, or did he die? I have not heard the statement 
of the case. 

Mr. BRYAN. Her second husband died after a married life 
of something like seventeen few 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BRYAN. 1 will yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. i wish to take the floor in my own right. 

4 YAN. I wish to say, before I yield the finally, 
that there are a great many precedents forthis. It is true there 


Mr. BRYAN. Whatever he needs to cite his precedents. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I hardly expected 
that the matter of precedents would be called for in cases like 
this, because the practice has obtained ever since I have been a 
member of Congress. It was so in the Fifty-second Congress; 
it was so in the Fiftieth Congress; it was so in the Fifty-first 
Congress, and it is true in this Congress. Now, let me call at- 
tention to this fact. I had one of the clerks in my committee 
room this evening late run over the cases hurriedly. I desire 
to suggest that a similar case was reported favorably restoring 
@ pension to Elien S. Spring. You will find that in volume 2! 
of the laws, first session of the Fifty-first Congress; also the 
case of Laura A. Yourtee, in the same Congress; also the case 
of Julia E. Phillips, in the same Congress. 

Mr. BRYAN. May Laskif they were cases of divorce or of 
death? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. They were cases of remarriage 
and death. 

Mr. BRYAN (to Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina). That an- 
swers your question. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. The case of Mary LeFebrec, in the 
same Congress. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is no question at all about the fact 
that it has been the established precedent in Congress, at least 
during the last six years; Iam sure during a great deal longer 
time. The Committee on Invalid Pensions has blazed out no 
new path. It has been following the precedents heretofore es- 
tablished. Mr. Chairman, let me say that I think it would 
hardly be possible to pass a general bill of this kind, though I 
might not oppose it, because in this class of cases each case 
ought to stand on its own merits. 

Now, what is the case before us? A married man volunteers 
in the army, goes in, and serves three years, and diesas a result 
of that service. Whatis the result of that service? He con- 
tracted a disease of which he died in a few months after the 
close of the war, namely, in September, 1865. The widow was 
granted a pension. Twelve dollars a month is the present rate 
of toa widow. It has not extended clear back at the 
rate of $312 a month, but I have undertaken to make a caleula- 
tion at that rate. It may not be that it extended all the way 
back at that rate. If this widow had not remarried and the 
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rate of pension would have been the same, she has saved to the 
Government of the United States $3,205. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
that is one of the things that it is fair to look at. 

Another fact. I do not believe the Congress of the United 
States, by its action in regard to these private bills, is likely to 
discourage a widow from remarriage; and, if yielding to an im- 
pulse, which is not only natural but right, a woman feels that 
she can better her condition and make herself a home it is the 
ro of the law to encourage marriage, and to encourage the 
upbuilding of homes. Now, then, a great majority of the peo- 
ple of this country are poor people; a great majority of the 
widows of soldiers are poor piogie. A great majority of the 
old soldiers who served in the Army and laid down and died or 
were killed, were poor people. 

A great majority of the widows who have been pensioned 
since the war were the widows of poor men who took their lives 
in their hands either in the chance of battle or in the chance of 
disease in the camp or on the march, and who laid down their 
lives, and then the Government of the United States granted a 
small pension to the widows. Yielding te a natural impulse, 
many of these widows, without dishonoring the memory of the 
soldier husband, have remarried; and it seems that this Congress 
and the Government of the United States = to encourage 
the marriage relation, and encourage the building up of homes, 
and not stand upon the mere cold-blooded calculation that this 
woman, obeying a rightful influence, obeying an impulse which 
is encouraged by law, hoping that she might better her condi- 
tion, allowed herself to be sought by another husband in order 
that she might have that which the heart of every good woman 
turns to, a home, had lost all claim on the Government’s con- 
sideration. 

If in the progress of events amongst people most of whom are 
poor, most of whom always will be rasa result of the laws 
of nature, her second lrusband is called away from her, let any 
man tell me what good reason there is why the Congress of the 
United States, recollecting her sacrifice when she gave up her 
husband, recollecting the fact, if you must take the matter of 
money into calculation, by the second marriage this woman 
saved the Government money, why is it not right, when she 
comes to the Congress of the United States in a proper method, 
that the Government shall recognize the sacrifice she has made 
and say to her in her old days and in her poverty, that the 
widow of any man who laid down his life for the preservation of 
the Union shall not spend her declining years in the poor 
house? 

Mr. TERRY. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TERRY. Did not your committee some time ago agree 
upon a report adverse to a claim of this kind? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Not that I am aware of. 

Mr. BRYAN. Let me say that in this case the committee re- 
quired me to get affidavits in regard to the woman’s income, and 
I could not obtain a favorable report until I had secured testi- 
mony showing that she had an income of only $20 a year. 

Mr. MOSES. I desire to ask the gentleman from Indiana if 
he would have been willing to ——— this woman previous to 
the death of the second husband if that husband were not able, 
physically or financially, to support his wife? 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. That has nothing to do 
with it. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Ido not quite catch the drift of 
the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. MOSES. Suppese she were not a widow, suppose she had 
a second husband living, but that he was dependent upon her, 
being physically unable to work and having no property, would 
you in that case pension this woman during the life of the sec- 
ond husband because she had formerly been the wife of a sol- 
dier? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I think not. 

Mr. MOSES. She would be more entitled to a pension then 
than she is now, because in that case she would have to support 
both herself and her husband. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Weil, Mr. Chairman, I hardly think 
the questionisafairone. Thatisnotthiscase. Here is the case 
of an actual pension to the widow of asoldier who actually died asa 
result of his three years’ service in the Union Army, his death 
being followed by a second marriage and the existence of the 
second marriage relations for seventeen years; followed by the 
second husband's death, and now twenty-two years and three 
months after her pension ceased, without any question arising 
such as the gentleman suggests of the Government providing 
not only for the widow but for the second husband, the question 
reall pees is, shall this widow of a Union soldier be al- 
lowed drag out her old age in poverty and in want? 

Mr. SWANSON. Do you not think that when she married 
the second time she showed by that action that she saw proper 
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to take the protection of a second husband instead of the pro- 
tection of the Government? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Undoubtedly she did; but that pro- 
tection has now been taken away fromher. Is it not enough for 
any member of this committee that this woman, by marrying a 
second time, surrendered to the Government the pension which 
she might have been drawing up to this time, amounting to be- 
tween two and three thousand doliars, or, if the rate had been 
the same as it is now, to more than $3,000. Is not that enough? 

Mr. SWANSON. She gave her husband to the war and got 
another one, did she not? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes,sir; shedid. Now, Mr. Chair- 
rman, one word more. Woman in this world has notan equal 
chance in the race of life. [ask members of this committee to 
bear the fact in mind. Women are hampered by custom, by the 
occupations common to their sex, by that natural dependence 
planted in their hearts by God Almighty. They have notan equal 
chance in the race of life, and we men, members of the United 
States Congress, representatives of the constituencies that have 
sent us here, let us remember the fact that women have not an 
equal chance with ourselves in the race of life, as this widow did 
not have and does not have to-day. A man may bea soldier, he 
may be pensioned, he may marry, and there is nothing said 
about taking away his pension. But it is on account of the real 
or eens dependence of the wife upon the husband whose sup- 
port has been taken from her that, when she becomes a widow, 
we grant her a pension. Now, is there any crime in the fact 
that this woman remarried? Is there anything in this mar- 
riage that the Congress of the United States should charge up 
against her? And especially in view of the fact that this has 
been authorized by precsdent for years and years in deserving 
cases, shall we now for the first time deny what has always been 
— in cases where the facts were similar to those presented 

ere? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I do not expect to vote 
against this pension. I think that some of us here from the 
South occupy a peculiar position; but I do want to say this: It 
is about time that pensions of this kind should be stopped; that 
measures of this sort should not be brought on this floor at all. 
We all understand that when the gentleman from Indiana stands 
up here and appeals for help for a woman, that appeal comes 
close to the heart of every man on this floor. But this woman 
has not a particleof right under the law toa pension. She drew 
a ee 

r. CABANISS. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Not now. 

Mr. CABANISS. I would like very much to ask the gentle- 
man @ question. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I have only three minutes. 

Mr. CABANISS. I will have your time extended. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Very well; I will answer the question if 


Ican. - 

Mr. CABANISS. You say itis time that pensions of this kind 
should be stopped; and yet you say you are going to vote for this 
bill. Why not vote against the bill? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I will tell you why in a moment. 

Mr. Chairman, this woman drew a pension for seven years af- 
ter her first husband’s death. She then of her own volition 
concluded that she could better her condition by taking herself 
out from the pale of the charity of the Government and marry- 
ing in. is second husband has died, and now she is poor. 
But there are hundreds and thousands—yes, hundreds of thou- 
sands—of women all over this country in a similar necessitous 
condition. I sympathize with them all. Butif we are to pen- 
sion one woman of this kind, why not pension them all? And I 
recommend to the chairman of this Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions that he bring in some general bill to include all cases of 
this kind. 

Now, I will tell you why [ will not vote against this bill, be- 
cause I am fearful that, coming from the section that I come 
from, I am not competent to judge of the equities of this case. 
This woman may have some equities in her favor that I can not 
discover. If she has a single equity, God knows this House 
ought to give her the benefit of it, and grant the pension. Let 
her have it. 

True, she is out from under the law: she has no lawful claim, 
and I again it is bad policy to establish a precedent like this. 
We did it in the Fifty-second Congress. e did it from con- 
siderations of sympathy, notfrom justice. Pensionsof this kind 
ought to be .“—«~ and Iam in favor of sto ping them by a 

ral law. the Congress of the United States will passa 
— law gi ons to all women of this class, I am per- 
ectly se ma na go on the statute book. 
ere the mer fell.} 
. BRYAN. Inowyield tothe gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
JOHNSON). 
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Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. I 
want to ask how the debate on this — is going to be ar- 
ranged. The gentleman from Nebraska (Mr. BRYAN] is retain- 
ing the floor and parceling out his time. I want to know how 
much time is going to be given to those who are opposed to this 
measure? 

The CHAIRMAN. When the time of the gentleman from 
Nebraska has expired, some member opposed to the bill can ob- 
tain the floor and hold it for an hour, justasthe gentleman from 
Nebraska is now doing. To whom does the gentleman from Ne- 
braska [Mr. BRYAN] now yield? 

Mr. BRYAN. Lyield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana {[Mr. JOHNSON]. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I differ with the 
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gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON] who has just ad- | 


dressed the committee. 
bill, and I can hardly believe that this committee will refuse to 
report it to the House with a favorabie recommendation. There 
are cases of a certain class where the widow of a soldier married 
him long after the close of the war, and objections have been 
made in certain quarters to granting pensions in cases like that. 
But this is not that kind of a case, and ought not to be confused 
with it. 
wentintothe Army. 
by. While he wasin the Army she experienced all the fears and 
anxieties of a wife for his safety. While he was bearing arms 
she was deprived of his society. And she lost this first husband 
by reason, as I understand, of wounds which he received in the 
line of duty. She is now in her old age. Sheis helpless. She 
is absolutely penniless. 


This woman was the wife of the soldier at the time he | 


I believe that this isa very meritorious | 


| 
| 
| 
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I have introduced, and of the justice of which I have the most 
profound conviction. 

[Here the hammer fell.]} 

Mr. BRYAN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Florida [Mr. MALLORY]. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Chairman, I differ entirely with the 
gentleman from Indiana who has just preceded me. Instead of 
being a meritorious case, I think this is one in which the House 
should take very careful consideration because it means the es- 
tablishment of a dangerous precedent. 

God knows, Mr. Chairman, that I would be the last one in the 
world to say anything or do anything that would detract from 
the interest of any unfortunate woman. 

But, sir, we are dealing here with a public matter; we are deal- 
ing with a question in which the whole United States is con- 
cerned, a matter of public importance, and we should deal with 
it without any reference to our hearts or our sentiments. 

The facts of the case are simply these: Here is a lady who 
in 1865 was the wife of a man who had been asoldier in the 
Union Army. He died in 1872, and seven years thereafter she 
lived as a widow, drawing a pension from the United States 





| Government. In that year she married again, and for seven- 
teen years she was living as the wife of another man, relinguish- 
ing her interest in her pension, thinking nothing whatever of 


When he enlisted she bade hima sad good- | 
it. 


| stored to her. 


After the expiration of that time the second husbind died, 
and she now appears before Congress asking that the original 
pension granted as the wife of a deceased Union soldier be re- 
I submit whether that, if done, would be the 


establishment of a precedent. 


It has been the proud boast of this nation that not only the | 


disabled soldier but his helpless widow and orphans should re- 
ceive a just recompense at the handsof theGovernment. Many 
gentlemen of the South—notably those who fought against the 


Union soldiers—have been just enough and generous enough to | 


recognize the claims of these orphans and widows upon the 
bounty of the great Government which they helped to preserve. 
The South to-day exults as much as the North in the fact that 
the Union was preserved. The best and most advanced senti- 
ment of that section thanks God to-day that the logic of seces- 
sion did not prevail, since the logic of secession, established on 
the line of the Ohio, would have divided either the North or the 
South upon the line of the Mississippi River as well. Each sec- 
tion of the Union has been the gainer by the success of the Fed- 
eral Army. 

Now, it is true this woman married again; and it has beensug- 
gested that if Congress should pass this special act for her re- 
lief, it would have a tendency to encourage the second husbands 
of soldiers’ widows in idleness, and prevent them from provid- 


| him, he is mistaken. 


ing a competence for the support of their familiesin case of their | 


death. 


riage relation are induced or are founded upon any such con- 
siderations as these. I think these things are matters of the 


heart, as a rule, and not of cold calculation, and if we are dis- | 


posed to consider the marriage relation from the paltry stand- 


oint of dollars and cents, let me suggest to the gentleman that | 


it tends to discourage the relation if it be understood that a 


soldier’s widow, who is drawing a pension, shall not, if she mar- | 
ries again, in the event of the death of her second husband, be | 


considered as entitled to receive the pension which she volun- 
tarily relinquished by her second marriage. 

It was said by one of the gentlemen, early in this debate to- 
night, that he opposed the bill in its present form for the reason 
that he thought all of these cases ought to be pensioned under 
a general law.. I approve of the sentiment. I think there 
should be a general law covering allsuch cases. Every soldier's 
widow whose husband went into the Army when she was his 
wife, the husband subsequently dying, and after the lapse of the 
proper time she remarrying, and being again left a widow, poor, 
dependent, and helpless, ought to be pensioned; and it is a re- 
proach to men, North as well as South, that such a bill has not 
been already passed by Congress. But it is no reason, Mr. 
Chairman, why we should hesitate in a special case of hardship 
like this to give relief that we believe such cases should be 
reached by general legislation. Let us do justice in the indi- 
vidual case now presented for our consideration. 

Mr. JONES. I wish to ask the gentleman from Indiana a 
question. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES. I would like to ask whether the gentleman him- 
self has a bill of this character pending before Congress? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I will answer the gentleman 
frankly. I have no such bill pending before Congress; but J 
will say to him, in all candor, that there is now pending before 
one of the committees of this House a billof this character which 
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The principle involved in the matter of pensions is simply 
this: So far as these unfortunate widows are concerned, the 
Government gives to them a compensation for what they have 
been deprived of by reason of the deaths of their busbands, 
This lady was the wife of a soldier in 1865, who died in 1572. 

Mr. LUCAS. If the gentleman will allow me to interrupt 
He states that this soldier died in 1872. 
The fact is, he died in 1865. ‘ 

Mr. MALLORY. That is correct. She drew the pension 
until 1872. I donot wish to misstate the matter in any way. 
Now, if the policy of the Government is carried out in its 
proper method, that policy would be to pension every widow 
who, by reason of the loss of her husband, was unable to make 
asupport, This lady, however, in 1872 married again, and for 
seventeen years she lived as a married woman without refer- 
ence to any assistance from the United States Government. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman allow a sug- 
gestion? 

Mr. MALLORY. Certainly. 

Mr. BRYAN. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Is it not true that during that 


| time the Government was relieved of the payment of any pen- 
Sir, I can scarcely believe that the accumulations of the mar- | 


| 
| 


sion? And is it not, then, to the interest of the Government to 
encourage these remarriages rather than to discourage them? 

Mr. MALLORY. I admit that; but she had a husband to take 
care of her, and the law contemplates that the husband is the 
head of the family. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 
is dead now. 

Mr. MALLORY. She knew when she married the second 
time that she relinquished her pension when she did it. Sol 
say, setting aside all this question of heart, to which the gen- 
tleman has referred so feelingly, setting aside all this question 
of sentiment, why, let her abide by her decision. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Does not the gentleman think 
that is a very technical and narrow view to take of the obliga- 
tion of the country to the widows and orphans of its soldiers? 

Mr. MALLORY. No matter what I might do in my indi- 
vidual capacity, I say it is my duty in my representative capac- 
ity to see that no precedent of this kind shall be established. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. But the precedent has been es- 
tablished. 

Mr. MALLORY. Thenit is one of those customs that is more 
honored in the breach than in the observance. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. That is a matter of opinion. 

Mr. MALLORY. To say that a woman can marry a second 
time, and live for seventeen years as the wife of a second hus- 
band, and at the expiration of that time come into this House 
and ask that she be granted a pension, is, { say, a principle that 
we can not sustain. 

I do not wish to be misunderstood. I am free to say I am per- 
fectly willing to pension every Union soldier, or the widow of 
every Union soldier who has suffered any disaster or loss of 
power or ability by reason of his service in the Army. But I 
think this is establishing a principle that is far in excess of any- 
thing that was ever dreamed o- before; and if it has been estab- 
lished, or if there have been precedents which may be quoted, I 


Unquestionably; but the husband 
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stay it is time for us to draw the line and say now that we shall 
go no further. 

Mr. RAY. Will the gentleman allow metoask him one ques- 

° 

Mr. MALLORY. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY. I should like to ask the gentleman just this: 
Which policy, in his tones, is preferable, the one which 
would permit a widow drawing a pension under the law to marry 
again, thereby relieving the Government during—— 

Mr. MALLORY. Oh, I will answer the question. 

Mr. RAY. Wait until I ask it. 

Mr.MALLORY. I do not think we haveanything to do with 
the question of widows marrying again. There are some of us 
who can not get married. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RAY. Will the gentleman trom Florida allow me to put 
my question? 

‘he CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr.RAY. Ilask that the gentleman have five minutes lou, ,er 
Mr. BRYAN. L have not that much time to yield. Make 

the question short, and I will give you time. 

Mr. RAY. I wantto make my question distinct. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
BRYAN] yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray]: 

Mr. BRYAN. I will let him put his question. 

Mr. RAY. I will ask the gentleman from Florida [Mr. MAL- 
LORY] which policy do you think is preferable, the one which 
would permit a widow who is drawing a pension to marry again 
if she has an opportunity, and thereby relieve the Government 
from the a of that pension d g her second marriage 
and then to draw her pension again in case the second husband 
dies, or the policy which will compel her to choose to remuin 
single if she would ever have a further pension? 

r. MALLORY. I have no hesitation in saying what the 
olicy of the Government should be, if the gentleman from Ne- 
ka will allow me to answer. 

Mr. BRYAN. Yes; a very brief answer to a plain question. 

Mr. MALLORY. So far as marrying again is concerned, we 
have nothing whatever to do with that. I am free to admit that 
the policy and the principle which underlies all this matter of 
legisiation with regard to pensions is, that we should provide 
for those who, by reason of their action in the late war, are una- 
ble to take care of themselves, whether it bs a man or a woman. 
A woman whois the widowof an unfortumate who has been killed 
ov wounded or disabled reason of the war, is entitled to our 
consideration, but when she marries again, and, as in this case, 
has been maintained and supported for seventeen years by asec- 
ond husband, then I say it is too late for her to come here and 
ask the bounty of this Government to support her again. 

Mr. MERED (TH. Will yowallow me toasi you a question 
before you sit down? 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Nebraska 
reserved his time; and I would like to be recognized in my own 


t. 
he CHAIRMAN. Thehourofthe gentleman from Nebraska 
expires at ten minutes past 9. The gentleman from Virginia 
makes the point that the gentleman from Nebraska had yielded 
the floor and reserved his time. 

Mr. BRYAN. I had yielded five minutes to the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

Mr. JONES. And you reserved the balance of your time. 

Mr. BRYAN. I yielded tothe gentleman five minutes, and 
while he was os > said I reserved the balance of my time. 
I changed my mind before he got t ; and now [ yield 
five minutes to the gentleman from 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, I believe thisis the first pension 
bill that I have opposed on the floor of this House; and I oppose 
this one. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Will the gentleman from Georgia allow 
me to ask him a question? This is a proposition to pension the 
widow of asoldier. Now, will the gentleman—— 

Mr. MOSES. It is the widow of a civilian. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Will the gentleman tell me whether she 
is the widow of the soldier or the widow of the last husband? 

Mr. MOSES. That is a question that will beanswered in the 
next world. {Great laughter and aoe.) 

I have opposed such bills as this own committee, bills 
eoming from my own district. I think it is the province of those 
committees to report to the House such bills as oe 
under the general law, and such as are not covered by a bar, as 
this case is, but on account of some technicality as to the proof 

or other subsidiary questions on which they are 

Now, | he Seine otha di pension law it is 
a ; and in every ex- 
y stipulated thatsuch widows only as have not remarried 
ve a pension. It has been stated here time and again 
woman had saved the Government $3,000 in 
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two years. I to the gentleman from Nebraska to know 
if a citizen in Nebraska has a husband fcr twenty-two years it 
is not worth more than $3,000? That is only a little over $125 a 
ear. Would he now come up here and claim that this woman 
as made a bad bargain, that she has lost money, and is entitled 
to the $3,000? 

A MEMBER. Oh, no. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. MOSES. Talk to me about dollarsand conts. Whenyou 
measure a husbund by dollars and cents, and say that he is not 
worth so much, you go back on and cast a stigma on your own 
sex. [Laughter and applause. | 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him one question? 

Mr. MOSES. I have only a short time. If you extend my 
time I will yield. I say this. Here is a case where a wife has 
lived with her husband for twenty-two years, and her husband 
died. She is then left without anything. 

Mr. BRETZ. Seventeen years. 

Mr. MOSES. Seventeen years. She probably raised a large 
family of children, at least that is assumed; and for aughtI know 
if a Nebraska husband is like a Georgia husband, this widow 
when her husband died received a life-insurance policy. He 
ought to have made that provision and she ought to have re- 
ceived its benefits, but if they know we are going to insure 
them they will never take out any more life-insurance policies. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I insist that I apply this rule to my own 
people, and would to my own mother even, who to-day receives 
a pension as the wife of one of the martyrs of Fort Delaware 
prison; and if after my father died she had lived as the wife 
of another man for seventeen years and wanted to fall back on 
the memory of my father I would have objected to her getting 
@ pension oa that ground. Now, Mr. Chairman, this is the his- 
tory of these cases. We can not talk about sympathy. I wish 
I could give every poor man 160 acres of land. 

Mr. TALB of South Carolina. And a mule. 

Mr. MOSES. And every one of Coxey’s army enough money 
to live for twelve months. [Laughter.] And I say that the 

nsioners of this country, both North and South, are to-day 

nancially in a better condition than any other class of people 
of this country. I shall vote t this bill, because to vote 
for it would do an injustice to every other widow of this kind. 
I believe we ought to stop every other bill of this kind, and if 
this class is to be pensioned it should be done in a general bill 
putting every one of them on the same list. ThereforeI am not 
willing to make an exception of one case. 

Mr. JOHNSON of iilene. You weuld not vote for a general 
pension bill, would you? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Georgia 
has expired. 

Mr. BRYAN. I yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
VAN VOORHIS}. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, this is 
undoubtedly a meritorious case. This woman ought to have a 
pension. But it strikes me that the friends of bills 
ought not to talk them to deathhere. [Laughter.] If the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska had Sy gone to work to prevent 
any actioa here this evening he could not have done it better 
than by taking an hour in ting one case. We have only 
about two hours for the whole evening and this case 
will take more thanone hour of thetwo. I think that one state- 
ment of the facts of each case is enough, but this case has had a 
detailed statement of it made over and over again, both by gen- 
tlemen who are in favor of it a who are nst 
it. [hope that when the next comes up its fri will 
have the sense to state the case once and then let us vote. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I rise to a parliamentar 
inquiry. I would like to know whether, under the rule adop 
to-night of calling the roll, the gentleman who presents a bill 
has control of the time? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman under the rule who is rec- 
ognized is entitled to an hour for general debate. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, I believe I have fifteen minutes 


opposing this bill. T now yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man fom Virginia ng JONES], if that will be enough for him. 
Mr. JONES. The Chairman will recognize me in my own 


—_ 
r. BRYAN. Then I reserve the balance of my time. 
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[Mr. MARTIN of Indiana] in order that he might state to the 
committee that there were precedents for the action which the 
gentleman from Nebraska asks at our hands to-night. The 
chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions had evidently 
examined the question very carefully and had come here = 
pared to defend this proposed action by citing precedents, but, 
after going through the record of three or four Congresses, he 
adduced only three or four precedents. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. [f the gentleman will permit moe 
to interrupt him, I will say that examination was made in afew 
minutes and that, from my knowledge and recollection, I could, 
if I had the time tospare from my legislative duties, have brought 
fifty precedents or probably a hundred. 

Mr. JONES. However that may be, Mr. Chairman, I may be 
permitted to refer to the fact that the gentleman has adduced 
only two or three precedents for this kind of legislation. It is 
the object of the gentleman and those who believe with him to 
establish more precedents by passing this claim, because they 
know that the pensioning of people of this class has not yet been 
adopted as the policy of Congress. There are already upon the 
Calendar of the House a number of cases similar to this, and if 
we pass this bill we shall be asked to passthemall. Gentlemen 
will remember that by the arrangement adopted to-night this 
case is taken up out of its order. There are at least three cases 
preceding this upon the Calendar in which there are minority 
reports, cases exactly similar to this, and this is taken up out of 
its order, a case in which there is no minority report, but in 
which I am informed there would have been such a,report but 
for the fact that there were three similar cases precedingit upon 
the Calendar in which minority reports, had been made, and 
which it was expected would have comeup in advance of this. 

A gentleman near me hands me now one of these minority re- 
ports which I will take occasion to read. It is nota report in 
this particular case, but in a case of like character, and if the 
bill under consideration is passed to-night the other caseswill be 
called up hereafter, and this case will be cited asa precedent for 
the passage of those. There is no question about that. I stood 
on this floor last Friday night and objected to the passage of a 
bill intended to pension a man who had deserted fromthe United 
States Army, and I was then told that early in the evening abill 
of a similar character had been mons and that I ought not to 
object to the bill then pending, because the committee had al. 
ready established the precedent. So, I say, if this bill is passed 
we shall be told that we have adopted the precedent of putting 
widows in the category of this one back upon the pension rolls 
and that therefore it is to late too raise the question. 

In one of the cases pending before Congress and now upon the 
Calendar, the claimant is a divorcee; her husbandis not dead, 
but she has repented of her bargain and been divorced from the 
man she had married, and now she comes to Congress and asks 
to be put back on the pension roll because she made a bad bar- 

ain. This report which I am about to read is in a case similar 

this, in which a minority report was made, as there would 
have been one in this case if it had been anticipated that it 
would come up out of its order. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Does the gentleman mean by his 
statement about this bill having been called up out of its order 
that that was done for any improper purpose? 

Mr. JONES. By no means. I was not in the Hall when the 
arrangement was made, but I understand that a motion was 
adopted by which the roll of members present should be called, 
and gentlemen in their alphabetical order might call up cases 
as their names were reached, and that this case came up in that 
way. But it happens that there are cases preceding this upon 
the Calendar of asimilar characterand in which minority reports 
have been filed; and that is the reason that there is no minority 
report in this case. It was supposed that those would be made 
test cases. 

AsI have said, the views of the minority that I shall now read 
were filed in another case; but they are applicable to this case, 
and I wish to read them for the information of the committee. 
They bear upon the precise question now under consideration. 

The minority of the Committee on Invalid Pensions submit the following 
statement of their views in regard to the bill (H. R. 2908) restoring the pen- 
sion of Martha E. Miller: 

The majority report shows that Andrew W. Miller served in Speen A 6, 
Twenty-sixth lowa Infantry, and died in hospital June 17, 1864; his widow, 
this petitioner, was gran a pension which she continued to draw until 
January 22, 1867, when she married James E. Irwin, who deserted her in 
1871, and in June, 1881, she secured a divorce from him. 

Now, the purpose of this bill is to restore her to the m roll the same 
as if she were still the widow of the soldier whose name she voluntarily sur- 

twenty-seven years ago. 

To this bill is to nullify for the benefit of this one individual the sub- 
stantial limitation of the general laws that the pension of soldiers’ widows 
who have remarried sha}! cease. 

The objections to be urged against such bills as this are numerous. In 
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again become husbandless by reason of death or divorce present the same 
substantial conditions. 

If any widow so situated should be restored to pension all widows so ciiu 
ated should be restored, and this by general enactment and not by individ 
ual private bills, whereby those who may happen to have a friend to espouse 
their cause secure a benefit which the modest and the unknown never think 
of seeking. Special pension acts are justifiable only in cases which are es- 
sentially exceptional, and should not be used to grant to one that which is 
denied to the many, whose situation is precisely the same. But aside from 
this consideration, however, the soldier's widow who remarries voluntarily 
relinquishes her pension, because she prefers to do so 

The Government can not become an insurer against an unfortunate ter- 
mination of this second matrimonial venture either by divorce or death 
To restore pension in case of divorce is to encourage remarried widows to 
seek divorces, and, in any event, it is to give them an osten laim upon 


sible « 
the soldier's death and memory, which they have long since renounced by 
preference. 

Purthermore, it is not to be assumed that legislation of this character ts 
in the line of justice or of honor to the soldiers themselves, or that it is n 
essarily desired or favored by the soldier classes. Acontribution from the 
public Treasury to the support of the widow of the soldier, so long as she 
remains his widow, every soldier, perhaps, desires, and the common consent 
of the nation for thirty years has sanctioned this, but that each soidier looks 
forward to and desires that his services and his memory shall be the basis 
of a pension to his wife at some remote day, beyond an intervening period 
of matrimonial alliance with some other husband, is by no means self-evi- 
dent or fairly to be presumed. 


Mr. STALLINGS. Who are the signers of that report? 

Mr. JONES. M. R. BALDWIN, C. J. ERDMAN, and JOHN J 
McCDANNOLD, three members of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I think this minority report states this 
case very concisely and very properly. If I were to talk here 
until midnight I could not state the matter as well oras clearly. 

But I want to saya word more as to this question of precedent, 
since so much stress is laid upon it. Gentlemen here seem to 
think that if by overhauling the records of Congress they can 
find that one single case similar to the one they would pass has 
slipped through by unanimous consent—that is, in the absence 
of objection—it is to be taken as a precedent which must be for- 
ever followed, no matter how vicious that precedent may be. 
Now, sir, in my brief experience in this House [I have seen per 
sion bills which did not receive the sanction of the Committee of 
the Whole called up at the opening of a daily session, when no- 
body was expecting that they would be called up, and passed 
through this House by unanimous consent, although they could 
not possibly have received the favorable action of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
low a single suggestion? 

Mr. JONES. Certainly. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. If we passa bill of this 
kind pensioning the widow of a second husband who was not a 
soldier, do we not impliedly sanction the principle of pensioning 
also the children of such second marriage? 

Mr. JONES. If we should establish the precedent here pro- 
posed, it would seem to be a natural and logical consequence 
that we ought to goon and pension the children of the second 
marriage, under 14 yearsof age, when thereare such. I believe 
in this particular case there are none. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
door. 

Mr. JONES. Logically it would. 

But the great objection to a bill of this kind, as stated in this 
report, is that it is in the interest of an individual as against a 
large class. There are hundreds and thousands of widows in 
this country who are to-day just as much entitled to a pension 
as this woman is. And further, if thisis to be the policy of this 
Government—if we are to concede the force of the argument 
urged by the gentleman from Indiana that the Government 
saves money by adopting this proposed policy—then it would 
of course be a good thing to pass a general law on this subject 
and pension all widows who have remarried, as a matter of 
economy pure and simple. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Does the gentleman favor a gen- 
eral law to pension persons of this class? 

Mr.JONES. Ifthe gentleman asks my individual opinion —— 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. That is what I am asking. 

Mr. JONES. I would say unhesitatingly, ‘‘ No.” 

Mr. JOHNSON ofIndiana I thought so. 

Mr. JONES. Buti do say this: If you are going to establish 
a policy of this kind, which Iam opposed to, then in the name 
of heaven do not apply it simply to individual cases, but let all 
eases of alike character stand upon the same footing and receive 
the same consideration at the hands of Congress. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. <A gentleman who is opposed to 


gentleman al- 


Will the 


But this would open the 


general legislation on the subject can not very well make the 
— that the gentleman from Virginia is making. 
.- JONES. Iam not opposed to all general legislation 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Of this character? 


Mr. JONES. Iam opposed to general legislation of this 
character, but I submit (the gentleman to the contrary not 
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withstanding) that I canconsistently make thisargument, though 
1 am opposed to such general legislation. It is a perfectly fair, 
just, and consistent argument. 

Now, as I was about to say, there is hardly a case brought up 
here for which some eens can not be fished up fn the 
records of Congress. hy, sir, every time we are asked to in- 
crease the pension of the widow of an officer to $100 a month, 
and the objection is urged that it is a bad precedent to estab- 
lish, that the widow of an officer is no more entitled to $100 a 
month than the widow of a private soldier who bore his part in 
the great conflict, the answer is made, ‘Oh, we have established 
aprecedent; we have put Mrs. Hancock and Mrs. Blair and Mrs. 
Logan upon the pension ro}l at $100 a month; the precedent has 
already ones established, and it is not just to this particular 
woman that she should be discriminated against.” Such prece- 
dents had far better be discarded than followed, and they should 
never be cited. 

Why, sir, Congress has pensioned deserters, or at any rate 
removed their disabilities, or, more accurately speaking, cor- 
rected their military record, so that they might obtain pensions; 
and those cases are being constantly cited here as precedents for 
the action of Congress. Isubmit that they are precedents which 
ought not to be followed. Every man here knows how these 
precedents are established; everyone knows how easy it is on 
some occasions to get a bill through when no one on earth, save 
the gentleman in charge of it and interested in its passage, 
knows anything about it; and perhaps he may possess a degree 
of popularity which removes opposition that would otherwise be 
offered. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, Will the gentleman allow me one 
suggestion? 

Mr. JONES. Certainly. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. As the gentleman says that we 
have removed charges against deserters, he will allow me tosay 
that bills of that kind do not come from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, but from the Committee on Military Affairs. 
And let me say further that the very basis upon which a bill of 
that kind is recommended to be passed—the very basis of the 
action of Congress in enacting such a measure—is that the man 
was not a deserter, but was unjustly charged with desertion. 

Mr. JONES. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. The case that 
was up here only a week ago to-night embodied no such sugges- 
tion atail. It was admitted that the man for whose relief the 
bill was presented had deserted from the army and that there 
was no excuse for the desertion. It was admitted that he did 
it willfully, and the only attempt at an excuse was that offered 
by the deserter himself, that the corporai of his company had 
persuaded him to desert. It was stated that he was a minor, 
when as a matter of fact he was within a few months of 21 years 
of age when he desorted, and was 19 years old when he enlisted. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say to gentlemen who — 
that a man who deserted when in his twenty-first year should be 
excused on the score of his youth that I can not appreciate the 
forve of that argument; I well remember that I was scarcely 16 
years of age when the war closed and when I was honorably 
discharged from my command. To tell me that a man who is 19 
years old when he enlistsand 21 years old when he deserts ought 
to be treated with leniency because he wasa minor, and therefore 
not responsible, is to tell me an absurdity. 

Mr. BRYAN. I takeit,if the gentleman will permit me, that 
he does nut desire to consume time simply to prevent the pas- 

of the bill. May I ask that he will confine his argument to 
this case. and not to those which are not before the committee? 

Mr. JONES. I will try to oblige my friend from Nebraska. 
There is nobody in this House I would sooner oblige. 

Mr. BRYAN. Thank you. 

Mr. JONES. Nobody whose claim I would sooner see passed 
than his; and I will say to my friend that I would not have been 
here to-night if [had not seen these cases upon the Calendar 
and had read the reports and known something of their charac- 
acter; and I came here not at all for the purpose of Seresen 
his particular claim, but simply to prevent the esta ment 
of any more indefensible precedents. I regret that he is inter- 
ested in a claim of this character. 

i am trying to show to gentlemen discussing this question of 
precedent only, that no matter what bad measure is up here, a 
precedent is hunted up as a justification for its being here. I 
am trying to show that bad precedents not be followed, 
and my remarks are entirel gee to the subject before the 
House, The moment this is passed the other bills will be 
called up, and every gentleman in charge of one of them will 
have the right to say to every man te them, “ Why, 
you permitied a bill to go through of e the same charac- 
ter Why do you oppose mine?” 

They will say, as they would havea right to say, ‘* You have es- 
tablished a precedent, not away back in the th or the Fifty- 
first Congress, not even in the early part of the Fifty-third Con- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 4, 


gress, but here, this very night, you have pre just such 
another claim to be passed.” This is what | would avoid. 

Mr. TALBERT off South Carolina. Will the gentleman per- 
mit me? I understand him to say that there were three cases 
ahead of this on the Calendar on which there were minority re- 

rts filed, and that there would have been a minority report 

led against this bill if certain things had not occurred. Will 
the gentleman please state what those certain things were? 

Mr. JONES. I explained that before. The gentleman may 
not have heard me, and therefore! will dosoagain with pleasure 
for his benefit. 

When the House met to-night, some gentleman, I think it was 
the gentleman from Nebraska himself, asked unanimou : consent 
to have the roll called and permit each member as his name was 
reached to call up some claim on the Calendar in which he was 
interested. When my friend from Nebraska was reached he 
called up a claim which happened to be a good deal behind 
others of a like character in which the minority reports had 
been filed. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. This had been considered 
in committee and no minority report had been filed. 

Mr. JONES. Yes; but for the reason that the gentlemen who 
filed the minority reports in the other cases, knowing that they 
were first on the Calendar and believing that they would be 
first reached and would be test cases, did not deem it necessary 
to go through the formality of filing them in every similar 
case. 

Of course I am satisfied that my friend from Nebraska did not 
make his motion to avoid the effect of these minority reports. 
I freely acquit him of.any such purpose. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. JONES. Yes; with pleasure. 

Mr. PICKLER. I understand the gentleman has ben taking 
the various reports on pensions filed in the committee and ex- 
amining them in detail. I desire to ask if he finds any in which 
he coincides with the committee where they recommend a pea- 
sion? 

Mr. JONES. Iwill say to the gentleman that 1 have been 
— about as many nights during this Congress and the last as 

e has—— 

Mr. PICKLER. Then you have been here every night. 

Mr. JONES (continuing). I repeat, about as many nights as 
the gentleman has, and he knows how many bills have been 
passed, and how many objections have been raised by me. 

Mr. PICKLER. But I was askingif there were any bills that 
the gentleman favored? I do not remember to have ever heard 
the gentleman speak in favor of a pension bill. 

Mr. JONES, The gentleman has never heard me make a 
speech in favor ofa pension bill simply because I have no bills 
here of that kind. When I introduce one which I believe to be 
meritorious, then I will defend it on this floor. Until I do, Ido 
not expect to go around looking up the bills of other gentlemen 
merely for the pleasure of making speeches in their favor. I 
think I can render better service to my country by standing 
here and opposing bills that I have discovered to be utterly 
without merit. And, Mr. Chairman, this I believe *o be a bill 
of that character, and therefore I oppose it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, having said this much,I reserve the 
residue of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendments re- 
ported by the committee. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. JONES. Now, Mr. Chairman,I move that this bill be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it lie upon 
the table. 

Mr. BRYAN. I move asa substitute for that that it be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. JONES. You can not do that. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. DocKERy). The gentleman from Ne- 
braska [Mr. BRYAN] moves that the bill be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. Thepresent occupant of the 
chair decided at the last meeting that a motion that a bill be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it lie upon 
the table is equivalent to a motion to lay a bill upon the table in 
the House, which would take precedence over a motion to pass 
the bill. The Chair has taken some trouble to examine the mat- 
ter, and the Chair believes that is the correct ruling. There- 
fore, the vote will come first upon the motion of the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. JONEs] to report the bill to the House with 
the recommendation that it lie upon the table. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. JonEs, and the 
Chairman announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JONES. Division. : 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 27, noes 45, 

Mr. NEILL. No quorum. - 

_Mr. BRYAN. I hope the gentleman will not make the point 
of no quorum. 
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Mr. NEILL. I should like to accommodate my friend, but I 
can not do it on this sort of a bill. 

Mr. BRYAN. Let us make our objections against men and | 
not against women 71 years old, particularly in a meritorious | 
case like this. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
NEILL] makes the point of no quorum. The Chair will appoint | 
as tellers the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. NEILL] and the 


The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| 

gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN]. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
22, noes 45. ; E ‘ 

Mr. BRYAN. Iask that the bill be laid aside without rec- 
ommendation and without prejudice. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 1 object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
NEILL] insist on the point of no quorum? 

Mr. NEILL. Yes; Ido. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will call the roll, for the pur- 
pose of reporting the absentees to the House. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following mem- 
bers failed to answer to their names: 
Abbott, Cooper, Tex. Hines, Randall, 
Adams, Ky. Cooper, Wis. Hitt, Rayner, 
Adams, Pa. Cornish, Holman, Reed, 
Aitken, Cousins, Hooker, Miss. Reyburn, 
Alderson, Covert, Hopkins, Il. Richards, Ohio 
Aldrich, Crawford, Hopkins. Pa. Richardson, Mich. 
Alexander, Culberson, Houk, Richardson, Tenn. 
Allen, Cummings, Hudson, Robbins, 
Apsley, Curtis, N. Y. Hulick, Robertson, La. 
Arnold, Daizell, Hull, Robinson. Pa. 
Babcock, Davey, Hutcheson, Rusk, 
Bailey, Davis, Ikirt, Schermerhorn, 
Baker, Kans. De Forest, Izlar, Scranton, 
Baker, N. H. Denson, Johnson, Ohio Settle, 
Baldwin, Dingley, Kilgore, Shaw, 
Bankhead, Dinsmore, Kribbs, Sheil, 
area, Dolliver, Lacey, Sherman, 
Bartholdt, Doolittle, Lane, Sibley, 
Bartlett, Draper, Lapham, Sickles. 
Barwig, Dunn, Latimer, pson, 
Belden, Dunphy, Layton, be 
Bell, Colo. Durborow, Lefever, mith, 
Bel., Tex. Ellis, Ky. Lisle, nodgrass, 
Beltzhoover, English, Cal. Lockwood, Somers, 
ae: English, N. J. Loud, Sperry, 
Bing » Enloe, Magner, Springer, 
Black, IL Everett, Maguire, Stephenson, 
Blair Fielder, Marvin, N. Y% Stevens, 
Bland, Fithian, McAleer, Stockdale, 
Boatner, Fletcher, McCall, Stone, C. W. 
Boen, Forman, McCreary, Ky. Stone, W. A. 
Boutelle. Funk, McDearmon, Stone, Ky. 
Bower, N. Cc. Funston, McDowell, Storer, 
Bowers, Cal. Fyan, McGann, Strait, 
Branch, Jear, McLaurin, Straus, 
Brattan, Geary. MeMillin, Sweet, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Geissenhainer, MeNagny, Talbott, Md. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gillet, N. Y. Mercer, Tarsney, 
Brickner, Gillett, Mass. Meyer, Tawney, 
Brown, Goldzier, Milliken, Taylor, Tenn. 
Bundy, Goodnight, Money, Thomas. 
Bunn, Grady, Montgomery, Tracey, 
Burnes, Graham, Moon, Tucker, 
Burrows, Gresham, Morgan, Turner, Ga. 
Bynum, Griffin, Morse, Turpin, 
Cadmus, Grosvenor, Murray, Tyler, 
Caldwell, Grout, Mutchler, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Caminetti, Grow, Newlands, Wadsworth, 
Campbell, Hager, Northway, Walker 
Cannon, Cal. Hall, Minn. Oates, Warner, 
Cannon, 11 Hall, Mo. O’ Neill, Mo. Washington, 
Caruth, Hare, Outhwaite, Wells, 
Catchings, Harmer, Page, Wever, 
Causey, Harris, Paschal, Wheeler, Il. 
Chickering, Harter, Patterson, White, 
Childs, Hartman, Payne. Whiting, 
Clancy, Hatch, Paynter, Williams, Dl 
Clarke, Ala. Haugen, Pence, Williams. Miss, 
Cobb, Ala. Hayes, Pendleton, Tex. Wilson, Wash. 
Cobb, Mo. Heard, Pendleton, W. Va Wilson, W. Va. 
Cockran, Heiner, Perkins, Wise, 
Cockrell, Henderson, Iowa Phillips, Woodard, 
Compton, Henderson, N.C. Pigott. Woomer, 
Coombs, Hendrix, Powers, Wright, Mass. 
Cooper, Fila. Hermann, Price, Wright, Pa. 
Cooper, Ind Hicks, Quigg, 


Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. Chairman, I ask that my colleague, 


Mr. ALDERSON, be excused, on account of sickness. 


The CHAIRMAN. That can not be done until we get into 


the House. 
Mr. LESTER 


I am requested to state that the gentleman 
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caused the roll to be called, and herewith report the names of 
the absentees. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri, 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, reports that, the com- 
mittee, finding itself without a quorum, he caused the roll to be 
ealled, and he now reports the names of the absentees to the 
House. The names of the absentees will be entered upon the 
Journal. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker,iask that the gentlemanfrom 
Tennessee, Mr. RICHARDSON, be excused this evening, on ac- 
count of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask that 
the gentleman from Alabama, Mr. Coss, be excused, on the 
ground of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I ask that 
my colleague, Mr. STRAIT, be excused, on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CONN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. HOL- 
MAN, be excused, on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I wish to have my 
colleague, Mr. HEARD, excused, on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my 
colleague, Mr. TURPIN, be excused, on account of sicknes:;. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask that my col- 
league, Mr. BANKHEAD, be excused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. 
ALDERSON, be excused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. LESTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the gentleman from 
Kentucky, Mr. CARUTH, be excused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Would it not be in order to ask what dis- 
ease had broken out, sir. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that all Democratic 
members absent be excused on account of sickness. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I move to amend that by 
asking that all Republicans also be excused. 

Mr. MAHON. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MAHON. I havea notice on my desk which indicates 
that this House does not have any control over the members, 
whether absent from sickness or anything else. The Sergeant- 
at-Arms has taken that entirely in his charge, and at the end of 
the month we make our excuses to him. I ask, asa parliamen- 
tary inquiry, whether it is necessary to have these excuses 
made? [Cries of ‘‘Give it up!”] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
inquiry. 

Mr. MAHON. Gentlemen can be excused at the end of the 
month by the Sergeant-at- Arms. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, it is perfectly ap- 
parent that,it being within fifty minutes of the timeof adjourn- 
ment, a call of the House would occupy most of that time, and 
leave no time in which toenforce the call of the House. There- 
fore I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. MOSES. I wish the gentleman would withhold that mo- 
tion fora moment. I desire tostate that the gentleman from 
New York, Mr. CURTIS, told me that he was too unwell to come 
to the House to-night. I therefore ask that he be excused on 
account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MEIKJ.EJOHN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, 
Mr. MERCER, be excused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The motion to adjourn was then agreed to; and accordingly 
(at 9 o'clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until 
Monday, May 7, at 12 o’clock m. 


That is hardly a parliamentary 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 


from Kentucky, Mr. CARUTH, is absent on account of sickness. | severally reported from committzes, delivered to the Clerk, and 


Mr. CLAR 
my coll 
The C 


mittee will now 


of Missouri. 
e, Mr. HEARD, excused, on account of sickness. 

AIRMAN. Thatcan be done in the House. 

in the power of the committee to excuse a member. 


rise. 


It is not 
The com- 


The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BROOKSHIRE re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempure. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar finding itself without a quorum, I 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to have | referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 


By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia: A bill (H. i. 5457) for the relief of Em- 
mart, Dunbar & Co. (Report No 8°.) 

By Mr. FIELDER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
A bill (H. R. 3334) for the relief of Mrs. Mary B. Hulings. 
(Report No. 834.) ‘ 

By Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, from the semecommittee: A bill 
(H. R. 6213) to pension Harriet R. Tate. (Report No. 835.) 
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By Mr. BOWERS of California, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs: A bill (H.R. 6405) to remove the c of deser- 
tion standing against Patrick Kelleher, late private yC, 
Thirty-eighth Lilinois Volunteers. (Report No. 836.) 

By Mr. KIEFER, from the Committee on Claims, A bill (S. 573) 
for the relief of Christopher Schmidt. (Report No. 837.) 








PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. FITHIAN: A bil! (H. R. 6977) to amend an act ap- 
proved August 19, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act to adopt regulations for 

reventing collisions at sea’—to the Committee on Merchant 

arine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BAKERof New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 6978) to reg- 
ulate the telephone service in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BRYAN: A bill (H.R. 6979) to amend section 3 of an 
act entitled “An act to regulate the liens of judgments and de- 
crees of the courts of the United States, approved August 1, 
1888—to the Committees on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland: A joint resolution (H. Res. 
172) granting full permission to the State of Maryland and to 
the several State courts within the city of Baltimore to occupy 
the old United States court-house in the city of Baltimore for 
the period of five years—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, 

By Mr. RANDALL: A joint resolution (H. Res. 173) authoriz- 
ing Rear-Admiral 8. B. Luce, United States Navy, to a a 
decoration from the King of Spain—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

y Mr. MEYER: A joint resoluion (H. Res. 174) directing the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue to reopen and ref&xamine 
claim of D. R. Carroll and others—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A resolution requiring the Committee on 
Ways and Means to report an amendment to the legi#ative ap- 

ropriation bill repealing all laws authorizing the payment of 
Sounty on sugar—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr.CRAIN: A resolution requesting the Secretary of State 
to furnish the House of Representatives with copies of all corre- 
spondence between the United States and Mexico relating to the 
establishmentof reciprocal trade between the two countries and 
- Bo abolition of the Zona Libre—to the Committee on Foreign 

airs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and refe as follows: 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 6980) granting a pension to Pat- 
rick Larkin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: A bill (H. R. 6981) £ ing a pension 
to Edmund C. Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARE: A bill (H.R. 6982) for the relief of Charles R. 
Van Houten—to the Committee on tary Affairs. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 6983) for the relief of 
Charles L. Rradwell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PASCHAL: A bill (A. Wt. 6984) for the relief of the 
heirs of Henry Ruby—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 6985) eras © pee to 
William Armstrong—to the Committee on P 

By Mr. WOLVERTON: A bill (H. R. 6986) to provide for the 
American registry of the steamer Margarita—to the Committee 
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitionsand papers 
were laid oa the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Petition of L. H. Parker 
and 17 other citizens of Benton, N. H., prayingan enactment to 
enable the States to enforce State laws ting the sale o 
substitutes for dairy products—to the Committee on Agricul- 


ture. 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Petitions signed Merrell 
and J. T. Liewellyn, officers of the Club, and W. F. 
Galloway, Eugene Merrell, officers of Wabash of 

, and John Moony, presiden 


Knights of t of Lodge No. 
130, United Mine Workers of America, certain mat- 


ters otlosting laboring people—to the Committee on Labor. 
By Mr. LE: Memorial of citizens of Dover, Piscata- 
= County, Me., in favor of legislation imitations of 


iry products—to the Committee on 
By Mr. COGSWELL: Resolution of tral Labor Union, of 
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Haverhill, Mass., as to issue of gold bonds—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Demand of Charles Lane and others of 
Butte, Mont., regarding action of the Government toward 
Coxey’s army—to the Committee on Revision of the Laws, 

By Mr. HATCH: Protest of IF. S. Hagood, Lagrange, Mo., 
against that feature of the income-tax clause in the tariff bill, 
which imposes a tax upon incomes of building and loan associa- 
tions—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa: Paper from John Palmer, of 
Dubuque, Iowa, setting forth the injustice of the Wilson tariff 
bill as affecting national bvilding and loan associations—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HICKS: Petition of W. H. Baer, W. C. Weaver, and 
120 otb >1r citizens of Meyersdale, Somerset County, Pa., for the 
passage of House bill 5246 to restrict foreign immigration— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Resolution of the Trumbull County (Ohio) 
Democratic central committee, asking for the speedy passage of 
the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Produce Exchange of Toledo, Ohio, 
asking for the continuation of the reciprocity treaties with Spain 
and Cuba—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: Petition of citizens of Abingdon, Va., 
praying that national building and loan associations be ex- 
empted from the operation of the income tax—to the Commit- 
tee on Waysand Means. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of 15 members of the Legislature 
of South Dakota, asking for the passage of a law for a postal tel- 
egraph and telephone system—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SIPE: Petition of residents of Allegheny County, 
Pa., praying for the passage of an act by Congress to give gov- 
ernmental control of the telegraph lines to be operated in con- 
nection with the postal service—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Monongahela City; the Supreme 
Lodge Sexennial League, of Philade)phia; the American Insti- 
tute of Electrical Engineers, of New York; Waverly I e, No. 
57, of Monongahela City (37 members), and the American Peder- 
ation of Labor, of New York, in favor of the passage of the Man- 
derson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of the Call, of Philadelphia: of the Sun, of Wil- 
liamsport; of the Star-Independent, of ; a ae of the New 
Castle Courant; of the McKeesport Times, of McKees ; of 
the County Democrat, of West Chester, and the McKeesport 
Daily News, of McKeesport, all of the State of Pennsylvania, 
against House bill No. 4732—to the Committee on the Post-Office 


and Post- , 

Also, petition of the Grand Council of Pennsylvania and Royal 
Council, No. 388, of Uniontown, Pa., in favor of the Manderson- 
Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of St. Matthews Evangelical Lu- 
theran Church, Theo. Gross, pastor, Adolph Wyck and Henry 
Rodewald, trustees, protesting against the ag osed amendment 
to the Constitution—to the Committee on the ; udiciary. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of the Evangelical Lutheran 
Church of Petersburg, Menard County, Ill., protesting against 
any change in the preamble of the Constitution—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WHITING: Petition of Furniture Movers’ Union, 
Trunkmakers’ Union, Barbers’ Union, Retail Clerks’ Union, and 
the Bookbinders and Rulers’ Union, all of Detroit, Mich., in 
favor of House bill 4478—to the Committee on the Post-Oflice 
and Post-Roads. 





SENATE. 
SATURDAY, May 5, 1894. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
er by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mrusurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT ———— a memorial of Cigar Mak- 
ers’ Local Union, No. 133, of Richmond, Va., and a memorial of 
ten Ai eat a a eee ee remon- 
strating against ratification roposed Chinese treaty; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. : ” 

Mr. PERKINS presented a memorial of the Council of Labor, 
of Los Cal., remonstrating against the ratification of 
the proposed Chinese treaty; which was ordered to lie on the 
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Sa ee 
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Mr. ALLEN titions of officers and iia The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the ro- 


of the Wahoo Mutual and Loan Association, of | port. 
ahoo; of the Stoermsburg Mut Building and Loan Asso-; The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. MANDERSON 
ciation, of Stormsburg; of ae. ov Seat — _— | for Mr. Davis, December 14, 1893, as follows: 
Association, of Grand Island; of the Cozad Building an QD | PheCommittee on Milit ; 3.7 
; 29 a2 p ary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 743) 
Association, of Cozad:; of the Dawson County Building and Loan | tor the relief of thecitizens of tae States of Oregon, idaho, and Washington, 
Association, of Lexington, and of the Schuyler Building and pasemen ~th Unites States troops in the war against the Nez Perces 
* . ~ . - . and Bannock and Shoshone Ind! 3, ¢ ifor the refi f the heirs of t se 
Loan Association, of Schuyler, all in the State of Nebraska, killed in such service, having duly on: lered the game, Seupecttully waneeh: 
ie that building and loan associations, national and local, This bill is identical in terms with the amended bill before the committee 
exempted from the proposed income-tax provision; which 


at the last Congress, and which, as amended, received the favorable report 
were ordered to lie on the table of thecomrhkittee. Thatreport, hereto annexed, is readopted and the passage 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


of the bill is recommended 
Mr. VEST, from the Committees on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1950) to authorize the construction of a The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 876 


‘ ’ Sar ween ». | for the relief of the citizens of the States of Oregon, Idaho, and Washi 
bridge over the Delaware River bet the States of New Jer- | ton, who served with the United States troops in the war against the N 


sey and Pennsylvania, to regulate commerce in and over such | perces, Bannock, and Shoshone Indians, and for the relief of the heirs of 
bridge, and to establish such bridge as amilitary and post road, | those killed in such service. and for other purposes, having duly considere: 
; i | © 33 respec y report. 
reported it with an amendment. | 1 A Dill similar in ite prov isions was introduced in the Forty-eighth, Forty 
e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the | ninth, and Fittieth Congresses, but no action by Congress seems to have 
bill (S. 1742) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the | been taxen thereon. 
Missouri River at some point within 1 mile below and 1 mile | _ The object of this bill is to provide compensation for those persons who 


ari . erformed military service in conjunction with the United States troops 
above the present limits of the city of Jefferson, Mo., reported Ruriug the Nez Poress, Bannock, and Shoshone Indian wars in , 


it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. Washington, and Idaho im 1877-'78, who furnished supplies to said | 





Senate Report No. 559, first session Fiity-second Congress. ] 






who lost horses therein, who were wounded, and for the heirs of th e wh 
BILLS INTRODUCED. | were killed in battle. 


ate i | fae act of Congress approved March 2, 1881 (United States Statutes, vo! 

Mr. HARRIS. At the request of the onemnaer of the | wns ete cee for the mallet oniy o¢ ~ citisons of Mantan: 

; ’ ; ;j ; i i = 10 server n co action wit! 18 nite States troops In 1@ Wars oO} 

District of Columbia, I introduce ry bul - > with os | 1877-78 with the Nez Perces, no provision being made therein for citizens o! 
panying letter from the Commissione rs, I ask may be, after a | Oregon, Washington, and idaho who served in the same wars. 

second reading, referred to the Committee on the District of | | From sundry correspondence, attached to and submitted with this report 

Columbia | wee - seen — volunteers provided for in the bill now under con 

oat es sideration served with the regular troops of the United States Army under 

The bill (S. 1993) requiring gates or guards to be erected at | the command of Gen. O. O. Howard, United States Army, in said wars, and 

railroad crossings in the District of Columbia, was read twice | the omission to provide for them in the Montana act must have been an 


; : pan 7} 2 oversight. The amended bill herewith reported sedks todo equal justice 
by its title, and, with the accom ying paper, referred to the to those volunteers not included or provided for in said act, and thus place 


Committee on the District of Columbia. a them all on an equal footing. 
Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 1994) to provide for the | The bill as introduced, however, gives Lo the beneficiaries a much greater 
$ ‘ ; |} Measure of relief than was afforded to the Montana volunteers by the a 
purchase of a site for the Government Printing Office, and the above referred to. Your committee recommend that the bill be amended 


construction of buildings therefor; which was read twice by its | py striking out all after the enacting clause and inserting the follow ing 


title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and | _“Thateach volunteer who joined the forees of the United States from the 
Grounds. — of Oregon or from the Territories of Washington and Idaho during 
- s : oy - . 7 the wars with the Nez Perces, Bannock, and Shoshone Indians in such Ter 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 1995) granting to the East- | pitories and the Territory of Montama, shall be paid 61 per day during the 
ern Nebraska and Gulf Railway Company right of way through | term of such service, from the time that he left his home until he was re 
the Omaha and Winnebago Indian Reservation in the State of | turned thereto, including all time spent in hospital undertreatment by such 


> : : * . ; as recetved wounds or other injuries in such service. 
Nebraska; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the | “sec. » That all persons who were wounded or disabled in such service 


Committee on Indian Affairs. ond the heirs of all whe were ieinod in such service, aball be entitled to ali 
Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1996) granting a nsion | the benefits of the pension laws, in the same manner and to the same extent 
; : : . : asift ste to t t es of the 

to Mrs. Abby Jane W ard; which was read twice by its title, and, Sy he anh duly mustered into the regular or volunteer forces of th 


with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on | “Szc. 3. That all horses and arms lost in such service shall be paid for at 
ions their actual valne: Provided, That no payment shall bemade for such losses 
or for such services as a volunteer except upon the statement of the com 


TEN i PRI > ‘Z.. manding officer of the United States troops, or such other officer of the reg- 
AMENDMENTS ‘TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPRO ATION BELA Juar Army as might be in control of the volunteers at the time of such loss 


Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment, intended to be pro- | °T service, or upon record proof thereof now in the Departments and such 


posed by him tothe sundry civil appropriation bill; which was — eee on ee bam he a the fact that such losses were 


ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, re-| This amendment is substantially the same with the act of 1881 for the re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ap tions. lief of the Montana volunteers, except that in this act the Bannock and Sho 


He also submitted two ame ents, intended to be proposed shone wars are named im addition to the war with the Nez Perces. 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which were re- The committee recommend the passage of the bill as amended. 
ferred tothe Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 5 es 


VOLUNTEERS IN INDIAN WAR. 2 ven DEPARTMENT, 
, : S : ‘ashington, March 26, 1890. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed, | gre: 1 return herewith Senate bill 87, “Por the relief of the citizens of 
d the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. The first billon | tne State of Oregon and the Territoriesof Idahoand Washington who served 
e Calendar will be called. with aa States troops ee — a — the Nez Perces and J3an- 
The bill(S. 743) for the relief of the citizens of the States of Ore- a ge ee —iciacanadienn te ae oa 
on, idaho, and Waslrington who served with the United States | ment by your indorsement of the 7th instant, and imvite your attention to 


ps in the war against the Nez Perces and Bannock and Sho- | the inciosed reports of the Adjutant-General. dated the 22d instant, and of 


: : the officer in charge of the Record and Pension Division of this office, sub- 
shone Indians, and for the relief of the heirs of those killed in mituing the lists of such citizen volunteers from Oregon, Idaho, and Wasb- 
such service, and for other purposes, was announced as first in | ton who performed smilitary services during the Nez Perces, Bannock, and 
erder on the Calendar. Shoshone Indian wars of 1877 and 1878. 


eet i . ri th > call this tment for the 
Mr.SHOUP. I trust there will be moobjection to the consid- | At eee ey ee eat inuoteneet us = a eameaaeaae — 





eration of the bill. Very respectfully, 2 
Mr. DUBOIS. It has been the first bill on the Calendar for a, 
some time, and should be put on its passage. Hon. Wx. M.S ae 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- +s Bubcomeitiee of ‘Committee on Military Affairs, 
sider the bill. "nited Slates Senate 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill was read atlength on a/ ‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
Bi day. Are there amendments tobe proposed to the bill | gered to be engrossed for a third reading; read the third time, 


in Committee of the Whole? and passed. 
Mr.GRAY. Ido not wish to detain the Senate by an unnec- astenn ep sent Wenn 
ry reading of the bil), but I should like to have the Senator Pane eee ee. 
m Idaho give meand the Senatesome idea in brief as to what Mr. QUAY. lLask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
e bill is and for what service the money is to be paid? of the bill (S. 886) for the relief of the legal representatives of 


Mr. DAVIS. In reply to the Senator from Delaware I sug- | John Wightman, deceased. 
it that the report in this case be réad. Itis not long, andit| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa- 
Gadienatelomentef the merits of the bill. S tion. 
Mr. GRAY. Very well. The Secretary read the bill. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. That is a most extraordinary bill. The 
mble contains the report, and I think it ought to go into the 
NGRESSIONAL RECORD as such. The bill itself is faulty. 
I do not think the Senate is prepared to pay 6 per cent interest 
on claims thirty-five years old. I shall therefore object to the 
consideration of the bill, or ask that it be recommitted to the 
committee that reported it, whichever the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania prefers. 
Pon QUAY. I prefer thatthe bill shall go over without prej- 
udice. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it would be well to recommit it to 
the committee. The whole preamble ought to be stricken out 
anyway. 

r. QUAY. Certainly the preamble ought to come out. I 
will move to strike it out. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The principle is faulty. The bill proposes 
to pay interest at the rate of 6 per cent on a claim. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e Chair was unable to hear the 
suggestion of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will move to recommit the bill. I think 
that would be better than any other course, and it would be with- 
out prejudice, 

Mr, QUAY. The bill has already passed the scrutiny of the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and it was unani- 
mously reported. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam surprised that the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads shoul 
the bill. That is all I can say. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Ohio 

Fou QUAY. I think the bill had better go over without prej- 
udice. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
O. L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
dent had on the 4th instant approved and signed the following 
joint resolutions: 

A — resolution (S. R. 66) providing additional clerical force 
for the Librarian of Congress: and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 81) directing the Secretary of War 
to cause an examination to be made to determine if there is 
ages! and danger of the Mississippi River cutting through 

he space dividing such river from the St. Francis River in the 
vicinity of Walnut Bend, Arkansas. 


DYNAMITE-GUN CRUISER VESUVIUS. 


Mr. HUNTON. lIask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 826) to remit the penalties'on the dyna- 
mite-gun cruiser Vesuvius. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HARRIS. Reserving the right to object at any stage of 
the oman I have no objection to the present considera- 
tion of tlie dill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. In order to gratify the heart of my friend 
from Virginia [Mr. ewe that of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. HARRIS], I will simply recur to my remarks of yes- 
terday where there is a dash, and add thereto the words, and 
remit all the penalties. It js a one-sided and losing business 
for the Government. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I understand that this is a bill to remit 
penalties by reason of the shortage of or in a vessel. We are 
paying premiums, if they may be so called, where there is ex- 
cess Of 8 . 

Mr. HUNTON. My friend from Nebraska is entirely mis- 
taken, if he will allow me. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Then, I should like to know the facts. 

Mr. HUNTON, I beg to say to the Senator from Nebraska 
that this is not the case he supposes it to be. It is not a case 
where penalties were imposed on one side and premiums given 
on the other, but it is a question of penalties alone, and the 
penalties were incurred by the fact that the builders of the dy- 
namite cruiser, with the approbation of the Department, spent 
more time than the contract allowed, thereby giving a much 
better ship and much better guns. The Secretary of the ar 
reports, and says that the Government was not at all injured by 
the extension of the time; on the a got a better ship 
and better armament. The Secretary of the Navy would have 
remitted the ty if it had been in his power to do so. 

Mr. MANDERSON, Has the Secretary of the Navy recom- 
mended that the penalty be remitted? 
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Mr. HUNTON. Yes, sir. When the Secretary of the Navy 
was at the head of the Naval Committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives he reported a bill for the purpose. 

Mr. HOAR. t that recommendation be read if it can be 
found. How was the Secre of the Navy at the head of the 
Naval Committee of the other House? I did not know that that 
was in accordance with our law. 

Mr. HUNTON. I said when this bill was before the other 
House the present Secretary of the Navy was chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR. That was not an official act, then, as Secretary 
of the Navy. 

Mr. HUNTON. There isa letter from the Assistant Secre- 
tary of the Navy, Mr. McAdoo, in relation to the bill. 

r. HOAR. ‘Let whatevercomes from theN avy Department, 
if the Chair aes recommending the remission of this penalty 
go into the debate. I should like to hear it read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will suggest that the 
letter of the Assistant Secretary of the Navy, to which the Sen- 
ator from Virginia refers, was read at the request of the Sena- 
tor on Thursday last, and printed in the REcoRD of yesterday. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I shall not ask to have it read again. 

Mr. HUNTON. Yes; the letter was read and went into the 
RECORD. 

Mr. HOAR. After what has been said by my honorable friend 
from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], the debate on this bill 
ought to contain the recommendation of the Navy Department 
for its p e, if there be such a recommendation from the De- 

tment; but if it has already been printed in the RECORD, that 
is enough. 

Mr. HARRIS. [understand the re-reading of the letter is not 
now asked for. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Massachusetts to request that the letter be re-read. 

Mr. HARRIS. [ did not so understand the Senator. I 
thought he said, as it had been printed in the RECORD, he did 
not ask for its re-reading. Did I understand the Senator from 
Massachusetts correctly? 

Mr. HOAR. What I said was that if the letter had once 
been read and appeared in the debate, I would not ask to have 
it again read. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is what I understood. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood the Chair to state that the letter 
had been read at the ee of the Senator from Virginia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is advised that the let- 
ter was read and printed in the REcorD. 

Mr. HOAR. . Very well. Then it is not necessary that it 
should be again read, se far as I am concerned. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After four hours and five 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, 
and (at 3 o'clock and 45 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned 
until Monday, May 7, 1894, at 11 o’clock a. m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 5, 1894. 


ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


Seneca Haselton, of Vermont, to be envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Venezuela, vice 
Frank C, Partridge, resigned. 


CONSULS. 


George Keenan, of Wisconsin, now consul of the United States 
at Kehl, to be consul of the United States at Bremen, vice Hugo 
M. Starkloff, recalled. 

Colin C, Manning, of South Carolina, to be consul of the 
United States at Fayal, Azores, vice Lewis Dexter, recalled. 

Edward J. Prickett, of Illinois, to be consul of the United 
States at Kehl, vice George Keenan, nominated to be consul of 
the United States at Bremen. 


PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
Ordnance Department. 


Capt. John E. Greer, to be major, April 17, 1894, vice Comly, 
deceased. 
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PROMOTION IN THE MARINE CORPS. 


Capt. George C. Reid, United States Marine Corps, to be ma- 
jor, adjutant, and inspector of said Corps, from the 2d of May, 
1894, vice Maj. Augustus S. Nicholson, retired. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. (junior grade) Albert N. Wood, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from April 11, 1894, vice Lieut. Thomas C, McLean, 
promoted. . 

Ensign Spencer S. Wood, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy, from April 11, 1894, vice Lieut. (junior grade) Albert 
N. Wood, promoted. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Irus B. Elkins, to be postmaster at Lompoc, in the county of 
Santa Barbara and State of California, in the place of Henson 
Poland, resigned. 

Valentine Hussey, to be postmaster at Redwood City, in the 
county of San Mateo and State of California, in the place of John 
Poole, whose commission expired December 20, 1893. 

John C. Steele, to be postmaster at Santa Monica, in the county 
of Los Angeles and State of California, in the place of William 
S. Vawter, resigned. 

F. E. Trask, to be postmaster at Ontario, in the county of San 
Bernardino and State of Califoraia, in the place of Isaac S. Mil- 
ler, whose commission will expire May 14, 1894. 

H. A. Peabody, to bo postmaster at Santa Ana, in the county 
of Orange and State California, in the place of John T. Nourse, 
whose commission expired April 30, 1894, 

Fred M. Robinson, to be postmaster at Orange, in the county 
of Orange and State of California, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1894. 

William H. Moore, to be postmaster at Middletown, in the 
county of Newcastle and State of Delaware, in the place of 
Alfred G. Cox, whose commission expired April 12, 1894. 

Frank A. Daniels, to be postmaster at New Orleans, in the 

rish of Orleans and State of Louisiana, in the place of Stephen 
Mt. Eaton, removed. 

Frank T. Spinney, to be postmaster at Medford, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, whose commissson ex- 
pired April 11, 1894. 

Edward M. Wall, to be postmaster at Holliston, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of A. E. 
Chamberlain, whose commission expires May 15, 1894. 

John L. Brennan, to be postmaster at Sand Beach, in the 
county of Huron and State of Michigan, in the place of Eugene 
H. Swain, removed. 

George D. McKay, to be postmaster at Oscoda, in the county 
of Ioseco and State of Michigan, in the place of Henry C. King, 
whose commission will expire May 27, 1894. 

John S. Flanders, to be postmaster at Sturgis, in the county 
of St. Joseph and State of Michigan, in the place of F. B. Ain- 
ger, whose commission expired April 11, 1894. 

Frank Bowman, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the county 
of Lafayette and State of Missouri, in the place of Jennie J. 
Berrie, whose comiission expired January 16, 1894. 

Albert N. Flinn, to be postmaster at Nashua, in the county of 
Hillsboro and State of New Hampshire, in the place of Rowe 
R. Hooper, whose commission expired January 25, 1894. 

Willis A. Joy, to be postmaster at Grand Forks, in the county 
of Grand Forks and State of North Dakota, in the place of John 
P. Bray, removed. 

Moses A. Westcott, to be postmaster at Mayville, in the count 
of Traill and State of North Dakota, in the place of Iver W. 
Chantland, removed. 

Elmer E. Caseber, to be postmaster at Charleroi, in the county 
of Washington and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of John 
C. McKean, removed. 

William L. Haukey, to be postmaster at Wilmerding, in the 
county of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment 
of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested 
in the President on and after April 1, 1893. 

Joseph P. Williams, to be postmaster at Heppner, in the county 
of Morrow and State of Oregon, in the place of Augustus Mal- 
~_ whose commission expires May 17, 1894. 

erman Wise, to be postmaster at Astoria, in the county of 
Clatsop and State of Oregon, in the place of James W. Hare, 
whose commission expires May 16, 1894. 

William F. Metts, to be postmaster at Greenville, in the 
county of Greenville and State of South Carolina, in the place 
of Frank Nichols, whose commission expired January 20, 1894. 

Caroline A. Youngblood, to be postmaster at Chester, in the 


county of Chester and State of South Carolina, whose commis- 
sion expired December 20, 1890, 

Charles B. Sevier, to be postmaster at Harriman, in the county 
of Roane and State of Tennessee, in the place of Walter C. Shaw, 
resigned. 

John Lloyd, to be postmaster at Taylor, in the county of Wil- 
liamson and State of Texas, in the place of Edward A. Robert- 
son, removed. 

James T. Rankin, to be postmaster at Corpus Christi, in the 
county of Nueces and State of Texas, in the place of Lemuel D. 
Camp, whose commission expires May 10, 1894. 

A. H. Snow, to be postmaster at Boxelder, in the county of 
Boxelder and Territory of Utah, in the place of Benjamin F. 
Boothe, removed. 

James M, Neal, to be postmaster at Dunville, in the county of 
Pittsylvania and State of Virginia, in the place of John H. 
Johnston, whose commission will expire May 22, 1894. 

D. L. Toney, to be postmaster at Manchester, in the county of 
Chesterfield and State of Virginia, in the place of T. H. Smith, 
removed. 

Howard T. Mallon, to be postmaster at Spokane, in the count 
of Spokane and State of Washington, in the place of Arthur J. 
Shaw, removed. 

Frank W. Stewart, to be postmaster at New Cumberland, in 
the county of Hancock and State of West Virginia, in the place 
of James Bradley, whose commission expired April 12, 1894. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn from the Senate May 5, 1894. 


Gilman C. Shattuck, whose nomination was sent to the Senate 
av 13,1894,to be postmaster at Nashua, Hillsboro County, 
-H 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 5, 1894. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


E. C. Stringer, of Minnesota, to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of Minnesota. 


POSTMASTERS. 


J. H. Davidson, to be postmaster at Farmer City, in the county 
of DeWitt and State of Lllinois. 

Sam. P. Willson, to be postmaster at Rusk, in the county of 
Cherokee and State of Texas. 

John T. Laraway, to be postmaster at Central 
of Lewis and State of Weebingten. 

Louis M. Kerr, to be postmaster at El Paso, in the county of 
Woodford and State of Ilinois. 

H, C. Jones, to be postmaster at Colchester, in the county of 
McDonough and State of Illinois. 

John Goodall, to be postmaster at Marion, in the county of 
Williamson and State of Illinois. 

William L. Hedrick, to be postmaster at Fresno,in the county 
of Fresno and State of California. 

Thomas H. Stokes, to be postmaster at Lincoln, in the county 
of Logan and State of Illinois. 

Robert C. McWilliams, to be postmaster at Henry, in the 
county of Marshall and State of Mlinois. 

William B. Mcllwain, to be postmaster at Sparta, in the county 
of Randolph and State of Illinois. 

Walter Richards, to be postmaster at Brook ville, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Pennsylvania. 

William K. Fox, to be postmaster at Plattsmouth.in the 
county of Cass and State of Nebraska. 

James S. Van Patten, to be postmaster at St. Charles, in the 
county of Kans and State of [llinois. 

George Handy, to be postmaster at Canton, in the county of 
Madison and State of Mississippi. 

Augustus J. Tomlinson, to be postmaster at Cedartown, in the 
county of Polk and State of Georgia. 

Joseph E, Saucier, to be postmaster at Bay St. Louis, in the 
county of Hancock and State of Mississippi. 

Daniel E. Fitzpatrick, to be postmaster at Waterbury, in the 
county of New Haven and State of Connecticut. 

Lemuel M. Keith, to be postmaster at Bridgewater, in the 
county of Plymouth and State of Massachusetts. 

Simeon A. Jacobs, to be postmaster at Chicopee, in the county 
of Hampden and State of Massuchusetts. 

H. W. Brown, to be postmaster at Red Bluff, in the county of 
Tehama and State of California. 
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SENATE. 


Monpay, May 7, 1894. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
- The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal of Saturday's proceed- 
ings will be read. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Hill, Pasco, Smith, 
Ajilison, Irby, Peffer, Teller, 
Berry, Jones, Ark. Perkins, Turpie, 
Butler, Lodge, Pettigrew, Vest, 
Call, McMillan, Platt, Voorhees, 
Chandler, Martin, Power, Walsh, 
Cockrell, Milis, Proctor, White, 
Coke, Mitchell, Oregon Pugh, Wilson 
Hale, Mitchell, Wis. Quay, 

Hansbrough, Merrill, Sherman, 

Harris, Palmer, Shoup, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-one Senators have answered 
to their names. There is no quorum present. What is the 
pleasure of the Senate? 

Mr. HARRIS. I move thatthe Sergeant-at- Arms be directed 
to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

Mr. DAVis entered the Chamber and answered to his name. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
ths Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HAWLEY entered the Chamber. 

i. Mr. PLATT. The motion isunnecessary. There is a quorum 
ere. 

Mr. HAWLEY auswered to his name. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 11 o'clock and § minutes a. m). 
Forty-three Senators have answered totheir names. A quorum 
is present. 

fr. HARRIS. I move to dispense with further proceedings 
under the call. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection it isso ordered. 
The Journal of Saturday's proceedings will be read. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLBEs, its Chief Clerk, sainauiaall that the House had passed 
a bill (EL R..6518) repriations for the construction, 
repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, aol for other purposes; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
haé signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 4419) to authorize the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office to issue a patent to Mace Clement's survey, num- 
bered 386, in the Virginia military district of Ohio; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 123) authorizing the wearing of the 
distinctive badge adopted by the Regular Army and Navy Union 
upon all occasions of ceremony. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of members of 
ational Guard 


the medical department of the N. , remonstrating 
ainst the passage of House bill to the reduction 
of was referred to 


the Medicai Department of the Army; w 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of New Orleans, 
La., praying for the governmental control of the serv- 
ice; hich were referred to the Committee on Pos sand 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. PERKINS ted a memorial of the Council of Labor, 
of Los oe ae Cal., remonstrating against the ratifica- 
ee © proposed Chinese treaty; which was ordered to lie on 

© table. 

Pye orem sa presented names is aioe Israel, 
ens a. remonstrating against option an amend- 
ment to the preamble of the Constitution of the United States 
a e Deity; which was referred to the Committee 
on . 
He also presented a petition of the Industrial Council, of At- 


lanta, Ga. Seeing heh Ongena 
“army of e common ;” which was referred to the 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 


Mr. MANDERSON presented sundry petitions of the direct- 
ors and members of the Dawson County Building and Loan As- 
sociation, of Lexington; of the Equitable Building and Loan 
Association, of Grand Island; of the Wahoo Mutual Building and 
Loan Association, of Wahoo; of the Cozad Building and Lean 
Association, of Cozad; of the Stromsburg Mutual Building, Loan 
and Savings Association, of Stromsburg; of the Lincoln Build- 
ing and Loan Association, of Lincoln, and of the Schuyler Build- 
ing and Loan Association, all in the State of Nebraska, praying 
that building and loan associations, natienal and local, be ex- 
empted from the income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented the petition of George J. Bennett 
and 19 other citizens of Westmoreland, N. H., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to enable the States to enferce State 
laws regulating the sale of substitutes fordairy products; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES. 


Mr. TELLER. Iam directed by the Select Committee on the 
Five Civilized Tribes of Indians, who were instrucied by a reso- 
lution of the Senate of March 29, 1894, to inquire into the pres- 
ent condition of the five civilized tribes of Indians, and of the 
white citizens dwelling among them, and the legislation re- 
quired and appropriate to meet the needs and welfare of such 
Indians, to submit a report thereon. I move that the report lie 
on the table, and be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PALMER intreduced a bill (S. 1997) granting a pension to 
Mary Whetsel; which was read twice by its title,and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S.1998) for the relief of 
Acting Resar-Admiral Oscar F. Stanton, United States Navy. 
and of the officers and enlisted men of the United States steamer 
Kearsarge, wrecked on Roncador Reef; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 1999) for the relief of Charles 
T. Russell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GORDON introduced a joint resolution (S. Res. 83) au- 
thorizing the Secretaries of War and of the Navy to donate to 
William O. McDowell, chairman of the Columbian liberty bell 
committee, trustee, certain cannon, muskets, swords, etc., to be 
cast into souvenir liberty bells for use of schools; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. LODGE submitted an amendmentintended to be proposed 
by himto the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas su sundry amendments in- 
tended to be p by him to the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce 
taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other 
purposes; which were ordered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. ALDRICH, it was 
FL 

vi , ’ 
Sthendmeatetnenated vo be proporst laerto " 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 6518) making appropriations for the construc- 
tion, re , and preservation of certain public works on rivers 
and , and for other p , was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


MISSOURI HOME GUARDS. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I move that Senate Report No. 23, Forty- 
Committee 7 


ninth Congress, first session, from the on Military 
as ee ene ere ee ne a eee 
Guards be inted for the use of the . Itisa small 
document, and all the of it are exhausted. 

The VICE-PRES . Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


ARREST AND IMPRISONMENT OF J. 8S. COXEY AND OTHERS. 


Mr. ALLEN. I submita resolution for which I ask present 
consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


er reh meses 
Het day of ag Te onthe qpunda of tho National Capitol a the cy 
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service of the United States of America, and arrested and papeinenes while 
peaceably entering upon said Capitol in a quiet orderly man- 
ner to join others then on said grounds by lawful t: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That aspecial committee of five Senatorsshall be appointed by the 
President of the Senate, no more than twoof whom shall belong to thesame 
political party, whose duty it shall be to investigate and report, with all 
convenient speed, to the Senate all the facts and circumstances connected 
with such arrest and imprisonment, with such recommendation in the prem- 
ises by bill or otherwise as may be necessary to prevent a repetition of 
such outrages on the rights of American citizens hereafter. Said commit- 
tee shall have full power to send for persons and papers, summons, swear, 
and examine witmegses, preserve and report all evidence, perform and doall 
things in the premises such as may be essential to a full, complete, and 
thorough investigation of the matter, the expenses of which investigation 
and report shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be printed and lie over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under 
the rule. 





CAPT. T. O. SELFRIDGE, JR. 


Mr. LODGE. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 72) to permit Capt. T. 
O. Selfridge, jr., United States Navy, to receive a decoration 
conferred upon him by the President of the Republic of France. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate,as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The jointresolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

HEIRS OF D. FULFORD. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 148) for the relief of the heirs of D. 
Fulford. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to instruct 
the Secretary of the Treasury to redeem, in favor of the heirs 
at law of D. Fulford, four bonds of the United States, consols of 
1867, of the denomination of $500, $100, $50, and $50, and known 
as five-twenties, the bonds having been destroyed by fire on the 
9th day of July, 1872, and to pay to the heirs at law of D. Ful- 
ford the amountof the bond, together with accrued interest from 
July 1, 1872, to the date of the maturity of the bonds, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an 
amendment, to add to section 2: 


and to contain such words as to cover any liability resulting from any mis- 
take in the designation or description of the bonds, so that in noevent shall 
the United States be called upon by arightful claimant for asecond pay- 
ment thereof. 

So as to make the section read: 


That the said heirs of D. Fulford shall also execute and file with the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury a bond with sufficient sureties, to be approved by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in the penalty of $2,v00, conditioned to save harm- 
less the United States from loss or liability on account of said bonds or the 
interest accrued thereon, and to contain such words as tocover any liability, 
etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

SULPHUR RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. BERRY. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 5771) authorizing the Texarkana and Shreve- 
port Railroad Company to bridge Sulphur River, in the State 
of Arkansas. 

Mr. MORGAN. I object to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BERRY. It isa bill we had up the other morning. I 
hope the Senator from Alabama will let us pass it. The Senate 
was almost ready to pass it the other morning. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senate is aware—— 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I rise for morning busi- 
ness. I hope that [ may be permitted tosubmit a resolution be- 
fore the Senator from Alabama proceeds. 

Mr. MORGAN. I yield for routine morning business. 


INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 


Mr, MANDERSON, I submit a resolution and ask for its 
present consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


ae Sete enaes Sa, 208 Be is hereby, to fur- 
nish to the Senatea copy of the final upon Indian @ tion claims, 
the of Assistant 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator from Nebraska whether 
all the information he desires was not sent in within a week? 


- 
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Mr. MANDERSON. My impression is not; but if there isany 
probability that such is the case, I ask that the resolution may 
go over until to-morrow that the matter can be looked into. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think the Senator will find that all the 
enetion he desires has been sent in by the Attorney-Gen- 
eral. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Of course I shall not then need the in- 
formation now called for. I ask that the resolution may go over 
until to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will gO OV under 
the rule. 


CONSIDERATION OF CHINESE TREATY. 


Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I desire to call attention toa 
matter of morning business. Some two or three weeks ago I 
submitted a resolution in open session to the effect that the Chi- 
nese treaty should be considered in open Senate, and it was laid 
on the table, to bo valled up on the 3d of the present month. |! 
ask that that resolution be laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from Oregon; which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. MrrcueL. 
of Oregon April 17, 1894, as follows: 


Resolved, That the pending Chinese treaty be considered in open session. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, as this treaty has already 
been published by authority—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. <I rise to a question of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
will state his point of order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I rise to make a privileged motion. | 
move that the resolution be considered in secret session. 

Mr. PERKINS. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire 
will withdraw his motion to give Senators an opportunity to 
state the reasons why the treaty should be considered in open 
Senate. The treaty has already been published by authority of 
the Senate. 

Mr. MANDERSON. 
New Hampshire. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will inquire of the Sen- 
- — New Hampshire if his motion is that the doors be 
closed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is the motion, and it is seconded by 
the Senator from Nebraska. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 11 o’clock and 25 minutes a. m.}. 
The Sergeant-at-Arms will clear the galleries and close the doors 
of the Senate. 

The doors were thereupon closed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


_ While the doors were closed the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. At 5o’clock and 38 minutes p. 
m. the doors were reopened. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr FAULKNER submitted the following conference report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (G. R. 3740) to amend an act en- 
titled *‘An act regulating the sale of intoxicating liquors in the District of 
Columbia,” having met, after full and free conference have agreed to rec 
ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment to the House bill, and agree 
to the same with the following amendments: 

Add to the end of the House bill, page 2, line 23, the following: ‘And any 
person having taken such oath or affirmation who shall knowingly and 
completely give false testimony before said board or any member thereof as 
toa material fact, shall be deemed guilty of perjury, and on conviction 
shallbe punished by a fine of not more than 3500, or by imprisonment at 
— for not more than two years, or both at the discretion of the 
cow 

Amend section 3 of the act cf which the said House bill is amendatory by 
adding thereto the following: 

ae said board shall appoint an assistant clerk at a salary not to exceed 


con- 


I second the motion of the Senator from 


Amend section 15 of said act by striking out the words, ‘“‘of two reputable 
citizens of the District’ and inserting in lieu thereof the words, “‘ satisfac- 
tory to either of them;” and the House agree to the samme. 

CHARLES J. FAULKNER 

EPPA HUNTON, 

H. C. HANSBROUGH. 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

J. E. COBB, 

E. E. MEREDITH, 

JOSEPH W. BABCOCK, 
Managers on the part of the House 


The report was concurred in. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After three minutes spent 
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in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock 
and 44 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Tuesday, May 8, 1894, at 11 o’clock a. m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 7, 1894. 


JUDGE OF POLICE COURT. 


Thomas F, Miller, of the District of Columbia, to be judge of 
the police court of the District of Columbia, whose term will ex- 


pire May 16, 1894. 


UNITED STATES MARSHALS. 


Nicholas A. Covarrubias, of California, to be marshal of the 
United States for the southern district of California, vice 
George E. Gard, whose term expired February 6, 1894. 

Joseph A. Israel, of Colorado, to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of Colorado, vice Albert H. Jones, whose 
term will expire May 14, 1894. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


William H. Herbert, of Ohio, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Sandusky, in the State of Ohio, to succeed T. Pitt 
Cooke, whose term of office will expire by limitation May ll, 
1894. 

PROMOTIONS IN MARINE HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


Assistant Surg. Wiiliam G. Stimpson, of Maryland, to be 
d assistant surgeon in the Marine Hospital Service of the 
nited States. 

Assistant Surg. George B. Young, of Virginia, to be 
assistant surgeon in the Marine Hospital Service of the United 
States. 

APPOINTMENTS IN MARINE HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

Hugh S. Cumming, of Vie to be assistant surgeon in the 
Marine Hospital Service of the United States. 

Arthur R. Thomas, of Illinois, to be assistant surgeon in the 
Marine Hospital! Service of the United States. 

Henry W. Wickes, of Maryland, to be assistant surgeon in 
the Marine Hospital Service of the United States. 


SURVEYOR-GENERAL OF NORTH DAKOTA. 


Andrew Blewett, of Jamestown, N. Dak., to bs surveyor-gen- 
eral of North Dakota, vice Erastus A. Williams, term expired. 


REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


Charles H. Adams, of Seward, Nebr., to be register of the 
land office at Broken Bow, Nebr., vice John Reese, term ex- 


pired. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Andrew J. Robertson, of Broken Bow, Nebr., to be receiver 
of public moneys at Broken Bow, Nebr., vice James Whitehead, 


term expired. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Commander Henry C. Taylor, to be acaptain in the Navy, from 
April 18, 1894, vice Capt. Joseph N. Miller, promoted. 
eut. Commander Asa Walker, to be a commander in the 
Navy, from April 11, 1894, vice Commander Philip H. Cooper, 
romoted. 
r Lieut. Commander Morris R. S. Mackenzie, to be a commander 
in the Navy, from April 16, 1894, vice Commander Henry C. 
bas od promoted. 
eut. Thomas C. McLean, to bea lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from April 11, 1894, vice Lieut. Commander Asa Walker, 
romoted. 

Lieut. William J. Barnette, to be a lieutenant-commander in 
the Navy, from April 16, 1894, vice Lieut. Commander Morris 
R. 8. Mackenzie, promoted. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Thomas J. Greenwood, to be tmaster at Warren, in the 
county of Jo Daviess and State of Illinois, in the place of Luther 
K. Lee, whose commission will expire 7, 1894. 

Frank R. Irvine, to be tmaster at ale, in the county 
of Dupage and State of Illinois, in the 5 a of Azel Dorathy, 
whose commission expired January 7, 1894. 

Peter M. McArthur, to be tmaster at Marseilles, in the 
county of Lasalle and State of Illinois, in the place of Albert L. 
Stone, whose commission expired March 29, 1 

George Nowlan, to be postmaster at Toulon, in the county of 
Stark and State of a Se place of Andrew Galbrat > 


whose commission expired ber 21, 1893. 

Jeremiah O to be postmaster at in the county 
Se ee linois, in the place of W. Turney, 
removed. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpbay, May 7, 1894. 


The House met at12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. Baasy. 

ae Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and ap- 
proved. 


ROOMS FOR RECORD AND PENSION DIVISION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of ap- 
poeerseties submitted by the Secretary of War for rent of two 

oors of the Union Building on G street for the Record and Pen- 
sion Division of the War Department; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

J. C. OWENSBY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting the papers in the 
claim of J. C. Owensby, deceased, arising under the act of July 
4, 1864: which was referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House copies of the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the cases of the following-named 
persons; which were severally referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed: 

William Reid vs. The United States. 

Jacob Criser vs. The United States. 

Jesse Piggott vs. The United States. 

G. E. Stonebaker vs. The United States. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 1949) for 
the relief of James E. North; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (S. 829) granting an honorable discharge to Cyrus 
Payne; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
; a Nal CARUTH, for ten days, on account of sickness in his 

amily. 
To Xie. GEAR, indefinitely, on account of sickness of his wife. 
To Mr. ALLEN, indefinite y: on account of sickness in hisfamily. 
To Mr. WASHINGTON, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
COMMITTEE CHANGES. 

Mr. HAINES, by unanimous consent, was excused from service 
on the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. HULL, by unanimous consent, was excused from service 
on the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

The following committee assignments were announced by the 
Speaker: 

Mr. HULL, to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. QUuIGG, to the Committee on the Pecst-Office and Post- 


8. 

Mr. RYAN, to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
ont ENGLISH of California, to the Committee on Railways and 

8. 

Mr. ENGLISH of California, to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Treasury Department. 

Mr. IzLAR, to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Mr. IZLAR, to the Committee on the Militia. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri, to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. Grow, to the Committee on Education. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri, to the Committee on Leveesand Im- 
provements of the Mississippi River. 


NEW YORK AND NEW JERSEY BRIDGE BILL. 


Mr. DUNPHY. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill which I send to the desk (H. R. 6448), to author- 
e New York and New Jersey Bri Com to con- 
struct and maintain a bridge across the Hudson River between 
New York City and the State of New Jersey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

ete., Tha 
tote insonporated Wythe Staten of Now York dea Ne, Semsey a 
are hereby authorized to construct, 
Spaeete, meets and rebuild, in case of destruction, a bridge across the 
udson between New York City, in thecounty and State of New York, 


and the State of New ' to the laws of said States, respecti 4 
Speers maces eae thrones: . 


the 
shall hereafter presctibe: Provided, That it shall not'be located below Fit 
th street, New York City, nor above Sixty-ninth street, New York 


5 


4] 


> companies locate, construct, and maintain 
Over such Uridge and the approaches thereto railroad tracks for the use of 
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railroads: Provided, That any railroad on either side of said river shall be 
tted to connect its tracks with the said — approaches, and shall 
ve equal rights of transit for its rolling s . cars, passengers, and 
freight upon equal and equitable terms, and if a dispute as to the ality 
or equity of the terms shall arise, it shall be submitted to and decided by 
the tary of War: Provided, That the location of all approaches of said 
bridge in the = of New York shall be apprere! by the commissioners of 
the sinking fund of the city of New York: And provided further, That no 
railroad or railroads shall be operated on the approaches of said bridge 
companies in the city of New York, except on such approaches as shall 
have been approved by the sinking-fund commissioners of the city of New 
York. 

Third. That any bridge built under the authority of this act shall be con- 
structed at such elevation and the span or spans of said bridge shall be of 
such length as the Secretary of War shall approve and require: Provided, 
Aowever, That it shall afford, under any conditions of load or temperature, a 
minimum clear headway above high water of — tides of not less than 
150 feet; and all the plans and specifications, with the necessary drawings 
of said bridge, shall submitted to him for approval, and before such ap- 

roval the construction shall not be begun; andshould any change be made 

nsaid plans during SR a of construction such changed plans shall be 
submitted to him and approved by him before made; and the President 
shall appoint a board, consisting of five competent, disinterested, expert 
bridge engineers, of whom one shall be the Chief Engineer of the War De- 
partment, or any member of the Corps of Engineers of the United States 
Army, and the others from civil life, whoshall, within thirty days after their 
appointment, meet and investigate and examine into, and they, ora or- 
ity of them, shall within sixty days after their first meeting, recommend at 
what length of span, not less than 2,000 feet, asafe and practicable railroad 
bridge can be constructed over said river, and file such recommendation 
with the Secretary of War, and in case any vacancy shall occur in said board 
the President shall fillthe same. The compensation and expenses of said 
Board of Engineers shall be fixed and regulated by the Secretary of War and 
borne and ~ by the said bridge companies, which said companies shall 
deposit with the Secretary of War such sum of money as he may designate 
and require for such purpose: Provided always, That nothing herein con- 
tained shall be construed as preventing the said Board of E eers from 
meeting, investigating, examining into and recommending, and filing their 
recommendation after the expiration of said time herein mentioned. 

Fourth. The companies operating under this law shall maintain on the 
bridge, at their own expense, from sunset to sunrise, such lights and signals 
as the United States Light-House Board may ps 

Fifth. The said company or companies availing themselves of the privi- 
leges of this act shail not charge a higher rate of toll than authorized by the 
laws of the State of New York or New Jersey, and the mails and troops of 
the United States shall be transported free of charge over said bridge. 

Sixth. That said company or companies shall be subject to the interstate- 
commerce law, and toall amendments thereof, and when such bridge is con- 
structed under the provisions of this act it shall be a lawful military and 
post roacéand a lawful structure. 

Seventh. That the said company or companies availing themselves of the 
privileges of this act shall file an acceptance of its terms with the Secretary 
of War, and shall submit to the Secretary of War, within one year after the 
passage of this act, for examination and approval, drawings showing plan 
and location of the bridge and its approaches; and the construction of said 
bridge shall be commenced within one year after said location and plans 
have been approved of, as herein provided; andsaigd company or companies 
shall expend, within the first year after construction has commenced, as 
herein required, not less than $250,000 in money, and in each year thereafter 
not less than $1,000,000 in money in the actual construction work of said 
bridge, which shall be reported to the Secretary of War; andthe said bridge 
shall be completed within ten years from the commencement of the con- 
struction of the same, as hérein required; otherwise, that is, unless the ac- 
tual construction of said bridge shall be commenced, proceeded with, and 
completed within the time and at the rate provided for, this actshall benull 
and void; but the time or times such company or companies shall be de- 
layed by the neglect or omission of any official or board of engineers herein 
mentioned, or by adverse judicial process or proceedings, shall be added to 
the respective limitations of the time in this act expressed and contained. 

Eighth. The right to amend, alter, modify, or repeal this act is hereby re- 
served. 


Mr. DUNPHY. I ask unanimous consent that a second be 
considered as ordered. 

Mr. DUNN. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the Chair will ap- 
point to act as tellers the gentleman from New York, Mr. DuN- 
PHY, and the gentleman from New Jersey, Mr. DUNN. 

Mr. DUNN (pending the count) withdrew his objection and a 
second was ordered. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. DUNPHY, the 
Speaker announced that two-thirds, in the opinion of the Chair, 
having voted in favor of the proposition, the rules were sus- 
pended and the bill passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Rules to submit the resolution which I send to the 
desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That this day be assigned to the consideration of H. R. 5483, a bill 
for the erection of aGovernment Print Office, and S. 22, a bill for the erec- 
tion of a Hall of Records in the city of Washington; this order to continue 


subject after to-day to the consideration of general appropriation bills) 
m day to day until said bills are disposed of. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. Upon that resolution I demand the pre- 
vious question. 


1394. 





The previous ——— was ordered. 
The question being taken on the adoption of the resolution, 
the Speaker dec that the ayes seemed to have it. 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
rtunity for discussion? 
an e SPEAKER. The vote is being taken upon the proposi- 


Mr. Speaker, is there any 
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_ Mr. WILSON of Washington. Well, I do not raise any ob- 
jection at this stage of the proceeding, but later I will!. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills and joint resolu- 
tions of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested: 

A bill (S. 143) for the relief of the heirs of D. Fulford: 

A bill (S. 826) to remit the penalties on the dynamite-gun 
cruiser Vesuvius; 

A bill (S. 743) for the relief of the citizens of the States of 
Oregon, Idaho, and Washington who served with the United 
States troops in the war against the Nez Perces and Bannock 
and Shoshone Indians, and for the relief of the heirs of those 
killed in such service, and for other purposes. 

Joint resolution (S.R.72) to permit Capt. T. O. Selfridge, 
jr., United States Navy, to receive a decoration conferred upon 

im by the President of the Republic of France. 

GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I callup the bill (H.R. 
5483) to authorize the acquisition of certain real estate in the 
city of Washington and the erectior. of a Government Printing 
Office thereon. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Union Galendar. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I move that the House resolve itself inte 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. BYNUM in the chair), and 

roceeded tothe consideration of the bill (H. R.5483) to author- 
ize the acquisition of certain real estate in the city of Washing- 
ton and the erection of a Government Printing Office thereon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury bt, and he is hereby, 
directed to acquire, for the purpose and in the manner hereinafter provided, 
the real estate not now owned by the Government of the United States 
in square numbered 683 of the city of Washington, D. C., said square being 
bounded on the north by D street, on the east by Delaware avenue, on the 
south by C street, and on the west by North Capitol street, and the sum of 
$300,000 is es serene. out of any money in the Treasury not oth- 
erwise appropriated, for the purpose of paying for the real estate to be so 
acquired; and the said Secretary is instructed to cause to be erected upon 
said square a substantial and commodious fireproof building with fireproof 
vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches for 
use as the Government Printing Ofice, the cost of said building not to ex- 
ceed $1,500,000, 

Src. 2. That said Secretary shall purchase said real estate so to be ac- 
quired or any part thereof as soon as practicable at such prices as may be 
fixed by agreement between him and therespective owners: Provided, That 
said Secretary shall not pay in the aggregate for said real estate more than 
the sum of $300,000: And provided further, That no money hereby appropri- 
ated shall be expended for the purchase of said real estate or any joe oe thereof 
or for the erection thereon of said building until the written opinion of the 
Attorney-General of the United States shall be had in favor of the validity 
of the title to said real estate. 

Sno. 3. Thatif said Secretary shall be unable to purchase the whole of said 
real estate or any part thereof as provided in the preceding section he shall 
cause application to be madeto the supreme court of the District of Columbia 
at a general or special term by petition containing a particular description 
of the property sought to be acquired with the name of the owner or owners 
and his, her, or their residence as far as the same can be ascertained, and upon 
such application said court shall without delay ascertain and assess the 
damages occasioned by the taking of said real estate to each owner thereof 
or to any person having a legal claim to said damages, said proceedings to 
be conducted in the same manner as is provided with reference to the taking 
of land for highways in the District of Columbia. 

Sgo. 4. That the fee simple of all premises so appropriated for public use 
of which an appraisement shall have been made under the order and direc- 
tion of said court shall, upon payment to the owner or owners, or to such 
poems as shall be authorized to receive the same, be vested in the United 

states; or in case the said owner or ownersrefuse or neglect for fifteen days 
after such appraisement by said court to demand or receive the sum ap- 
praised the Secrotary of the Treasury shail cause the amount so appraised 
to be deposited in said court to the credit of such owner or owners, and 
thereupon the fee simple title to said real estate shall be vested in the Goy- 
ernment of the United States. 

Sec. 5. That said court may direct the time and manner in which posses- 
sion of the property so condemned shall be taken or delivered, and may, if 
necessary, enforce any order or issue any process for giving such posses- 
sion. The cost of said legal proceedings shall be paid by the United States, 
unless the court shall otherwise adjudge. That no delay in said legal pro- 
ceedings orin taking possession of the real estate condemned shall be caused 
by any doubt as to the ownership of the property, or any part thereof, or as 
to the interests of the respective owners; in such case the court shall re- 
quire a deposit of the money adjudged as ee for the whole prop- 
erty or the part in dispute, and so soon as this shall be done possession of 
the property may be taken by the United States. This ae app and 
all appropriations hereafter made, for the purpose hereinbefore named, 
shall be — under the direction and supervision of the Chief of En- 
gineers of the Army, who shall have the control and management of all of 
said work and the employment of all persons connected therewith; he shall 
make all contracts for the construction of said building or any part thereof, 
and shall annually report to Congress, at the commencement of each ses- 
sion, a detailed statement of all his proceedings under the provisions of this 
act. 
Sc. 6. That the sum of $250,000, to provide accommodation for the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office and the construction of the needed storago and dis- 
tribution warehouses in connection therewith, in the act making appropria- 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government, approved August 30, 














ent for the fiscal June 30, 1892, 
Sie os Keraby anede avails ais gunk on ad balling 
Mr. BANKHEAD. . I would like to have the Cleric read the 
report accompanying this bill. 
he CHA AN. The report will be read as.part of the gen- 
tleman’s remarks. 
The report (by Mr. BANKHEAD) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds submit the following re- 
port in connection with the bill providing for the purchase of a site, and 
erection of a building thereon, to be used as a Government Prin Office. 

The Joint Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds have h many 
meetings with a view to agreeing on a suitable site upom which to erect a 
Printing Office. A failure to aque makes it necessary for the House com- 
mittee to act upon its own conclusions. 

We have had submitted to us many prox in different parts of the 
eity, and some entirely outside the city limits, canging ms prtee from = pot 
square foot down toa gift or Gonation of a site to ernment. The 
committee deemed it inadvisable to consider locations more than 1 mile dis- 
tant from the Capitol, and therefore eliminated all 
that limit, including those proposing to donate a site to the 

We have endeavored to purely a business view of the whole question, 
and have eliminated every consideration except what appears to be the best 
interest of the Government for the present and future. House commit- 
tee could not agree with the Senate committee in recommend:::g the pur- 
chase of a portion of the square now occupied by the Printing Office and the 
are = ereon of _—- of a work that will be entirely inadeq 
and unsatisfactory when completed. 

Your commeities have been largely controlled in their action which led to 
the ae ee by what appeared to them irresistible facts and 
conclusions. 

The site selected is of easy access to the Capitol, being only one square 
from oe Senate wing of Se euetten "2 
The F street railway uare, and leads Departmen 
of the Government, ond @ braneh of the Washington and Georgetown cable 
road terminates at the Baltimore and Ohio depot, only half a square from 
pro site, thereby giving quick and easy transportation from every 

of the city and every artment of the Government. 

The Baltimore and Oh tracks can enter the basement of proposed build- 
mimiittes, was One of the con- 

are a prepared to = 


i 


ount, 
We can, however, say that the saving in cost of 
terial to and the finished product from the Printing 
mualiy to m than $50,000. Thus it will be o 
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erection of a six vb @ 175 feet, on the lot 
would, when com sored ive some relief ten overcrowding; but old 
Truliding would atl bo of human beings and subject to 
now. meng fey eee et phy le Bn ny 
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should Lo witha " Ne ee, 
Government owns leaving Oued fea ceacgeel purchase 
The is surrounded by wide parking, which can and will be used 


bil as asub- 
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time I desire to state some of the 
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t gentleman finishes his remarks I 
trust he will inform the committee how many bills for public 

in various parts of the country have been reported 
fav by his committee. 

Mr.BANKHEAD. That isnot the question at present before 
the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CRAIN. I understand that; but I would like the gentle- 
man to give the committee that information. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I presume there is no dif- 
ference of opinion as the necessity for the erection of a Printing 
Office for the use of the Government here at the capital of the 
United States. I beiieve that everybody who understands tho 
situation and the necessities is agreed that the erection of a 
suitable building for use as a Government Printing Office is ab- 
solutely demanded, and that as speedily as possible. 

The committee a charge of this question have given a 

deal of thoughtand bestowed a t deal of labor upon it. 

e have had submitted for our consideration a great number of 
sites, some located within the vicinity of the Capitol; others out 
in the country districts adjacent to city. The prices named 
for these properties have varied of course in preportion to their 
distance from the business sections of thecity. Your committee 
were of the opinion that if the Government is to enter upon the 
work of constructing a new Printing Office, other considerations 
besides pers A mw named should enter into their deliberations. 
We have vored to select a site as centrally located as pos- 
sible. We had in view its accessibility. We had in view its 
nearness to railroad tion. We had in view the health- 
fulness of the situation. And we had in view the advantages 
that were offered in the way of construction—facilities for obtain- 
ing material for that construction and for the delivery of material 
te the public Printing Office after it is constructed. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me a 
question? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The Senate, I believe, bas selected 
for this public building a different site from the one recom- 
mended in this bill; is not that se? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I am coming to that. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. That is a fact, is it not? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Not altogether a fact. he Senate did 

a bill selecting a different site, and immediately a motion 
reconsider was made, and there the matter rests. 
anne a Reng so ved sen b coe it jork a _ that that bill 
y a very majorit 

Mr. BANKHEAD. No, sir; thatis nota fact; it passed by a 
majority of three. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Mlinois. I beg to differ with the gentleman. 
I understand it by a good majority. 

Mr. BAN AD. ell, that is a good majority in the Sen- 
ate. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I would like to ask also what is 
the value of the property that the Senate bill proposes to pur- 


Mr. BANKHEAD. I did not quite understand the gentleman. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. at is the amount that the Gov- 

eee will be required to pay for the property that the Senate 
covers: 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Two hundred and fifty thousand dollars, 
T understand. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. What will it cost to grade this 
property in condition for constructing the building upon it? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Well, I undertake to say that it will not 
cost half the amount for the grading of the lot which we have 
selected as will be required for secu a foundation on thesite 
selected by the Senate. But I am to that point. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Ulinois. What site is it that has been se- 
lected by the Senate? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The tot known as the Mahone lot, on 
North rates streot, four squares beyond the siteof the present 
public Pr ——. OMmee. , 

Mr. HOPKINS of filinois. How near the railroad is it? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Well, it is not more than a square dis- 

not that. Ido not remember the distance. 

A MEMBER. It is on the railroad. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. It fronts near the railroad. 

A MEMBER. But not near the depot. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Has the gentleman any estimate 
as to what it will cost to grade the site recommended in this 


bill? 
Mr. BANKHEAD. [If my friend from Illinois will me 
to go on with my statement I will endeavor to cover ground 


that he ts. 
Mr. HOPKINS of Iitinois, I have no desire to interrupt the © 


! 
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>. 
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epee any further, but hope he will give us this informa- 
on. 


Mr. BANKHEAD. IfI donot as I proceed, I hope the gen- 
tleman will call my attention to it. I will be pleased to do so. 

Mr. Chairman, the lot suggested by the Senate was not the 
lot recommended by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds of the Senate. The Senate bill was amended by strik- 
ing out the recommendation of its Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and what is known as the Mahone lot was 
substituted by a vote equal to. a majority of 3, as I understand 
it, of the Senate, and, asI have already said, a motion to recon- 
sider was made, and there the matter rests. 

Mr. EVERETT. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 
him for aquestion? What is thelot proposed by the Senate bill? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. It is the Mahone lot,on North Capitol 
street, at the corner of L. 

But, as I have said, there is where the matter rests so far as 
that lot is concerned at this time. The Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds visited every lot that was offered to the 
committee that seemed to be at all suitable for the purpose. 
They made a personal inspection of the ground, made a personal 
inspection of the surroundings, took intoconsideration the man- 
ner of transportation going to and from the location; all of these 
questions have been considered, and have been carefully consid- 
ered, and after very mature deliberation and long investiga- 
tion of the subject the committee on the part of the House has 
reported unanimously this bill. 

The lot proposed is within easy reach of the Capitol. Per- 
haps I can direct the attention of the House to the lot more 
easily by saying that it is that square upon which the Senate 
Stables are located, just this side of the Baltimore and Ohio de- 

ot, as you godown the I" street car line towards tho Interior 
partment—the lot on the right of thatline. As I have al- 
ready stated, the lot has been selected because of its easy access. 
It is on the street-car line that runs to every one of the Depart- 
ments of the Government. It is at the terminus of the cable 
line that stops within half a block of the depot—the yellow cars 
that run down the Avenue and which run to within a short dis- 
tance of the Baltimore and Ohio depot. 

The depot of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad is within half 
a block of the proposed site of the building, and a track from the 
main line of that road 150 or 200 feet will deliver all the mate- 
rial upon the ground without the inconvenience and expense of 
handling it at all. And I want to say in this connection that a 
careful estimate shows tht the transportation of materials for 
buildings in this city—stone, iron, and other material delivered 
from the railroads—costs $1 a ton to transport from the car line 
to the place where it is to be used, on an average. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. What will it cost to grade this lot 


down? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Well, I had better answer that question 
right now. In reference to the question of grading, as I have 
been asked it several times by different gentlemen, we had as 
well settle it here. I hold in my hand a letter from a well- 
known contractor of the city of Washington, who says: 


I observe that opposition has been made to square No. 683 for the site of 
the Government Printing Office on the ground of the time and expense that 
would be required to grade it— 


And I hope my friend from Illinois will listen to this. 

Mr. HOPKINS oflIllinois. I am listening to it, but I did not 
catch the name of your contractor. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I have not given the name yet, but I will 
before I conclude. 

nee contractor for many years, I will to do the necessar 
grading thirty -five working days, and furnish satisfactory bond nereies, 

be approved by the Chief of the United States Engineers. The grading 
can be done much sooner than the material for the construction of the foun- 
dation of the b can be delivered on the 

The gravel in square No. 683 is valuable for various Ss, and would 


near all expenses for removal, so that the grading could probably be 
Senberieh for 2 rnment building as quickly and cheaply as any other 


a that is Mable to be chased. No better foundation than gravel 
eavy structures can be except perhaps solid rock foundation. 
Very respectfully, 


MAURICE MURPHY, Contractor. 


Mr. HOPKINS of Hlinois. When the gentleman called atten- 
tion to the letter I understood it was in response to the sugges- 
tion of my friend from Georgia, and that it was to give a state- 
ment showing the expense the Government would incur in 

—_ ig that piece of ground. Now, if I understand the letter, 
fr sim relates to the time that would be consumed in doing 
the work; and while I do not personally know the experience 
or capacity of the all contractor, I do undertake to say from 
my knowledge of the location that the work could not be done 
inside of three 


months. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Well, then, his bond would be responsi- 
ble, if hemakesone. Now, I havenothad an estimate made of the 
grading of this lot, but common sense will teach every gentle- 
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man on this floor that it is much cheaper to grade a foundation 
like that than it is to excavate and prepare the foundation upon 
piles or concrete or cement. Everybody knows that who knows 
anything. In this place it will not be necessary to do anything 
except to excavate. 

Now, one word more with reference to this subject. The 
Chief of Engineers of the Army. says that the grading upon this 
lot is one of its chief advantages; that you can grade off to the 
curbstone, taking in the parking, and there plant your heavy 
batteries of boilers for steam purposes. You also get large 
storage room. Then thatcan be covered over, and thereby you 
secure 50 feet additional without any cost whatever to the Gov- 
ernment and secure safe places in which to put your steam boil 
ers. He also says that it is entirely out of the question to erect 
in or under the middle of a great building like this boilers that 
are liable at any time to explode; that they ought to be entirely 
on the outside of the building; and that is one of the chief ad- 
vantages offered by this location. 

Now, [ have had no estimate prepared as to how many dollars 
and cents it will require tograde this lot, but the Architectof the 
Capitol informed me the other day that the gravel on this lot 
would, in his opinion, almost pay for the grading. He said it 
was the finest gravel anywhere in the country, and that when 
he made excavations there for Government purposes a few years 
ago he had no trouble in selling every load of the gravel ata 
good price. 
road § another very great advantage. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Right there may I suggest to the gen- 
tleman that there are a great many of us who believe it would 
be almost impossible to have 3,000 operatives pass over those 
railroad crossings every day, where trains are running al! the 
time, without great danger. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. You do not pass anybody over there. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. How are they going to get to the place 
if they live where they live now? How are they going to tho 
building without going over these railroad tracks, of which 
there are five or six or seven? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Oh, there is no trouble about that. 
body goes that way to the Capitol. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Iam not talking about going to the Cap- 
itol. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Nobody would come that way to the 
Printing Office. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Those who work in the Printing Ollice 
live out on H street and in that neighborhood; and when they 
come to this new building, if it is situated in the place you sug- 
gest, they will have to cross the railroad tracks two or three 
times a day, where a hundred trains run in and out. How are 
you going to do about that? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr.Chairman,Iwillanswerthat. Fortu- 
nately I have another letter here from the Columbia Typo- 
graphical Union of the District of Columbia, more than two- 
thirds of the members of which are employs of the Government 
Printing Office, and they write to the chairman of the commit- 
tee officially this letter: 


DEAR Srr: The committee representing Columbia Typographical Unton, 
of this city, on Government Printing Office— 


This letter is from a committee of the Typographical Union, 
organized for the purpose of looking after the erection and selec: 
tion of a site for this Government Printing Office building— 
desire to inform you of their hearty approval of your bill for site and build- 
ing for Government Printing Office as offered inthe Houserecently. Our or- 
ganization numbers over 1.600 members in this city, and, as the great ma- 
jority are employed in the Government Printing Office, we are deeply in- 
terested in the proposed new building and its location. 


No- 


Now, here isa letter from a committee representing the em- 
ployés of the Government Printing Office, who say in their offi- 
cial eapacity that this isa proper location for the construction of 
this building. If parties want to come from the present Print- 
ing Office site, they will only have to come one square, around 
the Baltimoreand Ohiodepot. There is no difficulty about that. 
But people would never come that way to cross thatroad. Now, 
as I was going on to say, this building, because cf its accessibil- 
ity, can be constructed much more cheaply in this location than 
in any other place. The material for the present city post-office, 
according to an estimate furnished me this morning by the con- 
tractor, has cost and will cost $75,000 for its transfer from the 
railroad to the site. A careful estimate shows that the cost of 
transportation of raw material from the depots to the Govern- 
ment Printing Office annually amounts to about $45,000. All 
this will be saved, not only for one year, but for every year dur- 
ing the existence of the Printing Office, which in a few years 
would amount toa sum equal to the total cost of the building as we 
propose to erect it. 

These things, Mr. Chairman, have all been duly considered, 
and I think 





agree 
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Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Will the gentlemanallow meright 
there toask him a question? If the building is constructed on 
the place suggested in your bill, then it will give to one rail- 
road | that runs in the city all the freights that come and go from 
that building, will it not? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Not necessarily, I think, Mr. Chairman. 
That is a matter which is always regulated by competition among 
the railroads; it always has been,and I presume always will be. 
We do not care which railroad brings it. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Does it not give a great advan- 
tage to that railroad company? 

Mr. BANKHEAD, Supposing it did; the Government isnot 
interested in any particular railroad company. 

Mr. HOPKINS of lilinois. That is what I wanted to show. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. We are not here to take care of railroads. 
My friend may have an interest in a railroad; I have not. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Lllinois. You say you are not here for that 
purpose. I trust you are not. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Do you mean to intimate that this com- 
mittee has been actuated by such a motive? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. [ do not mean to intimate any- 
thing; but inanswer to your remark, when Iasked that question 
for the purpose of getting the facts, you had no business to make 
any such insinuation as you did in regard to me in a matter of 
thiskind. Itisa public matter, where the interest of the peo- 
ple should be protected, and when a gentleman arises and asks 
a question of that kind he should be given information, if the 
gentleman is desirous of giving it, without any attempt to im- 
pugn his motive. 

Mr. BANEHEAD. Now, Mr. Chairman, all I have to say in 
reference to that is, if there has been any imputation passed 
the gentleman passed the first one. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Lilinois. Not at all. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. If the gentleman feels he ought to with- 
draw it, L also withdraw any imputationI have made; if he doss 
not, I do not. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. My question was to enable me to 
get a better knowledge of the bill, and for no other purpose. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Now, Mr. Chairman,I have stated truth- 
fully the reasons that influenced the committee in reaching its 
conclusions on this question. I have, perhaps, not given as full 
a statement as I ought; but I suppose there will be other mem- 
bers of the committee who will desire to say someth on this 

uestion, and for the present I do not care to say anything fur- 


er. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Before the gentleman sits down I wish 
to ask him, for information alone, if these lots 3, 4, 5, 6,7, and 8, 
of square 673, which isimmediately on therailroad and on North 
Capitol, G street, and Massachusetts avenue, and just opposite 
the present building that is known, if I mistake not, as the 
besebal! ground—can not that be bought for less money than the 
site which you propose, and for less money than the site that the 
Senate bill proposes? I would like for you to state what you 


know about that. 
Mr. BANKHEAD, I have tried, Mr. Chairman—— 
I wish you would let us know all you do 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
about the matter. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a 
question of order. We would like to have order, so that we can 
hear whatis going on with reference to this matter. Wecan 
not hear anything. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama has the 


oor. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want to ask the gentleman also who 
has charge of the bill if it is notafact that thatlot can be bought 
for $250,000, that it is a larger property, and I understand t 
it lies so related to the railroad that it ison the same 
and that there will be no necessity for excavations or building 
foundations, and no difficulty in getting a foundation. I do not 
know what the facts are, but I would like to know all about it. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I think it is true that this building lot 
could be bought for less than $300,000. I do not know the exact 
figures. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
$242,000, 

Mr. PATTERSON. This is a different lot from the one where 
the Baltimore and Ohio comes in to the one that the Senate 
has provided. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That is the Mahone lot? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The price of that is $250,000. 

Mr. PATTERSON. What do they price this at? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Two hundred and fifty thousand. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I rise to a question of order. 
Gentlemen are addressing themselves to the gentleman 


I will give the figures— 


Alabama in conversation on the other side, and we can not heara 
word; and I think that that is not proper. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama has the 


oor. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Iam entirely willing and anxious to an- 
swer any question I can with reference to this matter. This 
building ground about which my friend from Georgia has asked 
a quested was offered to the committee at about the figures my 
friend from Tennessee named: but there were doubts, as I un- 
derstand and as we thought, of the advisability of the selection 
of that lot. One was as to its location, and another was we did 
not believe, from the best information we could obtain, that a 
suitable foundation could be had there without great expense. 
A commission was appointed by the two bodies to settle this 
question, and they partially agreed on it. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Did not they agree? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. But they did not agree about it. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. My understanding is that they agreed, 
and that it was so reported to both Houses at that time; it was 
believed that there was a shadow on the title, but that has been 
remedied. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. There was a very deep shadow as to the 
foundation there, a deep one, besides that on the title. 

Mr. BRYAN. Did the committee investigate to ascertain 
whether or not the Government has now any land upon which 
this building might be located? 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WALKER. If there is anything clear in parliamentary 
aw-— 

oo CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of 
order. 

Mr. WALKER. Iam stating it, and I propose to state it in 
my own way,too. [Laughter.] If there is anything clear more 
than another in parliamentary law it is that no member on the 
floor of this House has a right to address another member or 
ask a question except through the Chair, and if the Chairman 
would enforce that rule—— 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not necessary for the gentleman to 
discuss his point of order. 

Mr. WALKER. If the Chairman would enforce that—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will take his seat. Heis 
out of order himself. 

Mr. WALKER. Iam not out of order. 
every—— 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman is out of order. 
tleman will take his seat. 

Mr. WALKER. I respectfully appeal from the decision of the 


Chair. 
TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentlemanfrom Alabama[Mr. BANK- 
HEAD] has the floor. 
Mr. WALKER. I —— from the decision of the Chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama will pro- 


ceed. 
Mr. WALKER. I wish to appeal from that decision of the 


Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is nothing toappeal from. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts will take his seat. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Alabama a question. I wish to ask him whether the 
committee have investigated to see whether there is any land 
now owned by the Government that is suitable fora site for this 
proposed building. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, that is the very first ques- 
tion thatthe jointcommittee proceeded toconsider. In company 
with the Superintendent of Public Grounds, Col. Wilson, we 
visited every piece of Government ground in the city where it was 
—— that this proposed building could be erected. There is 
one Government park where this Printing Office might be built, 
Garfield Park; but the committee, after fully considering the 
question, came to the unanimous conclusion that it was not a 
proper thing for the Government to invade the parks of the city 
of Washington for such a puegeee, and therefore we did not 
pursue that branch of the inquiry further. There is no Gov- 
ernment reservation that Col. Wilson could direct us to where 
it was thought that this building could properly be constructed 
except Garfield Park, which is south of the Capitol, and the 
committee thought there were several reasons why the building 
should not be located there, even if it were a proper thing to 


take a public —_ for that purpose. 
Mr. HOLM N. What about the Smithsonian grounds? Did 


the committee consider that? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. No, sir; we did not consider that; becau 
as I have said, after considering the whole question at seve 
meetings we came to the conclusion that it was not wise policy 
to take any of the public parks or reservations for that purpose. 


I mean to say that 


The gen- 
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The public grounds and reservations of the city of Washington 
are nothing more nor less than the lungs of this great city; and 
I am of those who believe, and the members of the committee 
unanimously agree with me, that the parks ought not to be in- 
vaded by locating public buildings upon them, but ought to be 
left to the uses for which they were intended. That being the 
conclusion of the committee, we dismissed that view of the sub- 
ject, and devoted ourselves to an effort to find a site elsewhere. 

Mr.McMILLIN. Inconnection with the question of encroach- 
ing upon the parks, I would suggest to the gentleman that we 
have already, at great public expense, added several hundred 
acres to the reservation west of the Monument. Now, would it 
be impracticable to put this proposed building eastof the Monu- 
ment, within the reservation, leaving still untouched the great 
area which has been reclaimed from the Potomac and added to 
that reservation? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Well, I suppose the building could be put 
down there if that was thought to be a proper location, if the 
foundation and the surroundings as to healthfulness and con- 


venience were found to be satisfactory. 

Mr. McMILLIN. We have the Agricultural Department, the 
Smithsonian Institution, and the National Museum down there, 
and the question to which I wish to call the gentleman’s atten- 
tion is whether it would be practicable to add this proposed 
building to the group. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Lhardly think so, Mr. Chairman. The 
Printing Office is occupied at night as well as in the daytime, 
and it ought to be removed as far as possible from any cause cal- 
culated to produce malaria or disease of any kind. 

Mr. BRETZ. If my colleague on the committee will permit 
me, I would suggest, in answer to the gentleman from Sennen 
see, that to locate the Printing Office in the reservation that he | 
speaks of would remove it still farther from any railroad or from 
the possibility of railroad accommodations, and would lead toan 
increase of the expenses that we are attempting to obviate by 
locating the building at a more convenient point. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does the gentleman refer to the street-car 
service? 

Mr. BRETZ. No, sir; to the railroad service for the trans- 
portation of freight. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The Baltimore and Potomac road runs 
through the region that I speak of. 

Mr. BRETZ. But not near the Agricultural Building or the 
Smithsonian Institution. 

Mr. McMILLIN. As to the parks,I am in accord with the 
gentleman in opposing encroachments upon the necessary park- 
age of this city. The parks of Washington are one of its great 
adornments and are destined to be one of its great sources of 
health; but when we consider that we are adding, at a very great 
expense, mt hundreds of acres of parkage, I thought that 
perhaps we might take the site of a public building from some 
of the reservations that we have, or rather, not having any defi- 
nite opinion on the subject myself, I was calling my friend’s at- 
tention to the question whether it would be practicable to find 
a site for this building in that reservation. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Speaking for myself, I do not think it 
would be wise to erect this building, inhabited as it will be by 
3,000 or 4,000 human beings, and occupied as well at night as in 
the daytime, down on the banks of the Potomac River, in that 


malarial district. Ido not think that would be a proper site. 
Mr. BLACK of Georgia. I observe in this report it is stated 
that— 


The square selected contains 120,298 square feet, of which the Government 
owns 20,858 feet, leaving 99,440 feet to be acquired by purchase or condemna- 
tion. This makes an area larger than the State, War, and Navy Building by 
many thousand feet. 

Now, I wish to ask whether there is any necessity for so large 
an area? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I think so. I think the site ought to be 
selected with a view to the enlargement of the building when- 
ever it shall be necessary. The Public Printer originally rec- 
ommended the acquisition of 150,000 feet for this purpose. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Lllinois. Is it not a fact that the site rec- 
ommended in the eet bill does not contain by a considerable 
number the quantity of feet recommended by the Public Printer? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Thatis true. The Public Printer in his 
report at one time recommended an area of 150,000 feet for this 

. Hethoughtthat at some timein the future, perhaps, it 
would be necessary tooccupy that much space, and that when we 
are buying land and constructing a building for Government pur- 
poses it would be wise to selecta lot of thatsize. But later, that 
officer has sent in a ee report, saying that he thinks 
125,000 feet will be —_ e. . 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. This bill proposes to give how 
much area? 
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Mr. BANKHEAD. 
age. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. And the property issosurrounded 
that it will be impossible for the Government to extend its op- 
erations beyond the site that it purchases, is it not? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Well, that would be difficulttodo. This 
is a whole square which it is proposed to acquire; and it would 
be difficult for the Government to extend its operations beyond it. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. This lot is even smaller than the 
Public Printer recommended in his supplementary report should 


be acquired. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. No; it is about the size he recommends. 

Mr. STALLINGS. One hundred and twenty thousand two 
hundred and ninety-eight square feet the report states. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes, sir; and this lot is surrounded on all 
sides by very wide parking. Of course nobody proposes to take 
this park away from public use; but Gen. Casey, under whose 
direction it is proposed that this building shall be constructed, 
thinks that the grading of this lot and its peculiar situation con- 
stitute a part of its chief advantages. 

By means of excavation underneath the ground now appro- 
priated to parking the Government could extend its operations 
tothe curbof thestreet, thus placing boilers and other machinery 
entirely outside of the building and where there would not be 
the same danger from explosion, saying nothing of the amount 
of storage room which the excavation of this parking would af- 
ford all around the building. In the’ construction of the State, 
War, and Navy Department Building Gen. Casey found it nec- 
essary to excavate beyond the building for the purpose of placing 
the machinery, boilers, ete. He said that under no considera- 
tion would he, in constructing a building, plant these powerful 
boilers under the building, where at any time, if they should ex- 
plode, they might destroy not only valuable property, but thou- 
sands of lives. 

Mr. BRETZ. The same considerations apply to the Library 
Building. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes: this consideration is‘ regarded as 
important now in regard to all public buildings. And that is 
one of the chief advantages of the site which we propose to ac- 
quire. Neither the Mahone property nor the baseball property 
which the Senate bill proposes to acquire, nor the present site, 
is surrounded at all by parking. And hence it would be neces- 
sary to put the boilers and machinery under the building. 

Mr. CRAIN. What disposition does this bill provide for the 
present site and the building upon it? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. None whatever. 

Mr. CRAIN. Would it not be more economical to tear down 
the present building, acquire adjoining property, which, as the 
committee report, can be done at an expense of $126,000, and 
then put up anew building upon this enlarged area, renting ac- 
commodations in the mean time? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. In this connection I would like to direct 
the attention of the House to the bill of the Senate, which pro- 
poses to purchase 55,000 square feet adjoining the present site, 
making a total of 110,000, the present building occupying about 
55,000 feet. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will the gentleman please be distinct in 
his statements as to the amount of land proposed to be pur- 
chased and what the purchase is to cost. Are we to understand 
that under the present bill the ground to be acquired by the Gov- 
ernment will cost $300,000, exclusive of the ground which the 
Government already owns? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That is right. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. What number of square feet are to be 
purchased? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. About 96,000, at a cost of about $3 per 
square foot. The property which the Senate bill proposes to pur- 
chase adjoining the present site will cost about $3.50 per square 
foot—a a price than we pay in acquiring the site proposed 
in this bill. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. AsI understand, the lot which has been 
referred to—the baseball lot—contains 170,648 square feet and 
can be bought for $240,000, giving us a lot nearly as large again 
as the lot _ So 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds have several propositions of a donation 
to the Government of lots. If this Government is to have no 
consideration whatever for location, for convenience, and for 
every other necessity which ought to go with a great Govern- 
ment building like this, we can have a lot given to us, if we 
will go out 2+ or 3miles in the country surrounding the city 
here; and we have had such propositions. But taking a purely 
business view of the question, we have been governed by what 
we believed to be the same principles that would govern a pru- 
dent business man in the conduct of his private affairs. 


About 120,000 feet exclusive of the park- 
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This building, it must be remembered, is not to be erected for 
a year or for ten years, but for all time to come; and it seemed 
to the committee that we ought to have some for its lo- 
cation, for the convenience of the surroundings, and for the pur- 
pose which the Government has in view in its construction. I 
do not think that the question of difference in price, amounting 
to only a few thousand dollars, ought to control the action of the 
committee or of the House in the decision of the question. 

As I have already stated, the cost of the transportation of raw 
material to the Printing Office, as at present located, is equal to 
$45,000 annually, or in ten years to a sum of $450,000. “Every 
year it amounts to 4 per cent interest on a million of dollars and 
over. There can be no question as to the location selected by 
the committee. It is, as it seems to me, one that meets every 
requirement. It is healthy, well located, with plenty of light 
and ventilation; the foundation is perfectly secure, and I under- 
take to say, as a practical business man, that it will not cost one- 
half or one-third of the money in clearing off the foundation and 
making preparations for the construction of the building that 
would be necessarily expended on the Mahone lot, the baseball 
ict, or the present site of the Government Printing Office. I 
know, I think, what I am talking of, after a somewhat careful 
investigation of the subject. 

Mr. BRYAN. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him 
for a question? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Certainly. 

Mr. BRYAN. How much Government land is there in con- 
nection with the present Bureau of Engraving and Printing? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I have not investigated that question. 

Mr. BRYAN. Has there ever been any complaint about the 
location as to its healthfulness? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I haveno knowledgeof thatfact. Ihave 
not investigated it. 

You take the Mahone lot, however, and what is known as the 
old Tiber Creek runs through (according to the official map of 
the city and the best information I can obtain) one portion of it. 
These maps, now in the Committee room on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, show, in fact, that this creek runs directly through 
the center of it. 

Everybody concedes the fact that a portion of the lot is 
filled in; that it was once a swamp, and I have heard old resi- 
dents of the city of Washington say, that during their recollec-° 
tion a man could not safely walk on foot through a portion of it. 
Again, take the baseball lot, and the experts, the men who have 
conducted building operations in every portion of the city, who 
have looked at the ground and know its character from past op- 
erations, assert that it would be difficult to secure a foundation, 
that it could only be secured at immense cost, perhaps after pil- 
ing the entire lot, and that it would necessarily involve a large 
exponditure of money. 

Now, let me repeat what I have said before, that there is no 
posible doubt of securing a good foundation—a perfect founda- 
tion —on the lot we have selected. I have no doubt thatthe gen- 
tieman, the writer of this letter to which I havealready referred, 
if necessary, can give a bond todo the work of grading and com- 
pleting the work within thirty-five days. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Llinois. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINSof Lllinois. In the investigation that was made 
by the committee of these various sites, was any investigation 
made to ascertain the character of the ground; that is to say, 
whether there was a rocky bottom, or the character of the bot- 
eee so as to determine as to the foundation of such a building as 
this? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. We did not conduct any borings with a 
view to that end; but the testimony of builders and rts who 
are fnmiliar with foundations in this city was 0 . 

Mr. HOPKINS of [llinois. The reason I ask the question, 
both with reference to the baseball lotand the Mahone property, 
was because I have heard gentlemen who claim to know state 
that the foundations there are as good as can be obtained in the 
city. Of course I do not claim any es ecm of 
the matter, but supposed that the gentleman had some infor- 
mation. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. [have stated the facts as I have received 
them with reference to this Mahone lot and also the baseball 
lot. The testimony of old residents here and the maps of th 
city show that the old Tiber Creek runs through that ope 
and if it does not run through the baseball grounds it is very 
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wear it, and my information is thatit runs across one end of 
Mr. STALLINGS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman por- 

ait an interru ? ; 
Mz. BAN . Yes. 


Mr. STALLANGS. I notice by the first section of the bill 
that you appropriate $300,000 out of the funds in the Treasury | Capitol told me, and I have read what this gentleman who is a 
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for that portion of the property not yet owned by the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. WALKER. I again rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WALKER. My question of order is thut no one has any 
right to address any member or any number of members of this 
House, but that in making his remarks he must address them 
to the Speaker or the Chairman in the hearing of the whole 
House and not by conversation close to the ear of a member. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. STALLINGS. [addressed the Chair, Mr. Chairman, and 
got consent to interrupt the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
BANKHEAD). 

Mr. WALKER. My point of order is not simply that tho 
gentleman should address the Chair upon rising. My point of 
order is that he not only must address the Chair on rising to 
obtain the floor, but that all of his remarks must be addressed 
to the Chair ‘‘ within the hearing of the House,” and I desire 
to be heard on that point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not desire to hear the 
—— on that point of order atall. It is not debatable. 

he gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD] has the floor 
and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. STALLINGS] has been 
recognized to ask him a question. 

Mr. WALKER. Then Lappeal from the decisionof the Chair. 

Mr. STALLINGS. As I was saying, the first section of this 
bill provides for an appropriation of $300,000 for the purchase 
of this site, or so much of it as is not owned by the Government 
at present. Is that all the money that is appropriated for this 
purpose? 

Mr. WALKER. Linsist upon my point of order, which is 
that the gentleman must address the Chair in all the remarks 
- is making, in order that they may be in the “‘ hearing of the 

ouse. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama addressed 
the Chair. 

Mr. WALKER. My point of order is that—— 





The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is out of order and will 
take his seat. 

Mr. WALKER. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is nothing to appeal from on that 
question. 


Mr. WALKER. I think there is. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama has the 


oor. 
Mr. WALKER. I rise to a question cf order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is out of order. 
Mr. WALKER. Ia from the decision of the Chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. There is nothing to appeal from on that 
question. There is no question of construction of the rules, and 
nothing to sppeal from, and the gentleman will take his seat 


and allow to proceed. The gentleman from Alabama 
has the floor. 

Mr. STALLINGS (addressing Mr. BANKHEAD). Now, by sec- 
tion 3 of the bill you provide: 


Seo. 3. That if said Secretary shall be unable to purchase the whole of 
said real estate or any part thereof as provided in the preceding section he 
shall cause application to be made to the supreme court of the District of 

meral or term by petition containing a particular 
description of the property sought to be acquired, etc. 

My question is, how can you tell the amountat which the jury 
will assess the value of the property? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The Secretary of the Treasury is not per- 
mitted to go beyond $300,000. 

Mr. ST GS. I will ask the gentleman whether ar- 
rangements have been made with the parties holding this prop- 
erty as to the amount they will take for it? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That is my understanding. 

Mr. STALLINGS. If they have agreed, all of them, to take 
$300,000 for the not now owned by the Government? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Thatis right. Now, Mr. Chairman, Ido 
not care to say anything more on the question, andI will reserve 


the balance of my . 
Mr. BRYAN. Ishould like to ask the gentleman a question. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has d. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. I should like to answer the question of 
the gentleman from Nebraska. 
The CHAIRMAN. Withoutobjection, the gentleman will do 


that. 

Mr. BRYAN. The gentleman stated that there was a gravel 
bed under this lot. I want to ask whether investigation has 
been made to see to what that gravel bed ex be- 


cause it ht interfere with the foundation very 
if the bed was too , 
Mr. BANKHEAD. I only state what the Architect of the 








1894. 
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contractor has said. The Architect of the Capitol said that in | a good many milesof here isin the market and willing to sell his 


making excavations there for Government usesome time since he | plot of ground to the Government of the United States. 


These 


had no difficulty in selling the gravel as fast as he took it outfor | brokers—I do not know what you call them—the men who deal in 


a good price. That is all I know about it. 
is that it is a perfect gravel bed. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like toask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Certainly 

Mr. BLAIR. The gentleman 
Capitol, Mr. Clark. 
this lot? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. 
to the gravel. 

Mr. BLAIR. Has he expressed any opinion as to the different 
locations which have been examined by the committee? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. He has not been called upon for an 
opinion, except to the extent I have stated. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The Architect of the 
Capitol was one of the members of the joint commission that 
recommended the baseball property several yearsago. He gave 


And his impression 


alludes to the Architect of the 


Just what I have stated, with reference 


Has he expressed any opinion in regard to | 


an opinion in favor of that square at that time, some four or five | 


years ago. 

Mr. BLATR. Were the merits of this square discussed in the 
report or considered at that time? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not know. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, is the debate proceeding under 
the one-hour rule? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to go.into an ex- 


land for sale here for themselves and others, gather around as 
the eagles gather where there is a carcass. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Vultures, you mean, and 
eagles. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If the gentleman likes vulture better than 
the eagle, I am willing to allow him to do so. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I am trying to correct my friend 
in the use of the word eagle for vulture. I did not want it to 
go out to the public that he did not understand the difference. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. [shall be glad to be rectified. But I am 
exceedingly doubtful whether my friend will be successful in 
endeavoring to put me right. You know what theold crab once 
said to the young one. The old crab said, ‘‘ Why do you w 
awry? Why don’t you go straight?” The young one replie 
that ‘‘ the teachings of the old crab would be very much more 
impressive upon it if the old crab would set the example.” 

Now, I will go on with the subject. These parties gather like 


not 


| the locusts of Egypt, and there is a continual contention from 


tended discussion of this question, but simply take the floor to | 


call attention to a very important matter which I think we ought 
to consider. Every time a proposition comes up to construct a 
new building there is a contest between real-estate agents as to 
where that building shall be located, and it generally develops 
in a struggle between those different groups of interested par- 
ties to secure the location of this building. It seems to me we 
have sufficient public ground to afford a site for these public 
buildings. fin my judgment a new Printing Office isneeded, and 
we ought to make an appropriation for it. 

It does seem to me that we ought to find public ground where 
this building can be erected without going out and buying 
another block of ground. Gentlemen have spoken of the parks 
and the need of parks. This city is well supplied with parks. 
All that piece of ground west of this building, extending be- 

ond Fourteenth street, affords ample room for such a public 
building without encroaching upon the necessary parkage. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. May I ask thé gentleman a question? 

Mr. BRYAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I would like to know what plat of ground 
the gentleman refers to? I did not get the location of the land 
from his statement. 

Mr. BRYAN. I was calling attention to the fact that the 
public, the United States Government, owns ample ground 
west of this building, extending as far out as Fourteenth street, 
and that the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, I understand, 
has alarge amount of ground around it. I tried to bring out 
the exact amount by asking the gentleman a question, but the 
gentleman was not informed as to its extent; but on it is built 
the National Museum, the Smithsonian Institution, the Bureau 
of Engraving and Printing, and the Agricultural Department; 
and there is a large amount of ground that has already been 
used. 

Mr..JOHNSON of Indiana. And the Fish Commission. 

Mr. BRYAN. The Fish Commissionisdownthis way. There 
is a large amount of ground there not necessary for parks that 
could be used for the erection of a building of this kind. 

Mr. REED. Pennsylvania avenue is very wide! 

Mr. BRYAN. Iam not in favor of buying ground every time 
that we need a public building and then spending large amounts 
of money to buy other parks. If we want other parks, I would 
rather buy blocks of ground in the more thickly settled part of 
the city, for breathing spaces, than to go out and buy a large 
piece of ground for mere driving parks. We have enoughspare 
ground to supply space for public bulldings; and we can get 


rounds high enough and solid enough to furnish a good foun- 
dation without ha to purchase it. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. r.Chairman, if the gentleman will allow 


me. I will state that I have had, in the course of twelve years’ ex- 
perience on the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, an 
opportunity to get considerable information in ere to locating 
a public building in the city of Washington, and I am sure that 
any man who has ever served on that committee and had the 
experience which it brings to him, will not fail to know that it 
is an ex ingly difficult thing, under the system now in vogue, 
tolocate a public building in this city. Just assoon as a bill is 
introduced into Congress to provide for a public building for 
any purpose,every man who has a plot of within a radius of 


the time you adopt a bill for the erection of a public building in 


| the city of Washington until after awhile, partially by luck and 


partially by good judgment, you locate the place for a public 
building. We had all that experience in locating the place for 
the post-office. The gentleman from South Carolina, Mr. Dibble, 
was then on this floor, a very able and conscientious gentleman, 
who was on the Committee on Public Buildings and Ground: 
with me. He was very earnest in his wish to give to the city of 
Washington a post-oflice commensurate with the requirements of 
the public service, and one which should not be a discredit to 
the city. We had an old building here in which we kept tho 
post-office, in which you could possibly keep a cow without ty- 
ing her, but you could not keep a dog, because it would escape 
through the cracks, and still it required seven years before we 
could finally locate a lot for the post-office. 

As soon as one lot was decided upon, every. fellow who had 
another lot to sell in town would combine with every other fel 
low who had a lot to sell, and they would make an onslaught 
upon the decision which had been arrived at. The truth is 
that the whole system is wrong. Eleven years ago, when I first 
came to Congress, I endeavored to get a bill passed to buy a 
portion of the south side of the avenue, from Fifteenth street down 
to Ninth street, and to have it set apart for public buildings. It 
could have been bought then for a song, in comparison with 
what it would cost to-day, and the purchase would have been 
cheaper than this method of picking up lots in one place and 
another; and then we could have had the public buildings lo- 
cated where they would have been convenient for members of 
Congress and others, while at the same time we would have 
made the avenue much more impressive than it is to-day. But 
that could not be done; we could not enter upon any such ex- 
travagance as that! 

Again, I endeavored to have bought the four squares around 
this reservation, the one opposite to the present Congressional 
Library building, the one where the Library is, the one where 
the Congressional Hotel is, and the one corresponding to it on 
the other side. If that had been done we could have erected 
three great public buildings in addition to the one which is now 
being constructed,and could have made here the finest esplanade 
upon the face of the globe, and it would have been much cheaper 
than thismethod of buying up lots piecemeal. And, Mr. Chair- 
man, unless Congress shall have the wisdom and the courage to 
enter upon some sensible system of providing sites for public 
buildingsin this city, we shall always have the same kind of trouble 
that we areencountering to-day. Weshallalwayssee halfadozen 
different propositions, half adozen different locations, each with 
its advocates, each with its friendson the outside of Congress 
lobbying for it both in this House and in the other, and it will 
be almost an accident if in any case we happen to settle upon the 
wise thing and the best thing for the Government. 

Now, so far as the proposition of my friend from Nebraska is 
concerned—and I see from his manner, as I always see when he 
proposes anything here, that he makes the proposition sin- 
cerely—I wish to say to him that I have been through that 
whole business for years and it has always been the decision of 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds that it was 
unwise to enter upon the planof taking the public parks of this 
city for sites for public buildings. Of course we could find a lot 
down there for the Printing Office. There is room enough, to 
be sure; but when you have once entered upon the system of 
taking the public parks for buildings, you do not know where 
— will end, and if there is any one thing for which this city 

noted, if there is any one thing which makes it habitable in 
the summer when we have to stay here, it is the breathing 
places that have been wisely provided in these parks. 
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If we were going into the system that is suggested here we 
might takea part of Pennsylvaniaavenue as asite for this build- 
ing. We could put the bu eee on the north side of the 
Pennsylvania Railroad depot. Wemight have to make it pretty 
long, but we could make it wide enough to have a good corridor 
through the middle, and by taking that site we could save the 
expense of buying land on which to put this building. But is it 
true that this great Government has got to be so poor in these 
good Democratic times—excuse me for making a political allu- 
sion: I will withdraw that if it is objectionable—is it true that 
we have got to be so poor that the Government can not do what 
every private individual does if he is wise; for we all know that 
when a man builds an expensive structure, whether for a pri- 
vate residence or for a place of business, he does noterect it upon 
«% poor lot simply because he can get it cheap. 

There is no more glaring form of waste in the world than 
that,and if we are toerect a public building here which is going 
to cost a million or perhaps two million dollars, Idonot think we 
ought to go higgling about a few dollars upon the price of a lot, 
or that we ought to put the building away down behind the 
Monument in order tosave the costof asuitable site. My friend 
must know that one of the great inconveniences, not only to 
members of Congress, but to every person who cores here to do 
business, i8 that our public buildings are scattered through the 
city as if they had been shaken out of a bag in the air and had 
fallen helter-skelter all over the town, so that’in going from 
one public building to another and then to a third you gen- 
erally have to go around Capo Horn” in order to get there. 

If the location of our public eae were arranged on any 
system, we could do more business with the Departments in one 
day than we can do now in three; and certainly, for the sake of 
saving the price of a suitable site on which to put a public 
building, I would not place it in a position where it would not be 
convenient for those who had occasion to visit it. Talk about 
putting one public building down atthe Monument and another 
away out at Mahone place! I will make a distinct proposition 
to this House now, and I will stand by it. i will give this Gov- 
ernment, in fee simple, 40 acres of better land than you can find 
in the city of Washington, where you can look outon the grand- 
est bay in the world, with splendid facilities for the erection of 
a —— ~~ if you do not care to have it near the Capitol. 
{ Laughter. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I will do better than that; I will give 
200,000 acres. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Myfriend here [Mr. STOCKDALE] says he 
will give 200,000 acres down in his country. 

Mr. PATTERSON. He has not got a hundred acres to give. 
Cet 

Mr. MILLIKEN. My friend from Tennessee [Mr. PATTER- 
SON] goes back upon my friend from ete and insinuates 
that he is a good deal like Satan when he took the Saviour upon 
a mountain and offered him ail the kingdoms of the world. I 
think my friend from Tennessee is hardly fair to my friendfrom 
Mississippi. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not ee make as h in favor 
of the particular lot contemplated. by this bill, for the reason 
that | was necessarily absent at the time the subject was brought 
up before the committee, and am not as familiar with the details 
of this matter as the chairman of the committeeis. I have sim- 
ply to say that from such knowledge as I have of the subject, 
the location pro seems to be a good one, and there can not 
be any question about obtaining a proper foundation for the 
building. 

But I wish to say with emphasis that I hope in the first place 
this House will not decide to invade the parks of the city for 
the purpose of erecting public buildings u them: and in the 
second place that it will not allow a few dollars on the price of 
a lot to stand in the way of erecting a suitable public tin 
Office in a Jocation that will be convenient to Congress as we 
as the people of the country who may have business there. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I would like to get now, if I can, some 

reement with referonce to closing general debate on this bill. 
If there be no objection, I ask that general debate be now closed. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I trust the gentleman will not do 


that. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Well, I would like to have some agree- 
ment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I would like to saya word 
before the general debate closes. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Let us agree on some time at which the 
debate will close. How would half an hour do? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I want only about ten 
ee ae only five. 

Mr. REED. e ht as well go on with the debate. We 
can not know how it will take until we have heard more 
about the question. If the proposition is to be urged to take in 
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a part of Pennsylvania avenue for the purpose of erecting this 
i I may want to say something a 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Of course there is no desire to cut off 
anybody who wants to speak on the bill; but I would like to 
have unanimous consent to close general debate in half an hour. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois and others. Oh, no. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Well, make it an hour, then. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. No. 

Mr. BURROWS. There can be no close of general debate to- 
ay. 

Mr. REED. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular orderiscalled for. The gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] is recognized. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, I propounded to-day some ques- 
tions to the chairman of the committee [Mr. BANKHEAD] which 
he either misunderstood or could not answer. I submitted to 
him this question, whether it would not be more economical for 
the Government to use the present Printing Office site and to 

urchase, as is suggested by the Senate committee, adjoining 
and, so as to crect a building of the same size as the present 
building, and another one 60 feet front by 175 feet in depth, the 
present structure being torn down and a new commodious 
and substantial building erected. The committee, in their re- 
rt, say that the price of acquiring this extra land would be 
126,000. There is nothing, so far as I know, to prevent the 
roper officer of the Department, under suitable authorization, 
rom proceeding in whatever court may be provided in the bill, 
for condemnation of the necessary land, so that the Government 
would pay only an adequate price. 

It seems to me very strange, Mr. Chairman, in view of the 
fact that we have so large an amount of Government landin 
this city which is perfectly eligible for the construction of a 
public building for printing purposes, and in view of the fur- 
ther fact that the Treasury is to-day pronounced to be bankrupt, 
and in view also of the fact that the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds has reported only one bill for the erection ofa 
public building anywhere else in the country because of the 
depleted condition of the Treasury as suggested by the commit- 
tee or its representative, that a bill of this character should be 
not only introduced, but recommended by the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Itinvolves an expenditure in the future of not less than $1,800,- 
000, according to the report of the committee, their estimate 
embracing $300,000 for the purchase of the site and $1,500,000 
for the erection ofa building. And every gentleman on the 
floor of this House who has Served in Congress for any reasona- 
ble length of time is Me pene of the fact that whenever you 
commence a building of this kind and acertain amount is appro- 
priated for its construction it seldom is, almost generally it is 
not, the maximum limitation of the cost. 

It is urged by the represenative of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds as a reason for the failure to report upon 
bills providing for the construction of public buildings through- 
out the country that the Treasury in its present condition will 
not admit of the expenditure of the large amount of money nec- 
essary for their construction. Where, I ask that committee 
through its representative, the chairman, are we to get the 
money to erect this public building? 

Where are we to get the money to purchase a site for this 
= building? It will not do to say that the bills which have 

n introduced, and only one of which, I am credibly informed, 
has been acted upon by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, are devoid of merit, or that they are unnecessary, be- 
cause the very same committee, with the very same chairman 
at its head, brought in reports favoring the expenditure of up- 
wards of $8,000,000 during the last Congress for the erection of 
all, or atleast a majority, of the public buildings which are asked 
for in the bills which have been introduced in this Congress. 

During the last Congress my colleague, Mr. SAYERS, who is 
now the honored chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
took occasion to raiseadanger signal. He caused to be inser 
in the RECORD a statement from the Supervising Architect of 
the showing the nonnecessity, or, 1 may say the im- 
SS of providing for the construction of any more public 

dings, because the force was inadequate, and that it would 
take a period of at least five years to expend the money already 
vided for public buildings, and which money was still in the 

. I took occasion to address a letter of inquiry to the 

Super Architect with reference to this tabulated state- 
ment bymycolleague. The answer entirely disproved 
the assertions of the present chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. In the remarks which i made on the occasion of 
Architect to the 


t question: 
e, Mr. SAYERS, asked 
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unanimous consent to print in the RECORD avery lengtby letter 
from the Supervising Architect, giving a statement of the con- 
dition and status of every public building in the United States 
on the 31st day of December, 1891. 

In connection with that statement he drew the conclusion that 
it would be useless, that it would be in fact wasteful, for this 
Congress to orn any money for-public buildings, because, 
according to his deduction from the statement furnished by the 
Supervising Architect, it would require four or five years to ex- 
pend the money already appropriated and unexpended, namely, 
about $18,000,0U0 according to his statement. Satisfied that the 
conclusions which my colleague drew were not justified by the 
statements contained in the letter, I communicated with the 
Supervising Architect by wire and by personal interview, and re- 
quested from him anexplanation of that letter, in order to ascer- 
tain, for the benefit of every member of this House and of the 
country, whether it was in fact right and proper for this Con- 
gress to adjourn without passing any public building bills. 

The people of this country, Mr. Chairman, are opposed to 
wasteful et but they are in favor of a wise administra- 
tion, so that every part of the country may be equally benefited 
with every other portion, and whenever the officers of this Gov- 
ernment tell the members of this House and of the Senate that 
it is necessary for the proper administration of public affairs 
that a public building shall be erected in any part of this coun- 
try, itis the duty of this Congress to pass a bill providing for 
that public building. 


When my colleague requested unanimous consent for the in- | 


sertion of this letter in the RECORD, I asked him what his object 
was. Of course Icould not know. I am nota member of the 


Committee on Appropriations; I do not belong to any political | 


syndicate in this House which may control or seek to control the 
actions of the majority. I could not know whether it were true 
or not that it was the intention of any gentlemen in this House, 
individually or collectively, to present to the people of this coun- 
try the appearance of economy on the part of the Committee on 
Sa or on the part of the majority of this House by 
declining to pass any public building bills. 

But, Pa of course, by that curiosity which is common 
to us all, I was anxious to know just what the object of my col- 
league was. He had evidently gone to « great deal of trouble to 


ascertain the facts which were set forth in this letter, and I | 


asked him what his object was? His reply. which is in the 
RECORD, was to the effect that he desired that every member of 
this House should vote intelligently. I propounded to him this 
inquiry: ‘‘Upon what? Upon public building bills?” And he 
answered ‘‘ Yes.” 

Now, why was it, Mr. Chairman, that my colleague, doubtless 
representing not only himself but others who may entertain kin- 
dred views—why was it that he took such a deep interest in this 
question? 

I can well remember that afew years ago, when he was endeavy- 
oring ee a public building bill for San Antonio, he did not 
propound any such inquiry to the Supervising Architect. [Laugh- 
ter.j His curiosity was not so great then as it is now, and he 
succeeded in obtaining from both Houses of Congress an appro- 
priation, the result of which was the erection of one of the finest 
public buildings in the Stateof Texas. [Laughter.] To satisfy 
myself that the conclusions which I drew were correct, I ad- 
dressed a letter to the Supervising Architect, the answer to which 
I will read to the committee: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SUPERVISING ARCHITECT, 
Washington, D. C., March 31, 1892. 


Sir: [have the honor of acknowledging the receipt of your letter and tel- 
egram of the 2d instant, referring to the statement e in the House of 
Representatives on the 2d instant, and requesting this office to inform you 
why the agsreeste of the balances of the various appropriations for public 

dings not been expended, etc. 

linciose herewith a tabulated statement, which will give you the fullest 
information in regard to the subject. 

Respectfully, yours, 
W. J. EDBROOKE, 
Supervising Architect. 
Hon. WILLIAM _H. CRAIN, 
House of Representatives. 


Ishall have printed as a part of my remarks the tabulated state- 
ment which was furnished me with this letter from the Super- 
vising Architect, and I will read to this committee a résumé or 
summary of what that tabulated statement contains. There is 
quite a difference between the figures in this résumé and those 
which were contained in the letter printed in the RECORD by 
my colleague upon the occasion to which [ have just referred, 
and the explanation of the Supervising Architect destroys en- 
tirely the conclusion at which my colleague had arrived in his 
analysis of the letter printed by him. And right here I desire 
to say (and in support of this statement I refer to page 4 of the 
report of the Supervising Architect) that out of the 392 public 
buildings in the United States, either constructed or in process 
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of construction, 75 were provided for by the last Congress; about 
one-fifth of the entire number throughout this broad Union. 
This I suggest in response to an inquiry that was propounded to 
me a few days ago by a member of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman means, I suppose, buildings 
seventy-five in number, but not involving that proportion of ex- 

ense. 

Mr. CRAIN. Seventy-five in number. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But those were comparatively inexpensive 
public buildings. 


Mr. CRAIN. Oh, Iam not making any point against your 


Congress at all. On the contrary, I am standing by it. 
[Laughter.] I think it did exactly right to pass bills for pub- 


lic buildings wherever they were needed. I have yet to hear 
the first word of complaint from any portion of this Union 
against any Congress since the war on the ground that it 
had provided properly and justly for public buildings that 
were required for the public service. There is not a town in 
the country that does not want to have a public building. They 
would all be anxious to have them, irrespective of the political 
belief of their respective inhabitants. 

But it was suggested that the last Congress did not pass as 
many public-building bills as former Congresses. My response 
to that is that the last Congress passed bills providing for 75 of 
the 392 public buildings which are either constructed or in proc- 
ess of construction in this country. 

On the Ist day of March there were in process of construction 
| or nearly completed 233 buildings, of which 98 had been com- 

»leted, 3 had had no appropriations made for them, and 132 were 
in process of completion. The aggregate limit of cost provided 
in the various bills was, in round numbers, $50,000,000. 

Mr. SAYERS. Do you refer simply to buildings authorized 
by the Fifty-first Congress? 

Mr. CRAIN. That is up to the Ist of March, $50,010,000 
in round figures. There had been appropriated $44,000,000 
or $45,000,000 (the exact figures will appear in the summary 
which will be printed in connection with my remarks), leaving 
to be appropriated under the limit of cost about $8,000,010. The 
aggregate amount asked, on account of the limit of cost in the 
estimates of appropriations for 1892—93, was $2,400,000. From 
this there is to be deducted for new work at marine hospitals, 
quarantine stations, etc., $534,000, 

It may be suggested that these charges for hospitals, quaran- 
tine buildings, etc., are charged up against the Supervising 
Architect's Office, because they come through that office in the 
estimates to the Committee on Appropriations; but they are 
not really chargeable to the account of the Supervising Archi- 
tect. After making the deduction referred to we have remain- 
ing, as the aggregate amount asked on account of limit of cost, 
$1,875,000, 

Then follow a number of statements which I will not weary 
the House by reading, but which any gentleman can read at his 
leisure in the RECORD; and finally we come down to this state- 
| Inent: 

The aggregate amount shown in the foregoing summary as balance avall- 
able of all specific appropriations March 1, 1893, or the aggregate amount 
against which contract liabilities have not yet been charged, $12,170,000— 


shit tania, 








As against $18,000,000 which iny colleague stated had been ap- 
propriated and had not beenexpended. Andasamemberof the 
Committee on Appropriations he is cognizant of the fact that he 
ought to have included in his statement to this House not only 
the four or five million dollars that had been actually expended 
during the year, but the outstanding liabilities under contracts 
which authorized the expenditure of money. 

Besides, the gentleman loses sight of the fact that before one 
dollar can be expended of any appropriation for a public building 
site—I mean in the preparation of drafts, plans, specifications, 
etc.—the site must have been acquired by the Government. This 
takes time. A man may not be willing to sell his property to 
the Government at the price which is offered; there may be in- 
dividual real-estate dealers who compete withoneanother. The 
Secretary of the Treasury may deem it necessary to send a com- 
mission to investigate, in order to protect the rights of the Gov- 
ernment, and toacquire a site for the least possible expenditure 
of money. All this takes time. 

Suppose that the Government fails to secure a site by negotia- 
tion; then the :aw provides for the condemnation ofasite. That 
requires the institution of condemnation proceedings. This 
takes time. And after the acquisition of the site has been pro- 
vided for the United States district attorney is called upon to 
examine the title. His examination, with an abstract, is fur- 
nished to the Attorney-General, and the opinion of this officer 
must be had before a contract can be consummated for the pur- 
chase of asite. And all this takes time. Meanwhile the appro- 
priation stands charged against the Supervising Architect's Of- 
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fice. It is available, but only available when under the law a | tract liabilities which will be establishei.in connection with the items of 


site is provided for. And the paymentof the money oe 
non condition—a condition precedent to the acquisition of the 


site. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will my colleague allow me to interrupt him 
a moment? 

Mr. CRAIN. Iwill; butI trust I shall be allowed a little more 
time. 

Mr, SAYERS. Thatisall right. The statement that I made 
and about which my colleague complains—— 

Mr. CRAIN. I desire it understood that I shall have unani- 
mous consent to occupy in the conclusion of my speech as much 
time as my colleague = use. 

Several MEMBERS. That is.all right. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas yield to 
his colleague? 

Mr. CRAIN. With that understanding. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will use but a minute. The statement of 
which my colleague complains is this: The table which was fur- 
nished by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury shows that 
on the 31st of December last there was unexpended $18,640,251.77, 
against which there were no outstanding liabilities. 

Mr. CRAIN. I have so stated. 

Mr. SAYERS. I understood my colleague to say that I did 
not inelude in that amount the outstanding contracts. 

Mr. CRAIN. Yes, sir; that is exactly what the Supervising 
Architect states. 

Mc.SAYERS. Well, then, he did not so state in this table. 
I was simp! piving the figures which were furnished to me. 

Mr. CRAIN. Certainly. I do not blame my colleague in the 
least. It was not his fault; but I am endeavoring to correct 
him now. He was influenced through no mistake of his, I am 


sure. 

Mr. SAYERS. If there isa mistake, it was the Supervising 
Architect's. 

Mr. CRAIN, Certainly; agree with you. I say it was not 
your fault. Iam only trying to convert you. You are not re- 
sponsible for hay e the mis " 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not that there is a mistake. 

Mr. CRAIN. But you said it was a mistake of the Supervis- 
ing Architect. 

: r. SAYERS. [said if there was a mistake it was his mis- 
take. 

Mr, CRAIN. Well, you now qualify it with an “if.” Per- 
haps my colleague had in mind what the Lacedzwmonian said to 
Pyrrhus when he was told if he did not do so and so his town 
would be destroyed, and bis brief reply was, “ If.” 

But, Mr. Chairman, to goon. After this site for the public 
building has been acquired the Supervising Architect is at lib- 
erty to go on and make preparations for his plans and 
tions. fore one dollar can be expended on the buil » ac- 
cording to these plans and s , they must have been 
submitted to a supervisory board, consis of the Postmaster- 
General, the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the 
Interior. Allofthistakestime. Then there are advertisements 
for contracts, and besides this the 1 of the appropriation 
itvelf must be considered. It does not always ap: the 
entire amount for the erection of a building, but sometimes the 
appropriation is made in driblets, and the time is to be taken 
up waiting for them. 

Now, on this subject the best authority in the Department is 
ihe statement of the Supervising Architect himself. He says— 
and { want to call the attention of my colleague y to 
sp hermenee, atens ie be ve to his suggestions about 
the $18,500,000 in regard to ch he has called attention—the 
Supervising Architect says: 


‘fhe fact should be noted that between March 1, anc the close of the 
prions eee ee. ee ee to further action 
regard to the establishment of contract by law and 


fact, as sbove indicated, wiil be removed the title to 
ties for the sites in the United States, an an ceaeitiiee et the work of 
a will be 


Which he is the amount that is left that is tied by 
law, twelve ineluding this nine millions and odd hun- 
dred thousand dollars— 
will be actually covered by established contract ilabilities before the close of 
the present year. 

And I desire to call co *s attention particularly 

language, Seoneent ba t before the close of ~~ 
entealendar year every do to which you refer, as as 


= to which he refers, will have been covered up by contract 


liabilities. He says: 


i 


A St getrell of salt CLORLOESS, ES be Senay pees 
sddition toa large Meese allanaene soa which was 
Beene tk aed wall cxatinnn ee bo for the 


to ee 6 ee ne ee 


work embraced therein before the close of the present calendar year. 


Mr.SAYERS. Will my colleague state whether the tables 
to which he refers show when these contracts are to be com- 
pleted? 

Mr. CRAIN of Texas. As soon as they are relieved from the 
condition in which they are placed by reason of the law that pro- 
hibits the expenditure of a dollar for the formation of a contract, 
or which will create a liability, until sites shall have been ac- 
quired and plans ys 

Mr. SAY . hat I desire to know is, are there any dates 
fixed when the contracts will probably expire? 

Mr. CRAIN of Texas. How expire? ese $12,000,000 are 
tied up by law, because under the iaw you know aot a dollar 
can be expended until a site is acquired and plans and specifi- 
cations have been made and approved by the supervisory board. 

Now, sir, the fact will be observed from this tabular state- 
ment that the aggregate of the amounts remaining available of 
the various appropriations made for the acquisition of sites and 
the construction of public buildings—that is, the amount remain- 
ing not debited with expenditures for the purchase or condem- 
nation of properties for sites, incidental expenses in the procure- 
ment of sites, and contract liabilities for labor and materials in 
connection with the work of constructing the buildings—could 
not be used as the basis of any statement of a general or collect- 
ive character as to the sufficiency or insufficiency of the aggre- 

ate of the balances of the appropriations for all public build- 
oon for any definite period; also, that each building, and the 
condition of the s ¢ appropriation made therefor, must of 
necessity be considered separately and upon its own merits for 
_ following substantial reasons, based both upon fact and upon 


Ww. 

To meet the requirements of various United States statutes, 
the procedure in regard tothe acquisition of property for a site, 
the pecereien s, detailed estimates of cost, specifications, 
wor drawings for the building, and the supply of labor and 
materials in connection with the work of erecting the building 
is as follows: 

Proposals are invited by public advertisement for the sale to 
the United States of property suitable for the site. 

After such pro: are received, an agentof the Department 
is sent to the city wherein the building is to be located to exam- 
ine the properties offered or suitable for a site, and to submit his 
written report and recommendation in regard thereto. 

If the Secretary of the Treasury for any reason deems further 
information necessary, acommission is appointed for the a 
of making an examination of all of the properties offered or 
deemed suitable for the site, andsubmitting their written report 
and recommendation to the Secretary. 

After considering the proposals received, the agent's or com- 
mission’s report and recommendation, the Secretary must se- 
lect the property for the site, and make a contract for the 
acquisition of the property by purchase; or if for any reason he 
deems it necessary and in the interests of the public service, 
pursuant to acts ess approved March 3, 1883 (page 605, 
volume 22), and March 2, 1839 (page 941, volume 25, United 
States Statutes at Large), he must request the Attorney-General 
to take the necessary action in regard to the institution of pro- 
ceedings in condemnation for the acquisition of title to the prop- 
erty for the named. 

In accordance with acts of. Congress approved September I1, 
1841 ( 355, United States Revised Statutes), March 3, 1875, 
(page 150, Su t United States Revised Statutes), and 

27, 1877 (page 267, Supplement United States Revised 
Statutes), the Legislature of the State in which the city is lo- 
er ecketeiin tk kee ae aoa 

cede jurisdiction nited States over prope 
the city in which the building is located, and the Attorney- 


General must render his written opinion in regard to the - 
ity of title ee the property selected for the site, before any pay- 
ment can 


made of the purchase money for the row, 
The same prohibition in regard to the expenditures of any 
moneys on account of an appropriation for the acquisition of a 
site and the erection thereon of a public building until after title 
to the property selected for the site shall have been acquired 
and actually vested in the United States, applies to the cases 

terms of sale for the rty for the site 
can not be eff and therefore in ac ce with the re- 


volume 22), and March 2, 1889 

Taian Tar aie soetien, bs nage ts Cnanemney Wo eons 
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minated, the awards of damages ascertained, and the act of ces- | five minutes longer. [I interrupted him, andit is but right that 
sion of jurisdiction over the property obtained before payment | he should have the time. 
for the property can be made under the law. Mr. HERBERT. With the understanding that it does not 
In accordance with the prohibitory features of the statutes | come out of the time limited for debate, I have no objection. 
above cited in regard to making expenditures on account of an Mr.MILLIKEN. Lhopethe gentleman will have further time. 
appropriation fore .blie building only after title to the prop- | He is giving the House some very important information. 
erty selectedfor th. ~‘e shall have been actually vested in the The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gon- 
United States and particularly the requirements of acts of Con- | tleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] have five minutes more, not to 
gress approved March 3, 1815 (page 159, Supplement United | be deducted from the time allowed on each side. 
States Revised Statutes), it will be observed that no expenditure There was no objection. 
can be made for the preparation of sketch plans and detailed es- Mr. CRAIN. As I stated, Mr. Chairman, the Supervising 
timates of cost for a building until after title to the property for | Architect is charged with the entire amount of money that is 
the site shall have been actually vested in the United States, and | appropriated for all the public buildings in this country which 
therefore it is only at that time that the sketch plans and de- | are authorized by law to be constructed; but other laws step in 
tailed estimates are commenced, and thereafter, when the same | and restrain him from the expenditure of any of this money until 
shall have been prepared by the Supervising Architect, they | certain prerequisities have been complied with. There arecon 
must be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, the Post- | ditions-precedent which are provided for by law, which have to 
master-General, and the Secretary of the Interior, before the | be complied with before he can draw on the Treasury for adol- 
working drawings, specifications, etc., can be completed, and | lar of money. I have stated what they were. The acquisition 
any expenditures in connection with the actual work of con- | of the site, which, as I have already suggested, occupies con- 
structing the building can be made. | siderable time, except in instances where the site is donated. 
After all of such action, which has been shown to be controlled | If condemnation proceedings are necessary, a much longer 
by law and fact, shall have been disposed of, and the working period of time is required. During all this time, however, the 
drawings and specifications are completed and ready in accord- | Supervising Architect is charged with the appropriation which 
ance with the requirements of acts of Congressapproved March | has been made for a specific building which is in contemplation 
2, 1861, and June 22, 1875 (section 3709, United States Revised | of construction; and after this has been done then comes the 
Statutes), proposals are invited by public advertisement (except | preparation and submission of plans and specifications to the 
in cases of public exigency) for the supply of all labor and ma- | supervisory committee or commission, composed of the Cabinet 
terials for the performance of any branch of or the exitire work | officers whom [ have mentioned, and then the advertising. All 
needed in connection with the erection of the building. | this takes time. Besides, Mr. Chairman, we must remember 
After the proposals are received and considered, if the lowest | that at present the Supervising Architect's Office is employed 
responsible bidder is found to be reasonable in price and satis- | in the construction of more public buildings than at any other 
factory in every other respect, he is generally awarded the con- | period in the history of this Government. Out of 392 public 
tract, and is required to execute a formal contract and bond for | buildings in the United States, as I said a few minutes ago, 
the faithful performance of the work. either completed or in process of construction, 75 were author- 
By referring to the various United States statutes bearing | ized by the last Congress. 
upon the subject of contracts and the establishment of contract The force of the Supervising Architect’s Office has not been 
liabilities, particularly acts of Congress approved June 25, 1868 | increased, and certainly the more buildings to be completed the 
(section 5503, United States Revised Statutes), and July 25, 1868 | more time to be taken, the more labor to be employed; and, noi- 
(section 3733, United States Revised Statutes), the fact will be | withstanding all that, I have the assurance of the Supervising 
observed that under the law the Secretary and all executive of- | Architect, officially given in the statements which I have read, 
ficers of the Governmentarespecifically prohibited and enjoined | that before the expiration of this calendar year every dollar of 
from entering into and making any contract or contract liabili- | the money appropriated by all the other Congresses that have 
ties in excess of the amount appropriated, irrespective of the erenrtet for public buildings, not already completed, will have 
limit of cost fixed by legislation for & public building. sn covered by outstanding contract liabilities. This is bound 
The tabulated statementaccompanying the Supervising Archi- | to be the case under the system which we have adopted in the 
tect’s letter will show the following: construction of public buildings in this country. There will al- 
In some cases Congress, while having fixed the limit of cost of | ways bea largeamountof money appropriated, but not expendea, 
the buildings, did not make appropriations for the acquisition of | because of the very reasons which I have suggested. 
sites and the commencement of construction operations on the Certainly my colleague, Mr. SAYERS, does not want us to wait 
building. | four or five years, until all of these buildings sha'l have been 
While the Department in one of the cases has taken all neces- | completed, before Congress shall provide for the construction of 
sary action in regard to the selection of property for the site, | other public buildings in other portions of the country, equally 
further action in regard to the preparation of plans and the com- | important and equally necessary. And, Mr. Chairman, it is poor 
mencementof construction operations are controlled by matters | economy that denies to the Government, which, after all, is noth- 
entirely out of its jurisdiction. The case above referred to is | ing but the representativeof the people, thenecessary buildings 
Buffalo, N. Y., no limit of cost having been prescribed for the | in which to carry on its business. The Government is an intan- 
building. | gible entity. The men who occupy official positions are merely 
In the cases of Clarksville, Tenn., aud Philadelphia (Pa.) | the agents of the people. The aggregation of those agents we 
mint, while Congress fixed the limit of cost of the sites and | call the Government: but the Government itself is something 
buildings, it did not make any appropriation for the acquisition | thatis the creation of the mind. It is'the result of a mental 
of the sites and the commencement of work of constructing the | conception. 
buildings, nor has the limit of cost of the building atSan Fran-| The individuals whom we have chosen, either by election or 
cisco, Cal., been fixed by Congress. | appointment, to act as our agents, constitute the Government: 
From this it will appear, Mr. Chairman, as I stated at the out- | and I say in conclusion that the people of this country, while 
set of my remarks, that the conclusions which have been drawn | they are opposed to wasteful prodigality and are in favor of rigid 
by my colleague in the letter he submitted to the committee | economy, yet they despise parsimony. 
when it was engaged in the consideration of another appropria- | Now, it does seem to me thatif the Committee on Public Build- 
tion bill, are not warranted. The Supervising Architect is | ings and Grounds, which has already had presented to it a num- 
charged in the aggregate with appropriations forall public build- | ber of bills providing for the construction of public buildings in 
ings which are to be constructed. Against him is also charged | various partsof the country, which bills have been submitted to 
what is known as the “surplus balance;” because whenever a | the proper Department, have been scrutinized with great con 
building has been completed, and there is any money remaining | sideration, and have been returned to that committee with s 
over, it is covered back into the Treasury. Itis put tothecredit | recommendation that they do pass, declines to act upon them 
of what is known as the “surplus balance fund,” which, in the | on the score of economy, it is going a long way in recommend- 
estimate of my colleague, is included in the $18,000,000. This} ing an appropriation of $1,800,000 when the Treasury is said 
amounts to quite a large sum, over $300,000 at this time. to be coirent to-day; and if the reasons exist for the failure of 
He is now charged with this sum. It is unjust to him to say | that committee to perform its duty in regard to these other 
that in any given time he has only expended a certain sum of | public-building bills, the same reasons exist for the Committes 
money, and therefore in a similar period of time he will not ex- | of the Whole to disregard the favorable recommendation of th 
nd anymore. He is deterred and prohibited and enjoined by | Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, embodied in t! 
w, as | have shown by the citations whichI have furnished to | report now before us for action. 
this committee, from drawing on one dollar of the appropriation That these gentlemen have carcfully considered this question 
under the cireumstances I have stated. I donot pretend todispute; butI repeat that itis pyssing strange, 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. | in the present condition of the public Treasury, with another 
Mr. SAYERS. Iask that my colleague be permitted tospeak | issue of bonds threatened, if the newspaper reports are to be 














! 


nS TIT A AT, Bae elk tek See ta see 


—= 


© y sana Sow Ee Manama Ie Nee tags: Os esi A 


wt oho 


engi 


ntl eg ocr 


4456 


crodited, that the committee should fail to provide in this bill 
for the sale of the present site for the pur of saving at least 
the amount which the sale of the site of the old building would 
cover into the Treasury. 

J ask the gentleman who has charge of the bill, and I now re- 
peat the question, why itis that suitable accommodations can 
aot be acquired for the purpose of carrying on the printing of 
the Government necessary to be carried on during the vacation 
of Congress; why it is that the building now standing on that 
site which is alleged to be unsafe can not be torn down, additional 
ground acquired as provided in the bill reported by the Senate, 
and, I believe, passed by the Senate—I am notsure ofthat. How 
is it, I will ask the shinkimane did not the Senate pass that bill? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The committee, I will state to the gen- 
tleman, was of opinion that the proper time for the Governmenc 
to make sale of that property would be at the time when the 
Government was ready to deliver it to the purchaser. That is 
all there is in that. 

Mr. CRAIN. I asked the gentleman for information as to the 
Senate bill. I understand that a bill has passed the Senate, and 
now lies on our table. What bill is that? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That is the Mahone bill. 

Mr. CRAIN. Well, I do not know what that is. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Itis the bill that provi lesfor the purchase 
of the Mahone lot on North Capitol street. 

Mr. CRAIN. Well, nothing was done about the adjoining 
property to the old printing site, I believe? But did the com- 
mittee consider the propriety of purchasing the adjoining lands 
to the present structure, and of having the old building torn 
down oa oe vacation of Congress? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Will you allow me to answer that ques- 
tion now? 

Mr. CRAIN. Certainly. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The reason why the committee on the 
part of the House were not impre with the idea of under- 
taking to erect a piece of patchwork on this lot is fully ex- 
plained in our report. Topurchase the additional land, to erect 
a small building, as proposed by the Senate, 715 by 175 feet, and 
move into that would give no relief to the Printing Office ex- 
cept ina very small way. You muststill continue to occupy the 
old building, which is now believed to be exceedingly danger- 
ous, and if you will read the report-—— 

Mr. CRAIN, I have read it. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. You will find that it is more expensive 
to purchase the und adjoining the present site and erect 
upon it the buildings indicated by the Senate than it is to build 
upon the lot proposed by the House committee. It will cost 
more in dollars and cents. The figures show it, and when you 
have completed it 7 have not got a printing office at all fit for 
the pur for which it is intended. No architect can design 
a printing office suitable for this Government by buildingeight 
or ten se and distinct buildings one after another. It is 
impossible to do so. The architects all say so. The chief en- 
gineer and everybody else agree as to that. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there are so many reasons, to my mind, 
why this Printing Office should be located on the site proposed 
in the bill, and not on the old site, that I do not care now to oc- 
cupy the floor by the courtesy of the gentleman from Texas[Mr. 
CRALN] to undertake to make a further per arg than I have 
already made in the remarks which I submitted to the House 
this morning. I will simply say that it is practically out of the 
question to ~~ a ae office on the site of the present one. 

Mr. CRAIN. Now, Mr. Chairman, fn conclusion of my re- 
marks, I will that I have heard of men by their eloquence 
carrying an audience off its feet. I had thought for a moment 
that the chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds [Mr. BANKHEAD] was trying to take me off feet. 
He has not answered my ves possibly because I ed to 
state it intelligibly. I did not suggest in my question, in the 
slightest or remotest degree, the erection of a piece of patch- 
work. The gentleman assumes that the position which I take 
is substan ay the same as that of those who advocate the pur- 
chase of the adjoining site and the erection of an addition to the 
present structure. — 

My question did not contemplate any such purpose. I say, 
why not provide, during the vacation of Congress, when the 
work of the Printing Office is virtually light, for the accommo- 
dation of the office in some other part of city, and then tear 
down the old structure entirely, and build a newer and substan- 
tial and commodious buildin —_ the present site, with the 
adjoining site added to it? at is my question, which the gen- 
tleman has failed to answer. It will not do 5 ty Beem the cost 
is $120,000. Tuat is not the fact. That may be the which 


the owners fix upon the land, but the Government of the United 
States can exercise the right of eminent domain; or pro- 
vide for the exercise of that right in the very bill w is be- 
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fore the House, provided the property-owners do not choose te 
seil at the price you have fixed, namely, $300,000. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. CRAIN] will permit me, I will suggest that he is away 
off on his figures. 

Mr. CRAIN. I take the report of the committee. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The gentleman does not correctly under- 
stand the report, then. 

Mr. CRAIN. I will read this report, written by the gentle- 
man himself. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The $126,000 which the gentleman has 
spoken about is the proposed cost of erection of this small build- 
ing, 75 by 175 feet. The tract of land which they propose to 
buy would cost $187,000, or about $3.50 per foot. 

Mr. CRAIN. You did not put that in your report. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I thought the gentleman from Texas[Mr. 
CRAIN] would understand the difference between a proposition 
to erect a house and a proposition to buy a lot upon which to 
put a house. 

Mr. CRAIN. I donot see how you are going to build a house 
upon a lot if you do not buy the lot, unless you lease it. I am 


told that the property can be ond gs for about 25 per cent of 


the estimated cost just stated by the chairman of the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, The reason why such a price 
is asked by the owners is because they think the Government 
wants the property; but that is an artificial price, fixed under 
existing conditions in the mind of the seller. But the Gov- 
ernment is not bound by that. 

The Government can acquire private property by the exer- 
cise of the right of eminent domain, andcondemnit. The Gov- 
ernment is not compelled because a man asks a million dollars 
for a piece of property topay a milliondollars. The bill which 
we have under consideration recognizes that, and the condem- 
nation of the property is provided for in the bill. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. If the gentleman will permit me—— 

Mr. CRAIN. I will yield to the gentleman always, particu- 
larly when he comes in with a report from the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds in favor of the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Laredo. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, the proposition to buy the 
land adjoining the Printing Office was submitted by the Senate 
committee. The price fixed was about $187,000, or nearly $3.50 
per foot. As Iam informed by thechairman of the Senate com- 
mittee, an option has been filed with that committee, purport- 
ing to cover the title to this 56,000 square feet of ground, or 
about that, for about $187,000. 

Of courseall these bills contain a proposition about condemna- 
tion, but who is it that does not know that it costs nearly twice 
as much to condemn property for a Government purpose than it 
does to obtain it vy private negotiation? 

Mr. CRAIN. hy did you put it in your bill, then? Why did 
you provide for condemnation? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. There may be one individual only that 
you can not negotiate with at ali. There may be one small part 
of it, one-tenth or one-twentieth, in the hands of some party who 
would not negotiate, and who would wish to have it condemned, 
thinking that he would get more. That is the reason that the 
provision for condemnation proceedings always goes in. 

Mr. HUNTER. There might be minor heirs. 

Mr. BANKHEAD, And there might be minor heirs, as the 
gentleman remarks. ; 

Mr.CRAIN. There are two parties toevery contract; and you 
provide for condemnation proceedings when — say it casts 
twice as much tosecure property by condemnation as by private 
negotiation. I think you are in error about that. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. One more suggestion to my friend. The 
money at for the purchase of these properties is always lim- 
ited. e Secretary of the Treasury can not pay more than is 
named in the bill. he can not have it condemned for that 

rice, he can not get the property; if he can not negotiate for it 
or that amount, he can not get it. 

Mr. CRAIN. Weall know that. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I did not know whether you knew it or not. 

Mr. CRAIN. Before you sit down I want to ask you a ques- 
tion. Why is it that you do not provide for the disposal of the 
present structure? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I have answered that. 

Mr. CRAIN. You can not answer my question before it is 
asked. You talked about patchwork. Iam not talking about 
patchwork, but am talking about a new building, not adding to 
the old building, but a uew building altogether on the old lot 


and adjoin round. 
Mr. PanwdtcaD The reason we did not do it is because 


thecommittee, withouta single, solitary exception, unanimously 
declared that we would not spend a cent for the erection of a 
building on that site. Is that satisfactory? 
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Mr. CRAIN. Now, you have given me an answer. It is not 
satisfactory, but it is an answer that I have been trying for an 
hour to get. Will you answer another question? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I will if I can. 

Mr. CRAIN. Why has the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds only reported one bill and that for an addition to 
a public building; reported a solitary bill for the erection of a 
public building in the city of Washington only? I understand 
that there has been but one bill reported for the erection of a 
public building. I have been reliably informed that the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds has not reported any 
other bill of this kind to the House during this session of Con 





gress. Am I right in that statement? 
Mr. BANKHEAD. That is a mistake, the Calendar will | 
show | 
Mr. CRAIN. I had the statement froma member of the com- | 
mittee 


Mr. BANKHEAD. The Calendar will show not less than six 
bills for the erection of public buildings and the extension of 
public buildings already in construction. 

Mr.CRAIN. Ah, for extensions? But I mean for the con- | 
struction, from the purchase of the site up? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Ido not know how many there are. 

Mr. CRAIN. I do not think there is one; but I am under the 
impression that the chairman of that committee gave me to un- | 
derstand that they did not intend to report any bills of that kind 
at this session. I want my constituents to know the reason why 
I can not get a bill reported here. It is not because I have not 
a meritorious bill; for the committee reported it favorably in the 
last Congress. It is meritorious, and was known to be so by the | 
chairman of the committee at the time. Now, it is announced 
that there shall be nothing of the kind done; no report for | 
public buildings made; and why isit? Ido not know the reason. 

Mr. BANKHEAD rose. 

Mr. CRAIN. I decline to yield upon this question, because I 
have treated the gentleman with all the courtesy he candemand 
atmyhands. I sayI want the people of the district which I now 
have the honor to represent to know why we can notobtain a re- 
port on that bill from the committee at this session of Congress 
when it was admitted during the last Congress by the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds that the bill introduced 
then, and this is a copy of it, was meritorious. That bill was re- 
ported favorably by the committee, that report was unanimous, 
and yet to-day it is impossible to even get a ‘hearing before the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, because there are 
no meetings now, as I have been informed by a member of the 
committee. 

Why is it, ask? The people of this country despise wasteful 

rodigality and they equally contemn niggardly parsimony. 

his country can not be governed to-day by the same rules 
which obtained years ago. We have grown to be the greatest 
country in the world. We have a population of upwards of 70,- 
090,000 people. Our countrymen everywhere tax themselves 
for public schools, for market houses, for public halls, for the 
erection of public buildings of every kind; and yy when they 
come to the Congress of the United States and ask for the erec- | 
tion of buildings which are demanded, in the reports of the | 
regularly constituted officers, when they call upon the commit- 
tees for action, for the erection of public buildings that are ab- 
solutely essential to the conduct of the public business, over 
which the flag of our common country may wave, teaching pa- 
triotism to the growing youth of the country, they are met by 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds with closed 
doors, metaphorically speaking. 

Now, if the gentleman from Indiana desires to interrupt me 


e may. 

Mr. BRETZ. I know the gentleman from Texas does not de- 
sire to appear on the record as making an incorrect statement. 

Mr. CRAIN. Certainly not. 

Mr. BRETZ. I desire to call his attention to the Calendar, | 
which shows the report of several public building bills from the | 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. I find that there 
isa bill reported for the erection of a public building at New- 

rt, Ky.; alsoone for the erection of a public building at Brock- 

n, Mass.; also one for the erection of a public building at Pa- 
terson, N. J., andstill another for the erection of a public build- 
“— South Omaha, Nebr. 

Mr. CRAIN. I based my assertion upon the statement of the 
chairman that the committee did not intend to report any pub- 
lic bills in cases where sites had to be purchased, and also upon 
the statements of two credible members of that committee, 
whom I would nameif I had their permission, and who made the 





statements to me as I have repeated them to this committee. 


If the gentleman will examine the bills to which he has re- 
ferred, I sup he will find—though I am not informed upon 
this propcisition—that provision is made in some other way for 


| make no discrimination. 


| heard the statement of the gentleman from Indiana? 


| of this House. 


| introduced by him? 
| committee should decide in each case is this: Is the bil! meri- 
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the sites. But, admitting the gentleman to be correct and that 
I have made an erroneous statement upon the testimony of the 
Witnesses to whom I have referred, I ask him how it happens 
that Newport, Ky., is provided for on that Calendar by a re- 
ported bill, and is also represented on the committee by a mem- 
ber of that body? Is there any discrimination in the action of 
the committee on public building bills? We, on this sideof the 
House, are opposed to discrimination. One of the reasons why 
we oppose the doctrine of ce is because we oppose dis- 
crimination. Now, I ask the gentleman—without intending in 
the slightest degree to make any reflection on the committee— 
whether it be true that there has been any discrimination in the 
m:uking of these reports, assuming that the gentleman is correct 
and that I am in error? 

Mr. BRETZ. As to the gentleman's question 

Mr. CRAIN. I willanswer forthe gentleman: “Of course we 
We know no distinctions in that com 
We recognize that every member of this House has an 





mittee. 


| equal right in the presentation of his bills, and if the bill which 
| he presents be meritorious it will be reported favorably, not- 


withstanding the fact that the gentleman introducing it may not 
have the honor to be in conclave with the members of the com- 
mittee.” Isthata satisfactory answer? [Laughter.] It is,and 
I shall proceed. [Renewed laughter. ]} 

Mr. BRETZ. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, but I do not like 
a gentleman to ask me a question and then answer it himself, 
declining to allow me to make my answer. 

Mr. CRAIN. Oh, Ido not decline. The gentleman may pro- 
ceed, 

Mr. BRETZ. In the first place, I desire to say to the gentle- 
man that he is entirely incorrect in what he says as to bills for 
the purchase of sites. The bill for the building at Omaha is 


| for the purchase of a site and the erection of a building thereon. 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
Omnuha? 

Mr. BRETZ. At South Omaha. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
at Omaha now, have they not? 

Mr. BRETZ. I believe they have. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Then we are going to give 
them two public buildings in Omaha? 5 

Mr. BRETZ. I will say to the gentleman from Texas that I 
have understood that it has always been the custom to permit 
members of the committee who have bills to have them reported 
as a matter of courtesy. Thatis all the answer I can give the 
gentleman on that poin‘. 

Mr.CRAIN. Well, Mr.Chairman, that is a beautiful answer! 
IT am glad now that I did not rest upon my owa reply to my own 
inquiry. [Laughter.] Have the members of this committee 
He says 
that it has been the practice in the Committee on Public Build- 


is that at Omaha or South 


They have a public building 


| ings and Grounds to always permit the members of that commit- 


tee who have bills before the committee to report them favora- 
bly as a matter of courtesy! 

Mr. BRETZ. I said I understood that was so. 

Mr. CRAIN. Well, I assume from my knowledge of the gon- 
tleman, and from further knowledge that this is his second term 
in Congress and possibly his second term of service on the com- 
mitt2e, that his understanding must necessarily be correct, and 


| | am fortified in that assumption by the verification of his un- 


derstanding by the reports that have come from thatcommittee. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that is not fair; it is not just to members 
Why should there be any “‘courtesy” by which 
a member of a committee can secure a favorable report of a bill 
The question which the members of the 


torious? Ought it to bereported favorably? And the personnel 
of the individuals introducing bills ought not to be considered 
by the committee. ‘I thank thee for teaching me that word.” 
Now, I protest—and that was the main object I had in view in 
seeking recognition upon this bill—I protest against this unjust 
treatment of Representatives by the Committes on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, either of their own volition or from any 
other cause. 

I say that each Representative on the floor of this House is 
the peer of every other Representative; that any bill which he 
introduces that is not obnoxious to the rules of this House, 
should be referred to the proper committee and acted upon by 
that committee after the member who has introduced it has had 
an opportunity to be heard onits merits. AndI do say upon 
the floor of this House, in the name of myself and other gentle- 
men who have introduced bills that have been ignored by this 
committee, that it is wrong to subject us to this treatment. It 
is unjust to us. It is taking an unfair advantage of the position 
which gentlemen occupy upon that committee and which other 
gentlemen having bills do not fill. 
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Mr. BERRY. Will the gentieman allow me to a word? I 
am a member of this committee, and the committee reported 
a bill for a public building in the city of Newport, a city embrac- 
ing 35,000 inhabitante—the third city inthe State. Public build- 
ings have already been built in the ane Owensburg, the city 
of Paducah, the cities of Lexington, Covington, Frankfort, and 
the town of Richmond. In view of thesecircumstances the com- 
mitiee thought it proper that the third city in the State, where 
a large revenue is paid to the General Government, the revenue 
from the post-office alone being nearly $50,000a year, and where 
a great pubiic necessity exists for a public building should have 
= a building, and hence they authorized me to report this 

1, 
Mr. CRAIN. And all those other places that you name in 
your State have public buildings? 

Mr. BERRY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CRAIN. Well, it seems to me if that be the case it is 
about time to got out of Kentucky and go dowa to Texas. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. [If the gentleman from Texas 
|Mr. CRAIN] will allow me to say a word in reply to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. BERRY], 1 wish to say that I represent 
not merely a Congressional district, but an entire State, which 
has no pu building in it; yet the postal receipts in one city 
alone were $110,000, and another city not less than $60,000. Yet 
notwithstanding we have United States courts also in these cities, 
I could not get oo at all from the committee. 

Mr. CRAIN, ell, I will sugges 
Washington a _ by which he can got a favorable report. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I do not ask any suggestion 
from the gentleman. I insist that my State has aright toa 
public building. 

Mr. CRAIN. I suggest to the gentleman that he get upon 
the committee the next time assignments are made. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I can not. The Speaker con- 
trols that matter. Now let me say one word more. 

Mr. CRAIN. Is it in the line of my argument? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. It te. 

Mr. CRAIN. Very well. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington, The Houseof Representatives 
of the present Congress started out net to make any appropria- 
tions for public buildings because they had not the ow hey 
could not any appropriations for survey of the public lands 
because they had not the money; they could not make any ap- 
propriations to buy Indian reservations in order that settlers 
might be placed upon them, because they had no money. In my 
district to-day there isa little place that since December last 
has turned 819,000 into the revenues of the Government, and all 
we have there in the shape of a Government building is a dry- 
goods box and a Fourth of July . [Laughter.] 

Mr. ORAIN. Well, I do not me you then for voting for 
protection. You need it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. That is the very place fora 
tariff ‘for revenue only.” 

Mr. CRAIN. I wish to state for the benefit of my friend from 
Kentucky that I did not pick out his particular town for the pur- 
pose of making it the text of my remarks. I incidents!) 7 heard 
that place referred to in the statement which fell from the lips 
of his colleague on the committee; and of course I took advan- 
tage of it; it was immaterial to me whether the place was in 
Ken or elsewhere. The very bill towhich I referred in 
Basses of my remarks gave an increase of $50,000 te Fort 
Ww , in my own State; so that it will be seen there was noth- 
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tis bport of entry—made former Congress. Itis 
seomad undin: tee diene aeiieasa aime, the first, 
in imports and ofmerchandise. There isa pending 
to-day providing for a term of the Federal court there; and we 


t to the gentleman from | 
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ferred, whereas according to the statement of my friend [Mr. 
BreEtZ}, who is a member of the committee, it is always under- 
stood to be a custom to permit members of the committee to in- 
troduce favorable reports upon bills which they themselves have 
nestled to their bosoms. 

Mr. BRETZ. Did the gentleman himself ever appear before 
_ the committee? 

Mr.CRAIN. I have frequently asked for a hearing; and I was 
told by Mr, , I will not mention his name—I was told by a 
member of the committee—you can readily guess his name, be- 
cause of course I would naturally go to a manfrom my own State— 

| that they could never getaquorum. I do not mention his name 
because it might be a violation of the rules of Congressional 
propriety. 

I reserve the balance of my time, and before closing will ask 
permission to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I think we ought now to 
| be able to come to some agreement about clesing the general 
| debate. I ask unanimous consent that it be considered as closed 
at 3 o’clock. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. That would not be sufficient. 

Mr. BURROWS. This is a new question practically, and we 
ought to have time—— 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman,I move that the commit- 
tee rise. 

Mr. BURROWS. I suggest to the gentleman that he allow 
the general debate to go on for this day anyhow. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I am perfectly willing to yield any rea- 
sonable time, if gentlemen will indicate it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Alabama, that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. SPRINGER having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. BYNUM reported 
that the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, having had under consideration the bill H. R. 5483, had 
come to no resolution therecn. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Let me suggest to the gentleman 
from Alabama that several gentlemen here desire to speak. I 
think it willexpedite matters if he will permit them to be heard. 
There is no disposition to delay. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I have offered every reasonable sugges- 
tion and gentlemen refuse all of them. 

Mr. HEPBURN. You have occupied two hours on that side 
and no time has been occupied here. 

Mr. BURROWS. And that is all the general debate that has 


been had. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. One of the gentlemen on this side spoke 
against the bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Several gentlemen on this side 
desire to be heard. It will expedite the matter to let the de- 
“The SPEAKER pi There is ti din 

e ro tempore. ere is no motion pen > 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I would suggest, by way of cama, 
that we ~~ 4 o'clock. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Give us two hours on this side, 
and take all you want on that. 

Mr. JO a of Indiana. Does the gentleman expect to get 
a vote : 

Mr. BAN AD. I hope so. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I think that will be impossible, 
unless the debate is very greatly curtailed. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Will the gentlemanfrom Alabama yield 
to me for a moment, so that I may submit a report? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE, THRASHER VS. ENLOE. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the 
Elections to submit the in the contested- 








Committee on 
election case of P. H. Thrasher vs. B. A. Enloe, from the Eighth 
'| District of Tennessee. 


of 
Mr. MCCALL. I ask consent to file at this time the report of 
the minority of the committee. 


The ‘an The report, together with the 
views of the abepetty, will be printed and referred to the House 
Calendar. 

NEW PRINTING OFFICE SITE. 


_ The SPEAKER pro What motion does the gentle- 
man from Alabama make 
Mr. BANKHEAD. We have been trying to see if we could 
about the debate. ; 
Mr. WS. This is new matter, the gentleman must 
remember, just brought in to-day. 
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Mr. BANKHEAD. Oh, no; it has been before the House for desire it, will have an hour. I ask unanimous consent that that 


some time. ; order be made, and that the order for the yras and nays be va- 
Mr. BURROWS. Ithasnotbeen brought upforconsideration, | cated. 
and there are several gentlemen who want to examine it closely. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama 


Let the debate run; we can agree, perhaps, after a while. The | [Mr. BANKHEAD] asks unanimous consent that the motion toad- 
ntlieman will have some difficulty, I think, in fixing the time | journ and the motion to close debate and the order for the yeas 
his afternoon. and nays thereon be vacated, and that three hours and a half be 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I would suggest to the gentleman | allowed for general debato, two hours and a half to be occupied 
from Alabama that the bill reported by his committee is en- | by those who oppose the bill, and one hour by those in favor of 
tirely at variance with the one approved of by the Senate, and | the bill. Is there objection? 
glso with the proposition suggested by the gentleman from! There was no objection. 
Georgia for the acquisition of the baseball site, reported by a | The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs upon the 


commission composed of the Secretary of the Treasury, the | motion of the gentleman from Alabama, that the House resolve 
Superintendent of the Government Printing Office, and by the | itself into the Committee of the Whole for the further consid- 





Government Architect. The Senate comnittee submitted a re- | eration of this bill. 
rt covering 148 pages. The members of this House can not The motion was agreed to. 
ntelligently vote on this subject without a little time to investi- Aceordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
ate the Sonate report as well as the House report and the evi- | the Whole on the state of the Union for the further considera- 
ence taken by the commission. The gentleman from Alabama | tion of the bill (H. R. 5483) to authorize the acquisition of certain 
has made certain statements about the foundation of what is | real estate in the city of Washington and the erection of a Gov- 
known as the Mahone property and the baseball lot which I | ernment Printing Olfice thereon, with Mr. BYNUM in the chair. 


find from a limited investigation of this report are questioned. Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, it is understood 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gen- | that the gentleman from Georgia |Mr. LIVINGSTON] shall con- 


tleman from Illinois that that bill is not before the House. The | trol the time of those opposed to the bill for two hours and a 
question is on fixing the time for general debate. The gontle- | half. 


man from Alabama has submitted no motion. Mr. BURROWS. That will be satisfactory. 
Mr. HOPKINSof Illinois. But the gentleman from Alabama The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Liv- 
is listening to me. INGSTON | is recognized to control the time of those who fre op- 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is nothing before the | posed to the bill. 
House. Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, [ am decidedly of the 


Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But this is by unanimous consent. | opinion that this building for a Government Printing Office 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has asked the gen- | should be located upon ground already owned and controlled by 
tleman from Alabama to submit a motion. the Government. I am satisfied that we have land enough without 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I was simply trying to ascertain | encroaching upon the parks. lam satisfied that itshould not be 
if we could not get together and fix some time; and I was giving | the policy of the Government to go into the open marketand buy, 
some reasons why, in my judgment, the gentleman in charge of | under such competition as we have in Washington, land for the 
the bill should allow a greater time for debate; because, as I | purpose of public buildings while we have such large amounts of 
stated when interrupted by the Speaker pro tempore, there is a | land unoccupied, and which must remain unoccupied for a long 
large amount of evidence which I find to be in direct conflict | whileto come. 


with the statement of the gentleman from Alabama, which evi- [want to gofurther. [am satisfied that it ought not to be 
dence will require plenty of time on the part of the members of | the policy of this House to refuse to locate public buildings 
the House to Meventigats before they can vote intelligently. even if they should encroach upon public parks to some extent 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. What motion does the gentlo- | at least. = = eb : ‘ 
man from Alabama make? ; Then in the first place, Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of taking 


Mr.BANKHEAD. I move that the House resolve itself into | 80me portion of land already owned by the Government. Iam 
Committee of the Whole to further consider the bill, and, pend- | Satisfied that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD], 
ing that, I move that all general debate be limited to two hours, | Who is a conscientious man, has not done his duty in this case 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Better make it a little longer | #8 he best could. I have no reflection to cast upon him or the 


than that. committee of which he is chairman, but I think the policy of 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Well, what will you agree to? acquiring private property is wrong, and I believe this House 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion | Ought to instruct that committee to locate this building upon 

to limit the.debate. some land now belonging to the Government. Take the land 
The question was taken; and on the division (demanded by | 2°W Occupied by the Peunsylvania Railroad. That is public 

Mr. BANKHEAD) there were—ayes 60, noes 9. land, which belongs to the Government. Why not displace that 
Mr. BURROWS. No quorum. railroad company if necessary, and putthis building there? 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Iask for the yeas and nays. But if necessary, I repeat, why not take Garfield Park and put 
The yeas and nays were ordered. this building there. It is a known fact thatthe park on the ex- 


s “ ese i treme southern border of the District, fronting the river, and all 
tea gee ae Mr. Speaker, pending that, I move thatthe that entire plat of land extending beyond the White House, 
ee SS Sr anes. a ed , will never be used for anything else except for purposes of this 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER). The yeas and | ;ing, My objection to the site accepted by the committee is, in 
naysare ordered. Pending that, the gentleman from a the first place, that we are paying too much for the land. The 
r. BURROWS] moves that the House do now adjourn. The | committee propose to pay $300,000 for 96,000 feet. Now let us 
question will first be taken on the motion that the House do now | .o4 jf that is good business. 
adjourn. . That tract, which consists of 120,000 square feet, of which 96,- 
he question was taken; and the Speaker protemporeannounced | 990 feet must bo bought, must afterwards be graded down to a 
that the noes seemed to have it. level with the present railroad tracks before you can get the ad- 
Mr. BURROWS. Division. vantage of loading and unloading freight from the railroad at 
the site indicated or recommended by the committee. When 
you have done that does the gentleman from Alabama suppose 


for a moment that he has got a firm foundation to build upon? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore announced that the yeas and nays | with all due respect to the chairman of the committee, no mor- 


were ordered on the motion that the House do now adjourn. tal man can tell when you grade down 26 feet in Washington 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, tellers on the yeas and nays. | soil what you will find below. The probability is that you would 

Tellers were ordered, and the Speaker appointed Mr. BANK- | then have to go to work and build a foundation upon which to 
HEAD and Mr. BURROWS. put your structure. 

Mr. BAN KHEAD. Mr. Speaker, it has been agreed between More than that, Mr. Chairman, you displace the Senate sta- 
the parties that this general debate shall be continued for two | bles, you displace the engine house that belongs to the District 
hours anda half. That is agreeable, I understand. of Columbia. As soon as you get this site you will have to buy 

Mr. BURROWS. What is that proposition? land for the Senate stables. [ want to inform the gentleman 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That general debate be continued for two | from Alabama that the Senate will never yield an inch of ground 
hours and « half—that is, that the opponents of the bill have two | to this House for any purpose whatever. Theyare not going to 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 42, noes 75. 
Mr. BURROWS. Tellers, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Let us have the yeas and nays. 


hours and a half. give up their stables. If you take away the grounds on which 
Mr. BURROWS. Two hours and a half for general debate to | the Senate stables stand you will have to buy again; and asa 

those who are 0: to this bill? matter of course you will have to buy ground for the engine 
Mr. BANKHEAD. And then the friends of the bill, if they | house. 
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Mr. BANKHEAD. Will the gentleman allow me to make a | be constructed, available without eesms down to reach the 


suggestion? 

fi r. LIVINGSTON. Yes, sir; I will. 

Mr. BANKHEAD, The Government owns a lot right here, 
across the street, on which we propose to put the Senate stables. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Have you obtained the consent of the 
Senate? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That is what we are working for. 

Mr. L'VINGSTON. I am not willing to believe that my 
friend from Alabama can come in and say that the Senate has 
consented to such an oxchange as that. They have not. And 
asa business proposition, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the 
committee, [ contend that it is not certain that the Senate will 
accept any proposition until they have done so; and if we pass 
this bill, they have got us at a disadvantage that I do not want 
them to have us in. Therefore, as a business proposition, you 
will be confronted with the necessity of buying another site for 
the Senate stables and another site for the engine house. 

Now, we have this 96,000 feet, which they price at $300,000, 
with all of its uncertainties and all its contingencies. I do not 
know what it would cost nor what kind of afoundation we would 
have after the excavation of 26 feet has been made. 

There is ancther fact in connection with this location, Mr. 
Chairman, and I think the members of this committee had bet- 
ter look at it. Do you want this Government Printing Office so 
near the Capitol? Do you want all the smoke and filth that 
comes from these furnaces and engines to settle upon this Capi- 
tol building and on the shrubbery so adjacent and contiguous to 
it? Do you propose to begin crowding the Capitol grounds with 
public build ngs? Necessarily a great many other things follow 
« public building. If so, Mr. Chairman, why do not they select 
the site just to the left of the present Library building? Wh 
not decide on that and be done with it? Sofar as Iam concerned, 
1 would just as soon have it on the left of East Capitol street, 
and it would do just as little harm and be just as little in the 
way as down there. 

Mr. Chairman, as a business proposition there are 170,648 
square feet against 90,000 square feet. The 90,000 square feet 
mentioned in the bill reported by the committee cost $300,000, 
while the 178,648 square feet cost $242,000. One would have to 
be — down atan immense cost, with great uncertainty as 
to the character of the foundation when you get it; the other 
with a certain foundation and already on an equal grade with the 
railroad track, and a matter of certainty as to foundation. 
Now, for the benefit of the gentleman from Alabama, chairman 
of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, I desire to 
refer the gentleman to the report of the commission appointed 
by Congress for the purpose amveee ens thatsubject. What 
does Mr, Clark say about the baseball lot? 

Mr, Clark, the well known Architect of the Capitol, and one 
of the commission, testified that he had thoroughly investigated 
the land in question (the baseball om) and that he had no 
question but it would afford a good foundation for such a build- 
ing as would be required for the Printing Office. He said that 
the test pits that had been dug were sufficient in number and 
depth to answer the purposes of exploration by the experts, and 
that he had no question thata perfectly secure founda could 
be had without extraordinary or exceptional expense. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, that commission went forward and made a con- 
tract for the purehase of this very ground, and that contract is 
found in the report made to the Senate oa page 27. It was ab- 
solutely contracted for. 

It was not only accepted as the best, but it was contracted for; 
and but for the shadow on the title that developed after the con- 
tract had been signed the Government Printing Office would 
have been located, and perhaps completed, on this very ground. 
I do not propose, Mr. Chairman, to say a word about selec- 
tion made by the Senate committee, for on that I agree with the 
chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and, in nt opinion, that is out of the — entirely. The 
site that I am speaking in favor of is that which is yiqety 
known as the ‘‘ baseball grounds,” and is only one square 
the site of the present building. It is just across the street. It 
is a square that is bounded also by Massachusetts avenue, F and 
G streets north, with a 60-foot alley on the east side. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman speaks o. that lot as “ vul- 
gary" called the baseball grounds. Does he mean to apply that 
word ‘' vulgar” to baseball? [Laughter.] 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No, sir; I use the word “ vulgar” in its 
true sense of common. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I was referring to it in its usually accepted 


sense. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. I was not. Now, Mr. Chairman, the 
fraction 


dimensions of this lot are 361 feet and a 482 feet, and 
every foot of its 170,684 square feet is a valuable for 
building purposes, without an oundation requiring to 


level now occupied by the railroad tracks t 
the corzer of the lot. 

Not only will the chairman and the committee obtain in the 
eee of this lot what ow desire—a site for this public 

uilding—but they will get twice as much land for future ex- 
tension and development as they would get under the proposi- 
tion of the committee. Ithink the chairman is right when 
he says that in buying alot for this proposed building we do 
not want to buy simply ground enough to put the building upon. 
We should have additional ground, knowing the fact that the 
future will require enlargement and extension. Now, in the 
purchase of this lot you get all the latitude you want for exten- 
sion for a hundred years to come. 

It is nosmall item of saving, Mr. Chairman, when you remem- 
ber that this 170,648 square feet can be bought for $242,000; 
while on the other hand, if you purchase the lot proposed by the 
committee, you pay $300,000 for 96,000 feet, and then take your 
risk as to what the grading will cost, and then your chance of 
what kind of a basis you will have to start from when you get 
your lot graded down twenty-six feet to correspond to the rail- 
road track which must be run into or under the building. 

The gentleman from Alabama said that one of the great objec- 
tions to this or any other lot, sofar as his judgment went, was 
the necessity of locating the boiler house under the building. 
Now, if you accept the baseball lot, you have almost 200 feet of 
ground in the rear, so that you can locate your boilers and 
your engines 200 feet away from the building. 

Mr. GROUT. How near to the Mahone lot is what is called 
the baseball lot? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Ifthe gentleman will refer to page 32 of 
the Senate report he will see the locations of these different 
lots. The Mahone lot is on New Jersey avenue, as I understand 
it, four blocks from the present Government Printing Office. 
The present building ison H and North Capitol streets. The 
site that I am arguing in favor of is just one block this side of 
the present building, on the right. 

Mr. GROUT. But my question is, how near is this lot to the 
Mahone lot? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It is five and a half blocks this side of 
the Mahone lot, as I understand. 

Mr. GROUT. How near the sewer is the baseball ground? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I do not know about that. 

Mr. GROUT. Does a portion of the lot lie over the sewer? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. o, sir: but the Mahone lot does. 

Mr. GROUT. But no part of the baseball lot lies over the 
sewer! 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No part of it lies over the sewer. This 
committee, with Mr. Palmer, the Government Printer; the Ar- 
chitect of the Capitol, Mr. Clark; and Senator MANDERSON and 
several other gentlemen made tests, and went down to a suffi- 
cient depth in perhaps ten or twelve different places. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I will ask the gentleman where he gets 
= an that the sewer does not pass under any part of 

is lott 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I get it from the facts set forth in the 


reports. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I would like to be referred to them. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I will give the gentleman the references 
in a moment. Now, Mr. Chairman, I think this committee 
should eliminate from this whole question the idea of there 
being any jobinit. If there is any job in this thing I do not 
know about it. Isuppose that every man who is interested in 
these pieces of real estate is at work trying to get his plat of 
ground accepted, but that is ee. I want to say to the 
committee that I do not know who owns this plat that I am in 
favor of. I gather my information from the report and by com- 
paring the proposition submitted in this report with the bill 
now pending before the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. Chairman, there is another consideration connected with 
this question of location. I understand that a-great many 
families of small means have bought property around the pres- 
ent Government Printing Office, and I understand that the 
homes of those people are grouped about the present building. 
Now, if you should move the Government Printing Office either 
up to the point d ted by the House committee, or away 
back to the Mahone lot, you would take these people a long way 
from their residencesand entail upon them unnecessary expense, 
a thing you should not do if the Government can be accommo- 
dated just as well close by the old site. 

I say, everything being equal, the Government being accom- 
modated just as the public service being just as efficiently 

, I would then give some consideration at least to the 
condition of these people who have gone there and made these 
purchases, who have bought these little homes there, and who 


atrun along through 
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would be compelled to move out if you should take the Printing 
Office half a dozen blocks away. 

Mr. TERRY. You refer to the employés? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TERRY. We would like to get some of them changed. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Well, suppose you dochange them; sup- 

you turn out the Republicans who-are there and put in 
Baeserats. The Republicans would have to sell their little 
houses and lots to the Democrats, and it would be just as hard 
upon the Democrats to be compelled to move as it would be upon 
the Republicans. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If this building is to be erected at a cost 
of $1,000,000, or more, it is to be erected not for to-day, but fora 
long time to come; and these families of whom the gentleman 
speaks will have been dead and gone tothe land of their fathers 
long before we shall get through with this building. Now, does 
my friend think thata public building of this importance should 
be located with regard to the convenience of the present em- 
ployés, without regard to the convenience of the people both in 
Congress and out of er who will be doing business with 
that office after you and | have gone? Do you not believe this 
building should be put where the convenience of the public and 
of Congress demands, without regard to the wishes of indi- 
viduals? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. If the gentleman from Maine had lis- 
tened to what I have said he would not have asked me that ques- 
tion. I contended first that the building ought to be located 
just where the Government could be best served and where the 
Government service demanded that it should be located; sec- 
ondly, that it should be located where it could be permanently 
and most cheaply located, conditioned upon the first proposi- 
tion. And thenI said that,everything else being equal, the 
Government being well served, the building being of a stable 
and permanent character, adapted to the accommodation of the 
House and the Senate and the Departments of the Government, 
everything else being equal, we might consider the accommoda- 
tion of those who have clustered around the present building, 
bought their little homes there, and paid for them. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Now, wilf my friend allow me one word 
further? I am not opposing the proposition which he makes to 
put this building on the baseball ground, which I do not regard 
as a bad place, although not so good as the one proposed by the 
committee. But would it not be better for the gentleman to 
settle his first proposition first? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I have done so, in my own opinion, 
whether the gentleman listened to me or not. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Iam afraid you have not done so in the 
opinion of the House. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Well, I can not be responsible for the 
House. I am responsible only for myself in this House—not for 
the House. I should dislike very much to assume responsibility 
for either side here —either in this world or the next. [Laugh- 


ter.] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I agree with the gentlemen on that prop- 
osition. We will not discuss it. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. If Ican takecare of myself in this House 
I shall do well. 

Mr. COX. While the gentleman is discussing the merits of 
these several locations I should like him to say something about 
the more important question, where are we going to get the 
money for th Ps e? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Well, Mr. Chairman, that is another 
question, and one which I am not able toanswer. Ican give the 

ntleman a general answer, and a = proper one, parmeue. 

ecan get this money by taxation. e can tax the people. 
This Government has not lost its power todo two things that 
make it strong in the eyes of the world—the power to tax and 
the power to declare war. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CONN. Both destructive. 

Mr. MARSH. And the power to issue bonds. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Those two elements of power in this 
Government give it, perhaps, its consequence in the eyes of the 
world. I do not know how we are to get this money otherwise 
than by taxation. I would support an amendment to this bill, 
if it is moved by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox], or 
any of his friends, that this building shall be for in silver 
do! coined by the Government at a ratio of 16 to 1, if that 
suits the gentleman, 

Mr. COX. I will vote with you on that. 

Mr. LIVINGS ON. I will vote for that proposition. And I 
will vote for another proposition. If the gentleman will pro- 
pose an amendment that this money shall be appropriated, pro: 
vided that the Government issue $300,000 in notes, to 
be redeemed in ten, twenty, or thirty years in gold or silver, at 


the option of the Government, I would vote for that amend- 
ment also. That would settle the question how we are to get 
the money. 

But, Mr. Chairman, this is not the time to discuss the question 
how the money is to be raised to pay for this building. I want 
to be candid with this committee. If the chairman of this com- 
mittee is right, as I think he is,in saying there is an absolute 
necessity for this building, that the Government needs sucha 
building and must have it, then it follows as a matter of course 
that we must have the ground on which to put it. 

Now, if you have not got the money, you must do what any 
sourd business man would do when such a condition is staring 
him in the face, and that is to get the money on his credit in 
some way. Iam not in favorof doing it onan issueof bonds. If 
we have war between this country and another country or other 
countries I might consent to that, but with millions of idle 
money lying in the vaults of the Treasury, with a credit unlim- 
ited amongst our own people, Jam unwilling to issue bonds to 
borrow money from the Rothschilds on terms as to premiumsor 
commissions that will be of great compensation to them. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope that this Committee of the Whole will 
determine first whether we can not get land now controlled and 
owned by the Government on which this building can be erected; 
a plat of ground that will be convenient, and one that will not 
work to the detriment of the growth of the city in future years. 
If we can save $300,000 thus, [hope it will be done. If not, then 
I shall vote for an amendment in the nature of a substitute 
which Ishall propose for this bill, to purchase the ground known 
as the baseball ground, 170,648 square feet, for a great deal less 
money than the 96,000 feet the committee proposes to purchase 
for under this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. McCreary of Kentucky in the chair), 
If no other gentleman desires to speak, the Chair will direct the 
Clerk to read the bill by paragraphs. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I have the opinion thatsome 
comprehensive system with regard to the location of future pub- 
lic buildings in this city ought to be determined upon by this 
committee. It is altogether possible, in fact it isvery probable, 
that in a few years there will be needed buildings for the Patent 
Office Bureau, for the Land Department, a hall of public rec- 
ords, a building for the State Department—for the one now oc- 
— by it in common with the War and Navy Departments 
will be needed by those two Departments very shortly; a build- 
ing for the Supreme Court, a building for the Census Bureau, 
for the Department of Labor, one for the Railway Commission, 
and one for the Government Printing Office. 

Now these buildings, in all human probability, will be pro- 
vided for by the General Government within a comparatively 
few years. Many persons are favorable to the idea of the Gov- 
ernment acquiring all of the property now used by individuals 
south of the avenue and adjoining the Mall, wad putting up 
these structures on the south side of Pennsylvania avenue. 

That property could be acquired now comparatively cheap. 
For years, however, as the necessities of the Government for 
these buildings increases, we have adhered to a plan of locating 
one here and another there, thereby allowing the buildings to 
be scattered, giving infinitely more time and trouble on the part 
of those who must almost daily visit them than would be neces- 
sary if they were in close proximity to each other. 

But I am opposed to the bill now before the committee. It is 
proposed to pay for less than 100,000 feet $300,000. The Gov- 
ernment owns some 20,000 feet in that block. If this ground is 
taken for the purpose here indicated, it will require the pur- 
chase of other lots at the same rate of value, which will add 
$60,000 more to the cost of the site. But there is more of loss 
than that, for there are certain buildings now there, probably 
a 20,000, that would have to be replaced, making the total 
cost$380,000; and J am told that the grading of that block would 
cost about $200,000. I have no knowledge of that fact myself; 
but gentlemen assure me—my colleagues—that the cost will not 
be less than $200,000, in order to bring this property to the 
ore grade for the purpose contemplated. 

If that is true, there is a total cost involved in this site of 
$580,000—certainly nota cheap one. Then I am told also that 
to make the site available—available as the chairman of the 
committee suggests—thatit must be provided with a spur from 
the railway; and I am informed that that will be a very expen- 
sive matter, costing over $50,000 more. If these estimates are 
correct, there is an enormous outlay to begin with, an outlay of 
much more than a half a million of dollars before you begin the 
structure. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Will the gentleman permit an interrup- 
tion? I know he wants to be entirely fair. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Now, the fact of the matter is that this 
spur of railway will not be over 150 to 200 feet long, on perfeetly 
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level ground, which I am informed will not involve any consid- | I should like to ask the gentleman, in the first place, if he will 


erable expenditure. . 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have been told, instead of that, that there 
is a very considerable difference in the elevation, aad that, in- 
stead of its being on a level, the ~ a will have to be a viaduct, 
and will need to be of considerable length to reach the point 
suggested for this building. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That is a mistake, clearly. There is no 
doubt of it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, I have to determine between my two 
informants on the subject. itis something of which I have no 
personal knowledge. 

But at all events, Mr. Chairman, we have here a site that 
will cost more than $500,000; thatis tosay, that the Government 
will be involved to that extent in order to acquire a site ready 
for the foundations, and not a desirable one, in my judgment. 

There are two or three hundred locomotives in the yard of the 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad ae daily. That yard is im- 
mediately adjacent to this site, and whatever there might be of 
discomfort in having those trains there, in having that smoke 
there, is, it seems to me,a proper thing for consideration. The 
yard would beseparated from the Printing Office only by a street, 
and - — not think that that depot would be a comfortable 
ne i 

en told that there is a site on the same street upon which 
the Printing Office is now located and three squares north—not 
four—on the corner of L street, which contains more than twice 
the area of this block, that can be procured for$1.17 a foot; that 
it is already graded and needs no outlay in that direction. Gen- 
tiemen make the objection that it is too faraway. It is three 
blocks farther than the present site. 

Mr. GROUT. What is that lot called? 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is known, I believe, as the Mahone 
site. It is atthe corner of Land North Capitol streets. It is 
suid to be eligible, said to have every advantage that the present 
site has, save that it is three blocks farther away from the 
Capitol tian the present site. 

Mr, CANNON of Illinois. Iunderstand the gentleman to say 
that on a site three blocks farther away, or be. the present 
site, there is twice as much space as on the site recommended 
by the committee. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think a little more than twice as much. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And I understand the — 
to say that the site he now speaks of, which contains double the 
amount of space, can be obtained for $1.17 a foot? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I believe that is the fact, 

Mr. CANNON of Lilinois. For a total amount of less than 


,000? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. For $242,000, 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Am I correctin understanding the 
gentleman to say that this site does not require Soe on 
a iy or any driving of piles on the cther—that it is nat- 
ura roun 

Mr. HEPBURN. Itisa natural surface, What the founde- 
tion may be I have no knowledge. Whether it would require 
piing I do not know. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It is not filled ground, then? 

Mr. HEPBURN. My understanding is that it is not. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Do I understand my friend to say 
that by the time the site recommended by the committee is 
bought and the grading is done it will cost in the neighborhood 
of half a million dollars? 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is my information. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. the site recommended by the 
committee covers only half the amount of ground and cost 
double the —— 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is my information. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois.. And both sites are separated from 
the Capitol? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON of Dlinois. And to get the documentsfrom the 

tive sites to the Capitol would require loading and un- 
, or the use of a pneumatic tube. 
Mr. BURN. I do not know anything about the method 


of oe 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me to continue 
the catechism which the gentleman from Illinois has been sub- 


jecting him to? 
Mr. HEPBURN, I assume that friend from Maine [Mr. 
a eeKee) having been a member of this committee and hay- 
ing hed th before him for a long time, is as 
familiar with it as { am perhaps, and ean answer questions more 


readily than I could. 
Mr. . That is the very reason I want to ask the 
question, and I should like to test the gentleman's information. 


allow me, whether he knows that this Mahone lot has ever been 
offered to this Congress? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not know. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Does not the gentleman know that it has 
not been offered to this Congress? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I know the o-_ information is that it 
has been offered, as was stated by some gentleman a moment 
ago, for $242,000. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Does not the gentleman know that that 
offer was made in a former Congress, and that it has not been 
made to this Congress, and that the parties who have, I may 
say, the control of it, who represent it, desire to have it con- 
demned, and do not want itto go for the price for which it was 
offered in the former Congress, but expect to get more? Is not 
another thing true, that the gentleman is mistaken in saying 
that that lot is only three squares north of the lot proposed to 
be provided by this bill? 

Mr. BURROWS. Three squares north of the present Print- 
ing Office. 

r. MILLIKEN. Three squares north of the present Print- 
ing Office and between five and six squares north of the site pro- 
posed by this bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, are you asking me a question? 

Mr.MILLIKEN. [would like to have the gentlemen’s opinion, 
if he hasany. If he has none, I do not want to pump a dry well. 

Mr. CANNON Of Illinois. Let me ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion, so that he can answer both at the same time. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, as to the lot known as the 
Mahone site, the southwest corner of it is at the intersection of 
L with North Capitol street. The northeast corner of the pres- 
ent site is at the intersection of H and North Capitol street. 
That places them three blocks apart. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. H,I, J, &, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is no J. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I knew you had left out something there. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I did not; but Washington did. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, as the gentleman from 
Maine, who is a member of the committee, made some inquiry 
of the gentleman from [owa as to whether he knew certain 
things, I would like to ask the gentleman if he is not aware of 
the fact—having made a statement that the Mahone proposition 
was not before Congress—that a bill has passed the Senate for 
the purchase of the Mahone lot at $250,000, and that the reason 
why it is not here is simply because of a motion to reconsider, 
and it is hung up in that way. Are you aware of that fact? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I know all that; and I know at the same 
time the further fact that it does not mean that the Senate will 
be able to get it at that price. It is easy enough to introduce a 
bill and pass it through the House stating that it will give $5 
for my friend’s house, but that is no reason why he should ac- 
= that —_. 

r. BURROWS. Then you have passed the bill in opposi- 
tion to those interested. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Itdepends upon whom the gentleman thinks 
= a I agree that he knows more about that subject 

an I do. 

Mr. BURROWS. Does the gentleman intimate that I am 
interested? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Oh, no; I would not do that. 

Mr. GROUT. I wish toask the gentleman from Iowa with 
reference to the character of this ground, whether it is natural 
ground and not filled? 

Mr. HEPBURN. 1am simply oe from the appearance 
of the ground as I have seen te. do not know whether it is 
iilled or not. I can not tell that; but I heard the statement 
made here on the floor, as the gentleman may have heard, that 
ere ground. I have no knowledge of my own as to 

at. 

Mr. GROUT. Does not the gentleman understand that there 
_ . certain large sewer that passes through one portion of this 

ot? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, I understand that. 

Mr.GROUT. And the ground over that sower is in a meas- 
ure filled . 
ines but, M Gishonan’ t angtese a very ber of this 

ere; r. , I supz ° member 
House desires—— 

Mr. BURROWS. If the gentleman will permit me, I desire 
= Derma . statement in answer to oo ee from Nay orgs 

ve, of course, no personal knowledge e matter, 
see that Senator MANDERSON Sey it is not es 
os ide to a Senator) in discussing subject, king of th 


There are advantages connected with the south haif of lot 673, It is not 
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made ground. It would undoubtedly afford agood foundation for this build- 
ing, and that is not too far removed from the Departments and the Capitol. 


Mr. GROUT. But it has this ditch through it. 

Mr. BURROWS. Itis not made ground. Ofcourse the old 
Tiber runs through there. 

Mr. HEPBURN. One consideration that ought to animate 
members is this, Mr. Chairman: there is already, as I under- 
stand, a bill passed the Senate providing for the erection of this 
building. Now, the difficulty and the delay has occurred be- 
cause of the disagreements between the committees of the two 
Houses. These disagreements have been of such a serious char- 
acter and so long continued that I think a joint committee has 
been raised by one or more Congresses for the purpose of secur- 
ing a proper site. And yet we find now that the Senate has 
made one proposition that, so far as they were concerned, was 
enacted into a law, and is oy now suspended, perhaps, by a 
motion for reconsideration, while the House portion of tae com- 
mittee has brought in an entirely different proposition. We 
ought to agree to something. 

In the mean time every one says that delays are perilous; ev- 
ery one says that the present accommodations are entirely in- 
sufficient; thatthe building is insecure; that itdoes notmeet the 
demands either of safety or of convenience, and yet we are now, so 
far asthe propositions of our committee are concerned, no nearer 
toan agreement than years ago when the subject first began to be 
agitated. Now, somebody has got to recede from some of these 
preconceived notions. We have got to adopt the propositions 
of the Senate or they must adopt ours. Weknow what they have 
done. We know that we can agree to their propositions. We 
know that we can secure legislation. We know that we can end 
this matter. Then why isit not better to do that than to ad- 
here to the determination which our committee has made and 
throw the whole matter again into chaos? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I will say to the gentleman that the Sen- 
ate has not passed any bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have stated the facts with regard to that 
matter; that they passed a bill, but that it has been suspended 
by a motion to reconsider. Now, Mr. Chairman, I am in favor 
of action. Iam not particularly wedded to any special site. I 
do not care whether it is the Mahone site, or the baseball site, 
or the one that is now under consideration, provided any assur- 
ance can be given that something will be done; but I do not 
want the building of this Printing Office to be a shuttlecock be- 
tween the two Houses for another ten years; and I think that 
now, while it is within our power to come to an agreement, this 
committee ought to recommend it, and that we ought to take 
decided and positive action at this time. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Liv- 
INGSTON] controls the time on one side. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I yield the gentleman fifteen minutes. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, I should feel derelict of duty if 
I did not add something to what has been said in favor of the 
foundational proposition that it is the duty of this House to leg- 
islate nem this measure in the directionof getting practical re- 
sults. hat is the best thing for us todo each member must 
decide for himself. Iam free to say that I do not like the site 
recommended by the committee as well as one other proposed; 
but I infinitely prefer that siteto nolegislatiou. For years past 
I have believed that the best site offered for this building is 
what is called the baseball park, but we have failed to get that. 
We may fail to get any of these sites, but we ought not to fail to 
legislate on this subject; and if we do, we shall be held to a very 
severe account by our constituents. 

Should such a disaster occur as we are told by those who are 
well informed is liable to occurat any time on account of the un- 
suitableness and weakness of the present building we could not 
be held guiltless. There is not a gentleman within the sound 
of my voice but will concede that there ought to be legislation 
upon this question. Whether you adopt the view entertained 
by the distinguished Senator from my State, Mr. VEsT, and 
proceed to condemn the balance of the block upon which the 
present Printing Office stands and build your structure there, 
or take the site Pre by the joint committee, the site pro- 
posed in this bill, the baseball ground, the Mahone lot, or any 
other site within a reasonable distance of this Capitol and situ- 
ated so as to afford a proper foundation for such a structure, it 
makes no difference, but I say it is our duty to select some site 

d proceed to construct a building fit for the purposes of the 

ting Office, so that our employés in that department of the 
service of the Government may have a suitable and safe place 
in which to work. 

Some gentlemen here prefer one of these propositions and 
some another, but let us not talk all the days of our lives ina 
general way about our duty in this matter, because as to that 
we all agree, that it is our duty to legislate promptly upon this 
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subject. Let us take up this question in tangible form and voto 
upon one proposition,and then upon another, by amendment 
after amendment, until we get a measure that meets the views 
of this body, and when that is done let us give it the sanction 
of our vote here. If the Senate agrees with us, all right. If 
not, then it will be time enough to talk about adopting a propo- 
sition simply because the Senate has expressed a preference 
fot it. 

For one, I feel no assurance that the action of the Senate in 
favor of the Mahone lot is the best evidence that that is the best 
site. I would prefer the decision made by the joint committee 
appointed to investigate thoroughly this question, and to decide 
it, orof our presentcommittee presenting thisbill; but, I repeat, 
it is our duty to take up this subject, and, after fair discussion 
to let it be presented in some practical form, upon which a ma 
jority of us agree, then get the assent of the Senate, and pro 
ceed as fast as we can to construct a building fit for the use of 
our employés in the Government Printing Office. 

Mr, ABBOTT. Wr. Chairman, I am a member of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, but was absent at the 
time this bill was considered in the committee. I wish to say, 
however, that prior to the consideration of the bill by the com 
mittee I accompanied the joint committee of the two Houses in 
examining these biocks which are now under consideration by 
the House. Notwithstanding the fact that I was absent at the 
time this location wasselected, I notified the chairman and other 
members of the committee that I would concur in their report. 
On account of my absence I have not familiarized myself fully 
with all the facts in the case; but I wish to state for the benefit 
of the committee that the block known as the Mahone block is 
cut into two sections by the Tiber Creek. 

As the official map will show, that stream runsalmost directly 
through the center of this block. The block known as the base- 
ball grounds is also eut on the western part of it by thisstream. 
We are also informed by persons who havelived in Washington 
for many years that these blocks are made ground; that they 
wore formerly quagmires, and have been filled in year after yea 
until their level has been elevated above thatof the water which 
was percolating through them. We thought those sites wholly 
improper. We thought they were not atall suitable because of 
the great weight which must necessarily be placed in this build- 
ing, the large amount of machinery needed in the operations of 
the establishment. We believed that on those lots we could not 
get a safe and firm foundation. 

Mr. TRACEY. Willthe gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. ABBOTT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TRACEY. In regard to the condition of this land, I wish 
to ask the gentleman how it is that in the report made in the 
Fifty-first Congress the Architect of the Capitol, Mr. Clark, who 
still occupies that position, stated that he had carefully exam- 
ined this land; that test pits had been dug sufficient in number 
and depth to answer the purposes of exploration by any expert: 
and that he had no question that a perfectly secure foundation 
could be had without extraordinary or exceptional expense. 
That language refers to the baseball grounds. 

Mr. ABBOTT. If the gentleman will come over here I wil! 
show him the map, which I have now before me. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The accuracy of the statement 
which has been made in regard to the creek running through 
these two blocks has been disputed by the friends of both of 
them. It is claimed that as to the Mahone property this stream 
only crosses one corner and that it does not affect at all, as is 
testified by Mr. Clark, the Government architect, the lot known 
as the baseball grounds. Itis stated that some inexperienced 
or irresponsible engineer getting up the map which has been 
referred to ran Tiber Creek through the center of the lot, when 
as a matter of fact it did not pass through there. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Here isan official map of the city made many 
years ago and before Tiber Creek was converted into a sewer. 
If the gentleman will come here I will show him the map. 

Mr. HOPKINS of [llinois. I have examined that map; and 
that is my reason for making the statement I have just made. 
According to the map this stream runs through the center of the 
lot; but the accuracy of the map in that respect is disputed; and 
it is claimed that the stream passes through the lower end of the 
lot. Senator MANDERSON, in discussing this matter, favored this 
lot and used the language quoted by the gentleman from Mich- 
igan—that the foundation there might be made a good founda- 


.tion for a building of this kind. 


Mr. ABBOTT. I will say to the gentleman that I have no 
personal knowledge about this matter. I am simply repeating 
what has been said to me by persons who have lived in thiscity 
many years. They have told me that this ground has been ele- 
vated by dumping upon it the rubbish of the city or the suburbs, 
which has been hauled up there, filling the lot up to the extent 
of 5, 6, or 7 feet. 
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Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Has the gentleman read the evi- 
dence taken by this joint commission? 

Mr. ABBOTT. At what time? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois, In 1891. 

Mr. ABBOTT, No; I have not. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois, This question in respect to the 
baseball grounds was gone into pretty thoroughly. by the com- 
mission, the same charge being made then which is made now. 
And Gen. Meigs, architect for the Government, Mr. BURROWS, 
and many other gentlemen who have lived here many yearsand 
are thoroughly familiar with the subject disputed intoto the 
assumption now made here that there would be difficulty in ob- 
taining a good foundation. 

Mr, ABBOTT. Ihave no personal Knowledge of the facts. 
I rely a upon the information I have derived from old citi- 
zens of Washington who have lived in that vicinity for years 


st. 
wr the time this map was made the Tiber Creek was an open 
sewer, It has since been closed. But according to the map 
that sewer runs through the center of the Mahone lot. It also 
runs through the entire baseball ground, near North Capitol 
street, as shown by the map itself. We acted on this official in- 
formation, as well as on the information that we were able tode- 
rive from the older citizens here who are familiar with that 
part of the 3 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have reference entirely to the time 
when the joint committee was inspecting the various lots. Not 
being present at the time that the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds acted upon this matter, I did not at first feel 
authorized to speak upon the question. But having this infor- 
wation, I thought it due to the committee to say what I did. 

There was another consideration which induced the commit- 
tee to act as it did, and that was the fact that we should get an 
elevated location convenient to the Capitol, within one block or 
a block and a half beyond the north wing of the Capitol build- 
_— right near the depot, where, within 100 or 200 feet, aswitch 
might be thrown off from the railroad, and the raw material 
thereby delivered to the Printing Office, as well as the many 
thousand pounds of public documents that will be distributed 
from the building, which could be carried by convenient methods 
to the Departments either by the street cars or other means of 
transportation, While I at first contended that we ought to 
locate this building on the ee grounds west of what is known 
as the Botanical Gardens, I found upon examination that there 
was 89 much opposition not only on the part of the committee, 
but on the partof the inhabiiantsof the city, that the work would 
meet with such opposition, that I did not insist on the proposi- 
tion because of that fact. { felt it absolutely necessary that the 
building should be constructed for the benefit of the Govern- 
ment with as little delay as possible. 

Mr. BRYAN. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him 
for a question? Did you find that the people having property to 
sell were cppoat to building on Dyes und? 

Mr. ABBOTT. Yes, sir; I did, and ost everybody else. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question with his consent, or rather to make a suggestion. 

ir. ABBOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. On this point I shall be fair with my 
friend. He criticises the foundations of the Mahone lot and the 
baseball lot. Now, I want to know from my friend, or from the 
committee, if they know eee at all about the foundation 
under the D street lot that they propose to purchase? They ad- 
mit that it is gravel. Now, I wish to say that my experience 
with foundations under gravel lots points to the conclusion that 
they will not do to build on; and when you go down 26 feet in 
gradin you will then have to dig a subcellar, and I think in all 
probability you will find a soft, s foundation, which will 
not be as satisfactory as the other lots which have been men- 
tioned. What is your knowledge on that subject? 

Mr. ABBOTT. I scarcely know how to answer the question. 
Tam notfamiliar with the foundations of the earth about Wash- 
ington, but I believe the foundation is as good and substantial as 
the ground on which this great building has been erected. I[t 
is on the same plane. 

Mr. BLAIR. They hed to dig down 60 feet, I have been told, 
to lay the foundation of this building. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I was not aware of thatfact. I believe that 
foundation, however, is as as this; and if this foundation 
is not a good one perha’ at would not be either, but I have 
never heard com t of the foundation of this building. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I hope the gentleman from Texas will 
ann up this building we are now in they 

down 60 feet re they dared to a stone in place; and 
is very con us to a peapieaaniic If it was necessary 
to go down 60 feet and make an excavation of that character be- 
fore a stone was put up, what would it be over there after you 
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ne had to go down 26 feet for grading to reach the railway 
ne? 

ae BLAIR. Will the gentleman from Texas allow me a mo- 
ment 

Mr. ABBOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. This statement of fact just suggested by the 
gentleman from Georgia originates with me and I wish to give 
my authority for it. It was Mayor Emory, of this city, who 
constructed the foundation of the Capitol and who gave that in- 
formation. I do not know whether it applies to the entire 
foundation, but in some portions he told me they had to dig down 
60 feet to lay the bottom stone. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I know nothing on that subject. I never 
heard the statement made before, I would say. [ have always 
understood that on Capitol Hill there was a solid foundation, 
and all the way along through East Washington that the foun- 
dations were good and substantial. Whether my information 
is correct or not, I can not say; but this much I can state, from 
the information I have received from older citizens of the cit 
of Washington, that along on either side of the Tiber Croek 
there were wide marshes extending several hundred feet from 
the line of the creek. I believe that statement to be true. It 
comes from good authority. And these lots that these gentie- 
men are insisting upon are penetrated by this creek; the creek 
passed through them in fact. Now, beyond these facts | can 
not state further; but I wish to answer one proposition made by 
my friend from Georgia, that this lot would cost $300,000, whereas 
those to which he has referred could be purchased cheaper. The 
information that was given to the committee shows that within 
a period of four or five years that amount of money would be 
saved by having the location of the building contiguous tosome 
railroad, where they could receive, without the heavy expense 
of transporting it by the methodscommonly used for that purpose, 
all the materials which the Government Printing Office must 
necessarily procure. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I will suggest to the gentleman, with 
his permission, that a side track 175 yards long, from the base- 
ball ground, upon the same grade as the present track, will de- 
liver all the freight. 

Mr. ABBOTT. That may be true. I do not know how that 
is. Iam nota baseball player, and do not understand the game, 
and have not been out there, but I have been on this other lot. 
I know it is almost on a level with the ground. There is a 
slight inclination of the surface, and I do nat know anything 
about what it would cost to remove the earth or grade it down 
toalevel. My recollection of the ground is, however, that by 
following down. New Jersey avenue north you will strike this 
ground on a level with the street. It is only the west part of 
the block that is above — rangers, By my recollection. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, believing that the end it would be 
cheaper for the Government to locate this office where the mate- 
rial necessary for the carrying on of this great department of 
the Government could be delivered directly to and from the 
ears, Iam of the opinion that this is the site which should be 
selected. I did not consult with the committee at the time, but 
the whole — was submitted to me by members of the com- 
mittee and I fully concurred with them. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I yield twenty minutes, or so much time 
as - desires, to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARD- 
SON]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I did not 
intend to take a of the time of the committee in discussin 
this measure, and I should not do so now but for the fact that 
think it is imperatively necessary that something should be 
done by Congress in this matter. ere ought to be a new Gov- 
ernment Prin Office. The present office is not suitable, and 
in = ea wholly unsafe for the objects and purposes 
for which it is now being used. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have had occasion in my experience 
here in Congress to very carefully examine into this question of 
a location for anew Printing Office. As we all know, the matter 
has been before Congress for several sessions. During the last 
Congress the whole question was relegated by both Houses of 
Congress to the Committee on Priating, of which I was then, as 
I am now, a member. 

The Committee on Printing on the part of the House acted 
ilasly with the Senate committee, and, as this Committee on 

blic Buil and Grounds has done, we visited a large num- 
ber of sites that were offered to Congress. We made a report 
which I now hold in my hand, No. 2196 of the TFifty-second 
Co . That report was submitted to the House by — 
as rman of the Committee on Printing, after it had n 
submitted to the Senate by Mr. MANDERSON, who was chairman 
of the committee on the part of the Senate and chairman of the 
joint committee. 

I will take a moment to recur to the history of the efforte 
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that have been made in Congress to make this location for the 
new Office. 

In an appropriation bill passed in 1891, Congress appropriated 
$250,000 to purchase a new site for the new office. A commis- 
sion was appointed to make this purchase, and that commission 
corsisted of the Secretary of the Treasury (Mr. Windom), the 
Public Printer (Mr. Palmer), and the Architect of the Capitol, 
and they selected what is known and has been referred to here 
as the baseball site. As I remember the price, it was $242,000. 
After taking proof upon all the sites that were offered, they re- 
ported in favor of this location. Very soon thereafter a con- 
troversy arose as to whether or not the title could be made to 
this square, and it was ascertained, I believe, that the title at 
that time could not be made, and then it was charged that the 
foundations were imperfect, or that they would have to go so 
deep in order to get a solid foundation that it would make the 
building too expensive. 

For these reasons, and perhaps others, the Senate passed res- 
olutions suspending the appropriation of $250,000, which had 
been made by law, and stopped all efforts in the direction of the 
purchase of the baseball site. 

After that, at the beginning of the Fifty-second Congress, the 
whole matter, as I have stated. was relegated to the Joint Com- 
mittee on Printing of the two Houses. Now, after we had heard 
proof, after that committee had visited perhaps twenty or thirty 
different locations, we decided in favor of square numbered 713, 
which is shown in the report we then submitted. 

Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the present recommendation, 
because I think the price is too high to pay for the location. 
We have heard it stated here to-day by the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. HEPBURN], and perhaps others—and the gentleman 
from [lowa seems to have ground for his statement—that it 
would cost probably $480,000 to $500,000 to get ready to begin 
this work. Now, the Mahone site, which has been oifered, will 
cost, it is conceded, $250,000, and perhaps more. If 1 remem- 
ber correctly in the last Congress, when this matter was under 
consideration, the bill that was considered in the Senate pro- 
posed $250,000, and then an additional $30,000, ifI am not mis- 
taken, for the purpose of purchasing the Mahone site, makin 
$280,000 or $290,000 for that site. 

Mr. BLAIR. How large was it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The site is large enough. 
I do not remember the number of square feet in it. 

Mr. BLAIR. How does it compare with the baseball site? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is perhaps alittle larger 
than the baseball site, and a good deal larger than the site now 
under consideration recommended by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. The report which I have here shows 
the dimensions of the Mahone site. 

Mahone & Windsor offered 137,692? square feet at $1.30 per 
square foot, or the entire south half of the square, containing 
213,722 square feet, at $1.35 per square foot, or the sum of $288,- 
692.20. I thought I was not mistaken in my recollection as to 
the price of the Mahone property. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Does not my friend think that the prop- 
erty that he had spoken of as the Mahone lot is so far out that 
it ought to be bought by the acre, instead of the square foot? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I wiil not stop to answer 
that question Ido not think you can buy it by the acre. Iam 
speaking to you of that lot which would cost $283,000. The Com- 
mittee on Printing (and I refer to that as a member of that 
committee) gave the matter much consideration and attention, 
and believed that site ought not to be purchased. One of the 
reasons for that was because there was a faulty foundation there. 

I know that it is contended that Tiber Creek does not run 
through the center of that site. It runs through a portion of 
it; and I think it affects that site more or less, too. I know it 
affects the baseball-ground site. We concluded that inasmuch 
as these two sites cost so much, and inasmuch as the foundation 
was disputed, and inasmuch as the sits which is now offered cost so 
much, we thought we would select some other site or square; and 
£0 we selected Square No. 713. Now, that square, Mr. Chair- 
man, is located on the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad at the cross- 
ing of K street. The present building is on H street and North 
Capitol. The square we recommended is where the Baltimore 
and Ohio Railroad crosses K street, two blocks farther than the 

resent location, very nearly the same distance as the Mahone 
‘ot, and possibly one block nearer the Capitol. 

The Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, as you know, runs to First 
street from North Capitol east, and the crossing of K on the 
Baltimore and Ohiois the site. Now, the line first leaves the 
depot, then it comes to First street, and where it crosses K 
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street is the location of this lot which the Joint Committee 
Printing unanimously recommended in the last Congress. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Is that northeast [indicating }? 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No; the place is north- 
east; I am not pointing in the right direction. It is only two 
blocks from the site of the present building. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
another question? 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 


on 


Certainly 


Mr. MILLIKEN. By what publicconveyance would you reach 
that lot ifyou were going from the Cupitol now? What car line 
would you use? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is no car line that 
runs immediately there now. Nor is there any car line running 


to the Mzhone lot, or one by which yoy can get to the present 
Printing Office unless you go down by the Avenue and up Sev- 
enth street to New York avenue, and thence to the Government 
Printing Office. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Let me ask my friend, further, how you 
would get from the Capitol to either of these lots by public con- 
veyance? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. You would have 
from here to H street, which is about six or seven block: 
site. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. How would you get from here to H street? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. You would have to walk, 
unless you got a horse and carriage. How would you get to the 
present Government Printing Office? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. You would have to go around Cape 
{laughter} by some private conveyance or walk. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Thereisno street 
to the present building from here. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I simply wanted to ask the gentleman to 
explain to the House the convenience of its locality to the mem 
bers of the House and to people who want to go to the site 
refers to in order to transact business. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
running to that square. 

Mr. HEARD. Will my friend permit me? I want to ca!] the 
attention of my friend from Tennessee to the fact that the last 
Congress granted an amendment to the charter of the Ecking- 
ton Railroad under which they proposed to run up North Capi- 
tol street in the direction of which he speaks. That company is 
now engaged in putting in its tracks in its other extension. 
Whether it is on that or not I donot know. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There will be no difliculty 
about street railroads if we locate the Printing Office at this 
point or any other. If you go to the room of the Committee On 
the District of Columbia you will find the pigeon holes full of 
applications for charters for street railroads. There will be no 
difficulty about street railroads running to the Printing Office. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If my friend will permit me to interrupt 
him, I desire to say you can not get at the present Printing Of- 
fice without going away around, and you can not get at the site 
the gentleman advocates—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Ido notadvocate any site. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Iam talking about the site that the gentle- 
man is discussing, where the Baltimore and Ohio crosses K 
street. You can not get to that site by street car. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Lam notadvocating any par- 
ticular site, but I want to put all the facts before the committee. 
Now, it is proposed to remove the tracks of the Baltimore and 
Ohio Railroad from Firststreet. I do not know that it willever 
be done, but there is a proposition pending looking to that end. 
They propose to run it up Delaware avenue. Now, Delaware 
avenue runs northeast from this place and right up towards the 
site that lam speakingof. Thelot that I speak of is located on 
K street. It runs on the weston First street. It is bounded on 
east by Delaware avenue and on the north by L street. 

That makes the square one block nearer than the Mahone 
square and about two blocks farther away than the present 
Printing Office. Ifthe line of the railroad is changed from First 
street, which is on the west of this property, it will be located 
on Delaware avenue, just cast of the property, and in any event 
this site will be close to the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad. 

Now, the point that I want to emphasize is the diffe ence in 
price between this property and the site under discussion. I 


c 
! 


to go 


tothat 


Horn 


ear line 


ic 


There is no Street railroad 


am fora new printing office. [want the present site, the one 
now pending, if we can not getany other, butI want the cheapest 


site thatis available and suitable for the purpose. I do not want 
togo outof town. I want to stay near enough to this building, 
and as near as possible to the present location of the Govern- 
ment Printing Office. 

There are hundreds, and perhaps thousands, of employés in 
that office who have purchased little homes in the neighbor- 
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hood contiguous to the present Printing Office, and I would not 
bo willing to go away from there to the oppositeside of the town 
to get a site for a new printing office ess the inducements 
were very great, because to do so would certainly cause great 
discomfort and inconvenience to the people who have veen at 
work there for many years, who have purchased homes, and 
who are likely to continue to work there for years to come. 
But, laying that consideration aside, and looking alone to the 
public good, our committee, meni thirty or forty sites offered 
to them, felt constrained to report in favor of the one I am now 
describing. Why? In the first place the foundation is good. 
The soil isclay. In the next place, it is immediately on the Bal- 
timore and Ohio Railroad, near enough to this Capitol; and in 
the next place the cost of it is about one-third of the cost of the 
site recommended by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. How much land does this contain? Here is a plat of 
it taclnding the whole square between K and L streetsand First 
street and Delaware avenue, embracing, as I have said, the en- 
tire square and containing 106,000 square feet, without any refer- 
ence to the parking or to the alleys. 

Mr. STALLINGS. How far is it from the railroad? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, It is immediately on the 
railiroad. You can step right off the railroad on to this ground. 
[have stated how itis situated. It lies just eight blocks from this 
Capitol, on the east side of the Metropolitan Branch of the Bal- 
timore and Ohio Railroad. It fronts 4014 feet on L street, 113 
feet ou K street, 336 feet on Delaware avenue, and 323 feet on 
First street. Inclusive of alleyways it contains 115,000 square 
feet, so that when you include the alleys in the square you will 
have 115,000 square feet. Then, by poleeieg the parking on K 
and L streets to the width of the parking on First street, you 
gain 16,676 square feet of ground, making a total of 132,000 square 
feet ups which you can construct your building. That is an 
area of a little over 3 acres. 

By making your building six stories high, as is proposed, you 
will have 18 acres of floor room for your Government Printing 
Office. The parking on two sides can be reduced to a uniform 
width of 25 feet, which would seem to be ample for sidewalk 
facilities, and then there would be a total area for building pur- 

s of more than 150,000 feet. Now, what is this property of- 
ered for? It is offered at the rate of 71 cents a foot for the 
150,000 square feet. For the 106,000 square feet that alone be- 
longs to the persons who own it, they ask a dollara foot. In 
other words, the round sum of $106,000 makesthe purchase. That 
is all this site will cost. It will cost —-—, anyth to pre- 
pare the foundation. You will have 150, square feet upon 
which to construct your mene ree will have 25 feet outside 
of that for parking purposes in ition to the streets, and by 
making your building six stories high, ary can have 18 acres of 
floor space, all at a cost for ground of $106,000. 

Now, lam notwedded to thissite. I donotknow thatit has been 
offered at this time, though I have been informed within an hour 
by a gentleman here that it was offered to the committee. Ido 
not know whether the committeeconsidereditornot. But, Mr. 
Chairman, inasmuch as in the last Congress, after most careful 
and painstaking consideration of the matter, our committee unan- 
imously agreed that this was the site that ought to be purchased, 
T felt that [ ought to say this much on the subject to-day. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I will say to my friend that that site was 
offered, and that the joint committee visited it and examined it 
carefully and were unanimously opposed to it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, the gentleman says 
they were unanimously opposed to it. On the other hand, our 
committee were unanimously opposed to the site which this 
committee recommends, so that honors are . We were op- 
posed to it because it was to cost from $300,000 to $500,000 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Did you have this site before your com- 
mittee? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Oh yes, it was before us. 
I can not say whether it was ee es or not; [ have 
not refreshed my memory on that t, but it was before us. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I do not find it included amcng the sites 
mentioned in your report. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then perhaps it was not 
offered formally, but I know that it was brought to the atten- 


tion of the committee by a gentleman who said that it could be 
had if the committee would consider it at the price, but it was 
to cost so much that the committee did not se entertain 
the proposition to buy it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will close as I began, by saying that I 
am in favor of immediate action in this matter. e ought to 
make a purchase, so far as the House can make it, to-day. Iam 
not sure but that the best now to be done would be to con- 
demn p t to the present Printing Office and 


spend right there the money we have to spend. I mightshow— 
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I believe { could show—that is the best and cheapest policy for 
the Government to-day. 

Mr. BLAIR. May i ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. Why would it not be a good idea to authorize 
the condemnation of such property as may be found to be most 
suitable—not proposing er, the condemnation of the prop- 
erty adjoining the present bu ding, but extending the power of 
condemnation to any of these lots that may be deemed eligible? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. To merely authorize the 
condemnation would not do, unless we should authorize some- 
body to make choice of the piece of property to be condemned. 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly; the same committee could do that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. They have told you what 
Op would do. 

r. BLAIR. But these committees seem to conflict. There 
have been two committees of the Senate and two of the House; 
and we do not seem to be making any progress toward an agree- 
ment. I am a friend of Gen. Mahone, and he is a friend of mine. 
I asked him on one occasion to show me these lots of his. I 
looked them over, and I thought that property much the best lot 
for that pangeen that had been brought to my attention. 

Here we have in this House a body of gentlemen who can 
form no more idea of these localities from the descriptions pre- 
sented here than a man can formof the appearance of the moon 
from astronomical descriptions. I suggest that between now 
and to-morrow morning, when this subject will come up again 
for discussion, 60 many of the members of the House as can do 
80, go and look at these different properties, and form their 
opinions in that way. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think the suggestions 
of the gentleman from New Hampshire point in the right direc- 
tion; but I do not believe they are in all respects practicable. | 
— whether Congress ean buy a site for a Public Printing 

ce—— 

A MEMBER. What do we have a committee for? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, you pay no atten- 
tion to the recommendations of a committee when you have one. 
Here was a unanimous report ina the last Congress in favor of a 
—— site. That did not materialize. You did not act upon 


t. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Did youever get that report before the 
House, or did the House ever consider it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. We did not get it before 
the House, becauseof the actionintheSenate. Wesaw nouse in 
bringing it here when the Se..ate had taken adverse action. 

I doubt very much, Mr. Chairman, whether it is the proper 
course for Congress to undertake to buy any of these sites. If 
I were to make a suggestion, I would suggest that Congress pass 
a joint resolution or a law authorizing the appointment of a com- 
mission to consist, if you please, of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, the Public Printer, and the Architect of the Capitol. I do 
not care who the officers might be, except that they should be 
men of integrity of character, men who have an honorable rep- 
utation to sustain; and I would authorize them to make the pur- 
chase of a site for the Government Printing Office, and then let 
the work proceed. Aslong as committees bring in,reports here, 
and as long as there are real-estate agents earnestly urging dif- 
ferent sites upon us, and offering all sorts of arguments as to 
why this site or the other is the most eligible, it will be almost 
impossible for the two Houses to agree. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Why isit proposed that the Government 
buy a site at all, when it se much land as it now has? For 
instance, why would not the lanidl between the Botanical Garden 
and the Pennsylvania Railroad, with astreet on each side of it— 
why would not that portion of the Mall be a suitable place for 
the Government Prin Office? 

Mr. eee . eee eee — ms Saeeeeee - 
reply to the s r will say this: ave al- 
oe intimated that Iw not favor the location of a new 
Printing Office in a portion of this town remote from the present 
site. It may be that the reasons I have suggested are not strong 
in the minds of other gentlemen, but they are sufficient to con- 
trol me. There are employés in that office who have been there 
ten, fifteen, and twenty years, who have made their little homes 
in the neighborhood of the present site; and that, it strikes me, 
is one reason why there should not be a very decided change in 
the location. 

Mr. 7 Does the gentleman think that isa good 


reason 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is areason which has in- 
fluence with me, whatever ne gentlemen may give it. 
There are reasons which have advanced here, and which I 
will not undertake to ee eee 
city for this building. not be willing, with my knowl- 
edge and experience in Printing Office matters, to locate this 
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Printing Office down in the swampsof the Potomac. I do not be- 
lieve we ought to do it. This building must be open day and 
night—— 

Nr. WEADOCK. If the location I have spoken of 
‘‘swamp,” it is not fit for a park. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. My friend knows itisa 
swamp. It is the land down there by the Potomac flats that the 
gentleman speaks of. 

Mr. WEADOCK. I have suggested what I consider a good 
place for this building. You have a railroad on one side, two 
undesirable streets on the other sides; and it seems to me avery 
proper place for a manufacturing institution such as the Print- 
ing Office. 

Mr. RICHARDSON ofTennessee. There isnorailroad there. 

Mr. WEADOCK. The Pennsylvania Railroad is right along- 
side. I refer to the property opposite to the Fish Commission. 
You have a railroad there—you are right alongside of the rail- 
road. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I did not catch the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman at first as to the location. If he pro- 
poses to put the building at the point I now understand, of course 
the difficulty would not arise; but it would take a very popular 

ark and set it apart for this purpose—for a Printing Office. So 
aras I am concerned, however, I do not object materially to 
that. It establishes the office in a different portion of the town 
from where it is now-located, and the location the gentleman 
suggests is not a location fit for residences. Hundreds of these 
employés ought to live, if possible, very near the publie Print- 
ing Office. Itismuch more convenient for them todoso. They 
are employed day and night, many of them being women. It is 
desirable for them to live, if they can,in the immediate vicinity 
of where they work. 

But I have taken a great deal more time than I intended. I 
am wedded to no particular site. I want something done to re- 
lieve the present. Printing Office, and I believe the site I have 
suggested is as good, I will say, as any that have been offered, 
and this site can be purchased for $106,000. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Before the gentleman yields the floor I would 
like to ask him one question: If it is not true that for several 
blocks in the neighborhood of the site that was selected by the 
commission, to which he refers, the streets are unpaved, and 
that to-day it is almost impossible to walk through them on ac- 
count of the mud? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not know about that. 
My impression is that K streetisconcreted up to North Capitol 
street. It is not after you cross First street going east, which 
would be alongside of the proposed new site, but I think it is 
eoncreted up the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. How many feet are in the proposed site? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have just stated 150,000 
square feet, by using a portion of the parking. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. And without the parking, how much? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
two thousand. 

Mr. EVERETT. That is, then, a littlelarger than the site 
proposed by the pending bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
contains 3 acres, or a little over—— 

Mr. STALLINGS. How far is that from the Capitol? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Exactly eight blocks. 

Mr. STALLINGS. How many yards would that be? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I can not tell the gentle- 
man the distance in yards. 

Mr. STALLINGS. It is nearly a mile, is it not? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, I can teil the gen- 
tleman better, perhaps, in this way: It is two blocks farther 
than the present site of the Government Printing Office; one 
block nearer the Capitol than the Mahone site, and probably 
two blocks beyond the baseball grounds. 

Mr. STALLINGS. In all, eight blocks from the Capitol? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. If the gentleman from Tennessee will 
permit me to state, the joint committee, in gcing the rounds 
examining these different sites, visited this particular one, of 
which he speaks, and found the streets all around it in bad con- 
dition. There were muddy, unpaved streets around each side 
of the lot, which was‘simply a mud hole. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, my friend from Tennessee 
thinks that we should appoint a commission to buy a lot for the 

ublic Printing Office, because Congressisnot capable of doing 
qt for itself, and also because Congress has been importuned to 
ae sites here and there. And he isright about that. It 
true that the representatives of the different localities which 
have been offered to the Government do importune members, I 
have no doubt, in connection with such matters. All that the 
gentleman can say about the importunings of parties interested 
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in selling their property to the Government is trae, and even 
more than true; and that is one of the reasons way, in the re- 
marks I had the honor to make a few moments ago, | favored 
some system tobe adopted by the Congress to buy publie grounds, 
not only for the Printing Office, butfor public buildings that we 
shall be obliged to erect in this city in the course of the next 
twenty-five years. 

But the same trouble will lie with the commission that. may be 
alleged when Congress undertakes to act for itself in such mat 
ters, or the same trouble that now lies with the 


committees of 


Congress.’ The gontleman says we should choose » commission 
composed of men of integrity and men who have reputations at 
stake. I desire to know if the gentleman would insinuate for a 
moment that such men can not be found in the two Houses of 


Congress; and if any more reliance is to be placed upon a 
mission, which the House may raise of menoutside of Congre 
whether they be from the Departments or elsewhere, than can 
be placed on the men who are chosen from this House und the 
Senate for the very purpose of investigating these matters? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
me a moment? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I may not have made my- 
self clearly understood. I did not mean to say that Congress 
could not be trusted, or that the committees of Congress could 
not be trusted in such matters. But whatI did mean was that 
in my judgment, the power ought to be lodged somewhere to 
make purchases of such property, and not keep it before the two 
Houses of Congress indetinitely. I would be perfectly willing 
to say that the Committeo on Public Buildings and Grounds 
should be authorized to make the purchase, but [ would not want 
to have them come back to Congress and ask for our ratification. 
I would rather see, however, a commission appointed, charged 
with the responsibility of making the purchase, taking the deeds, 
and closing the deal. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, now, Mr. Chairman, I do not doubt 
either the sincerity or the patriotism of the purposesof my [friend 
from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON], If I was put upon the stand 
to swear upon that subject, | should do it upon general princi- 
ples, because [ believe he is always sincere. 

But if my friend recollects what oceurred at the time when 
the commission was appointed to buy the lot to which he hasre- 
ferred, the baseball grounds, he knows that even that commis- 
sion, with all the wisdom which it had, purchased a lot to which 
it was afterwards found there could be no title settled, and he 
knows also, I think, that that commission was as much badgered 
by outside parties, and outside considerations were as much en- 
forced upon it, and it was as actively and persistently impor- 
tuned as any committee of Congress could be. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, Mr. Chairman, will my 
friend yield for a question? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Certainly; I always yield to the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Does the gentleman mean 
to say that it was because they could not get a good title to the 
baseball property, that the agreement made by that commission 
was not carried out? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I have heard it stated here to-day. 
investigated it for myself. 
the House to-day. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will the gentleman deny 
that the Government has the power to condemn it, and acquire 
the title no matter who owned it? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I would not deny it, because it is a fact, and 
Inever deny facts. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then it could not have 

been because they could not get title to it? 
Mr. MILLIKEN. The statement has been made on the floor 
| here to-day and notdenied, that a good title could not be got with- 
| out condemnation. Iam not responsible for the statement, but 
I notice it has not been denied. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The reason was because 
real estate agents got in here and satisfied Congress in some way 
that the purchase should not be made. 


Willthe gentleman allow 





[never 
It has been stated upon the floor of 





Mr. MILLIKEN. My friend has argued the whole case for 
me. He says the real estate agents got in and the purchase 
could not be completed even by his committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No; not our committee. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. And now he wants another committee ap- 
oo upon which no real estate agents can get in their work. 

will say to my friend that he will be fit to be dictator, and I 
will give up to him all my voting rights when he can appoint 
any commission upen which the real estate agents in Washing- 
ton will not get in their work. The truth is you can not appoint 
any commission that is so well able to cope with this question 
as the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of the House 
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and Senate. for the reason that they have had experience with 
this question ever since they have been on that committee. 
They have had experience with these fellows who come to force 
their propositions upon Congress. They know whoa good many 
of themare. Most of the members of thatcommittee have been 
in Congress longer than the members of a commission that you 
would appoint have been in public life, or have been residents 
of Washington, and they are Letter capable of taking this ques- 
tion in hand and to handle it with wisdom than any other per- 
sons you can appoint. 

I would never consent to have this House raise a commission 
to purchase public property in the city of Washington for public 
buildings on the ground that the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds on the part of the Senate and House are not 
capable of doing it as wisely and well as anybody else can do it. 
But no matter who has the question to determine, these fellows 
will fiock around. You might as well throw honey down before 
a beehive and not expect the bees to gather upon it. 

Now, one word more. I heard the question asked here to- 
day where the money iscoming from to pay fora lot upon which 
to place a public building, and with which to build the building 
after the lot is purchased. I do not know that I am astonished 
to hear that question asked, but it ought not to be asked. 

This Government is not poor. We are having hard times just 
now for a certain reason; but when a man throws away his re- 
sources, when he casts his income into the sea, and pleads pov- 
erty as an excuse for not providing his family with the neces- 
sarics and comforts of life, he is wrong. 

You gentlemen upon the other side—and I say thisseriously, 
and I want to get it as far away from being politically said as | 
can-—-you propose to-day to throw away $30,000,000 of revenue 
upon wool alone, and then turn around and ask where shall we 
get $1,200,000 to provide the Government of the United States 
with a building for 3,000 employés who are now compelled to 
work in a building that has been condemned time and again, 
and who are liable any day to be crushed under its ruins, as the 
Government employ¢és were crushed under the ruins of Ford’s 
Theater. Let us not throw away our revenues so long as we so 
sorely need them for purposes which if the Government were 
a wise individual it would not fail at once to provide for. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If _ friend will permit me, I will state—— 

Mr. MILLIKEN. 1 will permit my friend, because he always 
permits me, 

Mr.McMILLIN. Wepropose tosupplement the sacrifice that 
is made now for the benefit of cheaper clothing by putting on 
$3,000,000 in the shape ofincome tax. In thiscaseare you will- 
ing to help us? 

r. MILLIKEN. I would if the ates would not puta 
tax on sugar, which goes into the living of every poor man, 
woman, and child in thiscountry. ay 1 pe ome onthe Republican 
side.} But my friend is only infavor of cheaper clothing, which 
does not help the manufacturers in his district, but he is not in 
favor of cheap sugar. Everybody uses sugar. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman seems to forget that this 
House passed a billrepealing the half-cent-a-pound tax you gave 
to the sugar trust by the McKinley bill, and we gave free sugar 
to the country. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, With the expectation,and an expectation, 
too, not unfounded, that the gentleman’s friends in the Senate 
would put an amendment on the Wilson bill taxing sugar; and 
me will vote for it when it comes to the House. [Applause on 
he Republican | 

Mr. McMILEIN,. If your people do not help them it can not 
be done. * 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If the gentleman—— 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It was not expected, nor is it hoped, nor is 
it desired; but with the help of your party you may be able to 
force it. [Applause on the Democratic side.] You have not a 
solitary man on your side that is not ready to do so. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I want to ask my friend, inasmuch as I 
have the floor—as he always permits me to ask him a question— 
if that tariff bill comes back to this House with a sugar tax 
upon it, will you vote for it? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I have favored a tax on incomes instead of 
sugar; and we took that action here, and passed a bill which I 
think ought to become law. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Ido not want to know what my friend has 
been in favor of. I ask him the direct question: Will you vote 
against that tariff bill with the sugar tax in it? 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman favors getting a bill that 
leaves a high tax on everything. [Laughter on the Repub- 
lican side.} And, if you force that upon the country and compel 
us to take a high tax on everyth ng. or a high tax on one 
thing, we may be forced to accept a bill containing some taxes 
which ought not to be imposed. We will struggle for the best 
bill it is possible tomake. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. May I ask the gentleman from Maine a 
question? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Let me answer this question. 

Mr. Chairman, confession is said to be good for the soul. I 
knew that if I gotan answer from my friend from Tennessee that 
he would confess before I got through with him. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. May 1 ask the gentleman from Maine 
this question: If this bill comes back and we take off the dut; 
on sugar, will he vote for the bill with the income tax upon it: 
[Cries of ** No!” on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I will not vote for any bill—— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That the Democratic party makes. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Unless the Democratic purty is wiser than 
usual. [Laughter on the Republican side.] I wiil not vote for 
any bill that gives the employmentof the people of this country 
to the peogte of Great Britain and Europe. [Loud applause on 
the Republican side]. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is not ansanswer to my question. 
Answer my question. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman must not bulldoze me. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Oh, the bulldozing is on the other side. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, I will agree, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. If we vote the sugar tax out of the bill, 
will you vote for the bill with the income tax in it? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. He is satisfied with the present 
McKinley bill. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I will agree that my friend has ears large 
enough to hear, but he is too anxious to use his mouth to use 
his ears. I will say to the gentleman squarely that he can not 
escape my position at all. [am in favor of protecting Ameri- 
can labor by protecting all the industries which Americans work 
at so as to keep the people of this countryemployed. [Applause 
on the Republican side.| I wish to see them busy in the mill, 
busy in the workshop, busy on the farm, busy on the sea, busy 
in all the avocations of life, in the building up of our industries 
and achieving the wealth of the country, and not to see them 
stricken down here and forced into a Coxey movement. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Do you include in that the sugar trust? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I desire to ask the gentleman 
a question then. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. One at a time, and we will get through 
quicker. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. My question is this: You sav 
that your party has been in favor of taking the tax off sugar. 
How much tax did you put on it when you had the House, the 
Senate, and the President. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Our party put a tax upon sugar for the pur- 
pose of raising revenue to pay the debt which it cost to save the 
nation's life from some fellows who attempted to destroy it for 
four years. That is why we put a tax upon sugar, and nothing 
else. Anew on the Republican side. | 

Mr. TERRY. Chestnut! chestnut! 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Yes; you would like to have your party’s 
history a chestnut. It is a musty and a very nasty one. 

But let me say,when we got to a point where the revenue 
was not needed for that purpose, then we took off the tax from 
sugar in order to relieve the people in every section of the coun- 
try. That relief did not apply to the people of my State, cr to 
the people of New England, or to the people of the North, or of 
the West, or of the East, any more than it applied to the people 
in the State of my good-hearted, generous, and brave friend from 
Alabama. We were not sectional in taking the tax off sugar. 
And now I say to my friend that if he would be willing to pro- 
tect the industries by which the people of the North have been 
living, and living in prosperity, he would find the same pros- 
perity creeping down into his own section; he would find it de- 
veloping the hidden resources of that region; he would find it 
building up little villages all over his State; and he will find that 
it wool be a good dea! better in the end for him to attempt to 
lift his people up to our stage of prosperity as it existed two 
years ago, to try to pull us down by sending the money of 
our people across the Atlantic to pay for the products of foreign 
labor. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. ‘We want to build up the labor 
of our country by giving our people a market for their products. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Exactly; and are you not doing it magnifi- 
eently? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. We are not doing itatall. It 
is your laws, which close the markets of the world against 
American products, that are doing all the harm. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa 
question of order. I do not think we ought to debate the tariff 
here to-day. Let us get through with this printing bill. - 

Mr. TERRY. They debated it to some effect in Ohio some 


da b 
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Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes, and the Democrats won. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Iam glad thatthe gentleman is happy over 
that one little flea-bite. That question was debated also, I be- 
lieve, in Pennsylvania and in Rhode Island and in New York a 
short time ago. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I insist 
upon the point of order. The gentleman is not discussing the 
pending question. Let us have a Printing Office. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate in Committee of the Whole takes 
a wide range. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I think, Mr. Chairman, I am willing to 
leave this subject of the tariff when my good friend on the other 
side desires to leave and go to the question ofa Printing Office. 
If I were on his side I thinkI should be willing to go to the 
question of building a Printing Office, or building a hall of rec- 
ords, or almost anything else in the world rather than to dis- 
cuss this question of the tariff in view of the situation at this 
time and the presentshowing all over the country as aresult-— 

Mr. CAPEHART. Of the McKinley law. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MILLIKEN (continuing). Asa result of the foreshadow- 
ing of the policy of our friends on the other side. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to ask the gentleman who made 
the laws under which this idleness at present existing came 
about. {Groans on the Republican side.] 

Mr. ENLOE. You gentlemen on that side ought to groan 
when such a question is asked, because it is bound to hurt. 

Mr. HEPBURN. When you are fully ‘** grown”. you will not 
ask such questions. [{Laughter.] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I will try to answer the gentleman from 
Tennessee respectfully, because my friends on the other side are 
a good deal like the old lawyer’s jury; when he interviewed them 
all individually they agreed with him, but pretty soon they 
brought in a verdict against him, and he said, ‘*Gentlemen, 
personally you are first-rate fellows, but as a compact mass you 
are a setof scamps.” [Laughter.] From the time the Republi- 
can party enacted into law the tariff measure known as the Mc- 
Kinley bill down to the time when Grover Cleveland was elected 
‘President of the United States, this country was not only in a 
more flourishing condition than it had ever been before, but I 
think I can safely say, without exaggeration, that no people 
since the dawn of history had ever such a prospect of prosperity 
to iook forward toas this people had up to the day which pre- 
ceded that election of Mr. Cleveland. 

Now, I say to my friends—and I say it in all earnestness and 
not merely as a matter of partisan discussion—you elected your 
President upon the clean proposition that a tariff for revenue 
only was the only tariff tnat was constitutional, and thata tariff 
for protection was unconstitutional and robbery. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Will you tell us what the people said upon 
that subject? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Oh, I will tell the gentleman all he wants 
to know and a great deal more if he wiil just listen. You gen- 
tlemen raised your flag bearing that device, and every manu- 
facturer in this country, every man engaged in any form of pro- 
ductive industry, every man in the country, had a right to be- 
lieve that you meant what you said. Butif you meant what you 
said, you would have formulated no such tariff bill as the one 
you now have pending in the Senate, which is protection-for- 
revenue-only-free-trade, and everything mixed up together. 
[Laughter.] 

You would have framed a tariff for revenue only, and what 
would that have been? It would have put a duty upon sugar, it 
would have put a duty upon tea, it would have put a duty upon 
coffee, it would have put a duty upon all those articles which 
we do not produce in this country and which would yield the 
largest revenue with the smallest duty. That, you know, is 
what you promised the people todo. Now, suppose you have a 
manufacturing establishment situated in New England or New 
York, or anywhere else, say a woolen mill; it may have been 
accustomed to carry say $50,000 worth of wool; buying it of the 
farmers and paying from 22 cents to 30 cents a pound forit. A 
party comes into power who say that it is going to take the duty 
off wool. 

What are you going to do? Are you going to keep $50,000 
worthof woolonhand? Bynomeans. You aregoing to dispose 
of your noe as fast as you can and keep just as little on hand 
as possible while keeping your mill running. What does that 
mean? It means that you curtail your purchases of the farmers. 
That means that the farmer's market for the sale of his products 
is restricted. That means that the priceof his wooldrops. The 
menace of evil is often quite as effective in producing bad re- 
sults as the evilitself. Suppose you were a shipmaster and your 
barometer began to fall and you saw a little black cloud in the 
heavens. Would you keep your sails all up; would you have all 
your canvas fiving. and wait until the storm struck you before 
you take in sail? No, not if you were fit to run a vessel on the 


ocean. So if you are a business man, and a great party is elected 
to power, telling you in its platform that the fundamental prin- 
ciple of that party is that a tariff except for revenue is unconsti- 
tutional, is robbery. 

Suppose this party asseverates in that solemn way that it will 
take the protection off of the things you produce in your busi- 
ness. Are you going to wait until the blow is struck before you 
curtail your business? It is not human nature to do so; itis not 
wisdom; it is not what any business man or any sine man would 
do. When the party you gentlemen represent on the other 
side came into power you held out a menace in your platform to 
the great business-doing North, to the great industrial section 
of the country, that portion of the country where men oarn what 
they have in the sweat of their faces, in accordance with the 
mandate pronounced in the beginning. Prudentmen recognize 
this threat; they pull in their business; and whenone man pulls 
in another man pullsin. So, as the Scotch woman says, ‘‘ Many 
a mickle makes a muckle.” And thus there comes about this 
disaster which your policy has brought upon the country. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. | 

Iam not going to say that my friend and his party intended 
to bring about thisdistress. I am not going to say that they 
were unpatriotic. Iam going to say that your theory, no mat- 
ter how honestly you believe it, has cost my sectionof the coun- 
try more money—more loss in doliarsand cents—than the entire 
war cost through its whole four years. So far as my St it» is 
concerned, there is hardly an industry in it that you do not 
threaten with destruction in the Wilson bill. You put lumber 
on the free list, you put building stone on the free list, you put 
lime on the free list; you put ail the products that our farmers 
raise in direct competition with Canada either upon tho free 
list or at so low a duty that if our people produce them at all 
they must, in doing so, live in a mean, slatternly way, in hovels 
instead of houses, without the common comforts of life. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. What reduced the priceof land in Maine 
47 per cent in 1892-93; and what increased the farm mortgages 
116 per cent during the same years? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Does myfriend want an answer to that ques- 
tion? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. 
swer him. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I would like an answer. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. There is no man in this House whom I 
would like to instruct better than my friend from Georgia. At 
that time, my friend, under the Republican policy, the farmers 
of Maine, many of them, got so rich that they were not willing 
to live on their farms, but moved into the villages and the cities. 
They wanted to go where they could send their children to the 
best schools. 

So a mar of this class would sell out his farm to some young 
man who had not yet accumulated money enough to make the 
entire payment in cash, who would pay part down and put a 
mortgage on the farm for the balance. Thus those very mort- 
gages which my friend speaks of with so much readiness and 
unction, as if he took comfort in them, asif they were asweet 
morsel that he rolled under his tongue as an evidence of the 
poverty of my State, were in fact an evidence of its wealth. 

Now, let me tell my friend another thing. Inasmuch as he 
has referred to the poor farms of my State, if he will go into my 
country with me this summer—— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I said not a word about ‘* poor farms.” 
I asked why there was this reduction occurring so extensively 
in the value of farms there in 1892-’93. I did not speak of tho 
poorness of the land, but of the reduction in the value of the land. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. When the gentleman will show the fact, I 
will discuss with him the question of its cause; but until he does 
so I will not discuss it any further. The trouble with him is, 
he states what is only in his imagination. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Dol understand the gentleman to say 
that the people got so rich that they sold their land for less than 
it was worth? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. No; I did not say anything of the kind. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Let me say one thing further. And [am 
going to reply to my friend from Georgia. If there is any 
trouble in the North, where we come into competition with the 
farmers on the other side of the frontier—if the gentleman feels 
so badly as his remarks indicatein regard to the poor farmers— 
and no doubt he is weeping over them in his heart—I will ask 
him what this tariff bill which is supported by his party in the 
House and Senate does for those same farmers? You put all 
their products on the free list, or nearly so, by that bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Without exception. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. There never has been, Mr. Chairman, any 
legislation in this country since I have had any me'yory of such 


Whose legislation did that? 
If the gentleman will sit down, I will an- 
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matters, or since I have been able to read the history of legisla- 
tion, that has atruck so foul and deadly a blow at the farmers of 
the North as the so-called Wilson bill, now being kicked about 
in the Senate from Dan to Beersheba [laughter and applause 
on the Republican side]; a bill without principle, a bill that is 
without any kind of system or continuity, that is being log- 
rolled in order to get fellows enough to vote it through in some 
o—- or other. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Now will my friend allow me a 
moment? I agree with all the gentleman says so well, but I 
wish to ask him whether or not he takes any stock in the prop- 
osition that the Tiber Creek does not cross Mahone’s lot in such 
— as to make it unsuitable for building purposes? [Laughter 
and applause. 

Mr. MLLLIKEN. Now, Mr. Chairman, as to that question I 
wil! refer my friend for instruction to the classics. He will read 
something about the Tiber in Roman a 

Mr. ENLOE. Now, if the gentleman will yield to me fora 
question. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Maine 
this question: When temporary idleness has thrown so many 
thousands of people out of employment in this country, and they 
are now organizing in bodies and gangs to march on to Wash- 
gree for the purpose or in the hope of getting relief, if the 
thirty-three years of poner of which he speaks so highly 
have really done anything to make the laboring people inde- 
pendent citizens in this country? 

Mr, MILLIKEN. Let me say to the gentleman that thirty- 
three years of the best labor in the world will not build a house 
so strong but that one year’s destruction will tear it down, lev- 
eling it in ruinstothe ground. If the gentleman does not know 
it, let me tell him—and I think he doss know it, for everybody 
else does, and I give tim credit fora greatdeal of intelligence— 
thatat the time his party came into power this country was 
flourishing beyond precedent in its history, or, as I said before, 
of any other history. Everybody wasemployed. I say further, 
if the gentleman does not know it, I will tell him now that from 
the foundation of this Government down to the present time, in 
all of its history, notwithstanding all the prosperity which pre- 
ceded the advent of the Democratic party, there was never any- 
thing in the way of ruin and injury to the industries of this coun- 
try that can compare with the present. In the thirty-three 
years of prosperity that this omer ase under Republican rule 
there were no Coxey’s armios marching through the country. 
It was not a question whether a man could go to the soup house 
and get a meal or not, but the question was how high were the 

res that he could get. 
r. ENLOE. But the gentleman does not answer my question. 

Mr. MILLIKEN (continuing). And if the gentleman from 
Tennessee does not know that fact [amsorry for him; for every- 
body else knows it. That was the condition until his party got 
into power, nearly two years ago; and since then we have all 


been witnesses to the destructive effects that this had upon the | 


country. 

A a The great bulk of the labor never becomes in- 
dependent, In the nature of things it cannot. That is the an- 
swer to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. ENLOE. Butlask the gentleman from Maine why, i 
the protective tari? has lifted up and enriched labor, has 
wages, and has made thirty-three years of — in this 
country, how it is and why it is that aimostall over the country 
labor is now absolu dependent? 

Mr. MILLIKEN, t me to my friend from Tennessee 
that I have seen it estimated, but I do not know whether the 
estimate is correct or not, but it approximates it, that all the 
accumulations of mankind are but little more than the fruits of 
one year’s labor cf mankind; and you can not make men, by 
thirty yearsof labor or a hundred years of labor, so rich that the 

t masses of the people in this or any other country will not 
in two years of unfortunate government. 

Mr. SWANSON. The manufacturers do not seem to have 
suffered very much. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want to ask the gentleman a ques- 


n---— 
Mr. ENLOE. Thegentleman has notanswered my question yet. 
Mr. BANKHEAD, Will the gentleman yield for a motion that 
the commitice rise? B 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maine yield the 


floor? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I am importuned by my friend from Ala- 
bama, who has the bill in fame, ont ae See to be 
anxious about it, to yield. I yield for a motion that the 
committee rise, but I want to reserve my time. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 


sumed the chair, Mr. Bynum reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under con- 
sideration the bill H. R. 6483, had come to no resolution thereon. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a 
conference report. 

The SPEAKER, The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the ME ae votes of the two Houseson 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3740) to amend an acten- 
titled ‘An act regulating the sale of intoxicating liquors in the District of 
Columbia,” having met, after a full and free conference have agreed t« rec- 
ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments to the House bill, and a 
to same with the following amendment: Add to the end of the House bill, 
page 2, line 23, ‘‘And any person having taken such oath or affirmation, who 
shall knowingly and corruptly give false testimony to said board, or any 
member thereof, as to a material fact, shall be deemed guilty of perjury, 
and on conviction shall be punished by a fine of not more than , or by 

prisonment at hard labor for not more than two years, or both, at the 
discretion of the court.’’ 

Amend section 3 of the act, of Which the said House bill is amendatory, by 
adding thereto the following: “And said board shall appoint an assistant 
clerk at a salary not to exceed $1,000.” 

Amend section 15 of said act by striking out the words “of two reputable 
citizens of the District,” and inserting in lieu thereof the words “satisfac- 

to either of them.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same, 

J. E. COBB, 

E. E. MEREDITH, 

JOS. W. BABCOCK, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


CHAS. J. FAULKNER, 

EPPA HUNTON, 

hh. C. HANSBROUGH, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the statement of the 
House conferees. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. There is no statement accompanying 
the report. 

Mr. BURROWS. There ought to be a statement. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. It is the House bill just as it passed 
the House, with the exception of the Senate amendment in re- 
gard to ee for perjury. 

Mr. BURROWS. There ought to be a statement, such as is 
a for under the rules, so that we may know what the con- 

erees have done. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. — I should like to know from the 
gentleman wherein this bill asit isnow agreed upon differs from 
the bill which — the House some weeks ago? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. It does not disagree in a single par- 
ticular, except that the Senate put on a little amendment with . 
reference to the ishment for perjury. The House bill pro- 
vided a penal clause, if there was any false swearing before 
the board of excise. The Senate added to that what the pun- 
ishment for that false swearing should be, andalso provided for 
an assistant amney. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Did the House bill provide no penalty? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. It provided no penalty. 

Mr. BROSIUS. It created an offense without providing a 
penalty, did it? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. We have a general law upon those 
questions, but the Senate put in a specific provision. 

Mr. PICKLER. And now = have stricken out the provision 
which the Senate put into the bill, that hereafter barrooms might 
be licensed in hotels within the prohibited distance from a 
church or schoolhouse. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. We threw out the whole Senate bill 
and took the House bill just as you passed it, precisely, except 
that we agreed tothe Senate amendment providing for the pun- 
ishment of eat committed before the excise board. 

Mr. PICKLER. I think the House bill asit d the House 
was too liberal; but if this is substantially the House bill, as far 
as I am concerned I shall not object to the conference report. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. It is the House bill with the excep- 
tions I have stated. 

The conference report was to. 

On motion of Mr. COBB of Aiabama, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. SNODGRASS, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania, indefinitely, on account of 


sickness. 
“ee Mr. WILSON of Ohio, indefinitely, on account of sickness in 


To Mr. Hicks, for twodays, on account of important business, 

Mr. SICKLBS, for one week, on account of business. 

To Mr. Curtis of New York, indefinitely, on account of sick- 
ness. 

And then, on motion of Mr. BANKHEAD (at 5 o'clock and 14 
minutes p. m.), the House adjourned, 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. McETTRICK, from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported the bill (S. 882) grant- 
ing a pension to Frances Corse, widow of Gen. John M. Corse; 
which, with the accompany report (No. 838), was ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 





ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills were adversely re- 
ported and laid on the table, as follows: 
By Mr. RICHARDS, from the Committee on Claims: 


A bill (Hl. R. 5865) for the relief of Charles E. Behle. (Re- 
port No. 839.) ; 
A bill (H. R. 864) for the relief of W. S. Hammaker. (Re- 


ort No. 840.) 


A bill (H. R. 3690) for the relief of Jean Louis Legare. (Re- | td the 


port No. 841.) 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas: A bill (H.R. 6987) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Interior to grant leases for sites 
on the Hot Springs Reservation, Arkansas, for cold-water res- 
ervoirs—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: A bill (H. R. 6988) granting to the 
Eastern Nebraska and Gulf Railway Company right of way 
through the Omaha and Winnebago Indian Reservation in the 
State of Nebraska—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMINETTI: A bill (H. R. 6989) to increase the ap- 

ropriation for the erection of a public building at Stockton, 
al.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BALDWIN: A bill (H. R. 6990) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to cause to be made an accurate list of all 
unpatented lands in State of Minnesota designated as swamp 
lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BOEN: A bill (H. R. 6991) making appropriation for 
survey of the Red River of the North and tributaries above Fergus 
Falls and Crookston, Minn., and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals. : 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill(H. R. 6992) toauthorize the Penn- 
Sylvania and New Jersey Railroad Companies, or either of them, 
to construct and maintain a bridge over the Delaware River be- 
tween the States of New Jersey and Pennsylvania—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr.CRAWFORD: A bill (H. R. 6993) to remove certain re- 
strictions on the sale of leaf tobacco—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H.R. 7003) to extend the time 
for filing certain claims for compensation for horses and other 
property lost in the military service of the United States—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WEADOCKE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 175) author- 
izing the appointment of acommission to select a site for a Gov- 
ernment Printing Office—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas: A resolution to amend 
the rules so as to make itin order to repeal the bounty and 
tariff by amendment to a general appropriation bill—to the 
Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts: A memorial of the Legis- 
lature of Massachusetts, in favor of a bill to regulate the removal 
“ gecesi the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

ads. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ALDRICH: A bill (H. R. 6994) for the relief of Joseph 
M. Spahn—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H. R. 6993) to pay to William F. 
a of Mobile, Ala., the value of 100 half boxes of tobacco 
legally seized and sold by the collector of internal revenue at 
New Orleans—to the Committee on Cl \ 
By Mr. LINTON: A bill (H. R. 6996) to pension Lucinda 
Storms—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 6997) to refer to the Court of 
the claimsof the Confederated Peoria, Piankeshaw, Wea, 
and Kaskaskia tribe of Indians against the United States—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
Mr. MOSES: A bill (H. R. 6998) granting a pension to Mary 
L. Johnson—to the Committee on Pensions. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





eM. 


it: A bill (H. R. 6999) for the 
oe Committee on Claims. 

(000) for the relief of Robert 
nklin, Pa.—to the Committee 


By Mr. RUSSELL of Connectic 
relief of Charles T. Russell—to th 
By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H.R 
Brigham, late postmaster at Fra 

on Claims. 
By Mr. LAWSON: A bill (A. R. 7001) to pension Mrs. Martha 
J. Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7002) to pension Mrs. 
Committee on Pensions. 





Martha Frank—to the 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pup 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr.CUMMINGS: Petition of the Leonard Smokeless Pow- 
der Company, asking for an appropriation for testing, etc. 

5 Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Br. Mr. ENLOE: Protest of A. T. MceGeehn and 67 other citi- 
zens of Jackson, Tenn., against taxing the income of building 
associations —tothe Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FLYNN: Three petitions signed by residents of the 
Indian Territory praying for the passage of the bill providing 
for Government ownership of telegraph lines—to the Committoo 
on the Post-Officeand Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: Petition of Alex. Scott and 
others, of Stromsburg, Nebr., and E. E. Good and other citizens 
of Wahoo, Nebr., protesting against tho clause of the Wilson 
bill taxing building and loan associations—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition and memorial of the Ministeria! 
Presbyterian Association of Philadelphia, Pa., representing 
more than 40,000 communicants, in favor of the passage of that 
section of the Army appropriation bill authorizing all army 
posts to employ when there is no chaplain a clergyman to act as 
chaplain—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Petition of J. E. Petersen and others, in 
favor of Manderson-Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Pos' 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of William Camack, John Mullan, 
S. P. Herron, and John R. Keils, on behalf of a mass meeting 
of citizens of Jellico, Tenn., and Kentucky, against certain laws 
and in favor of kind treatment of Coxeyites—to the Committee 
on Labor. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: Petition of James B. 
Thompson and 73 other citizens of Dickinson, N. Dak., and of 
William Barry and 54 other citizens of Inkster, N. Dak., in favor 
of telegraph and telephone service—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Resolution of the Cincinnati Chamber of 
Commerce, protesting against the Bailey bankruptcy bill and 
favoring the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. PAGE: Petition of Charles H. Spencer and Fred A. 
Patt, of Pawtucket; Charles H. Knowles, of South Kingston; 
Albert A. Smith, of Woonsocket; Jesse A. Carpenter, of Cum- 
berland, and W. K. R. Holm, of Newport, and many others of 
Rhode Island, favoring a law to establish aGovernment telegraph 
system—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Protest from Ida Grove, Peterson, and 
Sioux Rapids, Iowa, against the proposed tax on incomes of build- 
ing and loan associations—to the Committee on Waysand Means. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of W. Raesmer and 164 other 
communicants of St. Paul’s Church, at Albee, S. Dak., against 
House resolution 120, recognizing a supreme being in the pre- 
amble of the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of H. Ohldag and 28 other communicants of St. 
John’s Church, at Waterford, S. Dak., against House resolution 
120, recognizing a supreme being in the preamble of the Consti- 
tution—to the Committen on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Paper to accompany House resolution 
173—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RITCHIE: Memorial of the Pastors’ Union, Toledo, 
Ohio, favoring the appropriation for employment of chaplains 
in the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Memorial of delegates from 
the medical department of the National Guard of the States to 
fourth annual meeting of the United States Military Surgeons, 
against reducing the Medical Department of the Army, as pro- 
posed in House bill 6373—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WALKER: Petition of E. B. Harvey and 82 other 
citizens of Westboro, Mass., protesting against immigration—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of H. H. Loring and 90 other citizens of Hop- 
kinton, Mass., praying for the enactment of laws restricting im- 
—— = the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 
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SENATE. 


TuESDAY, May 8, 1894. } 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. : * 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBurN, D. D. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings will be read. 

Mr. QUAY. There does not scem to be a quorum of the Sen- 
ate present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Gallinger, McPherson, Telier, 
Allison, George, Manderson, Turpie, 
Bate, Gorman, Mitchell, Oregon Vest, 
Berry. Hale, Mitchell, Wis. Voorhees, 
Chandler, Harris, Morrill, Walsh, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Palmer, Washburn, 
Daniel, Mill, Peffer, White, 
Davis, Hoar, Perkins, Wilson, 
Dolph, Hunton, uay, Wolcott. 
Dubois, Irby, ach, 

Faulkner, . Jones, Ark. Sherman, 

Frye, McMillan, Shoup, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 11 o'clock and 6 minutes a. m.). 
Forty-five Senators have answered to their names. A quorum 
is present. ‘The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings will be read 
by the Secretary. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved, 


CREDENTIALS. 

Mr.WILSON. Ipresent the credentials of Hon.John H. Gear, 
elected a Senator from the State of Lowa for the term commenc- 
ing March 4, 1895. I ask that the credentials be read and placed 
on file, 

The credentials wore read, as follows: 

STATE OF IOWA, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT. 
Tothe President of the Senate of the United States: 


This certifies that ata joint convention of the two Houses of the General 
Assembly of the State of Lowa, a majority of all the members of each House 
being present, the same being the Slature of said State chosen next 
preceding the expiration of the term of Senator in Congress, which bezan 
on the 4th day of March A. D., 1889, and for which James F. Wilson was 
originally chosen, held at 12 o'clock noon of Wednesday, the 24th day of 
January, A. D. 1894, it was found upon read the Journals of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives, respectively, of said General Assembly, 
that each of said Houses had on the day before, to wit: Tuesday, the 23d day 
of January, A. D. 1804, the same —— the second Tuesday after the meeting 
and permanent organization of said General Assembly, openly, by a viva 
voce vole of each member present, named, by a majority of all the votes 
therein, John H. Gear, of Des Moines County, for Senator in Corsress from 
said State; whereupon the said John H. Gear was declared duly elected 
Senator in Congress from the State of Iowa for the term of six years, be- 
ginuing on the 4th day of March, A. D. 1895. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused to be af- 
fixed the great seal of the State. 

Done at the capitol in Des Moines, this 8th Gay of February, in the year 
of our Lord 1894, of the Sy yy of the Uni States the one hun: 
and eighteenth, and of this State the forty-eighth. 

FRANK D. JACKSON. 


W. M. McFARLAND, 

[SEAL] cS Secretary of State. 

Mr. HOAR. I shoujd like to inquire of the senior Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] if he knows whether the document 
states the election of anybody. I was not able to distinguish 
thatit did. It said somebody was declared elected, but whether 
thereis acertificate of the governor to that effect I do not know. 

Mr. ALLISON. My colieague has charge of the credential. 
I think it is in the usual form. 

Mr. WILSON. It is in the usual form that has been used by 
our State. ‘ 

Mr. HOAR. I think it does not state that anybody was duly 
elected. I will look at itifthe Chair will permit mo. [A pause. 
Iam bound to say that it does not seem to me that it is a lawf 
credential which has just been presented. I understand that 
the Constitution and laws of this country maks the executive of 
a State the competent person to certify to the election of a Sen- 
ator; that that certificate carries oe facie evidence of the 
fact, and that if the governor certifies that at a certain time A 
B was duly elected it is enough. This paper simply certifies to 
certain proceedings of the ‘Logislatare and that emai | de- 
clared the gentleman mentioned duly elected. I have no doubt 
he was duly elected, but—— 

Mr. WILSON. I have no doubt that the certificate is en- 
tirely right. It is in just the form that has been used for years 
by the State of Iowa. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Iowa can find in this state- 
ment that anybody was duly elected I wish he would point it 
out. 

Mr. WILSON, If the Senator from Massachusetts will ex- 
amine and read carefully the statement contained in the certifi- 
cate he can not come to any other conclusion than that there 
was an election, because it gives the fact. 


By the Governor: 
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Mr. HOAR. The fact comes to us from the newspapers, but 
I suppose that when Mr. GEAR presents himself the 4th of March 
to be sworn in the question will be whether the governor came 
to that conclusion. All the governor certifies is that somebody 
else came to the conclusion. 

Mr. WILSON. No; he certifies simply to the record that is 
made up by the body that is clothed with the power to make the 
election. We get all the facts in the certificate, and it is the 
only form of certificate that has been used in the State. 

r. ALLISON. The usual course is, I believe, to have cre- 
dentials lie on the table. There will be time enough between 
now and the 4th of March for the Senator from Massachusetts to 
makeafurtherexamination, andif a furthercertificate is needed, 
80 as to state all the facts necessary, I presume it can be pro- 
cured. There is no doubt of the election. 

a VICE-PRESIDENT. The credentials will be placed on 

e. 


CONDITION OF TRADE IN INDIA, RUSSIA, ETC. 


_The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the Senate of March 28, 1894, certain 
information relative to the legal-tender value of the coined 
silver money used by the people of India, Russia, and the Ar- 
gentine Republic, for the transaction of their domestic busi- 
ness, and the price for the chief products of those countries in 
exchange in their home marketsfor legal-tender silver or paper 
money in common use amongst those people; also as to the pro- 
duction, export, or manufacture of such products, etc.; which, on 
motion of Mr.SHERMAN, was, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. GORMAN. I present a petition adopted by the National 
Congressof the Sonsof the American Revolution, held in Wash- 
ington, D. C., April 30, 1894, praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to aid in the erection of a monument to the Maryland 
heroes of the Revolutionary war. I move that the petition be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library, and printed as a docu- 
ment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the memorial of Mrs. J. W. Mc- 
Millen and sundry other women of Battle Creek, Mich., mem- 
bers of the Presbyterian Church, remonstrating against the ad- 
mission of Utah into the Union as a State; which was referred 
to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a memorial of Council of Trades and Labor 
Unions of Detroit, Mich., remonstrating against the ratification 
of _— proposed Chinese treaty; which was ordered to lie on the 
table 





He also presented the memorial! of H. Kleindienst and sundry 
other citizefs of Detroit, Mich., remonstrating against the adop- 
tion of an amendment tothe preamble to the Constitution of the 
United States recognizing the Deity; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the Amalgamated Society of 
Engineers; of the Carpenters and Joiners’ Union; of the United 
Association of Journeymen; of the Brotherhood of Painters; of 
Marine Lodge, Independent Association of Machinists, and of the 
Horse Collar Makers’ National Union, all of Detroit, Mich., pray- 
ing for the governmentalcontrol of the telegraph service; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Otfices and Post-Roads, 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Frank- 
lin, Tenn., and a petition of sundry citizens of Jackson, Tenn., 

raying that building and loan associations, national and local 
. exempted from the income-tax provision of the pending tariff 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. - 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas presented sundry petitions of citizens 
of Huntington, Clarksville, Texarkana, Ozark, Paragould, Con- 
way, Prescott, and Little Rock, all in the State of Arkansas, 
praying that building and loan associations, national and local, 
be exempted from the income-tax provision of the pending tariff 
bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present resolutions adopted at a meeting 
of the Ministerial Alliance of the Second Presbyterian Church 
of Kansas City, Mo., May 1, 1894 ne for the passage of so 
much of the army appropriation bill as provides for the employ- 
ment of chaplains, and remonstrating against any reduction 
the number of commissioned chaplains now authorized by law. 
I ask that the resolutions be referred to the Committee on Ap- 

tions, as the army appropriation bill is now before that 
committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be so referred. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the memorial of B. W. Bunning, 
secretary of the Felt Hat Finishers’ Association, of St. Louis, 
Mo., remonstrating a 
Chinese treaty; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


’ 


t the ratification of the proposed 
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He also presented a memorial of the faculty of the Missouri 
University, Columbia, Mo., remonstrating against the passage 
of House bill 6338, to abolish the Bureau in the Treasury De- 
partment known as the Coast and Geodetic Survey; which was 
referred to the Committee on Organization, Conduct, and Ex- 
penditures of the Executive Departments. 

Mr. DUBOIS presented a memorial of Local Assembly, No. 
10763, Knights of Labor, of Hailey, Idaho, remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation suspending annual mining assess- 
ment work for 1894; which was referred to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Hailey, 
Idaho, praying for the enactment of legislation providing a pen- 
alty for the coinage and issuance of good moncy, provided such 
legislation shall not apply to the actual producers of gold and 
silver; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WILSON. I presenta joint resolution of the Legislature 
of Iowa relative to the improvement of the Missouri River near 
Council Bluffs, Iowa. Lask that it be printed in the RECORD 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HARRIS. I object to its being printed in the RECORD. 
2 may be printed as a document, if the Senator from Lowa de- 
sires. 

Mr. MANDERSON. 
lature. 

Mr. HARRIS. Oh! then of course it can be printed in the 
REcORD. I did not so understand it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think the uniform practice has been 
to print memorials of State Legislatures in the RECORD. 

Mr. HARRIS. That isalwaysdone. Letit be done in this 
case. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


JOINT RESOLUTION NO. 11. 


Memorial and joint resolution relative to the improvement of the Missouri 
River, near Council Bluffs, lowa. 


Whereas the Missouri River is seriously cutting into the banks of the 
State of Iowa opposite the city of Florence, Neb.; and 

Whereas by reason of said erosion the stonework put in by the Govern- 
ment to protect the northwest boundary of the city of Council Bluffs, Iowa, 
has been already damaged and is in great danger of being totally destroyed 
unless the river in that vicinity shall be fully protected; and 

Whereas the business interests and the population centered in the vicin- 
ity of Council Bluffs, Iowa, demand that the river at that point shall be con- 

* fined in a fixed and permanent channel: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, That our Senators 
and seeoeaneres in Congress be and are hereby earnestly requested to 
use all honorable means to secure an amendment to the bill appropriating 
money for the improvement of the Missouri River, which shall require that 
asufficient amount shall be expended on said river in vicinity of Council 
Bluffs, Lowa, to protect and render permanent the channel! of said river. 

Resolved further, That the Secretary of State be, and is hereby, instructed 
to forthwith transmit a copy hereof to each Senator and Representative 


from Iowa. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1833) granting a pension to Hannah Howard, 
reported it without amendment and submitted a report thereon. 


STATISTICS OF IMPORTS AND EXPORTS. 


Mr. GORMAN. Iamdirected by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the concurrent resolution of the House of 
Representatives providing for the printing of the special report 
of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, to report it with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute, and [ask for its present 
consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The substitute proposed by the 
committee will be read. 

The substitute was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed for the use of Congress 6,000 additional copies of Senate Report 
No. 259, of the present session, parts 1 and 2, in one volume, bound in cloth, 
being a compilation of statistics on imports for comsumption and domestic 
exports from 1867 to 1893, inclusive; of which number 2,000 copies shall be 
= the use of the Senate and 4,000 for the use of the House of Representa- 

ves. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Printing. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE SENATOR R. L. GIBSON. 


Mr. GORMAN. Iamdirected by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY], April 27, 1894, to report 
it with an amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The Senate, by unaninfous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution. 

The amendment of the Committee on Printing was, in line 7, 
to strike out the word ‘‘ Senate ” and insert ‘‘ Senators and Rep- 
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so as to make the con- 


resentatives from the State of Louisiana,’ 
current resolution read: 

Resolved by the Senate (the Hous? of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the Hon. Randall Lee 
Gibson, late a Senator from the State of Louisiana, 8,000 copies; of which 
2,000 copies shall be delivered tothe Senators and Representatives of that 
State; and of the remaining number 2,000 copies shall be for the use of the 
Senate, and 4,000 copies for the use of the House; and of the quota of the 
Senators and Representatives from the State of Louisiana the Public 
Printer shall set aside 50 copies, which he shall have bound in full morocco 
with gilt edges, the same to be delivered, when completed, to the family of 
the deceased; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to have 
engraved and printed, at as early a date as practicable, the portrait of the 
deceased to accompany said euiogies. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Printing. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask that the reports accompanying these 
resolutions be printed in the usual form. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 


HEIRS OF ELIZABETH TOWNSEND. 


Mr. TELLER. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1983) for the relief of the 
heirs of Elizabeth Townsend, deceased, to report it favorably 
without amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read at length. 

Mr. SHERMAN. For information. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., Thatall real estate lying in the District of Columbia 
heretofore purchased by and conveyed to Elizabeth Townsend, otherwise 
known as Elizabeth Moore, and possessed by the said Elizabeth Townsend, 
otherwise known as Elizabeth Moore, at the time of her death, be relieved 
and exempted from the operation of an act entitled ‘*An act to restrict the 
ownership of real estate in the Territories to American cilizens,”’ approved 
March 3, 1887, and all forfeitures incurred by force of said actare, in respect 
to such real estate, hereby remitted. 

Mr. TELLER. In this case a widow who had been born an 
alien died leaving property. It is quite uncertain whether her 
husband was a citizen or not. Itis clear that’she was born an 
alien and was an alien at the time of her death, unless by her 
marriage to a naturalized person she becameacitizen. She has 
left American heirs who are entitled to the property, and Ameri- 
can creditors. The object of the bill is to prevent escheat, and 
that is all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. MARTIN. Lask the unanimous consentof the Senate for 
the present consideration of —— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us get through with the morning busi- 
ness, please. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The introductionof bills and joint 
resolutions is next in order. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (S. 2009) granting to the 
Brainerd and Northern Minnesota Railway Company a right of 
way through the Leech Lake Indian Reservation in the Stute of 
Minnesota; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 2001) granting an increase of 
pension to Wallace Fairbank; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 2002) for the 
relief of Waldemer Jorgensen, master of the bark Alexander 
McNeil; which was read twice by its title,and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. GORDON introduced a bill (S. 2003) to provide for the 
erection of a United States bonded warehouse in the city of At- 
lanta, State of Georgia; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

._Mr. GORMAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 84) grant- 
ing to the State of Maryland the privilege to use,for a period 
notexceeding five years, the old United States court-house build- 
ing, in thecity of Baltimore, for the purpose of enabling the 
several State courts of Maryland in and for said city to hold 
their sessions therein; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Commiitee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

AMENDMENT TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL 

Mr. MANDERSON submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the river and harbor «ppropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 


Is there objection to the present 
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ARREST AND IMPRISONMENT OF J. S. COXEY AND OTHERS. The motion was 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed tothe consid- 
eration of the bill (fH. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
reveaue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair would suggest to the 
Senator from Tennessee whether the motion is in order until the 
morning business is closed. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think it is in order at any time, even imme- 
diately after the reading of the Journal. The Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. ALLEN] desires that the resolution he introduced 
yesterday, and which comes over, may notloseits place. Ithink 
there is no objection to that course. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have no objection that the resolution I sub- 
mitted yesterday, proposing to raise a special committee to in- 
vestigate the arrest and imprisonment of J. 8. Coxey and others, 
shall go over for consideration to-morrow morning, provided it 
docs not lose its place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. HARRIS. If the request extends no further than the 
resolution going over and not losing its place, I have no objec- 
tions to tat course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Nebraska 
repeat his request? 

fr. ALLEN. At the suggestion of the Senator from Ten- 


Is there objection to the request of 


nessee, | have no objection to the resolution over, to be 
considered to-morrow in regular order, providing it does not 
sg | lace. 

r. 


ARRIS. If the Senator will a statement and 


ing its place just 

as it stands th.s morning, I have no objection to that, but I do 
not want “7 agreement to go further. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well; let the resolution occupy the place 
to-morrow morning that it holds this morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection tothe request of 
= caren from Nebraska? The Chair hearsnone, and it is so 
0 ere . 


consent to tha resolution going over and ho 


INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Passing for the moment the 
whether it is in order before the conclusion of moemag usiness 
to move to proceed to the consideration of the bill, I ask the 
Senator from Tennessee to withhold his motion until a resolu- 
tion which I think will lead to no debate whatever that comes 
over from yesterday may be considered by the Senate. It isa 
part of the morning business. 

Mr. HARRIS. é the resolution be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
MANDERSON, as follows: 

Resoived, That the Attorney-General be, and he is hereby, directed to fur- 

Indian claims. 


nish to the Senate a of the final report upon 
With the list of jeapmenns attached made b 


uestion 


the former Assistant 

Attorney-General in chargeof the defense of the a cases 

brought in the Court of Claims under act approved March , Said 

report dearing date August 1, 1898, and being the one referred to in Exhibit 

2 acai report to Congress for the year Decem- 
r 1, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
iu. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had,on the 7th instant, approved and signed the following act 
and t resolution: 

An act (S.1405) to authorize the reconstruction of a bridge 
across the Niobrara River near the village of Niobrara, Nebr., 
and making appropriation therefor; and 
A joint resolution (S. R. 74) for the proper enrollmentof Thomas 
R. Proctor in the Navy of the United States. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TowLxEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the re of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 8740) to amend an act entitled ‘An act the 
sale of intoxicating liquors in the District of Columbia.” 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 

. R. 6448) to authorize the New York and New 
ies to construct and maintain a bridge across Hud- 
son River between New York Cityand the State of New Jersey; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
THE REVENUE BILL. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sidaration of the bili (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 


to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill, the pending 
question being on the second amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the relation of the Senate to this 
measure is unexampled in our legislative history. The framers 
of the Constitution expected thatin this Chamber would be found 
the steady, conservative, deliberative elementin our constitu- 
tional life. They had seen all history strewn with the wrecks 
of unsuccessful democracies. They had toencounter predictions 
of disaster and failure from foreign enemies and from timid pa- 
triots. They had studied thoroughly the causes which had 
brought to ruin nearly everyexampleof popular government in 
the Old World from the beginning of time, and they meant to 
make it a hard thing and a solemn matter for the American peo- 
ple to change its mind in regard to a great policy. They ex- 
pected that the Senate, like every other branch of the Govern- 
ment, would respond to the ae will. But they meant only 
that it should respond to their deliberate will. They meant that 
the influence of the tempestand the hurricane of delusion should 
notenter here. So they gave to the Senators the longest tenure 
of office in the Government, save that of the judiciary alone, and 
required that only one-third part of our number should go out 
of office with an expiring Congress. 

But the Senate to-day is asked to enact into law a spasm that 
the ple have gotover. It is to be controlled and guided by 
a delusion from which the people have recovered. The hasty 
action and excitement of the fall of 1892, of which the American 
people are repenting in sackcloth and ashes, is to take effect in 
the infinite mischief and misery of a great act of legislation. 
pat are to hurry and get our work done before the people can 
get at us. 

This Democratic majority of two, made up by the junior Senator 
from North Dakota and the junior Senator from Kansas, are ex- 
pected to compel the American people to submit to a measure 
which they have unmistakably condemned, and which they 
loathe and hate, as they tell us on every occasion and in every 
form in which they can utter their will. Idle factories, extin- 
— furnaces, suffering homes, armies of tramps, unprece- 

ented majorities at the = are clamoring in the deaf ears of 
this accidental majority in the Senate to wait and pause until 
the will of the American people can again find its constitutional 
expression. And itisthe great conservative, deliberative body, 
the Senate of the United States, which is expected to deny their 


er. 

"ie the Democratic party let go its power in 1861 the credit 
of the country was dishonored, a national note had been pro- 
tested in Wall street,its Navy was scattered, its forts threatened 
by rebellion, and its flag disgraced. Every sixth man in the Re- 
public was aslave. The great object of Democratic effort for a 
generation had been to spread free trade over the whole coun- 
try, and to extend slavery over the vast region between the Mis- 
sissippiand the Pacific. There were bankruptcy and distress 
in our factories, and workmen clamoring for bread or blood 
were parading the streets of New York. 

To this had Democratic statesmanship brought the country 
in 1861. When it came back in 1893 it found the country at the 
high-water mark of human prosperity. pe happy 
homes, high well employed workmen, the necessa- 
ries and comforts of life in abundance. The flag floated every- 
where in ful seas, and was honored everywhere in frien 

rts. The foreign policy of Grant and Harrison and Blaine 

ad been a fit complement to the domestic policy of Lincoln and 
Chase and JOHN SHERMAN. 

The present Congress marks the return of the Democratic 
party to complete legislative and executive power in this coun- 
try for the first time for thirty-four years. The President was 
inaugurated the 4th of March. Congress came together the 7th 
of August. It has had fourteen months of administration and 
eight months for legislation. In this brief period Democratic 
statesmanship and the dread of Democratic statesmanship have 
had their full effect. The workman has left the mill for the 
highway. The farmer and the merchant and the manufacturer 
are alike unemployed. The statesmanship that lighted the fur- 
naces has been succeeded by the statesmanship that builds soup 


houses. . 
The sturdy demand of organized labor, proud, defiant, and 
hopeful, deman better wages, and more leisure, and better 
ty, has arg? yo to the whine of the mendicant or 
the - The furnace fire goes out, 
the incendiary fire islighted. The hum of the factory is suc- 
ceeded by the humbug of the Democratic platform. Rebellion, 
» slavery, , discomfited, trampled down, come 
into power once more, and seek to ae themselves and take 
= on the victorious patriotism of the 


country’s prosperity. 


country by a stab - 
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ff anybody doubt that this bill is largely born of hate and the 
rejudice of class against class, of the desire to excite the pas- 
ns of labor against capital, of workman against employer, of 
armer against manufacturer, let him read the speech with 
which the Senator from Indiana opened the debate. Inhis first 
ntence he told the people of this Republic of brothers and 
uals that “‘ great abuses in government, strong by the sanction 
and growth of years, embedded in the powerful interests of 
rivileged classes, created, fostered, encouraged, and protected 
by the laws themselves, have rarely if ever in any age been 
promptly and totally eradicated except by forcible revolution 
and bloodshed.” ? 

That is the keynote of his utterance. It ends by declaring 
that “this is the hour of caste, based on wealth, of privilege 

rantea by law, and of monopoly fastened on the slavery of 

bor!” The jaundiced, bloodshot eye of that Senator can not 
see the glory or the grandeur or the felicity of the American 
people. This thirty years when the American people have struck 
off the shackles from 6,000,000 of men; when it has strengthened 
the bonds of the Union; when it has taken its place at the head 
of the manufacturing, agricultural, and commercial nations of 
- world; when its great railroads have been built and have 
ome great instruments for the people’s use; when the return 
of capital, which was 10 per cent thirty years ago is but 3 per 
cent or 4 per cent now; en the purchasing power of the day’s 
work and the day’s wage has become larger than that of any 
other nation on the face of the earth; when the laborer’s share 
the joint product has been steadily and surely going up, and 
cost of the necessaries and comforts of life has been steadily 
and surely going down, this bill is brought here to undo all this, 
and to establish policies for the laborer and the wage-earner of 
America, founded upon the insane utterances in which the Sen- 
ator from Indiana sees what he takes for truth. 

The Senator from Indiana, who hates the manufacturer and 
the capitalist so intensely, loves the farmer with an equal in- 
tensity. I would not suggest that that heart, so brimming over 
with tender affection, is in the least moved by a desire to get 
the vote of the farmer for the Democratic party, still less for 

mself. His affection for the farmer comes from his desire to 
relieve human Suffering, and to lift from the back of humanity 
the weight under which it is bowed and bent. The least addi- 
tion to taat burden stirs the Senator from Indiana toa righteous 
indignation. . 

A specific duty on pearl buttons has so filled the imagination 
of that honorable Senator as to kindle in him an unwonted dra- 
matic genius. Sterne led mankind to pity every prisoner in 
his dungeon by the story of a single starling in its cage. The 
Senator from Indiana weeps, and almost makes us weep, as he 
describes in a way Shakespeare could not have imitated, or at 
any rate would not have imitated if he could, a single farmer 
visiting a store in Indiana in search of pearl buttons for his 
shirt. He has discovered that a specific duty, under the Mc- 
Kinley bill, has actually increased their price at least one-sixth 
ofacenta button. Parties and governments—I do not know 
but constitutions—are to be overthrown if this evil do not find 
a prompt remedy. 

ut, as in the great English factories each workman devotes 
himself to the construction of the nineteenth part of a pin and 
never knows anything else about the rest, so my friend from 
Indiana, devoting himself to the question of one-sixth of a cent 
on a button, finds no room in his vision for anything else. He 
forgets that while the workmen and the poor people of the coun- 
try are to be relieved a cent apiece, if they have six buttons on 
their shirt, he proposes, in the same paragraph, to put an ad 
valorem duty of 50 percent onthe shirtitself and of 55 per cent on 
the cuffs and collars. He says that all duties are a tax and that 
every duty raises the price to the consumer to the full amount 
of the tax. His tariff bill and his whole schemes are based on 
that theory. 

Now, we will suppose that of our 65,000,000 of people, 11,000,- 
000 are of the shirt-wearing age and sex,and we will allow them 
on an average four shirts apiece a only I am told on good 
authority that the fair average cost of the shirt, with its bosom 
and the cuffs and collars oflinen, would be $leach. So, wehave 
$44,000,000 a year expended in that article, which I trust the 
honorable Senator from Indiana will agree with me is a neces- 
sary of life. Fifty per cent ad valorem will be $22,000,000. The 
Senator proposes to celebrate the birthday of Thomas Jefferson 

increasing this burden which he callsa tax, and every cent of 
, according to his theory, is added to the original cost. 
35 per cent, as it was in the House bill, to 50 per cent ad 


m. 

Sixteen million dollars was the House plan, and the Senator, 
of his own motion, without even tak counsel from a single 
Republican associate, piles on $6,600,000 more. Of course this 
is not, as the whole country knows, for the sake of buying a 


doubtful vote from some displeased Democratic Senator. The 
chairman of the Finance Committee of the Senate of a great 
nztion never would do that. If he would, he never could get 
the incorruptible patriots of Texas and Arkansas and Missouri 
to join him in a scheme so nefarious. It is the doctrine of the 
Democratic platform and the inexorable logic of political econ- 
omy that has influenced the Senator from Indiana. I have 
heard of the Pharisee who strained ata gnat and swallowed a 
camel. But this is the first example I ever knew of a financier 
who strained at a shirt button and swallowed a shirt. 

This bill is founded upon no principle and has no legitim 
parentage. It isbornofan unnatural union between two hatred 
that of section against section and that of class against cla 
The passion born of the rebellion, which never has forgiven 
the Union for its victories, combines with the passion of idle 
ness and ignorance against honest labor and honest gain and 
honest property. 

There are free traders, men who have studied the question 
and, whether mistaken or not mistaken, at least are accustomed 
to support an honest belief by honest reasons. There have been 
philosophers, English philosophers, who have preached this 
creed. It found expression in the Democratic platform of 1892. 
But this is not a free-trade measure. It contains clauses in the 
highest degree protective, inserted for the undisguised purpose 
of buying votes. It is not a protectionist measure, either mod- 
erate or extreme. On the contrary, its chief framer boastfully 
announced that he and the political chieftain to whose fortunes 
he isdevoted were engaged in a warfare of extermination against 
protected industries. 

It is not a Democratic measure, whether Democracy is to be 
found in the resolutions of its platform, or in the teachings of 
its sages of old. The Senator who reported this bill at times 
takes upon his lips the name of Thomas Jefferson, and at other 
times declares himself the disciple of Andrew Jackson. Yet 
there can not be two men found in our history to whom the po- 
litical principles of that Senator would be more abhorrent than 
they would to Thomas Jefferson and Andrew Jacitson. 

Thomas Jefferson,the great lover of human liberty, the hater 
of slavery, would have surrounded the American manufacturer 
with protection by almost a Chinese wall. 

Gen. Walker, no mean authority, a writer himself strongly 
inclined, theoretically, to the doctrine of free trade, speaks of 
Mr. Jefferson as the most extreme protectionist in our history. 
= Jackson, the sturdy and steadfast supporter of the Union, 

a: 


Heaven smiled upon and gave us liberty and independence. That same 
Providence has blessed us with the means of national independence and na- 
tional defense. Ifwe omit or refuse to use the gifts which He has extended 
to us, we deserve not the continuation of His blessings. He has filled our 
mountains and our plains with minerals—with lead, iron, and copper—and 

iven us a climate and soil for the growing of hemp and wool. These being 

he grand materials of our national defense, they ought to have extended to 
them adequate and fair protection, that our own manufactories and labor 
ers may be placed ona fair competition with those of Europe, and that we 
may have within ourown country a supply of those leading and important 
articles so essential to war. 

Beyond this, Llook at the tariff with an eye to the proper distribution of 
labor and revenue, and with a view to discharge our national debt. I am 
one of those who do not believe that a nationai debt is a national blessing, 
but rather a curse to a republic, Inasmuch 4s ft is calculatedtoraise around 
the administration a moneyed aristocracy dangerous to the liberties of the 
country. 

This tartt— I mean a judicious one—possesses more fanciful than real dan- 

ers. I will ask whas is the real situation of the agriculturist? Where 

as the American farmer a market for his surplus products? Except for 
cotton, he has neither a foreign nor a home market. Does not this clearly 
prove, when there is no market either at home or abroad, that there is too 
much labor employed in agriculture, and that the channels of labor should 
be nrultiplied? Common sense points out at once the remedy. Draw from 
agriculture the superabundant labor, employ it in mechanism and manu- 
factures, thereby creating a home market for our breadstuffs and distribut- 
ing labor to a most profitable account. and bene/it to the country will result. 

Take from agriculture in the United States six hundred thousand men, 
wonien, and children, and you at once give a home market for more bread- 
stuffs than all Europe nowfurnishes us. Inshort, sir, we have been too long 
subject to the policy of the British merchants. It is time we should become 
a little more Americanized, and instead of feeding the paupers and laborers 
of Europe, feed our own, or else in a short time, by continuing our present 
policy, we shall all be paupers ourselves. 

It is, therefore, my opinion that acareful tariff is much wanted to pay 
our national debt, and afford us the means of that defense within ourselves 
upon which the safety and liberty of our country depends, and last, though 
not least, give a proper distribution to our labor, which must prove benefl 
cial to the happiness, independence, and wealth of the community. 

This is a short outline of my opinions, generally, on the subject of your 
ing , and believing them correct and calculated to further the prosper- 
ity and happiness of my country, [declare to you I would not barter them 
for any office or situation of a temporal character that could be given me. 


What have these sages in common with the Senator from In- 
diana? ‘“Itis not every one who saith: ‘ Lord! Lord!’ whoshall 
enter into the Kingdom of Heaven?” And it is not every man 


ot 
ate 


4 
3 


who crieth ‘‘ Democrat! Democrat!” that Thomas Jefferson or 
Andrew Jackson would admit to his company. 

When the men who have reported this bill to the Senate, say 
to Thomas Jefferson or Andrew Jackson: ‘‘ Lord! Lord! have 
we not prophesied in thy name?” they wil! be likely to get the 
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answer, ‘‘I never knew you. Depart from mo ye that work in- 
iquity.” 

When I heard that these three Democratic Senators, the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, the Senator from Texas, and the Senator 
from Arkansas, who, until they were far past the age when men 
ordinarily change their opinions, believed thatthe only relation 
the employer should bear to the employed was toown him; who 
had given the best years and the best strength of life to an at- 
tempt to overthrow the Constitution of their country and to live 
in one of its fragments, under a constitution whose corner stone 
was slavery, and which imposed by the same logic eternal free 
trade as a fundamental law upon its people; men who can learn 
nothing by consultation with JUSTIN MORRILL, or JOHN SHER- 
MAN, or WILLIAM B. ALLISON, or JOHN P. JONES, or NELSON 
W. ALDRICH; men whose hearts were stone to the petitions from 
workmenorcapitalists—when I heard, Isay, that these three gen- 
tlemen were shutup by themselves to reverse the policy of George 
-Washington,and Alexander Hamilton,and Thomas Jefferson, and 
James Madison, and Andrew Jackson, and Daniel Webster, and 
Henry Clay, and Abraham Lincoln, and to make a law on which 
was to depend the value of thousands upon thousands of millions 
of property and the comfort and happiness and welfare of mil- 
lions upon millions of workmen’s homes—when I heard all this, 
Tawaited the result with natural curiosity and with a good deal 
of natural alarm. ; 

But I discovered that the Southern industries were in nocon- 
siderable danger. The gentleman from Texas, who had madea 
pilgrimage to the North to urge the people of New England to 
vote the Democratic ticket that they might get free coal and free 
iron, had discovered the necessity of a tariff on coal and a tariff 
oniron. My anxiety for the nascent industry of the South was 
dissipated when the report came in. But I found that these 
doctors had a different régime for the North. Free trade and 
ad valorem were their two universal specifics. That isa —_ 
stupid doctor who takes his own pills. The three sirewd gen- 
tlemen of the subcommittee have fallen into no such mistake. 
Their medicine is intended wholly for their ancient antagonists 
of the North. 

It reminds me of a good story which is told in Lockhart’s Life 
of Scott: He was ae in the north of England near Flod- 
den, where the English defeated the Scotch with great{slaughter, 
in the time of James V: 

It happened at asmall country town that Scott suddenly required medi- 
cal advice for one of his servants, and, on inquiring if there was any doctor 
atthe place, was told that there were two—one long established, and the 


othera newcomer. The latter gentleman, being luckily found at home, 
soon made his appearance—a grave, sagacious-looking personage— 


Like my honorable friend from Missouri— 


attired in black, with a shovel hat, in whom, to his utter astonishment, Sir 
Walter recognized a Scotch blacksmith, who had formerly practiced, with 
tolerable success, as a veterinary operator in the neighborhood of Ashestiel. 
‘How, in all the world!” exclaimed he, “‘ can it be ible that this is John 
Lundie?’ ‘In troth is it, your honor—just @’ that’s for him.” -** Well, but 
let us hear—you were a horse-doctor—how do you geton?” ‘ Ou, just ex- 
traordinar weel; for your honour maun ken my practice is very sure and 
orthodox. I depend entirely upon twa ¢ ." “And what may their 
names be? Perhaps it isasecret?” “I'll tell your honour,” in a low tone; 
“my twa simples are just Jaudamy and calamy/” “ Simples with a venge- 
ance!"’ repli Scott. “But, John, do you never happen to Ail/ any of your 
tients?” “Kill? Ou ay, may besae! Whiles they die, and whiles no; 
ut it’s the will o’ Providence. Ony how, your honour, it wad be lang before 
it makes up for Flodden!" 

[Laughter.] : 

Iwa simples are what this Democratic subcommittee of a sub- 
committee, to whom a majority of a committee of this body sur- 
renders its conscience and its judgment in regard to the great- 
est question of the generation relies on. Twa simples, just free 
trade and ad valorem. Do you not expect to kill a good many 
American industries? they are asked. Kill? Ou ay, may be 
sae! Whiles they die, and whiles no; but it’s the will o’ Provi- 
dence. Ony how, it will be lang before it makes up for Appomat- 
tox. 

Henry Clay, the great Southerner, the great lover of the 
Union, the great statesman, the great-hearted citizen, whose 
heart was large enough to comprehend every portion, eve 
section, every occupation, every industry throughout the land, 
and whose far-sighted vision comprehended its wth and ex- 
tension and its magnificent future, styled the policy of which he 
was in his time the foremostchampion and to which his life was 
given, the American policy. Wherever the present Adminis- 
tration does an act identified with a measure either in diplomacy 
or legislation, it is in the interest of the fore and against 
its own ple. This bill should be styled the un-American 
bill. It is un-American in principle, un-American in general, 
un-American in detail, un-American in purpose, and un-Ameri- 
can in effect. 

There is nota scrap or drop of good-hearted Americanism in 
it. The argument that under detail, schedule, any sec- 
tion, or any paragraph, tho of Ame industries are 
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to be striken down, thousands of American workmen are to 
be thrown out of employment, or that thousands of American 
homes will be made wretched, falls upon deaf ears, and is ad- 
dressed to pitiless hearts. 

Mr. President, see howabsolutely and how cunningly the Dem- 
ocratic rule of conduct is devised to put the Senate and the coun- 
try again under the rule of the Southern minority as it existed be- 
fore the war. There areeight Democratic Senators on this floor 
representing great Northern constituencies interested in the 
continuance of the protective system. Five of them represent 
States that have recently declared themselves unmistakably in 
their elections and now have Legislatures holding to the doc- 
trine of protection by large majorities. One other represents, 
it is true, an agricultural State, but he represents a State whose 
lawful Legislature is for protection, and a State which has de- 
clared unmistakably, through its judiciary and its people, that 
he owes his alleged election to unlawful processes. 

Two others represent a State largely interested in manufac- 
tures, but whose further action on this subject we can now only 
predict orconjecture. All the five Senators of whom I speak, 
representing States with Republican Legislatures, representing 
at least 12,000,000 people, representing a wealth of more than 
$2,000,000,000, largely employed in manufacturing, are asked 
whether they approve the bill which is before the Senate. They 
answer that they do not. They denounce it as vicious in prin- 
ciple, as likely to be pernicious in its effect in many important 
and essential aeeears. But they say, some of them, that they 
defer their judgment and surrender their own wishes, not to the 
opinion of the American people—that agrees with theirs—not 
to the opinion or interests of their own States—that agrees also 
with their own judgment—but to the opinion of a majority of a 
Democratic subcommittee. 

No committee of the Senate has agreed to this bill, as the 
senior Senator from New Jersey admits. No committee of the 
Senate bas ever discussed it, as the senior Senator from Ohio 
has told us. But the senior Senator from New Jersey unites in 
reporting a bill which he disapproves insome important features 
and which New Jersey loathes in all important features, on the 
principle that he is bound to submit his own judgment to the 
dictation of a majority of the Democratic party. 

It is idle, Mr. President, to say that the Committee on Fi- 
nance could not have reported any bill whatever if the income 
tax had been stricken out. The senior Senator from New Jer- 
sey could have voted with his Democratic colleagues and with 
his Republican associates for such amendments as he approved, 
and the bill would have come back to the Senate with an amend- 
ment proposed to it representing in every important instance 
the opinion of a majority of the committee. 

This doctrine that the judgment of an individual Senator, on 
great and important subjects of legislation affecting the inter- 
ests of millions upon millions of people, is to be subjected to the 
dictation of party or sectional majority has been contrived only 
as an instrument for placing the manufacturing majority of the 
North at the feet of the minority of the South. 

This doctrine of abandoning individual judgment and con- 
science to a supposed party necessity goes a good deal farther. 
There is a large seadeclte of Democratic Senators on this floor 
who avow the doctrine that duties for protection are a grosa 
violation of the Constitution itself. They have sworn to sup- 
port the Constitution. In their view, therefore, the imposition 
of such a duty is not only revolution, but it is perjury. And 
yet they bring to us a bill crowded with protective duties—some 
of them increased duties,some of them new duties—and tell us, 
as does the senior Senator from Tennessee, that they are pre- 

d to commit this perjury and to be accomplices in this 
revolution because they think their measure, taken as a whole, 
is better than the existing law, or because they think this rev- 
olution and perjury are necessary to buy votes for a measure 
that can not otherwise be passed. 

Take, as an example, the proposed duty on sugar. Is there a 
a Senator on this floor who has so little regard for his own rep- 
utation and for his own honor as to deny that that duty is pro- 
as a poeeeee to Louisiana sugar, for the purpose of con- 


ciliating t Southern Democratic community, and for the 
urpose of get the votes of the Democratic Senators from 
the State of Louis ? 


There is no duty on sugar now. And yet, for the sake of get- 
ting votes for this bill, it is preeeeet to violate the Constitution 
mae to violate the oath which Senators have taken to wee it, 
because a the Democratic party may not be able to 
pass a tariff bill on any other terms. ey say there is a bounty 
now, which they think is unconstitutional ana impolitic. Very 
well. Re e bounty, if you dare andif you can. But on 
what — of ethics or of morals does the man who argued 
in favor of Chi Democratic a. of 1892, to use the 
nator from Delaware is 80 


cago 
phrase of which the honorable senior 





1894. 
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fond, get his own consent to puta protective duty on sugar to cleaned rice. Mr. President, this is the highest protective bill 


buy the votes of Democratic Senators for something else? 

The Senator from Indiana makes an elaborate argument to 
show the justice and wisdom of an ad valorem rate of duty 
when applied to the great industries of New England. What 
does he do when he deals with rice, the great Southern prod- 
uct? Rice is a necessary of life. It is.a cheap and healthful 
food of the poor. Its production is impossible except in one 
section of the country. According to that Senator's logic the 
duty increases the price, and a specific duty is a fraud, delusion, 
and snare, the device of the monopolist and the oppressor. Yet 
when he is dealing with the interest of the Southern planter he 
puts on a specific duty amounting to 90 per cent. 

Do not understand that I object to this. On the contrary, in 
a justly and fairly ordered protective tariff, am willing to give 
this great agricultural product its just measure of protection. 
But the Senators who reported this bill, who tell us that all pro- 
tection is unconstitutional, and that every specific duty is a de- 
lusion and fraud, and are striking down the industries on which 
depend the wages in one part of the country, cut a pitiful figure 
with their 90 per cent protection on rice, secured by a specific 
duty. 

Mr. President, the Democratic 
1892: 

We denounce Republican protection as a fraud, a robbery of the great 
majority of the American people for the benefit of the few. We declare it 
to be a fundamental principle of the Democratic party that the Federal Gov- 
ernment has no constitutional power to impose and collect tariff duties, ex- 
cept for the purpose of revenue only, and we demand that the collection of 
such taxes shall be limited to the necessities of the Government when hon- 
estly and economically administered. 

That is either true or it is false, or what is more to our pur- 
pose just now, the men who said it believed it to be true or be- 
lieved it tobe false. If they believed it to be false they were en- 
gaged in the most gigantic fraud ever attempted upon the 
American people. If the Senators on the other side of this 
Chamber believed it to befalse and elected their President upon 
that pledge and assurance, they occupy a very singular position. 

-They are in the attitude of supporting, for the sake of party suc- 
cess, an organization whose main principle they disbelieve with- 
out having the frankness to make their true opinion known. 

No, Mr. President, they believed what they said; and they be- 
lieved in the fundamental doctrine of their party. But if that 
be true, how can they support this pending measure, any one of 
them, without committing perjury and without a violation of 
their ozth to support the Constitution? They tell us they are 
doing this thing ie degrees; that they are reducing duties in a 
manner which is to be tender and considerate toward the laborer 
and the monopolies which they denounce. They will commit 
perjury,and notonly encourage but enact robbery and monopoly 
out of tenderness to the protected industries. 

I should like to hear some of these honorable Senators tell us 
how it is that if a tariff of 50 per cent ad valorem on manufac- 
tured woolens be unconstitutional and a robbery, how a tariff of 
40 per cent becomes constitutional and just. If a specific duty 
which gives a protection of 40 or 50 per cent ona manufacture 
of linen be not only a violation of the Constitution but a cheat 
and a snare, how does the Senator from Indiana reconcile it to 
his scrupulous conscience to put a specific duty on rice which 
amounts to at least 90 per cent? 

But there is another thing about this rice business which 
shows the sectional and one-sided character of the bill. Rais- 
ing rice is an exclusively Southern industry. Cleaning rice is 
done in the North, largely in New York and San Francisco. 
The rice milling and grinding industry and the machinery which 
it uses isa Northern interest. So this beautiful bill which puts 
upon rice cleaned 14 cents a pound, and upon uncleaned rice 1 
cent a pound, gives to rice flour and rice meal but one-fourth of 
a cent a pound protection. 

How these Senators love the poor man! How they hate the 
monopolist! Howseverely their constitutional virtue is wounded 
and outraged by an attempt to lay a duty for protection! It was 
said in the latter days of the Republic that two Roman augurs 
could not look each other in the face withoutlaughing. It must 
have been fun for the Democratic Senators in the Finance Com- 
mittee room when they got the Republicans all out and the 
doors locked to read the Democratic platform and the proposed 
speech of the chairman and then take up the provisions of their 
bill. Iam sorry the Senator from North Carolina, whose loss 
weso much deplore, could not be there. I should think the 
story might have lasted him through adozencampaigns. They 

ut $40,000,000 duty upon the poor man’s sugar—clearly a tax. 

hey put twenty-two millions more upon his shirts, equal to 50 
per cent ad valorem; also clearly a tax for protection only. 

Protective duties are a violation of the Constitution, and spe- 
cific duties are a device of Satan, and lo! here is a specific duty 
amounting to 90 per cent ad valorem for the protection of un- 


party declared at Chicago in 





} 


ever heard of, the grossest violation of the Constitution ever 
thought of—if the Democratic principles be sound. It is distin- 
guished from Republican measures by this essential difference: 
The Republican tariffs are designed for the protection of Amer- 
ican industries, while Democratic tariffs are drafted for the pre- 
tection of Democratic Senators. The Republican tariff is meant 
to secure happy homes to millions of American workmen; the 
Democratic tariff to save the seats of half a dozen Democrats. 
The wisdom of the Republican policies is vindicated by the re- 
turns of the census. The wisdom of the Democratic policies 
will be tested when the election returns come in. 

My honorable friend from Tennessee, who has charge of this 
bill, thinks, I believe, the protective system not only uncon- 
stitutional, but infamous. That Senator’s known courage and 
inexhaustible good naturenever can be disturbed or shaken by 
any earthly or physical antagonist. ButI sometimes fancy from 
his nervous and excitable appearance upon this floor that he 
must have been visited by the ghost of Andrew Jackson during 
the night. The horror which must haveseized himif the great 
Union-loving protectionist of Tennessee had visited him in his 
slumbers during a recess in this debate can only, in my opinion, 
be surpassed by the horror which would have seized the phantom 
at the sight of his Senator. 

That Senator thinks a specific duty is a delusion and snare, and 
that a protective duty, to use his own language, is an infamy. 
So he proposes that Yankee freestone and granite, and sand- 
stone, and other building or monumentalstone shall be put upon 
the free list when it is undressed, and when it is hewn, dressed, 
or polished shall have 20 per cent ad valorem as a revenue duty. 
But he reconciles somehow his sensitive conscience to protect- 
ing Tennessee marble, rough or in block, by putting a duty of 
40 cents per cubic foot specific, and when sawed, dress*d, or 


| otherwise, a duty of 75 cents per cubic foot specific. 


Is thatnot a marvelous constitutional conscience, that on every 
warehouse, dwelling, or monument of Massachusetts or Rhode 
Island or New Hampshire or Maine granite, or of Connecticut 
freestone, reads under the epitaph the palimpsestie¢ inseription: 
‘*Monopoly, extortion, infamy. <A specific duty is a cheat and 
asnare;” but reconciles itself by imposing on the widow’s little 
marble headstone at her husband’s grave a specific duty of 40 
cents per cubic foot if it is imported in the rough, and 75 cents 
per cubic foot if it is sawed, dressed, or otherwise, as a protec- 
tive duty, and reads on it, with Tennessee imagination, the 
words, ‘‘ Tariff for revenue only.” 

Mr. President, this Democratic doctrine fastens upon the peo- 
ple of the United States the control of the Southern Democratic 
oligarchy so long as the South shall remain solid. First, sup- 
press the freedom of the ballot at home and present a united 
front in your representation, without regard to the will of your 
own majority. Then get a few votes from other parts of the 
country and get the men who cast them to act upon the doc- 
trine, so openly avowed here, that it is not the will of their own 
people, that itis not the interests of their own States that shall 
govern their action, but only the opinionof a majority of a Dem- 
ocratic caucus. The result is accomplished! The reign of 
Bourbonism is secured! 

Pericles used to say that his baby governed Athens. Peri- 
cles governed the Athenian Assembly. His wife, Aspasia, gov- 
erned Pericles, and the baby governed Aspasia. The Senate is 

overned by its Finance Committee. The Finance Committee 
is governed by its Democratic majority, and the Democratic 
majority is governed by that trinity of wisdom and patriotism— 
the junior Senator from Missouri, the senior Senator from Ar- 
kansas, and the junior Senator from Texas—and to judge from 
their product, that one among those Senators who is nearest to 
the baby stage in knowledge and reflection upon the tariff gov- 
erns the Senatorial trinity. 

Mr. President, is there any other bill on the face of the earth 
that isso deait with? Undoubtedly the tariff is to be the sub- 
ject of compromise in nonessentials. Undoubtedly when the 
general principle is carried out the difference of opinion as to 
detail must be reconciled. The man who thinks internal im- 
provements within the constitutional power of Congress and 
thinks it wise to expend $10,000 for aharbor may well meet upon 
a common ground with the man who thinks it wise to expend 
$20,000 for the same object. 

But whoever heard b2fore that a man who believes a river 
and harbor bill unconstitutional should be asked to vote for a 
bill for ten millions as a compromise with a man who proposed 
to expend twenty millions? (Questions of robbery, questions of 
extortion, questions of monopoly, questions of perjury, ques- 
tions of visintion of oaths, questions of usurpation, questions of 
trampling on the Constitution, adjusted by the enactment of a 
halfway measure, in which the man who yields de‘ers to the 
opinion of the man who differs from him. 
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But, Mr. President, this singular 
mise is still more remarkable in 


litical doctrine of compro- 
t a whole ae yields its 
avowed opinion, if any credit isto be given to po platforms 


or the assurances e in the campaign. The compromise con- 
sists in inducing the gentiemen who agree that this whole thing 
is plunder and robbery and crime to settle their discordant 
opinions by assigning to each of them his proportionate share of 
the spoils. The great strict constructionist of Tennessee, to 
whom the conduct of the war upon the infamy of the McKinley 
tariff is committed by his party associates, {3 inspired with a 
wonderful deference to other men’sopinions by a protective duty 
upon Tennessee marble. 

South Carolina, who was ready for nullification a generation 
or two ago, if this violation of the Constitution were to con- 
tinve, defers to the opinion of the Democraticstatesmen of other 
—_ of the country with a proposition of a specific protective 

uty on uncleaned rice, amounting to about 90 per cent. The 
great constitutional lawyers of Alabama become very modestand 
respectful when iron ore and pig iron are provided for. Pro- 
tection is monopoly and robbery and plunder in the judgment 
of Maryland and West Virginia and old Virginia. These States 
declare it to be a fundamental principle of the Democratic party 
that the Federal Government has no constitutional power to im- 
pose and collect tariff duties, except for the purpose of revenue, 
or except to protect iron and The senior Senator from 


New Jersey defers to the sentiment of his Democratic associates |. 


on the committee, although he declared in his place in the Sen- 
ate afew years ago that there was not a single protected in- 
dustry in New Jersey on which the duty, in his judgment, ought 
to be lowered. 

I have quoted the Chicago Demoeratic Sey of 1892. But 
I have been led to look at it again in the light of the provisions 
of this bill, which is the first exposition of that platform that 
Democratic statesmen have had an opportunity to afford us. I 
see my mistake. We have been a little careless on this side of 
the Chamber in our reading of that great state paper. It is: 

We denounce Republican protection as a fraud and a robbery of the great 
majority of the American peop!e for the benefit of the few. 

Democratic protection, Mr. President, is altogether a differ- 
ent thing. Republican protection, as I take it, according to the 
meaning of that instrument, means tion of the industries 
in Republican States, or in parts of the country that are Repub- 
lican. Democratic protection is quite different. Protection of 
New England industries isa robbery of the great majority of the 
American people for the benefit of the few—of four or five mil- 
lion only. But protection of rice for the benefit of the — of 
South Carolina, or of coal for the benefit of the eof West 
Virginia, is Democratic protection. Protection of an industry of 
the North is robbery. Protection of the seat of a Democratic 
Senator is a just laudable exercise of constitutional power. 

This bill is the contrivance of sectionalism. It is the uct 
of hatred. It violates every sound — of legislation. It 
violates every sound method of legislative proceedings. No 
committee of the Senate has approved it. No committee of the 
Senate will ever approve it. No committee of the Senate will 
ever be permitted to discuss it. No committee will ever be per- 
mitted to vote according to its convictions on any of its impor- 
tant provisions. It will pass, if it pass at all, by votes of the 
men who disbelieve in it. It will pass, if it at all, after the 
country has put the stamp of its disapprobation upon it. It 
will pass, if it pass at all, by the votes of the men whose 
States repudiate their action. It will pass, if it pass at all, by 
the votes of the men who, according to their own avowal, com- 


promise important principles and violate, in so doing, not only 
their judgment, Sess heh’ cane conbetnaehionnnniiatiientionion 
itself. emen who make this ise make no compromise 


with the majority of the American people. The deferencewhich 
they pay to each other they do not extend to the business in- 

of the country, to its manufactures, to its commerce, to 
its skilled labor, or to its earners of es. 

The senior Senator from New Jersey has, in his deference for 
the Senator from Missouri, or Arkansas, or Texas, little respect 
for the opinion of Alexander Hamilton, or James Madison, or 
Thomas Jefferson, or Andrew Jackson, or Abraham Lincoln. 

riencein the managementofa ore manufacturing indus 
in New Jersey counts for little with him compared with experi- 
ence in the manipulation of Democratic caucuses or in therebel 
army or the Confederate co , 

Mr. President, there may be some exceptions in some remote 
and benighted regicns where they have not yet heard from Ap- 
pomattox, or where they still blaspheme the doctrines of Jeffer- 
son, in the name of Jefferson, and still crucify Jackson on the 
8th of January, and there m 
bill. There are doubtlesss cities, newspapers 

foreign im, to men bred under 
or by some ex- 


, in some 
subsidized rs, 8 
toreign policies, controlled by some 


ample of that rarest of monstrosities—some Irishman without 
the love of liberty in his bosom—-that still preach free trade and 
fancy the American people do not know the difference between 
the rising and the settingsun. Butwhere American sentiment, 
coming from American hearts, and spoken by American lips, 
finds any utterance, there is one unbroken chorus of loathing 
and abhorrence for this Wilson bill, for the man who begot it, 
and the men who are its godfathers in baptism. 

From all the States,from all parts of the country, from all oc- 
cupations comes the cry of indignationandalarm. Agriculture 
and Commerce join hands with theirsister, Manufacture,through 
whose side a mortal stroke is aimed at themalso. The hardy 
lumbermen of Maine are sharpening their axes for this Wilson 
bill. California speaks through the voice of her sailor Senator. 
apes Oregon eagerly awaits the time when her people 
shall declare their will after her constitutional fashion. Ver- 
mont has already spoken to us through our Sir Thomas Erping- 
ham, who will seek no— 

Good soft pillow for that good white head— 


until he has helped in our battle and shared in the victory of 


our Agincourt. 
Well it thine age became, 
Oh, noble yi ey 
Who did‘st the signal aim 
To all our forces. 


Pennsyivania, which perhaps more perfectly than any other 
civilized community on earth, represents every interest and 
employment of civilized man—the farm, the factory, the mine, 
the railroad, commerce, manufacture, agriculture—who reaches 
out one hand to the commerce of the Mississippi Valley and the 
Gulf, and with the other, like Venice, espouses the everlasting 
sea—in this great time of peril toeverything she owns and holds 
dear, can scarcely discover a Democrat by advertising for him. 

New York, from her great commercial metropolis, also the 
greatest manufacturing city on earth, sends to the other House 
from her chief Democratic stronghold a representative of the 
protective system. 

New Jersey, the first State to approve the Constitution bya 
unanimous vote, a vote which there is abundant historical evi- 
dence to show was given because of the power which it contains 
te establish protection for American manufacturing industries, 
has uttered a voice to which no ear is deaf unless it be that of 
her senior Senator. 

In Massachusetts, her late governor, who has held the seat of 
chief aan ina Republican State by appealing to. Repub- 
licans to lay aside party Seclings, has suddenly discovered that 
the time has come for Democracy to apply ty discipline. 
What Massachusetts thinks of his advice her thirty fair cities, 
creatures of the protective system, have told us in their recent 
elections. 

The lower the standard of wages, the lower the standard of 
citizenship. In other countries good wages mean contentment, 
comfort, happy homes, well-clad children and wives. In a re- 
public it means all this and infinitely more. In America the 
wage of the workman is the king’s salary. Low wages degrade 
labor. Here the degradation of labor is a crime because it de- 
grades the citizenship of a nation of workingmen. When you 
adopt here the standard of wages of other countries, you _ 
with it the standard of citizenship of other countries. In 
America the hand of the workingman is upon the helm of the 
ship. No half-starved or half- pilot can navigate this Re- 
public over the stormy ocean of human history, or bring it safely 
past the shoals and breakers and rocks into a 

Some of our economists would have us believe that protection 
has nothing to do with wages. They ask us to listen to their 
subtle logic and to disregard all the lessons of experience and 
the of history. These men can not deny that when- 
ever in this country protection has been highest, the progress 
of the Republic in everything that makes national greatness or 
private happiness has been greatest. American labor under 
protection certainly has received the highest wages which ever 
com the labor of hand or brain. 

To say that ——— does not affect wages is to say that 
prices do not affect wages. 


To say that tion does not affect wages is to say that the 
profitable business can not afford to pay more than an unprofit- 
able business. 


Tosay that protection does not affect wages is to say that a 
man’s year’s 3 are not greater when he is sure to be per- 
manently employed than when he is not permanently loyed. 

Protection can do one ne It can secure to American la- 
bor the American market. Free trade can secure to American 
labor no market whatever. Protection has lighted many an 
American furnace fire. It has built ae an An.srican factory. 
It hasopened many an American mine. There have sprung from 
it many an American manufacturing city and many an Ameri- 









can manufacturing village, to be a marketforthe farmer. Pro- 
tection brings the workshop close to the farm wiiere its product 
is sold and places the market of the farmer near the place where 
his crop is gathered. Free trade never lighted a fire in an 
American furnace. It has put out a great many. Free trade 
never built an American factory. It has shut up a great many. 
Free trade never opened an American mine. I[t has caused a 

reat many to be deserted. Free trade never built a manufac- 

ring city or sold a barrel of flour or a pound of pork for an 
American farmer. Free trade keeps the workshop that supplies 
the farmer and the market where he sells his produce on the 
other side of the Atlantic. 

Now, tosay that protection does not increase wages is to say 
that busy factories do not increase wages; that lighted furnaces 
do not increase wages; that open mines do not increase wages; 
that manufacturing cities do not increase wages; that having 
the market close to the farm and the farm close to the workshop 
does not increase wages. Protectionexchanges the wool for the 
coat, and the leather for the shoes,and the beef and pork and 
flour for the shirt and stockings and hat and the woman's dress, 
close by, in our own country, paying nothing to England for 
making the exchange or keeping the account, and paying noth- 
ing to England for the freight. Free trade keeps the farmer 
and the manufacturer apart by the whole breadth of an ocean 
and half the breadth of a continent, and makes each pay alarge 

rcentage of the product for the cost of carrying it to the other. 

ow, to say that protection does not increase wages is to say 
that theré is as much left for the American workman after the 
English merchant and the English carrier have taken their toll 
as there would be if there were no toll to pay. Protection se- 
cures to the American workman at leastone market—the market 
of the greatest consuming nation on earth. Protection secures 
to the American farmer at least one market—the market of the 
greatest manufacturing nation on earth. Free trade secures no 
marketeither to manufacture or agriculture Now, to say that 

rotection does not increase wages is to say that wages are not 
ener where the product has a secure and steady market than 
where the product is certain of no market at all, 

Under protection this country has flourished as no country 
ever flourished before. No country ever flourished under free 
trade. Now, tosay that protection does not increase wages is 
to say that wages are not better in the country that does flourish 
than in the country that does not flourish. 

Protection keeps the man who is getting high wages and who 
lives generously from having his job got away from him by the 
man who is willing to take lover wages and who lives close to 
the starvation limit. Free trade brings in the pauper for acom- 

titor. Now, to say that protection does not increase wages is 

say that to keep a man from being underbid for his job does 
not tend to prevent him from having to reduce his price. Pro- 
tection causes two jobs to seek one man. Free trade sets many 
men to seeking one job. Now, to say that protection does not 
increase wages is to say that ten starving men seeking one job 
the bid will not be downward, and that two jobs seeking one man 
the bid will not be upward. 

In 1857, after eleven years’ trial of the vaunted free-trade 
Walker tariff, President Buchanan, the last Democratic Presi- 
dent in whom the Democratic party have much delight, a most 
unwilling witness, says in his annual message to Congress: 

We have possessed all of the elements of national wealth in rich abun- 
dance, and yet, notwithstanding all these advantages, our country in its 
monetary interests is at the present moment in a deplorable condition. In 
the midst of unsurpassed plenty in all the productions of agricultural and 
in all the elements of national wealth, we find our manufactures suspended, 
our public works retarded, our private enterprises of different kinds aban- 
doned, and thousands of useful laborers thrown out of employment and re- 
duced to want. 

The New York papers of that time are full of the account of 
distress, uf starving workmen, of processions with ‘‘ bread or 
blood” inscribed on their banners. President Harrison in his 
last message, in December, 1892, gives Congress a picture of the 
condition of things after thirty years of protection. It was the 
high-water mark, not only of national but of human prosperity. 
The sober returns of the census almost outstrip the power of 
imagination in describing the growth, the greatness, and the 
glory of the Republic. 

Now, to say that protection does not increase wages is to say 
that es were ag good and that men were as weil employed in 
1857 as in 1892; it is to say that wages are no better when men 
are at work on the farm and in the factory, with full em- 
ployment, than when—to use Mr. Buchanan’s language—‘‘man- 
oe are suspended, public works are retarded, private en- 

prises abandoned, and thousands of useful laborers thrown 
out of employment and reduced to want.” 

I do not bslieve, Mr. President, there is a Senator on either 
side of this Chamber bold enough to deny that this tariff bill, 
so far as it respects Southern products, is a tariff for protection. 
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The provisions in it for rice, for sugar,for coal, for iron, and for 
Tennessee marble, are a tariff to protect those great Southern 
products. There will not be found, I think,a man hardyenough 
to deny that the representatives of the States which produce 
these great staple articles would refuse to support the bill unless 
they were protected. 

By what curious coincidence does it happen that 
Senator from Indiana, the chairman and represent 
committee, declares thataspecifie duty 
or, to use his exact language— 


when the 
itive of the 
sion, 


is a fraud and a de 


That darkness and deception lurk in the very princi; ' o 
duty, that they are a device of high protection that the pe 
know how much tribute they pay or to what extent they are piu 


that coaland pig iron,and Tennessee marble, and rics,a 

the great Southern products, every one of them, is pro 

a specificduty? Tellme, pray, whatother thana sectiona : 
can there be that marble has to havea specific duty and that 
granite and freestone are ad valorem? That rice must havea 
specific duty and barley isad valorem? Thatironand coal need 
this form of protection, while the great textile Northern manu- 
factures are lett to the mercy of fraudulent undervalu 

the ad valorem system? ™ 

Mr. President, I have sometimes heard it claimed that 
protective policy under which we have lived and prospe 
thirty years bore hard upon the South. It has been said that 
the people of the South were paying tribute to the Northern 
monopolists. I donot think we shall hear much of that claim 
after the results of the recent census have become familiar to 
the public. It has been already mentioned in this debate, 
pecially by the honorable Senator from fowa [Mr. ALI 
that the wealth of the United States increased from forty-three 
thousand millions in 1880 to sixty-five thousand millions in 1890. 

This increase alone is enough to buy upsome of the most pros- 
perous kingdoms of Europe. But the census divides it into 

oups. It discloses that in the North Atlantic division, which 
includes the manufacturing States of New England, New York, 
New Jersey, and Pepnsylvania, the increase of wealth per eapita 
during the decade was $23. At the same time in the South At- 
lantic division, which includes the States southward on the At- 
lantic coast from Pennsylvania to Florida, the increase was $84 
per capita, or nearly four times that of New England. If you 
take the Southwestern division, comprising the great States of 
the Southwest—Kentucky, Tennessee, Alabam», Mississippi, 
Louisiana, Texas, Arkansas—the increase during that ten years 
was $148 per capita. 

The great increase in our wealth during this period of highest 
protection was in the agricultural States of the South. ‘here 
are no great accumulations of wealth in those regions, in single 
hands, or at least there are very few indeed. Yet the increase 
in wealth per capita, in that great agricultural region, Missouri, 
Texas, and Arkansas, during those ten years, was more than six 
and one-half times the increase in Massachusetts. 

The same census shows an increase in the value of farm lands 
of 30.23 per cent, and of farm implements 21.58 per cent, al- 
though, as the Senator from Iowa very aptly remarked, the 
value of the agricultural implements has diminished nearly or 

uite 50 per cent in that period. It further appears, Mr. Presi- 

ent, that at least two of the great manufacturing interests of 
the country, iron and cotton, have been, during that period, 
tending steadily toward the South. Sol say,and challenge con- 
tradiction, that the claim that that section has been dealt with 
harshly or ungenerously under our fiscal policies is refuted by 
the census itself. 

This bill, which means murder to some parts of the country, 
means crucifixion to New England. There are nearly five mil- 
lion men and women employed as wage-earners in manufacturing 
industries in thiscountry. I believe that the best authorities 
agree—although the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], an ex- 
cellent authority himself, places it lower—that each of the 
earners of wages in the factories supports directly or indirectly 
at least five people, counting the numbers of the families and the 
persons indirectly supplying their wants. Sotbat on our manu- 
facturing industries are dependent a population of at least 
twenty-five millions of people. 

Now, what are these people todo? You propose to increase 
your importations by at least $200,000,000. So the men who 
make this $200,000,0U0 worth of products in the United States 
are to be thrown out of that employment. Out of this produc- 
tion from 90 to 95 per cent is labor. If you import $200,000,000 
worth from abroad of manufactures which would otherwise be 
made here, the one hundred and eighty or one hundred and 
ninety millions now paid in wages must cease to be paid for the 
work now done here, but hereafter to be performed abroad. These 
men mustengage in other occupations or must be idle. Observe 
thatin this suggestion I am taking no account of the manufas- 
ture which is to be continued here, but under reduced wages. 
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But, Mr. President, thissingular 
miso is still more remarkable in 


litical doctrine of compro- 
t a whole a yields its 
avowed opinion, if any credit isto be given to po platforms 


or the assurances e in the campaign. The compromise con- 
sists in inducing the gentlemen who agree that this whole thing 
is plunder and robbery and crime to settle their discordant 
opinions by assigning to each of them his proportionate share of 
the spoils. The great strict constructionist of Tennessee, to 
whom the conduct of the war upon the remo tg the McKinley 
tariff is committed by his party associates, is inspired with a 
wonderful deference to other men’sopinions by a protective duty 
upon Tennessee marble. 

South Carolina, who was ready for nullification a generation 
or two ago, if this violation of the Constitution were to con- 
tinue, defers to the opinion of the Democraticstatesmen of other 

rtg of the country with a proposition of a specific protective 

uty on uncleaned rice, amounting to about 90 per cent. The 
great constitutional lawyers of Alabama become very modestand 
respectful when iron ore and pig iron are provided for. Pro- 
tection is a and robbery and plunder in the ees 
of Maryland and West Virginia and old Virginia. These States 
declare it to be a fundamental principle of the Democratic party 
that the federal Government has no constitutional power to im- 
pose and ccilect tariff duties, except for the purpose of revenue, 
or except to protect iron and Soak The senior Senator from 


New Jersey defers to the sentiment of his Democratic associates |. 


on the committee, although he declared in his place in the Sen- 
ate afew years ago that there was not a single protected in- 
dustry in New Jersey on which the duty, in his judgment, ought 
to be lowered. 

I have quoted the Chicago Demoeratic we wey of 1892. But 
I have been led to look at it again in the light of the provisions 
of this bill, which is the first exposition of that platform that 
Democratic statesmen have had an opportunity to afford us. I 
see my mistake. We have been alittle careless on this side of 
the Chamber in our reading of that great state paper. It is: 

We denounce Republican protection as a fraud and a rob of the t 
majority of the Aalatons eagle for the benefit of —— _ 

Democratic protection, Mr. President, is altogether a differ- 
ent thing. Republican protection, as I take it, according to the 
meaning of that instrument, means protection of the industries 
in Republican States, or in parts of the country that are Repub- 
lican. Democratic protection is quite different. Protection of 
New England industries isa robbery of the great majority of the 
American people for the benefit of the few—of four or five mil- 
lion only. But protection of rice for the benefit of the people of 
South Carolina, or of coal for the benefit of the eof West 
Virginia, is Democratic protection. Protection of anindustry of 
the North is robbery. Protection of the seat of a Democratic 
Senator is a just laudable exercise of constitutional power. 

This bill is the :ontrivance of sectionalism. It is the product 
of hatred. It vielites every sound principle of legislation. It 
violates every zound method of legislative ings. No 
committee of the Senate has approved it. No committee of the 
Senate will ever approve it. No committee of the Senate will 
ever be permitted to discuss it. No committee will ever be per- 
mitted to vote according to its convictions on any of its impor- 
tant provisions. It will pass, if it pass at all, by the votes of the 
mon who disbelieve in it. It will pass, if it at all, after the 
country has put the stamp of its disapprobation upon it. It 
will pass, if it pass at all, by the votes of the men whose 
States repudiate their action. It will pass, if it pass at all, by 
the votes of the men who, according to their own avowal, com- 
— important principles and violate, in so doing, not only 

eir j ent, but their own construction of the Constitution 
itself e men who make thiscompromise make no compromise 
with the majority of the American people. The deference which 
they pay to each other they do not extend to the business in- 

of the country, to its manufactures, to its commerce, to 
its skilled labor, or to its earners of es. 

The senior Senator from New Jersey has, in his deference for 
the Senator from Missouri, or Arkansas, or Texas, little respect 
for the opinion of Alexander Hamilton, or James Madison, or 
Thomas Jefferson, or Andrew Jackson, cr Abraham Lincoln. 

riencein the managementof a great manufacturing ee 
in New Jersey counts for little with him compared with experi- 
ence in the ——o of Democratic caucuses or in the rebel 
army or the Confederate congress, 

Mr. President, there may be some exceptions in some remote 
and benighted regions where they have not yet heard from Ap- 
pomattox, or where they still blaspheme the doctrines of Jeffer- 
son, in the name of Jefferson, and still crucify Jackson on the 
8th of January, and there may be some respect for this Wilson 


bill. There are doubtless still, in some tcities, newspapers 
subsidized foreign im rs, 8 to men bred under 
toreign policies, controlled by some or by some ex- 


ample of that rarest of monstrosities—some Irishman without 
the love of liberty in his bosom—that still preach free trade and 
faney the American people do not know the difference between 
the rising and the settingsun. Butwhere American sentiment, 
coming from American hearts, and spoken by American lips, 
finds any utterance, there is one unbroken chorus of loathing 
and abhorrence for this Wilson bill, for the man who begot it, 
and the men who are its godfathers in baptism. 

From all the States,from all parts of the country, from all oc- 
cupations comes the cry of indignationandalarm. Agriculture 
and Commerce join hands with theirsister, Manufacture,through 
whose side a mortal stroke is aimed at themalso. The hardy 
lumbermen of Maine are sharpening their axes for this Wilson 
bill. California speaks through the voice of her sailor Senator. 
ge Oregon eagerly awaits the time when her people 

1 declare their will after her constitutional fashion. Ver- 
mont has already spoken to us through our Sir Thomas Erping- 
ham, who will seek no— 

Good soft pillow for that good white head— 


until he has helped in our battle and shared in the victory of 


our Agincourt. 
Well it thine age became, 
Oh, noble yop ns 
Who did‘st the signal aim 
To all our forces. 


Pennsyivania, which — more perfectly than any other 
civilized community on earth, represents every interest and 
employment of civilized man—the farm, the factory, the mine, 
the railroad, commerce, manufacture, agriculture—who reaches 
out one hand to the commerce of the Mississippi Valley and the 
Gulf, and with the other, like Venice, espouses the everlasting 
sea—in this great time of peril toeverything she owns and holds 
dear, can scarcely discover a Democrat by advertising for him. 

New York, from her great commer metropolis, also the 
greatest manufacturing city on earth, sends to the other House 
from her chief Democratic stronghold a representative of the 
protective system. 

New Jersey, the first State to approve the Constitution bya 
unanimous vote, a vote which there is abundant historical evi- 
dence to show was given because of the power which it contains 
to establish protection for American manufacturing industries, 
has uttered a voice to which no ear is deaf unless it be that oi 
her senior Senator. 

In Massachusetts, her late governor, who has held the seat of 
ehief magistrate ina Republican State sf sounenne to. Repub- 
licans to lay aside fang: Dag rea has suddenly discovered that 
the time has come for Democracy to apply ty discipline. 
What Massachusetts thinks of his advice her thirty fair cities, 
creatures of the protective system, have told us in their recent 
elections. 

The lower the standard of wages, the lower the standard of 
citizenship. ‘In other countries good wages mean contentment, 
comfort, happy homes, well-clad children and wives. In are- 
public it means all this and infinitely more. In America the 
wage of the workman is the king’s salary. Low wages degrade 
laber. Here the degradation of labor is a crime because it de- 
grades the citizenship of a nation of workingmen. foe er 
adopt here the standard of wages of other countries, you adopt 
with it the standard of citizenship of other countries. In 
America the hand of the workingman is upon the helm of the 
ship. No half-starved or half-paid pilot can navigate this Re- 
public over the stormy ocean of human history, or bring it safely 
past the shoals and breakers and rocks into — 

Some of our economists would have us believe that protection 
has nothing to do with wages. They ask us to listen to their 
subtle logic and to disregard all the lessons of experience and 
the of history. These men can not deny that when- 
ever in this country protection has been highest, the progress 
of the Republic in everything that makes national greatness or 
private happiness has been greatest. American labor under 
protection certainly has received the highest wages which ever 
compensated the labor of hand or brain. 

To say that a does. not affect wages is to say that 
prices do not affect wages. 

To say that tion does not affect wages is to say that the 
profitable business can not afford to pay more than an unprofit- 
able business. 

To say that protection does not affect wages is to say that a 
man’s year’s wages are not greater when he is sure to be per- 
manently employed than when he is not permanently loyed. 

Protection can do one see It can secure to American la- 
bor the American market. ee trade can secure to American 
labor no market whatever. Protection has lighted many an 
American furnace fire. It has built many an American factory. 
It manyanAmericanmine. There have sprung from 


it many an American manufacturing city and many an Ameri- 
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ean manufacturing village, to be a marketforthe farmer. Pro- 
tection brings the workshop close to the farm where its product 
is sold and places the market of the farmer near the place where 
his crop is gathered. Free trale never lighted a fire in an 
American furnace. It has put out a great many. Free trade 
never built an American factory. It has shut up a great many. 
Free trade never opened an American mine. It has caused a 

reat many to be deserted. Free trade never built a manufac- 

uring city or sold a barrel of flour or a pound of pork for an 
American farmer. Free trade keeps the workshop that supplies 
the farmer and the market where he sells his produce on the 
other side of the Atlantic. 

Now, tosay that protection does not increase wages is to say 
that busy factories do not increase wages; that lighted furnaces 

0 not increase wages; that open mines do not increase wages; 

hat manufacturing cities do not increase wages; that having 
the market close to the farm and the farm close to the workshop 
does not increase wages. Protectionexchanges the wool for the 
coat, and the leather for the shoes, and the beef and pork and 
flour for the shirt and stockings and hat and the woman’s dress, 
close by, in our own country, paying nothing to England for 
making the exchange or keeping the account, and paying noth- 
ing to England for the freight. Free trade keeps the farmer 
and the manufacturer apart by the whole breadth of an ocean 
and half the breadth of a continent, and makes each pay alarge 
rcentage of the product for the cost of carrying it to the other. 
ow, to say that protection does not increase wages is to say 
that there is as much left for the American workman after the 
English merchant and the English carrier have taken their toll 
as there would be if there were no toll to pay. Protection se- 
cures to the American workman at leastone market—the market 
of the greatest consuming nation on earth. Protection secures 
to the American farmer at least one market—the market of the 
greatest manufacturing nation on earth. Free trade secures no 
marketeither to manufacture or agriculture Now, to say that 
rotection does not increase wages is to say that wages are not 
tter where the product has a secure and steady market than 
where the product is certain of no market at all. 

Under protection this country has flourished as no country 
ever flourished before. No country ever flourished under free 
trade. Now, tosay that protection does not increase wages is 
to say that wages are not better in the country that does flourish 
than in the country that does not flourish. 

Protection keeps the man who is getting high wages and who 
lives generously from having his job got away from him by the 
man who is willing to take lower wages and who lives close to 
the starvation limit. Free trade brings in the pauper for acom- 

titor. Now, to say that protection does not increase wages is 

say that to keep a man from being underbid for his job does 
not tend to prevent him from having to reduce his price. Pro- 
tection causes two jobs to seek one man. Free trade sets many 
men to seeking one job. Now, to say that protection does not 
increase wages is to say that ten starving men seeking one job 
the bid will not be downward, and that two jobs seeking one man 
the bid will not be upward. 

In 1857, after eleven years’ trial of the vaunted free-trade 
Walker tariff, President Buchanan, the last Democratic Presi- 
dent in whom the Democratic party have much delight, a most 
unwilling witness, says in his annual message to Congress: 

We have possessed all of the elements of national wealth in rich abun- 
dance, and yet, notwithstanding all these advantages, our country in its 
monetary interests is at the present moment ina deplorable condition. In 
the midst of unsurpassed plenty in all the productions of agricultural and 
in all the elements of national wealth, we find our manufactures suspended, 
our public works retarded, our private enterprises of different kinds aban- 


doned, and thousands of useful laborers thrown out of employment and re- 
duced to want. 


The New York papers of that time are full of the account of 
distress, of starving workmen, of processions with ‘‘ bread or 
blood” inscribed on their banners. President Harrison in his 
last message, in December, 1892, gives Congress a picture of the 
condition of things after thirty years of protection. It was the 
high-water mark, not only of national but of human prosperity. 
The sober returns of the census almost outstrip the power of 
imagination in describing the growth, the greatness, and the 
glory of the Republic. 

Now, to say that protection does not increase wages is to say 
that wages were ag good and that men were as well employed in 
41857 as in 1892; it is to say that wages are no better when men 
are at work on the farm and in the factory, with full em- 
ployment, than when—to use Mr. Buchanan’s language—‘‘man- 

tures are suspended, public works are retarded, private en- 
prises abandoned, and thousands of useful laborers thrown 
out of employment and reduced to want.” 

I do not bslieve, Mr. President, there is a Senator on either 
side of this Chamber bold enough to deny that this tariff bill, 
se far as it respects Southern products, is a tariff for protection. 
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The provisions in it for rice, for sugar, for coal, for iron, and for 
Tennessee marble, are a tariff to protect those great Southern 
products. There will not be found, [ think,a man hardyenough 
to deny that the representatives of the States which produce 
these great staple articles would refuse to support the bill unless 
they were protected. 

By what curious coincidence does it happen that when the 
Senator from Indiana, the chairman and representative of the 
committee, declares thata specific duty is a fraud and a de 
or, to use his exact language— 

That darkness and deception lurk in the very principle of spe 
duty, that they are a device of high protection that the peop 
know how much tribute they pay or to what extent they are piu 


310n, 


that coaland pig iron,and Tennessee marble, and rics, a 
the great Southern products, every one of them, is protected b 
a specificduty? Tell me, pray, whatother thana sectional! reason 
can there be that marble has to havea specific duty and that 
granite and freestone are ad valorem? That rice must havea 
specific duty and barley isad valorem? Thatironand coal need 
this form of protection, while the great textile Northern manu- 
factures are left to the mercy of fraudulent undervalu 
the ad valorem system? . 

Mr. President, I have sometimes heard it claimed that the 
protective policy under which we have lived and prospe 
thirty years bore hard upon the South. It has been said that 
the people of the South were paying tribute to the Northern 
monopolists. I do not think we shall hear much of that claim 
after the results of the recent census havo become familiar to 


ions by 


. } r . 
eu for 


the public. It has been already mentioned in this debate, es 
pecially by the honorable Senator from [owa [Mr. ALLISON], 
that the wealth of the United States increased from forty-three 


thousand millions in 1880 to sixty-five thousand millions in 1890. 

This increase alone is enough to buy upsome of the most pros- 
perous kingdoms of Europe. But the census divides it into 

oups. It discloses that in the North Atlantic division, which 
includes the manufacturing States of New England, New York, 
New Jersey, and Pepnsylvania, the increase of wea! th per enpita 
during the decade was $23. At the same time in the South At- 
lantic division, which includes the States southward on the At- 
lantic coast from Pennsylvania to Florida, the increase was $84 
per capita, or nearly four times that of New England. If you 
take the Southwestern division, comprising the great States of 
the Southwest—Kentucky, Tennessee, Alabam», Mississippi, 
Louisiana, Texas, Arkansas—the increase during that ten years 
was $148 per capita. 

The great increase in our wealth during this period of highest 
protection was in the agricultural States of the South. ‘here 
are no great accumulations of wealth in those regions, in single 
hands, or at least there are very few indeed. Yet the increase 
in wealth per capita, in that great agricultural region, Missouri, 
Texas, and Arkansas, during those ten years, was more than six 
and one-half times the increase in Massachusetts. 

The same census shows an increase in the value of farm lands 
of 30.23 per cent, and of farm implements 21.58 per cent, al- 
though, as the Senator from Iowa very aptly remarked, the 
value of the agricultural implements has diminished nearly or 

uite 50 per cent in that period. It further appears, Mr. Presi- 

ent, that at least two of the great manufacturing interests of 
the country, iron and cotton, have been, during that period, 
tending steadily toward the South. Sol say,and challenge con- 
tradiction, that the claim that that section has been dealt with 
harshly or ungenerously under our fiscal policies is refuted by 
the census itself. 

This bill, which means murder to some parts of the country, 
means crucifixion to New England. There are nearly five mil- 
lion men and women employed as wage-earners in manufacturing 
industries in thiscountry. I believe that the best authorities 
agree—although the Senator from Iowa[Mr. ALLISON], an ex- 
cellent authority himself, places it lower—that each of the 
earners of wages in the factories supports directly or indirectly 
at least five people, counting the numbers of the families andthe 
persons indirectly supplying their wants. Sothat on our manu- 
facturing industries are dependent a population of at least 
twenty-five millions of people. 

Now, what are these people todo? You propose to increase 
your importations by at least $200,000,000. So the men who 
make this $200,000,0U0 worth of products in the United States 
are to be thrown out of that employment. Out of this produc- 
tion from 99 to 9% per cent is labor. If you import $200,000,000 
worth from abroad of manufactures which would otherwise be 
made here, the one hundred and eighty or one hundred and 
ninety millions now paid in wages must cease to be paid for the 
work now done here, but hereafter to be performed abroad. These 
men mustengage in other occupations or must be idle. Observe 
that in this suggestion I am taking no account of the manufae- 
ture which is to be continued here, but under reduced wages. 
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In what are thése $180,000,000 worth of workmen hereafter 
to engage? What do you a ee to give them todo? Before 
you enter upon this doubtful experiment, before you throw 
away the prosperity which existed until you threatened it, these 
men were well employed, were earning afixed salary, were creat- 
ing this wealth by their labor which they were ae into the 
lap of the country, and were getting a good living themselves. 
Now, I ask my honorable friend from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] 
Whatare they todo next? It seems to me we are entitled to 
some more precise and practical answer than any that has been 
viven, either from a professor's or a Senator’s chair, before we 
ye called upon to enact this proposed measure of yours into law. 

The condition of the laboring classes in England, in her po- 
litical economies, as stated by representatives of the governing 
classes, has been more than once set forth in this debate. It is 
needless for me to repeat what my colleague and others have 
siid. A distinguished Englishman, I suppose it was Mr. Glad- 
stone, told President Garfield years ago that he had never known 
an agricultural laborer in England to rise above the condition 
to which he was born. Every seventh person in England—some 
authorities place it as high agevery fifth person—receives char- 
nr ae & pauper some time in his life. Of the earners of wages 
who live to be beyond 60 years old, one-half become paupers. 
Let me add to these statements that of a humane observer, who 
repudiates the dominant English policy. 

f osk the Secretary to read a brief extract from Mr. G. Bern- 
ard Shaw in the Fabian Essay: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
Without objection, the Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


I now ask you to pick up the dropped subject of the spread of cultivation. 
We had got as far as the appearance in the market of a new commodity—of 
the proletarian man ae led to live by the sale of himself! In order to 
realize at once the latent horror of this you have only to apply our investi- 
gation of value, with its inevitable law that only fl restricting the te 
of a commodity can its value be kept from descending finally to zero. e 
commodity which the proletarian sells is one over the production of which 
he has practically no control. He is himself driven to produce it by an ir- 
resistible impulse. . 
- It was the increase of population that spread cultivation and civilization 
from the center to the snowline, and at last forced men to sell themselves 
to the lords of the soil; it is the same force that continues to multiply men 
so that their exch value fails slowly and surely until it ee al- 
together—until even black chattel slaves are released as not worth keeping 
in a land where men of all colors are to be hadfor nothing. This is the con- 
dition of our English laborers to-day; they are no longer even dirt cheap; 
they are valueless, and can be had for nothing. The proof is the existence 
of the unemployed, who can find no purchasers. By the law of indifference, 
a buy men at a price when he can obtain equallyserviceable men 

or nothing. 

What then is the explanation of the wages given to those who are in em- 
ployment, and who certainly do not work for nothing? The matter is de- 

lorably simple. Suppose that horses multiplied in England in such quan- 

ties that they were to be had for the asking, like kittens condemned to the 
bucket. You would still have to feed your horse—feed him and !odge him well, 
if you used him as a smart hunter—feed him and lodge him wretchedly if 
you used him only as a drudge. But the cost of keeping would not mean 
that the horse had an exchange value, If you got 1 for nothing in the 
first instance—if no one would give you thing for him when you were 
done with him, he would be worth nothing, spite of the cost of his keep. 

That is Just the case of every member of the proletariat who could be re- 
placed by one of the unemployed to-day. Their wage is not the ce of 
themselves; for they are worth nothing; it is 7 keep. or bare 
subsistence wages you can get as much common labor as you want, and do 
what you please with it within the limits of a criminal e which is sure to 
be interpreted by a proprietary class judge in your favor. If you have to 
give ryt footman a better allowance than your wretched hewer of match 
wood, it is for the same reason that you have to give your hunter beans and 
a clean stall instead o: chopped straw and a sty. 


Mr. HOAR. It is only the wealthy class in England that 
pete by English policies. The misery of the English farm 
aborer is hopeless. But it is constantly growing worse. His 
wages now will not buy him foed. The r creatures are stam- 
peding to the cities, and the land is going out of cultivation. 

The following extract from an article on “ The value of land,” 
in the London Spectator, December 9, 1893, shows so clearly the 
final result of free trade to the landowners of England that it 
needs n6 comment: 


These are reasons for thinking that this {a ro is what is now going to 
hap in the case of English land. The ability of landowners to hold on is 
coming to anend, and the inevitable crash, the assimilation of purchase prices 
tothe profits or lack of profits from lands, is about to take place. Some ifl- 
cant facts in regard to this are given in an article in the Pall Mall Gazette 
of last Tuesday. The writer tells us that he has been seeking landin which 
to invest cortaln charitable funds, and that the result of his search has been 
to show the terrible condition of —_ agriculture. He tells us that “one 
landiord (from Cambridgeshire), in despair of sel , Offered a twenty-five 
years’ lease of 600 acres free, and only subject to the condition that they 
shouid be kept in cultivation.” 

It was admitted that this offer was made because rent was unobtainable, 
andthe owner had been los: at the rate of £2 anacre as the resultof his own 
farming. “A few days ago,”’ continues the writer in the Pall Mali Gazette, 
"200 acres were sold in Essex at £6 an acre; when sold 

brought £7,000, and some were that 
at one time been raised on their security. A farm of similar size is now 
in the market, for which the owner asks only the cost price of the farm 
build The vendors of a farm in Suffolk came down from £5,000 toa fifth 
of that amount, though they considered the first price to involve a 
fice." In other words, the price of land is dropping to the value of Central 
American or Peruvian s 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





May 8, 





That is the language of that great authority, the London 
Spectator. Let meadd to this a significant and most instructive 
lesson showing the effect of English doctrines in other countries 
upon whom she has been able to impose them. I cite the Rev. 
Cyrus Hamlin, known er to my friend from Maine 
[Mr. HALE], one of the ablest and most distinguished men of 
an able and distinguished family, the late president of Robert 
College near Constantinople, and more recently president of 
Middlebury College in Vermont, who was one of our most ac- 
complished and highly respected missionaries abroad. Dr. 
Hamlin went shreat a free trader, having imbibed that doc- 
trine from his college professors. Ihave here a letter addressed 
to me by Dr. Hamlin, dated April 24, 1894, which is as follows: 

LEXINGTON, April 25, 1894. 


My DEAR Sir: I can not find the lecture to whichI referred and Iseem not 
to have a copy ofit. The one I inclose was simply a college lecture ( Middle- 
bury, Vt.) and was published by some of the citizens. 

The stat ement in the lecture which I promised to send you, and which I 
See, might interest you as an instructive fact, was in substance the fol- 

owing: 

“TI went to Turkey an earnest free trader, having been so taught in col- 
lege, as most of our unfortunate youth are taught to thisday. The Turkish 
Government was under treaty obligation to levy only 5 per cent ad valorem 
onimports. The custom-house put its own valuation on goods and often 
from three to five times their value. I have myself had articles remain for 
> the custom-house because I would not pay on the enormous valua- 

on im ; 

‘There were, besides, charges for lightering, wharfage, porterage, etc., 
all Government monopolies, and one was fortunate if his 5 per cent did not 
amount to 2%. But all this was only the beginning of evils. It was all re- 
peated at the boundary of every pashalic or department. Goods could not 
get far into tae interior without paying fifty or a hundred per cent, all ona 

per cent ad valorem tariff. hen at length this whole system was 
broken down, and duties paid at one port were paid for the empire and ad 
valorem was abolished, then free trade began. 

“English and German goods poured in and Turkish industries perished. 
The viliage of Bordegoz opposite Nicomeden is a perfect illustration of 
free trade. It compelled me to pitch my free trade into the Bosphorus at 
its deepest part, 480 feet. It isan illustration so small and compact that 
one can take in the whole at a glance, and so perfect that there is nothing in 
free trade which it does not illuminate. 

“Itwas a largeand flourishing Armenian village of about 5,000 inhabitants. 
It had one industry, blacksmithing, confined wholly to the iron footgear of 
domestic animals, horses, donkeys, oxen. The men were strong, stalwart 
men, having that remarkable skill and power that an industry which comes 
down from father toson through many generations always shows. The 
products of the labor and skill were piled up on the bazar at the capital and 
thence distributed far and wide in the empire. An Englishman carried 
home patterns of all these shoes; they were manufactured with drop weight 
dies, sent outin great quantities to Constantinople, and sold at the same 
price per oke or per pound that the villagers gave for theirrawiron. They 
were thunderstruck. Their immediate loss was great and their only means 
of living were suddenly taken away. 

Every forge was silent and fireless. They stood it bravely for aiong time, 
hoping fora change, until their sufferings became so great that help was 
extended tothem. Some left the village to find means of living elsewhere, 
but found other =~ in a similar state. At are rices rose. The 
goods were poor, but they looked well and behaved badly. Some of.the 
workmen sprang to their anvils again, and those who had wandered away 
came home again. But the Englishman’s finger was on the pulse of his 
victim, and when a good quantity of native work was again ready for the 
market, prices fell as before and the poor men and their industry were for- 


ever ruined. e 
Someone may mm people got cheaper goods. For a time they did, but 
i fitcan destroy an industry it 


only for a time. 2 trade is a sharper. 

then raises prices. The goods are o far inferior in wearing qualities. 
Free trade has been an enormous curse to Turkey. She struggles to get 
loosein vain. The English Government holds her fast and shows her iron 
teeth. The Turks having lost heavily on import duties, have enormously 
increased internal taxation, almost to starvation point. 

Such a heavy export tax was imposed upon sheep that the owners of flocks 
in Eastern Roamelia slaughte them in the field and exported the pelts 
with a — by esca’ the tax. The far-sighted vultures came from the 
east and the west, from the north and the south, and held high carnival upon 
the carcasses of thousands of sheep that would have furnished the finest 
mutton in the world. Vultures alone reaped the benefit of free trade and 
the consequent internal taxation. 

CYRUS HAMLIN. 


Senator HOAR, 


I also quote from an extract from an article written by Dr. 
Hamlin in reply to Prof. Perry: 


When I went to Turkey at the close of 1838, the or of the Government, 
so far as it had any financial policy, was protective, and there were many 
industries moderately pros us. ere were no rich manufacturers, but 
the numerous workmen in their small workshops were much better off than 
thesimilar classin England. In one quarter of Scutari there were five or 
six thousand weavers of cotton goods for the home market. Coppersmiths 
were very numerous in this great = 

The native cutlery, carpenters’ tools, horses’ shoes, donkey shoes, stone- 
workers’ tools, combs for the Empire, chibouks, and n ehs for all 
smokers, amber work, oriental boots, shoes, embroidery, and many other 
domestic arts, employed tens of thousands of industrious workmen in the 
great city of more than a million of inhabitants: the products of their labor 
went to all parts of the Marmora and Black Seas, and to the Asiatic and 
African ports of the Mediterranean. land, under Cobden’s inspiration, 
after many fruitless efforts, introduced key to free trade. 

All the industries I have mentioned, and many others, disappeared or were 
reduced to insignificance with astound rapidity. The cotton stuffs of 
Scutari were imitated in Manchester, with a nicer look, and poured upon 
the astonished people at less than lialf price. Every loom in Scutari ceased 


towork. The long, narrow buildings where they worked have rotted down. 
Thad occasion in to hire one, but it was too much decayed to be easily 
repaired, and rot and ratsdrove me out. That large population perished in 


wretche iness and misery extreme. Fawcett’s favorite remedy of checking 
population came in witha vengeance. There was no need of forbidding mar- 


ere seems to be a fatal incapacity in the uneducated Oriental to change 
hisemployment. But he can suffer and die with the firmness of a martyr. 








1894. 








Enforced idleness, rags, squalor, filth, want of food, _— the way forall 
destructive epidemics of the East. Malarial fevers, cholera, small pox, soon 
dispose of these despairing wrecks of humanity thrown up by the great 
waves of English free trade. So of all other industries in a greater or less 
degree. This change has taken place, not only in the Turkish ports, but 
the disaster extends far into the interior. Even the excellent native work 
in cottons, so far east as Diarbekr, on the upper waters of the Tigris, have 
succumbed and their fast. unfading colors can not be found. Cheap, gaudy, 
sleazy goods have crowded them out at half their price and a quarter of 
their durability. 

But I will mention a single industry more particularly as an example of 
the whole. In 1841 I visited Brusa for the first time. Its most interesting 
industry, after its silk works, was the weaving of the Brusa bath towels. 
It was a large and flourishing industry, supporting thousands of busy hands. 
Free trade gave Manchester a chance at this as well as at the Scutari works. 
The shag towels of Brusa came pouring into Brusa itself. They were not 
durable like the native product, but this was not then known. ‘They were 
sold so cheap that every Brusa loom had tostop. After the industry was 
thoroughly killed, the prices of towels rose again, so that, in proportion to 
the wear that was in them, the people hadto pay probably all of 25 per cent 
more for these goods than for the old goods of native make before free 
trade came in. 

I mention this in order to draw attention to one fact. The motto of the 
Cobden Club is, ‘‘To buy cheap and sell dear.’ Assoonas they have crushed 
an industry by underselling, the market is in their hands. The workmen 
being dispersed and the industry discredited, it can not readily rise again. 
The prices, however, Will rise to that point that at length the old native in- 
dustry will takecourage and start anew, to be crushed again and blotted out. 
When I was last in Brusa, in 1873, the prices of the Manchester-Brusa towels 
were so high that a few native looms were at work again and doing a good 
business, with the prospect of rapid increase, but free trade, or rather the 
agents of the Cobden Club, hold their fingers upon the pulse of their victim, 
and as soon as it beats with the promise of life, the torture will be again ap- 
plied. The prices will suddenly fall and the native looms will stop. 
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We will take as an illustration the great woolen works at Saltaire, Eng- 
land. The late Sir Titus Salt became a titled millionaire from the ability 
with which he managed the Cobden principle of buying cheap the raw ma- 
terial and selling dear the manufactured article. Free trade enabled him 
to destroy a Turkish industry immensely to his own advantage and to the 
impoverishment and misery of Armenians, Greeks, and Turks. 

The long, silky, beautiful Angora goats’ hair attracted his attention, and 
he invented modes of working it alone and with other material, so that he 
could underseil the unprotected native products. He thus became for a 
longtime almostthe sole purchaser. Hismanufactured goods also controlled 
the market in Turkey and obtained an immense sale elsewhere. His agents 
buy the raw material in Angora, and he sends back most beautiful fabrics, 
skillfully adapted to the oriental taste. 

I asked one of his agents what £1 inraw material produced in the finished 
article. He replied, from £15 to £20. The account stood thus: Turkey re- 
ceives from Sir Titus £1 for raw material and poe him £20 for the finished 
article. Balance in favor of England, £19. Which is growing rich—England 
ae The wealth of Sir Titus ten years ago was estimated at twenty- 
five to thirty millions: Buthis workmen have no share in it, though he may 
be, and is, an exceptionally benevolent master. 

England has contributed chiefly to the bankruptcy of Persia. She has 
bound her hand and foot, and she has neither the capital nor the intelligence 
to extricate herself. Egypt has been ruined in like manner, but not to the 
same degree of exhaustion. 

Turkey has lost her industries and become simply a raw producer, and is 
condemned thereby to poverty and servility. The manufacturing country 
will carry out her programme without mercy; will buy cheap and sell 
dear, and the raw producer, writhe as he may, will be condemned to buy 
dear and sell cheap. This is what the Cobden Club hopes to see the United 
States inveigled into, byinciting the farmers against the other industries. 

This gentleman is one of the most highly venerated clergy- 
men and scholars that this country ever produced, and I have 
no doubt he is known to many Senators on this floor. 

Mr. President, every subsidy that Great Britain pays for a 
tine of steamships, every dollar that she expends for her army 
or her navy, the whole cost of her colonial system with which 
she has placed a Sep emg for her commerce in every 
ocean and girdles the globe four times by the succession of her 
naval and military stations, and the whole cost of her diplomatic 
and foreign policy by which she leads Egypt, and Turkey, and 
Persia, and China, and the nations of South America like a pro- 
cession of captives chained to her car, are but the costly artifi- 
cial processes by which she taxes her whole people in order and 
for the sole purpose that the product of her manufactures may 
be sold at a profit, and that her commerce may take its toll from 
ali the nations of the earth. England is no free trader, accord- 
ing to any just or logical conception of the meaning of that 
term. 

The American manufacturer, who has made this country the 
foremost manufacturing nation on earth, who has builded count- 
less fair cities and prosperous towns, from whose energy and en- 
terprise have sprung millions of American homes, who, wher- 
ever he is found, is so inspired with the American spirit, a man 
who, wherever he is found, isa Democrat in the best sense of 
the word Democrat, or who is a Republican in the best sense of 
the word Republican—is described by the organ of the Finance 
Committee as ‘‘ the incarnation of human selfishness,” as ‘‘ a man 
whose only desireof the Government is to be let alone in the en- 
joyment of the highest duty and the fattest bounty the Govern- 
ment can give.” ‘‘A man who makes himself an obstacle to 
changefrom no other or higher consideration than sordid, brutal 
selfishness.” 

The Senator goes on to say: 

Whatever may be his line of manufacture, from hooks and eyes to machin- 
ery for ships, from pins and needles to the wearing apparel of the human 


race, he cries out against all competition or interference with his a not 
that his love of country or humanity is shocked or offended, but simply that 


XX VI——281 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


——— $< —————  ————————————————————————————— 


2) 
AAS] 
his lust for riches takesalarm. Nothing in the condition of his fellow-men, 
or even in the laws of nature, ever deters or diverts him from his intense 
pursuit of worldly gain. 


Thisis thespirit with which the chairman of the Finanee Com- 
mittee of this body deals with that class of excellent citizens 
who obey the summons of Thomas Jefferson, in that second dee- 
laration of independence, in which he calls upon his country- 
men toassert the manufacturing independence of America. This 
is the language in which the chairman of the Finance Commit- 
tee of this body deals with the financial disciple of Andrew Jack- 
son. I have made some comments upon the opening speech of 
the Senator from Indiana, and I believe his speech is all we aro 
to hear in the way of debate on the principle of the pending bill. 
These utterances are the utterances of the Senator selected by 
the Democratic party as its great financial leader and organ to 
express its principles and purposes in this legislation. 

The other Democratic Senators keep an unwonted silence. 
They prudently avoid a discussion with the Senators from Ver- 
mont and Ohio and Iowaand Rhode Island. They have shown 
amarvelous wisdom. Aelian,an ancient author, in his book en- 
titled Varia Historia, says that, when the geese fly over Mt. 
Taurus, nature has taught them, for fear of the eagles, to carry 
stones in their mouths that they may keep silence till the dan- 
ger is passed. Our Democratic friends on the other side show 
great sagacity in this debate in observing the customs of their 
ancestors. [Laughter.] 

I do not question the individual kindness of heart of the sen- 
ior Senator from Indiana. His sympathy, 1 doubt not, would 
respond to any tale of individual woe. But when he comes to 
discuss a question of finance, or currency, or protection, or to 
deal with a political opponent, when he is forging his thunder- 
bolts for the Senate Chamber or the hustings, as in other cases 
of thunder the milk of human kindness in his breast seems in- 
variably to turn sour. 

There are four things which come from protection: 

First, high wages; 

Second, national independence: 

Third, varied employment: and 

Fourth, a stimulant to the inventive faculty. 

If protection cost us anything, each of these things alone would 
be worth all it cost. The cost to the country in the last twelve 
months of the mere threat of destruction to our protected in- 
dustries has been greater than the whole cost of the protective 
system from the beginning of the Government. But in the end, 
and permanently, protection costs us nothing. Our free-trade 
theorists tell us that protection can not increase wages, that 
there is a wages fund which is independent of anv effect of leg- 
islation. 

Now, if all the nations of the world were living under pre- 
cisely similar conditions, and the population would instantly 
pass from the place of low wages to the place of high wages, as 
the tide finds its level, if skill in any particular industry were 
not a thing hard to be acquired, requiring time and labor and 
sacrifice, we might not care to dispute this theory. But there 
are on this planet of ours great masses of population who are 
willing to live, or at any rate would endure to live on the small- 
est rate of consumption on which life itself could barely subsist. 

The spinner of the silken thread or the weaver of the silken 
robe in India or China does his work for 8 cents a day ina 
climate where the sun is clothing and afew canes of bamboo 
make a dwelling place. A like product is wrought in Italy by 
men who, to borrow the felicitous phrase of my honorable friend 
from Maine [Mr. FRYE], ‘‘makes his dinner on macaroni and 
grease,and is happy.” The Chinese laborer goes from his work 
totheopium den. The Italian goes from his to bask in the sun- 
shine, or to sleep out the evening hours on the lawn which is as 
soft and beautiful as the fabric he has woven. His half-clad 
children never learn the alphabet. 

But when the same thing comes; to be made in New Jersey, 
the workman goes home to a dwelling with a carpet and a sew- 
ing machine, and perhaps a piano. There must be books about 
the room and engravings on the walls. There must be meat on 
the table, and teaand coffee. The children must be atschool, and 
the evening will be spentat the lecture or the political meeting. 

It is this last which makes the great difference between the 
American and his foreign competitor. It is this which makes 
the difference in the scale of living between thisand the foreign 
manufacturing countries, not only so essential to the American 
laborer, but vital to the life of the Republic itself. 

If you pay Chinese wages for your workmen, you will have 
Chinese civilization for your country. The brain does not in- 
vent when the blood is thin or the belly is starved. 

Upon high wages depend constant improvements in manu- 
facturing processes, which increase production and diminish 
cost. So that while the price of the product is higher in pro- 
tected than in unprotected countries, the skill produced by the 
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higher wages is constantly tending to lower the edst of produc- 
tion. 

If the whole manufacture of the world were to be produced at 
pauper wages, a8 is the tendency of Demoeratic legislation, in 
my Opinion there would be little improvement in processes and 
little future reduction in cost. Upon high wages also depends 
the constantly inereasing consumption, which constantly in- 
creases the demand. 

They say if you do not buy of another country you can not sell 
to it, and so you can not increase your wealth. There might be 
some truth in this if there were but one country in the world, 
and if we did not increase our wealth by developing our own re- 
sources, The rest of the world will buy of us what they need, 
and will make for themselves what they can, without regard to 
our financial policies. We should getrich by Seoaaine ourown 
vast resources if we had nothing but our own market and such 
foreign markets as are corapelled to buy what we can alone pro- 
duce, or can produce cheaper than they. 

This is the difference between statesmanship and theory and 
between the practical man and the philosopher; between the 
lessons of history and the lessons of metaphysics; between Wash- 
ington, Hamilton, Jefferson, and Adam Smith; between every 
American statesman, save John C. Calhoun, whose fame has 
survived the rattling of the gravel upon his coffin; between 
John C. Calhoun, in his earlier and better days, and the schem- 
ers who have framed this bill. 

1 do not propose to enter upon the field which my colleague 
has 60 admirably and socomplately covered. ButI will make one 
observation. They say we can not create wealth by legislation; 
and that is true. But legislation can create a demand that 
crextes wealth. Legislation can turn human endeavor from un- 
profitable into profitable channels. Legislation can encourage 
those industries from which come only strength and greatness 
and independence. Legislation can preserve our consumption 
for our own producers. Does not the legislation that establishes 
a technical school whose graduates, without its training, can 
earn but $300 a year, but are eagerly sought for when trained, 
at $3,000 a yoar, cause an addition of the wealth which these 
men earn to the aggregate wealth of the state? Has not Ger- 
many, has not Switzerland, has not France, by the admission of 
all economists, a om increased national wealth by the training 
of workmen in technical schools? 

Now, if that be true, is it not equally an increase of our na- 
tional wealth when we cause the efforts of our workmen to be 
diverted into those channels of industry which foster skill and in- 
ventive power, and a capacity for the higher and not the lower 
classes of mechanical occupations? They say you can not inter- 
fere with the natural laws of industry and trade. Mr. Presi- 
dent, all the progress of human life rests upon such interferenco. 
Agriculture removes the plant from the soil where nature has 
scattered the seed to a soil more favorable for its growth. It 
discards natural conditions, it makes new soil for the root by its 
fertilizers, it shelters the plant from the storm and wind, it 
cultivates the plant by an artificial eam for which it invents 
machinery ont! to which it applies human skiil. And so agri- 
culture, which would seem to be the most simple of tasks and 
pee outgrowth of natural processes, is raised to its highest con- 

tions, 

All commerce, all trade, is but the transporting of objects of 
commerce and trade from the place where nature has put 
them, and subjecting them by artificial means to the use of 
man. The free trader, when he asks the United States toapply 
this law which all mankind has united to reject, is but as us 
to fly in the face of the universal and eternal law of human life. 

The protectionist only says to humanity: Let the burden which 
is so heavy to bear be Goene-cn your shoulders and not tied to 
your feet; let it be borne by the muscle that it will develop and 
strengthen, and not by one that it will destro 


Leuppeose, Mr. President, that it would be aie tou upon: 


this Democratic majority that the people of the State that I es- 
ially represent are likely to suffer if this bill becomes a law. 
ilent factories, vacant wo ops, capital without return, work- 
men out of empioy, children and women seeking the necessaries 
of life, will make little impression upon Democratic 


ship. 

The protective system and the manufacturing were 
forced a Masstaibeeates Her people were and 
shipbuilding people. They were e 
the globe, oe e in the and Antarctic seas, 
in building ships whose architectural ty exceeded the most 

uisite structures of ancient art, and whose swift out- 
spull'the heotent qmation af skill. She was - | 
ing tural States in the West and the American 


fing the mouth of the Columbia River. From the three little 
hilltops of the rocky peninsula— 


Where twice each the flowing sea 
Teck Banteh in in atenen 
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the eye of her merchant gazed eagerly toone horizon where the 
sunr out of the ocean, and to the other where he sets below 
the prairie and the plain. 

Each street leads downward to the sea, 

And landward to the West. 

Youcompelled Massachusetts tochange her occupations. You 
required her to call home her sailors and set them to work in 
factories. Southern statesmanship undertook to carry on a con- 
test with Great Britain by an embargo which should punish 
Massachusetts and cause her to suffer quite as much asit endan- 
gered her great commercial rival. She yielded, not without 
protest. But she yielded, as she always does, to the constitu- 
tional will of the American people, loyally and in good faith. 

The people of Massachusetts girded up their loins like men 
and set to work. They have created, under a policy which was 
forced upon her by other parts of the country, a great industry, 
which this policy of free trade is now seeking to strike down. 
She has done her full share in developing the great iron and 
steel industries, which under natural laws are passing away from 
her in many of their forms to other parts of the country. For 
this she has no complaint and no regret. She welcomes Ala- 
bama and the Virginias and Georgia into the great company of 
manufacturing communities. She has built up also her great 
textile manufactures of cotton and wool. 

In this, also, hereafter she expects and welcomes a strenuous 
rivalry from the people of the other States. She only asks that 
you will adopt no policy which will destroy them. Sheonly asks 
that when you take them from her you will at least keep them 
yourselves. Iron and steel, the weapons of offense and defense in 
every national quarrel; wool and cotton, the clothing of the cit- 
izen and of the soldier—these are not products to be dealt with 
— disposed of by Adam Smith’s theeries of international ex- 
changes. ; 

Mr. President, they are the great essential necessaries of na- 
tional life, as Andrew Jackson well pointed out in the letter 
which I have quoted. The nation that does not produce these 
things for herself is weak in peace and is. defenseless in war. 
The nation that depends on other countries for them or either of 
them, in whole or in part, wearsfetters whose keys are in foreign 
hands. The _ of New England have always rejected the 
base suggestion that while they are to receive a protection for 
their own industry they should get free iron and free wool and 
_— coal, because they are the raw materials for their indus- 

ries. 

New England does not ask, and she has never asked, that a 
policy shall be — to her which is not equally applicable 
toother States. She has received the specious offer of this spe- 
cious bribe with the old answer: ‘Get thee behind me, Satan; 
thou art an offense unto me.” 

Massachusetts will provide for herself new industries in place 
of any old ones that you can take away from her, if you will only 
maintain such a policy as will keep up her standard of wages. 
Her brains will keep at work. Every year of her life, if you 
will not throw him out of employment or cut down his wages, 
her skilled workman will furnish you with some new invention 
which will put down prices, increase production, and add to 
human comfort. ? 

. we has a nae little mn no oe of aoe alone 

as the gigantic proportion o: e great leading productions 
that hand been spoken of, but are in the aggregate of vast im- 
pe ame to her and to the country. They are largely due to 

er inventive skill. Their saving to the comfort and the cost 
of home living can scarcely be estimated by figures. Within 
12 miles of my home, in Worcester, Mass., were born the in- 
ventor of the cotton gin, which a great Southern statesman said 
multiplied by three the value of every acre of cultivable land in 
the cotton States of the South; the inventor of the sewing ma- 
chine, the inventor of the machine for turning irregular forms, 
the inventor of the carpet loom, the men who invented and 
brought to perfection the machinery for making wire, the in- 
ventor of the modern plow, the inventors of many of the most 
valuable modern Se implements, and the inventor of 


ina circle of 10 miles radius in 
Worcester , Mass., workmen whose good wages were se- 
cured to them our protective system, and who, if they had 
been Englishmen, would have lived and died in misery and 
ee 
creda 15 Saei-y <> “hee padi steam eeemetomanmned 
of the free- of England. 
I should like, if my would pore, to give you the statis- 
tics of some of ee industries — 
industries have built up thirty prosperous cities. . 
towns and whieh 
anywhere else. 1ey have 
made Boston the third manufacturing city in the country. 
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I have here a table containing alist of the Massachusetts in- 
dustries which produced more than $1,000,000 worth of goods each 
in 1892. I owe it, as Ido much other valuable material, to the 
kindness of Albert Clarke, esq., the accomplished secretary of 
the Home Market Club: 


Massachusetis industries which produced more than $1,000,000 worth ef goods 
each in 1892. 





Value of 




















Estab- a 
Industries. amp | Seeds make 
ments. 
done. 
Number. 
Agricultural implements .........-.-....--..---.--.---- ll $1, 212, 890 
Arms and ammunition ....-......- Ssaperalet pindicaipegendhe 15 2, 495, 400 
I I nine dina dacan<uccentwoccse scecadsecennvences 70 2, 840, 991 
ein sting onioniekcnwsdengdecinsesuwin | 849 118, 568, 318 
Boxes (paper and wooden) ............-.-..-..........-.. | 150 5, 224, 302 
Brick, tiles, and sewer pipe.....................--..-..- } 56 1, 611, 531 
rr irr OE BROOG.... .coceteocccncce cocaescces 23 1, 500, 937 
Buttons and dress trimmings................. aes 12 1, 566, 020 
TT 1 ndiidinithins cn msi naemnadene ohne udepeepues 14 8, 755, 069 
Carriages and wagons.............-----.- ‘ : 142 4, 985, 610 
Chemical preparations (compounded) - . il 1, 236, 122 
Clocks, watches, and jewelry ........................... 96 6, 751, 759 
CS co cccbintce dase ckncas iinuth died enelpenutens hie Reaneens 149 28, 885, Oil 
so. mnabamekainehmcieeianens 31 10, 066, 605 
IL odin attsinshicie teen cvvodsnigeminaeniaenns 161 92, 165, 520 
cn uid iki eG inneinniainmhniatons 25 3, 461, 423 
I a ies 6 1, 121, 051 
Electrical apparatus and appliances. ..............---- 10 8, 303, 725 
Fiax, hemp, jute, and linen goods x 2, 955, 559 
NI Soo iti hci, on ankechaninacen inerenednnes 328 64, 717, 630 
ESS NE 151 13, 151, 020 
Glue, isinglass, and starch _............... 2 1, 296, 487 
Hosiery and knit goods-.........-- 47 6, 157, 358 
Ri iil een etm epmnbdieaeantl 328 22, 253, 671 
Liquors—malt, distilled, and fermented ..........-.... 55 8, 649, 996 
ED eee eo cate gun agidie mein 30 3, 170, 446 
SEE GEN DGG. on cose watwecncccccaceuesesecs 356 28, 544, 972 
Motais and metallic goods... ............0- -20.sese---- 377 28, 478, 374 
at eas ctr titel 14 2, 153, 380 
Musical instruments and materials-...................- 56 5, 898, 648 
Oils and illuminating fluids .........................-.-. 10 1, 057, 102 
Paints, colors, and crude chemicals -_-_-..-- 23 1, 338, 689 
anes ee eae 108 28, 212, 231 
LE EE Ae 27 1, 044, 174 
Printing, publishing, and bookbinding.-............... 38 4, 175, 690 
Print works, dye works, and bleacheries-_...........-- 48 21, 223, 234 
Railroad construction and equipment.............-.... i4 4, 275, 835 
Rubber and elastic goods............................... 36 20, 897, 336 
Scientific instruments and appliances. ................ 20 1, 815, 039 
i i a elt ih esha 61 1, 885, 414 
an nai cat onidin detipnipemnnntreind 12 4,952, 024 
I al annie el 203 4, 867, 109 
Straw and palm leaf goods__......_- 19 4, 482, 264 
Tallow, candles, soap, and grease _- 63 3, 523, 525 
Tobacco, snuff, and cigars............ ettigdlbedehibataicaed 45 3, 268, 293 
Werte, SnGmee, Gi GSOCKS... .... 2.122. ce ccnes- cence. scue 13 1, 052, 642 
ai dled st Sennd cc pcusendabbah adnddvewds 212 7, 030, 518 
hide 6 commas. nicnbetidaddeeewbietin<heuns idl 87, 454, 862 
I I oid doh 6 an creat nnibenedsiren eitnie «ulin teen 24 | 17, 9€2, 730 
MN Aes as Oe at eee eee 
t | 








TOTAL MANUFACTURES IN MASSACHUSETTS. 

The smaller and greatly diversified industries, many of which 
wre incidental and contributory to the large establishments, and 
upon which the prosperity of many places wholly depends, are 
not less worthy of legislative care. The foregoing table em- 
braces only 4,642 establishments, but Bulletin 67, of the United 
States Census of 1890, issued within a few weeks, gives the total 
number of manufacturing establishments which reported in 
Massachusetts as 26,923, with anaggregatecapital of $630,032,341, 
which on the average employ 485,182 hands, to whom $239,670, - 
509 were paid that year in wages, which used material costing 
$473,199,434, and produced goods valued at $888,160,403. 

Now, Mr. President, it is not too much to say that the carry- 
ing out of the policy of the Wilson bill, or the carrying out of 
the policy of the Democratic national platform, must reduce this 
amount of wages at least 25 per cent, to say nothing about the 
material purchased, which must be purchased wholly from the 
West ro South. These five hundred thousand workmen are 
to have their wages diminished, unquestionably, $46,000,000. 

Every workman in New England, according to the American 
Economist for June 6, 1890, consumes more than $90 worth of 
American farm produce every year, while in England each 
workman in similar industries consumes only $4.42 worth of the 
American farm produceeach year. Half a million wage-earners 
of Massachusetts, therefore, purchase of the American farmer 
at least $15,000,000 worth of produce each year. That consump- 
pee must be diminished at least 25 per cent with the diminution 

es. 
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Mr. HOAR. Yes; that is upon the theory that they will al! 
be kept at work. 


Our friends on the other side, in making their calculations for 
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the support of the Government, rely on a largely increased i 
ortation from abroad of artieles which are now produced here 
f have not been able to find anybody, although I put the q 
tion on the floor of the Senate to the distinguished chairman of 
the Finance Committee, who will tell me in round numbers, or 
approximately, how much each of them expects to get in that 
way. They answer that it is a matter of speculation. 

I never heard before of a financier who made up a budget and 


ae) 
er 
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did not have some expectation of the amount he could depend 
upon from particular sources. They manifest no such reluc- 
tance to tellus how much they expect to get from an income tax, 
which under the disturbed and fluctuating condition of things 
would seem to me quite as uncertain as the amount to be ob- 
tained from an increase of importations. In order to get ou 

information from the Democratic statesmen we must apply to 


the place where Democratic statesmanship getsits chiefinspir 
tion —Mugwump economists. 

Mr. Edward Atkinson, whom I will never speak of without 
personal respect, thinks that we are to have an increase of im- 
portations on foreign goods amounting to $200,000,000, upon 
which, on an average duty of 30 per cent, we shall get $60,000,000 
of revenue. Now, Mr. President, of this $200,000,000 worth of 
goods hereafter to be imported from abroad, which are now 
made here, from 90 to 95 per cent is labor. One hundred and 
eighty to one hundred and ninety million dollars worth of wages 
now paid to American wage earners under Republican policies 
are to be paid hereafter to foreign wage earners if Democratic 
policies shall prevail. 

What are these men who now earn this one hundred and eight) 
to one hundred and ninety million dollars to do? I have not 
been able, I say, to find anybody who will tell me. You put the 
question to a Democrat and he will go into the skies; he will 
direct your vision to the disappearing rainbow of a foreign mar- 
ket; he will talk about cheap articles making an increased con- 
sumption, without stopping to think how an increased consump- 
tion is to be paid for; about increased consumption making in 
creased production and increased production making an in- 
creased demand for labor. But the one single specific thing 
which a man who is doing something now and is getting good 
wages for an honest day's work in producing some article in an 
American workshop, is to do when that day’s work is taken 
away from him,I have not been able to find a Democratic 
statesman or a Democratic economist who could tell me. 

Mr. President, when the Roman orator was pleading before 
the court and talked about Romulus and Remus, and Numa 
Pompilius, and the Jugurthan wars, Cicero tells us that the 
client plucked him by the robe and said: ‘‘ Ain’t you going to 
say anything about my pigs?’? When my good brother from 
Indiana was in the midst of his eloquent exordium concerning 
the greed and wickedness of manufacturers or his eloquent per- 
oration about the birthday of Jefferson, I fancied some honest 
Democratic workman in a factory plucking him by the coat tail 
with some such practical exclamation as: ‘‘ Mr. VOORHEES, how 
do youthink Iam going toget myliving? Iwas making double- 
barreled fowling pieces in Worcester and getting $2.50 a day. 
There are 500 men in the factory. These articles are all to be 
imported from Belgium, if your bill pass. Ain’t you going 
to tell me something about my pigs, and howI am going to 
feed them, if not something about my children and how I shall 
feed them?” 

Mr. President, I could take up every industry without an ex- 
ception in the list of Massachusetts industries and show you that 
under this bill they are to be brought into competition with a 
rate of wages that is from 30 to 70 per cent lower than that 
which they are getting. There are some industries like the 
great wire industry in my own city that have patents, if not 
special skill; that have special processes which are secrets; that 
have organized a great trade at home and abroad, and that are 
not directly dependent upon protection. But they are directly 
dependent on the general prosperity of the country, which de- 
pends upon protection. 

If you bring down the rate of wages in the industries which 
are now protected, or if you throw 100,000 Massachusetts work- 
men out of employment, they will throng into other industries, 
and will bring down their wages to a starvation level. Sup- 
pose a particular industry employing 5,000 workmen ina single 
mill can stand under free trade against the competition of the 
world, but if there come 20,000 idle men seeking the places of 
the 5,000 workmen now employed at American wages—25,000 
men seeking to do the work of 5,000—do you suppose it will be 
possible any longer to keep them well and fairly paid? 

Mr. President, I have caused letters to be addressed toalarge 
number of manufacturers, men of high personal character whose 
honesty and sound judgment no man would dispute, as to what 
will be the effect of this Wilson bill if it pass as it came from 
the House or as it came from the Finance Committee of the 
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Senate, The substantially unanimous reply is that either the 
industry must stop altogether or must be conducted hereafter 
at a very large reduction of wages. 

I will conclude what [ have to say about Massachusetts indus- 
irles by one or twoexamples. They are a probe thrust into the 
barrel, and are fair examples of all. Leominster, Mass., in the 
county where I dwell, is one of the most admirable examples I 
know of an.American town. It might well furnish a model to 
ali menkind of an intelligent, well ordered, industrious, and 
happy community. It has a variety of small industries, some 
textiles, comb-making, and manufacture of children’s wagons. 
Among their industries is the W. S. Reed Toy Company, an in- 
dustry which is prosecuted in various parts of the country. 
There are 20,000 persons at least employed in this industry, at 
wagesavernging from $1.50 to $2 a day and from $9 to$12 a week. 

I quote the following froma recent issue of the Home Market 
Bulletin: 

; A BLOW AT TWENTY THOUSAND TOY-MAKERS., 

The Wilson bill reduces the duty on china toys and those made of similar 
material from 60 per cent for ornamented to 40 per cent, and from 55 per cent 
for plain to 85 per cent; also on dolls and toy marbles not in the china 
schedule and other toys from 85 per cent to 25 per cent. 

!‘oreign goods in this line are largely made in Germany,and here is a 
statement of the wages paid, as reported to our Government in 1890 by Com- 
mercia! Agent James H. Smith, at Mayence: 

“In the Thuringian house industry the earnings of the toy-makers in the 
Sonneberg district average as follows: Of an embosser, aided by wife and 
children, to $2.85 or 83.57 a week; of a tuner, to 81.60 and 2.14; of a female 
worker on doll-baby hair, 80 to 95 cents; of a slate-maker, to $1.42; of a paper- 
box maker. to Ti cents. Handsome wages!,”’ 

Here is a competitor abroad that pays about a fifth, on an 
average, of the wages at which these people live and maintain 
their homes in Massachusetts. 

The toy-manufacturing interest in this country is estimated to employ 
20,000 people at good American wages, and a capital of about 820,000,000. 

The manufacturers, irrespective of politics, have petitioned for the pres- 
ervation of the McKinley duty. Mr. Charles E r, treasurer of the 
W.S. Reed Toy Company, of Leominster, Mass., who was secretary of the 
meeting held in New York, says it was the unanimous opinion that the re- 
duction proposed by the Wilson bill would not only reduce wages, but 
greatly TT the industry of this country. 

We should suppose anyone, even a Democratic tariff tinker, could see that 
adding oniy 25 per cent to the $1.42 a week earned by a German slate-maker, 
would not enable a single industrious American, even though he might 
work by the side of our numerous slate quarries, to earn enough to keep 
body, soul, and self-respect together in a business for which our people fur- 
nish a great market, 

We have another indtstry in my own county whose managers 
and many of whose workmen I have the honor to reckon among 
my personal friends. The American Optical Company of South- 
bridge is now the largest manufacturer of optical instruments, 
more especially of spectacles and eyeglasses, inthe world. The 
rough glass imported from abroad scarcely counts at all in the 
value of the product. It is almost wholly labor. 

Now, this bill proposes a reduction from 60 and 45 per cent to 
35 per cent, and need this highly finished egg no more pro- 
tection than is allowed to a coarse article, like a car wheel. It 
places precisely the same duty on sheet steel, from which the 
irames are made, as upon the same material after its value has 
beer increased over 100 per cent by labor. These 800 workmen 
are mon of a high degree of skill and neers They must 
go out of work or there must be a reduction in their wages of at 
least 30 per cent. 

It is idle to say, as I have mentioned before, that the manu- 
on prosperity of Massachusetts has been in any degree 
the result of a tribute levied upon the rest of the country. On 
the contrary, the census returns, which I have already quoted, 
show, as was well stated by the senior Senator from Iowa, that 
the wealth of the section of the country to which Massachusetts 
belongs, du the last ten years, has increased $23 per capita, 
as compared with $148 per capita of the Southern and agricul- 
tural portions of the country. 

I give you a table showing the amount in dollars of the manu- 
factures of the Western and Southern States in a separate group: 


Values af manufactures in the Western and Southern States in each census year, 
1860 to 1890, inclusive. 





—— 


State. 1860, 








1870. 1880, 1890. 

“acta aes aaa Me 64 504 1, 226, 605 
Arabams.n---s-r---cor-] OARS | “SEs | “aanue| ‘akemne 
California ..............] G8 258228 | 66,504,556 | 116,218,073} 213, 404, 096 
eee s cagen se ance sacclasngheeseonane ar aro ree 42, 480, 205 
Florida..................| 8,447,060} 4,685,403 | 5,546,440 | 18, 232, 800 
Di can nade tinal 16,925,564} 31,196,115} 98,440.948 | 68, 917,020 
ms ~~ ------|-~-azrgaacaas'| aah ERS | aattconers | senteen see 
Podiana ._...........-.--| 42,808,489 | 108,617,278 | 148,006,411 | 226, 825, Ose 
1S. 971,835 | 46884, 888 | 71.045, OB8 | 15, O40, 188 

4.357.408 | 11,775,883 | 30,843,777 | 110, 219, 805 

87, 981, 240 54, 625,800 | 75,483,377 | 128, 719, 857 

Maryland deren ise | segoners | son reotses | s71'eea' sas 
Michigan............-...| 32,658,356 | 118 304,676 | 150,715,025 ” 896, 708 
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Values of manufactures in the Western and Southern States in each census year, 
1860 to 890, inclusive—Continued. 











1870 1880. 1820. 

Minnesota .............. $8, 373,172 | $23,110,700 | $76,065,198 | 8192, 033, 478 
eee ciiniegnionetutd 6, 590, 687 8, 154, 758 7, 518, 302 18, 705, 834 
a is a 41, 782, 731 206, 213, 429 165, 386, 205 $23, 897, 688 
a le re 2, 494, 511 , 835, 5, 507, 573 
I on « inlet nes 607, 328 5, 738, 512 12, 627, 336 93, 137, 794 
NEA d, cninninwhtienttina iamidmbnmnaian 15, 870, 539 2, 179, 626 1, 105, 063 
North Carolina......... 16, 678, 698 19, 021, 827 20, 095, 037 40, 875, 450 
CR MUINOU ons ain ckcucs deka cimmanstenuesnmei: Bee 5, 028, 107 
tended ntl dtenn ncthenmeil | 121, 691,148 | 269,713,610 | 348, 298, 390 G11, 688, 064 
| REESE Aa 2, 976, 761 6, 877, 387 10, 931, 232 41,432,174 
South Carolina......... 8, 615, 195 9, 858, 981 16, 738, 008 31, 926, 681 
ae a RA 5, 682, 748 
SD. nnd anmenesnnes 17, 987, 225 34, 362, 636 37, 074, 886 72, 355, 286 
mapmanesaheanencence 6, 577, 202 11, 577, 302 20, 719, 928 70, 433, 551 
thie ao tin igen 50, 652, 124 38, 364, 322 51, 780, 992 88, 363, 824 
Washington ............ 1, 406, 621 2, 851, 052 3, 250, 134 41, 768, 022 
SL EDD nc coitnatameda detinn mame 24, 102, 201 22, 867, 126 38, 702, 125 
ER incninpianiccakial 27, 849, 467 77, 214,326 | 128, 255, 489 248, 546, 164 

TE I dnacwnhntndetelindivedcccnene 765, 424 898, 494 | 2, 367, 








DE ccs aceieeeiae es ci eB Ce Ro ed | 4, 386, 263, 537 








Thus it is seen that States which had no existence in 1860 now 
have flourishing manufactures of which the annual product 
reaches high into millions, and in the States formerly cursed by 
slavery and scourged by war the growth of manufactures since 
1870, and more emphatically since 1880, is almost marvelous and 
is highly gratifying toevery patriot whose mind is broad enough 
to take in the whole country. 

The development is even more marked in the figures which 
show the employment of labor and the amounts of wages paid. 
For example, the manufactures of Alabama employed in 1860 
only 7,889 persons above 15 years of age, and in 1890 they em- 
eee 33,821. Their wages in 1860 were but $2,132,940, and in 

890 they were $12,676,029. 

In 1860 the manufactures of Illinois employed only 22,968 per- 
sons above 15 years of age, and in 1890 t 7 employed 312,198. 
Their wages in 1860 were but $7,637,921, and in 1890 they were 
$171,523,579. 

This bill represents nothing whatever but sectionalism. It 
represents no principle. The free trader does not approve it. 
The protectionist does not approve it. The wage-earner does 
not approve it. The employer does not “ores it. It doesnot 
help capital. It does not help labor. It does not keep any 
pledge. It does not conform any political platform. The 
committee that reported it do not approve it. The Democrats 
on that committee do not approve it. The House does not ap- 
prove it. The Senate does not approve it. The men who are 
to vote for it, most of them, are to violate their oaths to support 
the Constitution, as they understand it, when they cast their 
votes. 

Gentlemen tell us that almost all legislation is the result of 
compromises. That may be true. Men compromise details. 
Men compromise desires—— 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Massachusetts yield to 
me a moment? 

Mr. HOAR. I will. 

Mr. GRAY. DolI understand the Senator to say that the per- 
sons who vote for this bill will violate their oaths? 

Mr. HOAR. I do. 

Mr. GRAY. Thatis a very remarkable charge for the Sen- 
eee from Massachusetts to make against his colleagues in the 

nate. 

Mr. HOAR. It isa very remarkable thing to do. 

Mr. GRAY. Well, sir—— 

Mr. BOAR. Mr. President, Iam not going to yield for that 
sort of a colloquy. 

Mr. GRAY. I repel that charge as unworthy of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, and as unworthy of a Senator in this place. 
That is what I “=. 

Mr. HOAR. en we will go a little further. 

Mr. lal We will gofurther. I will go as far as the Sen- 
ator will. 

Mr. HOAR. We will see about that. Mr. President, the 
Democratic party acquired the confidence of this country in 1892 
by a platform which declared that protection was a robbery and 
a fraud and was a violation of the Constitution, and they have 
gota bill now crowded with protection. They have put in it 
new protecting duties. They have puta duty on sugar which 
they are going to increase for tion and for nothing else. 
Now, when that is done, does the Senator from Delaware think 
Iam going to be deterred from saying what I thiuk by a little 


bluster from the Senator? I do not attribute, of course, the 
pee S do not know, to use a which the Senator from 
is fond of usi , how they “‘ get their own consent”’ 





1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


4AS5S 





if the party purpose to do this thing; but there js no logical es- 
cape for aman who comes in and says the American people trust 
me, I believe that a duty for protection is robbery, is a viola- 
tion of the Constitution, and gets their confidence, and then 
comes in and takes an oath that the Constitution as so under- 
stood by him he will support. He violates that pledge and he 
violates that oath when he puts into legislation a new duty or 
an increase of an old duty, both of which this bill does in abun- 
dance, for the mere purpose of protection. 

Mr. GRAY. Now, Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. And when it is well known that you could not 
pass the bill but by the aid of persons who want those duties for 
protection. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator does not at all deter me by calling 
what I said bluster. Does he think that what he has said is en- 
titled to any better designation than bluster, when he charges 
his colleagues in the Senate, his peers in the Senate, with vio- 
lating their oaths? 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator is violating the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. GRAY. [I leave it to that greater tribunal, the public, as 
to who has violated the proprieties and the duties a Senator 
owes to his constituents. 

Mr. HOAR. That is the very thing Iam submitting to the 
public; and I think the American people propose to express 
their judgment on the subject. The Senator, however—— 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not propose to sit stilland permit the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts to tell me that I have violated my oath. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware is 
out of order, He must address the Chair. 

Mr. HOAR. I submit that to interject a contradiction into 
the midst of my speech without my consent, whatever else it may 
be, is a violation of the rules of this body. 

Mr. GRAY. ThenTI call the Senator from Massachusetts to 
order. I rise toa point of order. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

setts has the floor. 

Mr. GRAY. Lrise toa point of order. I ask whether it isin 
order for the Senator from Massachusetts to charge any colleague 
of his with violating his oath in his action in this y? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts will proceed. 

Mr. HOAR. This bill represents compromise, but—— 

Mr.GRAY. What becomes of my point of order? I called 
the Senator from Massachusetts to order, and I want the point 
passed upon. 

Mr. HOAR. That was discussed long after. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant of the 
chair will overrule the point of order. The Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts will proceed. 

Mr. HOAR. A measure which is the result of a compromise 
may be very good. In legislation men compromise opinions and 
judgments. But no honest man compromises principles. No 

onest man violates his oath in deference to the opinion of the 
majority of his party. And I will say to the honorable Senator 
from Delaware that I am addressing this argument to him and 
his associates, and I hope they will be persuaded not to vote 
this bill. I do not see how they can do it. 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator is addressing me, I ask that he 
will not address that remark to me again. I insist upon it that 
I shall be treated with respect. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the Senator's desire, and will give 
it all the weight it deserves, and more. 

No man who believes as the Democratic convention declared 
at Chicago, that the Constitution of the United States prohibits 
the imposition of a duty for protection, and who has taken a sol- 
emn oath that he will support that Constitution in the office of 
Senator, on which he was about to enter, and that that princi- 
ple shall be the guide and law for all his official conduct, can 
cast his vote for a bill containing a new duty, containing an in- 
creased duty, retaining or maintaining and reaffirming an old 
duty, for the purpose of protecting an industry South or North, 
and then justly excuse himself to his conscience by saying that 
he did it out of deference to his political associates, or because 
the Democratic party would be brought to grief if they failed 
to passa bill. Opinions and desires may be compromised. But 
principles, oaths, honor, pledges, duties, can not be compromised 
ae very seriously compromising the man who undertakes 

o 

Wherever man lives on earth there will be sorrow, sickness, 
misfortune, and poverty. They are the austere teachers of the 
great school in which the Creator has placed his children. I 


The Senator from Massachu- 


~ suppose no human contrivance or effort will ever do away with 
the great evil of poverty. But there is less excuse for it in this 
country and at this time than ever before or than anywhere else 
on earth. Our abundant resources do not begin to be ex- 
hausted, and, humanly speaking, seem inexhaustible. 


LE 


lic and expose us to the danger of great social disorders. 


The progress of invention and scientific discovery has been, 
and is likely to be, out of proportion to the increase of popula- 
tion. So thatthe supply of all things that are necessary for 
comfortable and happy living to men who are willing to work is 
likely to increase, as it has increased, much faster than the 
wants that are to be supplied. Industry, thrift, obedience to 
the moral law and to the laws of the country will insure all that 
is reasonably necessary for comfortable and happy living. 

Two great disturbing causes threaten the peace of the Repub- 
One 
is the acquisition, in a few hands, of vastaccumulations of wealth 
by dishonest or questionable practices. If the rich man or the 
business man gets wealth by the million, which he has neither 
earned nor paid for, it is natural that every poor man shall be 
inclined to fancy that the same path is open to him, and that 
wealth may be unjustly taken away and divided by processes 
kindred to those by which it is accumulated. 

The other is the wicked and unscrupulous appeal to the preju- 
dices and passions of large masses of people by political leaders 
for political influence, spreading abroad throughout the country 
falsehoods, which make the people dissatisfied with their own 
institutions and their ownlaws. All these delusions, so injurious 
to the country, are specially fatal to the men who create them 
and the communities which indulge in them. Whenever a peo- 
ple or a community sets itself to try to believe a lie, God com- 
monly punishes it by complete success. 

Mr. President, I do not despair of the country. Iam noteven 
alarmed for the future, in spite of the present conditions. The 
American people are still young. There is not a drop of old age 
in our blood. Our great resources we have but begun to de- 
velop. We are still a people in earliest youth. We must ex- 
pect for many generationsa continuance of that wonderful growth 
which, undera century of freedom, has outrun the wildest predic- 
tions. As Burke said of the colonial population, ‘‘ While the 
dispute continues, the exaggeration ends.” We have our stim- 
ulant climate, in which work and not rest is the luxury both 
for muscle and brain. 

We are not afraid of the worid’s competition so long as we 
avail ourselves of our national defenses and our national re- 
sources—so long as we regard the lessons of history and the 
teachings of experience. God has given here, as nowhere else, 
inventive skill to the brainof man. In ourchildren great races 
are to be blended, who will contribute every quality of which 
great Statesare builded. They will inherit institutions of self- 
government, built by greatarchitects on sure foundations. 

The American spirit—product of German brain, and Celtic 
heart, and Norseman’s restlessness, and English constancy— 
which brought across the sea the love of liberty and reverence 
for law, will be theirs, enlarged, strengthened, invigorated, puri- 
fied by centuries of life and growth in congenial air. But they 
must heed, and they will heed, the lessons of the fathers. They 
will not accept the modern Indiana doctrine of hate and spite. 
They will prefer thesober counsel of Washington, the far-sighted 
vision of Jefferson, the sturdy Americanism of Jackson to the 
spirit which inspires this debate, and the statesmansbip which 
has framed this measure. 

I sympathize deeply with the uneasiness and distress which 
is manifest in all parts of the country. I lament the folly and 
the feebleness which has brought the country, in twelve months, 
to its present condition. But, after all, it is but one of the dis- 
eases of childhood. It is one of those disorders whicha healthy 
child does notescape. Measles, whooping-cough, chicken-pox, 
Democracy, scarlet fever, mumps, and Mugwumpery come and 
go. They are uncomfortable and disagreeable, but they do not 
often kill the patient. 

These marching armies of anarchists and half-tramps that are 

undertaking to turn to their own purposes the distress of pres- 
ent conditions, look formidable enough in the newspapers, and 
may provoke some individual and temporary trouble. But our 
nation, our forty-four States, our ten thousand local and municipal 
bodies, have each a separate and vigorous life, with its roots in 
the ground and its branches inthe air. It is not in the power 
of Coxey armies to endanger the corporate existence, or the 
full discharge of its functions, of the humblest or the weakest 
of these political beings. 
- The eternal law, ‘‘In the sweat of thy face shalt thou eat thy 
bread,” will prevail. It will never be repealed. It will punish 
those who tamper withit. But like every law of divine origin 
it will bestow on every man who obeys it the richest gifts of 
God’s providence—content, health, wealth, strength, happiness. 
To the people that obeyeth its austere behest ‘‘ length of days 
is in its right hand and in its left hand riches and honor.” 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, we are now upon the fourth week 
of this so-called debate on the tariff bill, and if anything had 
been needed to demonstrate to the American people how gigantic 
was the task which was presented to them of taking down the 
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artificial edifice of protection, this debate and the experience of 
these weeks has supplied it. Every attempt to approach the 
monstrous aggregation of folly and greed known as the McKinley 
act, has been met by denunciations of those who have raised a 
clamor against the attempt of the people to come to their own 
again. Corporate greed, private avarice, which have been fed by 
years of high protection, the worst feelings of human nature, 
are arrayed in solid phalanx against even the most moderate at- 
tempt to ameliorate the conditions produced by high protection, 
and which have at length culminated in widespread ruin and 
want, 

We are living to-day under the provisions of the MeKinley 
law; we have come at length to its climax, and organized idle- 
ness is marching upon our highways and summoning the legis- 
lative power of this couniry to do its behests. What the advo- 
cates of protection have claimed for themselves, these ministers 
of idleness and eoeee are claiming for themselves. They are 
claiming that national legislation shall be the cure-all for their 
evils and that they shall have the assistance of Congressional 
actior in order to supplement the deficiencies of their own ca- 

pacity. 

, Thus we haveasaculmination of these weeks of debate the wild 
and ravingstatementsand asseverations of prominent advocates 
of the retention of this system that has wrought so much of dis- 
tress, the very g 1 of despair, as was said the other day, that 
has thrown aside ail the restraints of decent speech, that has 
summoned to its aid the rhetoric of the slums in order, if might 
be, to asperse those who, with honest motives, are attempting 
to do their duty to their country and to fulfill the pledges made 
to the people, and who pro to advance so slowl t they 
can not even injure the interests that have so long fattened on 
legislative assistance. Thus we find the remarkable spectacle 
to-day that the decorum of debate has been violated and those 
who are so bold as to differ from the Senator from Massachu- 
setts are charged with violating their oaths and with commit- 
ting perjury. 

Mr. President, nothing, as I said at the outset, could have 
been wanting to demonstrate the desperation and wickedness of 
the cause that required such advocacy, and Lam willing to leave 
it to the  % who are to be the ultimate judges. 

Mr. HOA Mr. President, the Senator from Delaware has 
a marvelous gift of ping himself in his own virtue and of 
imputing to other Doe» e what he is constantly doing himself. 
He gets up here andsays thatthe McKinley law is infamous—one 
of hisassociates has used that expression, and I think he has used 
the same before—that it is an aggregation of folly and 

reed, although he knew we all voted for it, and supported and 
ieved in it. The beginning and the end of his —— was a 
charge upon his equals and peers of being se oe for folly, 
for greed, and for an infamous aaeeenns pl the American 
people. Now, when it is pointed out to him that here ise bill for 
which he has not voted, and for which I hope he will not vote, 
which is dotted and crowded all over with and that 
there are gentiemen who say that the tution prohibits it, 
that it is a wicked thing to vote to enact such a law, and that it 
is a violation of the Constitution which, according to their oath 
of office, they are sworn to su and which he, [ su will 
agree it would be perjury to violate, he resents it. of 
telling us how it is that he proposes to puta new protective duty 
on sugar—— 

Mr. GRAY. I do not propose to do it. 

Mr. HOAR. A duty of 90 per centad valorem is proposed by 
this bill to be im on uncleaned rice. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not propose to put a protective duty on 


sugar. 

Mr. HOAR. Then, I think there is one persoa—I said I did 
not think there was a person hardy enough—— 

Mr. PALMER rose. 

Mr: HOAR. I think we had better preserve the rules. I do 
not yield to Senators. . 

But when the Senator from Delaware that, I retract what 
Esaid. There isone person hardy camagms treme 
no position pending here to put a protective duty on sugar 
for the sake of satisfying Senators. 

Mr. GRAY. I suppose the Senator understands the differ- 
ence between a revenue duty and aes duty? 

Mr. BOAR. [und the rules of the Senate, which 
= my eon from thrusting interjections inte my speech with- 
ou eave, 

Mr. dent, the Senator does not seem to like that thesame 
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man can ever support, which have no foundation, and which the 
American —— are now repudiating and rejecting, are met by 
a counter c ge and by ane out “if what you say has got 
any truth in it, tell us, pray, how you are going to do what 
somebody proposes to have you do,” the Senator from Delaware 
gets very sore and uneasy, and like Byron's celebrated charac- 
ter, Jack—I forget what his other name was--‘‘ could think of 
naught to say, and so he swore.” 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, in reply to that portion of the 
remarks of the Senator from Massachusetts imputing want of 


‘| honesty to the Democrats who support this measure, I should 


like to tell an anecdote. In August, 1862, when in command of 
a small body of troops I crossed the Tennessee River at Deca- 
tur, Ala. Soon after I crossed the river a very decrepit woman 
came to me and told me that some of my men had stolen $43 
in silver from her. [informed the regiment that she charged 
them with having stolen money, and I said to them, ‘‘ Men, 
there are thieves among you here; this woman has lost $43, and 
= must get it back for her.” I got back$40. Theother three 
could not recover. She said, ‘‘ You are an honest man; you 
have done the best you could to get back the money for me.” 

Those of us who support this bill act very much upon that 
principle. We do not get back all that has been taken from the 
people of the country, but we get back all we can; and to say to 
those who support this bill that because they recover a part and 
can not recover all they are dishonest would be a good deal like 
charging the man with dishonesty who pursued the horse thief 
who stole two horses and recovered but one. He, I suppose, ac- 
cording to the logic of the Senator from Massachusetts, would 
be a thief because he had not recovered both, having voluntarily 
taken back that which he could get. 

It is upon that principle that this measure is supported by 
many of us. All can not be obtained—that is granted—a part 
can be, and that will be secured. . I surely violate no obligation 
of duty if I recover for the people of the country a portion of 
that which the Democratic convention characterized as ‘‘ rob- 
bery.” Would the conscience of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts allow him, if part of his pete had been stolen, to re- 
cover any part of it, and would he understand himself to have 
con the lareeny by taking back a part of that which had 
been taken from him? 

The Senator from Massachusetts reminds me of another inci- 
dent. Notlong agol attended aliterary society composed of 
some of our colored fellow-citizens. I there made the acquaint- 
ance of a colored boy, whose voice was as sweet and as gentle as 
that of the Senator from Massachusetts himself [laughter], and 
he very dramatically sang a song, which evidently was a favor- 
ite with him. It impressed me to an extent that I am scarcely 
willing to confess. He described dramatically a young man who 
was just starting out on a Sabbath morning, passing by a house 
of worship. He was going on without thought or reflection 
when he heard voices in that house singing— 

J lover of soul, 
Lotus to Thy on fiy. 

The actor deseribed the sudden arrest of the attention of the 
young man. The one proaeess First his attention was ar- 
rested and he then turned in thedirection of the house. He finally 
stepped in, and at the conclusion of that grand song he threw 
himself on his knees Se SUT by the mestoty and 
by the sentiment. I was so imp that I said to the colored 
ver **Come and sing that at my boarding-house, will you not?” 
Sa ‘ he, ‘‘Gineral, [neversing that song without pay.” [Laugh- 
ter. 

I could not avoid the ee while the Senator from 
Massachusetts was beautiful song of his so patheti- 
y, that there was aconsideration behind 
it [laughter]; that the local selfish interests of his people, re- 
gardless of the interests of other people, inspired the eloquence 
[Soe rey ape pe iosemaee aaa oe 

nion never seen slightest possible advantage from 
this beautiful style how much benefit 

been derived by those whom the Senator represents, is beau- 
tiful and admirable; but still I can notavoid the impression that 
it is the a of the siren inviting us to continue to bear the 
been placed on the neck of the West and 
Northwest for the sake of the State of Massachusetts and of the 
States whose interests are like those of Massachusetts. 

Mr. President, there is another thing that impressed me. 

and defended by the Senator from Mas- 


most beautiful language, 
tain them, they must have some sort of extraneous support; that 
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these homes, beautiful as they are described to be, can not be 
maintained or enjoyed unless assistance is derived from some 
uarter or other; somebody must do something to aid these in- 
ustrious people of Massachusetts to enjoy the comforts that 
they now are supposed to enjoy. 

Weareteldso. The Senator will pardon me forsaying I do not 
believe it. I believe the people of the State of Massachusetts 
are able to compete with the oom of any othercountry. They 
require but a fair field and no favor; they are not living upon 
the bounty of this Government, nor of any other government; 
they are not requiring, nor hoping, nor expecting this assistance; 
they have been coddled and have been mistaught, and, like all 
other misteachings, this has affected all parts of this country. 
What is the effect of this teaching? Every industry must have 
the support of law; no industry is self-supporting; every indus- 
try must borrow support from some direction or other. 

T have asked a question here, and noone has yet answered it— 
who is it that furnishes the money that enables the citizens of 
Massachusetts or Illinois to enjoy the comforts they possess? 
Nobody has answered. But the proposition is that without aid 
no industry in this country is possible. Thatis Coxeyism. It 
is the poison thus sown, thus taught, which has organized these 
miniature armies; it is the expectation of-finding help, finding 
eeere, finding that the Government will do something for 
them. 

What is the difference between Coxeyism and the protection 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts? The Senator 
from Massachusetts insists that no industry can be maintained 
successfully without help, without support. Coxey maintains 
the samedoctrine. Communism is the same inessence. Unless 
there can bo some assistance given to the labor of this country, 
all lanor must languish and perish, is the logic of the argument 
of the Senator from Massachusetts; unlessaid is directed by law, 
the condition of prosperity which the Senator so eloquently de- 
scribes can not be maintained. It must be assisted, it must be 
aided. I repeat, Mr. President, that that is Coxeyism. 

The Senator from Massachusetts comes in the name of his 
constituents and demands, what? Protection, the most delusive 
of all the terms that have been employed in our polity. ‘‘Pro- 
tection, protection; help, help, help.” ‘‘Save me, or I will per- 
ish,” is the language of the Senatorfrom Massachusetts. Is not 
that the language of others—‘‘ Help! Laboror blood?” That the 
Government must furnish a day’s labor to every man and a day's 

es to every man is the essence of protection. 

Mr. President, I only desired when I began to vindicate if I 
could, to the extent of the illustration I have given at least, the 
assault of the Senator from Massachusetts upon those of us who 
have not secured all that we desire by this bill. We take all we 
can get. 

By the way, the Senator tells us that this bill is opposed in 
every quarter. Without atall admitting that to be true, if this 
bill i ike others, it will be opposed by many until it is under- 
stood; but when understood it will, in response to the very clear 
expression of the opinions of the American people in 1892, be 
sustained. It may not accomplish all that we hope, but it isa 
step and a long step in the right direction. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 


tion! 

Mr. PALMER, With great pleasure. 

Mr. HALE. To which bill of the four or five bills that the 
Senate at different stages of this session has had before it does 
the Senator refer, when he says thatit receives the approbation 
of the country. Is it the Wilson bill, or is it the first draft of 
the bill as reported by the Senator from Indiana[Mr. Voor- 
HEES], or the bill championed by the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. HARRIs], or the new bill just before us—which billisit? As 
the Senator from Minnesota [ae WASHBURN] terms the last 
bill, is it ‘the sugar-trust bill?” The bills are not in the least 
alike. The bill reported yesterday by the Senator from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. JONES] is no more like the bill the Senator from 
Tennessee has in charge than the gavel of the Presiding Officer 
is like a B-flat bugle. There is no resemblance whatever be- 
tween them. The muke-up and the foundation of the two bills 
are absolutely different. hen the Senator from Illinois de- 
clares that this bill has received the approbation of the coun- 
bat which bill does he mean? 

itis right, Mr. President, if the ener are going to 
one fire in favor of passing a bill, it ought to be understood 
atif it isright to pass the bill reported by the Senator from Ar- 
kansas it would not have been right to pass the bill reported by 
the Senator from Indiana, and if it was right to pass that bill it 
would not have been right topass the Wilson bill. Now, willour 
eminent, res ble, and venerable friend from Illinois tell us 
which bill it is that has received the approbation of the country? 
While he isdoing that let him also tell us what portion of the coun- 
try has shown its approbation by elections, by the voice of the 
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people —whence has come approval of tho bill? This side of tho 
Chamber is waiting an answer by the Senator from Illinois to 
these quest ions. 

Mr. PALMER. Where is the question? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HALE. Ido not think the Senator has failed to appreci- 
ate the question. 





Mr. PALMER. I was waiting for the question. 

Mr. HALE. Which bill has recoived the approval of the 
country; in what portion of the country has it been approved, 
and when and how has the country approved it? * 

Mr. PALMER. I have not said that the country has yet ap- 
I have said that the country has disapproved 
of the McKinley law, and that any one of the bills to which the 
Senator has referred is preferable to that, and the country would 
approve any one of these bills in opposition to the McKinley 
law. 

But the Senator does me injustice when he says that I have 
said the country has already approved any bill. I have said that 
the country will, no doubt, approve this bill after comparing it 
with the law from which we escape. I trust the Senator will 
regard that as an answer to his question. 

Mr. HALE. I think in discussing a tariff bill it is a question 
of detail, it is aquestion of different industries; and the Senate 
has a right to know what propositions are to ba before it in 
order to be considered and acted upon. We have spent four 
months here, and at every period of a month passing we have 
been treated to a new bill. What are the influences that have 
brought this about no man can tell. The frame-work of the 
Wilson bill has been changed; the details have been changed; 
and while many of the newspapers have been declaring that 
needless delays were being resorted to here and the time con- 
sumed, yet there has been no bill which has been brought in by 
the party of which the Senator is so eminent a member that 
could give to the Senate any assurance that it was based upon 
propositions that were determined to be carried out. 

We are on the fourth bill, and not one of us knows to-day but 
that in a month from now there may be another bill, and that 
we may be asked to support that measure. In my experience 
in this body I have never known any such condition as the Sen- 
ate isin now. Senators upon the other side can not appeal to 
any principle that their party is grounded upon which underlies 
one of these bills, and from time to time the measure has been 
changed. Now, the Senator from Illinois gets up in his place 
and says if the country has not approved of any particular bill 
which has already been reported, if in the wisdom of the ma- 
jority here another bill is reported the country will approve 
that measure. That is not tariff legislation, Mr. President. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Prosident, have always been regarded 
as able to state my own propositions. I have not said what the 
Senator from Maine attributes tome. I have said, or I now say, 
that there is no doubt but that the Democratic majority wil! ma- 
ture a bill which will be acceptable to the country. I think I 
have detected on the part of the Senator from Maine an exceed- 
ingly great anxiety to tackle some specific bill, but he has shown 


proved any bill. 


no evidence of a desire to taunt us with a failure to present some 
particular bill. He has been bristling with facts and figures to 
illustrate the defects of any bill that might be presented. 

The Senator says we can refer to no principle in support of 
any one of the numerous bills hespeaksof. Mr. President, that 
isour job. If we fail to do that before we get through, we will 
wait for the verdict. We will wait until we are through, and 
then we shall refer what we have done to the judgment of the 
country. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, having said something earlier 
in the debate adverse to the action of my Democratic colleagues 
upon the Committee on Finance, I think it quite proper that I 
should embrace the earliest opportunity I have to say some- 
thing in their approbation. 

On receipt of these amendments—over 400 of them—which 
they have contributed this morning, it occurs to me that whiie 
they have been sitting for the last month in comparative silence, 
listening to Republican tariff speeches, they have learned some- 
thing and forgotten something—learned that some protection 
is constitutional and forgotten that specifics are abominable— 
and therefore, having made some progress, they ought to ask 
leave tosit again. If they will postpone the consideration of 
the tariff bill and take up the appropriation bills and pess them 
for a month to come, I do not know but that at the end of an- 
other month they may be able to report other propositions so 
much better that they will pass the Senate unanimously. 

Mr. QUAY addressed the Senate in continuation of the speech 
begun by him on the 14th of April. After having spoken about 
one hour, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon said: Wili the Senator from Penn 

sylvania yield to me’ 

Mr. QUAY. Certainly. 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator is making some 
very interesting remarks on the wool question, and I think there 
ought to be a full Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The Senator from Oregon suggests the want of aquorum. The 
Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators jn- 
swered to their names: 


Allen Dolph, Joues, Nev. uay, 
Allison, Faulkner, McPherson, Ransom, 
Bate, Gallinger, Manderson, Roach, 
Berry, George, Mills, Sherman, 
Call, Gordon, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 
Chandler, Gray, Morgan, Smith, 
Cockrell, Harris, Morrill, Squire, 
Coke, Hawley, Palmer, eller, 
Daniel, Hoar, Pasco, Vest, 
Davis, Hunton, Peffer, Washburn. 
Dixon, Jarvis, Perkins, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-three Senators have an- 
swered to thoir names. A quorum is present. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania will proceed. 

Mr. QUAY resumed his speech. After having spoken alto- 
gether two hours and five minutes— 

Mr. MILLS. If the Senator from Pennsylvania will yield to 
me, I will move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

Mr. QUAY. Iyield to the Senator from Texas for that pur- 
080. 

{[Mr. QuAY’s speech will be published entire after it shall 
have been concluded.] 

The PRESIDIN GOFFICER. The Chair will lay before the 
Senate a bill from the House of Representatives for reference. 

Mr. MILLS. Certainly. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 6448) to authorize the New York and New Jer- 
sey Bridge Companies to construct and maintain a bridge across 
the Hudson River between New York City and the State of New 
Jersey, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

CREDENTIALS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER presented the credentials of John 
Patton, jr., appointed by the governor of Michigan a Senator 
from that State to fill, until the next meeting of the Legislature 
thereof, the vacancy in the term —— arch 3, 1899, occa- 
sioned by the death of Francis B. Stockbridge; which were read, 
and ordered to be filed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
« Mr. MILLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After one hour and thirty- 
three minutes spent in executive session the doors were re- 
opened, and (at 6 o'clock and 12 minutes p. m.) the Senate ad- 
journed until to-morrow, Wednesday, May 9, 1894, at 11 o'clock 
a. m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive noncinations received by the Senate May 8, 1894. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 

Herbert H. D. Peirce, of Massachusetts, to be secretary of the 
legation of the United States at St. Petersburg, Russia, vice 
George C. Webb, resigned. ~ 

COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS, 

Walter J. Creamer, of Maine, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Castine, in the State of Maine, to succeed George 
M. Warren, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 

John B. Redman, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Frenchmans Bay, in the State of Maine, to succeed 
ooo D. Hopkins, whose term of office has expired by limita- 

on. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Lyman R. Carter, to be postmaster at New Hartford, in the 
county of Litchfield and State of Connecticut, in the place of 
George W. Smith, whose commission expired May 7, 1894. 

John P. Fiynn, to be postmaster at Salem, in the county of 
Salem and State of New Jersey, in the place of L. L. Muilford, 
whose commission expired January 28, 1894. 

John M. Hetfield, to be postmaster at Plainfield, in the county 
of Union and State of New Jersey, in the place of ‘Elias R. Pope, 
whose commission expired February 25, 1894. 


Eiijah Griswold, «0 be postmaster at Riverhead, in the — 
of Suffolk and State oi New York, in the place of George W. 
Cooper, whose commission expired April 30, 1894, 
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Andrew J. Amend, to be postmaster at Ripon, in the county 
of Fond du Lac and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Daniel 
Van Ness Harwood, whose commission expired April 24, 1894, 

George B. Ogle, to be postmaster at Sheboygan Falls, in the 
county of Sheboygan and State of Wisconsin, in the place of 
Benjamin F. Heald, whose commission expired January 16, 1894, 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Bxecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 8, 1894. 
POSTMASTERS. 
Joseph P. Williams, to be postmaster at Heppner, in the 
county of Morrow and State of Oregon. 
Herman Wise, to be postmaster at Astoria, in the county of 
Clatsop and State of Oregon. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
TUESDAY, May 8, 1894, 


The House met at 120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

SALMON FISHERIES OF ALASKA. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
ony of the Treasury, recommending an amendment to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill for the protection of the salmon fisheries 
in Alaska; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

INCREASED FORCE IN SUBTREASURIES. 

The SPEAKER laid before the Housea letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting a communication from the 
Treasurer of the United States in relation to the increased force 
asked for by the assistant treasurers at Chicago, New Orleans, 
and St. Louis for the fiscal year 1895; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

J. T. LARKIN. 

The SPEAKER laid before the Housea letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury transmitting a communication from 
the Attorney-General in reference to the expenses of J. T. Lar- 
kin, late deputy marshal for the eastern district of Tennessee; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 





SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following Senate 
bills and Senate joint resolution; which were severally read and 
referred as indicated below: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 72) to permit Capt. T. O. Selfridge, jr., 
United States Navy, to receive a decoration conferred upon him 
by the President of the Republic of France -to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs; 

A bill (S. 743) for the relief of the citizens of the States of 
Oregon, Idaho, and Washington who served with the United 
States troops in the war against the Nez Perces and Bannock 
and Shoshone Indians, and for the relief of the heirs of those 
killed in such service, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on War Claims; 

A bill (S. 826) to remit the penalties on the dynamite gun 
cruiser Vesuvius—to the Committee on Naval Affairs; and 

A bill (S. 143) for the relief of the heirs of D. Fulford—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
GARDNER, for five days, on account of sickness in family. 


PEMAQUID POINT LIGHT STATION. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the House Calendar the bill (H. R. 6770) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to exchange, in behalf of the 
United States, deeds of land with the Pemaquid Land Compan 
of Maine, in settlement of a —— boundary of the Pemaqui 
Point, Maine, light station for immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill which the Clerk 
will report, after which the Chair will ask if there be objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Whereas there is a dispute between the Pemaquid Land Company and the 
United States of America as to the true northeasterly boundary line of the 
land of the Pemayuid Point light station; and 

Whereas the directors of land company have, for the purpose of set- 


tling said , opens toexchange deeds with the United States fixing 
said ne as hereinafter mentioned: Therefore, 
enacted, That ° be, and he is hereby, 
authorized toexecute and deliver to the Pemaquid Land Com , of Bris- 
tol, in the county of Lincoln and State of Maine, such quite eed fram 
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the United States to the Pemaquid Land Company, and receivein exchange 
therefor from said company such deed to the United States as will fix the 
northeasterly boundary line of the land occupied by the Pemaquid Point 
light station on a line identical with the stone wall and fence now on the 
northeasterly portion of said land and beginning at the intersection of said 
fence with the northwestern boundary line of said land, where a stone post 
is now standing, thence running southeasterly 52° 5‘ east, true bearing, and 
ending in the sea, in order to settle and adjust all questions in dispute as to 
the true boundary between the lands of said company and said light station. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, this bill is unanimously re- 
ported by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
and is also recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury. It 
isa bill to settle adispute between the Government and the 

roprietors of adjoining land as to the line of the ground of the 
Passaeala light-station. 

The SPEAKER. 
this bill? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. BRICKNER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 6770) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to exchange, 
in behalf of the United States, deeds of land with the Pemaquid Land Com- 
pany of Maine in settlement of a disputed boundary of the Pemaquid Point. 

aine, light station, report the same back with an amendment and with 
the recommendation that the bill as so amended do pass. 

Amend by striking out in the fourteenth line of the bill the word ‘‘south- 
easterly’ and inserting in lieu thereof the word “‘south.” 

The purpose of the bill is to settle in a manner entirely agreeable to both 
the Government and the Pemaquid Land Company of Maine a disputed 
boundary between the two by adopting the fence and wall which now inclose 
the Government property at the Pemaquid Point light-station as the true 
indication of such est 

The amendment proposed by your committee is, at the suggestion of the 
Light-House Board, to correct an error in the bill, and is satisfactory to the 
Pemaquid Land Company. 

Accompanying this report, and made a pene of it, is a letter of the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury of the 25th of April, 1894, expressing the acquies- 
cence of the Treasury Department in the arrangement proposed by the 
amended bill. 


Is there objection to the consideration of 





TREASURY DEPARTMENT, April 25, 1894. 


Sir; I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a letter from your 
committee of April 23, 1894, inclosing a copy of H. R. bill 6770, authorizing an 
exchange of lands with the Pemaquid Land Company, Maine, in settlement 
ofa disputed boundary of Pemaquid Point, Maine, light station, together 
with the request that the committee be furnished with suggestions touch- 
ing the merits of the bill and the propriety of its passage. 

n reply, I beg leave to say that the Light-House Board, to which the mat- 
ter was referred, reports that the exchange proposed in the bill meets its 
views, with one exception. 

The board recommends that the word ‘easterly ‘in the fourteenth line be 
stricken out, so that it will stand: ‘‘Thence running south 52 degrees, etc.”’ 
instead of ‘ thence running southeasterly 52 degrees.”’ 

The bill (H. R. 6770) in question is herewith returned. 


Respectfully, yours, 
W. E. CURTIS, Acting Secretary. 

CHAIRMAN Comunittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
consideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DINGLEY, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


Cc. P, GOOCH, 


Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill H. R. 3334, author- 
izing and directing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay C. P. 
Gooch certain money due him for carrying the mail. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, 
directed to pay to C. P. Gooch the sum of $65, being balance due him for car- 


rying the mail on route numbered 8237, in the State of Louisiana, from Jan- 
ary | to March 31, 1861. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 


immediate consideration of this bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. That bill belongs to a class of 
claims that I think ought not to be — by unanimous con- 
sent. I think it ought to go tothe Caiendar and be considered. 
I therefore object. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects. 


CONSULAR REGULATIONS. 


Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 1573) 
making an appropriation for rewriting the Consular Regulations. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $2,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro 
priated, to be available immediately, for the pu se of rewriting the Con- 
sular Regulations under the supervision of the Secretary of State. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for the 
consideration of this bill? 
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Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I reserve objection for the present. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, that bill has 
passed the Senate, and it simply provides for the rewriting of 
the Consular Regulations. It has been customary to rewrite those 
regulations every seven or eight years. They were rewritten 
in 1881, again in 1888, each time at a cost of $3,000. In this bill, 
however, which has passed the Senate, and is now reported by 
the Commitee on Foreign Affairs favorably, we only ask for an 
appropriation of $2,000; and I have in my hand aletter from the 
Secretary of State urging immediate action upon the bill, be- 
cause the copies of the Consular Regulations are nearly ex- 
hausted. I also have a letter from the Acting Secretary of the 
Treasury recommending that it be done immediately. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Speaker, I objected to this bill when it 
came up the other day, but upon investigation my doubts have 
been removed. I find that it is proposed to use only a portion 
of this money for the immediate revision, and the balance to be 
retained until the final revision, which will be accomplished 
after the inspection of the consulates. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. What is the object of the bill? 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. It isa bill providing for the 
rewriting of the Consular Regulations, which is done every seven 
or eight years. The bill has passed the Senate. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Possibly [ might save time if I 
make the point of order that, this being a bill appropriating 
money for the service of the present fiscal year, it is a defi- 
ciency, under the rules, which properly belongs to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations and not to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. I make that point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The difficulty about the question of order 
suggested the other day is that the rules provide for the method 
of correction of erroneous references of bills, but it contemplates 
correction before the report on the bill, on any day immediately 
after the reading ofthe Journal. TheSpeaker, by unanimouscon- 
sent, or on motion of the committee claiming jurisdiction, or on 
motion of the committee to which the bill has been erroneously 
referred, may change the reference. That is the rule as to the 
correction of references of public bills. There seems to be no 
method of correcting it after the committee has acted and re- 
ported, so far as the Chair knows. Thecorrection contemplated 
by the rules is made while the bill is in the possession of thecom- 
mittee. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Then, there is no way to reach it 
except by a motion to commit? 

The SPEAKER. That is the only way. Is there objection? 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, why should we not have the 
regular order this morning? [Laughter.] 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Idesire tostate to my friend 
from Texas that it is very important to pass this bill. It has 
passed the Senate, ithas been reported unanimously by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and the edition has been exhausted. 

Mr. KILGORE. I have never seen the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky have a bill that was not very important. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I am not asking this for my- 
self, but for the good of the common service. 

Mr. KILGORE. Let the common service wait a day. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. It hasalready waiteda week, 
I will say to my friend. I called this matter up a weekago, but 
it was postponed in order that the gentleman from New York 
{[Mr. COOMBS] might have an opportunity to examine it. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol- 
lows: 

To Mr. EDMUNDS, for five days, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. MADDOX, for to-day, on account of sickness, 


A. W. GIBSON, DECEASED, 


Mr. TATE, from the Committee on Accounts, submitted the 
following as a privileged report: 


7 HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, March 26, 1894, 

Mr. CABANISS submitted the following, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be directed to 
pay. out of the contingent fund of the House to the representative of A. W. 

tibson, deceased, late an employé of the House under the Doorkeeper, a 
sum equal to six months of the salary being paid to said employé at the 
time of his death, and the Clerk be further directed to pay out of the con- 
tingent fund of the House to said representative a sum not to exceed $250, 
to cover the expenses attendant upon the funeral and last illness of said A. 
W. Gibson. 

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the accompanying 
resolution of March 6, submitted by Mr. CABANISs, directing the Clerkof the 
House to pay out of the contingent fund of the House to the representative 
of A. W. Gibson, deceased, late an employé of the House, a sum equal to six 
months of the salary being paid to said employé at the time of his death, 
and also further directing to pay out of the contingent fund of the House to 
said representative a sum not to exceed #250, to cover the expenses attend- 
ant upon the funeral and last illness of said A. W.Gibson—in view of the 
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deceased not leaving any dependent relatives, the committee beg to submit 
and recommend the age of the following substitute: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to BY, the sum of $234.20, 
out of the convingent fund of the House, to Hon. T. ABANISS, to cover 
expenses upon the last illness and funeral cf A. W. Gibson, deceased, late an 
emp!oyé of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. TATE. Mr. Speaker, it has been usual heretofore to pay 
to the widow or dependent family of an employé of the House 
six months’ compensation upon his death, but in this case we find 
that there is no person dependent upon the deceased, and there- 
fere we Go not recommend that anything be paid except the ex- 
penses of his burial. Thatamount bas been assumed and paid by 
the Representative of the Sixth Congressional district of Geor- 
gia, the district from which the appointment was made, and the 
committee merely recommend that the Representative be repaid 
the ee that he hasdisbursed for the funeral expenses of this 
employé. . 

Me. SAYERS. I did notcatch the reading of that resolution 
clearly. Does it embrace more than one appropriation? 

Mr. TATE. Only one. 

Mr. SAYERS. For one person only? 

Mr. TATE. Yes, sir; the committee struck out the provision 
for six months’ pay, and merely recommend that Mr. CABANISS 
be repaid the amount which he has spent for burial of Mr. Gib- 
son. 

Mr. STALLINGS. What was the position of this man? 

Mr. TATE. He was an assistant to the Doorkeeper; a mes- 
senger, I believe, he was called. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of this resolu- 
tion; but I want to call the attention of the House to some facts 
in connection with other cases of this character. In the last 
Congress there were three or four cases of this kind. One of 
then, which was reported by tlie gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, Mr. TeLLMAN, wasallowed withoutopposition. Another was 
for the clerk of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, and it was passed after a contest on a yea-and-nay vote. 

Mr. TATE. If I may interrupt the gentleman, I will remind 
him that that was a question of voting the heirs of deceased an 
additional six months’ pay, while this is merely a question of 
funeral ex 8. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The other casesinvolved both. Those two 
resolutions were and the money was paid; but after that 
two gther cases arose, one the case of a page, and the House 
voted down the resolution on a yea-and-nay vote. Now, I think 
this proposition is right, and I hope it will be adopted, and later 
T will ask the House to reeur to some derelictions in the past in 
matters of this kind, and I hope that justice will be done all 
along tho line. 

Mr. TATE. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question on 
the adoption ef the resolution. 

Mr. KILGORE. I demanded the regular order just now. 
Does this resolution come in by unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. Itdoesxnot. It isa privileged report from 
the Committee on Accounts. The question is on ordering the 
previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the substitute reported by the committee was agreed to. 

The resolution as thus amended was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. TATE, a motion to reeonsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

“OPTIONS ” AND ‘‘ FUTURES.” 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for re- 

rts. 

Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported as 
a substitute for House bill No. 5653 a bill (H. R. 7007) regulating 
the sule of certain agricultural products, defining ‘options 
and “futures,” and i ng taxes thereon and upon dealers 
therein; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying repert, ordered to be printed. 

— bill No. was by un consent laid on the 
table. 


EXPORT TRADE IN CATTLE, 


Mr. ALEXANDER, from the Committee on Agriculture, re- 
ported back favorably the joint resolution (H. Res. 9) in regard 
to the export trade in cattle; which was referred to the House 
a” and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

EXTERMINATION OF THE RUSSIAN THISTLE. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Ag- 
rieukture, reported back adversely bills of the following titles; 
Hale, easy 

A bill (H.R. 4925) providing for the destruction and exter- 
mination of the plant 
Russian thistle or cactus; 
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A bill (H. R. 5597) to provide for the destruction and exter- 
mination of the noxious a or weed known as Russian thistle, 
or Russian cactus (techn cally Salsola kali tragus); and 

A bill (H. R. 5745) to provide for the extermination and de- 
struction of the noxious plant or weed knownas Russian thistle 
or Russian cactus (technically Salsola kali tragus). 

MATES IN THE NAVY. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, re- 
ported back, favorably, the bill (H. R. 38) relating to the pay 
and retirement of mates in the United States Navy: which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
vam and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 





VACANCY IN NAVAL ACADEMY. 


Mr. MONEY, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
back, adversely, the joint resolution (H. Res. 149) directing the 
Secretary of the Navy to declare a vacancy in the Naval Acad- 
emy at Annapolis, for the Seventh district of Georgia, and re- 
ea ae, said Secretary to give notice to the Representative of 
said district of said vacancy, as now provided by law; which 
was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

SUBURBAN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, reported back with amendments the bill 
(H. It. 6816) to amend the charter of the District of Columbia 
Suburban Railway Company; which was referred to the House 
ne and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 


WASEINGTON, ALEXANDRIA AND MOUNT VERNON RAILWAY. 

Mr. MEREDITH, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, reported back as a substitute for House bill No. 2373 a 
bill (H. R. 7006) to authorize the Washington, Alexandria and 
Mount Vernon Electric Railway Cay to extend its line of 
road into and within the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

NEW TICKETS ON STREET RAILWAYS. 

Mr. HEARD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred, with amendments of the House and 
further amendments of the Senate, the bill (S. 443) to provide 
for the sale of new tickets by street railway and transportation 
companies in the District of Columbia, reported the same back 
with the recommendation that the bill pass as amended; and the 
same was referred to the House Calendar, and ordered to be 
printed. 

VENTILATION OF THE HALL OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. SHELL, from the Committee on Ventilation and Acous- 
tics, submitted to the House reports of Mr. Henry Adams and 
Dr. J. J. Kinyoun, experts; which were ordered to be printed 
and recommitted. 

DAMAGES BY MUSCLE SHOALS CANAL. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 5930) to 
appoint a commission to report and determine upon certain dam- 
ages done to citizens of Lauderdale County, Ala., by the build- 
ing of the Muscle Shoals Canal; which was referred the House 

en and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
n . 
* CLAIMS UNDER EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

On motion of Mr. WOLVERTON, the Committee on the Ju- 
d was discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 4516) to remove the bar of the statute of limitation 
and give the right of appeal in certain cases, and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Labor. 

GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 

On motion of Mr. BANKHEAD, the House resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. Bynum 
in the chair), and resumed the consideration of the special or- 
der, being the bill (H. R. 5483) to authorize the acquisition of 
certain real estate the city of Washington and the erection 
of a Government Printing thereon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 5483. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to make an inquiry, Mr. Chair- 


man. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. May I ask first how much time is re- 
on each side? 

Mr. GER. That is the question [ desired to ask the 


or weed known as saltwort or | Chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Georgia has one hour 
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of the time remaining, and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
BANKHEAD] fifteen minutes. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I yield fifteen minutes of the time to the 
gentleman from Vermont |Mr. GRouT). : 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, it seems very clear, indeed it 
has scarcely been questioned, that the time hascome when the 
Government ought to erect a new public Printing Office. The 

resent building is not only too small, but is regarded as abso- 

utely unsafe. It has been so declared repeatedly by those who 
are competent to judge. : y 

Now, this being the situation, all will agree that the case is an 
urgent one aud calls for prompt action on the part of Congress, 
not only that there may be sufficient room for the increased 
work of that office, but thata building may be provided which 
shall in no way endanger the life or limb of the employés there- 
in. Out of this feeling, that seems to be general, has come a 
great variety of suggestions as to the best plan to be pursued to 
meet the existing requirements. 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds has brought 
in a report a recommending the purchase of the square known 
as No. 683, down close by the Baltimore and Ohio station, upon 
which are now located the Senate stables and an engine house 
belonging to the Government. It has been suggested by those 
who do not quite approve of this location that this lot is too ex- 
pensive, and the committee themselves tell us they have made 
an estimate that it will cost at least $300,000 to secure the land 
in said square which the Government does not nowown. If the 
stables and engine house are removed and provided for in other 
places, as they will have to be, that of itself would make a con- 
siderable item of cost, amounting, perhaps, to not less than $50,- 
000; so that it would be safe to assume that there will be an ex- 
penditure of $350,000 in the purchase of this site to start with. 

Then the buildings now upon thissquare would have to be re- 
moved, and the whole plat graded down several feet, some say 
25 feet, involving a further very large expense. So that you 
would probably, before the lot is ready for uso by the Govern- 
ment, find that it would call for an expenditure of at least $400,- 
000 for the lot, and it doesseem a large price to pay for this pur- 

But the committee informs us that they were led to select 
this site principally because of its proximity to the Capitol, as 
well as its nearness to the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, which 
could be utilized to carry over it the 9,000 tons of freight which 
are annually shipped to the Printing Office without carting that 
immense tonnage from the depot to the Printing Office; and it 
is estimated thatthis will work a saving of expenditure of from 
$25,000 to $40,000 annually. If this estimate is an accurate one 
this saving would be a consideration of importance. But the 
cost of this site, about $400,000, probably makes many members 
hesitate over this location. 

Then, anotker lot has been suggested which is known as the 
baseball grounds, containing 170,648 feet, and itis stated that this 
can be purchased ata cost of $242,000. Thatis the lot suggested 
and recommended by the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. Livinc- 
STON]. But this location does not seem satisfactory, and still 
another is suggested, known as the Mahone lot, at an expense of 
about $250,000, containing somewhat more land, I believe, than 
the baseball lot. But still this does not suit, and the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] suggested 2 lot upon which 
the joint committee of Senate and House had agreed on, and 
which, I believe, is known asthe Kurtz-Johnson lot (square No. 
713), at anexpense, he tell us, of $1 a foot, or $106,000, that being 
the number of feet the lot contains. 

Mr. BURROWS. What lot is that? 

Mr. GROUT. That is the lot which was recommended by the 
— commission, and which was referred to by the gentleman 
rom Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] yesterday. 

But none of these places seem satisfactory. Another proposi- 
tion is—and perhaps it is not improper that I should refer to the 
action, of the Senate in regard to the matter—to extend the 

sent building and make it answer for the future. We are 

d that 55,000 feet can be procured there at an expense of 
$175,000, or at the rate of $2.50 a foot. That is what the Public 
Printer informs us, and by that means the present building can 
be enlarged and utilized. But keep in mind that this building 
is insecure. 

There seems to be no doubt of that fact, and it is also unsuit- 
able for the purposes to which it is now put. That difficulty 
would not be overcome by extending the present building. The 
building itself would have to be reformed and strengthened, and 
no one tells us what cost this wouldinvolve. Even after that was 
done, if it were practicable, it would be a piecemeal arrangement, 
made up of different parts of an old and new building, badly con- 
structed and admittedly unsuitable. There is, it will be remem- 


bered, very ancient and very high authority against putting 
new cloth on an old garment, or new wine into old bottles; and 
this patchwork in the matter of a Government Printing Office is 
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equally objectionable. Ido not believe init. It will never be 
satisfactory. 

The old building would be a constant peril to the new. My 
attention was called some time since to a lot out south of the 
Capitol containing 212,000 square feet exclusive of the parking. 
This lot is in private ownership. 

I thought, when the discussion started, I would call the atten- 
tion of the House to that lot. It can be had for $200,000, with 
fourteen three-story brick dwellings upon it; or, exclusive of the 
brick dwellings, 187,000 square feet can be bought for $150,000. 
IL say I thought I would call the attention of the House to that, 
but hardly desired to present myself as the champion of any lo- 
cation, and so sat by, hearing what was said about these other 
places, until I became persuaded that it was my duty to call the 
attention of the House to this lot out here, viz, square 736— 
which you will see is very much less expensive and more desir- 
able than any other place named. This lot is perfectly graded, 
to begin with. Passing down New Jersey avenue it is three 
blocks from the Capitol. 

And let me say to gentlemen here that the best way to settle 
this question each member for himself is to go and look at it. 
You can go and return in fifteen minutes. Three blocks down 
New Jersey avenue, to the left, across a little parking, you see 
fourteen three-story brick houses in the cornerofthe square. | 
say you can do this inavery few minutes andreturn. I hope no 
gentleman will doso while I amspeaking, however. Wait until 
some one else begins his speech. TLasgister.] You will, [ think, 
become convinced that square 736 is certainly a most excellent 
place upon which to locate a building of that kind. It is ona 
gravelly foundation. Little or no grading will be necessary. 
The surface is practically all ready to receive the superstructure. 

Now, the whole can be bought, including fourteen dwelling 
houses, which will rent for enough to pay 3 per cent on the 
whole investment if the Government sees fit to take the whole 
purchase and it strikes me that it would be true economy to do 
so, because these buildings can be rented to the men who would 
be in the Government employ, and there is ample ground be- 
sides that on which those houses stand upon which to erect the 
Printing Office and to extend it for thefuture needs of the Gov 
ernment, I feel almost safe in saying for the next thousand 
years. Remember, it is 212,000 square feet—just about 5 acres: 
and all that can be made available in the square recommended 
by the committee are 120,000 square feet, because that is the 
whole area of the square. Keep in mind the comparative cost. 
Here are 212,319 square feet, with 14 dweiling houses paying a 
rent of 36,000 per annum, for $200,000; while 120,298 square feet, 
recommended by the committee, will cost 3400,000—almost twice 
the quantity of land, with buildings in one little corner the rent 
of which will pay 3 per cent on whole cost, against only a little 
more than half as much land with no income whatever for twice 
the money. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
question? 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. HUNTER. Isitaccessible toany leading line of railroad? 

Mr.GROUT. It is within three blocks of the cable. 

Mr. HUNTER. I mean a steam railroad. 

Mr. GROUT. Iam glad the gentleman called attention to 
that. While the committee thought it a matter of consequence 
to have the building convenient to a single track out here, | 
may say that in the location of which I am speaking the build- 
ing will be near three great linesof railway; within 600 feetof the 
tracks of the Chesapeake and Ohio, the Richmond and Danville, 
and the Pennsylvania Railroad; three great corporations, the 
competition of three lines being thus secured, instead of being 
forever at the mercy of asingle line, which we have always been 
told amounts to a monopoly. 

Mf. BANKHEAD. Now, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
from Vermont allow me to have read a letter from the health 
officer of the District? 

Mr. GROUT. Not in my time. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Itis a letter from the health officer of 
the District with reference to the healthfulness of that part of 
the city of which the gentleman is speaking. 

Mr.GROUT. Iundertake to say that there is no more health- 
ful location in the city. It is far more healthful than the site 
of the present Government Printing Office. I have some sta- 
tistics which I will submit upon this very point. They are taken 
from the last report of the health officer of the District, and 
show that the deaths reported in the immediate vicinity, cov- 
ering a radius of half a mile, do not exceed eight in any one 
square, and those squares immediately surrounding it record 
but one death, while on square 624, now occupied by the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office, sixteen deaths occurred in the dwell- 
ing houses therein in one year. The square immediately east 
shows thirty-one deaths, the largest death rate but one in the 


Mr. Chuirman, may I ask the gentleman a 
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city, while the small triangular block immediately south shows 
fourteen, and the square north twelve deaths, right around the 
Government Printing Office. This abnormal death rate con- 
tinues all along what was formerly the valley of Tiber Creek, 
along the Mahone lot, along the baseball lot, up close even to 
the Kurtz-Johnson lot—not absolutely contiguous, but near it. 

The south portion of square 674 shows thirteen deaths. Square 
620, immediately east of the Mahone square, shows fifteen. 
Square 621, immediately south of the Mahone square, shows 
twenty; all this proving beyond question the desirability of 
square 736 asa healthful location. These figures are from the 
health office. Now, whatever causes may have induced the 
heaith officer to write a letter denouncing this New Jersey ave- 
nue site as an unhealthy location I know not, but I ask the 
members of the House to go out and see the surroundings for 
themselves, and see whether they think it is an unhealthy loca- 
tion. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as bearing on this very point, the eleva- 
tion of this lot is greater thanany other proposed. It is36.3 feet 
higher than the ground upon which the present Printing Office 
stands. 

[The time of Mr. Grout having expired, Mr. LIVINGSTON 
yielded to him two minutes more. ] 

Mr. GROUT. Itis 18.7 feet higher than square 633, known 
as the Mahone square. Itis 6.72 feet higher than square 638, 
recommended by the committee. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Before the gentleman sits down I would 
like to ask him a question. I understood you to give the pum- 
ber of deaths on this block. What did you say was the number 
of deaths oii this particular block—the old Carroll lot? I sup- 
posed there were no deaths, because there were no houses there. 

Mr. GROUT. Oh, yes; there were fourteen first-class brick 
houses on it which cost $44,090, and no deaths, as shown by the 
health officer’s report. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. How many of them were vacant? 

Mr. GROUT. At the time this offer was submitted to the 
committee, last October, every one of them was occupied. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I suppose all have died since. 

Mr. GROUT. Not one, my friend, and nine of the houses are 
now occupied—only five now vacant, not a larger proportion va- 
cant than with other tenements throughout the city. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr.BANKHEAD. Lasked thegentlemanaquestion. I hope 
he may have an opportunity to answer it. 

Mr. GROUT. I have answered the gentieman. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The gentleman has no further time. I 
now yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
HOPKINS]. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I think that the 
discussion of the bill under consideration has developed the fact 
that a new building for the Government Printing Office should 
be speedily constructed, for the benefit of the thousands of em- 

loyés engaged in service in this old building down on North 

apitol street. Congress owes it to those people to take imme- 
diate action upon this matter. But while it is important that 
action shall be taken, it is equally important that in the selec- 
tion good business judgment should be used to see that the Gov- 
ernment not only secures a proper location, one that is for the 
best interest of the Government and these people who are to be 
empioyed therein, but that the question of economy should also 
be considered. Now, from the examination I have given this 
question, it seems to me that the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, who reported this bill, have selected the very 
worst lot that could be selected in the city of Washington. 

There are more reasons against the location of a public build- 
ing at this place than can be urged against any other site that 
has been suggested during the course of this discussion. When 
the gentleman who has the bill in charge was sostpyang the at- 
tention of the committee, the question was asked him as to the 
expense that would be incurred in grading the lot to the street, 
ana puttin it in proper shape for the construction of a build- 
ing. The discussion shows that no estimate has been made, so 
far as the committee are concerned. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. If the gentleman will permit me, I will 
answer that question. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Oh, no; you can answer that in 

our own time. Yesterday the gentleman had nofigures to give 
the committee showing what would be the cost. He, how- 
ever, gave itas his judgment that the gravel taken from the 
site would pay the expenses of its removal. I have before me 
an sstimate of a A rp NT of thiscity upon that subject, 
and he estimates that it would cost $90,000 to put that lot in con- 


dition. In addition to that, Mr. Chairman, it would require the 
removal of the fire engine building and the Senate stables 
which would impose another expense upon the Government of 
$30,000 at least 
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Now, all of this is in addition to the $300,000 mentioned in the 
bill, which this committee proposes to pay for this lot. In addi- 
tion to that,as has been shown in this discussion already, this lot 
is a gravel bed, and after itis graded to the street there is no per- 
son who is able to state that we would then have a proper foun- 
dation for the construction of a building of the character pro- 
posed. As my friend from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON] said on 
yesterday, a gravel foundation is the worst of all foundations 
upon which to construct a large building that will contain ma- 
chinery such as would be used in this building. It would cost in- 
finitely more to prepare a foundation on this lot than on the lot 
which is known as the Mahone lot, or in fact any of the other 
lots mentioned. There are other objections to the pending bill. 
It is stated on the authority of the Superintendent of Public 
Printing that the amount of space ought to be 125,000 square feet. 

If Iam correctly informed, we can on!y have 120,000 square 
feet by taking the Government property in addition to 99,000 
feet the wae ge oe ose to purchase. So that after the ex- 
penditure of $400,000, $300,000 for the purchase of the land and 
nearly $100,000 for putting the lot in proper shape, we will then 
have a piece of ground too small for the purposes of the Govern- 
ment. Now, Mr. Chairman, the development of this country in 
the last quarter of a century ought to teach the members of this 
House that in making a purchase of this kind we should have 
land enough to permit the extension of the building from time 
to time as the necessities of the case may demand If 120,000 
square feet of land would serve now, or even ten years from 
now, we can readily understand that when this country shall 
have a population of 200,000,000, it will be necessary to buy a 
new site and erect a new building. Therefore, it seems to me 
the part of wisdom in ae om question to select now a 
location where the building can enlarged, and thus the ne- 
cessity be avoided for a new location anda new building at prob- 
ably greatly increased cost. 

Another objection that I have to this lot is its proximity to 
the depot and the tracks of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad. 
When the lot is graded to the level of the street, [am credibly 
informed that the rear part of it will be 15 or 20 feet higher 
than the tracks of the railroad. If this be true, I want to know 
how it will be possible to put in side tracks for the purpose of 
unloading and loading the material that has to be carried to and 
from the Government Printing Office. You will have either to 

0 15 or 20 feet below the surface of the street with the build- 
ng, or eise you will have to use some sort of power to raise the 
material that is to be used in the Printing Office from the rail- 
road cars up tothe building. 

Another objection, and one that isof great importance, one 
that — to be carefully considered by the members of this 
House, is that there are at least one thousand employés in the 
Government Printing Office who have their homes in that part 
of the city, and if this site shall be selected they will be com- 
o— to cross and recross the railroad tracks in going to and 
rom their employment and will be subjected to all the dangers 
that are incident to travel of that kind, and I contend that the 
people ought not to be unnecessarily and wantonly exposed to 
such dangers. 

Another reason why this lotshould not be selected is that there 
will be from one to three hundred engines steaming in and outof 
that depot daily, emitting their smokeand their sparks of fire and 
making all the noise and confusion that always attend aon the 
operation of a great railroad like the Baltimore and Ohio. The 
building will be e ed in that way to danger from fire. We 
shall be exposing Government property unnecessarily to that 
danger, and the steam, the smoke, and the noise emitted from 
those engines will be almost intolerable to the employés who 
will have to work in this building. 

Mr. Chairman, while I trust we shall take speedy action in 
determining the location of the proposed building, I trust also 
that the members of this House will not be led into the selection 
= this lot because the committee have recommended its pur- 
chase. 

Another objection that certainly should have some weight is 
this: The ns from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] yes- 
terday, in discussing this question, said that up to this time the 
House had never been able to meet the views of the Senate and 
the Senate committee on this question. Hestated, whatis known 
to every member of the House, that several years ago a commis- 
sion was selected for the purpose of locating a site for this build- 
ing and purchasing the property, but that, owing to differences 
between the House and the Senate, no site has yet been selected 
and the consequence is that the employés have been compelled 
to work day after day, week after week, and month after month 
in the present old Govevment Printing Office at the risk of their 
lives. The gentleman stated that the reason that what is known 
as the Johnson lot was not discussed or mentioned in the House 
after it was favorably reported by the commission was that the 
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Senate never would agree to the se‘ectionof that lot. If this be 
true, why should any time be spent by members here in dis- 
cussing the feasibility of that selection‘ 

Mr. MILLIKEN. What do you call the Johnson lot? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The one that was favored by the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] yesterday. It 
has been shown in this debate that the Senate has already taken 
action upon this question. The Senators have given as careful 
attention to this subject as any of the members of this House. 
They have listened patiently to the evidence that has been sub- 
mitted as to the various sites that have been mentioned in this 
debate, and it appears that after a full, fair, and frank discussion 
the Senate selected what is known as the Mahone lot. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, speaking for myself, I have no preference what- 
ever. I would as lief take the baseball site, or the Garfield 
Park site mentioned by my friend from Vermont [Mr. GRouT], 
or the site down in the Mall that was suggested yesterday by 
the gentleman from Nebraska|Mr. BRYAN], asany other. 

My purpose in speaking upon the subject, my desire in this 
matter, is to secure a new Government Printing Office at the 
earliest practicable time. The objection to all these sites that 
have been mentioned is that the Senate of the United States is 
already committed to the Mahone lot. The Senate has framed 
a bill and has passed it selecting that site, which gives 213,815 
square feet for the purposes of a Government building. Now, 
let us consider a moment whether it would not be wise for this 
House, instead of discussing these other sites, to cojperate with 
the Senate, purchase the Mahone lot, and start the construction 
of the building at once. 

Mr.ABBOTT. Iwill ask my friend if it is not a fact, accord- 
ing to the testimony of all parties, that the Mahone lot has been 
built up upon low, marshy land along the course of Tiber Creek? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. No; it is not, I will say to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Why then does the official map of the city 
show that Tiber Creek runs through the center of that lot? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. [tis claimed by those who have 
properly investigated this matter that the land there will fur- 
nish as good a foundation for a building of the kind proposed to 
be constructed as any lot in the city. ‘Tiber Creek passes only 
along the eastern edge of this lot 

Mr. ABBOTT. Oh, no; along the eastern edge of the base- 
ball lot. 

Mr. HOPKINS oflllinois. Iwillanswer the gentleman. The 
lot is in the form ofa parallelogram, over 700 feet loug andover 
300 feet wide. It is located just three blocks below the site of 
the present Government Printing Oiiice and on the same street, 
and it extends down near the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. ABBOTT. I hope the gentleman will be allowed addi- 
tional time. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
House. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Lyield the gentleman two minutes more, 
but not for the purpose of answering any questions. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. This lot is very near the railroad 
track, so that the Government would have the full benefit of 
contiguity toa railroad. It is also 17 feet higher than the site 
of the present Government Printing Office. The location in 





IT ask unanimous consent for three 


Tbe time has been limited by order of the 


point of healthfulness is as good as any of the other sites which | 


have been mentioned in this debate. The ground is level; so 
that we could go to work at once upon the construction of a 
building. 


Now, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. ABBOTT] says that Tiber | 


Creek passes through near the center of this lot. I deny the ac- 


curacy of that statement; I deny the accuracy of the map upon | 


which his statementsare based. The gentleman brought in here 
a map which he claimed was a Government map, showing Tiber 
Oresk passing through near the center of this lot; but the ac- 
curacy of that map is denied. 
been presented here, show that the Tiber passes through the 
eastern portion only of the lot, at a point where it would not in- 
terfere at all with the location of the Government building. 

Mr. Chairman, if we are to get action on this subject in this 
Congress we must unite with the Senate upon this question. If 
we are to take care of the Government employés, whose lives are 
imperiled in the present building, we must take action to-day. 
If we select any of these other sites we simply prolong this de- 
bate; we simply postpone to another Congress the action that 
should have been taken two Congressesago. I trust, Mr. Chair- 
man, that gentlemen will conform their views to those of the 
Senate on this question, so that we may substitute the Senate 
bill for that which is now under consideration. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
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Mr. LIVINGSTON. L[vyield thirteen minutes to the genile- 
man from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN]. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to talk for the 
mere purpose of getting into the Recorp: but I wish to present 
to the members some factsin connection with the Printing Office 
site which I have been able to collect since last evening. 

[ take it for granted from what has been said that there is no 
difference of opinion upon the question whether we ought to 
have a new Printing Office. Everyone seems to be in favor of 
building a new Printing Office, and the only question is as to 
where it shall be placed. In deciding this question we are to 
consider whether the action already adopted by the Senate (al- 
though, I believe, delayed there by a motion to reconsider) should 
control ouraction. It seems to me, ifwe concede that the mere 
fact that the Senate has decided upon a site should control our 
action, it is useless to have two legislative bodies. 

There is no reason why we should not reach a decision of our 
own on this guestion and embody it in the bill which we shall 
pass, and then if we shall be obliged to reconcile our opinions 
with those of the Senate we can do so afterwards. But this 
House ought to be perfectly free to express its opinion as to the 
selection of the site which it desires. The next question is 
whether we shall put this building upon land which we now own, 
or whether we shall buy land for the purpose. If we are going 
to buy land, the question becomes material, what site shall we 
buy? But I want to present fora moment, for the consideration 
of the committee, an argument in favor of the proposition that 
we ought to use land which we now have. 

In examining this matter since the question came up yester- 
day, I have found a tract of land belonging to the Government 
which I believe is admirably suited to this purpose. It isastrip 
of land lying between Sixth and Seventh streets and between 
Pennsylvaniaavenueand the Fish Commission Building. There 
is a strip of land in there nearly 1,000 feet long and more than 
400 feet wide, upon one side of which runs the Pennsylvania 
| Railroad and upon the other side the Seventh-street cable line. 
On the west side of Seventh street the park extends down to 
Fourteenth or Fifteenth street. The park upon the east side of 
Seventh street terminates with the railroad track; and there is 
no way to cross it except by the bridge at the south end. Upon 
the east side of the railroad track, between Sixth and Four-and- 
a-half streets, there is a park. So thatthe people living on the 
east side of Sixth street already have a park there; and the peo- 
ple living on the west side of Seventh street have that mag- 
nificent park extending to fourteenth or Fifteenth street. 

This piece of ground which I suggest as a proper site is cut off 
from the two parks by this railroad. It is not a desirable piece 
of land for parkage and is not needed for that purpose in that 
locality. It has also these advantages: The railroad track comes 
up just beside it, and the tract is so large that if we should ever 
want to enlarge the building there will be enough room to do so; 
so that the needs of the Government for one hundred or two 
hundred years to come will be accommodated. 

And that, Mr. Chairman, is not true of any site that is pro- 
posed here to be purchased. 

But I want the members of the committee to consider the 
question whether we had not better use our own lands and save 
the money we are proposing to pay for land which we do not 
need. 

Mr. EVERETT. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BRYAN. Well, my time is very brief. 

Mr. EVERETT. Ionly want to ask the gentleman the size of 
the tract he has been speaking of south of the Avenue? 

Mr. BRYAN. Itis about a thousand feet long and in the 
neighborhood of 400 feet wide. 

But as to this matter of purchase. Someone has said during 
this discussion that it is a matter of small importance and that 
the Government ought not to higgle over the question of 
price in a matter of this kind. It is very true, Mr. Chairman, 
that the Government is rich enough to buy any land that it 
needs for public purposes. But that is not the question. The 
| Government is too poor to buy a single foot of land which it does 
| notneed. I can not sympathize with those who rise so high in 
| the discussion of public questions as to overlook absolutely the 

matter of dollars and cents. We do not need the land; and if 

we do not, we should not buy it, no matter how cheap it is. 
| The tract to which [ have just referred is as high as that on 
| which the National Hotel, the Metropolitan Hotel, the old 
| Printing Office, and the Fish Commission stand. 

But now to consider for a few moments the site suggested by 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. COX. Let me interrupt the gentleman one moment, to 
ask if fhere is any report before the House from the committee, 
indicating that they have made an examinationof the lands that 
already belong to the Government, to see whether they are suit- 
able or not for this purpose? 
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Mr. BRYAN. A member of the committee stated rday, 
in answer to a question, that the committee had made such an 
investigation. But after further questions it seemed to me that 
the investigation was not by any means a thorough one. 

I have been making some investigations as to the price of real 
estate in the neighborhood of the proposed site, and wish to say 
that to my best judgment the price proposed for this block is 
from one hundred to one hundred and fifty thousand dollars 
above what land can be bought for in that vicinity. I went to 
see the land and found that that part of it which is up next toC 
street is, I should say,some 15 feet above the level of the street, 
while part of the other side, at the other end, is at least 15 feet 
below the level of C street, and more than one-half of the block 
is composed of lands entirely unfitted for residence. 

Tho low part of the land, in my judgment, if put upon the 
market for sale would not bring 50 centsa square foot, and yet 
the proposition of the committee is to fix the price at an aver- 
age of more that $3 a square foot. The very best buiiding lot 
in that block is the lot on which the Government stable and the 
engine-house are located. It is land already belonging to the 
Government, and even that portion of the block unimproved 
would not sell for $2.50 a square foot in the market to-day. 

But I have been making some investigation of surrounding 
property. There is a lot facing on the a square, on B 
street northeast, which can be bought for $2.50 a square foot. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Where? 

Mr. BRYAN. It is a piece of property facing on Capitol 
square, on B street near First street. Again, on Delaware ave- 
nue about half a block from the proposed site and nearer to the 
Capitol there is another piece—— 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question as to where this lot he speaks of on B street is located? 

Mr. BRYAN. It is near First street on B,and facing the 
Capitol square. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Is it the lot corresponding on the other 
side with the lot on which the Congressional Library building is 
beiag erected? i 

Mr. BRYAN. No, it is down almost tothe corner, within two 
or — doors of the end of that square, and facing the Capitol 

rounds. 
. Mr. MILLIKEN. What is the size of it? 

Mr. BRYAN. Well, I should say it is about 25 feet front. I 
do not know the depth. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Then of course it is not suitable, as to size, 
for the pur in view. 

Mr. BRYAN. No, of coursenot. Lam notsuggesting thatit 
would be large enough. I only cite that to show the general 
price of oremery in this vicinity, which is decidedly better and 
more des e that suggested by the Committee on Public 
a and Grounds. I donot mean to say that it is suitable 
for a public printing office at all. And I repeat, I only cite this 
as an illustration to show that lands worth more in the market 
than that which has been selected by the committee can be 
bought for less to-day on Delaware avenue and other places in 
the immediate vicinity of the Capitol. In the vicinity of the 
laware avenue, on higher 
ground, isalot which can be bought for $1.75 a square foot, 
which is far better and more valuable than that which is se- 
lected by the committee. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Butcan you buy a lot large enough for a 
public building there, or is it only one smail lot somewhere in a 
square which is offered at a low price? 

Mr. BRYAN. OF course it would not be large enough for a 
printing office. It is a vacdnt lot; Isaw the sign up and in- 
quired the price of it. Ido not mean to give that figure as the 
swice of the whole block, but it isa good indication of the priceof 
land. When the Government buys land it should condemn it 
and pay for itatits market value unless it is offered ata fair 
price. Weought not to pay fictitious prices simply because the 
Government is the purchaser. 

But let me give two or three other instances. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will my friend allow me right there? 

Mr. BRYAN. I must refuse to answer any more questions, 
because my time is limited. i would be glad toanswer any ques- 
tions if I had unlimited time. 

On Maryland avenue, which runs outnortheast from the Capi- 
tol, and which is a beautiful street, one of the best residence 
streets in this part of the city, [ found ‘a piece of land for sale, 





_ which is 50 feet by about 150, for $1.75 per ae foot. I also 


inquired in this neighborhood, about one from where this 
site is situated, and I found a large amountof land which can be 
ased for something like $1.50 to $2 per square foot; much 
tter land than the land in question. 
I do not believe it is for 
land at ull for this 
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tions to give people who happen to own land where we want to 
buy a fictitious price simply because the Government wants the 
land. If we get far enough to amend the bill I shall insist, in- 
stead of directing that the bill appropriate $300,000 for 96,000 
feet, that we shall condemn the property and pay only what it 
is worth. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. There is in this bill a provision for con- 
demnation. 

Mr. BRYAN. But that is provided we can not buy the land 
for $300,000. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Oh, no. 

Mr. BRYAN. Ido not believe in leaving such a margin as 
that in the bill, because if the people know that a certainamount 
is appropriated and can be used, you will find it will be used. 
That is the rule. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have called attention to the value of 
real estate around this property. I do not know but that the 
pespeees site is the most convenient that has been suggested, 

ut there is no evidence here to show us what kind of a founda- 
tion there is there. There is no evidence here before this com- 
mittee to show us that the foundation is such that we can build 
upon it if we buy it, and I do not believe that we ought to pass 
a bill here and fix upon a location without more information 
than the committee have brought before the House. 

But in the momentwhich I haveremaining 1 wish to lay aside 
the question whether this is the most convenient site or not, 
and I want to go back to the first proposition, that we do not 
need to go anywhere and buy land to put this building upon, for 
we have land already which is available. The tract which I 
have suggested, on the Mall, seems to me most desirable, but 
there are a number of other places. We have land which is 
nee adapted to this purpose, and I believe it would be an 
act of folly to appropriate $200,000 or $300,000 to buy land when 
we are so well provided already with space. 

_ Another thing, this piece of land on the Mall is conveniently 
situated for all the Departments. It is in a central position, be- 
tween the Treasury Department, the State Department, tho 
Interior Department, and the Capitol. If we go away off 
north or south and select a location which is out of the 
way, it will cost a great deal to carry the documents back and 
forth. If we select a lot in a central location, near to all the 
Departments, we save in the cost of cartage, and it seems to 
me it would be the best thing this House could do to declare 
by the bill that the building should be located upon public 
or and then let some committee or some commission se- 

ect the site on the Government land which seems most conven- 
ient and suitable for the purpose. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I did not catch the descrip- 
tion of the ground suggested by the gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. BRYAN], but I understood it was a Government reserva- 
tion somewhere in the southwestern partof the city. I have 
been looking over a map of the city to see if a Government res- 
ervation could be found that was not necessarily required for a 
park, or any other public building, and which would be avail- 
able as a site for the Printing Office. I have found that a por- 
tion of what is known as Garfield Park, three blocks south of 
the Capitol, could be had, and that it is available. It is de- 
scribed as that part of reservation No. 17 known as Garfield 
Park, lying west of New Jersey avenue south, and east of South 
Capitol street, south of E street and north of the right of way of 
the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad. 

This tract contains about 420,000 square feet of ground. A 
building could be built in the center of the ground, accessible by 
a spur track to.the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad. The dis- 
tance from the railroad would depend upon the location of the 
building. The ground adjoins the railroad right of way. This 
tract is only three blocks south of ths south line of the Capitol 
grounds. It is a part of what was formerly knownas the Carroll 
proper®: Tt hasas foundation. 

r. ABBOTT. I should like to ask the gentleman if he has 
been down to see it? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have been over it frequently. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I will ask the gentleman if he does not know 
that it is very low ground—that part which was snguastes by 
Col. Wilson, who has control of the public grounds of the city 

Mr. SPRINGER. It ison a level with the track of the Bal- 
timore and Potomac Railroad. 

Mr. ABBOTT. It is on a level with the railroad track south 


of this. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is on a level with the tracks of the Bal- 
timore and Potomac ; Which is ground at least 20 feet 
aT SEDTT. ballot an cose 

. ABBOTT. I will ask the gentleman if he does not know 
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it to be a fact that the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad lies on 
a level with the old canal, that used to runalong that street, and 
that it is not 3 feet above tide water? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I know that this ground is a gravel bed, 
and that itis strong enough toafford a foundation for any sort of 
building. 

Mr. ABBOTT. That is not an answer to the question I asked 
the gentleman. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It does not make any difference to me if it 
isa hundred feet below thesea level, if itisdry and hard ground; 
and this is dry and hard ground, and would make a lot suitable 
for the erection of this building. The ground belongs to the 
Government, is not needed for a park, and will not cost the Gov- 
ernment anything. It is within three squares of the Capitol, 
and is not needed for a park; but ifa sufficient lot were taken for 
the erection of this building it would leave quite a large amount 
of ground for park purposes. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Will my colleague permit me to interrupt 
him by stating that that park was never intended in the original 

latting as a park. Itwaslaid out for a site for a public build- 
ing, for thecity hall of Washington. So thatits original desig- 
nation was not for park purposes, and you can not be robbing 
the people of ground for a park. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman is correct. 
blocks below the Butler Building. 

Mr. EVERETT. How near is it to the lot suggested by the 
gentleman from Vermont that he proposes the Government shall 
buy? 

Mr. BRETZ. It is just below. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ido not know; I did not hear the gentle- 
man speak of that lot. This lot has an average width of 70) feet 
one way and 600 feet the other; so that it contains 420,000 square 
feet of ground. The building can be erected in the center of 
the lot and a very nice park be left all aroundit. There is 

round enough in that lot to accommodate the Government 

rinting Office building for the next thousand years, and I know 
of no more healthy or suitable lot. It is quite close to the rail- 
road, so as to obtain all the facilities of transportation that are 
so much desired. It joins the Baltimore and Potomac tracks. 
It is easily accessible to this building, and to all the other build- 
ings of the Government, as much so at least as the present 
site; and even more than that, because it is only three blocks 
beyond the Butler House. It is very accessible to the House of 
Representatives, and by the railroad accessible to all parts of 
the country from which supplies would be drawn. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman inform me what com- 
munication there is between the Capitol and that park. What 
are the means of conveyance to that park? 

Mr, SPRINGER. It is only three blocks from the Capitol to 
that square, on New Jersey avenue, which is a finely paved 
street. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. 
take a carriage? 

Mr. SPRINGER. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. 


It is only three 


How can you get there unless*you walk or 


There is a line of railroad that runs there. 
How far is it from the railroad? 


' Mr. SPRINGER. A street railroad runs on one side of the 
ot. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. But whero do you get the street car, to go 
there? 


Mr. SPRINGER. 
can take a car. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Thegentloman says it was in use for a park, 
called the Garfield Park. 

Mr. SPRINGER. By taking that part of it south of the 
avenue, it will leave at least 20 acres that could be used for park 

urposes. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Let me ask the gentleman another ques- 
tion. Suppose that park was called after somebody not quite as 

atriotic as Garfield, would he have it desecrated by belching 
orth the volumes of bituminous smoke that would come from 
the Printing Office? 

Mr. SPRINGER. If it was named after Washington, or 
named after the honorable gentleman from Maine [laughter], I 
would take it all the same if the Government needed it. It 
would make no difference. I never thought of the name of this 

ark. Certainly Gen. Garfield does not need a monument to 

s memory more than has been done by the erection of the 
beautiful bronze statue which is at the foot of the grounds 
here. The rest of this park, which would be one of the largest 
in the city, would lie immediately east of it. There is nothing 
inaname. We are not talking about doing anything to dis- 
honor the name of Mr. Garfield; we are looking about for a site 
for a building for this pu ; and I am surprised that the 
gentleman should trifle with a question of so much importance 
by making a su tion of that kind. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. 


At the Baltimore and Potomac depot you 


Tf my friend will allow me, it may be 
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trifling to him; but it is not a trifle with the people 
country. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The people of this country, I beg the ge 
tleman to understand, ilo not care a particle about it. [Laug 
ter. ] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. That may be what the gentleman's mind 
suggests about the feeling of the people of this country, but their 
feeling is different from his. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If anybody is disturbed about it, it is my 
friend from Maine and nobody else. This is a very eligible lo- 
cation for the new Government Printing Offices. The park will 
be called Garfield Park all the same as it is now, and those who 
revere the memory of Gen. Garfield will see in the midst of that 
park a great hive of industry which will be an honor to t 
country and which it will be an honor tohim to have located in 
a park bearing his name. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I yield three 
from New York [Mr. Coomss]. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, I wish tospeak simply to the 
proposition thatit is desirable to have our public buildings bet- 
ter consolidated. Someexperience upon the subcommittee of 
the Committees on Appropriations in examining public build- 
ings in Washington has convinced me that there is a great los 
in the administration of Government affairs, arising from the 
fact that they are too much scattered. For instance, you will 
find bureaus of the Treasury scattered all through the city, and 
the expense of the administration of that Department is very 
much increased thereby. 

It has been proposed, as I understand, with reference to th 
present Printing Office, that when it is vacated it shall be used 
for some other Department purposes. Now, when that proposi- 
tion comes before the House [ shall most decidedly oppose if. 
My idea is that if we vacate that building and ground we ought 
to sell them and consolidate our Departments more in the heart 
of the city between here and the Treasury. I think there is 
much reason in the remarks of the gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. BRYAN]. While I would not encroach upon the public 
parks or do anything to disfigure them, I certainly would con- 
solidate our public buildings, and now that we are going to con- 
struct new ones [ think we ought to proceed upon some well-con- 
sidered plan. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. [I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. ABBOTT]. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. Chairman, [ do not know that I shall oc- 
cupy the entire time allotted to mo, but I want to say a word in 
reply to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HopKtns!, who spoke 
of these lots but who has not given us any information upon the 
doubtful question as to whether the Tiber Creek did run through 
the lots that are proposed to be purchased. Hehas notreferred 
to any authentic authority on that subject, so far as [ am in- 
formed. He has not referred to the testimony of any surveyor, 
or of anyone who has investigated that question. Now, I am 
not disposed to raise any particular issue with him in regard to 
the Mahone lot, or the baseball grounds, further than to say 
that they are inaccessible to members of Congress with the 
present facilities of travel inthatdirection. You can not reach 
them conveniently. 

I will not say, as my friend from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN] said 
yesterday, that you have to go “‘all around Cape Horn” to get 
to them, but I do say that you have either to walk half or three- 
quarters of a mile, hire a carriage, or go around by Seventh 
street in order to reach those localities. It has been suggested 
that perhaps if a permanent location of the Government Print- 
ing Office is made down there new railroads will be built. That 
may be true, but if any is built on a direct line it will have to 
cross the Baltimore and Ohio track and will have to be a via- 
duct or otherwise elevated road. 

I want to say another thing in reference to the Garfield Park 
site. I went down there with the joint committee of the two 
Houses to examine that location, and we were told by Col. Wil- 
son, the Superintendent of Public Grounds, that that locality 
was regarded as unhealthy, being near the flats and marshes of 
the Anacostia River, the eastern branch of the Potomac. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. If I may interrupt my friend, I 
will say that I have here an official map of Washington which 
shows that the Tiber runs across the extreme end of these lots, 
and the lots, instead of being 300 feet long, as I suggested, are 
over 700 feet long; so that a building of 600 feet in length could 
be constructed there without touching or coming very near the 
point where the Tiber crosses the ground. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I will answer that suggestion later. When 
the gentleman interrupted me I was speaking in reference to 
Garflold Park. We were told by persons who seemed to know 
something about the different localities in this city that the low 
ground there was buta few feet above the level of the Potomac 
River and that at times it was overflowed, especially during the 
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lee gorges which occasionally occur in the Potomac. It is also 
only a few hundred feet from the line of the Baltimore and Po- 
tomac Railroad and on a level with its tracks, and, as I have 
said, we were informed that at times it was overflowed. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Now, Mr. Chairman, if I can have the at- 
tention of the committse for a few minutes I desire to answer 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HopKINs]. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I trust that before the gentleman 
sits down he will state briefly what are the objections to what is 
known as the baseball lot. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I stated my objections to that yesterday, 
but I will revert to them presently. I desire first, however, to 
answer the statements of the gentleman from Illinois and the 
gentleman from Iowa |Mr. HEPBURN] yesterday with reference 
to the cost of preparing the site which the committee have rec- 
ommended. Since the adjournment of the House yesterday I 
have caused an estimate to be made of the cost of grading that 
lotand making it ready for the commencement of the building. 
This estimate has been made by a competent and responsible 
contractor. Not only that, but Gen. Casey, who it is proposed 
shall conduct this work, called at my hotel last night and au- 
thorized me to say to this House that he would undertake to 
grade that lot and prepare it for the foundations for $15,000. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Who made that statement? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Gen. Casey. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Where? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. At my hotel last night. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Was Gen. Casey lobbying for any 
lot? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. He was not lobbying for any lot. I asked 
him the question. He further stated, Mr. Chairman, that he 
would undertake to build this spur line of railroad that has been 
discussed here, and which it has been stated by the gentleman 
from Iowa would cost $50,000—that he would put it into the base- 
ment of the building for $500. A competent contractor who has 
made an estimate says that he would be glad to undertake the 
work of grading this lot for $12,500 and would give bond to do it 
for that sum. think this is a sufficient answer to the state- 
ov which have been made as to the cost of preparing this 
site. 

The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN] has questioned 
the value of this property. It may be that the price fixed in 
this billis a high price. I do not know about that. Butif the 
sum named is more, in the opinion of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, than the property is worth, he need not pay it. Nothing 
in the bill requires him to pay thatsum. The bill simply pro- 
vides that he shall not pay in excess of that amount; and if he 
can not negotiate a satisfactory deal with the owners of this real 
estate, he is authorized to condemn the property. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me 
right there? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I can not be interrupted further, unless 
the committee will agree to extend my time. If so,I shall be 
glad to yield. 

Now, sir, as has already been stated, the committee is unani- 
mous in this report. We have investigated this whole subject 
as bost we could. Wehaveexamined the parks in company with 
Col, Wilson, Superintendent of Public Grounds. We examined 
the Garfield Park and other places suggested by him, and the 
committee is unanimously of the opinion that it is not a proper 
thing to use a public park for this purpose, even if the site itself 
were an cligible and proper one. 

With reference to the tract of land indicated by the gentle- 
man from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN], I presume there is no member 
of this House who does not know that that site is wholly unsuited 
for the location of a building such as we contemplate. I presume 
there is not » member on this floor who does not know that fre- 
quently in the past that section of the city has been several feet 
under water on account of overflows from the river. 

I presume there is not a member on this floor who does not 
know that the ground referred to was formerly on the line of 
the old canal; it was a swamp, the whole of it. I presume also 
that no man of practical knowledge would undertake to deny 
that the preparation of a foundation there for this building 
would war more than the site which we propose to buy. 

Mr. Chairman, so far as I am personally concerned I do not 
care where this Printing Office may be located. The only inter- 
est I feel in the matter—and I for the entire committee— 
is that an eligible site shall be selected, one suited to the pur- 

uses for which it is intended, one that can be reached y 

yy those who may have business at the Government Prin 
Office—members of Congress and Government employés, as 
as the thousands of visitors who come into Washington and de- 
sire, , to take a look at the greatest and best equipped 


prin office in the world. 
Gen 


emen carrying on their business in that building know 
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better what will be to the interest and convenience of the estab- 
lishment than we do: and they have declared by resolution that 
the site named in this bill is the bestsuited for the purposes con- 
templated and that they desire it for variousreasons. It is well 
located; it isa healthy location; it is convenient of access; and 
it carries with it, in my opinion and the opinion of the commit- 
tee, every advantage that could be desired for the site of a public 
printing office. The building can be constructed more cheaply 
there than anywhere else. This site can be prepared for the 
foundation more cheaply than any other; and as a practical 
business man I undertake to declare it as my judgment that the 
cost of preparing this site will not exceed the value of the ma- 
terial now on the ground, including the gravel and the build- 
ings. I have no doubt about that. 

_As I have already stated, the cost of transportation of mate- 
rial to the Printing Office is annually a very large item—amount- 
ing to many thousands of dollars; and this is to continue, not 
for this year or next year alone, but for hundreds of years to 
come. The saving to the Government in this item alone, by 
the selection of the lot we propose, will be enough before many 
years to pay for this site and the erection of the building. 

But, sir, if this House in its judgment desires to locate this 
building on some other spot, all right. Let us pass the bill 
through the House. Let us pass it, if we can, as the committee 
has reported it; but at any rate, let it go promptly to the Sen- 
ate. If the Senate so desires, it can substitute the Mahone lot 
or any other lot which may meet the views of that body. Let 
the measure then go into conference between the two Houses; 
and the conferees will agree upon some measure which can be 
passed before the expiration of.this Congress. 

In my judgment that is the only process by which any bill can 
ever be passed. It must finally be agreed to in conference. Let 
us, then, send this bill to the Senate. Let that body amend it 
if it desires, and when that has been done, we will go into con- 
ference with the Senate, and I guarantee that we shall agree 
upon some site for the erection of this building. How else are 
we ever to reach an agreement? Is not that the usual course? 
Is not that the process by which agreements are usually reached 
upon questions on which there is controversy between the two 

ouses? 

I do not care particularly what site may be chosen. I prefer 
the site named oe the bill for the reasons which I have stated, 
and for those only. I do not know a man who owns a foot of land 
which has been taken into consideration. The committee has 
never heard anybody who had a lot for sale. We have never 
given a personal hearing to the owners or agents of any prop- 
erty which has been offered. We have required such persons 
to submit their propositions in writing, describing the property 
so that the committee could find it, and fixing the price at which 
it would be conveyed to the Government. We visited these 
various sites and made our own selection. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time fixed by the House for general 
debate has expired. The bill will now be read by paragraphs 
for amendment and discussion under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. CRAIN. I desire to give notice that when the text of 
the bill shall have been eee I shall offer a substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will have that right. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. BANKHEAD] tell us about how much money it is = 
»08ed will be necessary for the erection of the proposed build- 

——- the lot recommended by the committee? 

r. BANKHEAD. The limit of cost has been fixed in the 
bill at $1,500,000. The committee desire, however, to offer an 
amendment which will provid@that plans be prepared with care- 
ful estimates of the cost of the building, and be submitted to 
Congress for approval before the work is commenced. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a par- 
Semen inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. JOHNSON ofIndiana. Suppose I desire to offer a sub- 
stitute for the bill. At what stage of the proceedings will it be 

roper for me to do so? 

The CHAIRMAN, When the bill is perfected. 

The Clerk will report the bill now by sections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to acquire for the purpose and in the manner hereinafter pro- 
vided, the real estate not now owned by the Government of the United 
States in square numbered 683 of the ar, Washington, D. C, said 
square bounded on the north by Ds t, on the east by Delaware 
avenue, on south 2S street, and on the west by North Capitol street; 

Otherwise appropriated for the purpose of Paging for the real 

tbe = is instructed to cause to be 

erected upon said square a substantial and commodious fire f building, 
with fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating app: elevators, and ap- 


proaches, for use as the Government Printing Office, the cost of said build 
not to exceed $1,500,000, ies " — 
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Mr. KILGORE. I havean amendment which I desire to offer Mr. BRYAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I 


to that section, which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the words ‘‘and the sum of three hundred thousand dollars is 
hereby appropriated.” 


Mr. KILGORE. I offer that amendment for the purpose of 

lacing in the RECORD some observations made by Mr. Randall 
fh the Fiftieth Congress, on a proposition then before the House 
to expend $430,000 to purchase the block on which the police 
court-house stands for a post-office site. The measure was be- 
fore the House on a report from the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. I antagonized the measure, and during that 
discussion Mr. Randall made about a three minutes’speech. I 
send it to the desk and ask to have it read, or that portion of it 
which I have marked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. K1nGoreE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Randall}. 

Mr. RANDALL. I shall not consume so much time. 

Mr. Speaker, it seems to me oes that the House should reflect before 
entering upon an act which will commit this Government to the purchase 
of the plat proposed by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
for the erection of the proposed post-office building. The pecoontiten before 
us is to buy for $430,000 the lot due west across the street, if I understand cor- 
rectly, from Judiciary Square. Why not, if you are going into that imme- 
diate section to erect this building, take the Judiciary Square lot and put your 
building upon it, and save to the Government the amount required for this 
purchase, $430,000? 

We are told that this is a matter of convenience tothecitizens. But Iven- 
ture to suggest that the people of the city are not in fact so much interested 
as gentlemen would have us suppose. I concede of course, as an absolute 
necessity, that this great city should have a proper and adequate post-office 
building; but under the carrier system, where we have employed at public 
expense a large number of letter-carriers who go to every part of the city, 
there is not that necessity which has been suggested for a large and expen- 
sive building or a particular or a central location, nor are the citizens so 
much inierested as claimed by those who seek to authorize the purchase of 
this private property. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] has said that this should be a 
clean business transaction, and the Government should use its own land, 
which is as convenient a lot as that it is proposed to purchase, and can be 
utilized at a saving of nearly half a million of dollars. I ask if there is any 
sane individual that would not avail himself of that which he has and which 
is available for the purpose, rather than to put his hand in his own pocket 
and pay a half million of dollars unnecessarily for the privilege of putting 
this building on another lot adjacent to it? 

The fact is that somehow or other, irresistibly and without our knowledge, 
every proposition to make an improvement in thecity of Washington seems 
to have behind it as a motive power the purchase of private land. I have 
experienced it myself from time to time in the committees on which I have 
served, and I can realize how others may have felt it. Here is a proposition 
for the purchase, at a cost of nearly a half million of dollars, of a lot right 
across the street from one owned by the Government. Why incur this ex- 
pense when you have a suitable lot adjacent toit? You have the choice; 
which will you choose? 


Mr. KILGORE. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. BRYAN. I offer an amendment, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I have one or two amend- 
ments to offer on behalf of the committee. 

Mr. BRYAN. I yield for the committes amendments. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I offer the first amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In lines 13 and 14strike out the words “ and the said Secretary is instructed 
to cause to.” 


Mr. BANKHEAD. This is an amendment suggested by the 
committee in order to make, as we think, this portion of the text 
clear. I will follow it, if adopted, with another amendment. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I move to amend the amendment 
by striking out all of line 3 down to and including the word 
‘*and,” in line 13. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest to the gentle- 
man that the amendment is hardly an amendment to that offered 
by the gentleman from Alabama. Itis more in the nature of an 
amendment to the original text. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Very well, let us vote first on the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Alabama and then, 
if I can be recognized, I will offer the amendment. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BANK- 
HEAD, it was agreed to. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I now ask the Clerk to read the second 
amendment I have sent up, offered by the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 14, before the word ‘‘be,” insert the words, ‘“‘and there shall,” so 
that it will read, ‘‘and there shall be erected upon said square a substantial,” 


ete. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. I now offer another amendment to the 
section of the bill just read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In lines 18 and 19 strike out the eee words: ‘The cost of said build- 
not to exceed $1,500,000,”’ and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“That before any work is done upon the said building a suitable plan for 
the entire structure shall be made, and the estimate of its entire cost shall 
be submitted to Congress at the earliest date practicable.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
XXVI 
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send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows 


Strike out all of section 1 down to the word “and.” in line 13, and insert: 
“That a commission, consisting of the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, and the Public Printer, shall be authorized to select a 
site within the District of Columbia for a Government Printing Office, and 
such site shall be selected on ground now owned by the United States.” 


Mr. HOPKINS ofIllinois. I ask the gentleman from Nebraska 
to withdraw that for amoment and let me put in myamendment 
first to strike out the proposed site. That will leave the bill 
open to vote on any site that may be proposed. 

Mr. BRYAN. I prefer first to test the sense of the committee 
on the question as to whether we shall select Government land 
or buy land for this purpose. If the committee should decide 
the question against using public land, we can then discuss and 
determine as to what particular site should be purchased. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, if my friend willallow me, 
his amendment does not raise that question. It leaves it toa 
commission. They may strike out one or the other, and may 
select one place or the other. 

Mr. BRYAN. If the gentleman will examine it he will find 
that the commission must select a site upon public ground now 
owned by the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, the speech which the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. KinGore}, had read a moment ago, the speech of the gen- 
tleman at that time representing a Pennsylvania district | Mr. 
Randall], deserves, I think, the serious consideration of mem- 
bers of this House. Thereasons stated there are reasons which 
ought to influence us at this time, and the outside influences that 
were present then are present now. Every time a proposition 
is made to construct a public building we enter upon a contlict 
between the different people interested in the different sites, a 
conflict very accurately described by the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. MILLIKEN] yesterday, a conflict which often delays the 
building of these needed public improvements, because selfish 
interests come in, and because the people interested in a par- 
ticular site insist that no other site shall be selected. Thus 
they delay the work year after year. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I for one am not willing to bear respon- 
sibility for any accident that may happen in our present Public 
Printing Office. I believe we need a new public building. Ido 
not think it is fair to the people whom we call here from all over 
the United States to condemn them to work in that building, and 
I want the Printing Office built on public ground, first, in order 
that we may save the expense to the Government, and second, in 
order that we may not have this bill delayed indefinitely while pri- 
vate parties fight over their selfish interests. Wehave the land. 
The committee can take the matterin hand and select a suitable 
place. I have called attention to one place which in my judg- 
ment is suitable, but investigation may show that that is not the 
best place. It may be that a part of the land which lies infront 
of the Pension Building may seem a more suitable place. 

It may be that that knoll up there by the side of the Bureau 
of Printing and Engraving may be found more suitable. It may 
be that Garfield Park may be found more suitable. It may be 
that some other place in the city is more suitable, in the opinion 
of those charged with this investigation; but, Mr. Chairman, if 
we appoint this commission, men who stand high here in official 
position, who are responsible for the managementof these build- 
ings—if we letthem select a site upon public land, I believe we 
can find a place, and find it at once, and save the people of the 
United States the expense of $300,000 proposed for this site now 
under consideration. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I agree witha great deal 
which has been said by my friend from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN}, 
and nobody knows better than I know how great the pressure is 
upon the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds to pur- 
chase the different lots which different persons are interested 
in. But the same pressure will be brought to bear upon a com- 
mission. There has never been a commission appointed by Con- 
gress to purchase ground for the Government which has not had 
the same difficulty. No such commission that has ever endeay- 
ored to purchase ground for the Government has made a sue- 
cess of it. The only commission so far as I recollect that has 
been appointed by Congress during the last twelve years has 
been the commission that was appointed to purchase a site for 
the city post-office, and they made an absolute failure of it. 

Now,1 have simply to say that to take parks of the city of 
Washington for purposes of public buildings, would be some- 
thing that would destroy not only the beauty but the attractive- 
ness and even the comfort of living in the city of Washington. 
The gentleman might favor one place. If that was selected and 
that was the end of it, it might do no harm; but as I said yester- 
day, the moment you enter upon that policy there is noend toit. 

ow, I know from looking at the classic features of my friend 
from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN] that he would not put a hogpen in 
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his parlor, and I would as quick do that as I would put a print- 
ing office upon the public park down here upon the Agricultural 
rounds. 
S Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not particularly wedded to this lot 
that has been recommended by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. As [said yesterday,I was necessarily absent 
from the committee, and had nothing todo with that report. I 
think it is the best location that has been before the House. I 
think that a better lot could be found; but when you come to 
condemn alot, you are not safe as to the amount you have got 





to pay. 
1 recollect distinctly about the lot on which the t-office is 
being erected in this city. It was offered to the Government 


for $10.50 a foot. The Secretary of the Treasury, now dead, be- 
lieved that was too much. He procured a provision in one of 
the appropriation bills, inserted there by the attorney for the 
Department, who is nowa distinguished member of this House, 
which enabled him to condemn it. He did condemn it, and in- 
stead of paying $10.50 per foot for it he paid $12.12 a foot for it 
when he condemned it. 

Now, while I do not know whether the amount that is pro- 
vided in this bill to be paid by the Secretary of the Treasury 
for this lot is more or less than it ought to be, more or less than 
the real value of the land, I do believe if you condemn the a & 
erty, by any jury that you can get — in the city of Wash- 
ington, you will pay more money for it than you will pay if you 
pay the amount that is provided in this bill. That has been the 
experience of this House. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Tho question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I move to strike out the last word. I 
simply want to add, Mr. Chairman, to the remarks made by the 

ntleman from Nebraska about the propriety of putting this 

uilding upon the grounds we already have. I do not concur 
with the gentleman from Maine that a printing office is as bad 
on a park as a hogpen wovid be in a parlor. They are more 
decent people who occupy that office than that. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I did not refor to the —_ in the Print- 
ing Office, but to the fact of ——s a building burning bitumi- 
nous coal in a beautiful public park. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Now, do not take up my time. That is 
whatthe gentleman from Maine said—he would as soon see a 
hogpen ina parlor as a printing officeina park. Why? Because 
it interferes with the comfort of gentlemen who inhabit Wash- 
ington. Are these people entitled to no comforts? They can 
not have any if we are to havesuch a Printing Office as we have 
now. We want to give them a comfortable, a cheerful, and a 
pleasant Printing Ollice if we spend a sum of money; and 
certainly the best means of doing that is to put it upon one of 
these public grounds, about which so much sentiment has been 
expressed now and before. It has impressed me with the idea 
that we act here frequently with more sentiment than sense. 
Why, this same idea would remove the buildings used by the 

ricultural Department, the Museum, and the Smithsonian In- 
stitution, because some gentleman wants to regale his nostrils 
with all the air of 50 acres of land. 

Why not put this Government Prin Office on the north- 


west corner of that Agricultural — the pagating 

rden, and allow these le to look down upon ie m- 
flowers that we pay vernment money to raise. Why 
not. as the gentieman from Tennessee ee the place 
on the west of Sixth street and south of B street, immediately 
above the nes : de  Saeee i a a piece of 
ground, an t w. ea of putting buildings 
on Penney! avenue, or very near it. There is equivalent 
to six lines of railroad converging to and diverging from that 
point to take these people to and from their homes. There are 
the Pennsylvania avenue cable line, the Seventh street cable 
line, the Ninth street line, all of which pass there. 

if we are to seek to eee rae iaierani imate 
cupation pieasant, wor as they do ey 
are enti ao some a ~~ well 7 
wantso m breathing room ec ashington. Ifthese 
breathing are so important let us . pene there to 
breathe, There isno use paying out that #3bo, and $30,000 or 
seatan Seegia da lot ee ae these 
working people into a p where they would greeted 
= minutes by the howl of a locomotive and the smoke 
and dust continually made by moving trains on the 
It does not seem that in all this discussion about the location 
a printing ottice cage ee taken into consideration the.com- 
fort of the ters. It all to be done, it would seem, so that 
when mem of Congress want to go out to bathe their brains 
in some fresh air there will hone balidier , and yo 
talk with complaisance about crowding 


as gentlemen who 


i 


Be 


to interfere 
1,000 or 1,200 people 
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a place which when excavated will be so hot that it will be un- 
bearable in summer. 

Mr. COOMBS. I want to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment which is pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment is already pending. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I h this amendment 
will not be adopted. I feel thatif it is it willcause an indefinite 
postponement of the erection of this building. I know from 
actual observation and examination that there is but one public 
park in the city of Washington where this building could be 
constructed. That would be the Judiciary Square. Everybody 
who knows anything about the situation knows that for a heavy 
building like this, with heavy machinery and heavy printing 
presses, with all of that, a very strong foundation must be had. 
And creupeedy knows—there is not a gentleman in this House 
but what knows, and the gentleman from Nebraska knows, and 
nobody knows it better than he—that all this tract of land from 
the Mall to the river is not of that character on which you can 
construct a building like this proposed. They ali know that it 
is reclaimed land, so to - Theyall know that the old canal 
ran through there, and that the land overflows whenever there 
is an overflow. 

Gentlemen have seen water 2 feet deep in the Pennsylvania 
depot within the last ten years. Is it proper to construct this 
building where you must necessarily o_o your site by the 
most <—aee means and then get a doubtful foundation where 
it must be extremely expensive beginning toend? Where 

ou can have no subbasements, and no cellars; where you can 

ve no place in which to plant your battery of boilers or any- 

thing of that kind, except in outside buildings, and at the most 
enormous expenses. 

Now, these are questions which this House is called upon to 
decide. Is ita matter of economy to take one of these public 
parks, the nostrils as it were, the cage age of this great city, 
where women and children, where people who earn their 
bread by daily labor have breathing spells? I askif it is a 
matter of economy, if it isa matter of justice or right for the 
Congress of the United States, in order to save a few dollars for 
the purchase of suitable site for the Government Printing Office, 
to take the ground that this amendment o rworsl 

I hope, Mr. Chairman, that the House will seriously consider 
a pr tion like this, not only on account of the invasion of the 
= but for the most substantial and important fact that it is 

nown to all of us; it is known to every man in the city of 
Washington who has had any experience and who is engaged 
in the erection of structures and of public buildings, that it is 
impossible and out of the question to secure a foundation in this 
ground from here to the Potomac without spending a very large 
amount of money. 

It will have to be piled from end to end and concreted, and I 
undertake to-say that the cost of securing a foundation there 
will be more than would be required to prepare the foundation 
on any other site that has been mentioned. I sincerely hope, 
therefore, that the House will not seriously consider this propo- 
sition. Has it come to this, that the Congress of the United 
States, here assembled for the purpose of legislating upon this 
question, when they have their committees appointed for the 
ce pee cry nome the question and when members can 

vestigate it for themselves—has it come to this, that we have 
not as much confidence in ourselves in our regate capacity 
as we have in a commission to be composed of three men who 
are to be delegated to do this work? If you have not confidence 
in yourselves, if you have not c ence in your committee, 
then transfer the responsibility to somebody else. 

Here the hammer fell. 
r. WARNER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. WARNER. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment pending. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I withdraw the formal amendment. 

Mr. WARNER. I move to strike out the last two words. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair es the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. CoomsBs] to offer an amendment. 
= COOMBS. I offer the amendment which I send to the 

es . 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out from the amendmentso much as refers to building upon ground 
now owned by the United States and insert: ‘‘recommend to Congress a 
a the future buildings for the use of the various Departments 


overnment shall be locatei with a view to greater con ce and 
uniformity.” 


a be cg Mr. eg I offer ne apenas notfor 
a protracting baie or impeding the progress 

of this , but with the view of im upon the Canahe 
pian for the location of 


penne fag Smee a 
our public buildings in the future. In the remarks that 1 made 
afew moments agolI called attention to the fact that various 
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Of course, all of us feel an interest.in the preservation of the 
rks—the breathing places that have been spoken of so much 
ere—but the Government has more than a thousand acres of 
land in this city, and [donot think that we should vote tospend 
any large sum of money in the purchase of more land when we 
have so much of our own. I confess, too, Mr. Chairman, that I 
feel some exasperation that real-estate operators should weary 
the temper of members of this House in trying to make sales of 
special pieces of property in which theyare interested. I know 
that no committee in this House is more remote from any im- 
proper influence than the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds; but when we have such an ample quantity of public 
land from which to choose a site for this building, [ see no oe- 
casion for resorting to real-estate speculators. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debsteon theamendmentand the amend 
ment to the amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. WARNER. I would like to be heard for a moment upon 
an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. WARNER. Then | desire to move a substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will prepare his substi- 
tute and send it to the desir. 

Mr. WARNER. [After apause.] Mr. Chairman, I hope there 
may be unanimous consent that the debate proceed without com- 

lling me to comsume time now in drawing a substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair suggests that on this section 
of the bill, which is of a most important character, it would be 
advisable that the amendments be disposed of as we go along, 
thereby avoiding possible complication. 

Mr. WARNER. Then I shall ask recognition later. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first question ison the amendment 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Coomss] to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN]. 

Mr. BRYAN. [Irisetoa parliamentaryinquiry. AsIunder- 
stand, the effect of the amendment of the gentleman from New 
York is to tack on to this bill a provision for various other pub- 
lic buildings which may be erected hereafter. 

Mr. COOMBS. It provides simply for the submission of a 


bureaus of the Executive Departments are scattered all over the 
city, and stated that that resulted in greatly increased cost of ad- 
ministration and also in a great loss of convenience. I will now 
add that the time is not far distant when several public build- | 
ings will have to be constructed for use in place of the incon- 
venient buildings which are now rented for use by the various 
Departments. Investigation by an army engineer, who was put 
at my disposal by the War Department, resulted in demonstrat- 
ing the fact that many of the buildings which are now used by 
the Government underrental are unsafe both as regards fire and 
life, and that other buildings to replace them owned by private 
parties can not be found. : ; ; 

We must continue to use those buildings until such time as the 
Government is ready to step in and supply suitable structures 
for its own purposes. We find also that the rental paid on these 
buildings is very high, in many cases as high as 10 or 15 per cent 
upon the value of the buildings. Now, when Government can 
hire money at 3 per cent it is very bad business policy to be 
paying 10 or 15 per cent rentals for inferior buildings not thor- 
oughly adapted to the purpose, and which are inconveniently 
located. 

I do not expect any action upon this proposition now, or even 
in this Congress, but I want to put myself on record as recom- 
mending that some uniform plan shall be adopted, so that here- 
after when itis decided to construct a new public building we 
shall not have a repetition of this discussion. I do not believe 
it would delay this project three months to have a commission 
appointed, as has been proposed, and I also believe that their 
report could be made so comprehensive and so reasonable that 
Congress would see its way toadoptit. Ifa general plan were 
once laid down, we should be free from the solicitations of pri- 
vate landowners, and the Government would have a definite 
policy to guide it in the future. 

As to building in the park down-there, I do not understand 
that the public Printing Office that we propose to erect will be 
an eyesore to anybody. We have an immense stretch of land 
from here up to the Treasury and the city is full of parks. For 
my part I would not disfigure one of them, but if it were neces- 
sary in order to have a uniform plan, I would favor the use of plan. 

Mr. BRYAN. Well, I hope it may be voted down. 

The amendmentoffered by Mr. BRYAN and the amendment of 
Mr. CooMBS to the amendment were read. 

Mr. TRACEY. Is the amendment just read in order, Mr. 
Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Coomss, 
it was rejected. 

| Mr.WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I move pro forma to amend 
the amendment by striking out its last word. 

AsI understand the pending amendment, it is a proposition 
in the first place, to relegate this matter to a special commis- 
sion; and in the second place, to instruct that special commis- 
sion to choose a site for this building from the reservations now 
owned by the Government in this city. 

It seems to me there can be but ove result of the appointment 
of a special commission; and that is further complication, fur- 
ther delay, and further and greater chance for all the lobbying 
influences which have been so strongly protested against by my 
friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN}. 

So far as the appointment of a commission is concerned, we 
have a commission now—the committee of this House upon 
Public Buildings and Grounds; and unless it is intended to in- 
flict a censure upon that committee, practically to vote a want 
of confidence in it—it seems to me we should not take from it an 
office which it is ready and competent to fill, and hand it over 
to any special commission. 

With regard to the other point, those of us who are at all fa- 
miliar with this city know, and this debate has developed that 
should a site be chosen from the public grounds in the city, it 
must almost inevitably be situated upon ground between the 
Capitol and the Potomac River. Now, the chairman of the 
committee [Mr. BANKHEAD] has very plainly stated some of the 
reasons why such a site should not be chosen. I need not en- 
force those reasons, except to say that with what little knowl- 
edge I have of building operations, I do not believe that any 
builder in this city would undertake to put a foundation for the 
Government Printing Office onany portion of the public grounds 
now available there for this purpose at a cost which would not 
be greater than the amount proposed by the committee to be 
expended for the site it recommends. And when you have se- 
cured a foundation on the flat you are obliged to get along with- 
out cellar space and without insurement against the deleterious 
effiécts of excessive dampness, the influences of which are wide- 
spread all through that region. 

But, sir, that is not the principal reazon I oppose the amend- 
ment. In this printing building there must be employed thon- 


one of them or a portion of it for this purpose. The ideal plan, 
however, and I think gentlemen will all agree with me, would be 
to have the south side of Pennsylvania avenue devoted to the oc- 
cupancy of such public buildings as may hereafter be required 
for Government use. Aside from the convenience of location 
they would add dignity and beauty to that splendid avenue. 

r. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I send to the desk to be read 
a resolution, which [ hope to be able to offer when this matter 
comes into the House. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the pending bill (H. R. 5483) be recommitted to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds, with instructions to amend the bill so 
as to provide for the establishment of aGovernment Printing Office on land 
now owned by the United States in the city of Washington, D. C. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I am confident that no com- 
mittee has more completely the confidence of this House than 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and I would 
be very glad to follow their advice upon any question where 
there Was uncertainty as to what ought to be done; but it seems 
to mo quite clear that, with the vast amount of public land that 
we have at our disposal in this city, we ought not to be dicker- 
ing about the purchase of more land for a site for a public build- 
ing at a cost of two or three hundred thousand dollars. 

here is no occasion for it. When it was ——— to erect 
the Pension Office on the northern part of Judiciary Square, 
there was an uproar raised against it on the ground that it would 
destroy that park, but gentlemen all know that the building is 
really an embellishment and improvement to the park. There 
is aeons there that could be used for thisGovernment Printing 
Office, but still I think that office should be nearer to some rail- 
road depot, I do not care which. I resided for sixteen years on 
Missouri avenue—lI live quite remote from it now—and I never 
knew of any interference with the comfort of that region by 
floods. There is a railroad depot in the neighborhood, which I 
think has never been interfered with in thatway. There is a 
piece of land about a thousand feet in length between the Balti- 
more and Potomac depot and the Botanical Garden which is 
well located for this proposed building. I can safely say that 
in thirty years it has never been overflowed except in a single 
instance, and then very temporarily. 

Mr. BRYAN. And in that instance, as I understand, the 
overflow was caused by the water coming up through the sewers, 
and did not come from the direct overftow of the river. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That may be. I do not remember exactly 
how it occurred. Now, why should we spend a large sum of 
ar, in the purchase of land for asite for this proposed build- 
ing when we have such an ample quantity of it at our dis ? 
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sands of persons. They are employed there during the night 
even more than by day; and while it may be ible for persons 
to preserve their health if employed there eight, ten, or twelve 
hours during the time when the sun drives away the miasma, 
yet anyone who is ever up early enough in the morning to see 
the clouds and fog hanging over that district, and one who 
knows anything about the conditions in which malaria and 
chills and fever are engendered, must recognize this as simply 
a proposition to doom those employés to poorer health than 
they would otherwise enjoy, and to an earlier death than they 
would otherwise suffer. 

Tosum up,I believe in the first place, that we should not 
have a special commission; and in the second place, that we 
should not permit this building to be located in the malarious 
part Se city, and therefore that this amendment should be 
rejected. - 

fr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to sayin answer tosome 
of the objections which have been made, that so far as concerns 
the alleged unhea!thfulness of the location suggested by me, it 
is, as I marae a while ago, on the same level with the Met- 
ropolitan Hotel, where many members of Congress board; on 
the same level with the National Hotel—— 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman is in error; it is higher. 

Mr. BRYAN. I accept the correction. [Laughter.] The 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], the oldest member in 
this House, I believe, in point of service, says that for sixteen 
years he lived in the immediate neighborhood of this place and 
that there was experienced at that time no injurious effect upon 
the health of the city. 

I call attention also to the fact that the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion is on the same kind of ground; so is the National Museum. 
The Agricultural Department is but little higher. The Wash- 
ington Monument, a little farther away, is upon the same kind 
of ground. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is lower. 

Mr. BRYAN. I can not speak as to the elevation; but there 
is a pile of stone more than 500 feet high built on this kind of 
foundation. The post-office building is but a little farther away 
on the same character of ground, and but very little higher. 
Besides, the resolution 1 offer does not confine it to any particu- 
lar place. If the committee appointed find a better location, 
they can recommend it; but I suggest this as 7s location; 
and to my mind no valid objection has been raised against it. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. BRYAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr.COOPER of Indiana. I wish to ask if the gentleman does 
not know that in the last ten years, at least one time, perhaps 
more frequently, the water has been all over the site he speaks 
of, and even in the Baltimore and Potomac Depot? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the only time it occurred in thirty- 
three years. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. And TI heard a man say he caught 
a fish in the depot building. 

Mr. BRYAN. Well, Mr. Chairman, I am not contending 
against fish stories. [Laughter.] I am talking about facts. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Well, that is a fact. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If the gentleman from Nebraska will allow 
me a moment, this point has been made heretofore. The gen- 
tleman from Nebraska was not a witness to it, perhaps, but I 
was; and there are other gentlemen around me who are aware 
of the fact that there was an unusual rise of the waters at that 
point. But that is just as absolutely independent of the condi- 
tion of that land as anything can possibly be. 

That rise in the water was produced by this cause: There had 
beena great ice gorge in the Potomac, and when the ice broke 
up it floated down against the Long Bridge, which isan obstruc- 
tion to the a of the Potomac, formed a dam there and 
caused the overflow of these grounds in that part of the city. 
The water was not i in the depot, as my friend from Indiana 
says, and as was stated by my friend from Alabama—not only 
knee oo there, as they have stated—but it would have been up 
to the saddle skirts of a horse. But that has nothing whatever 
to do with the geeetee one way or the other. It was not am an- 
nual overfiow of the Potomac at ail. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Do not the same conditions exist 
now that existed then, as far as the Long Bridge is concerned? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Yes; but that is a matter entirely in the 
discretion of Congress. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. But the fact still remains. The 
trouble has not been remedied. 

And now as to the fish story. It is admitted, I suppose, that 
that is true; atall events we know that the water was deep 
enough for that purpose in the depot of the Baltimore and Po- 
tomac Railroad pany. If there should be such a rise in the 
waters again, and your public building is there, would not it en- 
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ter your engine room, put out the fires under your boilers, and 
stop the public business at least temporarily? 

r. MCMILLIN. Let me say to the gentleman, besides what 
I have already said in reference to this matter, that it would not 
affect the location suggested by the gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Why not? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Because the ground is higher. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. The gentleman is mistaken in that. 
The site proposed by the gentleman from Nebraska is imme- 
er adjacent to the Baltimore and Potomac depot, and on the 
same level. I am talking of the site suggested by him. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, if the gentle- 
man from Nebraska will allow me,I wish to say that the gentle- 
man who drove the piles for the new post-office building on the 
Avenue, is a constituent of mine and an expert in that business, 
and he says that that is the most solid foundation-ground that 
he has ever driven a pile into. 

are COOPER of Indiana. Then why did they put in any 
piles? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I can not inform the gentle- 
man as to that. 

Mr. BRYAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe these gentlemen 
have about taken all of my time—— 

Mr. CRAIN. Let me ask the gentleman one question before 
he proceeds, as I want to understand his amendment. Does he 
confine the operations of the committee to the reservation, or 
does he give it discretion? 

é Mr. BRYAN. No; they can select any Government reserva- 
ion. 

It has been suggested that the amendment is a reflection on 
the committee. It can not be so considered. We take their re- 
port as the best judgmentof the committee, and we are not com- 
pelled to sustain it if it does not satisfy our judgment. They 
report in favor of this particularsite. Now, to select any other 
site would be just as much a reflection on their judgment as to 
select Government land. And I insist that the committee by 
making the report do not bind the House. It is an argument 
which they present addressed to our reason, and if it does not 
— our reason we are under no obligations whatever toac- 
cept it. 

he CHAIRMAN. The Chair will regard the pro forma 
amendment as withdrawn. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I move to strike out the last word. 

I would like to know first—and I ask my friend from Indiana 
os HOLMAN] the question—if the land in this park has not 

n dedicated to the Government in such way that it can not 
be a for this purpose? I ask the question merely for infor- 
mation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The land is owned by the United States on 
the same conditions exactly as the public streets and all other 
public parks. -The title is absolutely in the Government. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Is the gentieman certain? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihave no doubt whatever. Why, we have 
erected at least five public structures, I will state to the gentle- 
man, on lands of that kind. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Thatmay be entirely true, and yet inevery 
case we may have done it wrongly. Butmy friend from Indiana 
does not state a fact which he would have stated if he had the 
information, and I have very much respect for the manner of his 
answering it, though he did not know. Not everybody is able 
to do that just as well as my friend from Indiana. 

But my friend from Mississippi [Mr. STOCKDALE] reflected 
ee me because I said I would not put a hogpen in the parlor. 

e seems to disagree with me in that respect. He and I have 
different tastes. Possibly there is a difference of taste between 
his people and mine. e do not do that in my State. He can 
not go through my State, as I have gone through his from the 
south end to the north, and see the pigs running into the door- 
yards and kitchens. We do not have that in my State. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. What were you doing in the kitchens in 
my State? [Laughter. 

Mtr. MILLIKEN. I have tosay, Mr. Chairman, that what I 
saw in the gentleman’s State was what I saw riding along in the 
ears. I did not get off the cars, and so did not go into any of 
the kitchens. Indeed, there was nothing enticing, to induce a 
person to go in, which I saw. I could see whatI have stated, as 
we went along. 

Now, I meant no reflection upon the methods of the Printing 
Office. I meant no reflection upon anybody there. Everybody 
knows that that Printing Office is belching forth its bituminous 
coal smoke all the time, night and day; and to put it into a pub- 
lic park is equal — a hogpen in a parlor. 

r. LIVINGSTON. y locate it upon the edge of the 
— 8, then’ 
r. 


. I am not discussing that question now. 
When I get to that. the gentleman may interrupt me. 
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Now, so far as the proposition of my friend from Nebraska | 
{[Mr. BRYAN] is concerned, I think he would do well to extend | 


it a little and allow the committee, b 
either a place in a public park or a place somewhere else. 
not think it ought to be confined to that, and I do not believe 
that the gentleman himself, if he owned the Government, and 
had its bills to pay, and had as much patriotic pride in the capi- 
tal of his country as his smile indicates, as he looks at me now, 
I do not believe he would place a printing office in that public 
ark. 

7 I know he would not do that. It may be necessary for him— 
well, I will not insinuate that, but I will say I thank God that I 
represent a district in this House of such a character that itis not 
necessary for me to make a speech here for the purposes of my 
district. It is not necessary for me to say that I want to get rid 
of a little expense by putting a building in a public park in this 
beautiful city of Washington in order to get votes at home. I 
make no reflection upon my friend in saying that. 

No, Mr. Chairman, the Government of the United States, as 
I said yesterday, hard as the times are, can do just what any 
prudent man would do. It can buy a good lot for the purposes 
ofa public printing office, and pay for it; and when it has done 
that, and has built a public printing office upon it, we shall all 
be better satisfied. The people of this country who come here 
will be better satisfied than they will if we place the building in 
some public = for the sake of saving a few dollars. 

[Here the hammer fell.]} 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I hope we can have a vote 
upon this amendment now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the formalamendment 
tostrike out the last word will be consideredas withdrawn. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WILLIAMS] is recognized. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I do not know 
that there will be any material difference in results if we appoint 
the commission authorized by the amendment of the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN}, or if we refer this bill back to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds with the instruc- 
tion that they shall select a site on some public reservation. 

I am in favor of either one or the other of those propositions. 
And as it perhaps would be treating the committee with more 
respect, I believe I should favor the proposition to refer it back 
to the committee with such instructions. 

I am opposed to the purchase of the site reported by the com- 
mittee. Every member who has made any inquiry, or who 
knows anything about the value of real estate in that locality, 
knows that the price proposed is an unreasonably high price. 

And I may say, Mr. Chairman, that I am equally opposed to 
the purchase of that site included in the bill passed by the Sen- 
ate. While there has been some criticism upon some gentlemen 
for lobbying in the interest of this bill reported by the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, I want to say that there 
is a strong rumor around here among members that there are 
parties equally interested in the sale of the Mahone site, who 
are around here lobbying with members to get that proposition 
accepted. 

1 understand that the distinguished owner of that site, or the 
gentleman who is largely interested in it, has been in the lobby 
and about the Hall here giving data and furnishing information 
to members upon which they might base their arguments in 
favor of that proposition. And I might go further and state 
that there is a strong rumor that evenex-members of this House 
have been here among members working in the interest of the 
Mahone site. AndIcan be even more specific than that, if it 
should become necessary. 

Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of voting down both the propo- 
sitions to purchase either of these sites, the one suggested by 
the Senate as well as the one reported by the House. I can 
not agree with my colleague from Illinois |Mr. HOPKINS] that 
there is any reason why we should be in any great hurry to 
agree to the bill that passed the Senate for the purchase of the 
Mahone site. 

This House is an independent body. We are under no obliga- 
tions to agree with the Senate in the purchase of that site, but we 
have the right to exercise ourown independent judgment; and I 
say the fact that the Senate have voted in favor of another site 
is no reason why we should hasten, or why we should, without 
due consideration, adopt thatsite. I amas much opposed to that 
as I am to the purchase of the site reported by the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds of this House. 

I believe the proper thing to do is to refer this bill back to 
the committee with instructions to report to this House a site 
located on some property owned by the Government of the 
United States. e have furnished Washington with more pub- 
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lic parks than are possessed perhaps by any other city in the 
United States, and f want to say that even if this public Print- 
ing Office should go up on Judiciary Square, that the fact that 
you put it there in an open space, furnishing purer and better 
air to the men and women engaged in working there, would bea 
much greater benefit to their health than to give them a little 
more park in which to spend a few leisure hours. Itwould give 
them a good, healthy locality, with plenty of pure and fresh air 
all day, if you locate it on the south side or the east side of that 
square. 

And the more public parks we have, according tothe arrange- 
ment with the District in the payment of the public expenses of 
the District, the more real estate we have the more we should 
pay toward defraying the expenses of the District of Columbia. 
Then let us use the real estate which we already have and upon 
which we are indirectly paying taxes. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Chairman, I notice that whenever 
gentlemen want to buy a piece of property which the llouse 
thinks is either ineligible or too high in price, they become 
very sentimental. This is particularly true of the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN]. Now, an occasion arose not long 
ago when a great portion of the mall down there was given, 
without a qualm of conscience, tothe Pennsylvania Railroad. I 
believe my friend from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN] supported that. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Oh, no. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Did not you vote for that bill condemning 
those squares down there to the use of the Pennsylvania Rail- 
road, or rather allowing the road to retain Government squares 
that it had taken possession of without authority? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. I 
did not vote for it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It occurred before the gentleman {| Mr. MIL- 
LIKEN] was a member of the House. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I did not have an opportunity to vote for it. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. No, I mean three years ago, in the lifty- 
first Congress, when it was allowed that company to hold all it 
had taken? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. STOCKDALE, 
please. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman does not want to make a 
statement about me which is incorrect? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Either say you voted for itor that you 
did not, and do not take up my time. Life is too short to let the 
gentleman in for a speech. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I will answer the gentleman in my own 
time. But will say now that I not only voted against the bill 
giving the Pennsylvania Railroad land in the city, but I spoke 
against it on every Monday when the bill was before the House 
during two sessions of Congress. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I sayI am glad to be corrected if the 
gentleman says he did not vote for that scheme. We allowed 
the Pennsylvania Railroad to hold on to all it had unlawfully 
taken from the Government, and the same influence is trying to 
oust the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad from where it is lawfully 
and properly located. Now, then,so far as the gentleman from 
Maine has described his trip South, I did not object to that. 
He said he did not see anything enticing in the kitchens; that 
was because he did not look anywhere else. [Laughter.] I 
want to say the people do not eat clams there, and if you speak 
to a man from Maine about making a meal on anything but 
clams it turns his stomach. [Renewed laughter.] 1 do not ob- 
ject to the gentleman going through without getting off a train 
in Mississippi; I only sympathize with the people where he was 
going. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, about this bill now. I think we ought to treat 
this as a business proposition, and, as the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HOLMAN}, who knows more about the public grounds 
of this city than any man in the House, has said, we have ample 
area,and tospare. He has given testimony here both as to the 
health and propriety of taking a part of this vast area of ground 
and using it for this public building instead of putting it in that 
confined and uncomfortable place by the Baltimore and Ohio 
depot, where the people who must occupy it can not be com- 
fortable one hour in the day. It is no wonder that the gentle- 
man compares it toa hog pen and has said that he would as 
soon have a hog pen in a parloras have this Government Print- 
ing Office in a public park. 

Why, I say again, again and again, that the gentleman from 
Maine is not so high above the common people as to talk about 
these printers in the Government Printing Office in that way. 
If it is a hog pen, it ought not to be. It ought to be a re- 
spectable place. It ought to be a building at a cost of a million 
and a half, which would be an ornament to any place. It ought 
to he a magnificent structure, with large rooms, airy hallways. 
and to have fine grounds to look out upon. There are fine la- 


If my friend will allow me— 
Do not take up all my time now, if you 
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dies and gentlemen working there. There are people there from 
the State of Mississippi who would grace the State of Maine. 
and raise it in its morals and in its beauty. 

[Here the hammer fell. | 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the proforma amend- 
ment will be considered as withdrawn. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Ne ka. 

fr. CRAIN. I have an amendment to offer. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the words ‘‘Government reservation” insert, “or elsewhere in the 
city of Washington.” 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, it seem to me that the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Nebraska is in the nature 
of asubstitute that would hardly be in order at this juncture if 
the point of order had been raised, because it em the bill 
entirely, and every other a of the bill would have to be 
altered to conform to it. The proposition embodied in the bill 
is to purchase a particular site, which is described by metes and 
bounds, or by reference to a diagram or mapof the city of Wash- 
ington and District of Columbia. 

The proposition of the gentleman from Nebraska is not to 
purchase this or any other site, but authorizes the ne 
af a committee or commission whose duty it shall be to select 
zome place in the public reservations of the city of Washington 
for the purpose of erecting a Government Printing Office upon it. 
On property owned by the Government. I understood the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska to tell me that it was a Government res- 
ervation. 

Mr. BRYAN. It is property owned by the Government. 

Mr. CRAIN. Whether reserved or otherwise? 

Mr. BRYAN. I think the terms are synonymous. 

Mr. CRAIN. Not necessarily, because what are cailed the 
reservaiions are the parks public grounds not occupied. 
There om Bg other property owned by the Government. 

Mr. BRYAN. I mean property that is unoceupied; any prop- 
erty owned the Government. 

Mr.CRAIN, Lunderstand now; but your answer was diffor- 
ent from that. My amendment is simply this, and I call the at- 
tention of the gentleman to it. It is inteuded, Mr. Chairman, 
not to limit this commission, as I believe has been suggested by 
the gentleman. If we are net to have the present site or so 
much of the adjoining ground as is to comprise 
enough land to erect a bu sufficient for purposes of 
the Government Printing Office, it is intended, I repeat, not to 
limit the power and authority conferred on the commission to 
consider only Government property, but it gives to that com- 
mission the right to exercise a discretion in the selection of a 
site anywhere in the District without reference to ownership. 
In other words, the commission, if my amendment should be 
adopted, would have the right, the , and the authority to 
select ary ground for this purpose without reference to whether 
it was owned by the Government or not. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to insult the 
oe of the State of Mississippi through my good friend from 
ham in to annore! bisque Spe. Emtahagussiaapses toes 

in manner own . Im y say 

it would be good for the yellow in his eyes whe his complexion 
if he could get down into the [resi sea breezes of Maine and eat 
our clame instead of the hog and hominy that he eats in his own 
State (laughter), but I will not say that because it would not be 
respectful to him or to his people. I like him vw enh pee 
sonally, and I would not say a word to hurt his feelings. tI 
have been through the gentleman's State. I have ne the 
advantage of him in that réspeet. I have been through his 
State, and he has not been within 500 miles of mine. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. That is where I have the advantage of 
you. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. And I think I ean show him in a hundred 
miles of travel in my State more barns and stables that are fit 
for a gentleman to live in than he eaa find houses that are fit 
for a gentieman to live in going his 
southern to the northern end of it. If he will 
Maine and make o~ experiment, and if it does not turn out 
I say, I will is expenses, 
can, and bid him Godspeed 
I simply say this in re 
meuning to cast the slig 
child in his district. 

I would like to have my 
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t censure upon any man, woman, 
friend come down to Maine. 


m & 


would like to entertain him down there. I would like to take | plans. 


Cong” sss and in the Congress of the United States once said, 
namely, that he never had been so well treated and never had 
one oe so delighted from any place as from the good State 


ne. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment tothe 
amendment of the gentleman from Nebraska. Debate on this 
amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. STOCKDALE, I move tostrike out the last three words. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatis notin order. The question is on 
the amendment of the gentleman from Texas. 

The question being taken, the amendment to the amendment 
was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Nebraska. 

Several members addressed the Chair. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to move an amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The vote is now being taken. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know; butI rose and addressed the Chair 
as soon as I could. 

The amendment of Mr. HOLMAN was read, as follows: 


Strike out the words *‘Secretary of the Treasury, Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, and Public Printer,” in the amendmentof Mr. BRYAN, and insert “ the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds,” so as to read. “That a com- 
mission consisting of the Committees on Public Buildings and Grounds,” etc. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, it is very desirable that 
we shall act with fairnessin this matter. I know that the House 
has entire confidence in the gentlemen who compose the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and I hope this amend- 
ment will be adopted. 

Mr. BRYAN. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that that amend- 
ment is perfectly satisfactoryto me. I was willing that it should 
be offered, and | am willing that it shall be accepted, and if the 
Committee of the Whole is willing, let my amendment stand 
with that modification. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can modify his amend- 


ment. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
have the amendment of the gentleman from Nebraska as 
amended by the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That a commission consisting of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds be authorized to select a site within the District of Columbia for a 
Government Printing Office, and such sits . :1!1 be selected on ground now 
owned by the United States. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Why should it be called acommission? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman,I do not care to discuss 
this question any further. I simply want to say that I sincerely 
hope this resolution will not be adopted. If the House wants to 
take this subject out of the hands of Congress and out of the 
hands of the committee, I think it would be better to appoint a 
separate commission, and I hope the_ resolution will not be 


adopted. 

The uestion being taken on the amendment of Mr. BRYAN as 
modified, the Chairman declared thatthe ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. [ask for a division. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the amendment as modified by the 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] be 


again read. 
The amendment was again read. 
Thecommittee divided; and there were—ayes 97, noes 46. 


Mr. BANKHEAD. I demand tellers. 
Mr. BRYAN and Mr. BANKHEAD were appointed to act as tell- 


rs. 
The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
50. 


So the amendment wus agreed to. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. I desire to offer an amendment to the first 


section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman wil! send up his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr.Chairman,I do not see any necessity 
of proceeding further with this bill in view of the resolution just 


¢ CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nevada has been 
recognized to offer an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 





1894. 
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Mr. BANKHEAD. My point of order is that there is now no | rise and report this bill to the Hose as amended, with the rec- 


bill before the House. 
committee by a resolution of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The same bill which the committee has 
been considering is still before it. It has not been disposed of 
in any way. All that the Committee of the Whole can do is to 
report theamendment oramendments to the House. Noamend- 
ment has yet been finally adopted. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. LI rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. My understanding is that this bill covers 
two points: First, the selection of a site; second, the appropria- 
tion of a certain sum of money fora building. 
determined the question of the selection of the site; and I ask 
whether it is not in order to offer anamendment with reference 
to the appropriation forthe building. Ihave proposed toamend 


by providing for opening the plans to the competition of archi- 


tects of the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment as drawn by the gentle- 
man from Nevada applied to the language of the section as it 
stood before the adoption of the amendment of the gentleman 
from Nebraska. As the gentleman from Nevada will recollect, 
the chairman of the committee offered two amendments to the 
original section, which were agreed to; then the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN] proposed an amendment, which being 
adopted precludes any further amendment to that part of the 
original text. Therefore the amendment of the gentleman from 
Nevada would not ba in order. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Iask unanimous consent to return, then, 
to that section. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The section has not been passed. If there 
be no objection, the amendment of the gentleman from Nevada 
will be considered. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I object. 

Several members addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentlemanfrom Alabama [Mr. BANK- 
HEAD] is recognized. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama[Mr. BANK- 
HEAD] has moved that the committee rise. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order that the other 
portions of the bill have not yet been acted upon, and that a mo- 
tion to rise and report the bill to the House is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama[Mr. BANKHEAD] is simply that the committee rise. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. CRAIN. Lrise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] 
will state his parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, as [ understand, if the commit- 
tee should now rise and report its action to the House, it simply 
amounts to the adoption of the amendment providing that this 
commission or committee shall select a site. Am I correct? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not correct. The only 
question is, shall the committee rise? There is nomotion to rise 
and report the bill. 

Mr. CRAIN. I understand that. 

The CHAIRMAN. If this motion be adopted the bill will re- 
main in the Committee of the Whole. The Chair now recog- 
nizes the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] for a par- 
liamentary ey 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The statement just made by the Chair was 
what I was seeking to develop—that the bill will still remain in 
the Committee of the Whole if the motion to rise be adopted. 

Mr. BRYAN. 1 rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRYAN. I understand there has been some question as 
to the effect of the amendment which has been adopted. Let 
me ask whether its effect is not simply to provide that instead 
of buying the site we shall appoint a commission to selecta site, 
and then go ahead with the appropriation justas if we had made 
provision for purchasing asite. Is not that the effect? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is nota parliamentary inquiry; that 
is a question as to the construction of the bill. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentleman from Ala- 


bama . BANKHEAD] is pending, if he insists upon it. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. I do insist upon it; and I would like to 


state my reasons for making that motion. 


The CHAIRMAN. The motion is not debatable. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. I ask unanimous consent to make a state- 
ment. 
The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, the gentleman 
be heard. 


r. BANKHEAD. I make the motion that the committee 


| 
} 
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| tions. 


Now, we have | 


| 


| and report the bill, because the « 
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The bill has been referred back to the | ommendation that it be sent back to the committee with in- 


structions, as the resolution just adopted declares, to provide 
for the selection of a site upon some of the Government reserva- 
Now, it must be perfectly ovident to the House that if 
this Government building is to be erected upon any of our Govern- 
ment reservations, the whole body of the bill must be reframed. 
Therefore, I think it best to let it go back to the committee 
without further discussion or amendment,so that the committea 


may reprepare the bill with ref » to the site upon which 
the building is to be erected. For this reason I have made my 
motion. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Iask the gentleman to withdraw his mo- 
| tion until I can offer a substitute for the whole bill, which I 
think will meet the views of the House. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. [I insist on my motion. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order that the gentl 
man’s motion is notin order. The committee can not now rise 


ther sections have not yet been 
disposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
motion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I beg pardon of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the 
tleman from Alabama that the committee rise. 

_Mr. SPRINGER. The gentle nan moved that the committe 
rise and report the bill to the Hi: 

The CHAIRMAN. 


The gentleman has not made any such 


did not so understand 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the genileman state his motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear no one until 
men take their seats and the committee comes to order. 
pause.}| The motion of the gentleman from Alabama is that ti 
committee rise. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. And report the bill as am: 
resolution of the gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the puintof order that that motio 
is not in order now, and can not be received. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not think it would be 
order until the sections have been read and considered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to offer an amendment to the 
which is now in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Alabama makes 
that motion, as the Chair now understands it, the Chair must hold 
that itis notin order, as the bill has not yet been considered. 
A motion that the committee rise of course would be in orde: 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I understand the Chair insists that the 
motion to rise and report the bill as amended is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not at this time. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Will the Chair kindly state, then, wh 
motion would be in order to get this bill back to the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can move that the con 
mittee rise, of course, or the committee can proceed with. the 
other sections of the bill. After they have been read and con- 
sidered, it will be in order to move that the committee rise and 
report the bill to the House as amended. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to offer anamendment which would 
be in order to make it proper to report the bill to the House, if 
the Chair will entertain it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will entertain no motion until 
the House is in order, and until the Chair can obtain informa- 
tion as to what the gentleman from Alabama wishes in regard 
to his motion. 

Mr. REED. Is there a motion that the committee rise? 
so, I demand the regular order. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize no one until 
order is restored. [Aftera pause]. The Chair will now hear the 
gentleman from Alabama if he desires to make any motion. 

Mr. ENLOE. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentieman will state it. 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to know if the House decides that it 
does not desire to consider the bill further, and is ready to act 
upon it, if it is not in order to move that the committee rise for 
that purpose? 

Mr. REED. No. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. ENLOE. Torise and report the bill? Does the Chair 
insist that the committee, whether it desires or not, must go on 
and consider the various other sections of the bill? 

Mr. REED. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the committee h 
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right to consider each section of the bill. 
Mr. ENLOE. Suppose the committee 
ercise that right? 
Mr. REED. Every member of the committee has the right to 
insist upon each section being read. 


does not choose to ex- 
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Mr. ENLOE. But nobody is insisting upon it. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Would it be in order to strike out all of 
the bill after the first section as amended? 

The CHAIRMAN, It would be in order. 

Mr. REED. But not until the sections have been read. 

The CHAIRMAN, Of course not. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I make that motion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move as an amendment—— 

Mr. REED. I make the point of order against the motion of 
the gentleman from Alabama. The motion is not now in order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Maine is undoubtedl 





‘correct. The motion would not be in order until the entire bill 


has been read by paragraphs for amendments. 

Mr. CRAIN, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman wili state it. 

Mr. CRAIN. I wish to know whether the amendment of the 
gentiemn from Nebraska is not really a substitute for this bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman moves it as an amend- 
ment to the first section. 

Mr. CRAIN. It amounts to a substitute. 

Mr. GROUT. The motion was made that'the committee rise. 
Why is that not acted upon? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. It was decided out of order. 

Mr. GROUT. What has become of the motion? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands it to have been 
withdrawn. 

Mr. GROUT. I did not understand it to be withdrawn. The 
gentleman made another motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ascertain. Does the gen- 
tleman from Alabama withdraw the motion that the committee 
rise? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The Chairman decided it out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is mistaken in that. The 

shair decided that the motion to rise and report the bill to the 
House was out of order. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I withdraw the motion that the commit- 
tee rise. 

Mr. REED. Well, I will renew it, to give the committee a 
chance to calm itself by taking a vote upon the question. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. One moment, Mr. Chairman; I 
wish to make a suggestion. The inquiry of the gentleman from 
Texas is exactly in point, and indicates just what I believe to be 
the fact. That is, that not one-third of the members of the com- 
mittee know what they voted ona few moments ago; and I ask 
unanimous consent that the amendment of the gentleman from 
Nebraska be read by the Clerk for the information of the com- 
mittee, so that we may know the parliamentary status. Let us 
see whether or not it is an amendment to the bill which re- 
quires no further action. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. Chairman, prior to that I should like to 
make a statement to the House. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent that it 
be read to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman trom Indiana [Mr. JOHN- 
SON] asks unanimous consent that the section as amended be 
again read. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I do not want to be out of order, but I want 
to submit—— : 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the first section as 
amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That a commission consisting of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds be authorized to select a site within the District of Columbia fora 
Government Reopens ee, and such site shall be selected on ground now 
owned by the United States; and there shall be erected upon said square a 
substantial and commodious fireproof building, with pooeee vaults, heat- 
ing and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and ap es for use as the Gov- 
ernment Printing OfMice; but before any work is done upon the said build- 
ing, a suitable plan for the entire structure shall be made, and an estimate 
- a eae cost shall be submitted to Congress at the earliest date prac- 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatis the firstsection as amended. The 
Clerk will now report the second section of the bill, which is the 
first section proposed by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
BANKHEAD] to be stricken out. 

The Clerk read section 2 of the bill. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, if there is no motion to strike 
out that section, it will be adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is to strike out all the rest of 
the bill. 

Mr. REED. But there can not be a motion to strike out all 
the rest of the bill. The motion has got to be made by sections 
as they are read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes that that would be 
the more an way. 

Mr. REED. The proposition is perfectlyclear. Every mem- 
ber has a right to have every section read, and if anyone wants 
to strike it out he can propose to do so, but prior to striking it 
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out any member has a right to propose any amendment to per- 
fect it, and therefore a proposition to strike out the remainder 
of the bill is not a proposition tobe entertained. Consequently, 
if the gentleman does not propose to strike out this question, the 
section when it has been read and passed over is adopted. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. ° The motion was entertained, and no point 
of order was made against it. 

Mr. REED. I made it. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The House was proceeding to consider 
the motion. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair, upon reflection, is clearly of 
the opinion that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] is right. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. In order to get rid of that point, I move 
to strike out by sections as read. The first section has been 
amended. The second section has been read, and [ move to 
strike that out. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is upon the motion of the 
= from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD] to strike out sec- 
tion 2. 

Mr. ABBOTT. There was a resolution adopted a few mo- 
ments ago to the effect that this bill be referred back to the 
committee with instructions. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. That is a mistake. 

Mr. ABBOTT. If I am incorrect, I am glad to be corrected. 
I understood that the bill was ordered to be referred back to 
the committee, and [ can not see any common sense or any other 
kind of sense in considering the bill after that resolution has 
been adopted. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, that illustrates 
exactly what I said a little while ago, that the members of this 
House really did not know what they had been doing. There 
seems to be an opinion here that there has been a proposition 
adopted to refer the bill back with instructions to report a dif- 
ferent bill. That is not the case; but there was adopted an 
amendment, as I understand it, striking out the proposition 
contained in the pending bill for a location upon a certain site, 
and pos in lieu thereof that there should be a location, 
by a commission, upon land already owned by the Government. 

he object of that was to avoid the expense of a purchase of a 
new site. 

Now, the bill as it stands before thecommittee at the present 
moment is incongruous, and the latter = of the bill is directly 
in conflict with the amended portion which has been adopted by 
the committee. In order, therefore, that the bill may be har- 
monious when reported favorably by the committee to the House, 
if in fact it is to be reported by this committee to the House fa- 
vorably, it is absolutely necessary that that which follows the 
section amended shall be made to conform to what has already 
been agreed to. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I amentitled to the floor, and I insist upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman surrendered the floor. 

Mr. ABBOTT. No, sir; I did not. It was taken from me 
without my consent. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I beg the gentleman's pardon. I 
understood that he had yielded the floor. 

Mr. es I will ask in my time that the amendment be 
again read. ' 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I now ask to be recognized. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I simply stopped to hear what the gentleman 
had to say. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee seems to have a misun- 
derstanding as to the parliamentary status of the bill. 

Mr. WI AMS of Mississippi. I move to strike out the 
clause just read. 

Mr. ABBOTT. IfI understand what is meant by this amend- 
ment it was that this part was stricken out of the bill. I want 
to know, if such is the case, why there should be any further 
action on the part of the committee? Now, I want to know, and 
I ask thatit be read in my time so as to see whether it is true or 


not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Gentiemen will please resume their seats. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I was interrupted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Members will resume their seats. 

Mr. ABBOTT. [rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I desire to find out what the situation of that 
amendment was. - 

The CHAIRMAN. One parliamentary inquiry is pending. 
Gentlemen will take their seats. The Chair will entertain no 
other motion until the committee comes to order. The Chair 
will state the parliamentary situation of the bill. Members of 
the committee seem to think because the committee has adopted 
an amendment that is final. Thecommittee has saply adopted 
an amendment to be reported to ths: House. The House may 
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not agree to thatamendmentat all. Noamendments have been 
adopted except in committee. The amendment must be sub- 
mitted to the House, and the question of consistency or incon- 
sistency of the amendment adopted by the committee cuts no 
figure in the matter. 

The House may reject the amendment, and the original bill 
may be passed by the House. Therefore, nothing has yet been 
adopted that has any influence on the House. An amendment 
has been adopted, but the bill is still in the hands of the com- 
mittee. The question recurs on the motion of the gentleman 
from Alabama to strike out the second section. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to be heard on that. 
“ Vote!”) 

Mr.CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CRAIN. [I had stated to the Chair that I desired to offer 
an amendment to section 1. I did not observe that section 1 had 
been passed. I simply intended to offer an amendment to sec- 
tion 1, providing that the present site shall be sold at such time 
as the Secretary of the Treasury may deem best, and that the 
money be covered into the Treasury to defray, the expenses of 
the purchase of this site. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani- 
mous consent to return to the first section of the bill. Is there 
objection? 

everal members objected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama, to strike out to the second section. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the third section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama moves to 
strike out this section. 


(Cries of 
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| propriation is made, norcan any be made until the Secretary of 





The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the fourth section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama moves to 
strike out this section. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the fifth section. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I move to strike out that section. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the sixth section. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I move to strike that section out. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I move that the committee rise and re- 
port the bill with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama moves that | 
the committee rise. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, it is not 
in order that the committee rise and report the bill while 
amendments are being offered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have anamendment that I desire to offer. 
I desired recognition onthe lastsection. I will offer an amend- 
ment to the bill as it stands. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
propose amendments it is in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. After the bill has been considered by sec- 
tions and the sections have been stricken out, it is certainly in 
order for the gentleman from Alabama to move that the com- 
mittee rise and report the bill. 

Mr.BURROWS. But the gentleman offers an amendmentin 
the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to offer a substitute. 

— BANKHEAD. Let it be read, subject to the point of 
order. 

Mr.CRAIN. Imake the point of orderagainst the substitute. | 

Mr. SPRINGER. You have not heard it. 

Mr. CRAIN. I understand its character. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon reconsideration, the Chair is in- 
clined to think that the gentleman is right, and that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois has a right to offer a substitute to the bill 
as amended. 

Mr. CRAIN. [insist upon the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Illinois to offer his substitute for the bill as amended. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CRAIN. I make the point of order that a substitute for 
& substitute is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is nota substitute for a substitute. 

Mr. CRAIN. It is evident that the action of the committee 
in voting down all parts of the bill except the substitute—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already ruled on the ques- 


on. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the substitute be 


As long as gentlemen 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That a commission consisting of the members of the Committees of the 
Senate and House of Representatives on Public Buildings and Grounds be, 
and the same is hereby, appointed, whose duty it shall be to select a site for 
a Government Printing Onice, and which site shall be selected on ground in 
the city of Washington now owned by the United States. The action of 
such commission shall be final; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
authorized and instructed to cause to be erected upon such site a sub 
stantial and commodious fireproof building, with fireproof vaults, heating 
and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for use as the Govy- 
ernment Printing Office, the cost of said building not to exceed $1,500,000,"" 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, this proposition simply sub- 


| Stitutes the two Committees on Public Buildings and Grounds, 


the Senate and the House committee, and makes them a joint 
commission which is authorized to make selection of a site from 
ground now owned by the Government in the city of Washing- 
ton, and it is provided that their selection shall be final. When 


| they have made the selection then the Secretary is authorized 
| and instructed to have erected upon the chosen site a Govern- 


ment Printing Office as provided in the billalready reported by 
Noap- 


the Treasury shall have made his estimates and reported the 
plan for the building. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. As I understand it, if the gentle- 
man’samendment is adopted it will give this joint commission 
absolute power to select a site. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes; on a Government reservation. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. They might, for instance, put the 
building right out here in front of us, two or three hundred feet 
from the Capitol. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam willing to trust them as to that. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well,I would not like to have it 
located there. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no danger of that. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I think it would be bet- 
ter to let this matter go back to the committee and let them 
prepare a bill and bring itin and let this House pass it. The 
committee do not want to take the responsibility of determin- 
ing this matter finally. 

Mr. SPRINGER. So far asethe selection of the site is con- 
cerned, my amendment leaves it to the committee of the two 
Houses to decide finally. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That is just what we object to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think we can trust those gentlemen to 
decide wisely. It is desirable that there shall be as little delay 
as possible; so, assoon as the selection is made by this jointcom- 
mission, whose action is to be final, the Secretary of the Treas 
ury is authorized to go ahead and submit the estimates to Con- 
gress for the Printing Office, just as for any other public building. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman,I hope that proposition 
will not be adopted. It certainly is not the purpose of this 
House, or of this Committee of the Whole, to provide that these 
two committees of Congress, acting jointly, shall select a site 
and that their action shall be final. 

I want to say now, as a member of the House committee, that 
I do not propose to assume anysuch responsibility. I want this 
House to act upon the question when it is reported back from 
the committee. 

Mr.SPRINGER. There is no appropriation to be made until 
the Secretary of the Treasury submits a plan and estimate. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Let us have a vote, Mr. Chairman. 

The question being taken on the substitute of Mr. SPRINGER, 


| it was rejected. 


Mr. BANKHEAD. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a 
motion that the committee rise and report this bill tothe House 
in order that we may get control of it and send it back to the 
committee with theinstructions. I move that thecommittee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. ByYNuM, from the Committee of the 
Whole House on the stato of the Union, reported that they had 
had under consideration a bill (H. R. 5483) to authorize the ac- 
quisition of certain real estate in the city of Washington, and 
the erection of a Government Printing Office thereon, and had 
directed him to report the same back with sundry amendments, 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques- 
tion on the amendments reported from the Committee of the 
Whole. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a 
motion to recommit this bill. 

The SPEAKER. That can be done when the question comes 
upon the passage. 


Mr. BANKHEAD. Is it in order, Mr. Speaker, to move to 


recommit the bill to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds? 
The SPEAKER. Not at this stage. 


The question now is en 
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the amendments reported by the Committee of the Whole. Ifa 
separate vote is not desi on any particular amendment the 
vote will be taken on the amendments in gross. 

Tho amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole 
were adopted. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Now, Mr. Speaker, is it in order 
to make a motion to recommit? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman want to pass this bill? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. No, sir. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
make a motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER. Thestage for that is not yetreached. The 
question is on the engrossment and third aking of the bill. 

The bill was. ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move to recommit 
the bill with the instructions contained in the resolution adopted 
a while ago. 

TheSPEAKER. TheClerk will report the resolution adopted 
by the Committee of the Whole. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

By Mr. HonmMan: 

Resolved, That the pending bill (House bill 5438) be recommitted to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds with instructions to amend 
the bill so as to provide for the establishment of a Government Printing 
a on land now owned by tho United States in the city of Washington, 


Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I desire to move to amend that 
resolution by striking out the instructions, so that the bill may 
be recommitted without instructions. 

The SPEAKER. That is in order. The previous question 
has not been demanded. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. HOPKINS of 
Illinois, it was rejected; there being—ayes 39, noes 149. 

The question then being taken on the resolution to recommit 
with instructions, it was agreed to. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, we have another bill on the 
Calendar. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 1983) for the 
relief of the heirs of Elizabeth Townsend, deceased, in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with 
amendment, the following resolution; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 
paeintes Copectat resect oF the Cutet ot too Baten of Steichen ot i 

De tment, on the imports for consumption and the domestic 


exports for the years 1834 to 1894, 2,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 4,000 
for the use of the House of Representatives, and 5,000for distribution by the 
Bureau Department, 


of Statistics of the Treasury 
The message also announced that the Senate had the 
following resolution; in which the concurrence ofjthe was 
requested: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Re: ives concurring), That there 
be printed of the evlogies delivered in upon the Hon. Randall Lee 


Gibson, late a Senator from the State of Louisiana. 8,000 copies, of which 
— copies shall be delivered to the Senators and ntatives of that 

tate; and of the remaining number 2,000 . be for the use of the 
Senate and 4,000 copies for the use of the House; and of the quoia of the 
Senators tatives from the State of Louisiana the Pu Printer 
shall set aside 50 copies, which he shall have bound in full morocco with 


lt edges, the same to be delivered when completed to the family of the de- 
Sat ant toe ofthe Tr 


; is hereby directed to have en- 
graved and printed, at as early a date as practicable, the portrait of the de- 
ceased to accompany said eulogies. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee on conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to bill 
(H. R. 3740) to amend an act entitled “An act regulating the sale 
of intoxicating liquors in the District of Columbia.” 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CUMMINGS. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House according! resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whele on the state the Union (Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennes- 
see in the chair) and proceeded to the consideration of the bill 

H. R. 6748) making appropriations for the naval service for the 
al year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Iask unanimousconsent thatthe first read- 

of the bill be dispensed with. 
r. REED. I object. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, the estimates of th 
retary of the Navy, including those supplemental, made 


ate of re called for — $28,000,000. 
fotal sabueek eal ed by the bill is $25,280,966. 


af 


Mr. REED. Will the gentleman yield for a motion that the 
committee rise? 

Mr.CUMMINGS. I will after ten minutes, 

Mr. REED. There is not a very full attendance of members. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I simply want to explain the bill briefly, 
and then I shall yield. 

Mr. REED. I thought the statement had better be made toa 
fuller House. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I prefer to have it go in the RECORD of to- 
morrow, where it can be read. 

Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that the expenses of the 
Government exceed its receipts by $9,000,000 & month, the com- 
mittee felt itmecessary to make avery careful examination of the 
estimates submitted by the Department. And this notwithstand- 
ing the fact that the Secretary himself had scaied the estimates 
made by the different bureaus of the Navy Department almost 
remorselessly. The committee has reduced his estimates $2,- 
670,313. How carefully the Secretary did his work is shown in 
the report on page 5. The estimates as submitted by the Chief 
of the Bureau of Yardsand Docks called for $8,567,000. The Sec- 
retary cut down these figures to $1,141,596. 

In interrogating the Chief of the Bureau as to the Secretary’s 
reduction of the estimases the committee ascertained that while 
$1,788,661 had been asked for the navy-yard at Brooklyn, the 
Secretary cut the figures down to $140,000. For League Island 
the estimates of the Bureau were $1,331,043. The Secretary re- 
duced this estimate to $86,900. At the Norfolk yard $1,167,950 
was asked for; it was reduced to $110,365. For the Mare Island 
yard theoriginal estimates called for $1,357,807. The Secretary 
reduced it to $37,019. At Port Royal $158,484 was called for. 
This was reduced to $18,368. 

I allude to these figures, Mr. Chairman, to give the Commit- 
tee of the Whole an idea of the ground over which our commit- 
tee had’ to work in reducing the Secretary's estimate. In mak- 
ing a total reduction of $2,670,000 from that estimate I think we 
have done it safely and without injury to the Navy. 

The committee wanted to give all that was necessary, and not 
acent more. The large amount asked for in the es tes for 
armor and armament is due to the fact that nothing was allowed 
for armor and armament in the law for the present fiscal year, 
although the estimates called for $2,000,000. 

The first contracts made for armor provided no penalties for 
failure to deliver specified amounts at specified times. The 
plants and machinery of the contractors for the manufacture of 
armor were undeveloped and the deliveries were much smaller 
than those called for by the contracts. The adoption of the 
Harvey process of annealing the plates also retarded the deliv- 
eries under the contracts. he $2,000,000 asked-for in the esti- 
mates for armor and armament during the present fiscal year 
were not allowed because they were based upon a fulfillment of 
the contracts, and it was thought that the money already appro- 
—/¥, would cover the amount of the deliveries up to June 30, 
1 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. REED. Iobserve on page 45 of this bill, there is a pro- 
vision as the ae __ Navy to = a —S 
purposes $450,000 appropriated by the act of March 2, » Is 
that included in the $25,000,000 carried by the bill? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Itis not. That isnot a new ropria- 
tion. The money is already at the disposal of the Navy De- 
partment. This provision simply diverts the appropriation. It 
allows the money to be used for another purpose. 

Mr. REED. Does not the appropriation lapse, as the money 
has not been used? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. No; notatall. The money ic on hand to 
the credit of the Department. It is a specific appropriation 
made in 1889, the same as the appropriation of $200,000 made in 
the last Congress for a submarine boat. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Under the law these appropriations 
lapse after two years. 

Mr. REED. I understand from the gentleman from Georgia 
Mr. LIVINGSTON], who is a member of the Appropriations 

mmittee, I believe, that these peerieiens lapse at the end 
of two years. As this appropriation was made in 1889, the 
money must now have gone into the general Treasury. That is 
my understanding of the law, though I would not undertake to 
speak confidently on the ts because I have had no experi- 
ence on the Appropriations Committee. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman will allow me to state that 
riations which do not lapse into the 
of public and eee dees aon ‘pallor ny ge 

pu ve, for t 
construction of os and light- ‘ 

Mr. REED. Is the gentleman quite sure of that? 

Mr. SAYERS. I feel quite sure of it. 





1894, 
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Mr. REED. I would be obliged if the gentleman would ex- 
amino into the matter, I donot desire to interrupt the gentle- 
moan from New York now. 

"Mr. CUMMINGS. The recommendation for the legislation 
vould not have been made if the appropriation had lapsed. It 

asked by the Navy Department and the Secretary un- 
doubtedly understood the leyal status. This was an appropria- 
}tion, I will say, of $450,000 specifically set apart for the con- 
struction of one additional cruiser of the Vesuvius type. It is 
not being built. 

Mr. REED. Can the gentleman tell the committee why it 
Was not built; or would it interrupt him too much? 

Mr.CUMMINGS. I have no objection to answering the ques- 
tion, though it has not much to do with the bill. I presume the 
reason was because the Vesuvius as a dynamite cruiser was re- 

arded asa failure. They came to the conclusion that it was a 

allure or nearly so, and that it would not be wise to build an- 
other of the same type, in view of the experiments made. 

Mr. REED. In other words, that it would not be desirable to 
repeat it? 


r.CUMMINGS. Ne. 
Mr. REED. Well, they might amend it like the Senate bill. 
[Laughter.] 


Mr. MONEY. 
a torpedo cruiser. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. Now. Mr. Chairman, there is very littlenew 
matter inthe bill. One clause to which I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the committee provides that sailorsafter five years service 
in the Navy or Marine Corps, receiving an honorable discharge, 
shall receive their naturalization papers and become citizens of 
the United States. Thisseems to be just. Sailors, under the 
law as it now stands, really have no opportunity to take out their 


We have amended it in this bill by making it 


papers and become citizens. 
Fr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman now yield to me fora mo- 
ment: 


Mr. CUMMINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will read the law to which reference was 
made a moment ago; that is to say, the statute in regard to this 
unexpended appropriation. 

Section 5 of the act approved June 20, 1874 (Statutes at Large, 
volume 18, page 110), enacts: 

That from and after the Ist day of July, 1874, and of each year thereafter, 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause all unexpended balances of ap- 
tions, which shall have remained upon the books of the Treasury for 
© fiscal years, to be carried to the surplus fund and covered into the 
Treasury: ovided, That this provision shall not apply to permanent spe- 
cific appropriations, appropriations for rivers and harbors, light-houses, 
fortifications, public buildings, or the pay of the Navy Marine Corps; but 
the appropriations named in this provision shall continne available until 
otherwise ordered by Congress. 


Mr. REED. That, however, does not include this appropria- 
tion to which I was referring. 

Mr.SAYERS. I was going on to say that while it does not 
include in words that provision, my recollection is that it has 
been held that an appropriation for the construction of a ship is 
® permanent specific appropriation. 

Mtr. LIVINGSTON. May I suggest to my colleague that the 
construction referred to has reference to a case where the build- 
ing has been actually begun. 

Mr. SAYERS. I think not. 

Mr. REED. Where the work has been begun. 

Mr. SAYERS. Notatall. There were appropriations made 
in the Fifty-first Congress for the construction of public build- 
ings which have never been begun, but which are yet available 
for that purpose. 

Mr. REED. The provision of the statutes, which the gentle- 
man has read, does not, however, eo nomine, apply to vessels. 

Mr. SAYERS. No; but it has been held, as I have stated, 
that under the term ‘* permanent specific appropriations” this 
provision would apply to appropriations for the construction of 
ships. 

Mr, LIVINGSTON. This isa case, l wish to suggest to my 
colleague, where the ship never wasbegun, and it isdetermined 
that it never shall be begun. 

Mr. REED. The design has been abandoned; and it seems to 
me necessary that there should be a new appropriation of the 
amount covered by this item in the bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. This work has not been abandoned by law. 

Mr. MONEY. Notatall. The Secretary can use every cent 
of it now if he wishes to. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The construction of the ship has been au- 
thorized and the Navy Department can perform the work under 
that appropriation at any time they see proper, unless Congress 
shall by enactment determine otherwise. 

Mr. SAYERS. There has been no act of Congress which in- 
structs the Secretary of the Navy to abandon the construction 
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of the ship. He can go on and build it now if hedesires it with 
the appropriation made in 1889. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Could he hold the appropriation indefi- 
nitely for that purpose? 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. 

two years. 

Mr. REED. Even with the construction given it by the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] there would have to be a new 
appropriation, for here is an appropriation for a specific pur- 
pose —$450,000 for the construction of one additional cruiser of the 


He can hold it but 


The law says not. 


Vesuvius type, and this is an attempt to turn that into the con- 
struction of three other boats. Certainly that can not be a feas 
ible thing. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is within the discretion of Congr« 

Mr. REED. Thatis a newappropriation and ought to ber 
Ognized as such in the bill. What I am trying to get at is, | 


have noticed all through the appropriation bills—even in the 
bill which we hustled cut of the House thisafternoon, there was 
a reappropriation of $250,000. My colleague [Mr. DINGLEY] 
called attention the other day to an appropriation bill which 
contaimed another reappropriation, and I believe the correction 
was made in thatcase. Ifwe are going to have these figures 
produced and reproduced in this country we want to be mid 
dling honest about our bookkeeping—middling honest. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman is quite right, but in refer- 
ence to the appropriation earried in the bill for the purchase of 
a site for a Government building, if I remember correetly that 
appropriation was suspended for a time, and of course its atti- 
tude in reference to the law is quite different from the appro 
priation earried by this bill. ; 

Mr. REED. I donot like thisidea of switching $455,000 from 
one appropriation of a previous year, L889, over to another ap- 
propriation, having it count when we make it, and not count 


when youdo. You know there was a good deal of what, if one 
was at all exact about his terms, might bo called a good deal of 
lying about appropriations some time ago. [ do not mean 
to use that term, because I[ do not intend to be exaet. [ intend 
to be parliamentary. |Laugbter onthe Republican side. | 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I think it will be time 


enough to cross this bridge when we come to it. 

Mr. REED. Well, I just wanted to show you that there was 
a bridge there. 

Mr. MONEY. If the gentleman will allow me for one mo- 
ment, this is not a reappropriation, as characterized by th« 
gentleman from Maine. ‘The sum of $450,000 was appropriated 
to build another dynamite cruiser like the Vesuvius. The Ve- 
suvius is a very good vessel, but a failure as a dynamiter, and 
the Secretary, still holding this fund subject to the original ap- 
prupriation, hesitated to use it, 

Mr. REED. Naturally. 

Mr. MONEY. The appropriation does not lapse. He ean 
still go on and build another cruiser if he chooses to do it, but 
he did not feel that he was authorized to build torpedo boats 
with the money that was appropriated for the building of a 
cruiser, and he simply has asked authority to use the fund ap- 
propriated to build a dynamite cruiser, for the purpose of build- 
ing torpedo boats. Thatis the authority given here, and it is 
not a reappropriation, for the appropriation has not lapsed, and 
he caa to-day use it without any further authority. 

Mr. REED. But that appropriation is for a cruiser that is 
not going to be built. It is fora project that has been absolutely 
abandoned. 

Mr. MONEY. It has not been abandoned. 

Mr. REED. Why not let that go into the Tressury of the 
United States, and then make a fair, square, open appropriation 
for these other gunboats, such as you want? 

Mr. MONEY. For the reason that this money may be yet 
used. If Congress refuses to devote it to this specifie purpose, 
it may be used for the construction of a dynamite eruiser. It 
depends upon experiments elsewhere, as well as in the United 
States. As far as we have gone in the United States, we hav: 
built one cruiser, which is a very valuable addition to our Navy, 
but which is not worth anything as a dynamiter; and now the 
Secretary, having the power and the authority to build another 
cruiser, hesitates to do so in the present experimental state of 
dynamite-cruiser building. But, although he is awaiting the 
result of experiments which are constantly being made else- 
where, yet he could, if he chose, devote the $450,000 to the pur- 

se of building another cruiser. In the meantime, however, 


n 
ii 
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ving need for three torpedo boats, he asks authority to us 
this money for that specific purpose. 

Mr. REED. Would it not bea little more open and square 
and a little more in accordance with bookkeeping, to cause that 
money to be covered into the Treasury; because your chairman 
says the Secretary does not hesitate about it, but that he has 
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congluded to quit upon it? Would it not be a little more sensi- 
ble to cover that back into the Treasury, and make a new appro- 
priation for the new purpose. 

Mr. MONEY. That is not necessary. The fund is in his 
hands, and he can use it if he chooses, but he simply wishes au- 
thority to use it in another way. 

Mr. REED, You know there aregoing to be ill-disposed per- 
sons who will say that you are trying to appropriate $450,000 
without taking the onus of it. 

Mr. MONEY. We suppose there will beagreat many ill-dis- 
posed persons who will say that and other things. 

Mr. REED. I want to protect you from it. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. When the money has been appropriated, 
what difference does it make whether the $450,000 is put in a 
cruiser like the Vesuvius, or into torpedo boats? The $450,000 
is not covered back into the Treasury. It is to the credit of the 
Navy Department, as the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations [Mr. SAYERS] has shown. Why take money out of 
one pocket and put it into another, and then take it out of the 
second pocket to expend it, instead of using it at once? 

Mr. REED. I will tell youwhy. It is because some evil-dis- 
posed persons will go around and say it has never been taken 
out of the pocket at all. For instance, this bill saysit has never 
been taken out of the pocket, because this bill says it carries 
$25,280,000, when in reality it carries half a million dollars more. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I will suggest to the gentleman that he 
can — these ‘‘evil-disposed persons” by not joining them 
himself. 

Mr. REED. I can not avoid what will be done on the other 
side, which is what I was describing. Of course, I have some 
control of the Democratic party, but not complete. [Laughter 
on the Republican side.] 

Mr. CUMMINGS. You seemed to have it in the Fifty-first 
Congress. 

Mr. REED. It was pretty complete then. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call atten- 
tion to a new clause in the bill, providing for the naturaliza- 
tion of alien sailors and marines. The Secretary recommended 
some provision for the naturalization of aliens enlisted in the 
Navy. Similar provisions for the naturalization of our mer- 
chant seamen and enlisted men in the Army have already be- 
come law, and there certainly should be no discrimination 
against the Navy. There are sailors in the Navy to-day who 
have served twenty years and are not yet American citizens. 
They have had no opportunity to become citizens, although ar- 
dently desirous of becoming citizens. 

Mr. REED. Perhaps the gentleman from New York would 
consent now to suspend until to-morrow. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Ina few minutes. 

Mr. REED. It would oblige us as well as him. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. In addition to the $450,000 diverted for 
three torpedo boats, the bill provides for changing the ap- 
propriation of $200,000 for a submarine boat toward the con- 
struction, armament, and equipment of another torpedo boat— 
four in all. The bill further recommends that — be given 
to the Secretary of the ro transform the Vesuvius into a 
torpedo cruiser, because in his opinion such a transformation 
will add to the efficiency of the vessel for naval purposes. Ifthe 
opinion of the gentleman from Maine is right, we ought to 
either destroy or sell the Vesuvius, and turn the money into the 
Treasury and make another ap) ropriation for a torpedo cruiser. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is, if you could get the money ex- 
pended on her. The trouble is that the money has gone. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I do not understand the gentleman. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Iwill. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is there any appropriation in this bill to build 
another battle ship. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. There is none. 

Mr. PAYNE. Did not the Secretary of the Navy recommend 
that ver seoney 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Ifthe gentieman will allow me, I will get 
to that in a minute. 

Mr. REED. Would you not rather get to it to-morrow? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The Secretary did ask for authority to be- 
gin the construction of one more battle ship during the coming 
a. The report of the committee is very specific in regard to 

t. We recognize the full force of the *s recommen- 
oe a up, as it ~_ by ~ ‘ae aie caeeeen — 
ciation o © purpose of pursu e rated o! 
building up a thorough ani efficient Navy. “But, as I said at 


the beginning, with our expenses exceeding our receipts $9,000,- 
000 a month, we concluded that it would be prudent to stop and 
take breath before going on with new battle ships. The Presi- 

t, and the committee agrees with him. New 
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developments are being made every day in the way of battle 


ae 
r. REED. And always have been. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The French battle ship Magenta is found 
to be useless. The disaster to the Victoria ought to teach us 

rudence; and not long ago a battle ship left Portsmouth, got 
nto the Bay of et and was forced to return to England for 
fear she would founder. She was believed to be top-heavy. 
Taking all of these facts into consideration, with the further 
fact that the Treasury was practically bankrupt, the committee 
thought it a wise policy not to recommend the construction of 
another battle ship at present. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does my colleague overlook the fact we are to 
replenish the Treasury with a tax on sugar and a tax on in- 
comes 

Mr. CUMMINGS. When we abolish the Republican bounty 
on sugar we may get a replenished Treasury. 

Mr. PAYNE. When we puta tariff on it perhaps we will. 

_ Mr. CUMMINGS. The committee practically continues the 
increase in the Navy by authorizing the construction of these 
four torpedo boats. Itis alight butarealincrease. AndI want 
to say now that the committee was as unanimously in favor of 
continuing the policy of building up the Navy as any commit- 
tees that have preceded it. We have made these recommenda- 
tions in view of the financial situation, and for other reasons al- 
ready specified. 

There is another thing to which I desire to call the attention 
of the committee. We have recommended an appropriation of 
$250,000 to restore the Hartford, Admiral Farragut’s flagship. 
She is the only ship we have, aside from the old sailing crafts 
Constellation and Constitution, around which cluster historic 
memories. 

There is also an appropriation of $290,090 to begin the con- 
struction of new engines for the Chicago. The Chicago was the 
first of the ironclad fleet; and by the construction of new engines 
it is gow to give her greater coaling capacity and greater 
speed. Her boilers are nearly worn out, and she is practically 
useless without repairs. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, that is all the new legislation worth 
mentioning carried in the bill. There are no more clerks or 
employés carried on the roll than there were in the bill last 

ear. 
. We have not increased a salary except that of a drum-major. 
We give him, I believe, $30 a year more, because of some deci- 
sion in the Treasury Department which barred him out and put 
him below the level of his associates. 

With this explanation of the bill, Mr. Chairman, I move that 
the committee rise. 

The motion wasagreed to; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee reported that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole, having had under consideration the bill H. R. 
6748, the naval appropriation bill, had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. DAVEY, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absenca 
for ten days, on account of important business. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. SPERRY, by unanimous consent obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House the papers in the case of Samuel 
Coit, Thirty-sixth Congress, no adverse report having been made 
thereon. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 5 
o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered tothe Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. COX, from the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H.R. 5439) for the relief of Richard Hawley & Sons. 
(Report No. 854.) 

A bill (H. R. 2567) for the relief of the sureties of Dennis Mur- 
phy. (Report No. 855.) 

bill (H. R. 1126) making an appropriation for the benefit of 
the estate of William Moss, deceased. (Report No. 856.) 
A bill (H. R. 6698) for the relief of Holmes & Leathers. (Re- 


port No. 857.) 
A bill (H. R. 6959) for the relief of Benjamin F. Poteet. (Re- 
port No. 858.) 


By Mr. WOOMER, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
A bill (H.R. 4686) to correct the military record of Alexander 








1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


A509 





P. Magann, of Battery H, Fourth United States Artillery. 
port No. 859.) : : 
By Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: : 
A bill (S. 578) granting an increase of pension to Wells John- 
son. (Report No. 843.) 


(Re- 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred 
as follows: : 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7004) to establish 
an additional land officein the Territory of Oklahoma, with land 
office at Cloud Chief—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BALDWIN: A bill (H. R. 7005) to provide for the re- 
linquishment by the Turtle Mountain band of the Pembina 
Chippewa Indiaus of their unceded lands, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 7008) to regulate the prac- 
tice in jury trials in the courts of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COVERT: A bill (H. R. 7009) authorizing the estab- 
lishment of a free port at Fort Pond Bay or elsewhere in the 
waters of Long Island, in the State of New York—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 7010) for the relief of Wil- 
liam R. Garner—to the Committee on Miiitary Affairs. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R.7011) to increase the pen- 
sion of Mark S. Clay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOSEPH (by request): A bill(H. R. 7012) granting the 
right of way to the Toltec Canal Company and to aid the irriga- 
tion of the Taos Valley in New Mexico—to the Committee on 
Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. MCNAGNY: A bill (H. R. 7013) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Catharine Richards, of Fort Wayne, Ind.—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (A. R. 7014) for the relief of Eli Rinehart, of Steu- 
ben County, Ind.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H.R. 7015) for the relief of William H. 
Schriver, late of Company G, One hundred and twenty-sixth I1li- 
nois Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 7016) for the 
relief of the estate of Francois Herpin, deceased, late of Ver- 
milion Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7017) for the relief of Joseph D. Broussard, 
Vermilion Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7018) for the relief of the estate of Prosper 
D. Olivier, deceased, late of Iberia Parish, La.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 7019) grant- 
ing a pension to Jane Linn—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were Jaid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Vessel Own- 
ers and Captains’ Association of Philadelphia, Pa., protesting 
— the passage of certain proposed amendments to the ship- 

ng laws—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisher- 

es. 

By Mr. APSLEY: Petition of citizens of Groton, Mass., pray- 
ing for legislation to enable the States to enforce State laws reg- 
ulating the sale of substitutes for dairy products—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Petition of Henry Schall and 31 others 
of Mauston, Wis., for the passage of House bill 4897—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BLAIR: Petition of H. P. Flower and J. W. Broad- 
bent, of East Kingston; Andrew J. Hoyt, of Exeter; Sam L. 
Hudson, of Dover; Charles W. Waldrow, J. A. Bailey, of Goffs- 
town; James Briggs, Charles R. Jones, of Unity; James L. Hol- 
land, of Walpole; George D. Epps, of Francistown: C. F. Blanch- 
ard, of Concord, and John L. Bridgeman, of Hanover, and sev- 
eral hundred more citizens from the above-named places, for the 
establishment of a Government telegraph and telephone serv- 
ice—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. BRICKNER: Petition of members of the Lutheran 
Church of Plymouth, Wis.,and town of Herman, Wis., against 


the proposed amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOWERS of California: Petition of 84 citizens of 
Fowler, Cal., to amend the preamble of the Constitution of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CANNON of California: Petition of citizens of San 
Luis Obispo, Cal., in favor of House bill 5246, to regulate foreign 
immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Papers to accompany bill for the relief 
of Barzillai G. Rainey, of Tunica County, Miss.—to the Commit- 
tec on War Claims. 

By Mr. COOPER of Florida (by request): Three petitions of 
citizens of Florida for Governmentownership and control of the 
telegraph systems—to the Committee on the Post-Ofhce and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COX: Petition of J. C. Eggleston and other citizens of 
Williamson County, Tenn., protesting against discrimination 
against local building association and in favor of national asso- 
ciation—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition and memorial of the Vessel 
Owners and Captains’ Association of Philadelphia, Pa., protest- 
ing against the passage of certain proposed amendments to the 
shipping laws—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota: Protest of St. John’s Evan- 
gelical Lutheran Church, of South Branch, Minn., signed by 
Rev. H. Nitschlse, pastor, and Henry Hickmanand Paul Seig, 
elders, representing 112 members, against any change in the 
preamble to the Constitution of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McETTRICK: Petition of Timothy Swift, of Whit- 
man; John C. Bullard, of Cambridge; John D. Bartlett, of Alston; 
P. H. Marionand Charles A. Meligren, William fF, McDonald, of 
Lynn; Arthur E. Watson, M. A. Carroll, and many others from 
the State of Massachusetts, for the establishment of a Govern- 
ment telegraph and telephone service —to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of George L. Mayburry, of Waltham, Mass., 
and 1,325 others, citizens of Massachusetts, for the establishment 
of a Government telegraph and telephone system—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Noads. 

By Mr. MERCER: Protest of the Modern Woodmen of the 
World, of Omaha, against the income-tax feature of the Wilson 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Protests of the Ohio State University 
and Washington University, against the transfer of the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey to the Navy Department—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Protest of residents of Con- 
necticut against taxing building and loan associations in the in- 
come-tax provision of the Wilson tariff bill—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Paper from Burdett Hassett, of Bon- 
air, and G. F’. Brockway, of Alpha, lowa, against an increase in 
postage on second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of R. J. Hazeldine, of Le Roy, Minn., against 
any increase of postage on periodicals, ete.—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, May 9, 1894, 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, and was interrupted by 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I rise to a question of 
order. There is manifestly not a quorum present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Dubois, McPherson, Ransom, 
Bate, Faulkner, Manderson, Roach, 
Berry, Gallinger, Martin, Sherman 
Blackburn, George, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 
Butler, Gray, Mitchell, Wis. Smith, 
Call, Harris, Palmer, Teller, 
Chandler, Hoar, Pasco, Vest, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Peffer, Washburn, 
Coke, Irby, Perkins, White, 
Daniel, Jarvis, Platt, Wolcott. 
Davis, Jones, Ark. Pugh, 

Dolph, McLaurin, Quay, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 11 o’clock and 8 minutes a. 
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Forty-six Senators have answered to their names. A quorum 
is present, The reading of the Journal will be pr with. 
The Secretury resumed and concluded the sealing of the Jour- 
nal of a gs. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Journal 
stands approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of J. B. Corey, of 
Pennsylvania, praying that a reduction be made in the salaries 
of all public officials, and also that the term of office of the Pres- 
ident of the United States be limited to one term of five years; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce and 
Merchants’ Exchange of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the con- 
tinuanceand improvementof the work of the statistical division 
of the Department of Agriculture; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Colorado Springs, Colo., anda petition of the Manufac- 
turers’ Exchange of Denver, Colo., praying for the early com- 
pletion of the improvement in the harbor of Galveston, Tex.; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Farmers’ Institute, Colo- 
rado State Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Ni Wot, Colo., 
praying for the passage of the so-calied oleomargarine bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Trades and Labor Assem- 
biy of Denver, Colo., remonstra against the ratification of 
So ropes Chinese treaty; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a petition of 29 citizens of Horry 
County, S. C., preying for the establishment of a life-saving sta- 
tion at Little River, in that State; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of 150 citizens of the United 
States, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
introduction of lottery matter within the United States; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial of Brass Workers and 
Polishers’ Local Brotherhood, No. 13, of St. Louis, Mo., ed 
by A. L. Dwyer, secretary, remonstrating against the ratifica- 
ion Ne ~~. proposed Chinese treaty; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciavy, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5860) to amend sec- 
tions 4, 6, and 10 of the act of Febru 9, 1893, entitled ‘‘An act 
to establish a court of appeals for the District of Columbia, and 
for other pu ,” reported it with amendments, and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 237) to pension Mrs, Ann Bradford, mother 
of William K. Bradford, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McPHERSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6321) authorizing certain offi- 
cers of the Navy to administer oaths, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 32) declaring Massa- 
chusetts avenue through the grounds of the Naval Observatory 
a putile street, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. VEST, from the Corimittee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S.1930) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across t issouri River at or near the city of Lexing- 
ton, Mo., reported it with amendments. 


ACCEPTANCE OF DECORATIONS AND MEDALS OF HONOR. 


Mr. GRAY, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1941) te authorize Rear-Admi 
John G. Walker and Surg. Gen. J. Rufus Tryon, of the United 
States Navy, to accept the decorations of the ‘ Busto del Liber- 
tador” of third class from the President of Venezuela, re- 
ported it with améndments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was 
referred, reported a bill (S. 2004) to authorize certain persons to 
receive medals of honor from the Government of Spain; which 
was read twiee by its title. 

Mr. GRAY. lam going to ask the Senate to act upon these 
bills, as they are. vers meritorious, and such as are never ob- 
jected to. is to allow Rear-Admiral Walker and two other 
officers to receive a decoration from the President of Venezuela 
for their humane services to wounded and dying men in thelate 

litieal strife in that country, and the other is to allow thecap- 
fain and crew of n life-saving station on the Virginia coast to re- 
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ceive medais of honor from the Government of Spain for their 
heroic conduct in rescuing the crew of a wrecked Spanish 


8 r. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Delaware asks 
for the present consideration of a bill which will be read for in- 
formation. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 1941) to authorize Rear-Ad- 
miral John G. Walker and Surg. Gen. J. Rufus Tryon, of the 
United States Navy, toaccept the decorations of the ‘' Busto del 
Libertador” of the third class from the President of Venezuela; 
and by unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The amendments of the Committeeon Foreign Relations were, 
in line 3, after the name ‘‘ John G. Walker,” to strike out ‘‘ and,” 
and in line 4, after the name ‘‘ J. Rufus Tryon,” to insert “ and 
Lieut. M. L. Wood,” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Rear-Admiral John G. Walker, Surg. Gen. J. Rufus 
Tryon, and Lieut. M. L. Wood, of the United States Navy, be, and they are 
hereby, authorized to accept from the President of Venezuela the decora- 
tion of the ‘* Busto del Libertador” in acknowledgment of the care and at- 
tention shown to the wounded officers and men of both political parties in 
the vicinity of La Guayra, Venezvcia, during the revolution of 1892. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate .as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and d. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘A bill to authorize 
Rear-Admiral John G. Walker, J. Rufus Tryon, and Lieut. M. 
L. Wood, of the United States Navy, to accept the decorations 
of the ‘‘ Busto del Libertador” of the third class from the Presi- 
dent of Venezuela.” 

Mr. GRAY. I make the same request in reference to the 
second bill. ‘ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Delaware asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 
2004) to authorize certain persons to receive medals of honor 
from the Government of Spain. 

Mr. BERRY. Itseems to me if we are going on with the 
tariff bill a distinction ought not to be made. I have tried for 
two or three days to have a most important bill passed and it 
has been objected to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arkansas 
object to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BERRY. I object to anything except tho tariff bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thereis objection. The introduc- 
ticn of bills and joint resolutions is in order. 

Mr. GRAY. Iask unanimous consent to make a remark to 
the Senator from Arkansas, and I am sure he will appreciate it. 
We have just a bill by unanimous consent to allow a 
rear-admiral of the United States Navy, a lieutenant, and a 
surgeon-general to receive a decoration from the President of 
Venezuela for their meritorious services to certain wounded 
persons. The bill now ask unanimous consent to have con- 
sidered is to aliow the members of a life-saving crew, men who 
took their lives in their hands, men of humble position, and 
rescued the crew of a Spanish steamer under circumstances of 
great difficulty and to receive medals of honor. I do 
not want to make the distinction now. If the Senator had made 
the objection before the first bill was considered I should have 
said nothing. 

Mr. BERRY. By unanimous consent I want to say merely a 
word. The whole country, those who favor the tariff bill and 
those who oppose it, are most. anxious for its final determination. 
The e of the country are go most impatient at the 
delay of the Senate. I donot wish tocriticise or lecture anybody, 
but my standpoint the delay that is going on from day to 
day, the wearyspeechesand never-ending statistics tend to make 
the je le of the United States lose all confidence and all respect 
for te. That is my candid j ent, and I believe it 
to be our solemn duty to set everything aside until the tariff 
bill is finally voted on, when I hope it will be 

Inasmuch as objection was not made to the first bill, I will 
withdraw my objection to the consideration of this particular 
bill, but I shall an objection to the consideration of 
any other bill from whatever source it comes. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That John E. ad J. A. Bougaty, J. of the life-saving 


Vv J. K. iter, W 

BS demgon, f He be Wail GF Carpenter fH Sasth 3 Duinon aed 
R. C. Joynes, members of the life-sa ner ens dean ak 
dices ot tae of honor and diplomas award 
them by SO eS ee Te seeeee 
the crew of the steamship San , Wrecked in the vicinity of 
Cape Charles on 2ist of February, 1892. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 


g 
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There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | service of the United States of America, and arrested and imprisoned while 

Whol to consider the bill peaceably entering upon said Capitol grounds in a quiet and orderly man 
e, proceeded “ ; ner to join others then on said grounds by lawful right: Therefore be it 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, Resolved, That aspecial committee of five Senators shall be appointed by the 

ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, | President of the Senate. no more than twoof whom shall belong to the same 

political party, whose duty ft shall be to investigate and report, with all 








and passed. convenient speed, to the Senate ail the facts and circumstances connected 
REPORT ON BUILDING AND LOAN ASSOCIATIONS. with such arrest and imprisonment, with such recommendation in the prem 
> : > ee x | ises by bill or otherwise as may be necessary to prevent a repetition o! such 
Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, reported the | outrages on the rights of American citizens hereafter. Said committee shall 
. : : * af 2 ani- | have full power to send for persons and papers, summons, swear, and ex 
following a a and it wasconsidered by un | amine witnesses, preserve and report all evidence, perform and do all things 
mous consent, and agreed to: | in the premises such as may be essential to a full, complete, and thorough 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there | investigation of the matter, the expenses of which inve stigation and report 
be printed 40,000. additional copies in cloth binding of the ninth annual re- | 521! be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 
rt of the Commissioner of Labor, relating to building and loan associa- ec a a 5 : id : 
; 8,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 16,000 copies for the use of the Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I desire to modify the m 
ere, and 16,000 copies for distribution by the Depart- | tion by striking out of the last two lines the words 
: BILLS INTRODUCED. | The expenses of which investigation and report shall be paid ont of the 
contingent fund of the Senate. 


Mr. HUNTON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2005) to in- 
crease the pay of letter-carriers; which was read twice by its The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection the resolution 
title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- will be so modified. 

Mr. HARRIS. May I ask the Senator whether it is his pur- 
pose to strike out the preamble as it appeared in print yester 





Roads 
Mr. MANDERSON. LIintroduceabillto amend an act passed 
in 1886, generally known as the oleomargarine act. Iask that | day morning? 
it may be twico read by its title and referred to the Committee | Mr, ALLEN. It is not my purpose tostrike out the preamble. 
Agriculture and Forestry. With the bill I present to be re-| Mr. President, { waited before introducing this resolution 
erred to that committee ashort statement explaining th amend- | nearly one week expecting, of course, that one of the Senators 
ments and the necessity for them. I ask that the statement be | from Ohio, the State from which Mr. Coxey comesand of which 
printed as a document and referred with the bill to the commit- he is a resident, would introduce some kind of a resolution look- 
tee for its consideration. } ’ | ing to an investigation of the transaction occurring on the east 
The bill (S. 2006) to amend ‘‘ An act defining butter, also im- | side of the Capitol on the Ist day of this month. 
posing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, impor-| Mr.SHERMAN. I can not hear the Senator from Nebraska. 
tation, and exportation of oleomargarine,” passed August 2,/ The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate will be in order. 
1886, was read twice by its title. : ; : Mr. ALLEN. I said that I had waited patiently for nearly 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred, with the | one week after this outrage had been committed upon the Capi- 
accompanying paper, to the Committee on Agriculture and For- | tol grounds expecting in the mean time that the senior Senator 
estry, and the accompanying paper will be printed as a docu- | from Ohio{Mr. SHERMAN], who represents that State, the State 





ment. a as : 2 from which Mr. Coxey and a majority of his followers come, 
Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I introduce a bill to amend | would introduce a resolution looking toward an investigation of 
gection 4829 of the United States Revised Statutes. this outrage, the taking of testimony and the presentation of 


Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator who introduces the bill will | the facts to the Senate. 
not think it officious if I express a desire that the title of the Mr. Coxey, as I have been informed, is a resident of the Con- 
bill shall be so aliered as to show the subject to which it re-| cressional district in the State of Ohio formerly represented in 
lates. It gives no information to the public whatever to intro- | the other branch ef Congress by the present governor of that 
duce a bill the title of which merely states that it is a bill to| State. I supposed of course that a scene such as took place on 
repeal a certain section of the Revised Statutes. I suggestthat | the Capitol grounds on the Ist day of this month, in the pres- 
the Senator have the title amended by the clerks at the desk. ence of fully 5,000 people, would promptly investigated by 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. Very well. : ‘ Congress on the motion of the senior Senator from Ohio, with- 

The bill (S. 2007) to amend section 4529 of the United States | out any delay, and that that Senator, who has so long repre- 
Revised Statutes concerning surgeons, assistant surgeons, and | sented the State of Ohio, would be moved by his known human 
other medical officers of the National Home for Disabled Volun- | impulses to introduce a resolution or take some steps looking to 
teer Soldiers, was read twice by its title, and referred to the | a thorough investigation of this matter in consequence of Mr. 
Committee on Military Affairs. . ; Coxey being one of his constituents. 

Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 2008) to authorize and/ But nothing has been done thus far, and therefore I deem it 
direct the Auditor for the Post-Office Department to credit the ac- my duty, although it is not a pleasant one by any means, to in- 
count of George H. Tice, postmaster at Perth Amboy, N.J., for | troduce and urge the passage of this resolution for the purpose 
postage stamps and money-order funds stolen from his offico; | of having a thorough and complete investigation of the remark- 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee | able and tragie scene that took place on the east side of this 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. Capitol on the ist day of this month. 

PERSONNEL OF THE NAVY. I never knew of the existence of such a manas Jacob S. Coxey 


. F p til I heard his nz od i acti ri C 
Mr. BUTLER submitted the following resolution; which was pen ome nen eeaaioeiae ; He is aaoamiaiotes Shem sae 


Resolved ,That the joint subcommittee of the Committees on Naval Affairs 
of the two Houses on the personnel of the Navy be authorized to have 
printed in the usual number so much as they may deem necessary of the 
evidence taken and other information obtained by them, or through the 
Navy Department, in relation to the personnel of the Navy, and also any 


or conversed with until Friday of last week, when I was sent for 
to be consulted in the matter of his arrest and prosecution in 
this city. 

Mr. President, it is a matter of entire indifference to me who 
this man is or what his station in life may bo if he is a peaceable 
and iaw-abiding American citizen. All i desire to know so far 
as I am concerned is that he is an American citizen, that his mis- 
sion to the capital of this nation is a lawful and peaceable mis- 
sion, and that his rights have been invaded by those in author- 
ity here, to induce me to move in this matter and introduce a 
resolution or take some other steps essential to a thorough and 
complete investigation of the transaction. 

Mr. Coxey came here, a5 I am informed by the press, if that 
uncertain quantity in our present civilization can be relied upon, 
for the purpose of exercising the constitutional rightof petition- 
ing this branch of Congress for the redress of what he regards 
as a grievance of himself and many millionsof American citizens 
in common with him. 

That Ne came here inspired by an honest purpose I do not 
doubt. I isve taken occasion to say at least four different times 
in the Senate ana twice for publication out of the Senate, that 
with the purpose of Mr. Coxey's movement to induce Congress 
to appropriate money for the construction of roads in the differ- 
ent States I have not and never have had the s!ightest sympathy. 
I do not believe that it is wise for this Government to appro- 


report or reports which said committee may make on the subject, not toex- 
ceed 1,200 octavo pages. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TowLss, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Honse had passed 
a bill (H. R. 6770) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 

in behalf of the United States, deeds of land with the 
uid Land Company of Maine, in settlement of a disputed 
of the Pemaquid Point (Maine) lightstation; in which 
{t requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ARREST AND IMPRISONMENT OF J. S. COXEY AND OTHERS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
resolution of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], com- 
over from a previous day. 

Secretary read the resolution, submitted by Mr. ALLEN 
on the 7th instant, as follows: 


‘Whereas Jacob S. Coxey, a citizen of the State of Ohio; Carl Browne, 2 
of the State of and ©. C. Jones, a citizen of the State of 


referred to the Committee on Printing: had any connection directly or indirectly and whom I never saw 
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riute money for the construction of highways in the different 
Btates. That portion of Mr, Coxey’s mission finds no sympathy 
with me. 

I have to deal with him, however, and the unfortunate and 
perhaps misguided men who have accompanied him, simply in 
the light of American citizens coming to the capital of their 
nation for the purpose of peaceably petitioning Congress for a 
redress of their grievences, real or imaginary, and I propose to 
show before I have taken my seat that purpose from the words 
used by this man in an address which the police refused to per- 
mit him to read upon the Capitol steps, and which was in his 

ssession when violent hands were laid upon him and he was 

astened in a summary manner from the Capitol grounds. I 
have his address as prepared at that time for publication and to 
be read from the Capitol steps. It is as follows: 


The Constitution of the United States guarantees to all citizens the right 
to peaceably assemble and petition for redress of grievances, and further- 
more declares that the right of free speech shall not be abridged. 

We stand here to-day to test these guaranties of our Constitution. We 
choose this place of necomasage because it is the property of the people, and 
if it be true that the right of the ple to acefully assemble upon their 
own premises and utter their petitions has mn abridged by the passage of 
laws in direct violation of the Constitution, we are here to draw the eyes of 
the entire nation to this shamefulfact. Here rather than at any other spot 
“on the continent it is fitting that we should come to mourn over our dead 
liberties and by our protest arouse the imperiled nationto such action as 
shall rescue the Constitution and resurrect our liberties. 

Upon these steps where we stand has been spread a carpet for the royal 
feet ofa noe —. the cost of whose lavish entertainment was taken 
from the public Treasury without the consent or the my ty of the people. 
Up these steps the lobbyists of trusts and corporations have passed unchal- 
lenged on their way to committee rooms, access to which we, the represent- 
atives of the toiling wealth-producers, have been denied. e stand here 
to-day in behalf of millions of tollers whose petitions have been buried in 
committes rooms, whose prayers have been Seoepenmee to, and whose op- 
portunities for honest, remunerative, productive labor have been taken from 
them by unjust legislation, which protects idlers, speculators, and gam- 
blers: we come to remind the Congress here assembled of the declaration 
ofa United States Senator, ‘that for.a quarter of :a century the rich have 
been growingricher, the poor poorer, and that by the close of the present 
century the middle class will have disappeared as the struggle for existence 
becomes flerce and relentless.” 

We stand here to remind Congress of its goonies of returning pees 
should the Sherman act be repealed. Westand hereto declare by our marc 
of over 400 miles through difficultiss and distress, a march unstained by even 
the slightest act which would bring the blush of shame to any, that we are 
law-abiding citizens, and as men our actions speak louder than words. We 
are here to petition tor legislation which will furnish employment for every 
man able and willing to work; for 1 ation which at Sevens 
oy and emancipate our beloved country from financial dage to 

he descendants of King George. We have come tothe only source which is 
competent to aid the people in their day of dire distress. e are here to tell 
our resentatives, who hold their seats by grace of our ballots, that the 
struggle for existence has become too flerce and relentless. Wecome and 
throw up our defenseless hands, and say, help, or we and our loved ones 
must perish. We are e in a bitter and cruel war with the enemies of 
all mankind—a war with hunger, wretchedness, and despair, and we ask 
Congress to heed our petitions and issue for the nation’s a sufficient 
volume of the same kind of money which carried the country through one 
awful war and saved the life of the nation. 

In the name of justice, through whose im) administration only the 
present civilization can be maintained an tuated, by the powers of 
the Constitution of our mg b, -- which the liberties of the people must 
depend, and in the name of the commonweal of Christ, whose represent- 
atives we are, we enter a most solemn and earnest protest t this un- 
necessary and cruel usurpation and 7 , and enforced subjugation 
of the rights and privileges of American citizenship. We have assembled 
here in violation of no just laws to enjoy the ava of every American 
citizen. We are now under the shadow of the Capitol of this t nation, 
and in the presence of our national legislators are refused thatdearly bought 
petvieer and by force of arbi power prevented from carrying out the 

esire of our hearts which is pl y granted under the great magna-charta 
of our national liberties. 

We have come here through toil and weary marches, through storms and 
tempests, over mountains, and amid the trials of poverty and distress, to 
lay our grievances at the doors of our National lature and ask them in 
the nam? of Him wnose banners we bear, in the name of Him who plead for 
the poor and the oppressed, that they should heed the voice of des 
distress that is now com up from every section of our country, — 
should consider the conditions of the starving unemployed of our land, an 
enact such laws as will give them employment, bring happier conditions to 
the people, and the smile of contentment to our citizens. 

Coming as we do with peace and good will to men, we shall submit to these 
laws eatest as they are, and obey this mandate of authority of ht 
which overrides an outrages the law of t. In doing so, we a to 
every peace-lo citizen, every liberty-lo man or woman, ¢ one in 
whose breast the fires of patriotism and love of country have not out, 
to assist us in our efforts toward better laws and general SOxEY 

, 


¢ 3 
Commander of the Commonweal of Christ. 


4 DANIEL. Will my friend allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. I ask him if he is not counsel for Mr. Coxey? 

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir; I am not. 

Mr. DANIEL. Has not Mr. Coxey full legal remedies for any 
wrong which may have been inflicted upon him? Has he nota 
vemelr in the courts of this District? 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from Virginia will not un- 
dertake todivert me from the course of argument I have marked 
out. 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not wish to divert the Senator, but I want 
to judge of the propriety of the Senate taking action in this 
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case. If the man has been wronged he ought to have aremedy 
and I wanted to know if there were not remedies already prot 
vided, If they are not pe they oughttobe. I am merely 
seeking information. If anybody has beaten this man, has he 
not a right to an action for damages personally, and a right to 
have whoever assaulted him arrested and tried before the po- 
lice court and to have him indicted? 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Virginia evidently does not 
comprehend ere I hope, however, to be able to make 
it clear to him beforeI get through. The implication contained 
in the Senator’s question that I am counsel for Mr. Coxey is not 
true. I have never been his counsel. The assertions that have 
been made heretofore within the last ten days in this Chamber, 
in the discussion upon a similar resolution I had the honor to 
introduce, that I was either Mr. Coxey’s counsel or in some wa 
in communication with him, or that I was sympathizing wit 
him distinctively more than any other American citizen whose 
rights have been invaded, are also untrue. 

I was called inconsultation with two eminent gentlemen of this 
nation—Mr. HUDSON, a Representative in Congress from Kan- 
sas, and Mr. PENCE, a Representative in Congress also, from Col- 
orado, upon the rights of this man. 

I did go into the police court of this city to defend his rights, 
and I want to say to the Senator from Virginia, whose kindness 
of heart [ thoroughly recognize, that I make it a rule of my life 
to go wherever I think my duty requires me to go, regardless of 
whom it may please or displease. 

I did go into the police Gourt of this city to argue the uncon- 
stitutionality of the act of 1882, which I propose to argue here 
and now. That is the full extent of my connection with Mr. 
Coxey and his cause. 

But, Mr. President, the rough hand that was laid upon Mr. 
Coxey was laid upon the rights of seventy millions of American 
citizens. It is not the right of Coxeyalone, but the right of the 
American people that I stand and speak for at this time. 

The police club that was aimed at the devoted head of this 
man and his followers was at the same timeaimed at the head of 
every man in this country who may see proper to raise his voice 
in defense of his constitutional rights; it was a blow at freé 
speech, at the right of free constitutional assemblage, that is 
granted to every citizen of the United States by the Constitu- 
tion of this nation, and it is these rights rather than the humble 
individual Mr. Coxey for which I stand to plead to-day. 

Ihave been induced to read this petition, Mr. President, for 
the purpose of showing conclusively that the mission of Mr. 
Coxey to this capital was a peaceable and lawful mission, and 
not by the show of physical force, or by threatening or coercion, 
to induce this great body to comply with his wishes; not for the 
purpose of threatening any department or branch of the Gov- 
ernment, but that he came here for the purpose, as he hada 
right to Gome upon these Capitol grounds, to present his peti- 
tion to the Government, or any branch of it he might deem 
proper, for a redress of his grievances, realor imaginary. And 
when the Capitol police force or the metropolitan police force 
of the District of Columbia were moved to lay violent hands upon 
him or any of his followers who were not violating the funda- 
mental law of the nation, they became the aggressors, and in 
answer tothe Senator from Virginia I say that Coxey has aright 
under the laws of this country, to maintain an action of trespass 
for the injuries done to him. 

Whether under the peculiar circumstances existing in this 
District Coxey would be able to recover or not is entirely an- 
other question, upon which I prefer to express no opinion. 

No Senator has thus far undertaken to deny the correctness of 
the rules of law laid down in the resolution [ had the honor to 
introduce upon this subject a few daysago. The amiable Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], in discussing the question the 
other day, assumed erroneously that I approved of the lawless- 
ness then existing along the line of the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road, and upon that false assumption he was led into a denuncia- 
tion of ——_ a denunciation of lawlessness notwithstanding 
the fact that I had told him repeatedly in the Senate, and I re- 

t it , that there is not a Senator in this Chamber wha 
oves the laws and Constitution of his country more thoroughl 
thanIlovethem. Noone wants more thanI want to see ont 
order exist in this country from the Atlantic to the Pacific Ocean, 
from one end of the nation to the other. But notwithstanding 
that, sir, there was a singular unanimity between certain Re- 

ublican and Democratic Senators in this Chamber in denounc- 
Ing me, in denouncing Mr. Coxey and his followers, and every- 
thing and everybody connected with the protest that his and 
their one should be preserved. 

Mr. ent, important as the tariff question is and as I be- 
lieve it to be, it is a mere atom floating upon the ambient air as 
compared with the constitutional right of American citizens to 
peacefully assemble and peacefully speak their minds with 
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reference to the public policy of the nation and to peacefully 
petition any branch of the Government for a redress of their 
grievances. ‘ 

The transaction that took place on these Capitol grounds on 
the first day of this month was a scene worthy to take place in 
St. Petersburg or in the capital of any Eastern monarchy, but 
was entirely out of place in an orderly, civilized Republic like 
ours. 

What did these men do that they deserve punishmentor criti- 
cism? I stood upon the east steps of the Senate wing of the 
Capitol that day, where I could observe a portion of the pro- 
ceedings that were then going on. 

What did these men do? It may be said that they violated 
the law. Sir, they marched up one of the principal streets of 


_ this city and halted outside of the Capitol grounds, while Coxey 


and Browne, and a Jones, came upon the Capitol grounds, 
where 5,000 people of this city had assembled at that precise 
moment. They did not come armed; they were not backed or 
followed by a mob; they were not re®nforced by a military or 
police force, nor did they make any show of force. They came 
simply as law-abiding and peaceable, but perhaps misguided, 
citizens would come for a lawful purpose. 

When Mr. Coxey got up to the middle steps of the east side of 
the Capitol building he was told in a pour manner that 
he could not even read his petition; that he could, in fact, do 
nothing, and the police force took him bodily and forced him 
from the grounds of the Capitol. ; 

Not only this, sir, but when the misguided man who was with 
him, Browne, unarmed and alone came upon these Capitol 
grounds with a little bannerabout 3 inches long by 2 inches wide, 
misguided as he may have been and with a misconception of 
the work he would be able to accomplish, he was met with a 
mounted police force who used the baton, or more properly 
knownas the policeman’'s billy, and was beaten down and carried 
off the grounds by this force. 

There was not the slightest resistance upon his part. He was 
unarmed; he was not accompanied by men who made any show 
of force. He came upon the grounds unguarded and alone, and 
he was met witha brutal force that had no jurisdiction whatever 
on these grounds, called the Metropolitan police, who were then 
unlawfully on the grounds, and _ he was beaten with the police- 
man’s club and carried off and locked up in a dungeon in the 
police court of this city. 

We have—— 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLEN. I decline to be interrupted. 

Mr. HOAR. All right. 

Mr. ALLEN. Why were American citizens thus treated? 
What had they done? What had they said? What had they 
attempted to do in violation of the laws of this country? Noth- 
ing. There was no menace, no threat, no attempt of violence on 
their part. 

In 1882 Congress passed an act to regulate the use of the Cap- 
itol grounds, being chapter 258, volume I of the Supplement to 
the Revised Statutes. I will read it: 

Whereas the Capitol grounds have been formed to subserve the quiet and 
dignity of the Capitol of the United States, and to prevent the occurrence 
near it of such disturbances as are incident to the ordinary use of public 


streets and places: Therefore the following statute for the regulation of the 
public use of said grounds is hereby enacted: 


This preamble is itself a falsehood, as is well known to every 
man who is in the slightest degree familiar with these Capitol 
grounds. 

There are at this moment eight distinct ~~ s leading 
across the Capitol grounds that are daily and hourly used by 
citizens and by teams. There are as many more ways for foot 
travelers which are in constant use, and these highways all con- 
verge on the Capitol building and are designed for the indis- 
criminate use of people having business here. 

The man who drew that statute, whoever he may have been, 
and drew this preamble and introduced the bill into Congress 
knew, or must have known, if he had inquired, that the pream- 
ble is untruthful. 

The grounds are the daily and nightly scenes of teams and 

rsons ing over them. There are eight distinct highways 
desi ned for teams and public processions that I can now call to 
mind and as many more distinct ways for foot travelers, and the 
Capitol grounds are designed for all classes of people passing to 
and from the Capitol and in any manner having business in this 
oe 

It is then provided: 

Be it enacted, etc., That public travel in and be gv of the Capitol 


grounds shall be restricted to the roads, walks, and places prepared for the 
purpose by , paving, or otherwise. 


A perfectly appropriate provision. 
XX VI——283 
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SEc, 2. That it is forbidden to occupy the roads in such manner as to ob- 
struct or hinder their proper use, to drive violently upon them, or with 
animals not under perfect control, or to use them for the conveyance of goods 
or merchandise, except to or from the Capitol on Government service. 

Ske, 3. That it is forbidden to offer or expose any article for sale; to dis- 
play any sign, placard, or other form of advertisement; to solicit fares, 
alms, subscriptions, or contributions. 

SEc. 4. That it isforbidden to step or climb upon, remove, or in any way 
— any statue, seat, wall, or other erection, or any tree, shrub, plant, or 

rf. 

SEo. 5. That it is forbidden to discharge any firearm, firework, or explo- 
sive, set fire to any combustible, make any hirangue or oration, or utter 
loud, threatening, or abusive language. 

Skc. 6. That it is forbidden to parade, stand, or move in processions or as- 
semblages, or display any flag, banner, or device designed or adapted to 
bring into public notice any party, organization, or movement 5 

SxEc. 7. That offenses against this act shall be triable before the police 
court of the District of Columbia, and shall be punishable by fine or impris- 
onment, or both, at the discretion of the judge of said court; the fine not to 
exceed $100, the imprisonment not to exceed sixty days. But in the case of 
heinous offenses by reason of which public property shall have suffered 
damage to an amount exceeding $100 in value, sald rd A of the police court 
may commit or hold @ bail the offender for trial before the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia, when the offense shall be punishable by impris- 
onment in the penitentiary for a period of not less than six months nor more 
than five years. 

Sec. 8. That it shall be the duty of all policemen and watchmen having 
authority to make arrests in the District of Columbia to be watchful for of- 
fenses against this act, and to arrest and bring before the proper tribunal 
those who shall offend against it under their observation, orof whose offen 
80s they shall be advised by witnesses. 

Sec. 9. That it shall be the duty of all persons employed in the service of 
the Government in the Capitol or on its grounds to prevent, as far as may 
be in their power, offenses against this act, and to aid the police, by infor- 
mation or otherwise, in securing the arrest and conviction of offenders. 

Sec. 10. That in order to admit of the due observance within the Capitol 
grounds of occasions of national interest becoming the cognizance and en- 
tertainment of Congress, the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, acting concurrently, are hereby authorized to 
suspend for such proper occasions so much of the above prohibitions as 
would prevent the use of the roads and walks of the said grounds by pro- 
cessions or assemblages, and the use upon them of suitable decorations, 
music, addresses, and ceremonies: Provided, That responsible officers shall 
have been peg comers rs and arrangements determined, adequate, in the judg- 
ment of said President of the Senate and Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, for the maintenance of suitable order and decorum in the pro- 
ceedings, and for guarding the Capitol and its grounds from injury. 

Sura. 11. That in the absence from Washington of either of the officers des- 
ignated in the last section the authority therein given to suspend certain 

rohibitions of this act shall devolve upon the other, and in the absence 

— Washington of both it shall devolve upon the Capitol police commis- 
sion. 


Mr. President, this is the entire statute, preamble and all, 
under which it is claimed the authority exists for the conduct 
of the police force for dealing with this man and his followers 
on the Ist day of May. 

This statute contains the entire authority of the police force 
of this city to arrest and prosecute Mr. Coxey or any other man. 

Now, what was Coxey prosecuted for? When he was arrested 
the records of the court will show that he was arrested for dis- 
turbing the public peace; that was the charge made against him: 
that was the charge upon which the police arrested him—the 
charge that he disturbed the public peace and violated the pro- 
visions of this statute. 

Yet when the officers who arrested him took him before the 
court — understood quite well that he could not be held and 
successfully prosecuted on that charge, and the prosecuting at- 
torney of the District, who has prosecuted himand his followers 
with unbecoming bloodthirstiness, entirely changed the charge. 

I have here in my possession the information that was filed 
against him and upon which Coxey, Browne, and Jones were 
prosecuted and I will read it in its entirety so that the Ameri- 
can people may understand the trivial nature of the charge. 


In the police court of the District of Columbia, April term, A. D. 18)4, 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 88: 


Arthur A. Birney, esq., attorney of the United States in and for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, who, for the said United States, prosecutes in this be- 
half, by Alexander R. Mullowny, esq., one of his assistants, comes here into 
court, at the District aforesaid, on the 4th day of May, in the year of our 
Lord 1804, in this said term and tor the said United States, gives the court 
here to understand and be informed on the oath of one Jeremiah J. Murphy, 
made on the 4th day May in the year last aforesaid, at the District afore- 
said, before the said Alexander R. Mullowny, esq., one of the assistants to 
the said attorney of the United States as aforesaid, that one Jacob S. Coxey, 
one Carl Brown, and one Christopher C. Jones, all late of the District afore- 
said, on the Ist day of May, in the year of our Lord 1894, with force and arms 
at the District aforesaid, and within the jurisdiction of this court did then 
and there unlawfully enter upon the grounds of the United States Capitol, 
and did then and there display a certain flag and banner designed and 
adapted to bring into public notice a certain organization and movement 
known and described as to wit: ‘‘ J.S. Coxey’s Good Road Association of the 
United States and Commonweal of Christ,’’ against the form of the statute 
in such case made and provided, and against the peace and Government of 
the United States of America. 

Whereupon the said attorney of the United States, who, in this behalf, 
—— for the said United States in manner and form as aforesaid, prays 

he consideration of the court here in the premises, and that due proceed- 
ings may be had against the said Jacob S. Coxey, said Carl Brown, and said 
Christopher C. Jones in this behalf, tomake them answer to the said United 
States touching and concerning the premises aforesaid. 
. ARTHUR A. BIRNEY, 
Attorney of the United States in and for the District of Columbia, 
By ALEXANDER R. MULLOWNY, 
His said Assistant. 
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The second count of the information is in the following lan- 


age: 
eung SECOND COUNT. 


And said Arthur A, Birney, esq., attorney of the United States in and for 
the District of Columbia, who, for the said United States, ee a gmne in this 
behalf, by Alexander R, Mullowny, esq., one of his assistants, comes here 
into court, at the District aforesaid, on the 4th day ot May, in the year of 
our Lord 1804, in this said term and for the said ted States, 
court here to further understand and be further informed on the oath of said 
Jeremiah J. Murphy, made on the 4th day of May in the year last aforesaid, 
at the District aforesaid, beforethe said Alexander R. Muilowny, esq., one of 
the assistants to the said attorney of the United States as aforesaid, that 
said Jacob 8. Coxey, said Carl Brown, and said Christopher C. Jones, all 
late of the District aforesaid, on the Ist day of May, in the year of our Lord 
1834, with force ani arms at the District aforesaid, and within the jurisdic- 
tion of this court did then and there unlawfully enter the grounds of the 
United States Capitol, and did then and there step upon certain plants, 
abrubs, and turf then and there being and growing, a t the form of the 
statute in such case made and provided, and against the peace and Govern- 
tnent of the United States of America. 

Whereupon the said attorney of the United States who, in this behalf, 
prosecutes for the said Uni States in manner and form as aforesaid, 
prays the consideration of the court here in the premises, and that due pro- 
eoltn may be had the said Jacob S. Coxey, said Carl Brown, and 
said Christopher ©. Jones in this behalf, to make them answer to the said 
United States touching and concerning the . 


R IRNEY, 
Attorney of the United States in and for the District of Columbia. 
By ALEXANDER & BUN ny. 
8 8a 


ni ves the 


This instrument contains two distinct charges that were made 
in the court in this city against Coxey, the one that he went 
upon the Capitol grounds with his little flag or banner in viola- 

ov of the law which I have read, and the other, that his vulgar 
feet trod upon the sacred turf of the national Oapitol grounds 
without the permission of some distinguished blue-coated and 
brass-buttoned policeman. 

The feet of an American citizen who does not live in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia are looked upon as so vulgar that 88 
prohibits a citizen from placing them upon the turf of the Capi- 
tol grounds, 

Coxey was arrested and carried before the police court of this 
city, properly so named, on these two ar trivial and 
false charges—charges that were made and used as a mere sub- 
terfuge or excuse for his arrest and prosecution; but there is 
not a Senator in this Chamber, there is not an intelligent and 
loyal American [rom the Atlantic to the Pacific Ocean or from 
Canada to the Gulf of Mexico who does not know full well that 
the real charge made against this man was his attempt to exer- 
cise his Constitutional right of bly assembling upon the 
Capitol ca of his nation and petitioning Congress for a re- 
dress o? his grievances. 

That was and is the real charge against him, however much 
those in authority may undertake to disguise it. He had the 
temerity to come here with some of his followers, deluded, per- 
haps, into the belief that they could induce Congress. to do 
something to relieve the distressed condition of the country, and 
step upon the Capitol grounds of this great nation and read an 
address to his fellow-citizens designed as a petition for a redress 
of his grievances, aud while he was arrested u these two 
trivial charges, upon which nocitizenof the United States should 
be arrested, and was carried before the ce court here and 
convicted, as every man knew he would whether guilty or 
innocent, the people will not be misled as to the real animus of 
the prosecution. 

No man is this country is to be misled or deceived into the be- 
lief that he was in good faith prosecuted on these charges, nor 
will any man doubt that the real offense for which he was con- 
victed was an attempt on his part to exercise his constitutional 
“ine of assembling, speaking, and presenting to Congress a pe- 
tition for a redress of grievances. 

The officer who put his hands on this man on the Capitol 
grounds, and the officer who used the policeman’s billy or club 
to strike down one of his followers, gavo a sa , wicked, and 
vicious blow to two undoubted constitutional rig ts of American 
citizens, and it was done for the purpose of stifling the cries of 
hunger and distress. 

Mr. President, the statute upon which this flimsy prosecution 
was predicated, the statute upon which this tra in the nature 
of a prosecution for tramp — the turf of the Capitol 
— 3 was and is in direct violation of the Constitution of this 


nation. 
It is vulnerable to two objections upon constitutional grounds 
that no intel t and cotee.caended 208 S08 GON Se SOST 
in the fst place ft undertacs to to the Vice-Presi- 
dent and the Speaker of the House of tatives certain 
ative power that is vested by the Constitution in Congress, 
read from Article I, section 1, of the Constitution: 

nlcaSES SRE cat SST hata Ra Wt a ogee 
By section 10 of the act which I have read the entire and ex- 
clusive legislative power which is by the Constitution vested in 
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the Senate and House of Representatives, is conferred upon you, 
sir, and upon the Speaker of the House, when neither of you 
possess the slightest legislative power and can exercise no 
power of that nature whatever. 

The power to legislate is the power to enact, repeal, cancel, 
and suspend a law. The power to suspend, cancel, and repeal a 
law; the power to change the par of the Government with 
reference to any subject of legislation under the Constitution is 
vested in the Senateand House of Representatives, to be chosen 
by the people, and under an unbroken line of authority, in this 
country at least, an act of Congress or an act of a legislative 
body which undertakes to delegate legislative power and confer 
it upon an individual or officer not vested with the legislative 
power, which undertakes to delegate the legislative power to 
some other branch of the Government, is in violation of the 
Constitution and openly and flagrantly void. 

But this act does not stop at this point. If, Mr. President, 
you should happen to be absent from the city, the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives has the power under this act, to 
suspend or cancel it at his own volition. You and he act con- 
currently, if you are both here. If he is absent, the power is 
conferred upon you to suspend the act, and yet the Constitution 
of this country declares specifically and in unmistakable terms 
that you are not even a part or parcel of the legislative branch 
of the Government. You are not even a part of it and can cast 
no vote, except when there is a tic in the Senate. You are pos- 
sessed of and can exercise no legislative power. By your office 
you are merely the president of this body. 

Now, Congress, in violation of the Constitution, has conferred 
upon you the plenary power to repeal, suspend, and cancel this 
law in its entirety at your pleasure, and when the Speaker and 
yourself are both absent from the city, this power is conferred 
on the Capitol police commission. 

The act says: 

That in the absence from Washington of either of the officers designated 
in the last section the authority therein given to suspend certain prohibi- 
tions of this act shall devolve upon the other, and in the absence from 
Washington of both it shall devolve upon the Capitol police commission. 

Then the power of legislation is also conferred upon the Capi- 

lice commission. 

r. President, I defy any Senator in this Chamber to point 
out to me one desision of any court of the United States or any 
decision of any court of last resort in any State of this Unica, 
that speaks upon thesubject at all, that does not hold inexpress 
and emphatic terms that such le islation as the act in question 
is absolutely void, on the ground that it attempts to Toegate 
ea power. The authorities are unbroken upon this ques- 


on. 

It may be said that this objection would go only to the two 
sections which confer —. power upon the Vice-Presi- 
dent and the Speaker of House of Representatives and the 
we police commission under certain circumstances. 

these two sections could be isolated or taken from the body 

of the act without doing violence to the act in its entirety , doubt- 

less this contention would be correct. But this section confers 

apes you and the Speaker of the: House of Representatives, and 

© Capitol police commission in your absence, the oy to 

repeal, and cancel every part of the act and to nullify 
every one of its provisions. 

Mr. President, this act is unconstitutional upon another and 
still more serious ground, and one that no man, however gifted 
he a be able to successfully contradict. 

On the 25th day of September, 1789, the first amendment to 
the Constitution was adopted. It is as follows: 


Coibicing thet make no law an establishment of religion or 
Pf the aa arden right of che Y Npenceat on bl cana ton ith o_ 

or ie assembie on 
the Government for a redress aioe - 


The act under consideration is in direct violation of the lan- 
guage, spirit, and pu of that portion of this amendment to 
e Constitution vhich hibits eee from an 
law that abridges the right of the people to assemble and peti- 

tion the Government for redress of their grievances. 

It has been said in this Chamber, perhaps more by indirection 
and by inference than by unmistakable words, that the power 
of Congress to prohibit peaceable assemblage upon the Cap- 
acre s is _ unquestioned and unquestionable police regu- 

In the year 910 the right of petition was first formally estab- 
lished in the framework of the English Government by Edward 
I, the power and the right of the lish subject to go to the 

wn in — to prefer his petition. 

It was eS een to go to the seat of 
government and present their petitions in person to the Crown 
and to make known their grievances. far ee who is in the 
slightest degree familiar with the legal history of England knows 
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trine of the right of petition. 

It was the custom of the ancient Crown to hear a person pre- 
senting a petition to him for a redress of grievances personally. 
For many centuries that was the custom, and it was the law of 
the English Government. Eventually, however, the petitions 
became so numerous and of such a complicated character that 
the King, instead of examining them and rendering justice in 
person, designated his chief scribe, who subsequently became 
known in history as the chancellor, as the person to whom peti- 
tions of this character should be preferred and at whose hands 
all English subjects with grievances should receive redress. 

Afterwards as the Parliament became developed into two reg- 
ular and distinct houses, the right of petition was transferred 
and passed over from the Crown to the Parliament—the House 
of Lords and the Commons—where petitions were preferred in 
person by any such subjects. 

There has never been a time from the year 910 to the present 
moment in the history of the English nation, with some rare and 
temporary exceptions, that the right of the English subject to 
go to his Government and prefer a petition did not exist. 

There were times, it is true, in the early history of that Gov- 
ernment, when, in the complicated condition of its public af- 
fairs and during the wars with the barons, that the right of pe- 
tition was practically denied for a time, but it was rescued and 
reéstablished in the Magna Charta. 

The right of the English subject to go to the Crown and pre- 
fer his petition in person formed one of the principle features of 
the Magna Charta. In has been tke law for centuries and it is 
the undoubted and established law to-day. 

Sir, not only is this true, but when this country was settled by 
English subjects it was the custom of the colonists to appeal in 

rson to the representatives of the English Crown for a re- 
oe of their grievances. 

Whoever is familiar with the history of our colonial period 
knows the correctness of this statement. It was the denial of 
this right, among others, that called forth the Declaration of In- 
dependence and hastened the separation of the colonies from the 
parent government. 

It is distinctly asserted and declared in that immortal iastru- 
ment that the Crown had denied the people the right of petition, 
and that formed one of the grounds of their grievance against 
the English monarchy. 

It was the right in this country, until April 27, 1798, of the 
American citizen not only to petition Congress in person, but to 
walk in on the floor of the Senate Chamber and prefer his peti- 
tion. 

He invaded the Senate Chamber up to that date as a matter of 
right; he invaded the House of Representatives as a matter of 
right to prefer his petition in person according to the English 
custom and according to his ancient rights. 

On that date, however, the first order was adopted in this body 
prohibiting the invasion of the Senate Chamber itself by peti- 
tioners. I will read it: 


APRIL 27, 1798. 
On motion by Mr. Marshall, 
Resolved, That no motion shall be deemed in order to admit any person or 
persons whatever within the doors of the Senate Chamber to present any 
petition, memorial, or address, or to hear any such read# 


Up to that time it had been the right of our Colonial ances- 
tors to visit their legislative bodiesinperson. It had been their 
right to petition their Congress in person and to walk into the 
eugostive Halls of Congress to do so. 

he country, however, had grown to such gigantic propor- 
tions and the public business had become of such an important 
and complicated nature that it was found inconvenient and an 
obstruction to the transaction of the public business to permit 
persons to come into the Senate Chamber itself to prefer their 
titions, and therefore they were prohibited by this order 
rom doing so; but there never was a time until that date when 
a Sete denied this privilege. 

There has never been a time in the history of this country 
when the right of American citizens to come upon the Capitol 
— for that purpose was denied until the ist day of May, 


Sir, this is in brief the history of the right of petition as it 
existed under the Ragin law, and as it exists in this country 
atthisday. It was the denial of this right by certain repre- 
sentatives of the English Crown in our colonial days that called 
forth the enactment of the first amendment to the Constitution 
confirmatory of its existence. It was the denial of this right— 


the vane <2 eahieel 5 the representatives of George [II— 
that sailed orth this Todkinstans an amendment to the Con- 
stitution in 1789, co and ing it beyond all question, 


and since that time it has never been denied until one week from 
this moment. 
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this to be a‘correct statement, and the origin of the English doc- | Mr. President, it may be said that Congress is vested with the 


power to designate the particular territory or ground upon 
which the people can assemble to prefer their petitions, but the 
dividing line is not to be drawn by territorial limitations. 

If Congress can say that American citizens can not congre- 
gate upon the Capitol grounds under proper restrictions and 
mre regulations necessary to the preservation of property, 
ife, peace, and order, to petition the Government for a redress 
of their grievances, than it can with equal propriety say that 
they shall not congregate in the District of Columbia: and, hav- 
ing territorial jurisdiction of the entire nation, it would have 
the power to declare that they should not congregate at any 
place outside, perhaps, of Texas or Massachusetts, Florida or 
Vashington, or some other remote point or points, where they 
could not reach that branch of Government they sought to 
petition. 

The right to petition in person, as the English people enjoyed 
it and as our people enjoyed it until this flagrant violation of their 
constitutional rights, carries with it by irresistible implication 
the right to go to the seat of government or that branch or offi- 
cer of the government to whom the petition is to be presented. 

The right to petition the Government without the right to 
visit the seat of government is inconceivable. Such arightcar- 
ries with it my right as a citizen to go to you wherever you are 
discharging the functions and duties of your high office—to the 
national Capitol if necessary. It carries with it my right to go 
to the White House, to go to the very office of the President 
himself, under proper restrictions and proper regulations nec- 
essary for his safety and the conduct of the public business, and 
there prefer my petition for a redress of grievances to him who 
is the representative of the executive branch of the Govern- 
ment. It carries with it the right to go into the courts of jus- 
tice, not by written petition alone, but to go there in personand 
present my cause or defense, as the case may be. It isa right 
to go in person to the Government that I may argue a petition 
for a redress of my grievances. It is not merely an empty right 
to send across the coatinent to youa petition by mail, or a petition 
to some Senator or to the President asking for a redress of 
grievances, but to present in an orderly and proper manner that 
petition in person. 

So, sir, when Mr. Coxey came upon these Capitol grounds for 
the purpose of presenting his petition, which t have quoted at 
length, a petition perfectly peaceable and couched in elegant 
language, under the Constitution as viewed and executed by an 
honest tribunal or honest officer, his rights are as sacred as those 
of the most exalted citizen of the land, and the policeman’s club 
that was aimed at his head under these circumstances was a 
blow at the constitutional right of all American citizens to 
peaceably assemble, and while assembled to petition the Gov- 
ernment for a redress of their grievances. 

Sir, this right has been exercised on more than one occasion 
ontheseCapitolgrounds. Buta few years ago the late lamented 
Carter Harrison, of Chicago, addressed an assembly from the 
Capitol steps. Dennis Kearney, of California, of some notoriety, 
also addressed an assembly from the same place; and in looking 
over the precedents of the Senate I find it fee been the custom, 
instead of being the exception, to open the Senate Chamber it- 
self to speakers upon different occasions. 

In 1866 it was opened to Bishop Mathew Simpson for the pur- 
pose of delivering an address. It waso saad to Murdock for 
the purpose of an entertainment. It has been opened to fully a 
half dozen other persons within the last twenty-five years. 

T read from the document I referred to: 

There have been a few instances in which the Senate Chamber has been 
used for other meetings than those of the Senate. In all cases these assem- 
blies have been of a religious or charitable nature. March 16, 1822, the chap- 
lains of Congress were granted permission to occupy the Chamber on the 
following day “for the purpose of public worship.”’ Juno 21, 1838, the Sen- 
ate refused to allow Dr. Sherwood and Dr. Dwight to use the Chamber to 
explain a discovery of the laws regulating the variation of the magnetic 
needie. January 24, 1865, Bishop pee Was tondered the use of the 
Chamber for the delivery of a lecture. his was by unanimous consent 

There is much more of this to be found in Senate Miscellan- 
eous Document No. 68, Fifty-second Congress, second session. 

So it has been the custom until very recently for the Ameri- 
can people to come here and occupy the Senate Chamber itself 
on different occasions for the purpose of delivering sermons, 
lectures, and the like. 

I recognize as fully, and am as deeply sensible as any man in 
this Chamber can be, the necessity of police regulation for 
the control of these grounds and this building, but the line of 
demarcation is not to be drawn according to territory. It must 
be drawn upon other lines. 

So long as American citizens congregate upon the Capitol 
rounds of this nation for peaceable and lawful purposes, if they 
o not disturb the transaction of the public business, if they do 

not menace the public peace, if they do not threaten or menace 
life or property, or obstruct the highways and passages leading 
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to and from this Capitol, no man upon the face of the earth, let 
him occupy whatever position he may, has the lawful right to 
prevent them from speaking or presenting to Congress their 
petitions. This is the lme that is observed by the Constitution, 
and the only practical rule that can be applied in its construc- 
tion. 

Mr. President, these rights were, on the first day of the pres- 
ent month, ruthlessly and unlawfully violated. It will not do 
for any gentleman to suppose that within a week or two the at- 
tention of the American people will be turned away from this 
outrage and that it will suffered to sink out of sight like 
many other public transactions have been lost sight of. It will 
not do to take this resolution and put it in some cavern or dark 
recess of thisCapitol and let it sleep with the miliions of others 
that have preceded it. 

The American people believe that the right of peaceable as- 
semblage and to petition the Government fora redress of griev- 
ances has been assaulted and beaten down here. They believe 
that the right to petition the Government for a redress of their 
grievances has been unlawfully assailed, and while they have 
no pe yal sympathy with Coxey or Browne or any other in- 
dividual, they demand and will continue todemand at our hands 
a close and religious recognition of the rightof every American 
citizen to come upon these grounds and petition for a redress of 
his grievances. 

The Republican side of this Chamber believe that we ought 
not to repeal the present McKinley act, because it will bring dis- 
tress to the homes of the laborers of this country they say. 
They stand, as they tell us, for the largest liberty and the larg- 
est measure of privilege for the laboring man. They are ex- 
tremely anxious to have him afforded an opportunity to labor 
and to earn a livelihood for himself and family, and this they 
expect to accomplish by taxing the laborers and consumers of 
other portions of the country. 

The Democratic party, on the other hand, but for identically 
the same purpose, say that the McKinley act must be repealed 
and tariff taxation reduced to the revenue necessities of the Gov- 
ernment. 

These parties are seeking to reach the same end by different 
roads; and yet, sir, I noticed the other day that when I presented 
2 resolution upon thismost important subject under discussion, 
a subject that reaches the very liberties of the citizen and lies 
at the very foundation of liberty, the first man that assailed my 
resolution was a distinguished Democratic Senator on this side 
of the Chamber. The next one who assailed it was a distin- 
guished protectionist on the other side, and the next was a a. 
tectionist sitting a little nearer the main aisle of this Cham r; 
and the learned Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] assailed it 
in vigorous terms. 

There was a singular unanimity of opinion between these 
leaders of the Republican and Democratic parties as to driving 
poor Coxey and his followers from the Capitol grounds or out 
of the District of Columbia itself. 

They turned a deaf ear to the constitutional rights of this 
man. They turned a deaf ear to 70,000,000 of fellow-citizens, 
who spoke to them through Coxey. They turned a deaf ear to 
the rough and ruthless over-riding of constitutional principles. 
They were companions and fellow-factors in praising a violation 
of the Constitution of their nation, and yet, in the next breath, 
I witnessed these distinguished representatives of the two lead- 
ing political parties of this country almost tearing the hair from 
each other ina heated discussion upon the tariff, which, it is 
said, is pomues to relieve the ple. 

Mr. President, important as the tariff question is, and asI re- 
gard it, it is not of the slightest importance to the American 
—— when their primary constitutional rights are taken from 
them, 

Sir, when you stifle the rights of the American citizen, who- 
ever he may be, who stands bly and lawfully under the 
shadow of the flag of his comey and proclaims his honest opin- 
ions in a ble and lawful manner; when you deprive 
of the right to go to any branch of his Government and petition 
it for a redress of his ae then liberty is lost to this 
country and its memory is a mockery, and the right of the peo- 
ple is taken from them by an unlawful and cruel usurpation of 





wer. 
eae. President, I have no desire to consume any more time in 
the discussion of this matter. I have done my duty as best I 
sleet — — it Mg ° = = = not a 
3 uty to perform. 80. own upon 
my hod che anathemas of thone ta power, I in this pres- 
ence that [am amply able to a the . 
If I shall meet with the scorn and indignation of any = 
r 
tted, for advocating the rights and cause of the 
of my nation, then I say to such persons that I 


of the people of this country inconsidera 
ward to be 
poor and hum 
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prefer their scorn and indignation, I prefer their hatred and 
contempt, under such circumstances, to their approval, applause, 
and smiles, under other circumstances. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I regret very much, in the 
midst of the most important business of the nation, while meas- 
ures are pending which are pressed upon us as being necessary 
for the public good, to say anything in reply to the honorable 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. He wishes us to revise 
and review a trial had within a day or two before a police jus- 
tice, by a jury of twelve men, in the ordinary way—a case that 
he thinks was unnecessarily tried, although the defendant had 
the benefit of his valuable and eloquentservices. Now, he calls 
upon us to suspend the business of our great country to review 
that decision when the indictment may be carried up to the 
higher courts. If any injustice has been done to Mr. Eoxey or 
Mr. Browne or Mr. Jones, they have the courts of the United 
States to see that impartial justice is done; and if the punish- 
ment is too severe, or if any mistake has been made, we have 
the President of the United States armed with full power to 
pardon such offenses. 

Mr. President, the whole of this is a mere sham and pretense 
without a shadow of foundation whatever. As to what occurred 
here in the grounds of the Capitol I do not know. I did not 
see it. Iamnota witness, and know nothing aboutit. Whether 
the officers of the law were too harsh in making the arrest or 
whether they were too prompt or arcent I do not know, but I 
only know that they did what they believed the law commanded 
them to do under the circumstances by which they were sur- 
rounded. 

But the Senator from Nebraska talks about the right of peti- 
tion. Nobody has denied the rightof petition. Mr.Coxey knew 
that any member of the Senate would offer his petition and the 
petition of the men who are with him, who whatever they might 
think, whatever hardships they muy have suffered, or whatever 
causes they may complain of, yet have the undoubted right to 
petition the Congress of the United States. 

When Mr. Coxey came here a leading gentleman of the State 
of Ohio came to me andasked me if I would present the petition 
of Mr. Coxey. I said promptly at once yes, whatever may be 
the petition, if couched in language suitable for the occasion 
or in any language not abusive of the Senate I would present it 
with great pleasure; andI said further that if he desired to have 
introduced the bills that he proposes, I would introduce them, 
although I did not believe in the measures they propose. That 
message was carried to Mr. Coxey, a man of — standing in 
Ohio, a man whom, if his rights were assailed, [ would willingly 
step forward and defend and protect. He sent back the answer 
by this gentleman that he did not desire to have the petition 
presented in that way. Hespoke kindly of me and thanked me, 
as I understood, but said he intended to make his petition on 
the steps of the Capitol, although he knew that that was against 
the law. I have no doubt my colleague [Mr. Bricr] would have 
presented the petition or any bill he desired, and any member 
of the Senate would havedone so. He chose the honorable Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] to present his bills, and théy 
were introduced. 

Every deference has been paid to this man that could be paid 
to the most dignified and important man in the United States 
of America. Not one word of unkindness has been used on this 
floor, although all of us deeply regret the error which led hi 
here and the wild delusion he had that the Congress of th 
United States can 4 sie public money to repair all the b: 
roads and build roads in all the townships, counties, and States df 
the United States of America. No proposition could be presented 
to the Senate that could be more extravagant and wild, and yet 
he has a right to indulge it; and he has a right to petition us to 
grant it; and we have the right to refuse. 

Now, Mr. President, what isthere about this case? The Sen- 
ator from Nebraska tries to make a hero out of this man. For 
what? Not for what he proposes, because the Senator himself, 
although his views are extreme on this question, dares not in- 
dorse the roads bill; he dares not indorse the assembling of 
men around this Capitol. But it is said that they were barchiy 
used; that they were clubbed; that they were taken before thé 
police magistrate. While I do not know whether the police- 
men went too far, I find here a lawupon the statute books passed 
twelve ago, when no man could have had in view the sit- 
uation {surrounds us. It was framed, I am told, by one of 
the ablest men who ever sat in this body; by our late associate, 
ex-Senator Edmunds, reported from the Judiciary Committee, 
and with a design to protect this Capitol and its surroundings, to 
= the use of the Senate Chamber for any but the purpose 

or which the Constitution provides. This law gives powers to 
the local authorities here, who are servants of the United States 
and not of any State. 

Sometimes it is complained that the seat of government is 
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not within a State, but is under the exclusive jurisdiction of Con- 
gress. Why, this was done purposely, and it was one of the wis- 
est acts of the men who framed the Constitution under which we 
live. 
United States within the limits or power of any State. 
during the Revolutionary war our Revolutionary ancestors were 
driven from their seats in Philadelphia by a mob in the city. 
Therefore it was that this little plat of 10 miles square, now 
partly cut off, was selected as the seat and capital of the Govern- 
ment of the United States; and here no power can be exercised 
except by the Congress of the United States. It was to protect 


around the President’s house, and it wasdone to protect the De- 


It would not have done to have put the Congress of the | 
Even | 
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That law applied to 
If I, althougha Sen- 
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been made upon the privileges of citizens. 
them just as well as it would apply to me. 


| ator of the United States, had gone into the Capitol grounds to 


| 
| 


make a speech there in the midst of an excited crowd, which 
the officers of the law should think tended to disturb the public 
peace, I should have been arrested, and I should not have com- 
ee of my arrest. There is no distinction between men here. 

fou, sir, occupying the high and exalted position you do, 
would not dare to violate this law any more than would any 
other good citizen. If you did violate it you would be subjected 
to the same treatment to which Mr. Coxey was subjected. 


amazed at the precision with which it provides for the very thing 


. this place, the seat of power, where laws must be enacted, that | I will goa little further. The wisdom of my old friend, the 
this fone was passed, merely to preserve the public order and en- | ex-Senator from Vermont, Mr. Edmunds, has been more fully 
able Congress to perform its duties. | illustrated by the law, prepared evidently for a general purpose, 

The parks around Washington were also protected, the grounds | without any knowledge of possible future occurences, and | am 


partments of the Government from any sudden foray. All this 
was wisely done, and by the light of experience not only in 
England but in France. In England a little more than a hun- 
dred years ago the same kind of threats that fill the air were 
made. Soin France and so in other countries. Therefore it 
was that the Senate and House were armed with authority to 
protect themselves in the honest discharge of their duty; and 
this capital is under the power of the United States. 

Is it claimed that this man has been harmed because he was 
not allowed to make a harangue on these steps? If he hada 
right to make a harangue, anybody has the right to make a 
harangue. Thank God, there is no distinction here among citi- 
zens. If Mr. Coxey, of Ohio, wished to go there and make a 
tumultuous noise while Congress was in session, and the law and 
Congress thought fit to forbid that kind of proceeding, he must 
obey that law, whether he be Coxey or the highest and most 
dignified man in the United States. There is no distinction. 
Mr. Coxey was awarded every right that anybody could have 
exercised. I believe on the whole he is a kind, good-tempered 
man in many respects, but I think he is a little flighty; that is 
all. I do not say anything unkindly, because he is my constitu- 
ent, and I feel bound to protect him in his lawful rights. 
Whether he was unduly injured I can not say. 

I hope that in view of his condition, in view of his surround- 
ings, the judicial department of the Government, entirely inde- 
pendent of Congress, will see some way of letting him go free 
and go off where he ought to go and look after his property and 
his wife and his children in Ohio. But as to the claim that he 
has been wronged in any way, let us see what the lawis. The 
Senator from Nebraska read it; but I will call special attention 
to the law: 


Whereas the Capitol Grounds have been formed to subserve the quie} and 
dignity of the Capitol of the United States, and to prevent the occurrence 
near it of such disturbances as are incident to the ordinary use of public 
streets and places: Therefore the following statute for the regulation of the 
public use of said grounds is hereby enacted: q 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of Americain Congress assembled, That public travel in and occupancy ofthe 
Capitol Grounds shall be restricted to the roads, walks, and places prepared 
for the purposee by flagging, paving, or otherwise. 


Was not that a wise protection? 

Sgc. 2. That it is forbidden to occupy the roads in such manner 4s to ob- 
struct or hinder their proper use, to drive violently upon them, or with an- 
imals not under proper control, or to use them for the conveyance of goods 
or merchandise, except to or from the Capitol on Government service. 

Mr. Coxey came here with a deliberate, determined purpose 
to violate that law. ‘ 

Mr. BUTLER. And did violate it. 

Mr.SHERMAN. That is for the police court of the District 
of Columbia to decide. 

Mr. GRAY. Anda jury. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. He had the 
and declared, to come here and violate this law, and he brought 
with him, it is said, three or four or five hundred men who sym- 

athize with him. Itis true he did not bring them upon the 

apitol grounds; but great crowds of people had assembled, some 
of them alarmed and some of them interested in seeing the spec- 
tacle which was about to take place, and which had been adver- 
tised all over the country by every newspaper in the land. They 
gathered around here to see the sight. Ifaman was to be hanged, 
or if a military company was to parade, or any spectacle of any 
kind was to occur, it would bring numbers of people here; but 
this extraordinary spectacle of what is called an army of men, 
led here to get Congress to pass a bill that will make all the 
roads in the country good, so that every man can ride on his 
bicycle, or in his carriage, or can travel on foot through the 
country—this crowd was here to listen to what might be said, 
and to see what should take place. 

Whether Mr. Coxey violated the law, or whether Mr. Browne 
or Mr. Jones violated the law, I neither know nor care. They 
certainly came here with the intention of violating the law, of 
disregarding the reasonable and proper restrictions which had 


— ose, acknowledged 


that has occured: 

SEc. 3. That itis forbidden to offer or expose any article for sale; to dis- 
play any sign, placard, or other form of advertisement; tosolicit fares, alms, 
subscriptions, or contributions. 

Mr. President, that would be rather unusual language to be ap- 
plied to any other place except to the grounds which surround 
the Capitol, but here it is perfectly proper and perfectly right. 

Let us go a little further. 

Sec. 4. That it is forbidden to step or climb upon, remove, or in any way 
moure any statue, seat, wall, or other erection, or any tree, shrub, plant, or 

Src. 5. That itis forbidden ‘to discharge any firearm, firework, or explo- 
sive, set fire to any combustible, make any harangue or oration, or utter 
loud, threatening, or abusive language. 

SEC. 6. That it is forbidden to — stand, or move in processions or 
assemblages, or display any flag, banner, or device designed or adapted to 
bring into public notice any party, organization, or movement. 

Mr. President, all these things are carefully defined as for- 
bidden by law. To say that Congress has not the power by law 
to protect itself against the very things here enumerated it seems 
to me is so feeble an argument, that | wonder a Senator of the 
United States would go before a judge of the courts of the United 
States and risk his standing in the profession upon that point. 
Congress has the same right to protect itself that an individual 
has to protect himself. If any man approaches me in an insult- 
ing and threatening manner I have a right to resent the insult 
and prevent an assault. So the Congress of the United States 
has the right to protect itself against the dangers which have 
threatened other legislative bodiesinother countries; and these 
prohibitions and regulations are only such as will tend to pre- 
serve the public peace and protect the public property. 

Complaint is made of the action of the officers of the law. 
issaid they were violent, that they used undue measures, etc: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio will please 
suspend. The hour of 1 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays 
before the Senate the unfinished business, the title of which 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to 
provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senate will allow me ten minutes, I 
shall be able to conclude, and shall not trespass further. 

Mr. TELLER. I suggest to the Senator from Tennessee, who 
is in charge of the bill, that if the Senator from Ohio is allowed 
to go on other Senators will claim the same privilege. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I prefer to stop. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest that the Senator from Ohio be al- 
lowed the floor to-morrow morning. 

Mr. TELLER. I suggest that, the Senator from Ohio having 
the floor now, he allow the resolution go over until to-morrow 
morning. 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes, I would prefer that, rather than to open 
— to debate at this time, which may run for hours, if I 

yield. 
P Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask the Senate for the courtesy of five 
or ten minutes to conclude my remarks, and then allow the reso- 
lution to go over until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the resolution go over until to-morrow 
morning with the understanding that the Senator from Ohio 
shall then have the floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would rather finish now. 

Mr. GRAY. Let the resolution go over until to-morrow 
morning with the understanding that the Senator from Ohio 
may finish his remarks now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam perfectly willing. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to the Senator’s finishing 
his remarks now, if, at the conclusion of his remarks, the reso- 
lution shall go over until to-morrow morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 
The Chair hears none, and the Senator from Ohio will proceed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Complaint is made of the officers of the 
law. I know that sometimes their duties are very unpleasant, 
and sometimes they are discharged in a harsh and brutal man- 
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ner. When they are so discharged the officers ought to be pun- 
ished; but when they perform their duties and are in the exer- 


cise and discharge of them, they ought to be regarded with 
kindness and favor, They are the protectors of the peace and 
order of society, and any attempt to create a prejudice against 


either cur military force or our civil force, it seems to me, is un- 
deserving the attention of anyone. Whenever a man is mis- 
used by a policeman he has his civil remedy and in many cases 
he hus his criminal remedy, and when an act of assault is com- 
mitted it is a crime. 

The Senator from Nebraska treats the question as if it werea 
violation of the Constitution to intrust you, sir,and the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives with the power to suspend or 
waive the provisions of the law in regard to the right of assem- 
blage in the Capitol grounds. That isa mere executive duty. 
Youare the servants of Congress, the servants of the Senate and 
House of Representatives, the heads of the two Houses, just as 
much so as a committee of the House or of the Senate to whom 
a subject-matter is referred. The power is given to you fora 
peNeree occasion to waive the provisionsof the law, and there 
s nothing unusual in that. 

Mr. President, I have said about all I desire tosay. I do not 
want to add one particle to the excitement that arose out of the 
coming of Mr.Coxey. If Mr, Coxey wasthe only one concerned, 
I believe he has ereay had about enough of this kind of busi- 
ness, and I hope he will go off home, and if any of the people 
who are here come from the State of Ohio I would beg them in 
the name of my State and in the name of their State to go back, 
and would remind them that they had better bear those ills they 
have than fly to others that they know not of. 

I think there is no occasionfor excitement. Atall events, the 
Senate of the United States, exercising the high powers it pos- 
sesses, in cojjperation with the House of Representatives, ought 
to calmly await events, goon in the honest discharge of their 
duties, treating their fellow-citizens, whether they are wise or 
unwise, with forbearance and kindness. Let us performour duty 
to the country, and our countrymen will sustain as; and these 
people who claim to speak for 70,000,000 of their fellow-citizens 
wili find that they do not speak for a half million, that the body 
of our population is sound and strong in favor of lawful means 
and lawful ends; and all this passing wavelet of excitement will 
die away under the general disapprobation and the action of the 
mass of our people. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand the resolution will go over and 
be the order in the morning hour to-morrow? 

a VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the understanding of the 
air. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 6770) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasu 
to exchange, in behalf of the United States, deeds of land wit 
the Pemaquid Land Company of Maine, in settlement of a dis- 
puted boundary of the Pemaquid Point (Maine) light station, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 


“Mr. HARRIS. Regular order, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The unfinished business is before 
the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H.R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes; the pend- 
ing question being on the amendment reported by the Commit- 
tee on Finance on page 1, line 6, after the word “countries,” to 
insert “or withdrawn for consumption.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, this bill as it came from the 
House of Representatives reads: 

ton and the first day of J 1 unless otherwise 
gievited tor in this act, there shall ie laniod, Sollasani. and — = 
articles imported from foreign countries and mentioned in the schedules 
herein contained the rates of duty which are, by the schedules and para- 
graphs, respectively prescribed, namely. 

In other words, the bill provides that all articles imported on 
and after a day named shall pay a certain rate of duty. By this 
provision ali articles imported prior to that time, which were 


then either on board a vessel or in bonded warehouse, shall pay 
the rate of duty now fixed by law. Theamendment reported by 
the Senate Finance Committeec that rule, and makes the 


new rates apply to a certain portion of the goods which may be in 
bonded warehouse and which were imported to the date 
fixed in the bill. It will be seenatonce that practical effect 
of this amendment will be to enable the im or the con- 
signors of merchandise imported prior to date to have their 
goods entered at the new rate; and it would bea sa to these 
ae vided there shall be any reduction of in the 


ill as it fin oo becomes a law, tothe extent of that re- 
reduction should equal, as the chairman of the 


duction. If 
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Committee on Finance has said, 15 per cent of the value of the 
goods, it would amount on all the goods now in bonded ware- 
house to nearly $5,000,000. 

The question for the Senate to decide is whether they want 
to make a gift to these gentlemen of $5,000,000, whether the Treas- 
ury is in sucha condition that we can afford to lose this revenue, 
aud, if we can afford to lose it, whether there is any question of 
public policy that requires us to allow importers who have 
goods now in bonded warehouse in New York, brought here for 
the purpose of being sold in the United States, and brought here 
when the law in regard to the collection of customs duties was 
fixed as it now is, or whether it would be wiser to decide this 
question as the House of Representatives has decided it, and* 
require all goods imported prior to the date the law takes effect 
to pay the old rate of duty. 

If the Senate should decide that goods in bond ought to be ad- 
mitted at the new rate, then this amendment is vitally defect- 
ive. It only applies to goods technically withdrawn for con- 
sumption after the passage of thisact. Itdoesnotapply to goods 
which are on shipboard, or in port and not entered at the time; 
it does not apply to unclaimed goods in store, and itis extremely 
doubtful whether it applies to goods entered for warehousing, or 
for immediate transportation. If this principle is tobe adopted, 
no language could be more defective and less likely to carry 
out the intention of the committee than the languag’e used in the 
amendment. 

The act of 1890, which undertook to make the new rates apply 
to goods in bond, had this provision—I read from section 50 of 
that act: 

Seo. 50. That on and after the day when this act shall go into effect all 
goods, wares, and merchandise previously imported, for which no entry has 

made, and all goods, wares, and merchandise previously entered with- 
out eopmnene of duty and under bond for warehousing, transportation, or 
any 0 urpose, for which no peat of delivery to the importer or his 
agent has been issued, shal] be subjected to no other duty upon the entry or 
= — thereof thanif the same were importei respectively after 

I would gest to my friends on the other side of the Cham- 
ber, and to the members of the Committee on Finance, that this 
amendment certainly ought to be withdrawn and perfected, or 
if we are to collect these duties upon goods imported after acer- 
tain date, that then the amendment should be voted down. I 
do not know exactly what is the intention of the majority of the 
committee in this respect, but it seems to me it would be wiser, 
under all the circumstances, that this amendment should be 
withdrawn and perfected to carry out their views, whatever they 


may be. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does the Senator allude to the pro- 
—_ amendment in line 6, page 1, toinsert the words ‘‘ or with- 
rawn for consumption?” 
Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir; it is exactly that to which I allude. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Is the Senator through? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Iam through for the present. I shall be 
“7 giad to hear what the Senator has to say upon the subject. 
r. JONES of Arkansas. So far as I am concerned, Mr. Pres- 
ident, there is no doubt in my mind that this amendment ought 
toremain. The provision is simple andplain. It has been sub- 
mitted to the Secretary of the Treasury and meets his approval 
and he thinks it is co <email to make the bill clear 
and distinct. The provision is: 


Unless otherwise ——— provided for tn this act, there shall be levied, 
collected, and upon articles imported from foreign countries or 
withdrawn for consumption, etc. 


Articles imported into this country and not withdrawn for 
a by the time this bill goes into effect would be taxed 
under the new law when it becomes operative. Itsimply makes 
the line of demarcation as to when the duties shall be collected 
by the Treasury as at the old rates before July 1, or 
before the date at which this bill goes into effect and the new 
rates of duty obtain thereafter on all goods that come into the 
country after that time, or which are after that time withdrawn 
for consumption and go into general use. If the goods arrive 
here, say, on the 25th of June and are not withdrawn until the 
5th of July, they will be taxed under the new rates: if they ar- 
rive on the 25th of June and are taken out before the bill goes 
into effect, they pay duties at the old rates. The language seems 
to me perfectly clear, and there can be no mystery and no mis- 
take about it. It is exactly right and effects just what is pro- 

by the committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Ssnator from Arkansas could 
not have listened attentively to what Isaid. Ofcourse whether 
the amendment should be inserted or not depends on whether 
the Senate desire to have the new rates apply to goods that may 
be in bond at the time the bill goes into effect. Whether the 
— is correct or not depends upon their views on thisques- 


Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will permit me to esk the 
Senator from Arkansas a question, I desire toask whether there 
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has been submitted to the Senate any statement of the amount | and we are 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| 


of duties that will be lost uponmerchandise already warchoused | 


and now in bond? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did not understand the Senator's 
question owing to the noise about me being so great. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask whether the Senator can give us 
any information as to the amount of warehoused goods which 
might be withdrawn for consumption, the duties being paid at 
the new rates, if this bill shall become a law—what amount of 
goods are in warehouse and how much of duties the Government 
will lose on goods already within the country? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No, sir; so far as I know there has 
been no such estimate. Our idea has been that the country 
ought to be allowed to have these goods at a lower rate as soon 
as the bill goes into effect, or on the date that is fixed, no mat- 
ter whether they have arrived here before or after that time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Do I understand the Senator to say that 
the committee have adopted a principle, and they do not care 
how much it affects the Treasury in practice? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have made no such statement. 

Mr. MILLS. There is no difficulty about the amendment. It 
is the existing law to-day. If you turn to the existing law you 
will find that as to goods in bond the duties are to be paid on 
them when they are withdrawn from bond. There is no diffi- 
culty about that. My friend shakes his head, and I will read 
the provision of law. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to ask the Senator from Texas a 
question; and thatis, if the words ‘‘ withdrawn for consumption ” 
are not inserted, when are the goodsimported within the mean- 
ing of the act? 

Mr. MILLS. If the goods are imported to go into immediate 
consumption, they pay the duties under the law existing at the 
time of the importation. Ifthe goods are imported and go into 
bond, and the law is changed, they pay according to the law in 
existence when withdrawn from bond for consumption. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then the words “withdrawn for con- 
sumption ” are necessary in order to relieve merchandise now in 
bond—— 

Mr. MILLS. My friend will allow me to proceed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ishould be glad if the Senator would read 
the section upon which he relies. 

Mr. MILLS. The forty-first section of the pending bill is what 
Iam talking about. It is the same as the existing law. Here 
it is: 

Sxc. 41. That when duties are based upon the weight of merchandise de- 
osited in any public or private bonded warehouse said duties shall be 
evied and collected upon the weight of such merchandise at the time of its 

withdrawal, and any merchandise deposited in bondin any public or private 
bonded warehouse may be withdrawn for consumption within three years 
from the date of original importation, on payment of the duties and charges 
to which it may be subject by law at the time of such withdrawal. 

The whole system of bonded warehouses was started, I believe, 
in 1846 under Secretary Walker, copying the English system, to 
facilitate trade, and was to permit our merchants to import and 
hold in bond and reship, if they wished to do so, or pay the du- 
ties when they withdrew the goods for consumption in this 
country. It was done to facilitate trade, and it is the existing 
law which iscontained in section 41, as [ have stated. I had 
something to do with putting this provisionin there. It was 
simply to make it more specific and certain. As we were pro- 
posing to change the law, we proposed to say in this first sec- 
tion that goods imported after a certain time should pay duties, 
and it might have left the question involved whether goods so 
withdrawn from bond should pay duty under the old or the new 
law. It was simply affirming the provision of the forty-first sec- 
tion of this bill tomake the meaning perfectly certain, and make 
a uniform rate for goods of the same class. 

Mr. President, we all know that cur courts are constantly en- 
gaged in construoing our laws, but there are none subjected to 
such scrutiny as our tariff laws, and we can not be too particular 
in making specific definitions of what we mean when we make 
tariff laws. 

The whole object of this provision is to make the first section 
correspond to the forty-first. section, to carry out the distinctive 
American policy of all parties in this country since 1846, to fa- 
cilitate trade; there has never been any denial of it by either 
the Republican or the Democratic party, and that is, that it is 
necessary to our mercantile business in this country to have 
bonded warehouses, and that in these bonded warehouses we 
may import and hold goods for duties and pay the duties when 
the goods are withdrawn. Itis said that we are going to give 
up some duties when these goods are withdrawn. Of course we 
are going to give up dutses on imported goods. The very ob- 

tof this bill is to decrease duties, to increase importations, 
nerease consumption, and lower taxation. Ifthe five millions 
in duties. my friend is talking about are to be paid, these five 
millions would come out of the pockets of the American people, 


| 


LLL LL LLL LLL LLL LLL LLL LLL LLL CC LLL LLL LLL LLL LLL LLL eee 


4519 


proposing to give back to the pockets of the Amori- 
can people these duties. That is the whole question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the Senator from Texas avi- 
ly fails to understand the point which I make in this case. 
The forty-first section of the bill which ho has read is simply a 
retnactraent of the present law. The section was put in the act 
of 1890 for the purpose of extending the bonded period from one 
year to three years; that is, extending the period within which 
goods might be withdrawn from bond without the payment of 
additional duties from one year to three yea [t has nothing 








whatever to do with the amendment now under consideration. 
It is simply a regulation of the warehousing as pertaining tothe 
customs. 

The point I make is that the bill as it passe House of 


1 tho l 
Representatives only applied to gcods that were imported on 
and after a certain date. 

Mr. MILLS. Itsimply follows the existing law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It did not follow the existing law, I beg th 
Senator’s pardon. Theo fiftieth section of the act of 1890 regu 
lated all these things. There is no provision in this bill that is 
analogous to that. The amendment which the Committee on 
Finance proposes is to have the new rates apply to goods with 
drawn from warehouses for consumption. There are $36,000,- 
000, I will say, of goods now in bonded warehouses, and if thera 
should be thatamounton the date when this bill goes into effect 
of course the country will lose the revenue to be derived from 
the goods in bond. 

Mr. MILLS. Ofcourse. We mean that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg to remind the Senator that I go fur- 
ther than that. If the principle contended for by the Senator 
from Texas and the Senator from Arkansas is correct, then this 
language does not carry out what they intend to do, for the 
reason that this section as drawn does not apply at all to goods 
unclaimed in the custom-house, which have not been entered 
and can not be withdrawn for consumption in the ordinary 
meaning of that word. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What class of goods? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Goods unclaimed, goods which have ro 
been officially entered. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. When they are taken out 
sumption the duties will have to be paid. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They can not be taken out for consumption, 
because the provision of the law in regard to them can not bo 
carried out. The provision does not apply to goods importe 
and not officially entered. If it is the desire of Senators upon 
the other side to make this provision apply to all goods in | 
unclaimed or entered for any other purpose than consum 
then some provision analogous to that contained in the fiftieth 
tion of the act of 1890 is absolutely necessary. Thatis my conte: 
tion in regard to this matter, and that is all [ have to say wpon it 

I believe if Senators upon the other side will ask tho exper 
of the Treasury Department they will assure them that the 
statement whichI have made is in complete consonance with the 
law affecting these matters. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, there is nothing in the statement 
of the Senator from Rhode Island. The provision in the first 
clause of this bill simply affirms the provision of law in the forty 
first section,and that is the whole of it. This bill wassubmitted 
to the experts of the Treasury Department, and I myself took 
the opinion of one of the New York appraisers in regard to 
this question and also the opinion of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. Itsimply affirmsthe provision contained in the forty- 
firstsection. That is the whole of it. 

If goods are in bond now and this bill takes effect on the 30th 
of June and the parties wait until after the 30th of June to take 
their goods out of bonded warehouse they will pay the tariff ta 
ation under the new law; if they take them out before that time 
they will pay the tariff taxation under the existing or McKinley 
law. That is the whole of it; and it is leather and prunella to 
waste the time of the Senate by the argument of the Senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, 1 suppose, of course, the 
Senator from Missouri—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from New Hampshire wil! 
allow me a moment, I wish to read just a sentence from a letter 
which I received some time ago from a man whom I believe to 
be the best customs expert in the United States and a man who 
has had more experience than any other living man, in my opin- 
ion. He says: 

If the word “withdrawn” be confined, as it is understood in customs 
practice, to the taking of imported goods out of bond, then there is no pro- 
vision in the bill for goods in store unclaimed, or on shipboard in port not 
entered; and unless provide. for in the bill they will be liable to the duties 
imposed by the law in for at t ime of arrival, the courts having held 
that duties attach on arriva absence of any statutory provision to 
the contrary. 


for eon 
LOr Con- 








n the 


I have similar letters from a number of other customs experts 
upon this very question. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. I wa; about to say, when interrupted by 
the Senator from Rhode Island, that the Senator from Missouri 
no doubt thinks it is mere leather and prunella to debate this 
bill at all. I suppose he expects the Senate to take it just as it 
comes from the tariff experts in and outof the Senate, who have 
made it up, but it seems to me, Mr. President, with all due def- 
erence to the Senator from Missouri, that there is some little 
individual responsibility upon Senators in connection with this 
bill, and that it is not only the privilege, but the duty of every 
Senator to understand what the various amendments which are 
proposed by the committee mean. I shall endeavor to under- 
stand them, and if I can not get information from Senators in 
charge of the bill, [shail endeavor to ascertain the facts I de- 
sire to know in other ways. 

It seems that the committee of the Senate find it important to 
make an amendment to this clause; they did not take it as it 
came from the House of Representatives; whether it is a copy 
of the existing law or not~and I do not understand whether it 
is or not —the clause, as the distinguished Senators opposite now 
propose it for aloption, isan amendment; itisachange. If it 
is the existing law, the House of Representatives did not choose 
to follow it,and the Senate committee have undertaken to change 
it, and they insert the words *‘ or withdrawn for consumption.” 
I wish to know what is involved in that amendment. 

As I understand the Senator from Rhode Island, there is $36,- 
000,000 of merchandise in value in round numbers, now in bond. 
We will assume that the aa on that merchandise may be 50 per 
cent, which would be $18,000,000; and we will assume that the 
Senators on the other side of the Chamber in this bill of theirs 
have reducsd the existing duties 20 per cent—nobody knows 
how much they have reduced them in their amendments either 
in bill No. 1, or bill No. 2, or bill No. 3, or bill No.4—but they 
are reduced, and for the purpose of submitting a sum in round 
numbers, I will assume that they have reduced existing duties 
20 per cent. So thatif this amendment ‘or withdrawn for con- 
sumption” remains in the bill and the bill becomesa law, which 
Heaven forbid, there will be 20 per cent of $18,000,000, or $3,- 
600,009 donated to the present owners of merchandise in this 
country who have goods in bonded warehouses. If I am wrong, 
and Senators can state any better figures, Ishall be glad to hear 
them; but it seems to me that it is well for the Senate to know 
what they are doing. 

The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] seems to think that 
all that is necessary is to lay down a principle, and then follow 
that principle wherever it leads. He says, ‘“‘ This is a correct 

rinciple, and I do not know and I do not care how much money 

t takes out of the Treasury or how muchitgives to those who 
have goods in bonded warehouses; ” but the Senator forgets that 
this bill is not being constructed upon any principle. If the 
Senator wants to construct a bill upon principle, he will take 
the platform of the Chicago convention, and he will impose 20 
per cent duty upon all imported merchandise, with no free list, 
and with no exemption and no exception. Then the Senator 
would have a principle, and he would be following it. If the 
principie which he lays down here, if I am not mistaken—and I 
am only an humbie learner of Senators on the other side—is to 
give three or four million dollars to the owners of merchandise 
now in bonded warehousesin this country, I think it is an im- 
portant fact that ought to be known, and I think the arguments 
pro and con on the subject ought to be stated, and we ought to 
see whether there is not some equity that will allow us to keep, 
in what Senators call our depleted Treasury, this three or four 
million dollars, instead of giving itto the owners of warehoused 
merchandise. . 

As I look at it there are three or four million dollars involved 
in thisamendment. If Iam wrong, I hope I shall be corrected. 

Mr. HILL rose. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If there are three or four million dollars 
involved in the amendment, then unpleasant suggestions hang 
around this subject as to whether, in addition to all the other 
trusts that have swarmed about Congress and around this bill, 
there is nota trust of warehousemen who want to get this money. 
I will yield to the Senator from New York. 

Mr, HILL. The theory seems to be to give away this threo 
or four million dollars and make it up with an income tax. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Weare not discussing the income tax now. 
I have endeavored to give such consideration as I could to the 
arguments that have n advanced on the other side of the 
Chamber against the income tax, and I am very much inclined 
to agree with those arguments. Whatever the intention may 
be as to how this three and a half million dollars which are to be 
donated to the owners of warehouse goods is to be made up, one 
thing is certain, that the Senate committee have taken a bill 
from the House thatdid not give away this money, and they have 
given ita If lam wrong, I want to be set right. 


Mr. VEST. " Mr. President, Iam not going to be drawn into 
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any discussion about the rhetoric of this business, but I want to 
ask a question of the Senator from Rhode Island. Suppose this 
bill should be passed as it came from the other House with these 
words in regard to consumption left out of the first paragraph, 
and suppose that an importer has $50,000 worth of goods now in 
the warehouse, The bill takes effect on the 30th day of June. 
In the middle of July he takes out his goods, as he has a right 
to do at any time within three years. Does he not then pay un- 
der the law as we now enact it: 

‘Mr. ALDRICH. He will pay the rate prescribed by the act 
of October 1, 1890, and no other. 

Mr. VEST. Then the provision of the forty-first section, 
which is proposed to be retnacted in the bill and which is found 
in the McKinley law, unless he pays the duties under the new 
law, isinoperative. He hasthreeyears. Iwill readit. Itisso 
ays that there can not be any argument aboutit. This was put 

n aod McKinley act, as the Senator says, to extend the bonded 
period: 

Any merchandise deposited in bond in any public or private bonded 
Warehouse may be withdrawn for consumption within three years from the 
date of original importation, on — of the duties and charges to which 
it may be subject by law at the time of such withdrawal. 

There are two propositions; first, that the importer shall have 
three years to withdraw his bonded goods; next, that whenever 
he does, he pays under the law in effectatthattime. Now,if the 
importer has $50,000 worth of goods and brought them in under 
the McKinley act, and we pass this bill which takes effect on the 
30th of June, and the middle of July he takes out those goods, 
he pays under the new law. AsI said before, it is leather and 
prunella, because this clause in the first paragraph of the law 
which is proposed is simply affirmative of the provision of the 
statute. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That depends entirely on whether the goods 
are imported on or after the Ist day of June, 1894. The bill as 
it came from the House of Representatives undertakes to pro- 
vide for a duty to be assessed and collected on goods, wares, and 
merchandise imported on and after acertain date. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me to interrupt him, 
what does he do with the forty-first section, which is in this bill 
as well as in the McKinley law? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The forty-first section applies to goods that 
were imported on and after that time. 

Mr. VEST. Itapplies to any goods. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As the first paragraph defines. 

Mr. VEST. It applies to any goods of any kind. If the Sen- 
ator can make anything else out of it I will give up this whole 
question. Itis not a matter of sufficient importance—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator would undoubtedly be right as 
to nes ampertan after the Ist day of June, 1894. 

r. VEST. It makes no difference when the goods are im- 
ported, the importer pays the duties under the existing law 
when they are withdrawn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But how do they come under that, when the 
first paragraph reads—I will read it to the Senator— 

That on and after the Ist day of June, 1894, unless otherwise specially 


provided for in this act, there shall be levied, collected, and paid upon all 
articles—— 


Mr. VEST. That is on imported articles. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Whatelse is there? You put in here ‘' or 
withdrawn for consumption.” What is the purpose of putting 
that clause in the bill if it is not to reach goods in bond: 

Mr. VEST. That is the provision of the law itself, both in 
the McKinley law and in the proposed law. [If you strike out 
the words “ or withdrawn for consumption,” it still leaves the 
forty-first section operative; and therefore, as I have said over 
and over again, it really makes very little difference. As the 
Senator from Texas says it simply makes clear and beyond any 
question what is the meaning of this proposed statute. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The fiftieth section of the McKinley law 
reads as follows: - 


That on and after the day when this act shall ge into effect all goods, wares, 
and merchandise previously imported, for which no entry has been made, 
and all goods, wares, and merchandise previously entered without payment 
ot dan eetea leh ny permis ef livry este importer or is ages nas boo 
ete. shall be su to no other uty wpon the entry or dae: withdrawal 
thereof than if the same were Imported respectively after that day. 

And then in a later section is the proviso which is section 41; 
but the portion I have read in the first part of this section is not 
in the bill atall. I suggest to Senators upon the other side, if 
they mean to do exac », what oer say they do, they ought to 

ut in the first part of the fiftieth section of the act of 1890. 
at is the eh ey = I have. 

Mr. VEST. e have done alt we intended to do. 

Mr. HALE. Letmeask the Senator from Missouri a question. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator thinkas a matter of good tariff 
legislation what I may call the ethical rule should be the same 
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where a new bill raises dutiesas where a new bill lowers duties? 
Does the Senator believe that the owner of goods in bond or in 
warehouse who has bought and imported under existing law 
should have the benefit of the reduction of duty after the new 
law takes effect the same as the importer importing and putting 
goods into warehouse when the duties are raised? It seems to 
me here is a clear, practical distinction. The Senator from 
New Hampshire has called attention to what may bea grave 
mistake and error in this bill, which reduces duties everywhere. 
While not claiming to be greatly versed in the lore of tariff leg- 
islation, I can not see why the importer who puts his goods into 
bond under existing law, buying at those rates, should have the 
benefit of a reduction of rates afterwards, although I cansee that 
where the importer has bought goods and put them into bond 
under existing law he ought not to be subjected to duties that 
’ are raised and take effect afterwards. Therefore, in marshal- 
ing the revenues of the Government the committee have made 
the grave mistake by this amendment, if that is what it does, of 
giving up to the owners of goods in warehouse three and a half 
million dollars. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I partially agree with the 
Senator from Missouri that this is leather and prunella. If his 
construction of the forty-first section be the true construction 
then this is wholly unnecessary and a mere repetition of whatis 
contained in the forty-first section; and in that I rather agree 
with him. But the Senator from Missouri does not seem to 
comprehend the point made by the Senator from Rhode Island, 
and I do not see how I can make it more clear than the Senator 
from Rhode Tsland did. 

The twentieth section of the administrative law, so called, 

assed before the act of 1890, provided that goods might remain 
in bond for three years instead of one. 

The original law provided that goods might remain in bond 
one year, and then two years longer by paying 10 per cent ad- 
ditional duty; in other words, that if the importing merchant 
desired to keep his goods in bond beyond one year instead of 
having them withdrawn for consumption, he should indemnify 
the Government for that privilege by paying an additional duty 
of 10 per cent. That was regarded as being rather a harsh pro- 
vision, and in making up the administrative law, when we pro- 
vided for a new method of collecting customs revenues, hearing 
complaints about the injustice of charging 10 per cent, we pro- 
vided that the 10 per cent should not be exacted, but that an im- 
porter might hold his goods in bond for three years and pay the 
existing duties, whatever they might te, with the costs and 
charges. But itso happened that there was an omission in the 
twentieth section which was deemed important by the officers 
of the Treasury We said in the twentieth section that any 
goods in public or private bonded warehouse might be so held, 
whereas they said that the words ‘' in bond” should be inserted. 
So when we came to the act of 1890 we reénacted the twentieth 
section by providing that it should read thus and so; and that 
twentieth section thus revised is section 41 in this bill. 

Section 41 is not at all necessary in this proposed law. The 
law would be the same ifsection 41 were eliminated. It was not 
necessary for the House of Representatives vo insert it, because 
that law stands and is not repealed even by the House provision 
or by any provision proposed to be inserted in the Senate. It 
isa part of the administrative law and it stands there. Sol 

,agree with the Senator from Missouri that neither section 41 nor 
this proviso isnecessary. The law would be exactly the same if 
both were eliminated. 

But that is not what the Senator from Rhode Island wants to 
provide for. He wants to provide for that condition of things 
which always appertains the day before or the day after, or a 
few days before or a few days after the taking effect of a tariff 
law. Here isa ship laden with goods, if you please, that comes 
into the port of New York on the 30th day of June, the law tak- 
ing effect on the Ist day of July. Neither of these provisions 
_— toitatall. That merchandise is at the wharves in the 
city of New York. The master of the ship undertakes to get 
the customs officers on board and make an entry of the goods, 
amounting to millions of dollars er. He finds that it is 
impossible for him during the night of the 30th of June to enter 
the goods, and therefore, if hecan not enter them on that night 
he enters them, the Senator from Missouri will say, the next 
day and they come under the new provision. That may be true 
as to those goods; but suppose he wants to enter them for trans- 
portation and not for the payment of duty, and he has the goods 
on the way through New York or Ohio to Chicago, say, under 
the transportation clause. They are not withdrawn for con- 
sumption in the sense of the forty-first section or in thesense of 
this provision. All I understand the Senator from Rhode Is- 

‘land to say is that here is an imperfect provision, and that at 
some time in the progress of this debate we must make some 
further provision in order to do justice to all the importers. 
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That is all I understand his criticism to be. I should like to 
make the further criticism that neither the forty-first section 
nor this provision is necessary to accomplish what the Senators 
from Missouri and Arkansas desire. 

Now, I want to say a word in response to the suggestion made 
by the Senator from New Hampshire. I think it has been uni- 
formly the custom of the Government where duties were 
changed that those goods which for the time being are in the 
warehouses, whether private or public bonded warehouses, shall 
be taken out at the rate of duty provided for in the legislation. 
Take the illustration of the Senator from New Hampshire, 
where there are $36,000,000 of goods in bond. It is probable 
that $5,000,000 of those goods may be Sumatra leaf tobacco—I 
will take that as an illustration—where the duty now is $2 a 
pound; or it may be a million dollars’ worth of tobacco. The 
duty is $2 a pound. 

Mr. PLATT. About four. 

Mr. ALLISON. About $4,000,000 worth of Sumatra tobacco. 
This proposed law reduces the duty upon Sumatra tobacco from 
$2 a pound to $1.50, If the tobacco remains in the warehouse 
to that moment it must come in competition the day after with 
other tobacco that pays $1.50. On the tobacco that pays the 
duty before the Ist of July of a given year, unless it enters into 
consumption before that time, the importer must sustain a loss, 
Now, it is not the intention of these laws, as I understand them, 
either to subject an importer to loss, a manufacturer to loss, or 
a merchant to any loss. Therefore our laws must be adjusted 
to deal with all these questions as respects changes of duties so 
as not to destroy either importers, manufacturers, or merchants 
who are dealing in the great articles which are embraced within 
the laws. So I suggested the other day that where we made 
great reductions of duties it was an injustice to the manufac- 
turer, to the importer, and to the merchant that we should shut 
down at a particular day upon the passage of the law. 

I submit that, in dealing with these questions, we must deal 
with them justly at some time in the progress of the bill so as 
not to destroy either the merchant, the importer, or the manu- 
facturer. Whatever goods are in bond the day when the law 
takes effect in equity, in my belief, should only pay the duty 
which may be found in the law afterwards, because it would be 
manifestly unjust if I had a hundred thousand pounds of tobacco 
in a bonded warehouse on the Ist day of July, which I should 
withdraw on the Istday of August, that I should be required to 
pay $2 a pound on it and send it into consumption, losing half a 
dollar a pound as against the man who pays only a dollar and a 
half a pound upon that tobacco and also sends it into consump- 
tion. That is the basis upon which it is done, and it has never 
been done otherwise within my recollection. 

Mr. VEST. I may be unfortunate, but as I understand the 
Senator from Iowa, he simply believes thatthe provisions of the 
forty-first section are right. 

Mr. ALLISON. So far as they go. 

Mr. VEST. Exactly. Well, I think they go far enough. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me one 
moment? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I not only believe that, but that is the law 
now, and it is wholly unnecessary to insertit here, asitis wholly 
unnecessary to insert the words that we have now under consid- 
eration. 

Mr. VEST. I donot know that I disagree with the Senator 
from Iowa about the provision of the McKinley act being still in 
force to which he alludes, and which is reénacted in the forty- 
first section, but it can do no harm to reaffirm the provision. It 
is a waste of time, it seems to me, to go into any elaborate argu- 
ment about it. 

Now, as to giving these importers $3,000,000, the simple state- 
ment that it is entirely optional with the importer whether he 
takes his goods out before the new law takes effect or not an- 
swers that whole question. I believe in the largest amount of 
commercial intercourse and action. If an importer wants to 

ermit his goods to stay there until the new law goes into effect, 
et him doit. If the exigencies of his business induce him to 
take them out before the new law goes into effect, let him do it. 
He has got full knowledge. He is just as certain in regard to 


this law as I am, or as any other member of thisbody. Thereis 
no coercion upon him. 
Senators talk about giving the importers $3,000,000. Here is 


a provision in the McKinley act which made a pretty heavy do- 
nation to the importers. It is the fiftieth section. 


Provided, That any imported merchandise deposited in bond in any public 
or private bonded warehouse having been so deposited prior to the Ist day 
of October, 1890, may be withdrawn for consumption at any time prior to 
February 1, 1891, upon the payment of duties at the rates in force prior to 
the passage of this act. 


Mr. HALE. That was an act which raised duties, was it not? 
Mr. VEST. Exactly. 
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Mr. HALE. Does not the Senator see adistinction as to what 
should be made the law between a bill that raises duties and a 
bill that reduces duties? Where a purchase has been made in 
good faith upon the rates of duties established there is an ap- 
parent equity, the importer having bought in that way upon 
existing law that he shall not be subjected to the advance of 
duties; but, on the other hand, if a bill reduces duties why 
should the importer who has bought upon the prices under the 
law be given the benefit of a reduction of duty? Otherwise, 
where will you stop? Otherwise, why not put in a provision 
that where duties are reduced everybody who has bought and 
imported for six months shall havea rebate of duties in order to 
bring him equal to the man who buys afterwards? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, Mr, President, that is a part of the system 
of paternalism that goes on and regulates every man’s business 
for him at the hands of the Government. I do not believe in 
any such thing. When the importer buys his goods in Europe 
or manufactures them there does he not know what the law is 
in the United States if he is coming here to sell them? Does 
he not know how long it will take him to get here with his 

oods? Does he not know what the duties are under the statute 

foree here? 

Mr. ALDRICH. He does not know what they will be. 

Mr. VEST. Arewetosay tohim, “ You do not know what you 
are doing, and we will make a provision here so as tocover your 
own want of foresight and your own want of prudence?” coca 
importer knows, and knows better than we do, exactly what wi 
be the effect of bringing in his goods hereatacertain time. He 
knows the law and he knows the duties that will be imposed. 
In the McKinley act, in the section I have read, our friends 
upon the other side increased duties and gave the importer until 
the Ist of February to pay duties under the old law, after the 
law took effect October 1, 1890, 

Mr, ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. VEST. We lower the duties and we give the importer 
the right to come in during any time after the 30th of June and 
take anrenings of the low duties, because we honestly believe, 
however much Senators on the other side may sneer at it, that 
every increase of duty puts an additional cost upon the con- 
sumer, and every lowering of a tariff Guty decreases the price 
to the consumer. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator calls attention to the provision 
of the act of 1890. I think no one remembers better than the 
Senator the situation at that time. There was then an enor- 
mous amount of goods in bonded warehouses awaiting, as it 
were, the passage of that law, and as the duties were increased 
of course all the goods would have been thrown on the market 
at the very moment of its passage unless the provision as to the 
Ist of February had Deen inserted. That was one side of the 
question. Another side of it was that we put sugar on the free 
list the first day of October, when it hadaduty averaging 2and 24 
centsa pound. What did we do with that? We ed that 
that portion of the law should not take effect until the first day 
of April, 1891. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If my colleague on the committee will allow 
me, [ will state that there was a financial condition in New York 
at the time that the bill was passed which made it absolutely 
necessary that there should be extension of time. All the presi- 
dents of the New York banks, as the Senator will remember, 
joined in a statement to us to the effect that unless the time was 
extended there was imminent danger of a great crisis in the 
city of New York. 

Mr. ALLISON. And that it would be impossible to pay this 
duty and withdraw the goods for consumption at the date of the 
passage of the law or the effect of the act. Those ar- 
rangements were made so as not to disturb trade. Now, in the 
final action upon this bill are we going tovoluntarily make such 
a-disposition of these details as to pur y disturb trade? Are 
we not going to arrange and adjust time of taking effect of 
the popes act? I see herein these amendments that the new 
=r uty is pot to taire effect until the Ist day of January, 
168265. 

What is the object of that? There is an increaseof duty. In 
my judgment there is a place where the duty should take effect 
on the day of the passage of the act in order that those who 
speculate in sugar or buy the crop of sugar that is made in all 
portions of the world shall not enter that here and hold it 
till after the Ist of eg then take the fit of the duty. 
There is an illustration where the —_ ought to take effect im- 
mediately, because there isa new du y put upon sugar. But 
where the duties are greatly reduced should be an r- 
ee who have invested their money in 
and in merchandise to dispose of it before the new takes 
effect. This is my contention. 

Mr. VEST. Under the McKinley act there was an increase 
of the sugar duty, and it took effect on the 1st day of April, 1891. 
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There was an increase of duty generally on sugar. The provi- 
sion that the sugar duty shall take effect on the Ist of January 
was made on representation by the sugar planters and the beet- 
sugar producers that they had made contracts for the coming 
summer based upon the old law, and they thought it would be 
unjust to them and a great sacrifice if they did not have a few 
months in order to arrange those contracts or to meet them 
under existing taxation. 

But I go back to the other proposition. There is nothing co- 
ercive in this proposed law as to taking goods out of the bonded 
warehouse for consumption. It is a question for the importer. 
We all know that he can protect himself, and does protect him- 
self under any and all circumstances. But it seems to me that 
we have taken up too much time already in the discussion of 
this amendment, and I should be glad to have a vote upon it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am very sorry the Senator from Mis- 
souri thinks this clause should not be discussed any more. I 
should like to eo him a little. 

Mr. VEST. Oh, I am ready for the disappointment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. So far as the Senator’s suggestions on that 
point are concerned they have no effect upon me, I will ieave 
the members of this very learned committee to adjust the ques- 
tion as to what the biil means with the first paragraph as it 
passed the House and asit is proposed to be amended by the 
committee and the forty-first section taken together. I agreo 
with the Senator from Iowa as he stated the case, that nobody 
knows what the bill does now mean in this particular respect, 
and I will leave it there and let it be thought out between the 
amiable Senator from Missouri and the irascible Senator from 
Iowa. [Laughter.] 

I should like, if I can, to get hold of the principle. I am quite 
as willing as the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNEs] to follow 
a principle if I can understand it. Iam willing to leave it to 
the members of the committee to work out that principle, but T 
do insist that the lay members, so to speak, of the Senate are 
entitled to institute a sompigs of inquiry in connection with 
this committee, and I think we ought not to be deterred from 

ursuing that inguiry. I think we ought not to be prevented 
rom finding out what we can find outabout this mysterious pro- 
duction by either the members of the committee on the other 
side of the Chamber or the members of the committee on this 
side of the Chamber. 

The principle I want to get hold of is this: What shall we do 
justly and equitably as to merchandise in bonded warehouse? 

hat should be the principle when we raise duties? What 
should be the principle when we lower duties? Now, thoseare fair 
subjects for discussion. I conceive, as does the Senator from 
Maine, that when the importers have brought in their merchan- 
dise and put itin warehouse, and there it rests, the equity is that 

ou shall not a new tarifflaw and raise your duties and put 
thatadditionaland unexpected and unjust burden upon the owners 
of the imported merchandise. en agrees to that. Tho 
Senator from Iowa and the Senator from Missouriagree to that. 
But, Mr. President, I say it does not follow that when you lower 
duties you shall thereupon make a donation of the amount of the 
lowered duties or decreased duties to the owners of warehouse 
merchandise. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow 
me to ask him a question? 

’ The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pascoin the chair). Does 
the Senator from New Hampshire yield to the Senator from 
Tennessee? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly; I am always delighted to have 
the Senator from Tennessee rise and interrupt me. 

Mr. HARRIS. The question I want to ask the Senator from 
New H hire is this: The importer is permitted to deposit 
his importations in a bonded warehouse and hold them there 
without the paymentof duties until consumption demands them, 
within the bonded period. Now, assume that the merchanthas 
$100,000 or any other amount in value of goods in the bonded 
warehouse on the 30th oor June, if that be the day upon 
which this mapvees act 8 take effect. They have remained 
there withta © bonded period, consumption not having de- 
manded them, there being no market for them. The importer 
has allowed them to re there, as he had a perfect right to 
do until the Ist day of aay 

er another importing merchant shall import $100,000 

worth of —— the same character of goods, ——_ in the 

same market and at the same price, and the ship lands the day 
after the a upon which this act takes effect. e new impor- 
tation would evidently duties under the new law. Isit 
fair, is it just, is it equ e that the man who has his goods 
in the bonded oan which have not yet been demanded by 

consumption, shall be co ed to pay arate of duty 25, 30, 50 

or more per cent and come in competition with the im- 

portation of to-day pays a much lower rate of duty? It 
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seems to me that every consideration of equality, of justice, and 
of equity demands that at the time of payment the two men 
should pay precisely the same rate of duty. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, that was rather a long 
question. As I understand it, however, the Senator from Ten- 
nessee asks me whether there is not an equity in behalf of the 
owners of merchandise importedand in bonded warehouse grow- 
ing out of the fact that under the new law they are to be sub- 
jected to competition in the sale of their merchandise with 
freshly or newly imported goods under the new and lower rates 
ot duty. That, more briefly stated, is the question of the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee, and { answer it by asking him whether 
those owners of warehouse merchandise have any greater equity 
than the owners of similar merchandise that has paid duty and 
is then in private warehouse and has not been used or consumed? 
Task the Senator from Tennessee (and I ask thisas one question 
to his question) if the owners of merchandise already imported 
and in warehouse are to be protected by a remission or a partial 
remission of duty, whether the owners of similar merchandise 
which has been imported and is in private warehouses should 
not have a refund of the same amount of duty? 

Mr. HARRIS. I answer, first, thatif it wasamatter youcould 
deal with practically, I think the equitiesare perhaps the same; 
but goods are taken outof warehouses as demanded for consump- 
tion, and it is not probable that the merchant in his private 
warehouse has taken out goods except in the ratio at which they 
are demanded for consumption. Therefore, he hasnovery large 
amount of stock upon which he is to pay the higher rate of duty. 
But it would be practically impossible to take an inventory of 
every stock of goods in the country and ascertain — what 
quantity of goods the merchant has that come in under the higher 
rates of duty, while those in the warehouse have never been taken 
out because never demanded for consumption. They are there, 
upon which the duties are to be paid, and it seems to me by every 
consideration of justice the duties should be paid under the 
existing law at the time they are taken out of the warehouse. 

Mr. CHANDLER. TheSenatorfrom Tennessee has fairly and 
eandidly, asl knew he would, admitted the equity in favor of own- 
ers of merchandise in private warehouses, but he says thatit is im- 
possible to work out thateauity. 

Now, Mr. President, I come to my real answer to the Senator 
from Tennessee. Both the owners of merchandise in private 
warehouse and the ownersof merchandise in bonded warehouse, 
the one having paid duty, the other not having paid duty, are 
to protect themselves before this bill goes into eifect. I advo- 
cate a delay in the taking effect of the law for a reasonable 
period, and during the time of this tariff discussion and during 
such delay as may exist between the passage of the law and the 
time when it shall take effect, the owners of merchandise in 
bonded warehouse can take care of themselves by withdrawing 
their merchandise and paying the cute and I say thatisail the 
protection they ought to have. Youadmitthat you can not give 
protection to the owners of merchandise aa aes warehouse; 
and I say, therefore, you should not undertake to give relief to 
the owners of merchandise in bonded warehouse except that re- 
lief which they can give to themselves by withdrawing their 
merchandise and paying the duty. 

Mr.HALE. Let me ask the Senator from New Hampshire, 
is not the hardship which rests upon the importer who has paid 
his duty into the Treasury and has got his stock on hand in his 
private warehouse aggravated by a preference that is given to 
the importer who brings in goods the same day and puts them 
into a bonded warehouse? Is it not a manifest case of injustice 
between the two? 

Mr.CHANDLER. It seems to me so, Mr. President. Now, 
I submit to the Senator from Tennessee, in the first place, the 
Treasury needs money. The Senator knows that. The Treas- 
ury isin bad condition. The President of the United States 
says that. And as we need money we ought to do everything 
we can to hurry up the withdrawal of goods from bonded ware- 
house. Here are $36,000,000 of goods in warehouse. Here is 
this new, beneficent, and wonderful structure of a tariff bill 
which our friend, the Senator from Texas, isabout to launch upon 
the country. It is going to reduce duties. Now, instead of e:- 
couraging the owners of merchandise in bonded warehouses to 
leave their goods there, let us pursue such a policy as will in- 
duce them to take out the $36,000,000 of merchandise and pay 
the $18,000,000 into the Treasury, which they will do if a reason- 
able time is given them after this proposed law goes into effect. 
The Treasury will be the better off by $18,000,000. Do not en- 
courage them to keep these warehouse goods in the warehouses. 

That is my argument upon this subject. It is my belief that 
even if some injustice is inflicted upon the owners of merchan- 
dise in bonded warehouse, the case stands upon an entirely dif- 
ferent principle from that by which when we raise duties we do 
not impose those duties upon merchandise in bonded warehouse. 


We give to the importer just the duties which he expected to 
pay. In the one case we refrain from doing him an injury and 
committing an outrage upon him by increasing the duties upon 
his bonded merchandise. In the other case we simply refrain 
from making tc him a donation which we are not under obliga- 
tion to give him, and which, [ submit, in the present condition of 
the country and in accordance with the true principles of tariff 
legislation, if we give a reasonable time before this proposed 
law goes into effect, we have no right to give. 


Mr. ALDRICH. The points I sought to impress upon the 
members of the committee sitting upon the other side of the 
Chamber were: First, that the Senate should determine upon 
this question of principle; that is, whethor the bill should ap- 
ply to goods which were imported before acertain date, the date 


the bill was to gointo effect, or not; that is, whether on goods 

in bonded warehouse, or which may be placed in bonded war 
house between now and the time the bill goes into effect, th 
duties shall be collected at the new rate; second, if that princi- 
ple is to be decided in accordance with the contention of the 
Senators from Missouri and Arkansas, the language of the bill 
is defective, and will not carry into effect what they say should 
be done. 

I say if it is to be decided that the Government is to donate to 
the importers who had notice of our laws and knew what to ex- 

ect when they imported these goods—three or four or five mil- 
ion dollars—then the method by which you propose to do it is 
not equitable and isdefective. It makesnoditference, I suggest 
to Senators upon the other side, whether the words ‘‘ or with- 
drawn for consumption” are inserted in the first paragraph or 
whether the forty-first section has the meaning and purpose 
which the Senator from Missouri contends it has. {mn either 
case it does not apply to and provide for certain classes of goods 
which were so well described by the Senator from Iowa{Mr. 
ALLISON]. Now, if you are to do one thing or the other there 
should be no question left as to the effect of the language used, 
and therefore this amendment ought to be withdrawn and per- 
fected. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] says that the import- 
ers of foreign merchandise know what the law is, and they 
know what the law is to be. I suggest to him that if the latter 
part of that proposition is true they have greater knowledge 
than any member of the Senate, or anybody on this side of the 
Atlantic, as to what the proposed law is to be. 

I hope my friends on the other side will withdraw this prop- 
osition for the present, and that we will go on in the discussion 
of the other items of the bill until the provision can be put into 
such terms that the members of the committee on both sides of 
the Chamber will understand and agree as to what it means. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, my attention was called to 
these words early in the controversy, and Iundertook toexpress 
the opinion to the Senator from Missouri that the words here 
were either useless or mischievous. If they were intended to 
change the rule laid down in the forty-firstsection of the Wilson 
bill it would only tend to create some doubt as to whether the 
articles withdrawn for consumption were subject to section 41 on 

age 117 of the pamphlet print we have beforeus. My own opin- 
ion is (and in that 1 see with some of my colleagues) that the du- 
ties can only be levied upon imported goodsat the time they en- 
ter into consumption, for after their withdrawal section 41, 
which is almost a repetition of section 20 of the McKinley act, 
states explicitly that the general rule should be applied to all 
importations; that is, if goods are in bond and withdrawn after 
the taking effect of this proposed act they are subject only to the 
duties imposed by the act; and that, Isuppose, was the intention. 

It seems to me that is anequitablerule. Itapplies both ways. 
In some cases in this bill the duties are raised, as on sugar. 
There are no sugars in bond in the warehouse now that I know 
of, because they would be withdrawn as being free from duty, 
but if there were any the new tax of 1 cent a pound would be 
applied to them and it would be the neglect of the importer if 
he was subjected to this duty, because by withdrawing it before 
the taking effect of the act it would be free of duty. 

I think the rule as laid down in section 41 is an equitable rule, 
and the same rule should be applied to all goods in bond, that 
all goods imported should be subject to the duty imposer hy the 
law at the time of the withdrawal. Therefore [ think that this 
amendment is inserted here rather blindly anyway. No such 
provision is contained in any other tariff law that I have seen. 
I know that in several of the laws I have looked at there is no 
such provision and I donot think there issuch a provision in any 
law. It would only tend to create confusion and doubt. 

Now, what I would advise, if advice were possible to our friends 
on tle other side, is that they should let this amendment be 
passed over until we reach the forty-first section, and if that 
section is left as it is the words are not needed. [If section 41 is 
not to be applied to goods in bond, then some provision should 
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be made expressly stating the rule that is applied to goods in 
bond where the duty is raised, and also as to where the duty is 
lowered. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I hope the Senator in charge of 
the bill—I am not quite certain at present'to whom I ae 
ing—will consent to the nce which have been e by 
these veteran members of the Committee on Finance. It seems 
to me that this is due to the rest of us who are striving to gain 
light and to learn what the bill means. Here isa remarkable 
condition of things on the very first amendment in the bill that 
the Senate has struck. There has been a great deal said about 
the ‘uncertainty ” of the situation, that the country ought to 
be relieved from it,and that anything is better than uncertainty. 
It has been said that any certainty is better than the reverse; 
that itis better for a man to be certain that he is going to be 
robbed than to be in a condition of doubt as to whether a rob- 
bery is to be perpetrated; that itis better for a man to be cer- 
tain that his fouse will be burned down than to resist the burn- 
ing and be in a condition of doubt all the time whether his prop- 
erty is going to be destroyed or not; that anything is better 
than “ uncertainty.” 

Yet here on this first provision, where an amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Finance is brought before the Sen- 
ate, there is the deepest, most hopeless, and irremovable un- 
certainty. In the first place, the two Houses,donotagree. The 
House bill did not contain the words “ withdrawn for consump- 
tion.” No tariff bill heretofore has had them in the enacting 
or first clause. The trouble seems tobe that somebody has put 
in these words. Whether it isthe Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
HARRIS], or the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], or the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas who has taken his hand last in reportin 
the latest tariff bill, or the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], 
whom we may call a brevet member of the Committee on Fi- 
nance, who has interjected these words, no man can tell. The 
Wilson bill, which was announced to be the sum of virtues and 
the perfection of tariff legislation, did not have these words init. 

No question arose there disclosing a divided committee. But 
when the bill comes in here the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
VEST] does not agree with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
SON]; the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] is able 
to agree with neither, and the veteran Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN], to whom we look with confidence to straighten out 
crooked ways and clear up doubtful parts of situations, so far as 
I can judge, agrees with neither. 

Now, this discloses a remarkable state of things, Mr. Presi- 
dent. On the bill, which from day to day and week to week we 
have been considering and debating, and while certain portions 
of the press have been declaring that we ought to reach at once 
the practical provisions of the bill and consider them, the mo- 
ment we strike one of them we are ina quagmire. No man, if 
he can extricate himself. can extricate his fellow. 

Here are five or six different propositions which have been 
advanced by as many different Senators about those simple 
words, “or withdrawn for consumption.” No two, so far as I 
can see, agree; and yet Senators on the other side are not will- 
ing, in accordance with the suggestion made by the veteran 
Senator from Ohio and the distinguished and almost as yeteran 
Senator from Iowa, to simply withdraw the amendment and see 
if it is not possible on one amendment that has but four words 


. in it to have game agreement on the part of members of the 


committee. Now, I appeal to Senators in charge of the bill, 
ointly and severally, whoever they may be, not to submit the 
nate to the mortification of such a spectacle again. 

There is not anything partisan in the four simple words, “or 
withdrawn for consumption.” There is not an that di- 
vides the Chamber by that line which runs from the door, Mr. 
President, to your countenance. It is proved by the discussion 
here; and yet the moment we get to the proposition contained 
in this simple amendment there are as many theories advanced 
as to what it means and whether it ought to be in the bill or out 
and as to whether it isfound in some other section of some other 
law, as there are Senators who rise in their seats to discuss the 
matter. 

Let me appeal, I say again, to the Senators in charge of the 
bill, because we have reached now the real discussion upon the 
items and provisions and terms of the bill. The uncertainty of 
the country about the bill isto be removed. The Lord only can 
tell how it is to be removed by new bills and new provisions 
and new theories that are interjected here every day. 

But when we come to the consideration of a simple amend- 
ment let the Senators in charge of the bill give us something 
where the plain understanding of ordinary Senators give a 
construction to four plain English words that are ht into 
the biil. the Senators do not heed this appeal, if is a 


the real details of 


sample, Mr. President, the uncertainty of the ee. ae 
oi being relieved by discussing bill, is 
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going to be immensely increased, and everybody will be afloat, 
ncluding the newspapers which, lately especially, have been 
declaring that we should proceed at once to pass the bill. Of 
course the construction of what the bill shall be that is wanted 
to be passed must depend upon the day when the injunction is 
given to us, because what the bill is to-day is not the bill to- 
morrow; and that is uncertainty enough. But let us at least be 
relieved from uncertainty about what ought to be the plainest 
provision; and!I appeal to the Senator from Missouri[Mr. VEst], 
and through him to the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNEs}, 
and through both of them to the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
HARRIS], and through all three of them to the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. MILLs], to let this matter go out for the presentand 
get together about the table in the room of the Committee on 
Finance, call in the experts from both sides, and give us some 
language that is authoritative and the meaning of which we 
may know. 

r. VEST. TheSenatorfrom Mainecomplains so much about 
amendments being offered to the present bill; will he tell us 
how many amendments were made to the McKinley bill after it 
came from the other House? 

Mr. HALE. I only know this about it, that there was nota 
thing in the McKinley law, from beginning to end, that was not 
in line with what it was announced to be from the beginning— 
a square, upright, undoubted protection bill. The McKinley 
bill was not a into this body by a Republican committee, 
and then after being debated for weeks and weeks the majority 
did not find itself so rattled that they turned in their tracks, 
and left every position that had been taken, and adopted new 
propositions entirely opposed to the first measure brought into 
the Senate—never, sir. 

Mr. VEST. Thatreminds me of the reciprocity scheme which 
the Senator from Maine brought in here when the McKinley 
bill was under consideration, in which he applied reciprocity to 
Canada and the balance of the earth. Thatscheme was not rat- 
tled—oh, no! 

Mr. HALE. Indeed it was not, Mr. President. 

Mr. VEST. Whenit got back from the Committee on Finance 
its paternal ancestor did not know the first feature of it. Letme 
tell the Senator; more than that, inasmuch as we have heard 
so much rot about four hundred amendments to the pending bill, 
that there were three hundred and ninety-nine amendments 
offered in the Senate to the McKinley bill after it came from the 
other House. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator at my left suggests that a great 
many of them were offered by Senators on the other side of the 
Chamber hostile to the bill. Ido not wonder that the Senator 
from Missouri is able to say that there were so many amend- 
ments offered, because the bill gave rise to great discussion and 
great opposition. 

Now, as to.the reciprocity proposition, the Senator from Mis- 
souri has uttered what has been going around the country, and 
which isa fallacy. The main proposition for reciprocity, the 
a ee accepted and agreed to by everybody, is what 
s found in the McKinley bill. The original proposition is not 
in terms nor in principle changed. Certain matters of detail 
were considered. Reference has been made to the author of 
that scheme and that principle. I knowthat the author of that 
beneficent measure which the party upon the other side of the 
Chamber has seen fit to oppose and denounce everywhere as a 
humbug, was more than content with the provision that went 
into the biil, and under the provision as passed he set his great 
illuminating faculties to work in the State Department, and 
evolved from it a system so harmonious, so beneficent in its re- 
sults, that the American people to-day, believe in no part of a 
tariff for protection more than they do in that. 

Mr. VEST. I just wish to correct the Senator in one respect. 
When I used the word author I meant the author of the scheme 
nh was adopted in the bill and came from the Finance Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly; and it was not in hostility to the 
principles of the bill. 

Mr. VEST. There were 399 amendments offered to the bill 
in the Senate; and yet the Senator from Maine thinks it is a 
great ou that 400 amendments should be offered to the 


—— bill. 
Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Maine yield to me to re- 
mind him of one point? It is not very important, but perha 
it should go in at this point. When he offered his rec procity 
amendment he announced—I remember his phrase very well— 
that it was a skeleton amendment. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; it was a skeleton. 

Mr. HOAR. Merely to show the scheme, and to be filled = 

Mr. HALE. And when it was filled up, I repeat, it was emi- 
nently and entirely satisfactory to everybody who was interested 
in the scheme. 
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Mr. VEST. The Senator from Maine left out Canada. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Missouri has taken the Mc- 
Kinley law and has added up all the amendments that were ever 
offered to the bill. 

Mr. VEST. Not offered, but adopted. 

Mr. HALE. Well, adopted. Now, does the Senator pretend 
to offset them against the amendments which I hold in my hand, 
reported by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] on the day 
Satan last, and which emasculate every provision of the bill, or 
many provisions of the bill, that Senators on the other side had 
announced they would stand by? Has any man forgotten the 
trumpet blast of the Senator from Texas (Mr. MILLs], when he 
argued in his earnest and vehement way upon the proposition of 
ad valorem duties? We have not forgotten it. Iam glad the 
Senator from Texasis here. We listened to him—to that trumpet 
blast, as he cheered on his band of ad valorem followers, and I 
ask the Senator from Texas whether he gets any comfort upon 
the subject of ad valorem duties, in reading these four hundred 
and twenty odd amendments? He did not report these amend- 
ments nor agree to them, I am sure. I can give the Senator a 
little history of what took place the other day about the bill. I 
am violating no confidence. ; 

A simple-minded and honest-hearted Senator, hearing that 
great changes were afoot, bethought himself of — ring to the 
room of the Committee on Finance to learn something authori- 
tatively about these projected amendments, which had been de- 
nied, and for stating that they were to be offered members upon 
this side of the Chamber had been treated with rudeness and 
contumely. This Senator went to the room of the Committee 
on Finance. He found there an old and distinguished member 
of the committee. He wasalone. Twoor threeclerks were en- 
gaged in destroying evidently all the previous literature that 
had been accumulated on this subject, as usual. It was going to 
the fire or to the waste-wagon, and the clerks were engaged in 
clearing out the room. ‘ 

Nothing was left upon the table. The floor was littered, and 
the distinguished member of the Committee on Finance sat 
there like Marius among the ruins. The simple-minded Sena- 
tor, who was upor a quest for information, referred tothe state- 
ments that had been made that practically a new bill was to be in- 
troduced, entirely changing the groundwork of the old bill, and 
he asked the distinguished member of the committee whether 
it was the fact. The reply of that distinguished member of the 
committee was ‘'I advise you, sir, togo to Mr. JONES of Arkan- 
sas.” The simple-minded Senator said, ‘‘ My relations are very 
pleasant with Mr. Jonrs and I know he isa very intelligent 
member of this committee, still I do not see why 1 should go to 
him. Why can I not get the information here?” ‘‘Well,” he re- 

lied, ‘JONES is keeping the tallyof the changes, and I do not 
now anything about them.” ([Laughter.] 

Undoubtedly that was afact. Ido notsuppose the Committee 
on Finance met and considered one by one these amendments, 
practically a whole bill in itself. I donot understand that the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES], when he reported them, 
claimed that they had even comeas the voice of the majority of 
the committee. He understands them thoroughly; he has given 
his time and attention to them, and some of us who have gone 
to members of the Finance Committee to get information with re- 
ference to the details of the bill have found that the Senator from 
Arkansas does know as much about it and perhaps more than 
any other member of the committee. The distinguished mem- 
ber of the committee in the room who talked to this simple- 
hearted Senator who went there for information, was right 
about it. He did not know, but the Senator from Arkansas 
knew, and the Senator from Arkansas has brought in these 
items here. I find among them several items that I am very 
glad to see. 

Mr. President, this discussion has not been for nothing. 
Certain people have claimed that it was needless and useless, 
and this morning a Senator arraigned everybody who has chosen 
to debate the bill because unnecessary time has been taken pups 
and because figures and facts that he says have bored every iy 
have been neutleasly brought in here. It has not been need- 
less. The fruits are shown in the amendments that are offered 
by the Senator from Arkansas. They donot by any means make 
it a good protection bill. No man should ever fora momentcon- 
sider that anything that comes from the other side will bea 

rotection measure or will relieve American industries or pro- 
them, but it shows that the arguments which have been 
made here and the sentiment that has come up from the country 
have been to some purpose, to some end, and have had their ef- 
fect upon Senators on the other side and upon members of the 
committee and upon individuals. 

Now, how long it will go nobody can tell. There is a grave 
suspicion that, important as are the amendments to which Sena- 
tors have been driven, there will be another tariff bill which 
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will be the finality, and may override everything that is good 
in every amendment that is offered here, and that is the confer- 
ence committee bill. Nomancan tell what itwill be. Whether 
it is the fifth bill or the sixth bill or the seventh bill, it will be 
the last bill. Whether’ these amendments are offered in good 
faith and are meant to be carried out, and whether if accepted 
by the Senate they will be adhered to by its representatives in 
the great conference committee, no man can tell. 

No man, in view of what has happened in the lastsix months, 
has any right to predict whether they will be adhered to or 
whether they will be abandoned. Whether they are all put in 
here simply to grease the ways, so that the bill at last in some 
form may be launched and sent to the House of Representatives, 
no man can tell. Ido not envy the task of any member of the 
majority of the Finance Committee who deals with the different 
bills which, through their agency, have been brought before 
the Senate. They mount up here toa pile so vast that no man 
can follow them, print after print, reprint after reprint, bill 
after bill, amendment after amendment; the Senator from Con- 
necticut /Mr. PLATT] says he has the last print in his hands. It 
is not the last print, and the last print has yet to be made with 
the amendments presented by the Senator from Arkansas in- 
corporated in it. 

I expect, when at last out of this vast heap of bills presented 
by a great party of revenue reform and of tariff for revenue 
only, a bill will be evolved and we reach the end, to behold the 
spectacle of the Senator from Texas [Mr. MiLLs], who is an 
honest free trader and an ad valorem man, or the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], who launched the bill, set it going 
and then left it, or the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], 
or the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] declaring, knowing 
nothing whatever about it, that the bill at last is as near per- 
fection as it can be drawn. Not one of them will know what 
the bill contains or what its purpose is any more than they know 
what the four simple words we have been debating mean. I ex- 
pect that one of those Senators, perhaps the Senator from In- 
diana, when he views this misshapen, distorted, and dismem- 
bered product of nobody knows whom, leading to nobody knows 
where, will have the audacity to quote the words of one of New 
— poets about the Ship of State and apply them to the 

We know what master laid thy kee], 
What workman wrought thy ribs of steel, 
Who made each mast, and sail, and rope, 
What anvils rang, what hammers beat, 
In what a forge and what a heat 
Were shaped the anchors of thy hope! 

Laughter. ] 

r. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. Vest] has alluded to the fact that the act of 1890 was 
amended in the Senate by the adoption of 399 amendments. | 
beg to recall the factsin regard tothoseamendments. The bill, 
as I remember it, passed the House of Representatives in April. 
It came here and was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
Sometime in June, I think, after giving full consideration to 
the bill, and oe all parties interested, the committee re- 
ported it with amendments, and it was placed upon the Calen- 
dar and was taken up in July. The committee amendments, 
with one or two exceptions, the reciprocity amendment being 
one of the exceptions, were agreed to before the bill was re- 
ported to this body. No additional amendments of consequence 
were reported, and no change in the principle of the bill was 
made from the day it reached this body until it left here to wo 
to the other end of the avenue for approval. 

Now, how different is the situation in regard to the pending 
bill? This bill was reported from the committee nearly two 
months ago with a large number of amendments, and it is pro- 
posed at this late day to commence the work of revision anew. 
On two or three occasions within the last two weeks I have ven- 
tured from my place to say, upon what I believed to be unques- 
tioned authority, that a large number of amendments to the 
measure were in course of preparation, that the bill then be- 
fore the Senate was to be abandoned by its friends and a new 
Fao was to take its place. 

Those statements, which I then not only believed, but knew 
to be true, were met with vehement, I may say tumultuous 
denials and denunciations by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
VOORHEES], the chairman of the Finance Committee, and other 
Senators upon the other side.of the Chamber. In response to 
their remarkable denials I stated that I was quite willing to 
await, calmly, the events of the weeks to follow to establish the 
truth of my assertion. I[havenotwaitedinvain. IfI have made 
any aistahe in regard to the matter it has been that my state- 
ments were too conservative, understanding both the character 
and number of the changes to be made. 

Now, what is the nature of the measure now brought to the 
Senate in this extraordinary manner? Every principle con- 
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tended for, every theory advocated by tariff reformer or Demo- 
crat in the past has been deliberately abandoned in its 
tion. Of the 400 new amendments upon the desks of 
reported by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES], more than 
300 provide for an increase of rates above those contained in the 
bil) as originally reported, ranging from 10 to 300 per cent. 
Almost every one of these amendments involves a change from 
ad valorem to specific duties. To show what a wide departure 
this isfrom the doctrines and opinions of the leading aut ties 
on the other side of the Chamber, I desire to call attention to 
declarations made by these Senators within the last month in 
regard to specific and ad valorem duties. I will read first from 
the opening speech of the chairman cf the Finance Committee, 
made — 2d day of April. Let us see what he thinks of spe- 
cific duties. : 


There are two directly licies in regard to the 
duties witen fal Rs o tax on purchasers 


levyin. a 
One polic mands that specific rates, oe Ea eectlon te an on 
importations without reference to their value, bat to quantity or 
mere description. This is the favorite device of high protection. 

Again: 


I turn, however, from this dangerous policy, this chief instrument of 
protection and unbridled extortion, to another policy of tariff 
which a schoolboy can comprehend. An ad valorem system of 
imports was never a delusion or a snare to even the humbiest and 
educated in the land. A given per cent on the value of goods bough 
never deceive or cheat the consumer. 
can figure out for himself what he pays for th 7 
he pays asatax. Light and instruction 
every line of an ad valorem tariff, while darkness and deception lurk 
very principle of specific rates of duty. 

° © n e o & 


The ect in specific duties like these and 
fest. It rig nen} pty et 
should know how much tribute they pay, or to what extent they are plun- 


Those are the remarks of the honorable chair 


method of 
consumers. 
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mittee in o: the debate upon the bill. I will next call at- 
tention to more important and more significant utterances 
of the dis ed Senator from Texas[Mr. MILLS], who closed 
what was general debate upon the bill, and I would be 


ments: 


The specific system of taxation is un- unjust, and un- 
Democratic, It isin t harmony with ciples. Itisin 
perfect harmony that policy that would build up a rich, a powerful, a 
governing class in the community. 


And again: 
Therefore; you must contend for the un-American propestitas to tax the 
at body of our people upon a confessed that the richest people 
fi the country must pay the lowest rate of and the poorest people 
in the country must pay the highest taxation. 


made. princi heretofore held b 
the Senator from Texas and other Senators si around him 
They have been contending for years for what they have be- 


evet to be a vital and essential element in tariff. legis- 
lation. Have they for, n all of their professions in an hour? 
It is true the Senator Texas said the other day that he was 
between the devil and the deep sea. 

Mr. HOAR. Where is he new? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not know whether the Senator from 
Texas is at this moment in the of the devil, or if 
at sea in what latitude or long: he may be located; but [ 
© eenttentiy Gat he wt ean ee eee 
abiding place vote for the bill, whatever it contains. 

‘There is another change made by the terms of the new bill 
about which I desire to saya few words. The conven- 
oo a ndeh tien eh inael a in regard 

w yy were a 

to the tariff. It declared that Sea helas woes unconsti- 
tutional anda fraud. Now, any Senator other 
side of she Ghamber who stil believes im that doctrine 

there ons eae eee left who adheres to the 
declaration ee I do not expect that any man will 
riso in his place say he is that Senator. In view of this new 
bill and the proposition to enact it into a law, there is nen 
Res tr Demseasinehe RENEE Ee en ree 

their seats. 


ts papa May I ask the Senator from Rhode Island a 
, The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Rhode 
alan’. ikl ope teen Gon aay 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ooertainly. 


? Is 


Mr. PALMER. I merely wish to understand the Senator's 
question. I desire to have the proposition repeated. 
_Mr. ALDRICH. I can not say whether the Senator from II- 
linois understands the question. 
Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Rhode Island kindly 
indulge me and restate his proposition to which he invites at- 


tention? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The proposition to which I invite attention 
is that the platform of the Democratic convention adopted in 
1892 declares protective tariff legislation to be unconstitutional 
and protection to be a fraud. In the face of the proposed amend- 
ments and the caucus agreement of the Senator from Illinois and 
the Senators upon the other side to vote for them, I say no Demo- 
crat can stand up in his place in the Senate and say without stul- 
tification to himself that hc believes in that platform. 

Mr. PALMER. No man, I apprehend, will do so according to 
the statement of the Senator as to what the platform is. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Do I misstate the platform? 

Mr. PALMER. I think so. 


the Senator from Rhode Island 
misstates the principle of the platform. 

Mr. ALDRICH. hat does the Senator from Illinois under- 
stand it to be? 
on PALMER. I understand the platform to condemn tariffs 


. ALDRICH. As unconstitutional? 
Mr. PALMER. As unconstitutional. 
Mr. ALDRICH. That is right. 
Mr. PALMER. And for that purpose alone. 
Mr. ALDRICH. For what purpose alone? 


Mr. PALMER. For the pur ef protection. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Does the platform say that? 
re PALMER. I understand that to be the doctrine of the 
platform. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Does the platform state that? 
Mr. PALMER. I understand so, 
Mr. ALDRICH. I think not 


Mr. VEST. Read it. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I do not think the platform so states. The 
platform says that Republican protection is unconstitutional and 


a . 

Mr. VEST. ‘“‘ Republican protection.” 

Mr. nape Fm ae ae between Republican 
Mr. VEST. A y= a 

Mr. WHITE. 


course. 
Mr. ALDRICH. If a duty is protective, does it make any dif- 
whether it is put in the bill by the Senator from Mis- 


souri or ty peeene 
hone  kenens Rccianaae heen ae 
with incidental revenue. . ve anes 
Mr. HOAR. It goes further than that. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me to 


read the platform? He may have forgotten what its provisions 
are. 
Mr. PALMER. I shall be delighted to hear it again. 
. ALDRICH. reads: 


denounce tection as a fraud, a robbery of the great 

of the American people for the benefit of the few. We declare it 

Spowae ta nagess End ites nee dese 

for the : deman collection of 
ouch tunes shali've Hisaited to the nesseaitios of the Goverumeay ote 

I should like to have any Senator state to me in what t, 

if any, I have misrepresented the platform. pledging their 


In 

t to the tive duties contained in this sitio 
Rassteus howe dasapied dhate paste et, 

deliberately abandoned, not Iyb Ha og tre eee 

y rs, 

the hest representative ake party, the greatest agen 
reform, if we can believe the accuracy of a statement 
Times- of a recent date. 


President Cleveland gave great satisfaction to the Senator 
anny ith, bb table bee aeeewnadee 


That is, the President's attitude— 


toward the entire ind f the States and Loui- 
siaua uct in “he Eresient ontd thet be aide the feast 

Ak Pat a 
sald that he was strong opposition to any project. 
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The words I am about to read are within quotation marks: 


“Tconsider the idea strongly sav of socialism,” he said, ‘‘ and forthat 
reason should be condemned.” The sident, during the conversation 
which ensued, also remarked that he was triendly to sugar—very much so, 
indeed—and thought the product should receive Just and proper protection 

That seems an absolute surrender on the — of the leading 
representative of the Democratic party, nominee of the 
Chicago convention, a surrender made for himself and for his 
party to the idea of the necessity and wisdom of protective 
duties. 

Now, it may be that in the future two, three, four, or five weeks 
from now the Committee on Finance, or the majority members 
of that committee, may present tousanother bill which involves 
another change of front, but so far as the measure now before 
the Senate is concerned it contains, I repeat, an abandonment 
' of every principle and every theory upon which tariff reform 
has ever been supported or advocated by the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. Mrs] or any of his friends. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President,some days ago in add the 
Senate, when inquired of by my friend from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH] as to how I could support not this measure, but the one 
that was then poas before the body, I did say that I was be- 
tween the devil and the deepsea. But thedevil was represented 
by the McKinley law, and as between_the two, having to make 
ehoice, I should go to sea rather than go to the devil. A 
change has come over the spirit of the situation, not over my 
spirit. { am a little nearer the devil now than I was when I[ 
made that speech. [Laughter.] I have not as much sea room 
as I had on that occasion. I find that the bill pending before us 
is not the Wilson bili, buta bill which, perhaps, ought to bear 
the honored name of the senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GORMAN] or the name of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. BRIcE]. 

No man can torture me into the admission that the bill pend- 
ing before this body is in any respect a response to the pledges 
made by the Democratic convention to the Democratic people 
of the United States. I have said, sir, and I expect to say as 
long as I keep my understanding that taxation levied upon value 
is the only honest system of taxation; taxation as it is imposed 
in all the States, in all the municipalities, taxation imposed 
a instead of that system of taxation imposed here, not 
for the purpose of an honest administration of government, but 
taxation imposed for the purpose of concealing and defrauding 
the taxpayer and robbing him of his money to put it into the 
pockets of a favorite class. I stand there to-day, and I shall 
stand there as long as I live. 

I rise, sir, to say that I do not intend to vote for a single one 
of these amendments that change the duty from an ad valorem 
to a specific duty. I am humiliated enough, sir, to have to be 
drawn nearer and nearer to the McKinley law in the rates of 
duty and in the amounts of robbery inflicted upon the poor 
a —— of this country, who are being starved to death 
under system of taxation, without being compelled to bow 
down in humiliation and take even the badges of protection. 
The very first duty that confronts us in these amendments is 
simply a change of badge from a Democratic system of taxation 
— value to aspecific taxation that conceals from the taxpayer 
what he pays. Running along through the bill we have had to 
surrender at discretion at every point until it is a question now 
between the McKinley protective tariff law and the present pro- 
— tariff bill, with a very little margin ofdifference between 

© two. 

I repeat what I said before, sir, that I shall vote against these 
amendments, but when they are incorporated in the bill I shall 
vote for the dill if it has even 5 cents reduction in it, as a choice 
between the two. But the Democratic party in 1892 through 
its convention said to the people of the United States that pro- 
tection was a fraud, that they were in favor of honest taxation 
for revenue alone, and there is where I stand. I wish to make 
an honest effort to redeem that pledge, and I do not intend to 
vote to go backwards. I should rather vote to reduce nearly 
all the duties im a by the Wilson bill. Every one of them 
was high enough. I should have put more articles on the free 
list. I should have reduced the costof production of our man- 
ufactures, so that we could go out the world and take the 
markets of the world and give e yment to our people at 
honest work in the factories i ° os in walking 
the streets and to Washington to the Government 
of their distresses and the distresses which a protective tariff 
has upon them. 

tis what I wish todo. You may make your bill; you may 
> the taxation on it, and if you make it a little 

than the McKinley tariff I shall voteforit. But I do not 
intend to help to make it just as bad as it can be before I do vote 
for it. ne, ae to file this caveat, to let the Dem- 
ocrats who are making bill understand that I am not respon- 
sible for these measures, and I do not intend to assume the re- 
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sponsibility. I wish the gentlemen who have demanded these 
measures to stand out in the open daylight before the American 
people, and take the responsibility for the amendments which 
they have forced upon the bill. [Applause in the galleries. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair reminds visitors in 
the galleries that manifestations of approval or disapproval are 
forbidden by the rules of the Senate. The question is on agree- 
ing to the amendment of the Committee on Finance, on page 1, 
line 6, after the word ‘‘ countries,” to insert “ or withdrawn for 
consumption.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 

roceed, 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, before we pass from the first 
paragraph I desire to move an amendment of which I have al- 
ready given notice; and before speaking to itI ask that it be 

ad 


read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page l, line 7, after the word ‘ con- 
tained,” insert: 

Except that, when not in contravention of a existing treaty, any article 
made dutiable in the followl sections shall, if it is the product or manu- 
facture of Great Britain, or of any of the colonies of Great Britain, pay a 
duty double that herein im ; and any article upon the free list in the 
preceding section shall, if the product or manufacture of Great Britain or 
of any of the colonies of Great Britain, pay a duty of 35 per cent ad valorem; 
and such additional and discriminating duties shail remain in force until 
Great Britain shall assent to and take part in an international agreement, 
together with the United States, for the coinage and use of silver, and shall 
cease whenever Great Britain shall assent to and take part in such inter- 
national agreement for the coinage of silver. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, until the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. MILLS] spoke we seemed to be getting so near to a unani- 
mous agreement here in favor of protection of some kind that I 
was encouraged to hope we could easily come to some general 
agreement also on both sides in behalf of silver. I am still in 
hopes that we may reach it now. During the debates of last 
summer those who spoke in favor of the repeal of the purchas- 
ing clause of the Sherman law and those who spoke against it 
ali took pains to declare their friendship for bimetallism and 
their opposition toa monometallic standard,whether that stand- 
ard were gold or silver. Those who opposed the repeal accused 
the friends of repealof being gold monometallists, and the reply 
was made by those who advocated repeal that they were for the 
use of both metals and did not want to have gold driven out of 
the country and have the United States placed upon a single 
silver standard. Therefore [think it may be taken as admitted 
that every member of the Senate, representing as i believe the 
overwhelming if not the almost universal opinion of this coun- 
try, believes in the use of both the precious metals as money. 

Now, this is the situation that we are into-day. We have re- 
pealed the purchasing clause of the Sherman act, we have 
closed our mints to silver and we are proceeding under the gold 
standard alone. There is no reasonable prospect of getting an 
change in silver legislation so far as this country is concerne 
for atleast three or four years. There is no probability, in 
fact I may say there _ eens no possibility that any bill 
looking to the opening of the mints tosilver either for limited 
or free coinage can become law in the next four years. There- 
fore we are left face to face with the situation that we are a bi- 
metallic country, with both parties and all the leaders of both 
parties pledged to bimetallism, and face to face also with the 
fact that we are asingle-standard country, with our mints closed 
to silver. It seems to me, therefore, that as a matter of good 
faith we ought to try todo something to advance the cause of 
bimetallism. - 

I do not propose to make any argument upon the silver ques- 
tion this afternoon. I believe that the condition of the world’s 
business and the decline in the general level of prices, accom- 
panied by a corresponding appreciation of the debts of the 
world, are due to the enormous currency contraction which has 
been foreed upon the world by the legislation which has thrown 
silver out of use and closed the mints of the world to it. 

The only question I desire to speak of this afternoon is the 
practical question, what can we do to promote the bimetallism 
to which we all profess to be devoted? The one obstacle across 
the path of bimetallism is England. That is notorious. There 
is noother country, civilized or uncivilized, that is not ready and 
eager to-day to enter into some international agreement for the 
use of silver. England alone stands in the way; and no country 
will go forward to another abortive conference merely to have 
England break down the conference, and leave us worse off than 
we were before. Therefore it seems to me that we ought to do 
all we can to force England into some action on this question. 
She is already in difficulty. She has added £12,000,000—360,- 
000,000—to the gold debt of India in the paet year; she can 
not sell her Indian council bills. Anyone who has read the re- 
port of the evidence inregard to her manufacturing knows that 
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the Lancashire mills are earning scarcely anything, that the 
wages of her labor there are declining with cen and that 


all Lancashire is to-day in favor of some action in regard to sil- 
ver. Everyone knows, also, that her budget shows a deficit of 
#20,000,000, and that according to the recent statistics of Mr. 
Giffen for the last fiscal year her exports and imports have 
greatly declined in comparison with those of Germany, France, 
and the United States. 

The only way, however, in which we can reach England, the 
only way in which we can impress upon her the belief that we 
feel the necessity of some change in the situation, is by attack- 
ing her moneyed interests, by attacking her business, by closing 
toa certain extent our markets to her products and those of her 
colonies. For that purpose I have drawn this amendment. It 
is drawn with care; it does not conflict, as I shall show, with 
any treaty. The language of the amendment at the extent it 
will be noticed is ‘‘ when not in contravention of any existing 
treaty.” Let me review the treaties briefly: 

Our first commercial treaty with England was the Jay treaty 
of 1795; our second was the commercial treaty of 1815; and that 
was continued by another treaty in 1827; and these last two de- 
fined our trade relations with England. 

By the treaty of 1815 it was provided that the favored-nation 
clause should apply to His Majesty’s European dominions. It is 
so stated over and over again in the treaty which I have here. 
There is no manner of doubt that it is so expressed in order to 
exclude the colonies; in fact, overythies relating to the colonies 
which occurs in any treaty as to the West Indies or East Indies 
is made the subject of special regulation, limiting our inter- 
course with them and without reference to the favored-nation 
clause. 

The treaty of 1827 contained a provision that on one year’s 
notice we could abrogate the treaty of 1815. 

Mr. PALMER, ill the Senator allow me one moment? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator consent to strike out all 
after the words ‘‘ except that,” in the first line, to and including 
the word “ treaty” in line 2? The words I suggest should be 
stricken out are ‘‘when not in contravention of any existing 
treaty;" so that it will read: 

Except that any article made dutiable in the following section, etc. 

Mr. LODGE. Do I understand the Senator to say that he will 
vote for the amendment if that change is made? 

Mr. PALMER. I ask the Senator if he will strike out those 
words? 

Mr. LODGE. I should be happy to doso if I thought it would 
add strength to the amendment. If the Senator will allow me, 
I will explain why those words are used. 

Mr. PALMER. I should be glad to have the information. 
Mr. LODGE. Those wordsare there because we have a treat 
with England, to which I have just referred, the treaty of 1815, 
continued by the treaty of 1827, which provides that English 
products or the products of His Majesty's European dominions 
should come in under the favored-nation clause. Therefore we 
can not, as I understand it, discriminate against goods the prod- 
uct or manufacture of the dominions of the British Crown in 

Europe or in Great Britain. 

Of course, we can oy easily make it apply to the prod- 
ucts of Great Britain itself by simp 8 ce ping out the line the 
Senator suggests, and adding a provision instructing the Presi- 
dent to give notice of the abrogation of those treaties. If Sena- 
tors on the other side desire to go so far as that Iam quite ready 
to go with them, but the object of this amendment is to strike at 
the products of the colonies; it discriminates against the prod- 
ucts of South Africa, of Can of Australia, and of India. 
That is the discriminating force of this amendment. 

Mr. President, so far as we can learn from our history every- 
thing that we have gained in the way of our relations with Eng- 
land has come, not by our making a humble request that she 
would oblige us by doing something, but it has come either 
after commercial or military war. 

T quite recognize that this amendment involves commercial 
warfare, but I believe that it is the only way in which we can 
hope at this juncture and at this stage to do anything to pro- 
mote the use of siiver in the world, thatis, to promote the cause 
of bimetallism, for we are excluded by existing circumstances 
from —— anything for it by ourselves at home even if we so 
oot or if it were financially right and wise, which I do not 

eve. 

To prove that this discrimination will be effective and that i 
do not miscalculate the probable effect of this amendment, I 
wish to call the attention of the Senate to the manner in which 
it has been received by those whom itis directed. I 
have taken the trouble to notice drift of articles which have 
been sent to me from different classes of the British press. 
Take, first, an example from New York, the New York Evening 


Post, for that paper, as everyone knows, although published in 
New York, is no more an American newspaper than the Paris 
edition of the New York Herald is a French newspaper. 

Its editor, E. L. Godkin, is by birth an Irishman, it is true, 
and by residence he is an American, but professionally he is an 
Englishman. He appears to have the attributes of a class un- 
fortunately conspicuous in the history of the country of his 
birth, a class abhored by Irishmen and used by Englishmen, the 
class known as informers, whose business has always been to sell 
and lie. The circulation of his newspaper is small, and what he 
says about‘a public man or apublic measure so faras the United 
States is concerned is unimportant, but his utterances serve as 
an indication when the interests, whether in the stock market 
or in politics, that he protects are touched. I received from 
some kind, anonymous friend—forI never see the news — 
myself—a iong article taking a dark and wailing view a this 
amendment, and also, I may say, of theauthorof it. This shows 
that the mere threat of the amendment was alarming to the in- 
terests hostile to the United States which he supports. 

I havealso received a number of articles from the Canadian 
pe which take a similar and for them avery natural view. It 

s the provincial British press, and the Canadians know exactly 
where this amendment will strike them. I have also had sent 
me from London a long article from the London Times, speak- 
ing in somewhat bitter terms of the character of this amend- 
ment and with a good deal of clumsy irony about the author of 
it—an article intended to be very severe. It isin the same line 
as those from Canada. Now, the significance of all these arti- 
cles is that they show a dread of the effect which would be pro- 
duced by a proper application of this principle of discrimination 
to British trade. 

It is said that they would adopt retaliatory measures, that 
they would ~” duties upon our staples, on our wheat, and on 
corn going into England. Perhaps they will; but the moment 
they do it, the whole doctrine of free trade that they have vainly 
preached so long, and which they have tried to force upon the 
commercial world, will — down in ruins. 

It is going there very fast, and protective retaliatory duties 
would give it its final blow. But whether they do or not, I, for 
one, quite recognize that in commercial warfare, as in any other 
sort of warfare, there are blows to take as well as blows to give. 
Nevertheless I believe that a measure which appeals directly to 
the business interests of England, a measure which hurts her 
trade with this country, which nelps to give a preference to the 
Argentine over Australia in wool, which shuts out the lumber 
of Canada, which strikes at the diamonds of the Cape, will be 
felt more quickly than anything else. Surely we ought to re- 
member well enough that it was the London merchants who 
begged for the repeal of the stamp act because the noninter- 
course act of the colonies, poor and weak as we were then, was 
sufficient to have ruined their American business, England is 
no more anxious to lose money than anyone else; and this is a 
pure question of money. 

As for the business of making commercial war, it is England 
who beganit and who is making it now. Shehasa perfect right 
todoso. Ido not questionit. But we have an equal right to 
retaliate. She is —— in By judgment, financial war on all 
the rest of the world. Mr. Gladstone avowed in the House of 
Commons, with the utmost frankness, within two years, that 
England maintained the gold standard because it paid ber to 

ntain the gold standard, because she was a creditor nation. 
Why does it pay her? Because in the words of Mr. Giffen, the 
great opponent of bimetallism, gold is constantly appreciating, 
and for a thousand dollars that England loans to-day, she ex- 
pects after collecting the interest annually to take back in ten 
or fifteen or twenty years under the effect of legislation which 
contracts the world’s currency, $2,000 when the bond calls for 
but one. 

She thinks it profitable. It has been enormously ag gee to 
her, and has ed her debtors all over the world. I do not 
wonder that she has sought such legislation, shortsighted as it 
is everywhere, and has tried to im itonthe world. She is 
selfish like the rest of the world in trying to do what she thinks 
is best for herself; and the poe who control her monetary 
policy, the bankers and capitalists of London, have been able 

ao their plans; failing, however, to see that at the 
end of the road lay the ruin of the debtor and the loss of the 
debt, as has ha: cee in the Argentine and Guatemala. 

But Eng gone even further than that. She has not 
only made whatI consider — financial war on other nations, 
but at this very moment she has put a specific duty on silver for 
the prosecution of that war. I have had no time to look it up, 
but I think it is almostan unprecedented act to put a ony tax 
on unman silver or gold. She has put a duty of 5 per 
centon silver into one of the greatest silver-con- 
suming coun on the earth, probably the greatest. 
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On whom does that fall? It falls, of course, chiefly on the 
United States and Mexico, the great producers of silver; it 
strikes one of our greatest products with a heavy duty; and in 
that same tariff this free-trade country, that does not believe in 
protection for anybody, hes a duty of 5 per cent on the Ameri- 
can product of silver and allows the Lancashire yarns and cot- 
tons to come in free. If that is not commercial warfare, I do 
not know what it can be. 

Not content with closing the mints of India to silver, she has 
followed up that blow by putting a duty upon it in order toshut 
it out as far as she can from what has been the best market for 
silver in the world. She followsthat policy because she believes 
it for her interest. If we choose to submit to that, we can. 

We have tried friendly methods. Wehave asked for onecon- 
ference after another, we have attended one conference after an- 
other, only to see them broken down by England. It seems to 
me that as we can do nothing by ourselves for silver in this 
country, it is the true policy of the United States to try to unite 
with the people who are in favor of bimetallism and ready todo 
something for it, and to give them favorable rates of duties and 
unfavorable rates to the only country that stands across the path 
of international bimetallism. There isnoother method of reach- 
ing England except by discriminating trade duties. You can 
not get these except on a tariff bill. This is the proper place. 
It is perfectly germane; it is the oaly Me that we can dis- 
criminate. I should offer it if any tariff bill were pending. I 
offer it now to the bill whichis pending. It does not kill the 
bill; it does not hurt the bill. It will disappear the moment 
that England consents to a silver agreement with us, and leave 
the bill in exactly the form in which its framers design some 
time to putit. I see no other practical method of doing any- 
thing. 

Politically I trust that the Democratic party will vote this 
amendmentdown. They have ae in large sections of this 
country as the only friends of silver. I should enjoy seeing 
them Tecuss it with their constituents after defeating this 
amendment. Politically I should be delighted to see them kill 
an amendment which looks to a discrimination against England 
in the interest of silver. But, as an American, profoundly anx- 
ious for the removal of what I believe is one of the great causes 
of business depression throughout the world, I hope we shall 
not be content merely to say that we are friends of silver, and 
ready for international bimetallism, but try to show our friend- 
ship and our intentions practically by extending favors to its 
friends and hostile discrimination to its foes. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, lam much gratified that a 
blow for financial independence comes from a representative of 
a State where the first gun for Lee independence was fired. 
Our financial dependence upon England is more destructive to 
the peace and comfort of the laboring man than our political de- 
pendence was before the Declaration of Independence was pro- 
mulgated. The single gold standard, which is English - icy 
and which she has enforced upon all Europe and the United 
States, isa sufficient cause for the distress which is now uni- 
versal in every gold-standard country of the world. It requires 
no abstract reasoning; it requires but a limited knowledge of 
mathematics to know that the destruction of one-half of the 
world’s metallic money will make money scarce and dear. 

Before this great calamity, which has been moving on for the 
last twenty years, had culminated in general bankruptcy and 
ruin, we knew and pointed out as a mathematical proposition 
that there must be less money if one-half of the material out of 
which money is to be manufactured should be discarded. Worse 
thanthathashappened. More thanone-half has been destroyed, 
because, unfortunately, the arts are now consuming the output 
of gold. There is no substantial dispute on this question. Mr. 
Giffen, the statistician, more relied upon by the gold monomet- 
allists than any other man in the world, has come to that con- 
clusion. 

This proposition makes a discrimination against Great Britain 
alone. Perhaps there isreasonfor it. Great Britain has domi- 
nated every conference, and has refused to allow action to be 
taken. The other nations of Europe, except France and Russia 
perhaps, are situated just as we are. They are also British 
colonies financially. An English syndicate of bondholders hold 
their obligations. They say to Austria, ‘‘ go,” and she goes; to 
Italy, ‘‘do this,’ and she does it; and so all through the list. 
The great majority of the delegates to international monetary 
conferencesare but the agentsof the British bondholders. Even 
mets of the delegates from this country are so surrounded by 
British influences at home and British newspapers in America, 
that when they cross the water they go as bondsmen and not as 

men. 

I think this proposition needs some amendment. We have 
power to legislate as we have power to make treaties, and I 
should favor the amendment suggested by the Senator from IIli- 
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nois |Mr. PALMER], to strike out the words ‘‘ when not in con- 
travention of any existing treaty.” I should further amend this 
amendment so that it would have a definite meaning and not be 
itself open to an international agreement in which England 
would be dominant. I would amend the last part of it so that, 
commencing with line 10, it would read as follows: 


_ Shall enter into an international agreement, together with the United 
States, for the free coinage and use of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, or 15} to 
1, and shall cease whenever Great Britain shall enter into such an inter- 
national agreement for the coinage and use of silver, and the United States 
hereby agrees to enter into such an agreement. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator please repeat the amend- 
ment which he suggests? 

Mr. STEWART. The first amendment I propose here is to 
strike out the words ‘‘ when not in contravention of any exist- 
ing treaty.” I would abrogate any treaty which interfered with 
this proposition. This kind of legislation means financial war 
to obtain financial liberty, freedom, and independence. ‘There 
is no use of pretending that it is friendly legislation, and must 
be referred to that general clause of treaties which is called the 
most favored nation clause, which would probably govern the 
action, if this amendment is adopted in this form, and would 
simply amount to nothing. 

There is a better way, however, of bringing England to terms 
than that proposed in the pending proposition, a surer way, 
which will tring every gold-standard country in Europe to terms 
in a very few months with absolute certainty. The way has 
been pointed out by the legislation which I shall suggest in In- 
dia, in Japan, in China,and in Mexico. That way isthe passage 
of a law for the free and unlimited coinage of silver or the re- 
enactment of the coinage laws with regard to silver which ex- 
isted prior to 1873. That would bring free coinage throughout 
the world in less than six months, because, as has been well re- 
marked by an eminent British statesman, the free coinage of 
silver while gold is at a premium is a bounty on exports anda 
tax on imports. Nothing is better exemplified and proved by 
practice than that proposition. Those who have examined the 
effect of free coinage in India upon the trade of Great Britain 
will agree that free coinage, which creates a difference of ex- 
change, is a bounty on exports and a tax on imports; so much so 
that the English manufacturers demonstrated in their petition 
to Parliament that the difference of exchange betwéen England 
and India, where there was no tariff, was a greater protection to 
India than the McKinley act was to the United States, and that 
while their trade with India fell off and was being annihilated, 
it was increasing with the United States, notwithstanding the 
McKinley act. 

When they undertook to give England the trade of India by 
suspending coinage they were told by the bimetallists that that 
would not work, that manufacturing would start up in China 
and Japan, and that England would have other rivals in the 
East. They laughed at such a proposition; they were too slow 
and too old to make the change. In lessthan nine months after 
that crime of 1893,as Englishmen call it, the suspension of silver 
coinage was consummated, a line of steamers was established 
from Japan to Bombay, and I have received a newspaper from 
Bombay giving an account of the unloading of coal there from 
the first steamer which arrived—coal from Japan, and manu- 
factured articles; and [ here and now — that if the same 
financial system exists and substantially the same premium on 
gold remains for twenty years, Japan will be a greater center of 
manufacturing than England herself. Manufacturing has also 
started in China. 

If it could be known that the present policy could be main- 
tained for twenty-five years, English capital and French capital 
would flow into China and Japan; they would become beehives 
of industry, and the trade of the world would be changed. Even 
with the danger of free coinage being agitated and the change 
of British policy, manufactures in Japan are springing up as if 
by magic. England undertook to chain Japan, to bind her in 
financial chains, when that country was opened to the world, and 
exacted of hera treaty thatshe would never raise revenue by a tax 
on imports. That is all passed. England has passed laws 
making a tariff against herself and in favor of Japan. 

Let Senators read thereportsof railroadsin Mexico. None of 
those railroads have gone into the handsof receivers. They go 
through countries not furnishing large local freight, inhabited 
by people not accustomed to using railroads. Under allthecir- 
cumstances, it was predicted that those railroads must fail; but 
their reports show that the increase of business, the building of 
manufactures, and the opening of new agricultural fields, the 
cotton, the coffee, the sugar, and all other industries haye been 
so great as to compensate any business loss they sustained by 
reason of being compelled to pay interest on their foreign obli- 

ations. India, while she had her mints open, was able to pay 

er current expenses though her foreign debt was enormous. 
Over $80,000,000 in gold had to be paid in London as interest on 
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the Indian debt, and she paid it while her le were allowed 
to prosper; but when her prosperity was stricken down by the 
stoppage of the coinage of silver and her manufactures destroyed, 
she was unable to pay her current expenses, and she is livin 
now and running her Government, as we are, on borrow 
money. 

The United States is running behind every month under rev- 
enue laws which, before this great fall in silver, were sufficient 
to meet all obligations of the Government. The deficiency is 
increasing: and why? Because you have lost thousands of mil- 
lions of dollars in the last twelve months by enforced idleness. 
You have destroyed the captains of industry who were develop- 
ing the resources of the country; you have depreciated their 
property and ruined their credit, and enterprise is at a stand- 
still. The country is filled with starving men and women for 
no other reason than that business will noi pay and can not be 
conducted. Show me a reason outside of that. With thirty 
years of profound peace and abundant harvests, in a country of 
unbounded resources chiefly undeveloped, show me, I say, in 
such a country and under such conditions any reason why ‘‘ the 
army of the unemployed” should be tramping in our streets? 

Sneer at these poor people as much as you may, their condi- 
tion is the result of your legislation, and if you continue the 
policy of binding the limbs of enterprise in the narrow grasp of 
gold contraction for five years more, scenes will be enac in 
this country which will be appalling. Starvation and despair 
are fearful elements in a great country occupied by 70,000,000 of 
the Anglo-Saxon race. There is no government on earth so 
powerful as ours while the people are happy, while the people 
are prosperous; but if a deep conviction settles down upon their 
minds that itislegislation and theadministration of the govern- 
ment which is ressing them, who will be answerable for the 
consequences? You may have war, you may have pestilence in 


. this country, and = may have any other calamity which the 


people can see and /rnow, and still they will love their Govern- 
ment; but if the wrong comes from the Government itself, how 
long will it retain the affection of the people, which sustains 
this great Government, when they feel and know that it is the 
Government which Saas them of bread? 

Let no one —— at this tide of resentmentagainst unjust 
laws can be chec by convicting Coxey for s on the 
grass where thousands trod at the same time. Such examples 
at the nation’s capital will do no good. 

There is unrest in this country, produced by a cause which 
every intelligent man can understand, by the destruction of one- 
half of the world’s money, by the reduction of prices, by the 
prostration of enterprise; and all this done for what? To ap- 
preciate the value of money and make « few speculators, foreign 
and domestic, rich. 

When we are discussing a tariff, which has been under dispute 
for a hundred years, it seems a mockery, for any little change 
in the tariff law will have no visible effect upon ral con- 
dition of the country, because this condition results from a 
osition which is demonstrable in mathematics, a reduction of 
the money and a consequent fall in prices. 

This condition has existed in Italy for the last year. The 
army has been increased, despotism has been in force by the 
sword. The people have been upon in that country. 
Still the result of peace and prosperity is farther and farther 
remote. 

You may convert this Government into a despotism, may 
trample mth the people, but you can not maintain. ites queers 
ae have some laws under which the people can 
en: th equal and laws we shall have prosperity in 

eountry, — will pear, law and order will prevail, 
no police courts will be necessary to deal with great questions, 
and the law will not have to construe a harmless dent into 
acrime, No, no. 

In the absence of anything better I am willing to join in this 
retaliation on Great Britain, because she is the source, she is 
the originator of this scheme of plunder, but I should like to 
mas Ss Secaene prowalts on eae on our part to join in such 
an can 


agreement Great Britain. It is not certain that it 
be passed in the Senate. 

A few days a went out from leading members of 
the Senate to held in London, a conference, by 


of some of the most eminent men of this age, 


te 





ciated the money of the world and depressed property to make 
themselves rich and others poor, shall have by an international 
agreement a sanction and a ratifieation of the wrongs they have 
perpetrated. That interview was sent across the ocean, and 
more than neutralized the expression of friendship and sympathy 
with the conference there assembled, for each and all of the 
members of that conference are in favor, as you will see when 
their speeches come, of a bona fide restoration of silver at the 
ratio of 15} to 1, which prevails in Europe. That will be the 
sentiment of that conference. 

I say, if we make this proposition, I want it known that the 
United States is willing to enter into such an arrangement, and 
Ishall offer to this amendment an amendment to that effect. 
To say that England shall consent to it, without saying that we 
will, would be a gratuitous insult to England on our part. I do 
not propose to engage in such a transaction, but I am ready to 
take any step which will have a tendency to give us financial 
liberty and financial independence, free from a syndicate of 
British speculators, who have brought misery to every house- 
hold in the land. 

Mr.PEFFER. Mr. President, while I am very much pleased 
with the movement made by the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LopGs}, to whom we listened a short time ago, yet the 
thought suggests itself to me that we are beginning at the 
wrong end. Until the people of the United States themselves 
take some steps in the matter of remonetizing silver, it looks to 
me as though it comes frém us with very bad grace to insist 
upon some other nation doing it. 

I understand very well the reasoning of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, and I wish him and those who think as he does to 
understand thatI congratulate and sympathize with this awak- 
ening upon his part and upon the part of a number of other gen- 
tlemen in the Eastern section of this country, for there seems to 
mean awakening of the people there = the subject of remone- 
tizing silver, but the Congress of the United States has deliber- 
ately refused to take astep in thatdirection. The Congress of the 
United States has deliberately demonetized silver. The Presi- 
dent of the United States deliberately vetoed asilver bill a short 
time ago, and upon the face of the papers, and according to the ac- 
tion of the political partiesas at present organized, both of them 
are on record against the remonetization of silver, both of them 
are onrecord in favor of demonetizing silver, both of them have 
done all they could do with the machinery of their parties to de- 
stroy the use of silver as money equal with gold. is is said in 
the face of the very men who have been guilty of that great wrong. 
For us now, while we are discussing a tariff proposition, to as 
Great Britain to do what we ourselves are not willing to do, 
looks to me at least as in very bad taste. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me an interrup- 


on? 

Mr. PEFFER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is the Senator exactly fair in his argu- 
ment? Is the United States not willing to make an effort for 
the remonetization of silver by an international agreement with 
England and with other a itfair for the Senator to 
say that we are remone because we are not in fa- 
vor of the free of silver by the United States in the ab- 
sence of an international agreement? Is the Senator speaking 
with his usual fairness? 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, it is always fair to tell the 
truth. I am stating the facts just as they appear in the his 
of the country, a — of which my amiable and affable frien 


from New are ire is. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then, will the Senator allow me to ask 
him if he is correct when he says that we ought not toask 
Great Britain to doa thing which we ourselves are unwilling 
todo, when we are willing to enter into an agreement with 
Great Britain for the coinage of silver ata fixed ratio, but are 


not willing to do it alone? 
\ L believe that the two parties— 
the Senator is referr to es, because I was 
parties—I have no doubt that the parties under their 
= og ee would agree to an international ratio of 30 
1, say, or to 1, or any other ratio which would suit the 
of Great Britain. 

Mr. PLATT. Sixteen to one. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I myself think that under a suitable inter- 
national agreement the two countries, certainly the countries 
of Europe and the United States, might resume free coinage 
of silver at the present ratio, or at ratio of 154 to 1. 

Hand that io the principal objection { Sian to 0 peeoelliae 
do ve to ap 
of this kiad. Let the peop e of the United States start the ball 
rolling Mr. President. We have our own silver 
mines, unlimited in their output. I heard a distinguished gen- 
tleman one day suggest the idea thatit would be a good thing if 
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the Government would appoint a committee of expdrts to ascer- 
‘tain the amount of silver in the mountains, and then issue certi- 
ficates upon it without going to the trouble of coining it and 
storing it in the vaulisat Washington. — 

Mr. President, the money of a country is the concern of the 
country alone. If any of our dealers wish to deal in gold, let 
them buy gold the same as they would buy wheat. Tho Gov- 
ernment of the United States is not engaged in commerce with 
other nations, it is the citizens of the United States who are en- 
gaged in commerce with the citizens of other countries. 

If the Senator from Massachusetts, or any other Senator, will 
propose a resolution to call an international convention for the 
purpose of considering an international paper currency, so that 
the individuals of the nations, through their national govern- 
ments or through any commercial agency, may settle balances 
among themselves by paper obligations of the different govern- 
ments, payable in whatever the couhtry has tosell, I will heartily 
unite in that, although I would not be willing tolimit commerce 
among the nations until such an agreement should be consum- 
mated; but I believe it would be vastly better if, instead of frit- 
tering away our time talking about a gold and silver basis for in- 
ternational monetary exchange, we adopt a wider system, or 
adopt a system somewhat similar to that of the banks of ex- 
change so that we could settle our balances one with another 
with paper obligations that the individual government will 
make good. Then if they have to be settled in gold, we can al- 
ways buy wheat in this country, we can always buycorn, we can 
always buy cattle, pork, and cotton, and for those we can pro- 
cure gold with which to pay a gold debt. Soinother countries, 
the citizens there can procure whatever it may be necessary to 
make the final payment with through a sale of their own prod- 
ucts. 

Now, I come back to the original proposition, that before we 
undertake to do anything here ourselves, before we try to ne? 
ourselves, we ask another nation todoso. Still I do not wis 
to be harsh in my criticism atall, for I am pleased that the Sena- 
tor has brought this question up for our discussion. 

Mr. President, there is another thing here. It is this: Our 
monetary policy, so far as our national interests are concerned, 
so far as the power of our Government over it is concerned, is 
in nowise different from our commercial policy; and one of the 
distinctive features of the Republican party, indeed its only 
distinctive feature now, is the protective tariff policy. Why 
can we not adopt an American monetary policy? The money 
that we have been using for the last thirty years has been paper. 
So far as the common people are concerned it has been exclu- 
sively paper. You will not finda gold piece outamong the com- 
mon people of the country in one case in a thousand. We have 
been using paper money exclusively, and we have not suffered 
any from it. Our paper money is as good as our = money. 
That is an exclusively American policy, so far as this particular 
class of money is concerned; and we can do the same with gold 
and silver; we can do the same with reference to any material 
out of which we see proper to make money. So that if we will 
give to the world some indication that we are ready to adoptfor 
ourselves a policy of that kind, it will be time enough to ask 
foreign nations to join us. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER(Mr. BuTLERin the chair). The 

uestion is on the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts, 

r. LODGE]. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish tosay asingle word, for knowing, 
as I do, the intelligenceof the distinguished Senator who offered 
the amendment, I do not suppose he has offered it seriously or 
expects to have the Senate take a vote upon it. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me, I offered it in the 
utmost seriousness, and I propose to have a vote upon it, if I 


can. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It seems to me very strange that such an 
amendment should be offered. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, I do not know 
whether anything was said to that effect or not, but it is my un- 
derstanding that it has always been the custom to take the com- 
mittee amendments first, and not that Senators should interject 
an amendment and ask a vote upon it until the conclusion of the 
consideration of the committee amendments. 

Mr. HALE. I think, in the discussion which has taken . 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] will remember it was 
stated that we would consider the bill by paragraphs, not by 
amendments, and that amendments might be offered at any 
time to any paengreae to be discussed and voted upon; when a 
committee ame t upon a particular subject is reached, 
that particular amendment would be first considered; and I 
think the Senator from Tennessee will bear me out that it was 
the understanding that the bill should be considered by para- 


graphs, and any amendments offered by any Senator to any 
paragraph should be considered. 
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Mr. HARRIS. My recollection is that in a formor discussion 
of this precise question, it was tacitly agreed—if the agreement 
| did not even go beyond that—that the committee amendments 
| toany paragraph were first to be considered, and that while the 
| paragraph was under consideration it was open to amendment. 
| Mr. PLATT. 1 asked the question myself at the time. 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes: my recollection is that way, and it seems 
; to me now that we shall saye time by pursuing that course, be- 
re if we proceed from paragraph to paragraph and simply 





consider committee amendments and do not dispose of the par- 
agraph, but have to recur to it and reconsider it with the Sen- 
ate amendments agreed to or disagreed to, we go over tho bill 
practically twice; when, as we are now proceeding, according 
to the suggestion, we would go over the bill but once as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. HALE. If we reach any paragraph where there is not a 
committee amendment any Senator may move an amendment to 
that paragraph. 

Mr. HARRIS. That was my understanding upon the former 
occasion, but exactly how far it went, whether it went to the 
extent of a unanimous-consent agreement I do not know; but I 
know that I personally assented to that method of dealing with 
the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Tennessee 
that that was our understanding and that was the course pur- 
sued in 1890 when we had the McKinley bill, so called, under con- 
sideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will have read the 
debate on that subject, which will settle the question. 

Mr. VEST. Letit go. It does not make any difference. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish to say a single word with respect 
to the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. 
LODGE]. I can notreally understand the purpose of offering the 
amendment, unless it be in aspirit of retaliation; and, really, 
there is nothing that I can see in the shape of retalintion upon 
Great Britain that would be exactly the proper thing for us to 
begin now. The amendment seems to me to be more in the na 
ture of coercion. In the first place, it provides that “if Great 
Britain shall assent to taking part inan international agreement 
with the United States for the coinage and use of silver,” etc., 
then the vengeance of the amendment will be withheld: other- 
wise not. 

Mr. President, the Kingdom of Great Britain has never re- 
fused, as I understand, to take part in all the international con- 
ferences which have been called to meet. No less than three 
such conferences have been called at the instance of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, and Great Britain has taken part 
in allofthem. Great Britain has been unable to agree with the 
United States and other conferring nations because of the fact 
that Great Britain has a policy of her own with respect to her 
currency, her money, her coinage. 

The amendment applies not only to Great Britain, but to her 
colonies. Great Britain is unable to control her colonies with 
respect to their tariffs or their money, and why the colonies 
should be made a party to the terms of the amendment I can not 
understand. This seems to be coercion upon Great Britain for 
something that her colonies might be unwilling to do, acting 
independently. 

It seems to me as though it would be equivalent to laying an 
embargo upon the commerce of Great Britain. Youmight with 
just as much propriety lay it upon her ships as upon her goods. 

hen the Government of the United States through an act of 
Congress imposes a rateof duty upon articles to be admitted into 
the United States upon the payment of certain duties, then 
Great Britain, under the most favored nation clause, has justas 
much right to bring in her goods as has any other nation upon 
the earth, and a denial of that right is an abridgment of all 
treaty stipulations. 

I know that the Senator states in the very first line of his 
amendment ‘‘except that when not in contravention of any ex- 
isting treaty.” The Senator certainly must know that it would 
be in contravention of common rights, of international agree- 
ments and international comity, to say to Great Britain, ‘* Be- 
cause you will not enter into an international agreement with 
the United States of America to adopt a certain kind of coinage 
for the realm of Great Britain, we will compel you to pay a 
double duty upon your goods.” There is nota civilized nation 
on the earth that would not look with disapprobation upon any 
such = or purpose as this. 

This system of coercion practiced upon a friendly power by an 
amendment offered to a tariff bill seems to me to be a most un- 
precedented one. 

The two subjects are not allied atall. What matters it that 
the United States of America arelarge producersof silver? Let 
the United States then, as a producer of silver, find a market for 
her silver wherever she can. But why try tocoerce Great Brit- 
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ain, who has no use for silver and so proclaims to the world, 
that she must enter into an international agreement with us for 
the coinage of silver, otherwise we intend that she shall pay 
double duty upon her goods? I understand that by this amend- 
ment, even on goods which are admitted free of duty to other 

eople, a duty of 35 per cent shall be imposed upon British goods 
she rejects the silver standard. 

I read as follows: 

Except that when not in contravention of any existingtreaty, any articie 
made dutiable in the following sections shall, if it is the product or manu- 
facture of Great Britain or of any of the colonies of Great Britain— 

To wit, India, Canada, Australia, or any other colony of Great 
Britain having different laws with regard to their coinage, hav- 
ing distinct and separate laws with respect tocustoms duties, hav- 
ing treaties and agreements with the Government of the United 
States and the people of the United States. But Great Britain 
is the offender, and except she will come into a conference and 
agree to something, not only herself and her people but all her 
colonies are to be made the subjects of displeasure on the part 
of the people and the Congress of the United States. Now we 
will read on— 
shail pay a duty double that herein imposed; and any artitle upon the free 
list in the preceding section shall, if the product or manufacture of Great 
Britain or of any of the colonies of GreatBritain, pay a duty of 35 per cent ad 
valorem; and such additional and riminating duties shall remain in 
force until Great Britain shall assent to and take part in an international 
agreement, together with the United States, for the coinage and use ofsilver. 

For the coinage and use of silver which professedly she does 
not want and will not have. Three times in three international 
conferences while declaring her willingness to do something to 
aid the cause of silver she has been unwilling to make it a part 
of the coinage system of Great Britain, ‘‘ but except you do it, 
your manufactured goods shail be charged at the port of New 

Tork, if you pam with a double duty, and if any articles ad- 
mitted free of duty from any other porton the earth shall reach 
an American port as a manufacture of Great Britain, or any of 
her colonies, she shall be obliged to pay a duty of 35 per cent.” 

Mr. President, as I said at the very opening of my re- 
marks, I can not believe that the Senator from Massachusetts 
offered this amendment seriously, or that it belongs in any sense 
to a tariff bill. Let the Senator offer it as an independent, sepa- 
rate resolution, if he pleases. As far as Iam concerned, I am 
ready to vote upon itnow either upon the tariff bill or elsewhere. 

Mr. TELLER and Mr. DuBois addressed the Chair. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, being unwilling so far as Iam 
concerned to incorporate in the bill that very fruitful subject of 
debate, the silver question, I move to lay the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts on the table. 

Mr. TELLER. I wanted to say a fow words, I shall be very 
brief, if the Senator from Tennessee will allow me. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will have to ~ to the Senator from Colo- 
rado, as [am always compelled to yield when he desires me to 
do it. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I have no intention of prolong- 
ing the debate, and what I shall we Bai be very brief on this => 
ject. This isnot the method in which [ would handle thé silver 
question or the money question. Like the Senator from 
oa PEFFER], I think it is beginning at the wrong end; but 

t is better than nothing. We may just as well look the ques- 
tion fairly in the face and admit a fact we all know exists, 
that we shall not be able to accomplish any legislation during 
the next three years on the silver question alone. It is not 
worth while for me to go into any discussion why that is so; ev- 
oy body realizes the fact. Owing to the condition of the politi- 
cal parties and the party ini power, and particularly in view of 
what has occurred within the last few months, we know that 
the United States is unable to move alone. 

There isa very strong party in this country who are notin favor 
of the United States moving alonein the monetary question, who 
believe that we ought to unite with Great Britain, and who 
stand hai in hand waiting for Great Britain to say when it is 
ready. Mr. President, I donot believe I belong tothatparty. I 
belong to the party that believe the United States is able to con- 
trol and manage this question alone, andI believe with me there 
is a majority of the people of the United States. But, I repeat, 
~~ are absolutely powerless to make their will the law. 

ow, if there is a proposition that looks to securing codpera- 
tion with the great power that has stood at the door of a return 
to the former conditions, if there is - to bring that party 
to terms, I am willing to adopt it. Every knows that we 
would have had an international ntin 1878 but forGreat 
Britain. We would have had an international agreement in 1881 


but for Great Britain. We would have had an international 
agreement that would have opened the mintsof the world in 1892 
butfor Great Britain. Itis true, as the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. MCPHERSON]says, Great Britain always 
conference. She is always there tosee that 


pates in the 
is done by the 


Governments over which she holds control. She participates in 
the conferences always, but with a statement made every time 
that no matter what the rest do Great Britain does not intend to 
agree to the recognition of silver as money except in the way 
that she now recognizes it, for subsidiary or small coin. If Great 
Britain can have such an influence upon us, the great silver pro- 
ducing country of the world, the richest country of the world, 
we need not be surprised that she has influence enough upon all 
the other countries to keep them from making any agreement 
with us. I do not suppose there ever has been a time when an 
international conference would have dared to move in this mat- 
ter and enter into an agreement if Great Britain had not agreed 
to enter into it. The idea that Great Britain is essential and 
necessary toany international agreementseems to pervade every- 
one who gets in high places, with rare exception. I refer to 
those who are charged with the administrative duties in this 
country. If Great Britain would consent to it, Germany would 
consent to it. The German members of the several conferences 
have practically so declared. 

I do not know that this measure would bring Great Britain to 
an international agreement, but if anything in the world would 
do it, this would have that effect. Great Britain proposes to 
have this market of ours if she can get it. She is looking to 
this bill with the greatest possible interest and expects to get 
this market. The Senator from Texas said he expects to in- 
crease imports under this bill. How much does he expect to 
increase imports? Certainly notlessthan from $200,000,000 to 
$300,000,000. Who expects to make the sales to us but Great 
Britain? 

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], inline with 
what he has always supposed, thinks that the silver question is 
a question of the price of silver. He can never get his vision 
beyond the fact that the United States is a producer of silver 
and that theadvocates of monetary reform throughout the world 
are moving in that direction only by a desire to increase an 
American product. I represent in parta State that produces 
more silver than any other in the country. Our country pro- 
duces more silver than any other countr i the world, and has 
the capacity to increase that product; but I have never held 
here, and I repudiate it now, that the silver question is one of 
the price of silver. The interest the American people have in 
the silver question is not that the miner in Colorado shall get 
$1.29 an ounce. The wheat-grower of this country loses every 
year infinitely more because of the depreciation of silver than 
the silver minersdo. The cotton-grower loses more every year 
because of the depreciation of silver than the silver miners of 
this ccuntry do. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator from Colorado yield 
to me for a single remark? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator does not quote me correctly 
when he says that my judgment is based upon the idea that the 
low price of silver had aught to militate against its use as a coin- 

e metal. It is not true, provided a sufficient (number of na- 
tions of the world will join together and make ita coin and 
supportit. I have always thought thatthe United States stand- 
ing alone under the great load of silver now in the world to- 
gether with the new silver coming in every year from the mines 
could not maintain a silver currency; but if England, Germany, 
France, and the other great nations of the world would join with 
the United States, I care not whether the price of silver is 20 
cents an ounce or 40 cents an ounce or a dollar an ounce, I be- 
lieve that they would have it within their power to maintain the 
parity of the coin, and we would not have such a thing as a de- 
preciated coin in circulation. 

Mr. TELLER. When the mints of the world are open to sil- 
ver, or when the mints of any considerable portion of the world 
are open to silver, all the a will be absolutely re- 
lieved from any responsibility or obligation to maintain the 

arity. We have been trying to do it by closing our mints. 
We have been trying to do it by an unnatural process, and so 
have other nations of the world. Whenever any considerable 
number of the mints of the world are open, the Government 
washes its hands of the money question; the men who take 
the silver and gold to the mints and put it in there and coin it 
are the only parties interested. When the mints of the world 
are open alike to silver, and silver and —= perform the same 
function, itdoes not need very much of historical or financial in- 
formation to know that the parity will be maintained without 
any effort on the part of any government. In the nature of 
things the parity must be tained when you put two metals 
to the same identical use and give them the same privileges. 
There is no reason in the world why one should be above or why 
one should be below the other. 

We did maintain that for two hundred years with nearly 
seventy years of that time Great Britain not using silver except 
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as a mere commodity, and there is no reason to suppose that it 
can not be done again. ; 

I am not going into that question, Mr. President, but what I 
wanted tosay is that this is not a question that the United States 
now has a local interest in entirely. It is a question for all the 
world. Great Britain stands there and says to every man who 

roduces, you shall produce ata less rate than you ever pro- 
duced before, until, as shown by the Senator from Massachusetts 
a Hoar] yesterday (he attributing the depreciation of land 
n England to the tariff, I attributing it to the money question 
and not the tariff), land has become almost worthless in Great 
Britain. Mr. President, it is worthless in the United States in 
more than one-half of it to-day. 

In one-half of the entire area of the United States farm prod- 
ucts can not be raised to give living rates of wages to the men 
who raise them. The price of products of all kinds has fallen. 
Six months ago,when we were discussing the silver question and 
we were promised prosperity if we would only repeal the Sher- 
man law, agricultural products were worth 25 per cent more 
than they are worth ae: Every day prices go lower, until 
we have reached a point where, unless we make a change in the 
monetarycondition of the world, we shall go to the prices of the 
fourteenth century. No student of history needs to be told what 
that means to the humanrace. Every man who has read history 
or studied social science knows that that means a degradation 
such as no tariff bill can ever bring. 

That is what our quarrel with Great Britainis. Sheis a buyer 
of the products of the world. She bought last year a thousand 
million dollars’ worth more than she sold. She ‘bought for 
$1,000,000,000 twice what she could have bought with that 
amount fifteen years ago. Do you suppose Great Britain is go- 
ing into a conference with us (unless she is compelled to go into 
it) that will take away from her the advantage of feeding her 
laborers with the cheap products of this country? We sold to 
Great Britain last year over $400,000,000 worth of agricultural 
Se the balance of trade being in our favor about $238,- 


If we had sold that at old prices, instead of having $400,000,000 
we would have had $800,000,000. That would have been dis- 
tributed amongst American farmers, in American homes, be- 
cause almost the entire product of this country that went to 
Great Britain was the work of farm hands and produced on farms. 
We sold them at a rate at which no farmer could afford to pro- 
duce them. Nearly 80 per cent of all we send abroad are farm 
products. ~ 

A gentleman told me to-day that he had received from one of 
the richest States in this Union a letter stating that the court 
was in session, that 147 cases were on the docket, and 140 of them 
were foreclosures of the homes of American citizens brought 
about by the unwise legislation forced upon us either by the di- 
rect action of English influences or by the subserviency of 
American statesmen to English ideas, upon the supposition that 
because England was a great and rich nation she knew better 
what was a wise financial policy than we. 

Mr. Presiden’, my quarrel with Great Britain is not that 
silver does not bring enough to my people, but that Great Brit- 
ain is destroying the yeomanry, the very best of American so- 
ciety, and making desolate the homes of the American people 
by her avarice and greed, and by her determination to buy of 
us products cheaper than we can produce them. If I had my 
way I would never allow an article to come from that kingdom 
to our shores. I would inhibit it by a positive and direct law 
until Great Britain should allow the world to resume a natural 
and proper monetary condition, which she has been the great 
instrument in destroying. 

Mr. President, I do not desire to enter into a discussion of the 
silver question upon the tariff question, but I do not think my- 
self that anybody can complain if we say to Great Britain, ‘‘ You 
have had the benefit of. our markets, and now we propose this 
condition.” We have been the most profitable customers to 
Great Britain in the world. It is here that they have made 
their investments on which they have never lost. 

It is Great Britain that holds our securities that are gilt- 
edged. It is in this country that the Englishman knows he can 
make an investment that he can leave to his unborn children 
with safety. Hecan notdo itanywhereelse inthe world. Great 
Britain has been compelled to put the hand of force upon her 
debtors almost everywhere. Egyptshe has made adependency. 
She will do the same thing with South America and Central 
America unless the American people say with a voice that Eng- 
land will understand and fear, ‘‘ You must not put your hand on 
any country upon the American continent.” Guatemala has 
failed to pay her interest, and the capitalists of Great Britain 
are now demanding that Great Britain shall do for Guatemala 
what she has done for Egypt. 

Mr. President, we can not afford to let Great Britain steal 
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our markets, and at the same time destroy the monetary condi- 
tion of the world, and bring the labcring people not only of this 
country but of every country under the sun to a state of degrada- 
tion and want that has not been known in the world for three 
hundred years. Thre is where we are coming,and he who does 
not see it is either illy informed or very obtuse. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I do not wish to occupy much 
of the time of the Senate, but since the Senator from New Jer- 
sey said he suppesed that the author of this amendment could 
scarcely be in earnest about it, 1 desire to say that I shall sup- 
port the amendment very heartily, and for two reasons. The 
first is that I believe myself to be and claim to be a bimetallist. 
I know that there is a difference in the definition of that word. 
I know that my friends who are in favor of the free coinage of 
silver by the United States alone do not admit that anyone is a 
bimetallist unless he agrees witb them and supports the free 
coinage of silver by the United States alone. I am a bimetallist 
and honestly so in the sense that I desire, if it be possible with 
safety to the country, that we shall have free coinage of silver. 
If that be not possible I desire to use all the silver that we may 
safely use in this country as a legal-tender money. 

The difference between myself and those who insist upon free 
coinage by the United States alone is that they believe it would 
be better for theUnited States acting independently toadopt the 
free coinage and use of silver. Ibelieve that that would be more 
disastrous to the United States than to pursue our present pol- 
icy of keeping the silver which we have in use and waiting un- 
til such time as the world will engage in the free coinage of 
silver or the limited use of silver. 

I recognize the fact that all that stands in the way to-day of the 
free coinage of silver by thecommercial nations of the world at a 
ratio of 16 to 1 or 15} to 1 is the attitude of Great Britain, and 
[ think that the passage of this amendment, passed as it ought 
to be by both sides of the Chamber, would be an admonition and 
a voice which Great Britain could not refuse to hear. 

I agree to a certain extent with those whom I may call my sil- 
ver friends, that the scarcity of gold in the world for many pur- 
poses has been productive of great disaster, has been to a large 
extent responsible for falling prices and unremunerative busi- 
ness. Perhaps I would disagree with them as to the extent to 
which that cause has operated. I have no doubt I should disa- 
gree with them in supposing that other causes were potent in 
the fall of prices and the unremunerative character of business; 
but that the appreciation of gold and its ever increasing scarcity 
for money uses have to agreat extentdestroyed values and made 
business unprofitable I do agree. That Great Britain standsdi- 
rectly in the path of the use of silver and stands there almost 
alone, I think is unquestionable. Therefore, I desire by the pas- 
sage of this amendment that we may do something which will 
convince England that it is no longer to her interest to stand in 
the position of the usurious creditor of the world, something 
which may open her eyes to the fact that there is for her a path 
of greatness and prosperity aside from the mere lending of money 
and taking the interest in gold, and cheapening the prices of 
those commodities and things which she desires to buy and must 
buy. 

So much for that, Mr. President, for I promised that I would 
only speak for afew moments. There is another reason which 
I think makes the passage of this amendment entirely proper. 
As has been well said by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Tex- 
LER], England looks to this nation for her market for manufac- 
tured products, and she wants such a tariff as will enable her to 
get our market. 

Mr. McPHERSON, 
to me for a question? 

Mr. PLATT. I prefer first to get through with what I have 
to say, and then I will very gladly answer any question which 
the Senator may ask. It seems to me that those who desire the 
reductioa of duties as proposed in the Wilson bill, or indeed in 
the bill as it stands to-day before the Senate, are either wit- 
tingly or unwittingly contributing to the desire of England to 
get our market and making that desire substantially a success. 

The Senator from Texas says that the bill if passed will in- 
crease the importation of goods into the American market. As 
the Senator from Colorado well inquires, what country is to send 
England 
is to be our chiof creditor if this bill passes. I therefore desire 
that we may by this amendment do something which will coun- 
teraci; the hope and desire of England to acquire the market of 
the United States for her manufactured products. 

Along in the line of the financial argument I desire to call 
the attention of the Senate to the fact that if England is to flood 
our market with goods, as I believe she will under this bill, they 
are to be paid for in gold; and [ desire in some way to prevent 
England from draining more gold from the United States. We 
can scarcely hold the balance of trade even now with England, 








Will the Senator from Connecticut yield 








0 A GA SGI NG SN ERRATA ALT i Sip aA ante aes iia ser aa Tune ssa aanan ae 


ee 


ictoR weeps 


sacl 


> 
Fo nr ALES CRT nD PERRI om Cae Tits OC ears: ae RIS BS. RUN RRED acy ee Ng PETES 
a On II ei — 


Pas emg. eeiaeeye 


tate = al ein oy 





4534 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





May 9, 





Ships are sailing this day from the port of New York carry- 
in ios or three million ollars of gold to London to pay the 
debts which we owe. If those debts are to be increased by the 
increased amount of goods which England is to have the op 
tunity to furnish to the United States under this bill if its 
become a law, then the increased amount of goods which she 
furnishes to the United States must be paid for by drawing gold 
from the Treasury of the United States. 

I should regard it as impossible to keep gold in the United 
States Treasury or in the United States itself for three years 
after the passage of this bill. So instead of doing anything to 

rsuade or to coerce Great Britain from carrying out her pol- 
cy of gold monometallism, we are by this bill playing right into 
her hands. We are bringing about a tradesystem in which her 

old reserves are to be increased and fortified, so that she can 

or the years to come maintain her position of gold monometal- 
lism; so that she will be strengthened in the position which she 
has taken, and so that we in the future shall be powerless either 
to persuade or to coerce her to the e ed use of silver. 

Mr. President, I regard this as a very important amendment. 
I should be glad to discuss it at greater length, but I could not 
allow a vote to be taken without defining my position upon it in 
afew words. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I differ from my friend from New 
Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] in expressing astonishment that the 
Senator from Massachusetts is serious ro the amend- 
ment. I should be very much astonished if any friend of the 
pending tariff bill should for an instant think of supporting the 
amendment. I should then be really and unequivocally aston- 
ished. 

Now, what do the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE 
ard the Senator from Connecticut [Mr, PLATT] ask us to do 
The distress that oa to-day in the agricultural sections of 
this Union comes from the fact that the home market for our 
agricultural products promised us by the Republican party has 
not been realized. As the Senator from Colorado [Mr, TELLER] 
says, 80 per cent of our foreign exports come from agriculture. 
Two-thirds of that 80 per cent goes toGreat Britain. Qur mar- 
kets for our corn and wheat and beef and cotton are not found 
in South America. 

The large bulk of those products go to Great Britain; and the 
agricultural section of the country, which is to-day suffering 
more than any other, is asked now deliberately to join in a dec- 
laration of commercial war against our best customers. 

When we ask for a reduction of tariff duties we simply ask 
that our Northeastern manufacturing brethren shall bear their 
portion of the great depression that now rests upon the country 
and is pervading the entire world. Instead of sage, 
de this, they t upon still having the high duties in the Mc- 
Kinley act, increasing the price to the farmer of all the com- 
modities he buys and at the same time ns: ee bear the 
burden of supporting the Government and selling his agricul- 
tural products in competition with the pauper labor really of the 
whole world. That is the effect of this amendment. 

Does any man who has read history and knowsanything about 
our great progenitors, the English, believe we could coerce 
them by any such commercial declaration of war as this? Is 
there in their history that which leads us to believe that? Do 
we not know that Great Britain will pursue her own course, dic- 
tated by pride or self-interest or what you please? What will 
be the result if this proposition is rejected by Great Britain? 
Lat us consider the consequences. e have all of us heard of 
Yankee tricks, and with great deference to the Senator from 
Massachusetts, he is now aboyt to perpetrate upon us the most 
exquisite Yankee trick that I have ever known in all life. 
With areat respect to him, I must say that his ingenuity is un- 

aralleled in offering this proposition deliberately now to Sena- 
rs upon this side of the Chamber. Let uslookatit. Here is 
a proposition that says to Great Britain, “‘ If youdonotenter into 
an interntional agreement for the coinage and use of silver "— 
thai is the language of the amendment—‘‘ then we will double 
the duties not only upon the exports from the home country, 
but all the colonies of Great Britain; and we will put 35 per cent 
upon all articles upon the free list that come from Great Britain 
or any of her colonies to this country.” 

If tais amendment should pass the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives and go to the Executive I violate no parliamentary 
rule or rule of propriety in ind in a conjecture as to what 
would be the result, ryem lis Excell the President 
vetoos it, embodied in this tariff bill, what is result? Then 
the M Ss its nee duties is ~— this coun- 
try for an indefinite period, and the Senator tts 
has arrived at the ultima thule of all ero 
the McKinley act pure and simple. Suppose, upon other 
hand, the President of the United States a 
and thon Great Britain refuses to contemplate any conjunc- 


ture asis offered to usin this legislation, whatisthe result? New 
England has the a of all the manufacturing in this coun- 
try and has higher tar uties than the McKinley act provides 
or than even the ination of any protectionist ever reached 
before. It doubles the rates of the McKinley act and puts 35 
per cent upon all English imports that comes from the home 
country or the colonies, and there is a paradise of protection. 

Mr. MCLAURIN. And cuts out the revenue. 

Mr. VEST. Revenue is the smallest part of it. It turns us 
over, bound hand and foot, to the New England manufacturers. 
a either side of the dilemma and the protectionists profit 

y it. 

Mr. President, I did not intend to detain the Senate more 
than a moment, and I ve | wish to add that I hardly presume 
the Senator from Massachusetts supposes that we think for an 
instant he offers the amendment as a friend of silver. Weall 
know his position on the silver question and the eloquent speech 
he made here st the free coinage of silver. A large num- 
ber of us on this side of the Chamber differed with our own 
President in order to stand by the white metal. I take it that 
the Senator offers the amendment as a ag ayer rat because he 
knows that the inevitable result will be in either way that the 
——— manufacturers of New England must reap the harvest. 

erefore I take it for granted that not a single friend of the 
pending tariff bill will contemplate for an instant the idea of 
voting for any such amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Colorado and the Senator 
from Nevada, earnest as they are in the advocacy of utilizing 
silver as money, are nO more earnest than I am in favor of the 
same policy; but See the fact that the pending bill is 
not the place for silver legislation, nor this the time for its dis- 
cussion, I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. LODGE. I trust the Senator from Tennessee will allow 
me to speak for a few minutes in reply to one or two remarks 
that have been made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. LODGE. Ofcourse the Senator from Tennessee is per- 
fectly aware that I can offer the amendmentat the next moment 
with a slight verbal change. I have nodesire to delay the vote, 
but I do wish to reply to one or two remarks that have been 


made. 
Mr. VEST. I hope the Senator from Massachusetts will be 


allowed to peoneee 

Mr. HA . Icannotresist the appeal of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, and yet it is a little singular to me that the dis- 
cussion of the silver question should be thrust into the debate 
at this time. I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. I thank the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] gives 
me credit for a deal more ingenuity than I can lay claim 
to, and I think he en. gpa oe to begin with, the scope of 
the amendmént, although I endeavored to make it clear. I 
should be very glad to see the amendment extend to all prod- 
ucts of Great Britain, butas a matter of fact it does not, because, 
as I pointed out when I first spoke, under the favored-nation 
clause in the treaty of 1815, confirmed by the treaty of 1827, we 
must admit the products of Great Britain and Her Majesty’s Eu- 
ropean dominions on the terms of the most favored nation. We 
can only abrogate that clause by giving a year’s notice. That 
of course could be provided in the amendment, but is not. The 
amendment therefore touches only those portions of the domin- 
ions of Great Britain which are not in Europe. In other words 
it affects the products of the colonies, and when the Senator 
from Missouri speaks about the manufactured articles that aro 
to be ee out by the amendment he evidently forgets that the 
articles kept out by the amendment would be the wool of Aus- 
tralia, an agricultural product, not a product of New England; 
the lumber of Canada, which would a benefit to New Eng- 
land and to all the northern tier of States,and such products as 
we get from India, and also the diamonds of the Cape, those nec- 
essaries of the poor. Those are the articles which would be 
struck by the amendment if it should be adopted. 

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. wag ee seemed to 
think that the preere of the amendment is to interfere in 
some method with the ne eee of the colonies. Notat 
all. The oe of the amendment is to endeavor to do some- 
ne e cause of international bimetallism by showing to 
Eng and to the world that this cou’ :ry is in earnest upon 
the question, and, by hampering the trade of England's colonies, 
make England feel need of making some concessions. The 

of gold monometallism is not so — in the colonies as 
itisat home. Look at the condition of Australia to-day as the 
result of the gold system. Look at the condition of India and 
to-day. The newspapers of India denounce 

the closing of the mints as the crime of 1893, 
There is not an Englishman in India to-day who is not a bi- 
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metallist. The Senator from Missouri said, the idea of our 
attempting to coerce England! When we were a parcel of small 
colonies here we coerced England by nonintercourse into the 
repeal of the stamp act. ‘When she attempted to tax us we sev- 
ered from her, after-seven years.of war. The Jay treaty, which 
ut back in our hands the Western posts, was the result, follow- 
hard upen an embargo and athreatof war close behind it. 
Everything that we have had we have wrung from England and 
the rest of the world, for nations give very little unless theyare 
forced toit. Notcoerce England! If there is no way to deal 
with her, if there is no other way to bring it to her attention 
except by makings tariff war upon her, let us make a tariff war. 
The Senator from New Jersey talks about it as being unheard 
of. Is he so ill-informed of currentevents that he does not know 
that a tariff war between Germany and Russia has just culmi- 
nated in an agreement between those two countries which have 
fought out their differences by discriminating duties and finally 
have settled them? This business of a commercial restriction 
and commercial warfare is an old one. 

It has been successfully applied by this country, and in my 
belief it is that which will soonest bring England into some 
agreement with the United States. It is for the interest of the 
world and of the business of the world that these two great 
countries should not be contending with systems of finance. It 
is for the interest of the business of the whole world that we 
should have the restoration of silver to the world’s money. 

The Senator points to the low prices of agricultural products. 
They are low. They have been brought down, in my judgment, 
in the foreign markets by the continual forcing down of gold 
prices. We have lost in our exports of wheat and other cereals 
to England and toEurope by the competition of India and Egypt 
and by the continued decline of — in countries, every one of 
which was having prices forced down by what 1 believe to be 
the English policy. I offered the amendment in entire good 
faith. I differ with the Senator from Missouri as to the best 
policy of restoring silver to its proper place in the money of the 
world. He has advocated here that we should do it by our own 
motion. I believe that the true way to do itis by an imterna- 
tional agreement, but he has never heard me utter one single 
word on this floor against bimetallism. If he has given me the 

onor of his attention he has heard me urge more than once 
the importances of taking steps to bring it back. 

If we are to discriminate, if we are to do what the Senator 
from Colorado ‘has said is the only thing we can do, we must do 
itby discriminating tariff duties, and discriminating tariff duties 
are germane toa tariff bill and can be put in nowhere else that 
Tam aware of. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow 
me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If Iam not mistaken there is a tariff war in 
the bill now, through the discrimination of one-tenth of 1 per 
cent against German sugar. 

Mr. LODGE. I have not examined the point suggested by 
the Senator from Connecticut, and ‘to tell the truth I have not 


had time to look over the few amendments which have been | 


offered. 
Mr. HIGGINS. If the Senator from Massachusetts will allow 
me, I call his attention to the fact that every one of the reci- 

rocity treaties or contentions that were carried into effect under 
the McKinley law was under the same theory as his amend- 
ment—upon compulsion. 

Mr. LODGE. It has also been suggested, and it must be per- 
fectly obvious, that we can not originate a bill of thatsort. The 
Senator from New Jersey said this should be brought in as an 
independent measure. ‘We can not, I think, originate a bill of 
that kind inthe Senate. Wecan only put it on as an amend- 
ment to.a bill which is originated elsewhere. This isthe proper 

d legitimate place. I offered the amendment in good faith, 

use I am anxious to bring about an international agreement 

on thisquestion. We can do nothingelse now. I donotbelieve 

dn our coinage of silver by ourselves, but whether or not that is 

right method, we all know we can not do anything in that di- 

on at this moment. ‘Therefore the only road for any friend 

f silver'to take isthe road of international bimetallism, whether 

it is the best road or not; and for that reason I offered the 

amendment seriously and in good faith and have asked for a 
wote upon it. 

Mr. IS rose. 

Mr. HARRIS. I beg that I may not be appealed to again. I 
renew my motion. 

. . Ishould like to state to the Senator from 
that, as he is well aware, I take great interest in this 
and this hang a new departure. I shall not detain tho 


te five minutes. 
- HARRIS. It is absolutely with regret that I must de- 
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cline to yield. I should not have yielded to the Senator from 
Massachusetts but for the fact ‘that it was his. amendment, and 
I felt that he ought'to have the fullest opportunity to reply to 
the suggestions of other Senators. Butif this is to be open to 
every Senator, then we have a month's debate here on the silver 
question. I adhere to my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
ofthe Senator from Tennesses to lay the amendment on the 
table. ; 

Mr. STEWART and Mr. DOLPH called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (when Mr. BuTLER’s nam 
called). The 
Senator from 

Mr. CHANDLER (when his name was called). 
with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. Murpry]. 
were present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). Upon this question 
I am paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULK- 
NER]. If he were present I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye]. Otherwise I should vote 
sé ea.” 


Mr. GRAY (when hisname wascalled). I am paired with the 


was 
resent occupant of the chair is paired with the 
ennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

[am paire 


if he 


senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. Contom]. If he were present 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). [am paired with 
the senior Senator from New York [Mr. HILu], but with the 
permission of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], I will 
transfer my pair tothe Senator from Illinois |Mr. CuLLom], and 
that will enable both him and myself'to vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. ALLEN (when Mr. KyYLE’s mame was called). The Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. KyLe]desires mo to announce that 
he is paired with ‘the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Mor- 
RILL] upon this and all political questions. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 
present Ishould vote “nay.” 

Mr. TELLER (when the name of Mr. MrrcHeL. of Oregon 
was called). TheSenator from Oregon| Mr. Mrrc# eu] is paired 
with the Senator from Wisconsin | Mr. VILAs]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. If he were present 
I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. SQUIRE (when his mame was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANTEL]. If he were present I 
should vote “nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BRICE (after having voted in the affirmative). I ask if 
the junior Senator from Colorado {[Mr. WoLcortT] has voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr.B” .1CE. Then I withdraw my vote, asI am paired with 
the junior Senator from Colorado, unless a transfer of pairs can 
be arranged. 

Mr. DUBOIS (after having voted in the negative). 
| the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Surru] has voted? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Then I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BRICE. I will transfer my pair to the Senator from In- 

| diana |Mr. VOORHEES], and vote. I vote “yea.” 

| Mr. GRAY. Under the arrangement made with the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr.. LopGE], by which his pair with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Hit] was transferred to the Sen 
ator from Illinois [Mr. Cuniom], I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. GORMAN. Tam paired with the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. FRYE], but I transfer the pair to the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. LInDsAyY], and will vote. I vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. BATE. I understood that I was paired with the senior 
Senator from Vermont {[Mr. MorRILL]. I told him I would see 
that he was paired. 

Mr. HARRIS. I[ will state to my colleague that a pair was 
announced between the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYL4] 
and the Senator from Vermont {[Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. BATE. That is exactly whatI was going to state. 
that is the case, and therefore I feel at liberty to vote. 


I am paired 
lf he were 


I ask if 


I find 
I vote 


te e ’ 

Mr. WASHBURN. I understand that my colleague [Mr. 
DAvVIs] is paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TuRpre}. 
If my colleague were here he would vote ‘‘nay.” I also wish to 
state that the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Carry] is paired 
with the Senator from South Carolina {Mr. IrBy]. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iam paired with the Senator from Montana 
[Mt. PowER]. If he were here I should yote “ yea.” 

Mr. MANDERSON. Isuggest to the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Carrery] that we exchange pairs, so that the Senator from 
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Kentucky [Mr. ae will stand paired with the Senator 
from Montana [Mr. PowER]. That will permit both of us to 


vote. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Very well. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. MANDERSON. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. SQUIRE. I suggest that the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
DANIEL] might be paired with the Senator from Nevada[Mr. 
JONES], who is absent, which would allow me to vote. If agree- 
able, I will transfer my pair to the Senator from Nevada and 
vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. MORGAN. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAyY] to the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
MITCHELL], and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GORDON. Iam paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
WILSON]. I think he has not voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa has 
not voted. 

Mr. GORDON. Then I will withhold my vote. If he were 
present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. DUBOIS. I suggest to the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
GORDON] that, if it is agreeable to him, he transfer his pair to 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], thus allowing the 
Senator from Georgia and myself to vote. s 

Mr, GORDON. Thatis entirelyagreeableto me. With that 
understanding I will vote. I vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. DUBOIS. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say that my colleague [Mr. WIL- 
SON] is detained from the Chamber by illness. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to call the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] to the fact that the Senator 
from Wyoming {[Mr. CAREY] stands paired with the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL], that arrangement having been 
made two or three days ago. The Senator from Wyoming de- 
sired me to announce that fact to the Senate upon any vote that 
might be had. 

Mr. MORGAN (after having voted in theaffirmative). Then I 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. [ understand that two pairs have been an- 
nounced with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. BERRY. No. 

Mr. ALLISON. I trust it will be so arranged that he will 
have but one pair. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Iowa state how the 
Senator from New J oo is paired with two Senators? 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand the Senator from New Jersey 
is paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 

Mr. PASCO. No; the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LINDSAY] 
is paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 

fr. ALLISON. Very well. If I am mistaken about it, of 
course I make no point. 

Mr. ALDRICH (after having voted in the negative). The 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM] informs me that 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRBy] understood that 
he and I were paired on this vote. With that understanding, I 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. TELLER. If my colleague [Mr. WOLCOTT] were present 
he would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. DuBoIS] as to what has become of the pair be- 
tween himself and my colleague [Mr. SMITH]? 

Mr. DUBOIS, It has been transferred to the Senator from 
Towa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I heard the charge made just now that 


“my colleague is paired twiee. I supposed he was paired with 


the Senater from Idaho and understand that the Senator has 
exchunged his pair. 

Mr. DUBOIS. My understanding is that the Senator's col- 
league is now paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] 
ond anteeiie else, thus enabling the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
GORDON] and myself to vote. 

Mr, McPHERSON. My colleague would vote “yea” if he 
were present. He is paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
WILson}. 

Mr. HALE. Before the announcement of the result is made, 
I ask that the pairs be announced. 

Mr. DOLPH. I desire to make an announcement. The Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] announced the pair of my col- 
league {Mr. MITCHELL of Oregor] with the Senator*from Wis- 
consin {Mr. Vinas]. I desire to state that if my colleague were 
here he would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. HA . My understanding is that the Senator from 






Ore . MITCHELL] is paired with the Senator from Wis- 
con ‘ es) 
Mr, “ at is right. 


Mr. HARRIS. I thought the Senator from O. was re- 
ferring to the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. }. 
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Mr. DOLPH. I merely announced how my colleague would 
vote if he were present, which had not been done. 

Mr. HALE. If the pairs can be announced it will save all 
trouble. 

Mr. PASCO. I suggest that the names of those who voted be 
announced first. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Reporter informs the 
Chair that in view of the fact that somany pairs have been trans- 
ferred, it would take him quite a time to get the pairs into such 
“— that they could be announced. 

r. HARRIS. Let the Secretary announce how Senators 
— zoe and corrections can be made if any mistake is de- 
cted. 

The Secretary recapitulated the vote. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I announced the pair of my colleague 
[Mr. DAvis] with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE], but I 
— by the recapitulation that the Senator from Indiana has 
voted. 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 20; as follows: 





YEAS—32. 
Allen, Coke, Jarvis, Peffer, 
Bate, George, Jones, Ark. Pugh, 
Berry, Gibson, McLaurin, Ransom, 
Blanchard, Gordon McPherson, Roach, 
Brice, Gorman, Martin, Turpie, 
Caffery, Gray, Mills, Vest, 
Call, Harris, Palmer, Walsh, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Pasco, White. 

NAYS—20. 
Allison, Hansbrough, MeMillan, Shoup, 
Dolph, Hawley, Manderson, Squire, 
Dubois, Higgins, Perkins, Stewart, 
Gallinger, Hoar, Platt, Teller, 
Hale, Lodge, Proctor, Washburn. 

NOT VOTING—32. 

Aldrich, Daniel, Kyle, Power, 
Blackburn, Davis, Lindsay, uay, 
Butler, Dixon, Mitchell, Oregon Sherman, 
Camden, Faulkner, Mitchell, Wis. Smith, 
Cameron, ere, Morgan, Vilas, 
Carey, Hill, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Chandler, Irby, Murphy, Wilson, 
Cullom, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, Wolcott. 


So the amendmeut was laid on the table. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I announced that my ———— [Mr. 
DAVIS] was paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE}, 
which I understood to be the case, as that pair existed for along 
time; but I am now informed by the Senator from Indiana that 
the pair has been withdrawn on the tariff question. I desire to 
state the matter correctly. 


ARREST AND IMPRISONMENT OF J. S. COXEY AND OTHERS, 


Mr. TELLER. I ask unanimous consent that I may offer a 
substitute for the resolution of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN], which was discussed this morning. I desire to offer 
what I send to the desk as a substitutefor the preamble and the 
resolution, and I ask to have it printed. ; 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to state that it is perfectly satisfactory 
to me. 

Mr. STEWART. Let it be read. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it be read and printed, and then let it lie 
over until to-morrow. 

Mr. TELLER. It may lie over until to-morrow. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That a special committee of flve Senators shall be appointed by 
the President of the Senate, no more than two of whom shall belong to the 
same political party, whose duty it shall be to investigate and report, with 
all convenient speed, to the Senate, all the facts and circumstances con- 
nected with the arrest and im mment of Jacob S. Coxey, Carl Browne, 
and C. C. Jones, and the general conduct of the police on the day such arrests 
were made, and to oe whether any further legislation is necessary for 
the protection of the Capitol and grounds about the Capitol; also whether 
further legislation is n or desirable for the protection of the citi- 
zens who may visit the national capital. 

Said counmalesee shall have full power to send for persons and papers, sum- 
mon, swear, and examine witnesses, preserve and report all evidence, per- 
form and do all things in the premises such as may essential to a full, 
compleve, and thorough investigation of the matter. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be printed 
and lie on the table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the concurrent resolution of the Senate to a 8,000 copies 
of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon the Hon. Randall 
Gibson, late a Senator from the State of Louisiana. 

The message also announced that the House had d reed to 
the amendment of the Senate to the concurrent resolution pro- 
viding for the ae of a special report of the Chief of the 
Bureau of Statistics of the Treasury Departmenton the ao 


for consumption and the domestic exports for the years 1 





1894. 





1894, asked a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, apd had appointed Mr. RIc#- 
ARDSON of Tennessee, Mr. MCK AIG, and Mr. BRODERICK man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 3740) to amend an act entitled 
‘‘An act regulating the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia.” 

THE SAMOAN ISLANDS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate of the United States: 


I transmit herewith in response to the resolution of the Senate of April 6, 
1894, a report of the Secretary of State containing the requested informa- 
tion as to the present condition of affairs in the Samoan Islands, with copies 
of the correspondence in relation thereto, including that with the Govern- 
ments of Great Britain and Germany. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, May 9, 1894. 


HAWAIIAN AFFAIRS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Congress: 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of State in re- 
gard to recent dispatches from the United States minister at Honolulu, re- 
ceived since my message of April 21, 1894, and also a dispatch from the min- 


ister dated April 14, 1894. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
* EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, May 9, 1894. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After twenty-seven min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT RED WING, MINN. 


Mr. WASHBURN. Ishall have to be absent from the city for 
several days, andit is important that a bridge bill of local impor- 
tance should be passed. The work is being heid back inorder 
that action may be had upon the bill. I ask unanimous consent 
for the consideration of the bill (H.R. 6110) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at Red 
Wing, Minn. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 2 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, May 10, 
1894, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate May 9, 1894. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

Buchanan Schley, of Maryland, to be marshal of the United 
States for the districtof Maryland, vice William F. Airey, whose 
term will expire May 21, 1894. 

APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 

Lloyd Wilkinson, of Maryland, to be appraiser of merchan- 
dise in the district of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland, to 
fill an existing vacancy. 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Ambrose S. Campbell, of Hastings, Nebr., to be register of 
the land office at McCook, Nebr., vice James P. Lindsay, to be 
removed. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Patrick Gibbons, of Orleans, Nebr., to be receiver of public 
moneys at M Nebr., vice David E. Bomgardner, whose 
term of office will expire May 26, 1894. 

Williar B. Morrison, of Hickman, Nebr., to be receiver of 
~~ m *ys at Lincoln, Nebr., vice Joseph Teeters, to be re- 
moved. 

Elmer Williams, of Atkinson, Nebr., to be receiver of public 
moneys at O’Neill, Nebr., vice Albert L. Towle, term expired. 
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POSTMASTERS. 

William B. Gere, to be postmaster at Bessemer, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Alabama, in the place of Samuel Mul- 
lens, removed. 

George E. Meigs, to be postmaster at Guilford, in the county 
of New Haven and State of Connecticut, in place of George N. 
Bradley, whose commission expired March 13, 1894. 

William A. Davidson, to be postmaster at Eureka, in the county 
of Woodford and State of Illinois, in place of Frank M. Hoyt, 
whose commission expired December 21, 1893. 

Augustus C. Tupper, to be postmaster at Osage, inthe county 
of Mitchell and State of Iowa, in the place of John L. Whitley, 
whose commission expires May 27, 1894. 

James H. Woodstock, to be postmaster at Clear Lake, in the 
county of Cerro Gordo and State of Iowa, in the place of Charles 
E. Johnson, whose commission expires May 19, 1894. 

John H. Clune, to be postmaster at Springfield, in the county 
of Hampden and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Henry 
M, Phillips, whose commission expired January 28, 1804. 

John J. Kennedy, to be postmaster at Stoughton, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Charles 
T. Drake, whose commission expired March 20, 1894. 

Thacher B. Lucas, to be postmaster at Middleboro, in the 
county of Plymouth and State of Massachusetts, in the place of 
Augustus M. Bearse, whose commission will expire May 29, 
1894. 

Lewis B. Marquissee, to be postmaster at Berrien Springs, in 
the county of Berrien and State of Michigan, in the place of 
Nelson J. Davis, whose commission expires May 27, 1894. 

John C, Wise, to be postmaster at Mankato, in the county of 
Blue Earth and State of Minnesota, in the place of William W. 
P. McConnell, whose commission will expire May 14, 1894. 

Byron Moore, to be postmaster at Concord, in the county of 
Merrimac and State of New Hampshire, in the place of Henry 
Robinson, whose commission expired May i, 1894. 

Ira E. Blazer, to be postmaster at Montclair, in the county of 
Essex and State of New Jersey, in the a-* of George A. Van 
Gisson, whose commission expired April 22, 1894. 

Thomas P. Gable, to be postmaster at Santa Fe, in the county 
of Santa Fe and Territory of New Mexico, in the place of Jacob 
Weltner, whose commission expired March 24, 1894. 

William A. Frost, to be postmaster at Shelbyville, in the 
county of Bedford and State of Tennessee, in the place of B. M. 
Tillman, whose commission expired March 29, 1894. 

M. V. Mitchell, to be postmaster at Cisco, in the county of 
Eastland and State of Texas, in the placeof Gomer S. Williams, 
removed. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 9, 1894. 
PROMOTION IN THE MARINE CORPS. 
Capt. George C. Reid, United States Marine corps, to be 
major, adjutant, and inspector of said corps. 
PROBATE JUDGE. 
Warren N. Dusenberry, of Utah Territory, to be judge of pro- 
bate in the county of Utah in the Territory of Utah. 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICE. 
Joseph D. Bethune, of Arizona Territory, to be associate jus- 
tice of the supreme court of the Territory of Arizona. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 


Tracy R. Bangs, of North Dakota, to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of North Dakota. 
Caleb R. Brooks, of Oklahoma Territory, to be attorney of the 


| United States for the Territory of Oklahoma. 


COLLECTOBS OF CUSTOMS. 


Robert L. Ailworth, of Virginia, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Cherrystone, in the State of Virginia. 

Thomas L. Shippen, of Virginia, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Petersburg, in the State of Virginia. 

John B. Redman, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Frenchmans Bay, in the State of Maine. 

Walter J. Creamer, of Maine, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Castine, in the State of Maine. 


POSTMASTERS. 


James B. Rich, to be postmaster at Slater, in the county of 
Saline and State of Missouri. 

Daniel O'Leary, jr., to be postmaster at Glens Falls, in the 
county of Warren and State of New York. f 

Emerson S. Crandall, to be postmaster at Warrensburg, in 
the county of Warren and State of New York. 
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postmaster at Baltimore, in the 
county of Baltimore and State of Maryland. 


S. Davies Warfield, to be 


Thomas J. Smith, to be postmaster at Frankfort, in the county 
of Clinton and State of Indiana. 

John R. Heaston, to be postmaster at Winchester, in the 
county of Randolph and State of Indiana, 

Samuel W. Beakes, to be postmaster at Ann Arbor, in the 
county of Washington and State of Michigan. 

S.S. Turner, to be postmaster at Yankton, in the county of 
Yankton and State of South Dakota. 

Frank M. Root, to be penne at Berea, in the county of 
Cuyahoga and State of Ohio. 

John H. Hirt, to be postmaster at Wilmington, in the county 
of Clinton and State of Ohio. 

Irus B. Elkins, to bs postmaster at Lompoc, in the county of 
Santa Barbara and State of Californis., 

Orville D. Ayer, to be postmaster at Montesano, in the county 
of Chehalis and State of Washington. 

Andrew T. Culbertson, to be postmaster at Placerville, in the 
county of Eldorado and State of California. 

Howard T. Mallon, to be postmaster at Spokane, in the county 
of Spokane and State of Washington. 

red M. Robinson, to be ter at Orange, in the county 
of Or. and State of California. 

F. E. Trask, to be postmaster at Ontario, in the countyof San 
Bernardino and State of California. 

James W. Johnston, to be postmaster at Monroe City, in the 
county of Monroe and State of Missouri. 

Thomas B. Harber, to be postmaster at Trenton, in the county 
of Grundy and State of Missouri. 

Charles W. Brady, to be postmaster at Independence, in the 
— of Jackson and State of Missouri. 

William H. Moore, to be postmaster at Middletown, in the 
county of New Castle and State of Delaware. 

James T. Rankin, to be postmaster at Corpus Christi, in the 
county of Nueces and State of Texas. 

John Lioyd, to be "naa at Taylor, in the county of Wil- 
liamson and State of Texas. 

William L. Haukey, to be postmaster at Wilmerding, in the 
county of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 

Filmer E. Caseber, to be postmaster at Charleroi, in thecounty 
of Washington and State of Pennsylvania. 

Frank A. Daniels, to be ter at New Orleans, in the 
parish of Orleans and State of Louisiana. 

John J. Witter, to be postmaster at Fort Plain, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of New York. 

D. L. Toney, to be postmaster at Manchester, in the county of 
Chesterfield and State of Virginia. 

S. S. Turner, to be postmaster at Yankton, S. Dak. 

Charles B. Sevier, to be postmaster at Harriman, in the county 
of Roane and State of Tennessee. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, May 9, 1894. 


The yee metatl2 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
roved. 
: FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House copiesof findingsof the 

Court of Claims in the casés of the following-named persons 

t the United States; which were se refe to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed: 

B. F. Harrison, administrator of E. Hensel! eens. 

J. — Kearfoot, administrator of William M. (de- 

ceased). 

THE LATE SENATOR GIBSON OF LOUISIANA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following Sen- 
ate concurrent resolution: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House ain Congress upon the Hom. That there 
be {the delivered in the Hon. Randall Lee 
Bieon ist Tate ® atl eon the State of aioe. 
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Gelivered ee of that 
at pep he 3 yt aes be for the use of the 
Senate, and 4,06 copies for the use of the $ of the quota of the 
Senators and Representatives from the State of the Public 
oe LAS wine have oo tag nyt nae ape 
Sealcoeel: yA ey to have 
cupreren ene gesesed, 06 06 cory > sat as practicable, portrait of the 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. , that is the 
usual resolution in such cases, and I ask consent that 
it be now considered. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Is the provision for setting apart 2,000 copies 
for the Members and Senators from the State from which the 
deceased came usual in these resolutions? 

a RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is the usual provi- 
sion. 

Mr. REED. How long has it been usual? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. For the last three Con- 
gresses, commencing in the Fifty-first. We print 8,000 copies; 
we give 2,000 copies to the delegation from the State of the de- 
ceased member, to be divided between them, and the remaining 
copies are divided in the proportion of 2,000 to the Senate and 
4,000 to the House. That is the distribution provided for in the 
printing bill, which has passed the House twice and which is 
now pending in the Senate, having once passed that body. 

Mr. BURROWS. What will be the expense attending this 
printing? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Twenty-six hundred and 
fifty dollars. The number of copies is largely reduced from 
what it used to be prior to the Fifty-first Congress and during a 
portion of that Congress. We used to print 12,500 co pies, and 
at one time as many as 25,000. 

Mr. BURROWS. I only want to say that I hope the time 
will come, and that very scon, when this useless kind of expend- 
iture will be saved, for it is wholly unnecessary. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of ‘Tennessee. I did not hear the gen- 
tleman’s remark. 

Mr. REED.- The gentleman from Michigan remarked that 
he h the time would soon come when this useless kind of 
“— iture would be dispensed with. 

r. BURROWS. Itis within the knowledge of every mem- 
ber that volumes of this kind when sent to members are usually 
thrown away or givenaway. I know itis so with me, and I pre- 
sume it is so with other members. I think the expenditure is 
absolutely uncalled for and ought to be stopped. 

Mr. REED. As an incentive to members to search for mel- 
ancholy poetry the preparation of this kind of literature can 
hardly, perhaps, be equaled, but otherwise it has little value. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of this resolution? 

There was no objection, and the Senate resolution was con- 
curred ia. 

IMPORTS AND EXPORTS 1867 TO 1803. 


The SPEAKER alsolaid before the House the following House 
concurrent resolution, with a substitute adopted by the Senate: 
ined by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 

So peeen oS ecdas Cxaanal tae Caner x the Durene of Btacsten of tke 


Treasury Department on the imports for 
rts for the years 1884 to 1894; 2,000 co: 


The Senate substitute was read, as follows: 
(Resolved by the House of Representatives apeunane. That there 
be printed for the use of Congress 6,000 additional copies of Senate Report 
No. 259, of the pee. session, parts 1 and 2, i] one volume bound in cloth, 
on 


being a on a domestic 

exports from 1867 to 1893, inclusive; of which number 2,000 copies shall be 

- the ise of the Senate and 4,000 for the use of the House of nta- 
ves. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House nonconcur in the Senate-amendment, and ask for a 
conference. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I understand that this is a 
resolution to print some sta extending down to 1894. 
These statistics are very valuable if they can be got within a 
reasonable time, and I wish to ask the gentleman from Tennes- 
see whether he can give us any information as to the probabil- 
ity of their be ted in the next two or three years? 

Mr. RICH IN of Tennessee. I can not say just when 
they will be printed, but undoubtedly as early as the Printing 
Office can do the work. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman knows that 
the Printing Bureau is far behind in its work, and the demand 
for these re comes in to members as soon as it is publicly 
announced that they are to be printed. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will say to the gentleman that the Statis- 
tical Abstract is ly printed promptly. It is a matter of 
im and I do not k there has been any complaint in 
the past of delay in the printing of it. 

Mr. RIC N of Tennessee. This, however, is not the 
Statistical Abstract. Itisstatistics of imports for consumption, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. My remark would apply to this also. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Whatare the changes made in the House 
resolution by the Senate substitute? 

Mr. ARDSON of Tennessee. I am not prepared to state 
that accurately. The House resolution provided for —- 
these statistics from 1884 to 1895 inclusive. The Senate 
ment, as I understand, covers a longer period. [haveasked the 











1894. 


© to nonconcur, in order that we may examine and see 
which resolution is preferable. 
r. DINGLEY. Inotice that the Senate substitute goes back 


to 1867. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I suggest, Mr. Speaker, that the Clerk read 
jhe two resolutions in order that the House may see the differ- 

nce between them. 

The SPEAKER. That would requireunanimous consent, the 
resolutions having already been read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If this matter goes to a conference I think 
it is very desirable that the publication should go back as far 

1867, as those statistics are quite valuable and are not com- 
Biled in any other form. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Iam inclined to think my 
friend is right on this matter; but our committee desired very 
much to look into the question and see whether this informa- 
tion has been already printed in sufficient quantities. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. [ask that the resolution with the amend- 
ments of the Senate be read again. 

The Clerk again read the resolution with the amendments of 
the Senate. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. One additional remark I 
desire to make in answer to the inguiry of the gentleman from 
Maine as to how these resolutions differ from each other. The 

solution as adopted by the House provided that a portion of 
ee publications should go to the Bureau of Statistics. The 
resolution as passed by the Senate makes no provision for the 
distribution of any copies to the Bureau. I think there ought 
to be at any rate an amendment so that the Bureau shall re- 
ceive a portion of these documents when printed. I move that 
the House nonconcur in the amendments of the Senate and ask 
for a conference. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. Before the question is taken I wish to state 
to my colleague [Mr. RicHARDSON of Tennessee] that the reso- 
lution as passed by the Senate does not provide for the printing 
at all of the data desired bythe Bureau. Itrefers to an entirely 
{bor inst document, embracing information which goes back to 





7,instead of merely forten years. This may be the very thing 
at the Bureau does not want or need. 

Mr, RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The document provided 
for by the Senate includes the very material provided for in the 
House resolution, but it includes more. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And when it comes to the question of in- 
clusion, all these documents have been printed separately here- 


tofore. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman is alto- 
gether mistaken in that statement. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The statements as to imports and home 
consumption have been kept up for a number of years. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This document has not 
yet been printed. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I admit that this particular compilation 
has not been printed; but the data which it contains, as I under- 
stand, had been. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. RICHARDSON 
of Tennessee to nonconcur with the Senate amendments and ask 
a conference, it was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. RICHARD- 
SON of Tennessee, Mr. MCK AIG, and Mr. BRODERICK as the con- 
ferees on the part of the House. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. MADDOX, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of ab- 
sence for this day, on account of sickness. 


E. H. NEBEKER. 


Mr. BROOKSHIRE. ILask unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 5901) to reimburse E. = nee late Treasurer of the United 
States. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Soowstane ot the Treasury be, and is hereby, 
| eee ag eg and directed to pay toE. H. Nebeker, late Treasurer of the United 

tates, the sum of $1,000, to reimburse the said Nebeker for the payment of 
said sum to the chief of the redemption division of the ,on May the 
26th; 1893, to make a shortage of that amount in the cash of the redemp- 
tion division of the asurer’s office, caused by the loss of one one-thousand- 
dollar Treasury note belonging toa remittance (case numbered 251462) of 887,000 
from the assistant treasurer of the United States at New York, which was 
counted, assorted, and reported correct by Mrs. C. V. , counter, on 
the 28th of March, 1893, but found to be short as aforesaid when recounted in 
the offices of the Secretary and r, and the said sum of 81,000is hereby 
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
“i SAYERS f ee yn Yat 
r. js rust the gentleman 1 give us some ex- 
planation of this measure. : z 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Rese th k tha 
tas robert le : rving the right to object, I ask that 
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Mr. BROOKSHIRE. As the report is very long, embracing 
a number of affidavits, I ask that the letter of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, which is included in the report, be read, without 
the whole report. 

The SPEAKER. The letter will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 2, 1894. 
Str: I have the honor to transmit herewith a communication from FE. H. 
Nebeker, late Treasurer of the United States, dated August 26, 1893, reciting 
the facts concerning a sealed 2 of United States Treasury notes of 


1890 which was receiyed March 27, 1893, in the usual course of business by 
the redemption division of the Treasurer's OMice for redemption and given 
to a counter to open and count, assort, and cancel the notes. F 

The Treasurer reports that the package was scheduled by the sender to 


contain fifty-one $1,000 notes, which when counted in his office were reporte:t 
to be correct; but that when the package was recounted in the offices of the 
Secretary and Register it was found to contain only fifty $1,000 notes, 
thereby making the cash $1,000 short. Diligent search has been made for 
the missing note, but no trace of it has been found, and the Treasurer on 
May 26, 1893, paid the amount of the loss to the chief of the redemption di 
vision to make good the shortage in the cash, and now asks reimbursement 
for the sum so paid. 

Affidavits of all persons who have knowledge of the matter are inclosed 
herewith. 

As the loss of said note occurred through no neglect or fault on the part 
of the Treasurer, I have the honor to recommend that he be reimbursed in 
the sum of $1,000, which he has already paid to the Government, as shown in 
his communication of August 23, 1893, herewith. 

Respectfully, yours, 
J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 

The SPEAKER Of the House of Representatives. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana that this bill be considered? 

Mr. REED. Is there a report accompanying the bill? 

The SPEAKER. Thereis. The Clerk has just read a letter 
of the Secretary of the Treasury which is a part of the report. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I suggest that the letter as read fails to 
show due diligence on the part of this official; it merely states 
that the missing note was not contained in the package when 
counted. There is a statement that the officer appears to have 
been without fault in the matter; but no facts are shown sus- 
taining that statement. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. The affidavits of all the parties having 
knowledge concerning this matter are made a part of the report. 
There can be no doubt about the justice of this claim. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Onlya small portion of the report has been 
read, and as I have just undertaken to suggest, the weak point 
of the statement as read is that it does not show that due dili- 
gence was used to detect the absence of the missing note when 
the package was counted. Is there anything to counteract this 
impression which I have obtained from the letter as read? 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Oh,yes. The affidavits show that dili- 
gent search was made. A package understood to contain $87,- 
000 was sent to the redemption bureau of the Treasury Depart- 
ment by the assistant treasurer at New York. It was marked 
as containing among other notes fifty-one $1,000 bills. An old 
lady in the redemption bureau counted the money and marked 
it ‘' $87,000.” Thereupon the notes were cut in two and sent to 
the Treasurer's Office. There the money was recounted, and 
there were found only fifty $1,000 bills instead of fifty-one. Due 
search was made as shown by the affidavits, but the missing bill 
could not be found. It is not known whether it was lost in the 
redemption bureau, or whether in fact there had originally been 
only fifty $1,000 bills in the package. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If there had never been more than the fifty 
bills in the package, due diligence at that office should have 
disclosed the fact when the notes in the package were counted. 
That strikes me as a weak point in this case. 

There does not seem to have been that careful accounting to 
detect the absence of this money, if it was not received in the 
Treasury, or if it had been received and was abstracted. If it 
was abstracted after reaching the Treasury, somebody must be 
liable for it. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. I will say to the gentleman that the 
precedents concerning similar losses have been that after an 
official search was made, as was made in this instance, and no 
trace of the missing funds could be discovered, the Treasurer 
has beenreimbursed. Sixty-four thousand dollars, I think, was 
paid at one time inthis way. Mr. Nebeker in the present in- 
stance made due search for this money, as the affidavits ap- 
pended to the report show, and there is no reason why he should 
not be reimbursed. It was not his fault that the loss occurred. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand the gentleman from Indiana 
to say that the claimant in this case was not guilty of any fault 
or negligence. Now, somebody must have been. Nota single 


word is set forth in the report about how this bill could have 
disappeared. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Has the report been read? 

The SPEAKER. A partof it. 

Mr. KILGORE. Nocharge is made against anybody in the 
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office through whose hands it passed—some two or three per- 
sons, It must have been through somg employé there if it dis- 
appeared in the Treasury. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. The affidavits of all persons having 
knowledge of this affair are appended to the report, and there is 
nothing in them to show that there was any want of diligence in 
making proper search after the loss was haows. The report 
clearly shows that the Treasurer of the United States, Mr. Neb- 
eker, has been guilty of no wrong or neglect in the matter. 

Mr. KILGORE. Has there been an effort to trace the bill or 
to trace it to the party who could have committed the wrong, if 
any was committed? 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. There was. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand the report says that on the first 
count the package was certified to be correct; that is to say, it 
contained all the money it was claimed to contain? 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Yes; $87,000. 

Mr. KILGORE. But onthe next count that $1,000 was miss- 
ng? 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, it is strange that somebody could not 
have been found to be negligent when they could trace negli- 
gence or the loss to but one or two individuals. Has no effort 
been made to explain the loss by anybody into whose hands this 
money was traced, or has any effort been made to recover the 
loss from such poreen: or persons? 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Well, the old lady who counted the 
package was not able to make good the loss. She thought there 
was $87,000 in the package when she tied it up. 

Mr. KILGORE. How long had sbe been there? 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. I do not know; several years, I think. 

Mr. KILGORE. My information is that she was there only 
twelve months or eighteen months. That, I understand, to be 
set forth in the report. Somebody was certainly negligent, or 
the money could not have disappeared. Now, who was guilty 
of that negligence ought to be made plain by the investigation. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. If the gentleman from Indi- 
ana will permit me, it has been the uniform practice heretofore 
when losses have been sustained of this character, to reimburse 
the Treasurer. Of course he can not count these funds himself. 
He must take the reports that come before him from the assist- 
ants in the office, 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. There is no doubt but that this Gov- 
ernment is responsible for this claim. 

Mr. KILGORE. ButI suppose the reimbursement of the Gov- 
ernment should first be made if possible from the parties who 
wore ee of the negligence. 

Mr. LO D. The report shows that Mr. Nebeker endeavored 
to discover who was responsible for the loss, and that it was not 
possible to ascertain that fact. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. It will have tobe paid. It is a just 
charge against the Government. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to 
he engrossed and read a third time, and being eng rossed it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BROOKSHIRE, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

PETER HAGAN. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 79) for 
the relief of Peter ——— 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read, after 
which the Chair will ask for objection. 

‘The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

R . 
ung of Ptilanepate for doeangne waste’ Tor ti eal fon of Sees 
canal ia consequence of injuries received whil ofa 


barge e discharged 
° of stone, by the mili authorities of the Uni 8 at Fort 
Mon ber 23, 1801 aa all rs re aor 


be 
examination and the allowance of amount of damages actu- 
sustained by said claimant by reason of said loss, the en 


nt rendered 
Seimei Provider Phat the ot dienes oak eae 


ue of said canal barge at the time she sustained the 


Mr. BINGHAM. There isa brief report from the Committee 
on Claims, which I ask to have read, and ifnecessary [ will sup- 
plement it with a further explanation. 

The report (by Mr. BUNN) was read, as follows: 
wares considered the stake and report tt back tp one House withthe 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the t resolution? 

Mr. M . Mr. Speaker, I shall have to object to the 


consideration of that resolution unless there is something more 
than what is embodied there in support of it, The report does 
not come up to the requirements of explaining sufficiently what 
the proposition embodies. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If thegentleman will permit me I will make 
a brief statement, which I think will be satisfactory. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Certainly. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The statement is simply this: The parties 
owning this barge were under contract to convey certain stone 
for the Government to the wharf at Fortress Monroe, the Gov- 
ernment to unload the barge. In unloading it they dropped a 
heavy stone that went directly through the barge and sunk it. 
This resolution is to authorize these parties to go before the 


-Court of Claims and have an examination and allowance of the 


amount of da: es actually sustained. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Why can not that be done without this ac- 
tion on the part of Congress? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Thisissimply to authorize them to go before 
the Court of Claims. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The general law provides for suits of such 
character. 

Mr. BINGHAM. This provision o! the resolution, I will say 
to the gentleman from Tennessee, is to enable the papers now on 
file in the Treasury to be referred to the Court of Claims for ex- 
amination. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would suggest to the gentleman that he 
let this matter go over until to-morrow and I will look into it. 
Ph "leona Very well, Mr. Speaker, I have no objection 

at. 

Mr. SAYERS. Relative to this bill called up by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. ee I will suggest to him 
further that a clause be placed in the bill which will direct the 
court to inquire into the fact as to whether there was any neg- 
—— — the part of the owners of the barge. 

fr. BINGHAM. There was none. 

Mr.SAYERS. But I want the court to inquire into it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. T have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. That matter will comeup. The Chaiy will 
give the gentleman an opportunity to ask unanimous consent. 


BRIDGE OVER THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT ST. LOUIS. 

Mr. FORMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5645) authorizing the 
construction of a bridge over the Mississippi River to the cit 
of St. Louis, in the State of Missouri, from some suitable poin 
between the north line of St. Clair County, Ill., and the south- 
west line of said a. 

The bill was read at length. It gives the consent of Congress 
to the East St. Louis and St. Louis Bridge and Construction 
Company, of the city of East St. Louis, of the county of St. Clair 
and State of Illinois, a corporation organized under the laws of 
the State of Illinois, its assigns, successors, grantees, mortgagees, 
representatives, and successors in interest, to build, own, op- 
erate, and maintain a bridge and approaches thereto, as herein- 
after described, across the Mississippi River, from some point 
suitable to the interests of navigation between the north line of 
St. Clair County, Ill., and the southwest line of said county, to 
the city of St. Louis, State of Missouri. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. FORMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


COLUMBIA IRRIGATION COMPANY, WASHINGTON. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill oy R. 2015) granting to the 
Columbia gj wn age he right of way through the Ya- 
kima Indian rvation in Washington. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the right of is here , asis hereinafter 
set forth, to the Columbia Irrigation Gompeny, az tone izedand 
‘or the Soe of 
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Sxc. 3. That the said irrigation company is hereby granted sufficient land 
on said reservation for reservoirs for the storage of water to be used during 
the dry season, and for right of way connecting said storagereservoirs with 
said irrigation canal, and shall have the right to locate, construct, and 
maintain the same under the same terms and restrictions provided herein 


for the right of way of said canal. 

Src. 4, That the right of way hereby granted to said company shall be 75 
feet in width on each side of the central line of said canal as aforesaid; and 
said company shall also have the right to take from said lands adjacent to 
the line of said canal material, stone, earth, and timber necessary for the 
construction of said canai. 

Sec. 5. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to fix 
the amount of compensation to be paid individual members of the tribe for 
damages sustained by them by reason of the construction of said canal, and 
to provide the time and manner for the payment thereof; but no right of 
any kind shall vest in said irrigation company in or to any part of the right 
of way herein provided for until plats thereof made upon actual survey for 
the definite location of such canal shall be filed with and approved by the 
Secretary of the Interior, which approval shall be made in writing, and be 

,open for the inspection of any party interested therein; and the survey, 
construction, and operation of such canal shall be conducted with due re- 
gard for the rights of the Indians, and in accordance with such rules and 
a as the Secretary of the Interior may make to carry out this 

rovision. 

’ Src. 6. That said company shall not assign or transcribe or mortgage this 
right of way for any purpose whatever until said canal shall be completed: 
Provided, That the company may mortgage said franchise for —— 
construct and complete said canal: And provided further, That the right 
herein granted shall be lost and forfeited by said company to any portion of 
said canal not completed within five years from the passage of this act. 

Src. 7. That said ation company shall accept this right of way — 

the express condition, binding upon itself, its successors, or assigns that 
they will not attempt to secure from the Indian tribe any further — of 
land or its occupancy than is hereinbefore provided: Provided, That any 
violation of the conditions mentioned in this section shall operate as a for- 
feiture of all the rights and privileges of said irrigation company under this 
act: Provided further, That the rights herein granted are upon the express 
condition that the grantee or grantees thereof shall at all times during the 
continuance thereof furnish the Indian allottees along said right of way 
with water sufficient for all domestic and agricultural purposes and pur- 
poses of irrigation, on such terms and under such rules ana regulations as 
shall be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Committee on Indian Affairs recommended the following 
amendment: 

On page 3, section 6, after the word ‘‘ act,”’ in line 8, insert: 

“Provided further, That one-fourth of said canal shall be completed in two 
years from the date of approval of this act.” 

The amendment recommended by the committe was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, in order to per- 
fect the bill I desire to offer an amendment which will bring it 
under the report of the special agent who has examined this 
question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 4, line 15, after the word ‘‘ Interior’ insert: 

“Provided further, That the Indians who have or may have allotments 
along said right of way shall have water for irrigation and domestic pur- 
poses free.”” ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was according!y read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WILSON of Washington, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. “ 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his 
secretaries, who also informed the House that the President had 
eee and signed bills and joint resolutions of the following 
titles: 

On May 4, 1894: 

An act (H. R. 5065) to ratify the reservation of certain lands 
made for the benefit of Oklahoma Territory, and for other pur- 

ses. 

On May 5, 1894: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 150) providing for partial payments 
for work, etc., for vessels constructed under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 

On May 7, 1894: 
ae An act (H. R. 6442) to protect the birdsand animals in Yellow- 

stone National Park, and to punish crimes in said park, and for 
other p S$} 

An act fet. R. 6055) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
over the Monongahela River, in the city of Pittsburg; and 
wet act (AH. R. 6073) to extend the limits of the port of New 

ork. 

CLAIMS IN FAVOR OF CERTAIN COUNTIES IN ARIZONA. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of House resolution 121, authorizing proper 
officers of the Treasury Departmentto examine and certify claims 
in favor of certain counties in Arizona. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the First Auditor and the First Comptroller of the 
Treasury be, and they are hereby, authorized to examine all claims which 
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may be presented in proper form by the different counties in Arizona Ter- 
ritory, and to ascertain the amount due to each of said counties on account 
of legal costs and expenses incurred from March 3, 1889, to June 30, 1893, in 
the prosecution of Indians under the act of March 38, 1885, 234 Statutes, page 
385, for which the United States is liable under act of March 8, 1889, Statutes 
at Large, volume 25, page 1004; and which have been paid by said counties; 
and the amounts so found due shall be certified by the Secretary of the Treas- 


a to the Speaker of the House of Representatives for a deficiency appro- 
priation. . 7 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I should like to have some ex- 
planation in regard to this resolution. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, this resolution was 
drawn at the suggestion of the First Auditor and the First 
Comptroller of the Treasury, they being unable to audit certain 
claims under the act of March 2, 1889, for the trial of Indians 
charged with crime in Arizona. The Supreme Court has de- 
cided that all Indians committing crimes on or off reservations 
should be tried in the Territorial court. That threw the ex- 
pense of the trial of Indians on the taxpayersof Arizona. I had 
a provision put into the appropriation bill here referred to, of 
March 2, 1889, which required the Government to pay expenses 
incurred in the trial of these Indians. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, I want to ask the gentleman if the ac- 
counts referred,to here donot embrace expenses for the keeping 
of these Indians after conviction? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. No, sir; not at all. 
dation of the First Auditor is: 

I have to suggest that the various counties which have paid expenses in 
these prosecutions make out and forward their accounts as soon as prac- 
ticable, and that a special appropriation be made to cover the amount of 
such expenses. The claims are no doubt just and should be paid, and in 
making such special appropriation the Government is not assuming any 
additional liability, but only repaying to the counties moneys which such 
counties have expended in payment of the obligations of the United States. 

The difficulty with the Auditor and the Comptrolier is that 
they can not, under the requirements of the Department, get the 
certification of the sheriff that he made the arrest and of the 
coroner that he held the inquest over the remains of each man 
killed, and paid the usual expenses attending these cases, be- 
cause many of the sheriffs are dead. 

Many have left the country and these expenses have been 
charged as accounts against the different counties, and the 
counties have paid the money; and the Auditor and Comptroller 
only ask that, on the proper proof by these counties, these claims 
shall be allowed according to the act which says that— 

Hereafter the costs of the trial of the cases in the courts of the several Ter- 
ritories, tried pursuant to and for offenses named * * * shall be audited 
by the accounting officers of the Treasury and paid out of money for similar 
expenses in the trial of criminal cases in the courts of the United States. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr.Speaker, another question. I understand, 
then, from the gentleman from Arizona thatif these accounts 
had been certified to by the officers by whom they were con- 
tracted, then there would have been no difficulty in the Treas- 
ury Department as to the certification for their allowance to 
Congress. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. None whatever, if the mistake had 
not been made in these trials of filing charges against the coun- 
ties instead of against the United States. The Supreme Court 
have held that in trials of Indians charged with crime the Ter- 
ritorial courts alone have jurisdiction, and the officers naturally 
would put the claims against the county instead of making out 
the same kind of a claim and filing it against the United States. 
These officers have been paid by the counties. Many of them 
have gone away, and some of them have died. It is, however, 
the same kind of proof that the counties require of these officers 
before they are allowed to be paid which the Government re- 
quires of its officers for similar services. 

Mr. SAYERS. How much is involved in this resolution? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I do not know; butI think there are 
several thousand dollars. 

Mr. SAYERS. How many thousands, would you estimate? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. [ do not know; possibly $7,000 or 
$8, 000; but I can not be specific; probably much more. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to ask if these accounts have 
been approved by the Department of Justice? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. There is one of the difficulties. 
The sheriff would have had to send an account, like a marshal, 
to the Department of Justice. The judge and jury accounts 
would have had to go to the Treasury Department. These ac- 
counts have all gone to the counties and been paid by them. 
The Attorney-General, in a letter to the First Auditor of the 
Treasury, dated October 5, says: 

The acts referred to by you provide for the cost of trying Indians in Terri- 
torial courts for certain crimes committed within or without any reserva" 
tion, or within the Territory, in the same manner as are all other persons. 

The act of March 2, 1889, section 11, directs the payment of the cost of pros- 
ecution: ‘ Hereafter the cost of the trial of the cases in the courts of the 


several Territories tried pursuant to and for offenses namied * * * shall 
be audited by the account officers of the Treasury and paid out of mone 


The recommen- 


for similar expenses in the trial of criminal casesin the courts of the Unt 
States.” After looking over the facts it is not seen how the Attorney-Gen- 
eral has any authority in this matter. 
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It is a matter for the Auditor and Comptroller of the Treas- 
ury, as he says, to audit these accounts: ‘ 

It is a maiter for adjustment between the Territorial courts. If in audit- 
ing the costs it becomes necessary to obtain the approval of the matter pay- 
able out of the miscellaneous expenses of courts, it will be given upon appil- 

on. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then there is no accounting given by the 
proper Department, which in this case is the Department of 
Justice, and which, I think, ought first toexamine and approve 
the accounts before they go to the Treasury. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. He says that the Auditor of the 
Toomey has to do it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. All such accounts ought to be approved by 
the proper accounting officers of the Dopeevmens before they go 
to the pa mee! I suggest to the gentleman that there a 
to be an amendment so as to provide that these accounts shall 
first be epyeores by the Department of Justice—that they shall 
be audited in that Department before they are sent to the 


Treasury. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I have no objection to that if the 
gentleman will formulate his amendment, 

Mr. DINGLEY. In thatcase you will get a Cquorhnantes ap- 
proval of each of these expendituresincurred. There should bo. 
some preliminary examination of the accounts in the Depart- 
ment which is immediately concerned in these expenditures. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. That will be done here, I would sug- 
gest to the gentleman. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Your resolution does not aa for it. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. It says that they shall be audited by 
the proper accounting officers of the ury. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It does not say that it shall be first done by 
the Department of Justice? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. The Department of Justice writes a 
letter in which the Attorney-General states that the Auditor 
has to decide the matter; that the Attorney-General has noth- 
ing to do with it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I merely suggest that as a matter of precau- 
tion, because in all auditing of the Government the first requi- 
site is that the Department which eitherauthorizes the expendi- 
ture or under which the expenditure comes should first approve 
the accounts, and then they shall be stated to the Auditor. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. But I would suggest to the gentle- 
man that this specific act of Congress says that the accounting 
officer of the Treasury shall audit the whole of these accounts. 

Mr, DINGLEY. Such an act should never have been passed 
without the approval of the Depariment of Justice, 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. That may be, but itisthe law. But 
these go to the Department of Justice finally. 

Mr. DOCKERY. How? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. The accounts of the sheriff are just 
the same as the accounts of the marshals, as Iunderstand it, and 
will be referred to the Attorney-General finally. But whether 
it be so referred or not the United States owes the money the 
counties have paid,and my purpose is simply to substitute the 
counties for the individuals who have been paid by the counties. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Thatis not so in the matter of practice, 
= _— is something in the bill to which you refer to re- 

ring it. 
. Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Iam so informed; but of that I am 
not at all certain. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
there any amendment? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. -No amendments. 

Mr. DINGLEY. One moment, Mr. Speaker. I desire to offer 
an amendment. - Mr. Smrra of Arizona.) How much is in- 
volved in the bill 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I donot know. Probably 87,000 or 
$8,000 or more. I do not know how much each county has paid 
nor what any have paid. In equity it does not matter, for we 
are only asking that we be repaid what we advanced to the 
United States in the trial of its own wards, and which by the 
aci referred to the United States is bound to repay. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There should be a prior approval of the ac- 
counts by the Department of Justice. 

The bill was order to be for a third reading; and 





being neers it was aodordingly rend the third time. 
_ Mr. DOCKERY. I would like to offer an amendment, requir- 


ing spprowes by the Department of Justice 

8 EAKER. That requires unanimous consent. The 

joint resolution has passed the third reading. The question is 

on the of the bill. 

hse Gosetion was pe and the t resolution was passed. 
On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, a motion to reconsider the 

veh Oy WRRALTE yee eePtEN Ne Sa eee 
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SUPERIOR PIERHEAD LIGHT STATION, WISCONSIN. 
Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6234) for the estab- 
a = a fog signal at Superior Pierhead light station, Su- 
perior i‘ 

The bill was read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That a fog signal be established at or near Superior 
Pierhead light station, entrance to the harbors of Duluth and Superior, 
Wis., at a cost not to exceed the sum of $5,500. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let us have the report read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I will state to the gentleman thai this is one 
tl » ‘“‘indispensables” recommended by the Light-House 

rd. 

Mr.SAYERS. Does the gentleman say that the Light-House 

ard recommends this as an “‘ indispensable ”? 

Mr. HAUGEN. It is in your Book of Estimates as an “ indis- 
pensable.” : 

Mr.SAYERS. Then I withdraw my demand for the reading 
of the report. 

The report (by Mr. BRICKNER) is as follows: 

The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bili a for the establishment of a fo; aes at Superior 
Pierhead light station, Superior, Wis., report the same bac with the recom- 
mendation that the bill do pass. 

This fog signal is described on page 316 of the Bookof Estimates for the 
fiscal year June 30, 1895, as being in the “indispensable ” class, and is 
estimated for at amount named in the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
pan am it was escorttingty read the third time, and 


passed. 
On motion of Mr. HAUGEN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Regular order. 
Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Regular order. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Pending the demand for the regular order, leave of absence 
was granted to Mr. PENDLETON of Texas, for to-day, on account 
of sickness, and to Mr. Hau of Minnesota, indefinitely, on ac- 
count of sickness in his family. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to withdraw from the files of the House the papers 
in the case of Dwight Hall, Fifty-second Congress, without 
leaving copies. 


TEN PER CENT TAX ON BANK NOTES. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privi- 
leged report. I am instructed by the Committee on Banking 
and Currency to report back the bill (H. R. 3825) to suspend the 
operation of the law imposing a tax of 10 per cent upon notes 
issued during the “gene therein mentioned, and to ask that the 
bill be printed and recommitted to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I desire to file an amendment to that 
bill, and ask that it be printed with the bill. This amendment 
involves the re of the 10 per cent tax on State banks. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make 
the point of order that that is not germane. 

Mr. pow This is simply a request to have the amendment 

rinted. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. It will be in order, then, to make 
the point of order at Pa time, Mr. Speaker? 

ee on If is printed it will not be printed as a 

t e . 

Mr. DINGLEY. What is the proposition, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemanfrom Illinois[Mr. SPRINGER] 
submits a report and asks that it be one and recommitted. 
The gentleman from Tennessee NF OX] asks that a proposed 
amendment be printed with the bill. ' 

Mr. DING All rights being reserved with respect to 
the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. All rights being reserved of course. Is 
thane objection to. the request of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see 


Mr, LOCKWOOD. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection ismade. The bill will be printed 
and recommitted to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to give notice that I will report 
this bill back and ask for its consideration one week from to- 


oe. COX. And I desire to give notice that the amendment 
will be offered to the bill on day. 

The SPEAKER. Theregularorderis domanded. The Clerk 
will call the committees for reports. 
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CERTAIN LANDS IN WEBB COUNTY, TEX. 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
— back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 
3) providing for the acquisition of certain land in Webb 
County, Tex., in lieu of the site of Fort McIntosh; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union,and, with the accompanying report,ordered to be 
printed. 
POSTMASTERS AT GUTHRIE, OKLAHOMA CITY, AND KINGFISHER. 
Mr. DUNPHY, from the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, reported as a substitute for the bill H. R. 4699 a 
pill (H. R. 7020) to readjust the salaries and allowances of the 
tmasters at Guthrie, Oklahoma City, and Kingfisher, in Okla- 
home Territory; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the siate of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


CODIFICATION OF PENSION LAWS. 


Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky, from the Committee on the Revision 
of the Laws, reported back with a favorable recommendation the 
bill (H. R. 3231) to codify and arrange the laws relating to pen- 
sions; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


TRANSFER OF GEOLOGICAL SURVEY AND FISH COMMISSION 
TO DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska, from the Committee on Agricul- 
ture, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill 
(H. R. 6233) to transfer the Bureau of the United States Geological 
Survey and the United States Commission of Fish and Fisheries 
8 the Department of Agriculture; which was referred to the 

ouse Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

-He also, from the same committee, reported back adversely 
the bills H. R. 224 and H. R. 6718; which were severally laid on 
the table. 

REPRINT OF A BILL. 


On motion of Mr. WISE, by unanimous consent, an order was 

e for a reprint of the bill (H. R. 6723) ‘‘ to promote the effi- 

ciency of the Revenue Cutter Service,” and the report thereon, 
the supply being exhausted. 


' ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker,I move that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Dnion for the consideration of general appropriation bills; and, 
pending that motion, I move that general debate on the naval 
appropriation bill be limited to three hours. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I think that time is hardly sufficient. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. Well, if the gentleman will designate what 
time he desires he shall have it. I wish to be liberal. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I will confer with some of the gentlemen 
on this side. [A pause.] 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, upon my motion I demand 
the previous question. 

Mr. REED. If the ——- wishes to do that, all right. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I want tosay to gentlemen on the other 
side that Iam perfectly willing to give them what time they 
require if they will tell me how much they want. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I suggest that general debate be allowed 
to proceed until we ascertain what time is necessary. A num- 
ber of gentlemen on this side desire to s upon the bill. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. There is no disposition on our side to oc- 
cupy much time, and I will be glad to allow the gentlemen on 
the other side any reasonable time, if they will only say how 
much Ser weet 

Mr. REED. Well, then, we would like seven hours. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. How would it do to pass this day in gen- 
eral debate? 

Mr. REED. Ifyou will give us three hours of the time that 


= do. 
r. TALBOTT of Maryland. We will give you two hours 
and a half. 

Mr. REED. It seems to me that for the chairman of the com- 
mittee to make his own speech, and then proceed to cut off de- 
bate, is hardl A gai 

Mr. CUM GS. I had only twenty minutes and you used 
most of that. oes 

Mr. REED. I willadmit that I was somewhat affectad by the 
passion for talking toward the end of yesterday’s session. It 
seems altogether unnecessary to hurry this matter. We may 
4s well have debate on the subject as not. Until the debate de- 
velops we can hardly tell how much time we need. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I suggest that the debate be permitted to 
run to-day, and there be no difficulty in agreeing upon a 
reasonable limit. 
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Mr. REED. There is no disposition to take up further time 
than may be necessary for fair discussion. Why should we put 
ourselves under aniron-clad rule? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Weare perfectly willing to give you two 
hours and a half of the time we propose. 

Mr. REED. I do not think that a desirable arrangement. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. Well, let the debate continue till 6o’clock 
this evening, and you can have three hours. 

Mr. REED. We do not want to stay here till 6 o'clock. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. I move that tho debate be limited to four 
hours, to be equally divided between the two sides. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I suggest that quite a number of gentle- 
men on this side desire to speak on this bill. There is no dis- 
position whatever to make any factious opposition or to cause 
needlessdelay. Weare not under any stress. I heard a rumor 
within afew days that four hundred and thirty different amend- 
ments had been brought into another place to be discussed on the 
tariff bill. We have got towaithere all that time; and we may 
as well be engaged in a reasonable amount of deliberation upon 
the business before us. I hope the chairman of the committee 
{[Mr. CUMMINGS] will allow the debate to go on awhile; I think 
we can come to an understanding without any unnecessary delay, 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Lamverysorry that I do not feel at liberty 
to let the general discussion go on without limit. 

Mr. REED. Why not? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Linsist on my motion to limit debate to 
four hours, to be equally divided between the two sides; and on 
that motion, I demand the previous question. 

Mr. REED. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BURROWS. I move that when the House adjourns, it 
adjourn to meet on the day after to-morrow. 

The question being put on the motion of Mr. BuRRows, there 
were on a division—ayes 31, noes 117. 

Mr. BURROWS. Tellers. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER,. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. SAYeRS] and the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Burrows] to act as tellers during the call of the yeas and nays. 
The tellers will take their places. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think this matter can be adjusted with- 
out going farther. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Gentlemen tell me that they will be will- 
ing to agree to seven hours for general debate. 

Mr. BURROWS. There will be no objection to that. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. And I am disposed to accept that offer. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But it is understood we are not to be kept 
here till 6 o’clock. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I propose that the time be equally di- 


vided. 
_Mr. BURROWS. That is only three hours and a half oneach 


side. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. I withdraw the demand for the yeas 
and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. BURROWS. If the proposition now made by the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. CUMMINGs] be agreed to, | will with- 
draw my motion in reference to adjournment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to understand, and 
have the House understand, what the agreement is. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The agreement is that seven hours be al- 
lowed for general debate, the other side to control one-half the 
time and this side to control the other half. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that general debate in Committee of the Whole on 
the naval appropriation bill be limited to seven hours, to be 
equally divided. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Is it understood that the minority of the 
committee are to control the time on this side? 

Mr.CUMMINGS. The gentiemanfrom Maine[Mr. BouTELLE| 
to control the time on that side, and the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs on this side. 

The SPEAKER. And itis further proposed that the time be 
parceled out by the gentleman from Maine on behalf of the mi- 
nority of the committee, and the gentleman from New York[Mr. 
CUMMINGS]0on behalf of the majority. Is there objection to 
this arrangement? The Chair hearsnone. In the absence of 
objection, the vote ordering the yeas and nays will be reconsid- 
ered, and the motion to adjourn over and to adjourn, will be 
withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If gentlemen do not desire to occupy the 
whole time on this side that will lessen the time for the general 
debate. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the motion of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. CUMMINGS], that the House 
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resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennes- 
see in the chair), and resumed the considerationof the bill (H. 
R. 6748) making appropriations for the naval service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union to further consider the naval 
appropriation bill. 

Under the order of the House all general debate on the bill is 
limited to seven hours, one-half of the time to be controlled by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. CUMMINGs] in favor of the 
bill, and the other half by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Bou- 
TELLE] in o ition to it. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve the time 
on the part of the committee, and do not know that there will 
be any disposition to speak on the bill on thisside until after we 
have heard what is said on the other side. The provisions of 
the bill are very plain; and if the debate is confined to the limits 
of the bill proper: 1 am confident that there will be very little 
time occupied on this side, and that we will be able to proceed 
without delay to consider it by pane. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. There will be noobjection, Mr. Chairman, 
to going on with the discussion on this side of the House. How- 
ever, I think that there are some gentleman on thisside, including 
myself, who would prefer to hear somewhat from the chairman 
of the committee on this biil before the debate is closed. 

I yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. WALKED. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, I ask the Clerk to read an ex- 
tract from the record of the proceedings of yesterday. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that the expenses of the 
Government exceed its receipts by 89,000,000 a month, the committee felt it 
necessary to make avery careful examination of the estimates submitted by 
the Department. And this notwithstand the fact that the Secretary him- 
self had scaled the estimates made by the different bureaus of the Navy De- 
yartment almost remorselessly, The committee has reduced his estimates 
2,070,318. How carefully the Secretary did his work is shown in the report 
on page 5. The estimates as submitted by the Chief of the Bureau of Yards 
ant Rocket called for 88,567,000, The Secretary cut down these figures to $1,- 
i4l, 


Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, the remarkable spectacle is 
presented to this oe within the brief space of twelve 
months, under an administration of the Government that prom- 
ised larger‘em a and higher wages to the working peo- 
ple of this land than ever before, hundreds of thousands are 
thrown out of work and we are now losing $9,000,000 of rev- 
enue each month, and the wage-workers in the country will 
lose more than $1,000,000,000 in wages during 1893 and as much 
more in 1894, and the expenses of the Government are exceed- 
ing its revenues by the sum of about $9,000,000 monthly or over 
$100,000,000 per annum! If there ever was a time in the histo 
of this country when works of a public character demande 
by the Government, of any name or nature, oug ht to be entered 
upon and pursued with vigor, in order that employment, as far 
as practicable, could be given to our people, it isto-day. Labor 
is demanding employment all over the country, an = the 
committees of this House and every Department of this Govern- 
ment under the present Democratic Administration is scaling 
down to the lowest possible sums the estimates they are mak- 
ing for the support of the Government, and not only that, but 
this House itself in addition has gone to cutting down the esti- 
mates of itsown committees. Iam surprised that the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] is not here to-day to rejoice, as he 
would most keenly, in this spectacle. I see by the reportof the 
committee on the pending bill that they have scaled down the 
estimates of the Secretary of the Navy several millions of dol- 


lars. 

Not only do the heads of the De ents always, without ex- 
ception, when there is a Democratic mareety in ae branch of 
Congress, make their estimates much lo use they know 
that party will not appropriate what is utely to 
be appropriated to carry on the legitimate business of the Gov- 
ernment, but they make them lower than when there is a Re- 
publican House, and even then the estimates as I have before 
said are scaled down by the committees. The Naval Commit- 
tee—$2,000,000 this Co $2,000,000 the Fifty-second Con- 
gress before, $2,000,000 the before that, and soon. In 
round numbers about $10,000. in five Congresses. And this 
to enable my friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] and other gen- 
tlemen to get on the floor of this and get on the stump 
and claim that thereby they have ‘‘made a great decrease in 
the expenses of the Government by scaling down the ny 
which are necessary for a decent su: of the r 
in the last five years the estimates have been cut down 





$10,000,000 and the “same old chestnuts” come over every year 
and before the House, every single session of Congress, so that 
they figure out that they have saved hundreds of millions of dol- 
lars on the appropriation bills since the Forty-third Congress. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] and other gen- 
tlemen on the Democratic side of the House will get up with 
the full knowledge of these facts and also go before the countr 
claiming that they have saved millions of dollars here and mil- 
lions there, to impress the new membersof the House and make 
them open wide their eyes and stare at the great wisdom and 
power of two or three parsimonious Democrats on the floor 
who, according to their own assertions, have been able to cut 
down the appropriations in this manner by hundreds of millions 
of dollars, when the facts are that the same $20,000,000 of under 
appropriations have been appearing for each vear for the last 
a pee and not the enormous aggregate of the $400,000,000 
claimed. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not rise to oppose the bill before us, but 
to justify our action. While to-day the revenuesof the Govern- 
ment do not, by the showing of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. CUMMINGS], warrant the expenditures being voted by this 
House, being deficient $100,000,000 a ee": I am glad tosee such 
faith in the future of our country. The economic principles of 
the vicious Wilson tariff bill, passed by this House, will surely 
not prevail, even in this Democratic Congress. Developments 
elsewhere make it certain that a tariff bill, when passed, will 
dispute every word of the Chicago Democratic platform, and be 
framed on the principles of a protective tariff. It will be framed 
with items in it fatal to many industries, that a subsequent Re- 
publican Congress will correct, but the people of this country 
will not allow Democratic — to long Santer its progress, I 
have always voted and shall always vote for most liberal ex- 
penditures for everything calculated to develop any part of our 
common country, and most cheerfully for the poorer South and 
newer Northwest. 

In order to correct misapprehension as to the real facts and 
justify this House in disregarding the gloomy present, in full 
faith in the brilliant future of our country, I wish to state as 
briefly as — the exact position of the two parties on the 
great and fundamental question at issue, viz: Protection as op- 
posed to free trade. But first, I wish to correct an error as to 
the relation a financial stringency bears to an industrial depres- 
sion. The latefinancialstringency had noconnection whatever 
with thesubsequentindustrialdepression. Financialstringency 
always precedes, but usually arises from, causes entirely discon- 
nected with industrial conditions, as did the one of the summex 
of 1893. Only when there is an abnormal accumulation of goods, 
will an industrial depression be inaugurated; otherwise, a finan- 
cial stringency will not affect industrial conditions, as they 
rarely continue over ninety days. The present industrial de- 
pression not —_ did not have its origin in the financial strin- 
gency, but the industrial condition since then has not been in- 

uenced by it in the slightest degree. 

Money has been uniformly cheaper for the last eight months 
than it was ever known before for so long a period. The indus- 
trial situation was not materially affected at the beginning, 
middle, or end of the monetary stringency, and has not changed 
since it closed. Any statement to the contrary has no founda- 
tion in fact. 

Here is a specimen paragraph, published in October last 
when Congress repealed the silver-purchase clause of the act of 
July 14, 1890, from the New York Post: 

With the repeal of the silver-purchase law we may look for an immediate 
revival of ‘business activity’’ in every direction. There will be an excel- 


lent opportunity to test the question whether the panic was due to the a 
Sie of taritt changes & not.. > 


Yes; the question has been “‘ tested” in the last eight months, 
as has every other free-trade statement, and proved to be untrue. 

Every Democratic paper throughout the country had, for 
months before the repeal, iterated and reiterated the same 
thing. Yet they goon —— their candor and truthfulness, 
as do Democrats on this floor, by continuing to assert that it is 
not the threat of a Democratic tariff, but because of the want of 
cheap money, that the United States Treasury is empty, run- 
ning behind $9,000,000 a month, and the industrial depression 
continues. 

The financial stringency of 1893 commenced in earnest in the 
week ending June 16, when money in New York averaged 9.3 
per cent. June 29it touched 733 percent. The highest aver- 
age for any week was for that ending June 30, when it was 27.9 
per cent. In the week ending August 11 it was down to 4 per 
ray and in the week ending October 20 itaveraged 1 per cent, 
and not touched 2 per cent since, a period of more than seven 
months. The te a period of only sixty-three 
days. Its causes reach k to the issue of the legal-tender 
Treasury notes of 1862, which period finally closed in the repeal 
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of the purchase clause of the silver law of July 14, 180. No se- 
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| citizens, upon the theory that civilization is induced and meas- 


rious injury to the industries of the country ever was or ever | ured by the number and quality of the things our own people 


can be wrought by a financial pes. unless at the time 
there is an abnormal accumulation of goods. 

That the industrial depression is wholly due to the threats of 
the Democratic party to destroy the protective system of the 
country is made apparent by the fact that there never was a 
time when there was so small a stock of manufactured goods on 
hand, in proportion t6 the volume of trade, as from June, 1892, 
to October, 1893. : ; 

This is the testimony of every reliable authority—of Brad- 
street's and Russell's Commercial Agencies, and of every trade 
report published in thecountry. Furthermore, there never has 
been a serious industrial depression in this country not charge- 
able to the legislation of the Democratic party in enacting a 
‘free-trade tariff, excepting the one of 1873 to 1878, and that pe- 
riod of suffering was also wholly due to the practical reduction 
of the tariff, fn the process of resuming specie payments, under 
the resumption act of 1876. 

During the whole period of the suspension of specie payments 
the duties on imports were payable in gold. The price of all 
imported articles was also payable in gold, so that the premium 
on gold, for both the price of the goods and the duties, should 
be added to the gold duties paid. These three items, viz, the 
duties, the premium on the gold duties, and the premium on the 
price, made the average duties paid on dutiable goods in 1863 
equivalent to 95 per cent, and to 198 per cent in 1864, receding 
to 108 per cent in 1869 and to 58 per cent in 1873, and back to 
noranet on the resumption of specie payments, or 44 per.cent on 
dutiable goods. 

Mr. BRYAN. Will the gentleman yield for-a question? 

Mr. WALKER. Certainly. 

Mr. BRYAN. If that was paid by the outsider, how would it 
affect the manufacturers in this country? 

Mr. WALKER. The gentleman from Nebraska has assumed 
or intimated (and included in his statement) the absolutely un- 
true assertion, which is always put forward by the free traders, 
that the protectionists claim that the duties on imports are in- 
variably paid by the importer. In some caseshe pays it all, in 
other cases he pays none of it, and in other cases he pays onlya 
part. Now, if the gentleman from Nebraska will bear that in 
mind in this House and on the stump it will save him from mak- 
ing a great many statements that are very remarkable fora man 
to make who loves the truth, and who has heard as many pro- 
tection speeches as he has heard, which statements are very un- 
justifiable. 

Gladstone has declared, in a recent address, that ‘‘Great Brit- 
ain remains to-day the solitary adherent of free trade;” and yet 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP], on February 1, 1894, 
says: 

I have never yet known a Republican, arguing the advantage of a protec- 
tivetariff, to have any idea or conception of what consistency is. [Laughter 
and applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The statesmen, of not a colony of Great Britain, ‘‘ have any 
idea, or conception, of what consistency is.” 

Not astatésman,not even Bismarck, acknowledged one of the 
most astute statesmen that ever lived, ‘‘ has any ideaor concep- 
tion of what consistency is!” 

The disastrous results at each time the ‘free-trade Demo- 
cratic party” has legislated in conformity to their free-trade 
principles, make an accurate statement of the pan of the 
the two parties very important at this time. The assumptions 
of the free-trade Democrats versus the protection Republicans 
are as follows: 

FREE TRADE versus PROTECTION. 
4. 

Free traders assert that the right of each citizen to all the 
property he owns is as absolute as though he were the onl 

rson in the world, and that just laws can go no further in af- 
ecting any citizen than to protect his Po from theft or in- 
jury by any other citizen; and that all taxation is a necessary 
evil and legalized robbery. That trade is the first consideration 
in fiscal laws, and that a country grows rich as each of its citi- 
zens who possesses wealth is allowed to add to his wealth with- 
out reference to any other citizen who has no wealth or whether 
any other citizen is idle or not. That whether any other citi- 
zen, with only labor to sell, is left without work or compelled to 
work at wages so low as to enable him to live only a simple ani- 
mal life is no concern of the State, and that the civilization and 
prosperity of a country are indicated by the volume of its for- 
eign trade. 

rotection asserts that no country can grow rich except by 
keeping all its citizens employed, and at good wages; by such a 
ee restriction in fiscal laws as to how products shall be 
ught and sold in other countries, as to keep all persons em- 
ployed at fair wages, and to give work first of all to our own 
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; can do or make, and that employment should be the first con- 


sideration, and trade secondary, in making all laws. 
TI. 


Free trade asserts that each normal man in each country 
should be protected in acting as an isolated individual, as far as 
he chooses to do so, in all his affairs, taking no cognizance of 
any other man in his own country, and that thus will all men in 
their own countries be most fully employed, prosperous, and 
happy. 

Protection declares that men can not rightfully segregate 
themselves from their fellows incivilized society. It recognizes 
the fact that all civilized men normally exist and act in groups, 
as of families and neighborhood aggregates and countries; that 
they do not divide, each to seek in distant places the employ- 
ment best suited to him; that as alarge proportionof the people 
have nothing to exchange for products but their labor, and as 
that exchange can only be made in their own country and locali- 
ties, no country can reach its highest industrial, intellectual, and 
moral development thatdoes not look, first of all, to the employ- 
ment of all its own people by so legislating as to diversify in- 
dustries in all portions of its territory, that each person may 
have the opportunity to work in his own neighborhood in supply- 
ing the economic wants of his neighbors and fellow-countrymen, 
and that enforced idleness, from want of opportunity to work, is 
the most unjust taxation and most grevious oppression of the 
individual known to civilized man. 


III. 


Free trade declares that supply and demand make the rate of 
wages of all labor and the price of all commodities. 

Protection declares that the money wages of each class of 
laborers is fixed in every locality by the money cost in that 
locality of such products as the laborers insist on having to con- 
sume in their daily life; and that the minimum price of all 
commodities and of all wages, below which they will not go, in 
normal conditions, is fixed by thecostof his living to the laborer, 
and by the costof the labor and material in each unit of product; 
and that supply and demand only influence prices in normal con- 
ditions above that minimum line. 

IV. 

Free trade declares that the production of any article in any 
country or place not best adapted to its production will be pre- 
vented in such locality or will be driven outof it by its cheaper 
production in places naturally more favorable to its production. 

Protection asserts that while the law of ‘‘ superior adaptabil- 
ity” of certain countries, or localities, or of soils, prevails as to 
some natural products, it has so many exceptions, even in natu- 
ral products, that its controlling power is comparatively small 
in the total volume of such things as satisfy the economic wants 
of men of the higher civilizations. 

v. 

Free trade asserts that all practicable gainful labor in each 
country and locality will be devoted to the production of things 
that can be produced in that locality at less cost than in any other 
locality, which assumes that all men are equally well informed, 
equally wise, equally industrious, equally frugal, and equally free 
to locate themselves where they can be employed to best advan- 
tage. 

Protection asserts that only a fraction, larger or smaller, of 
the normal available labor of any locality, can be employed in 
the most profitable manner, at any one occupation in any local- 
ity, even at the occupation generally most profitable to that lo- 
cality. Therefore the highest economic, social, and moral con- 
ditions can not be reached in any country, or in any section of 
any country, excepting through diversified industries, and that 
a large number of persons in every locality are so uninformed 
or improvident that wiser men must furnish to them and induce 
them to accept employment in their particular locality. 

VI. 

Free trade assumes that some countries or localities are pecu- 
liarly designed by nature for manufactures, and some countries 
or localities are particularly designed for agricultural products 
only. 

Protection asserts that, excepting ina limited number of nat- 
ural products, there is no healthful country or locality so much 
better adapted than another, particularly in the temperate zone, 
to any kind of manufacturing that a large proportion of all man- 
ufactures may not be profitably pursued there; and that the his- 
tory of every nation and locality is that the pursuit of agricul- 
ture alone, in any locality, is incompatible with the highest so- 
cial development of the masses of the people: that countries and 
localities wholly agricultural are not safe from periods of ex- 











4546 


treme depression in prices and periodical very low wae pot 
idleness of a large —_ of its people and occasional ©, 
as shown by Ireland, India and some sections of every countr 
which is wholly devoted to agriculture, however rich its so) 
may be. 





VIL. 


Free trade asserts that a civilized community—the state—has 
no natural right to any part of the result of the labor of its 
members, because of the advantages each person derives from 
being a member of the civilized community, except the right of 
divect taxation, and that the state trespasses on and violates 
the natural right of its citizens, and to the injury of the state, 
if it in any way so arranges its fiseal laws as to increase the op- 
portunities of employment or the wages of any of its citizens by 
restricting the sale or purchase of any portion of the products 

ssessed by any of its citizens to its own country instead of al- 

owing unrestricted sale or purchase of products in foreign 
countries. 

Protection declares that civilized society, in itsaggregate and 
as such, has the first claim upon the property of each one of its 
members in taxation, becauseof the advantages it has conferred 
upon him oe him to acquire his property, and asserts 
that Christian civilization can exist only by fr all laws 
upon this principle, and that all history of the world proves 
that for the individual to gratify his economic, mental, and moral 
desires with reference only to what is for his nt 
and sole vee without reference to furnish onorable 
employment tohis neighborsand countrymen, isto the financial 
and moral injury of the whole community, and tends only to 
barbarism. 

Vill. 


Free trade declares that to induce employment instead of 
idleness of a of the citizens of any country by in any way 
arranging fiscal laws to — employment to its citizens in pref- 
erence to giving it to citizens of another country, at any cost 
whatever, by increasing any price of any article to any portion 
of its own citizens, is an intolerable injustice to its own citizens 
and an economic loss to the country so doing. 

Protection asserts that to increase the number of occupations 
and to secure a to all the people should be the pri- 
mary object of all fiscal laws, and that such increased employ- 
ment so secured a to increase wealth and to develop, intel- 
lectually and morally, the whole country; that such laws can 
only change the channels of industry qd can not work ulti- 
mate injury or hardship to any class of cifizens or toan locality 
as such laws apply equally to each locality and each Citizen. 

That any money cost that it is necessary to incur to furnish 
o tunity to work to our owncitizens, in preference to citizens 
of foreign countries, provided our own people can — the 
unit of product with as few hours’ labor as is req in any 
other country, is the highest economy, and that the working 
people of this country have a moral right to do all such work, 
and that to have them do it is not only a great economic advan- 
tage to the country, but that the highest type of Christian civil- 
ization can be reached only by such laws. 


Ix. 
Tree trade denies the rightfulness of the expression in fiscal 


one’s own country expressed in the word patriotism, which feel- 
ing free traders declare expresses unrighteous exclusiveness 
and selfishness. . 

Protection declares that the exercise of the feeling of prefer- 
ence for one’s own coun en is one of the noblest emo 
the human heart and is the foundation and equivalent of filial 
affection, and is included in all true ideas of civilization, and 
should always be considered in enacting fiscal laws, 


2 


FINALLY. 
The economics of the “ free-trade leaders” do not the 
temperate, intelligent, industrious, frugal wor a 
only regards the planters and owners of eir eco- 


nomics were devised to increase wealth to its owners and to the 
the interest of those with noth- 


enacting tariff of and no colony 
cf any country ns found it pos to diversify or increase ts 
ive taxill, uanaguaaa mother country. | 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. CaTrcHines having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, » message from the 
Senate,by Mr. PLATT, one ofits clerks, announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed bills of the following titles; in which the concur- 
ence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 2004) to authorize certain persons to receive medals 
of honor from the Government of Spain; and 

A bill (S. 1941) to authorize Rear-Admiral John G. Walker, 
Surg. Gen. J. Rufus Tryon, and Lieut. M. L. Wood, of the 
United States Navy, to accept the decorations of the ‘‘ Busto del 
Libertador ” of the third class fromthe President of Venezuela. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of R 
be tort 20,000 naditional Semel te om banding ae ime Noth Anmual 
Report of the Commissioner of Labor, rela’ to building and loan associ- 
ations; 8,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 16,000 copies for the use of the 


House of Representatives, and 16,000 copies for distribution by the Depart- 
ment of Labor. . 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee again resumed its session, Mr. RICHARDSON 
of Tennessee in the chair. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] thirty minutes. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Mr.Chairman, I have avery high opinion 
of the patriotism, inte , and judgment of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs of this House. That committee is composed of 
gentlemen of large experience in the matters of the Navy, and 
gen who have a devoted attachment to the ge idea 
of the upbuilding of the naval branch of the Government. And 
so when that committee came in here with a report advocating 
an appropriation of nearly $26,000,000, and pappeetie that there 
ought not to be any new ships because of the condition of the 
country, I felt at first inclined to yield without hesitation and 
without criticism to their better j ent. 

But at last, Mr. Chairman, I am driven to a result which I 
will try to work out. That result leads me to doubt the pro- 
priety of the report. 

There was but one other committee in this House for whose 

re Te her regard than I had for 
aval Affairs, that was the Committee 
on Ways and Means. That is a committee of the wise men of 
the House. I take it that in the construction o t committee 
the Speaker of the House of wor Ak nage subordinated every 
other consideration to the m of the wisest, the best, 
and the greatest committee that could be formed of the material 
of this Congress. And that committee, beginning some time in 
the early autumn of 1893, and aoe combined wisdom into 
this House in the form of a bill to revenue, to reduce tax- 
ation, and so on, ultimately secured the passage of the Wilson 
bill on the Ist day of February, 1894. 

That bill was the child of prayers and “ears. It was born in 
obedience to the demand of the Chicago platform, carried into 
effect by the vote of the people in 1 ere wds not a great 
deal of doubt as to what that election seemed to mean; and this 
committee oe: made up “g coon = oe of eae Set no 
party on » Were no % in ying to the practica 
actionof the House the theoretical dockeretinn of the platform 
and the vote of the . And I can conceive of no result that 
was more in conformity to party dictation, to party demand, and 
ow a than were the leading features of the Wilson 

ill. It was said on this floor, however, by a large number of 
the supporters of the bill, that it did not go far enough in the 
direc of free trade. 

There has been a collection of the sa; 3s of the members of 
the House, sho that almost one-half of the Democratic ma- 
a , if they cri the bill at all, cri it because it 

much of pro uch of and too 


ment of this Government; and now, Mr. C » my confi- 
dence in that committee has been terriblyshaken. I donotlike 


. 
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with Democracy, that they areeither against the interests of the 
Democratic party in their operation, or that they are against the 
country in their operation. 


I must confess that I regret this condition of things. It has 


not eee my confidence in the Ways and Means Com- | 


mittee in this House, but I confess it has shaken my confidence 
in mankind in general. The enthusiasm of six months ago has 


faded away, and there has come to me doubt, uncertainty, and | only ” involved in these amendments. 


distrust. 


I do not know exactly whom most todistrust, but Iaminclined | gross and then I will make ono or two in detail. 


to distrust the Ways and Means Committee of this House. I 
am afraid this committee do not understand the Chicago plat- 
form, nor ze the demand of the people. 

Mr. TERRY. How many changes were made in the McKin- 
ley bill in the Senate? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. ‘O, there were a great many made, but 
they were all in the forward direction, in the direction that the 
Republican party was going, in the direction of more ample pro- 
tection for all the industriesof the American people; and before 
T close, if my time does not fail me, I will point out to the gen- 
tleman who has so kindly interrupted me, that these 409 changes 
in the Wilson bill are not going forward on the Democratic line, 
are not going toward the point that was sought, not going in the 
direction of freer trade, not going in the direction thatso many 
of its friends on this floor hoped they were going, but that they 
are going backward toward that ‘‘ consummation of political in- 
famy,” the McKinley bill. 

The people of the country grew restless under the action of 
the Senate, and now we have a conflict, and I fear that it is one 
of these “ irrepressible conflicts.” 

But I want to go forward and say how my confidence has been 
shattered. LIregret it very much. I am proud of this House; 
and while I believe that the Wilson bill as passed in the House 
was all wrong, organically wrong, wrong on principle, wrong in 
detail, wrong in that it failed to raise revenue, wrong in that it 
failed to give adequate protection, yet I had admiration for the 
committee that would report that bill and stand by it with the 
vigor with which they stood by it here. 

I was one of the men who felt a degree of admiration for the 
chairman of that committee when he was carried out of this Hall 
on the broad shoulders of hisadmiring friends. Now, when he 
shall be called back again to this House, and brought in upon 
the bier of 409 amendments to his production, I shall have a de- 
gree of sympathy commensurate with my former admiration for 
him. What is the matter, Mr, Chairman? Has the country 
changed? Has something happened? Has there been any 
clause of the Chicago platform repealed? Did the committee 
understand that platform, or did it not understand that plat- 
form; and does thisrebuke come to the ignorance of this com- 
mittee or does it come through an enlightened intelligence 
which has suddenly struck the other end of this Capitol and 
made it see in a new light, as Paul is said to have done when he 
learned to love the things which before he had hated? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Does the gentleman know how 
many there were who assisted in carrying the gentleman out of 
the Hall? Ifit isnotunparliamentary, will the gentleman state 
who they were? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There were two who carried him out. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I hope the gentleman will be 
somewhat more definite. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
BRYAN] and the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] were 
the two gentlemen; and I joined in their glorification, for I like 
to sec even my political enemies enjoy themselves sometimes. 
But I would like to see the eloquent and distinguished gentle- 
man from Nebraska and the distinguished and eloquent young 
gentleman from Virginia stand up here, when the proper time 
comes, and tell me upon what principle these four hundred and 
nine amendments of that tariff bill have been made, and also 
made a test of Democracy? 

Mr. PAYNE. On the principle that the tariff is a local ques- 


tion. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I beg the gentleman’s pardon for 
again interrupting him. In speaking of this number of amend- 
ments that had been offered did hespeak of the gentieman from 
Nebraska as his ‘‘distinguished” or “extinguished” friend 
from Nebraska? 

re GROSVENOR. I would not say that he was “ extin- 

shed. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. In viewof all these amendments? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to see how he stands on these 
amendments. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Possibly I was a little prema- 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. I see that Henry Watterson 
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says that “if he had a dog that wagged his tail at the Wilson bill 
he would kill it.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Underlying these four hundred and nine 
amendments, there is no principle of political economy involved. 
I stand here and challenge any Democrat in this House to tell 
to me, toexplain tome, and to satisfy me, that there is any princi- 
ple of “revenue reform” or any principle of “ tariff for revenue 
I have read tiiem with 
a good deal of care; and I’want, first, to make one statement in 
I say there is 
not a trust in the United States of America engaged in the pro- 
duction or sale of any commodity that is to-day oppressive and 
burdensome to the people of the United States the interest of 
which has not been promoted by these amendments. Not one. 





You can name them in gross or you can give a detailed state 
mentof them. 

All the offensive trusts, against which the majority of 
House inveighed with such power and eloquence during that 
long debate, have been taken out of the dust in which the Wil- 
son bill seemed to prostrate them and placed upon an eminence 
of political and financial domination throughout the whole 


4}, 7 
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country. Take the sugar trust. When the Wilson bill passed 
this House, and when it was shown that there was such a large 
majority in favor of free sugar, the price of the shares of the 


sugar trust was running at about 77 to 79 cents. To-day, or 
yesterday at all events, these same shares were worth 109; and 
I hold in my hand here a statement that $25,000,000 have been 
added to the value of the capital stock of the sugar trust since 
the passage of the Wilson bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there has been nocondition in the United 
States to justify that. There has been no condition of our finan 
cial affairs toexplain that. There has been no change in trade 
conditions or in productive conditions to justify or explain that 
facet. Not only so, but most of the other industries of the coun- 
try have been going down. Undoubtedly stocks are vastly lower 
than when the Wilson bill passed. The railroad stocks of the 
country are lower than they have been; wages are lower; farm 
productions are lower. Everything is lower except the things 
that have been touched and rehabilitated by the Democratic 
amendments presented in the Senate of the United States. 

Take, now, this matter of increase in the sugar-trust stock. 
What has done it? Has it happened because there is a greater 
demand for sugar in the country than before? Notatall. Has 
it been caused by any other condition or fact than that to which 
Ihave referred? No. Then, Mr. Chairman, you have got to 
meet the fact that by the manipulation of a single stock, which 
was going up and making its upward progress with a thermom- 
eter that everybody could read, the Democratic party in the 
other end of this Capitol has manipulated amendments to the 
tariff bill until that stock has risen from 79 cents to 109 cents 
and thereby added $25,000,000 to the market value of the stock 
of a single trust. That is what has been done, and that is what 
in a very few days you will be called upon toshut youreyes and 
swallow on this floor. 

Again, take the lead trust, take the linseed oil trust, tale all 
the trusts, as I have said, even the collar and cuff trust, they 
have gone one by one through their special representatives, 
have taken the body politic of Congress by the throat, and have 
established their domination in a way that no man can resist. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Will the gentleman yield fora 
suggestion? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I wish to ask the gentleman 
whether in his opinion it is exactly proper, on the naval ap- 
propriation bill, to arraign gentlemen at the other end of the 
Capitol and on an entirely different subject? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, Mr. Chairman, the compass of a 
debate on a general appropriation bill is pretty wide. So far 
as the mere fact of steering away from the special subject-mat- 
ter of this bill is concerned, I answer without hesitation that I 
do think it is contrary to custom, but in so far as my comments 
may be construed properly as any criticism on any member of 
the Senate, that, certainly, would not be proper, and I do not 
intend to be so understood. But when this document becomes 
a part of the records of Congress I have a right to comment 
upon the effect that the production of it has had upon the mar- 
go no further than that. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. But the gentleman has just said 
something about ‘‘ manipulation” of the sugar stock. I submit 
to him that it is not exactly fair, apart from the parliamentary 
question, to arraign gentlemen of the other party in the Senate 
on any such charge as that in their absence and when they are 
necessarily silent. 

‘Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman is taking too technicala 
view of my argument. My argument has not arraigned any in- 
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dividual. I have taken up these 409 amendments, and I have 
said that the change from the Wilson bill made by this series of 
amendments operates as a manipulationof that stock, and I have 
said nothing beyond that. I do not believe—I have no reason 
to believe—that there could be any accusations justly made 
against any individual in this matter, but I am talking about 
the financial effect that these changes have had upon the busi- 
ness of the country, and that is legitimate discussion. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would suggest to the gentleman from 
Ohio that it would seem to be entirely possible for him to infer 
that the result brought about by these amendments might have 
been exactly opposite to what those who framed them had in- 
tended. It might have been a matter of ignorance on their part, 
rather than a matter of intention. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, I have not yet reached a conclu- 
sion upon that point. We have got to meet these considera- 
tions, Mr. Chairman, and when we are talking about the ex- 
penditure of public money, it is legitimate to consider and dis- 
cuss the question of where the money is to come from. 

Now, I want to appeal to the Committee on Naval Affairs to 
reorganize this bill upon a single point. Ithink that they must 
desire to build a battle ship. I know that the Naval Committee 
of this House do not desire that the nations of the Old World 
shall understand that the United States of America has aban- 
doned the idea of having a Navy in some degree commensurate 
with our grandeur asanation, and insome degree commensurate 
with the navies of other great countries; and, therefore, I want to 

oint out that the conditions existing at the time the committee 
fi ramed this bill do not exist now, if wecan believe the statement 
which comes from all directions that these amendments are the 
basis upon which the revenues of the country are to be collected 
during the next few years. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. They are not passed yet. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I understand they are not passed yet; 
but I am going to assume that when the wisdom of the Senate 
has become cumulative upon the result of the intense study and 
great learning of the Ways and Means Committee of this House, 
and has produced a result like that, they have not made an 
mistake, and that they understand that this is to be the bill 
that is to pass. And if I understand anything about it, this bill 
is going to produce ne ae | like the same amount of revenue 
that the McKinley law did. Itis protective upon every one of 
the articles that happens to have a vigorous support in the Sen- 
ate. Itis prohibitive, as I will show at the proper time, upon 
other articles. There are some articles here that are utterly 

rohibited from importation into this country by reason of the 

ncreased duty thereon. 

But upon the whole line we have a McKinley law in pte, 
so far as it applies to favored industriesand productions; and so 
far as it does not, so far as particular articles did not have their 
advocates on the OMe ga at the proper time, it falls short of af- 
fording the equalized protection of the McKinley law, as Tam 
compelled to admit. Now, what I wish to say is that if times 
are to grow better, if we are to have prosperity ~gain—if we 
are to have anything like the prosperity of 1891 and 1892, the 
Committee on Naval Affairs may well assume that they can add 
to this bill the cost of a battle’s ip. and do themselves the honor 
that they are justly entitled to, of having one representative of 
the Naval Committee of the Fifty-third Congress ing the 
fiag of the country upon the oceans of the world. That is what 
I desire to point out especially. 

There are a number of items in the bill to which I would have 
been glad to call attention; but I insist, Mr. Chairman, that le- 
gitimate argument allows a discussion of the ‘“‘ wherewithal” 
that these omarion are to be made of. 

The distinguished chairman of the Naval Committee frankly 
stated ert that it was because of the condition of the coun- 
try and of our Treasury that the bill contains only the appropri- 
ations proposed. So I deem it absolutely proper and competent 
that I point out on this occasion the radical changes in the Wil- 
son bill; and while I havea doubt about the wisdom of the Ways 
and Means Committee of the House as a Democratic exponent, 
that doubt has only been caused by the accumulated wisdom that 
has come from the other end of the Capitol. 

One of the greatindustries—and I have only five minutes left— 
one of the great industries have failed of recognition. All the 
other great industries of the country that were especially cham- 
pioned succeeded admirably in these amendments. But one 
great industry, one of an agricultural character, did not happen 
to have ae resent to stand sponsor for its interests. 

Mr. REED. at must have been sugar. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Itis notsugar,as I have already pointed 
out. I have sufficiently settled that question. 

Mr. REED. I just came in, and [ supposed the gentleman 
must be referring to sugar. 

Mr. PAYNE. It isnot cabbages? [Laughter.] 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. No, it is not cabbages; nor is it eggs. 
They have been taken caro of, and a great many other things. 
But the article of wool has received a most terrible letting alone. 
I suppose that if there had been one Democratic Senator in the 
Senate of the United States who, when cunditions were called 
for, when blank paper was handed over, when schedules were 
asked for, would have stood up and spoken a kindly word for the 
great ae of wool, he might have achieved fame and 
saved the agricultural interests of my State and of California 
and a dozen other States from absolute destruction. But there 
was nobody there to take that stand. They wereall taking care 
of sugar; thev were all taking care of collars and cuffs. They 
were, none of them, looking after the interests of wool. They 
were looking after the interests of the manufacturers of woolen 

oods. They were, according to the tariff-reform creed, ‘‘ push- 

ng up the price of blankets.” They were raising the tariff on 
manufactures of cotton and of wool. And all those beautiful 
speeches that were made here during the winter with regard to 
our farmers and our laboring men were all thrown away, be- 
cause the accumulated wisdom of the other end of the Capitol 
has increased the ‘‘tariff upon clothing” and stands valiantly 
by while the great agricultural product, wool, has been left to 
destruction and ruin. 

I say, Mr. Chairman, this was because wool had no champion 
in the Senate majority. It was because, unfortunately,we did 
not have one Democratic Senator to speak for it. If we had 
had one Democratic Senator to say, in the language of the senior 
Senator from New York, or the Senators from Louisiana, or the 
representatives of collars and cuffs of New York, ‘‘Thus far 
shall these waves of destruction go and no farther, unless you 
do the fair thing by the wool of Ohio,” I think we would have 
saved that product. But, as it is, clothing is going up in the 
schedules and wool is goingdown. The protection of the woolen 
manufacturer is to be increased and the protection to the farmer 
is to be absolutely taken away. I = to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs to readjust their bill upon the lines which I 
have suggested. [Laughter and applause. |} 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. BLACK]. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I shall not attempt 
to imitate the gentlemen who have preceded me on the other 
side of the House. I supposed when they resorted to filibuster- 
ing this morning to force an extension of the time for the dis- 
cussion of this question it was meant in good faith; that they 
intended to discuss the bill now before the committes, and when 
I yielded my place on the floor to the gentleman from Ohio who 
has just preceded me, I did so under the same presumption. 

Both of these gentlemen have used the license—I will not say 
the liberty, but the license—which the rules of the House seem 
to justify, and have not discussed the bill under consideration at 
all. The last gentleman who spoke has delighted himself in 
making atta¢ks on other gentlemen belonging to another de- 
partment of the Government and upon the distinguished chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means of the House, whois 
now absent from this body. tever laurels the gentleman 
may feel that he has gained in such a contest, he is certainly 
welcome to as far as I am concerned. I have no disposition, 
and, I am glad to say, no capacity to follow such an example. 

Now, I wish to address = very briefly to the bill which is 
under consideration. We find that this bill proposes to increase 
the appropriations over the appropriations of last year for the 
same purpose. The amount appropriated for 1893-’94 was $22,- 
104,061.38. This bill pro san appropriation of $25,280,966.27 
and I understand—and if I am wro: that impression I will 
be glad if the chairman of the committee will correct me—that 
besides this increase the bill proposes to authorize the —- 
ture of $650,000 additional. The last provision of the bill pro- 
vides for an expenditure of $150,000, already appropriated for a 
purpose which it now seems it would not be wise to expend the 
money upon, besides which there is a provision to expend $200,- 
000 more. 

Now, whether or not the contention of the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. REED] on yesterday that this is a new 
appropriation is correct or not, it seems to me, is practically im- 
mater One thing. I think, is undeniable, and that is that 
the bill, besides the increase over the appropriation of last year, 
expends $650,000. Whether it is a reappropriation or not is, in 
my judgment, nothing more than a barren ideality. It is an ex- 
penditure, however you may call it, of that much more of the 
public money. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am portesie mindful of the fact that 
as the country grows our public expenditures mustgrow. Iam 
not in favor of reducing the expenditures below the amount 
that is necessary to mafutain an efficient public service in the 
Army, in the Navy, orelsewhere. But I thinkit is well during 
the consideration of this bill to recall the fact that we not only 
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have insisted for years in the public platforms of our party that 
taxes should be limited to the necessities of the Government, 
but that the expenditure of the public money should be econom- 
ical. 

I wish to submit to the distinguished chairman of the com- 
mittee, and to his colleagues on the committee, whether or not 
it is necessary at this time, under existing conditions, for us to 
take $650,000 out of the public Treasury and expend it in the 
way indicated by the report of the committee on this bill. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The same platform to which the gentle- 
man alludes contained a plank providing for the continuation 
of the work of rebuilding the Navy. Thisis the smallest sum 
that has been appropriated for it since the work of rebuilding 
‘began in any Congress. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Well, itis not asmaller sum than 
was appropriated in the last Congress. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. I mean the aggregate—the total of 
the biil. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. That comes, if the gentleman will bear 
with me, from the fact that the contractors for armor and armor- 
plates last year were not up to their contracts, and it was evi- 
dent that the $2,000,000 to pay them for armor and armor- 
plates asked for in the estimates would not be wanted. Since 
then, however, they have perfected their plants and are turn- 
ing out the armor and armament according to contract. The 
bills are becoming due. So where we had nothing appropriated 
for this purpose last year we have this year an appropriation of 
$4,000,000, although the estimates called for $6,500,000. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Besides that, we are carrying 
$2,000,000 in this bill which should have been carried in the bill 
of last year. 

Mr. REED, And you will probably have to carry fifteen or 
twenty millions in the bill of next year. 

Mr. SAYERS. I understand from what the gentleman from 
New Yorksays, thatthe appropriations made for the increase of 
the Navy are only appropriations that are necessary to meet 
contracts that have heretofore been made? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The gentleman is entirely correct. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Ido not think that could apply to 
the $650,000. It may account partially or fully for the increase 
of something over $3,000,000 more than the appropriations for 
1893 and 184. 

Mr. Chairman, i would not be parsimonious in this matter or 
hamper or impair in any way the public service. I think we 
ought to maintain a proper Navy. I believe we ought to make 

roper appropriations. But I would like to ask this question: 
That is, ib the i service would be impaired or the public 
safety imperiled by turning these $650,000 already appropriated, 
if you please, but not expended, that the committee seems to 
have found, back into the public Treasury? 

I mean now, with existing conditions, with the fact staring us 
in the face, as stated by the chairman on yesterday, that our re- 
ceipts are falling eight or nine million dollars monthly below our 
expenditures, with the fact already upon us that the conditions 
are such that we have issued bonds, with the fact staring us in 
the face that the probability is we may issue more bonds, I ask 
the gentleman, does he believe that the public security would 
be imperiled, that the public service would be impaired, if we 
delayed this expenditure for a while? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I certainly do believe it. 
only two torpedo boats in service. One has just been launched, 
and has not been tried. Except these two, there is no torpedo 
boat in any harbor in the Southern or Northern States. Now, I 
believe that the safety of Savannah, the Queen City of Georgia, 
absolutely requires a torpedo boat for her protection. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Well, I think a great deal of Sa- 
vannah, but I think that Augusta is the Queen City of Georgia. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. And the other seaport cities of the Union 
areinthe samecondition. We have fewer torpedo boats than the 
smallest nation that tries to maintain a navy on the globe to-day. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Oh, I have not overlooked the fact 
that the committee, in this report, have given us information as 
to other countries in the world, and that most of those countries 
have greater armamentsthan we have; but that is not the point 
Tam making. I insist, Mr. Chairman, that unless it is neces- 
sary—not simply desirable, not the indulgence even of a patri- 
otic and worthy sentiment, but unless it is necessary—unless in 
some way or other the public service or the public interest would 
suffer at this particular time and under existing conditions; un- 
less it is necessary, we ought not to expend this $650,000 in pur- 
— more torpedo boats, but we should turn it back into the 

reasury. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, If the gentleman will allow me, I will say 


We have to-day 
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that I believe it is as absolutely necessary as it is for a poor man 
to insure his house against fire. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Well, does the gentleman see any 
indication of any warlike spirit abroad against us? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Nor does the man who insures his house 
see any indications of a fire, but it comes in the night when he 
is totally unprepared. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Yes,it maycome: but I respectfully 
submit tothe gentleman that there is nothing in our foreign 
relations, there is nothing in our condition that makes it now 
necessary. That isthe point [am now making. Is it neces- 
sary under existing conditions? When we have already issued 
bonds, when we are threatened with another issue of bonds, is 
it necessary to take this $650,000 and expend it in the purchase 
of these torpedo boats? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Taking the gentleman's line of argument, 
it would not be necessary to have a cent expended for the sup- 
port of the Navy. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. 
to an extreme. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. 
a question? 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Yes. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Suppose we do not appropriate the $650,- 
009, and appropriate no more in this bill than is recommended 
by the committee, how much does the gentleman think we will 
have to make up as a deficiency next year? 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. I donot know. I confess that I am 
not at all inclined to be uncandid about these things. I think 
it is due to the country, that it is due to the people outof whose 
pockets all this money will finally come, that before we expend 
it, it should be laid before them in plain figures. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. One other question: Does the gentle- 
man think it is the part of wisdom, if he knew that we would 
have to make up next year two or three million dollars, to cut 
it off at this time? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Iwillsay tothe gentleman that 
this bill was not prepared and reported to this House witha 
view of creating a deficiency. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. But you expect one, do you not? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. No, sir. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. I believe that in the expenditure of 
the public money we should apply the same principle thatevery 
prudent man applies to hisownafiairs. Oftentimes expenditures 
are desirable and even necessary, but conditions are such that 
we have to postpone expenditures. And even if I thought this 
expenditure was necessary hereafter, I should be very much in- 
clined to postpone it until conditions are better and more fully 
justify it. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the attention of the committee 
to some interesting facts which are reported in the Statistical 
Abstract for 1893. I want to call attention to the fact of the 
growth of our public expenditures. I want to emphasize the 
fact that our expenditures have grown out of proportion to the 
growth of the country. 

I do not insist that we are not obliged to expend more money 
than we were many years ago. [recognize the fact,and I glory 
in it, that the country has grown and the growth of the country 
necessitates larger public expenditures. But I wish to submit 
these figures for the purpose of sustaining what I believe to be 
the truth, that these expenditures have grown out of proportion 
to the growth of the country. 

The expenditures, according to the information furnished in 
this publication, have grown largely inevery Department of the 
Government except the Treasury Department. The first item 
that attracts my attention in this table is public printing and 
binding, to my mind a most extravagant and unjustifiable ex- 
penditure of public money. It has grown from $2,355,586.82 in 
1888 to $3,235,052.33 in 1893. The expenditures in the War De- 
partment have grown from $41,456,912.40 to $52,024,488.84 from 
1888 to 1893. Inthe Interior Department, under the head of mis- 
cellaneous, Indian service, the expenditures have grown from 
$181,977.38 to $5,544,744.89. And so in the support of Indian 
schools, from $1,105,488.58 to $2,324,173.07. When we come to 
the Navy Department, [ want to call attention to this fact, that 
in the five years from 1888 to 1893 the expenditures have grown 
from $17,240,272.93 to $30,532,939.03—almost 50 per cent. 

So it is with all the Departments. Were is a table showing an 
increase in all the departments of the public service from $320,- 
619,959.92 to $459,374,887.65. In the half decade from 1888 to 
1893 the public expenditures of this Government, according to 
this information, have increased $138,754,927.73. 

I respectfully submit that this growth in expenditures is alto- 
gether out of proportion to the growth of the country and the 
necessary demands upon the Government economically admin- 
istered. 


Oh, no; I think that would be going 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
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Mr. BOUTELLE. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa such 
time as he desires. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, with the permission 
of the committee, I would like to obtain leave to print this table 
with my remarks, 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- 
mous consent to publish a table in connection with his remarks. 
Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Itis a recapitulation of expenditures 
from 1888 to 1893, as given in the Statistical Abstract for 1893. 
There was no objection. 
The table is as follows: 
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Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman, there is at no time very 
great temptation for one to enter into a set debate in the House; 
and my observation has been that the general debate upon an 
sprees bill is likely most of allour discussions to be barren 
of any reasonable results. 1 think the worst humbug in our cur- 
rent political discussions is that which is made up out of the 
statistics of public expenditures. In 1890 the Republican party 
controlled both branches of Congress, and at its adjournment 
there went up a ee howl about the extravagance 
of the appropriations made by that Congress; and by the dam- 
nable ieee of iteration alone a great many of the people oi the 
United States have been led to think that the Fifty-first Con- 
gress was the only real and authentic billion-dollar Congress in 
the history of this country; and yet the Fifty-second Congress 
{and I do not pretend tosay that it was not governed bya reason- 
able prudence) not only equaled the record of the Fifty-first, but 
in a very large measure went beyond it. And while the — 
rience of our Democratic friends of this House in the ty- 
second Congress has done much to temper the asperity of their 
criticism of the Fifty-first Congress, I presume the time will 
never come when the whole American people will realize, as we 
who sit here realize it, the illimitable humbug that belongs to 
that branch of pony discussion which deals in the aggregate 
sums of the public expenditures. 

My friend, the chairman of the committee, in the brief and 
almost apologetic remarks in which he opened the debate last 
evening, dwelt with evident solicitude on the fact that the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs has done much to encourage economy. 
He startled the House by an elaborate reference to the almost 
miraculous labors of the Secretary of the Navy in reducing the 
estimates. 

He calls our attention to the fact that the Secretary found 
himself confronted by estimates for the Bureau of Yards and 
Docks amounting to eight millions, and remorselessly cut the 
estimates down one million one hundred and forty thousand; 
that he found himself confronted with an estimate for the League 
Island navy-yard of $1,300,000 and mercilessly cut it down to 
$86,000. Now, to a man unfamiliar with the progress of an ap- 
ee bill here it would seem to be an achievement that 
ought to immortalize the Secretary of the Navy, to find the 
League Island navy-yard, which has been a pensioner upon the 
Naval Committees of both Houses of Congress since the mem- 
ory of began to run, deliberately turned away from the 
Treasury and, instead of recef the million and a half which 
it hopefully contemplated, compelled to satisfy its insatiable ap- 
petite with $86,000. [Laughter.] 

And yet it is no new experience in the history of the Naval 
Committee of the House of Representatives or of the Senate of 
the United States. So, Mr. Chairman, I think it is an absolute 
waste of time and a noticeable evidence of want of confidence 
in the intelligence of the public of the United States for either 
party in Congress to spend as much time as has been usuall 

ntinadvertising the methods and detailsof partisan - 
iture of public money. The truth is that the people of the 
United States understand that an economical een is 
an allowance for a worthy and serviceable object, in amount sufii- 
cient to accomplish that object. 

And it is because the intelligent American public understand 
this question as well as we here understand it, that I regret 











that my honored friend, the chairman of the committee, in mak- 
ing up this appropriation bill, permitted himself to be persuaded 
toso juggle with figures, that eee toevery man, as tomake it 
appear that a vast saving amoun to more than $500,000 has 
been made when everybody in the United States who has intel- 
ligence and interest enough to examine the question under- 
stands that the ape of $500,000 by which, through an ambig- 
uous process, the chairman proposes to take money already in 
the hands of the Navy Department, but long since returnable 
under the law to the Treasury, and divert it to the increase of 
the Navy, involves an effectual re by this Congress 
of more than half a million more than the chairman seoms to 
think is carried by this bill. It is perfectly easy to deceive that 
part of the public that cares little about and investigates little 
such matters, but it is perfect folly for my friend to undertake 
to convince this House that the bill carries half a million dol- 
me less than is actually and literally appropriated by the terms 
of it. 

I wish to say a word on another subject. I came into the 
Fifty-first Congress and, by some mysterious movement of 
Providence that I never was able to understand, I was assigned 
to duty upon the Committee on Naval Affairs. Iam very glad 
that it was so, because it led me to interest myself in this great 
national enterprise, and to enlist the syripathetic interest of a 
great community which is not directly concerned in the man- 
agement and expenditure of those sums which Congress puts at 
the disposal of the Navy Department. Asa friend of the new 
American Navy, I want now to enter a humble protest against 
what appears to me to be a conspiracy of scandal and libel and 
unfounded criticism that is fast undermining the faith of the 
people of the United States in the integrity of the administra- 
tion of the Navy Department and in the value and seaworthi- 
ness of the new steel ships, which are the pride and the boastof 
the people of the United States. I donot now allude to the alle- 
pet of fraud against one of the steel companies e ed in 

—o a — the — aanee _ — hese 
charges ought to be properly inve ated, and the facts re- 
ported to and public. L refer to other and even 
more alarming comments on the new ships. A man can hardly 
in these days pick u Sera eR one reading some covert 
and insinuating libel d either at the management of the 
Navy Department or at the oe and value of the ships 


which the policy of Congress created. 
I wish I could say the ships which the policy of Congress with- 
wony segeaia sapee toy tock thothipe whack cumy the eunige of 

me to say Ww. carry e 

nace ae Repos perp sile ea ea ne 
gent pa publican a very insig- 
nificant minority of our brethren upon the other side. And, Mr. 
Chairman, one of the queer things in the growth and development 
ge tn United States is the fact that the Democratic 
. without see: to disturb its conscience at all, has been 
able to secure before people of the United States credit for 
friendship and enthusiasm for the American Navy wi‘hcut hav- 
ing con , inany one Congress that I can recolleci or of 
which the record appears here, anything more than an pitiable 
on votes that were necessary to add even a cruiser to 
The records preserved here will show that every ship that-has 








1894. 





Ses built for twenty yearsin this country by order of Congress 
has been built against the votes of the Democratic side of this 
‘Ziouse, and the “Democratic party, which to-day presides with 
isuch compli ucency over the Department of the Navy, in no Con- 
gress in the last twenty years hascontributed votes enough to 
yentitle it to a legitimate credit for any of the progress that has 
Hbeen made in the construction of the new American fleet. Now, 
for ono, I regret that American newspapers which ought to pre- 
serve, as far as the truth will enable them to prese rve, ‘the credit 
of the American Navy, should permit their columns day after 
day to be used to scatter broadcast insinuations, coming from 
what quarter I do not know, tending to undermine the faith of 
our people in the value of the Navy, thus bri inging it into a cer- 
tain disrepute in this country and throughout the world. 

I speak of this because from a personal knowledge and inves 
tigation of — criticisms against the new American naval ves 
sels, their management, and their efficiency, I feel sure that 
these repor ts are libelous and scandalous and are intended, possi- 
bly, to attain a covert object other than the disgrace of the fleet 
itself. And I will say to you, gentlemen, that when a greatship 
jis concerned reputation is nearly of as much value as character. 
A serviceable ship that is advertised to the world as worthless, 
as a waste of money, is almost in as bad a situation as if it were 
really without merit and without capacity for sea service. 

I regret very much also that for the first time since the con- 
struction of aos new American fleet was begun we are called 
upon by the House Committee on Naval Affairs to halt in the 
development of our shipbuilding policy. For one, I never ex- 
pected the Democratic party, when it was charged ‘with sole re- 
sponsibility in the matter, to take an effective step in advance 
in the construction of the Navy. So faras I am able to find out, 
the policy of the Democratic party, as outlined for years by the 
Committee on Merchant Marine, is to buy ships instead of build- 
ing them; and if we had to depend upon the intelligence and 
the patriotism that it furnished to this country from the con- 
trolling influences of the Democratic party, we would to-day be 
in the situation of Italy and Chile—buying our ships from the 
very countries with which we might be engaged in war. 

I rejoice that the Republican party has within twenty years 
been able to develop in our country a capacity to build a ship 
throughout, and that the naval architects of the world are to- 
day taking lessonsfrom the skill of our mechanics and engineers 
exhibited in the construction of these splendid types of naval 
architecture. It is that ability within ourselves, and thatalone, 
which creates a naval power. A naval power is not a nation 
that has ships; a naval power is a nation that is able to make 
ships. The policy of the Republican party, while possibly it 
has not been able to construct a fleet as great as the fleets of the 
Old World, has created in our own people an absolute ability to 
buiid from stem to stern the most splendid types of ships and to 
equip them in every detail with whatever 1s necessary in the 
approved machinery of war. 

And now the Democratic party comes and says it is time to 
stop. It is almosta comedy in the monotonous literature of 
our executive documents, to find the arguments which have in- 
fluenced the Democratic party in this direction. The Secretary 
of the Navy, a gentleman for whom, as an old colleague in this 
House, we ‘all have the highest regard, earnestly exhorted Con- 
gress in his report that the progress which had been made year 
after year in the construction of ships ought not now to be 
stopped. He made an argument, which it seems to me, if the 
President had had that serene confidence in him that a Chief 
Magistrate ought to have in his advisors, would have beer con- 
vincing. Yet the President’s message comes to us, and after 
exhibiting the force which everybody is able to see in the ar- 
gument for the gradual increase of the Navy as made by his own 
Secretary, he undertakes to refute those arguments and asks 
Congress to stop and let the Navy take care of itself forawhile. 
I regret that it is so. Not one year ought to pass without 
pome definite and distinct progress being made in the construc- 
tion of a fleet that shall make good the — of the Republic 
among the powers of the me Yet we have had a good deal 
in the last few months to discourage a man who is anxious to 
see the United States taking an influential position in the world 
of business, of commerce, and of diplomacy. 

But the worst blow in my judgment that has been delivered 
against the new American Navy is the miserable and I had al-’ 
most said cowardly refusal of the Democratic party to take an- 
other step forward in the construction of ships except those 
little toddling steps mentioned by my friend, the chairman of the 
committee, in explaining his torpedosystem, when without taking 
the burden of the appropriation onto the shoulders of his party, 
he reaches back to 1889 and diverts a fund once appropriated for 
another purpose to build a few cant boats, in order that 
the Democratic party may get the credit of alittle activity with- 
out the odium o. makion ing an appropriation. 
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Mr hairms in, I do not de sire to occupy further ti 

[Cris —_— ‘Go on!” and onl slause on the Re pe iblican side 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I prefer thant some on 1 
the other side should now peer eed. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Nogentiemanon ourside desires tooceu) 
mes ust now. 

BOUTELLE. Then I a tw enty-five mim to the 

see from Nebraska | r. ME EIOHN). 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN Mr. irmad, I find in the bill which 
is now before us for consider: aii an appropriation of $4,000,000 
for armor and armament for the United States Nav It is not 


ani 


thi ypriatic 


upon us as the I 


my desire nor is it my intention to oppose 
I do believe, however, that itis incumbent 
sentatives of the people to give the expenditure of every public 
appropriation our ec: wreful consider ationand attention. N ) 
ican citizen who saw that incomparable exhibition of the 
ican Navy in the international naval review of a yearago at New 
York can have greater aj ppreciation of the developn: and 
advancement of the American Navy than I. 

I have | _ fore me, Mr. Chairman, a contract entered into No- 
vember 1890, between C arnegie, Phipps & Co., and also @ 
contract vos Ree into February 28, 1893, between the Carnegie 
Steel Company, Limited, and the Government. 

The contract of 1890 provides: 


As the object of the contract will be the production of first-clas or 
plates, the contractor must furnish and maintain the most ir upr: yved mod 
ern plant for such work, which must be conducted according to the be 
methads. He is touse every endeavor and incur all expenses necessary te ) 

roduce the most resisting and enduring plates, and he is to regard the tests 

erein set forth merely as minimum limits of quality, which he is bound to 
excel as much as practicable by the use of all the means which should b 
within the reach of a first-class establishment. 


The contract of 1893 provides: ; 

As the object of the contract will be the production of first-class armor 
piate, the contractor must furnish and maintain the most improved modern 
plant for the manufacture of the class of armor required under this contract 
Fre is to use every endeavor and incur all the expense necessary y P ro- 
duce the most resisting and enduring plates, and he isto regard t tests 
herein set forth merely as minimum limits of quality, which h is boun it ) 
excelas much as practicable by the use of all the means within the reach 
of his establishment. 

The contract of 1890 is for we manufacture of 6,000 tons of 
steel plate at the expense of $3,554,104.40; the contract of 1893 
provides for the manufacture of 2,927 tons of steel armor plate 
at an expense of $1,878,964.66. 

During last September charges were made by certain em- 
ploy ésof the Carnegie Steel Company, Limited, against the com- 
pany for frauds committed in the manufacture and delivery of 
armor plates for the United States Government. The Secre 
tary of the Navy was advised by the Attorney-General of the 
United States that he had authority to make a contract with the 
informers and investigate the alleged frauds. 


WASHINGTON, D.C., November 17 


yn. 


epnre- 





ari 


to 


Str: I beg leave tosubmit the following statement for your consideration 
and opinion: 

On the 20th of November, 1890, the Navy Department entered into a con 
tract with Carnegie, Phipps & Co. for the manufacture of a quantity of steel 
armor for ships of the Navy. Acopy of that contract is attached, a 
copy. of the printed cocumtan referred to in the contract. This circul: . 

18 the requirements to be fulfilled by armor supplied to the Dep: artment 
It was originally drawn up in 1887, when the Department made a contract 
with the Bethlehem Iron Company to supply steel armor for ships of the 
Navy. Owing to the great delay in obtaining armor from this source, the 
Department made the contract above referred to with the Carnegie Com- 
pany in 1890. 

The same price was paid as to the Bethlehemcompany. Thespecilications 
were slightly modified to suit the different methods of manufacture va sued 
by the two companies, viz, rolling and hammer forging by the Carnegie and 
Bethlehem companies, respectively. 

Before the contract was completed by either company the Department e 
tered into a second contract with each of them forafurther supply of armor 
This second contract with the Carnegie Steel Company, Limited (the a 
ciation having changed its nam in the mean time), was dated the 28th of 
February, 1893. A copy of this second contract is attached, together with 
the printed circular referred to in the contract. 

These two circulars of 1887 and 1893 contain the specifications of the quality 
of the material to be used in the manufacture of armor, the methods of 
manufacture, the methods of treatment, the physical and ballistic tests, etc 
The tests ee somewhat changed in the circular of 1893 from thos: ) pre- 

scribed in 188 

Copies of correspondence are attached to show that the Carnegie Com 
pany agreed at the time of second contract that the test fixed for armo 
under this contract should apply to all armor under the first contrac 
which at that time was not manufactured. This correspondence con sist 5 
of a memorandum to the honorable Secretary of the Navy from the Chief of 
Bureau of Ordnance; a letter from the same to the Carnegie Company, and 
their reply. 

In September last it was brought to the attention of the Department that 

he Carnegie Company were practicing methods of treatr nent rear wer 
intended to defraud the Government, and which did have this effec Aff- 
davits accompany this letter which bear upon the character and e xten 
the fraudulent methods practiced. 

Your attention is here called to the relative importance of the various re 
quirements laid down in the printed circular. A wide departure from these 
requirements would be perfectly proper if it could be shown that the re- 
sulting armor would be as good or better than what would ae ult from 
Strictly following the methods laid downinthecirculars. The ballistic test 
is the crucial one, and whatever treatment of the armor will give the best 
results under this test would receive the Department's approval. This test 
is usually applied to only one plate of a group, on account of the great ex- 
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pense. It is, therefore, very important that all plates of a group should be 
similar to the one selected for test. The Department was informed that in 
one case, after a plate had been selected by the inspector as a test plate 
from a group, the company had surreptitiously subjected it to careful treat- 
ment, with the intentiou of improving it and making certain that it would 
successfully pass the test, thus securing the acceptance of the whole group. 
Also that the company had on several occasions fraudulently hidden defects 
in plates by plugging holes which might, if known to the Government in- 
spector, have resulted in their rejection. 

The Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance was directed to investigate these 
cases, and his reports are transmitted herewith. 

The Department has also been informed that armor bolts which are re- 
quired to be double oll-tempered and annealed have been oil-tempered but 
once, and a fraudulent report made to the Government inspector, represent- 
ing that they had been tempered and annealed as required in the specifica- 
tions. 

Also, that sponson armor, which is not subject to a ballistic test, was fre- 
quentiy treated at the ends only, from which parts the test specimens are 
Sud . — from the quality of which the excellence of the whole plate is 

udged. 

There are quite a number of other facts all tending like those given above 
to show that the Carnegie Company has defrauded the Government. Since 
the first hint of these frauds was given me I have pushed my investigations 
as rapidly as possible, but progress has been necessarily slow. 

I have, of course, felt it necessary during the investigation to keep the 
matter of my suspicions and the results of ae asecret. Conse- 
quently the Carnegie Company is continuing to deliver armor, and so far I 
have paid for it as delivered, keeping as strict a watch as possible, but being 
careful at the same time not to arouse suspicion. 

There are six or seven witnesses, some of whom are still in the employ of 
the Carnegie Company, upon whom I must in part rely for the proof of these 
frauds. 

These men voluntarily informed me of the frauds, and thus far the inde- 
pendent investigations made by the Bureau confirm the affidavits which 
these men have submitted. 

-{ have now to request that you will advise me whether I have authority 
to make a contract with these men to pay for their services by giving them 
apart of what may be recovered from the company, provided their state- 
ments are found to be correct. 

Also, that you will advise me what further steps should be taken to con- 
serve the interests of the Government. 

Very respectfully, 
H. A. HERBERT, 
Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon. RICHARD OLNEY, 
Attorney-General. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. C., November 27, 1893. 


Str: Your communication of November 17 asks my advice as to whether 

| have authority to contract for their eg ae os with the persons of- 
‘ering you information of trauds + your Department. 

The facts are, in short, that you have outstanding contracts for a large 
amount of equipment; that large deliveries have been made under these 
contracts, but that the deliveries have not been completed, so that the 
contracts are still alive; that you have received certain information from 
employés of the contractor indicating frauds cat pte tors = which 
articles have been accepted that are not comple according to the con- 
tract; that the information so far received has been proved correct and has 
been the cause of pornos by which the De ent will be protected in 
the future; that it has been given under the understanding that proper 
compensation should be made and that er information is promised, 
through which it is believed that the Government can be made whole for 
all the losses it has suffered up to this time; but that to obtain this infor- 
mation it will be necessary to give the informants fair compensation, both 
for services done and services proposed. The informants wiil be contented 
with a percentage upon the ae" to be realized by the Government as a 
result of the information furnished. 

By section 8782o0f the Revised Statutes you are debarred from making any 
contract in the premises, ‘unless the same is authorized by law or is under 
an aac adequate to its fulfillment.” The latest authoritative in- 
terpretation of this statute is contained in the opinion of Attorney-General 
Devens on the 15 per cent contracts,” as follows: “In order that a contract 
should be authorized me law, it must appear either that express authority 
was given te make such contract, or that it was necessarily to be inferred 
trom some duty imposed upon, or from some authority given, to the person 
assuming the contract on behalf of the United States.” (15 Op., 235, 240.) 

If, therefore, you have authority to make the proposed contract, it must 
be by implication from the statutes authori you to make the aforesaid 
contracts for equipment. The question is a difficult one, but it is my opin- 
ion that you have the authority desired. The statutes contemplated neces- 
sariiy large expenditures on your part for inspection of articles offered be- 
g ~~ ee hich the f idea 

6 pro orman ave seen things w e force you prov 
er to discover. Itappears that, owing to overconhaeiosin the 
honesty of the contractor, the outlay for inspectien force has been inade- 
quate, and these informants propose, on being com ted for the neces- 
sary loss involved to themselves, to put you in the same ition as if they 
had been all the while under your employ as watchmen. e@ contracts be- 
ing still uncompleted, and the matter therefore still within your jurisdic- 
tion, I think that you can make such arrangements in the premises as you 
may deem best for the interest of the Uni States, whether we regard the 
proposed moneys to be paid in the nature of inspection, for inspectors’ 

or for detective work. 

ae contract should be made with some responsible person who will rep- 

resent al) the rest. [inclosea draft which may give suggestions as to the 
form * contract desired. 

ery respectfully, 

on RICHARD OLNEY, 
Attorney-General, 
The SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 


The Secretary of the Navy called to his assistance W. T. Samp- 
son, Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance, and directed him to make 
an investigation of the alleged fraud. Thearmor manufactured 
for the Government is tested and delivered in groups, each group 
coniaining 300 tons, more or less, in which compan in- 
terested to the extent of $175,000, with a pessible premium of 
#30 per ton. Thecharges made by the informers were that after 
the group was ready for delivery to the Governmentand the in- 
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spector had made a selection of a plate for the ballistic test, and 
before the plate was shipped from the manufactory to the test- 
ing grounds at Indian Head, it was retempered and reannealed 
by the company, and did not represent the quality of the group 
of plates from which it was selected. It was also charged by 
the informers that defects and blowholes in the armor plate 
were filled or plugged, and that armor bolts which by the terms 
and conditions of the contract were to be double oil-tempered 
and annealed, were treated but once. The Chief of the Bureau 
of Ordnance investigated the charges made against the com- 
ny, and found that . 619, representing 348 tons of armor, 
ad been retempered and reannealed, and that the tensile 
strength of that portion of the plate which had been re-treated 
had been increased 10,000 pounds per square inch. The Chief 
of the Bureau of Ordnance made a report of his investigation to 
the Secretary of the Navy: 





NOVEMBER 20, 1893. 

Str: In obedience to your instructions, the Bureau has investigated certain 
alleged fraudulent practices of the Carnegie Steel Company in the manufac- 
ture of armor for the Navy. This investigation began in September, but 
ae to the difficulties encountered and unavoidable delays, it is not yet 
completed. Indeed, from its nature it may be indefinitely extended. Each 
point examined suggests others which might throw light upon the question 
to be investigated. 

The first toengage the attention of the Bureau was the asserted dishonest 
of the com y in re-treating a plate which had been selected by the insped- 
tor for ballistic test. As you are aware, the armor is tested and accepted in 
groups—each group containing about 300 tons of armor—and therefore the 
company has about$i75,000 at stake on the testof each group. Added to this 
is the possibility of earning an additional sum of 830 per ton, as a premium, 
when the quality of the armor exceeds the specifications in ballistic resist- 
ance. 

As this large sum depends upon the test of one plate, provision is made 
for the test of a second plate if the first one fails, the temptation is great to 
have the plate as good as possible. It is the duty of the pector to select 
the poorest plate from the group. At the same time the methods of manu- 
facture and treatment must have been so nearly alike in all plates of the 
froup that they can be relied upon to be at least as good as the test plate. 

he similarity of the plates of a group is mainly determined by the physical 
tests which are made from each plate after manufacture. 

The case in question was plate 619, representing 448 tons of armor, and 
the comgeny had made formal application to have the plate tested for pre- 
mium. This plate was 21 feet long, and being longer than was pemepeney for 
test, it wascutin two by the company. by order of the Bureau, and both 
halves sent to the Washington yard. The plate passed the test successfully, 
but failed to earn a premium. 

Your informant stated that between the time when the inspector had se- 
lected this plate and the time when it was shipped from tie works for test, 
it was retreated more than once, with evident intentioa of improving the 

late. Itmay be well to state that the armor shops run day and night, so 

hat there is ample opportunity to effect such treavment if it is des red to 
do so, and without detection by the inspector. Your informant states that 
this was the method of procedure in this case. 

It appears further, from an affidavit made by another informant, that 
one-half of this test plate was treated even after it had been cutin two. It 
should be stated in this connection that the specifications entitle the armor- 
maker to have the ballistic test against the lower (with reference to the in- 

t from which the te is made) part of the plate so that the company 

new in advance which half was to be fired at. 

The method of investigating the truth of the statement made in regard to 
this = was to cut from the plate test specimens similar to those which 
had m cut by the company, and in close proximity to them, and compare 
the results of these last tests with those obtained by the company, which are 
on record at the Bureau. Manifestly if the plate had been improved to any 
considerable extent by retreatment, the physical test made by the company 
and those by the Bureau would not agree, and the latter would show higher 
qualities. This, in short, was found to be the case. 

Five specimens taken from the bottom end at one corner of the plate in 
the vicinity of the officialones taken bay company showed tensile strength 
of 101,000 pounds per square inch, while the official one (taken before the 
wrongful treatment) showed 97,009 pounds per square inch, or an improve- 
ment of 4,000 pounds tensile strength. The elongation was not materially 
panes. Thisincrease in tensile strength would be produced by oil temper- 

and annealing. 

e two specimens were taken from top end of original plate, one from 
the middle portion of the plate, and one from near the surface, ard each in 
close proximity to those taken by the company. The former shoy <d an im- 
epee ae of 4,000 pounds in tensile strength over the official specimen, and 

@ surface specimen 5,000 pounds increase over the corresponding official 
test. In one case the elongation was diminished, and in the other increased. 
4 these increases in tensile strength would be produced by oil tempering 
and ann » 

The two halves of the plate peas compa: in appearance it is seen that 
the surface of the top half of the plate, where it was cutfrom the other half, 
is covered with red oxide of iron, which is easily removed by rubbing with 

soft material, leaving the surface bright. The surface on the lower 

at the plane of junction is covered with a dark oxide, which would have 

been ca by hea’ thelower half after the two — had been sepa- 

rated. To test this that the bottom half had nm retreated, speci- 
mens were taken from the two halves and compared. The test pieces were 

taken in exact longation of each other, so that they should show the 

same physical characteristics if both pieces of the plate had been subjected 

to the same treatment. The firsts en taken from the top end and near 

the of the plate showed a tensile strength of 94,000 pounds per sq uare 

one from the bottom half gave 104,000 pounds, or 


inch. corres 
an increase of bottom over top mn of 10,000 pounds per square inch. 
The seconds from the top, taken from middle of plate, showed 104,000 


unds, and thecorrespond lower specimen 110,000 pounds, or an increase 
Pr 8,000 pounds. Both the vooline conspire to prove that the bottom half of 
the plate had been treated se a 

It is well known that the tensile —— of the same plate may con- 
siderably atdifferent points. This variation is due to several causes. t, 
is the chemical difference due to the eee < certain elements while 
the metal is in the liquid condition in the ingot; second, the formation of 
itying; third, the proces of rolling or hammering the ingot ts form the 

; e ‘orm the 

plate: pisiceus abe ncaa ca uhconrinen it the satee wore then to: 
central ; fourth, the processes of treatment to which the plate’ 


, 


it 
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is subjected after manufacture. All these points must receive consideration 
in forming an opinion of the character of an armor plate from test speci- 
mens. Doing this in the case of ballistic plate 619, there is nothing to con- 
trovert the conclusion above stated, that this plate was retreated after it 
was selected by the inspector as the test plate of the group. ; 

Further, your informant stated that certain armor plates, giving their 
numbers, had been plugged. This operation consists in driving plugs or 
pouring molten metal into the blowholes which sometimes oo in the 
central portions of a plate and throw doubt upon the solidity of the interior 
portion. These plugs are hammered down and smoothed over in a manner 
which renders detection difficult. 

Only two of the plates which were stated to have been thus treated were 
available for inspection; the remainder were already in place on the ships. 
These two plates belonged tothe United States steamship Terror. An of- 
ficer was sent to the New York navy-yard who examined these plates and 
found them plugged as had been stated. 

It is understood by the officials of the company that such defects are to be 

romptly reported to the inspector, whose duty it is to refer them to the 

ureau for decision. At the time the Bureau rejected one of the barbette 

lates of the United States steamship New York for this defect of blow- 

oles, the chiefofthe Bureauin conversation with the assistant chairman of 
the company emphasized the necessity of reporting these defects as soon as 
discovered, in order that work need not be expended upon them if they were 
to be finally rejected. 

Respectfully, 
W. T. SAMPSON, 
Chief of Bureau of Ordnance. 
The SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 


The Secretary of the Navy appointed the Chief of the Bureau 
of Ordnance, Prof. Alger, and Lieut. Ackerman, of the United 
States Army, to assess the damages sustained by the Govern- 
ment by reason of the armor plate failing to comply with the 
conditions and terms of the contracts. This board ‘ound from 
an examination of the eleven ballistic plates representing ali of 
the armor delivered by the Carnegie Steel Company, Limited, 
to the Government, that plates manufactured by this company 
should be in strength and quality 20 per cent above the mini- 
mum requirements of the contracts. ‘The value of the armor de- 
livered by the company to the Government at this time was $1,- 
846,445.16, which the board found in strength and quality to be 
at least 15 per cent below the best armor which the company 
could furnish. The damage sustained by the Government, ac- 
cording to the findings of the board, including the amount of 
premiums earned by the company, was $284,649.56, aside from 
the value of all plates containing serious blow-holes or defects. 

The beard reported its findings and assessment of damages 
sustained by the Government to the Secretary of the Navy: 


BUREAU OF ORDNANCE, NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., December 1, 1893. 


Sir: Having carefully considered, in obedience to your instructions, the 
amount of damage which the Government has suffered by the ignorant and 
fraudulent manner in which the Carnegie Company has treated armor 
plates, etc., which that company has supplied to the Government, we sub- 
mit the following report: 

1. Paragraph 92, page 24, of the specifications of the contract made by the 
Navy Department with the Carnegie Company in 1890, reads as follows: 

** As the object of the contract will be the production of first-class armor- 
plates, the contractor must furnish and maintain the most improved mod- 
ern plant for such work, which must be conducted according to the best 
methods. He is to use every endeavor and incur all expense necessary to 

roduce the most resisting and enduring plates, and he is to regard the tests 

erein set forth merely as minimum limits of quality which he is bound to 
excel, as much as practicable, by the use of all the means which should be 
within the reach of a first-class establishment.”’ 

2. Paragraph 3, page 7, of the specifications of the contract of 1893 between 
the same parties, reads in part as follows: 

“As the object of the contract will be the production of first-class armor- 
plate, the contractor must furnish and maintain the most improved modern 
plant for the manufacture of the class of armor required under this con- 
tract. 

‘He is to use every endeavor and incur all the expense necessary to pro- 
duce the most resisting and enduring plates; and he is to regard the tests 
herein set forth merely as minimum limits of quality which he is bound to 
excel, as much as practicable, by the useof all the means within the reach of 
his establishment.” 

3. From which it speomas that the contractor was bound, under each con- 
tract, to furnish the bestarmorhecouldmake. TheGovernment hasaright 
to expect and require the best armor the shops could produce, even if much 
in excess of the minimum limit of quality prescribed in the specifications. 
In addition to the positive provisions — the contractor to supply the 
best sible armor, thespecifications of each contract contain a paragraph 
eo ding that a premium will be paid the contractor when the quality of 

he armor exceeds the minimum limit by 25 per cent. ; 

4. Paragraph 150, page 31, of the specifications of 1890 reads as foliows: 

“If, before the selection of a test of plate from a ballistic group, the con- 
t.actor shall offer in writing to submit it to a ballistic test corresponding 
to that established by the formula for a plate of 25, 35, or 45 per cent greater 
thickness, it shall be so tested, and if the group passes, the other conditions 
of Sor ence remaining as before, a premium will be aliowed on the grou 
of 830, $50, or $100 per ton, according to the percentage of increased ballistic 
resistance exhibited as above.” 
ssn — co} paragraph in the specifications of the contract of 

“If, before the selection of a test plate from a ballistic group which has 
ee and br eer ey weed peeeresees s oo offer in wr ons to — 

a correspo es Y paragraph 52 governing 
premium, it shall be Bo iceneh and if successful, a premium Frill be allowed 
on the group of $30 per ton.”’ 

6. There seems, then, no room for doubt that each contract ca:led for the 
best armor which the contractor could produce, and anything less than this 
was in direct violation of the contract and inflicted injury upon the Govern- 


ment. 
7. We have wonepully analyzed the record of the eleven ballistic plates 
which the armor supplied x 


Three by the Carnegie Company up to date. 
represen grou 1, 
each of heed 25 per cent a ps Nos. 1, 3, and 8, received a a 


ve the minimum requirement. e plates 
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representing groups Nos. 5 and 6 resemt led test plate No. 3, and were very 
nearly equal toit inresistance. They were safely 20 per cent above the min- 
imum requirement. The plates representing groups Nos, 7 and 9 would al- 
most certainly have earned a premium if they had been fired at under the 
specifications of 1890. The ballistic requirements were slightly modified in 
1893, which prevented these groups from earning a premium. They were, 
however, distinctly 20 per cent above minimum requirement. Plates repre- 
senting groups Nos. lv and 11 failed to earn a premium on test, but were 
good plates. Subsequent firing at each of these indicated that they were 20 
er cent in resistance above the minimum requirements. Plates represent- 
ng groups Nos. Zand 4 passed the aceeptance test without being much above 
the minimum requirements. 

8 We therefore conclude that the best armor which this contractor can 
furnish is easily 20 per cent above the requirement, and all armor furnished 
by him should be of this quality. 

9. We have also carefully considered the affidavits made by several men 
who either witnessed or participated in the manufacture of the above 
groups of armor. They aflirm that the armor was carelessly and wrong- 
fully treated, with the view of increasing the output. They state that the 
plates in many cases were treated only at the ends from which test speci- 
mens were to be taken. They affirm that in at least two cases test plates 
were treated after they had been selected by the Government inspector. 
The evident intention of the re-treatment wasjto successfully pass the group 
which the plate had been selected to represent, or even to gain & premium 
for the group. 

10. We have carefully retested one of these ballistic plates, ard have 
found that the statement that the plate had been retreated after selection is 
correct. 

11. These men also affirm that in a number of cases the company deceived 
the inspector into passing armor plates which were defective because of 
blowholes. This, theysay, was done by plugging the holes with steel. Two 
of these plates, the only ones available for inspection, have keen examined 
by an officer, and they were found to be plugged as stated. 

i2. Further, a careful analysis of the reports of physical tests made by the 
company at their works indicates that a practice existed there of treating 
specimens, thusdeceiving the inspector as to the physical condition of the 
plates from which the specimens were taken. 

13. Without going further into details, we are convinced that the ballistic 

lates have not represented their respective groups, and that the armor has 

een much inferior to the test plates. On the other hand, we feel confident 

that we can determine the quality of this armor within reasonably narrow 
limits, for the material from whichit was all made, including ballistic plate, 
was identical; therefore, up to the point of forging, it is fair to assume that 
all were alike. Consequently it was the subsequent treatment only which 
caused the difference in the quality between the test plates and the groups 
which they represented. 

14. We are forced, then, to the conclusion that the armor thus produced 
would meet the minimum requirements of resistance or might average 5 
per centabove that limit. This does not include, however, any plates which 
contained any accidental defects, rendering them unserviceable, and which 
the inspector was deceived into passing. 

15. Finally we have to state our belief that the whole quantity of armor 
supplied by this company is at least 15 per cent below in quality the best 
that they can furnish, and that the Government has been damazed. We 
therefore conclude that the Government has been damaged by the Car- 
negie Smosey to the extent of— 

(i) All premiums paid to this company, because wrongfully obtained. 

(2) Fifteen per cent of the value of all armor furnished by them. 

(3) The value of all plates containing serious blowholes or other defects 
which have been concealed. 

This company has been paid 67,682.79 in premiums, and $1,846,445.45 for 
armor. 

Respectfully, 





W. T. SAMPSON, 
Chief of Bureau of Ordnance. 
PHILIP R. ALGER, 
Professor, United States Navy. 
A. A. ACKERMAN, 
Lieutenant (J. @.), United States Navy. 
The SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 


The Secretary of the Navy submitted the report of the Chief 
of the Bureau of Ordnance to the Attorney-General for his opin- 
ion as to whether the 25 per cent of the damages realized to the 


Government would be fair and reasonable: 
DECEMBER 1, 1803. 


Sir: Referring to the matter of the alleged frauds practiced by the Carne- 
gie Steel Company, Lémited, in delivering inferior armor to the Govern- 
ment, as to which I have heretofore conferred with you, I beg to say that I 
am about perfecting with the parties who have furnished me the information, 
and the attorney who has represented them and who will act for the Gov 
oa in the premises, an agreement as to the compensation to be pald 
them. 

The attorney is James H. Smith, esq., of Pittsburg, Pa’ The parties who 
furnished the information to me originally are C. Edgar Sill, Thomas E. 
James, F’. B. Perry, and J. D. Riley, and these propose to represent certain 
other witnesses whose testimony they have or can procure. 

Four of the above-mentioned parties, Smith, Perry, Sill, and James, ina 
conference with me some six or eight weeks ago, promised to furnish in- 
formation showing that the Government had been and was being defrauded 
by various practices at the Carnegie works, whereby the armor delivered to 
the Government is of a quality inferior to that called for by the contract. 
These parties wereat the time all in the employment of the Carnegie Com- 
pany, and getting good wages as skilled laborers or as clerks. One of the 

arties who has aided them in this matter and whose name will not appear 
n the proposed contract, though he is to bea beneficiary, is still at work 
for the Carnegie Company, gett wages amounting to about 83,000 per an- 
num. Other witnesses, two or three, are said to be still there. These do 
not desire their names to be mentioned in the proposed contract, as they 
wish, if possible, to retain their places. 

These parties before mentioned represented to me that they would inevit- 
ably lose their places in the Carnegie works and be blacklisted and unable 
to get employment elsewhere if they gave this information; that therefore 
they felt they should be entitled to large compensation if they ventured 
upon giving the information and if their testimony should prove valuable 
tothe Government. I recognized this fact at once, and replied that if they 
— me information upon which I could rely, and if it showed that the 

overnment was being defrauded, and if it should be verified by investiga- 
woe — I should feel it necessary to make, I would compensate them 

rally. 

Mr Smith, who represented them as attorney, and who has been active 
and industrious in getting up this information, suggested that they ought 
to be entitled to 40 per cent or at least 30 per cent of such amount as might 
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be recovered by reason of the finally an 





aa pee peepanes make and the evi- 


dence they intended to ee ve 2 per cent of 
what might berealized by the Geveraminnean compaeet the ‘ormation pro- 
cured from them, with a distinct understan that they Were toreceive no 
compensstion from theGovernment otherw This p was made, 


roposition 
however, on my part, upon the condition that the Aicemedienueal ral should 
ndvise, as you have already done, that I had power to make a contract com- 
nsating them for their information, and I gave them also to understand 
that the final contract I was to make with them was subject to an approval 
by the law Department of theGovernment. They thereupon gave me orall 
aad in writing much information tending to _eore the frauds they alle eget 
and { set to work to investigate with diligence the truth of their 
Tinclose herewith a report made to me by the Chief pine the aaa of Ora- 
nance as the chairman of a board consisting of Alger, an ordi- 
nance expert in the Navy, and Lieut. Ackerman, ieee From this 
report you will ses that the Government's anne the eee Com- 


pany fairly amounts to something between 6300, 

Having now all the information at hand  couiiaarinasaiaaas: to proceed, 
I propose to: ne peer to perfect my contract with these for their in- 
— ation and — —_, and “re to know whether, — regnne. 
stances, you consider the amoun upon as senepensets 
cent of dant may be realized to the Government, less cumasabetins a 
as fair and reasonable. 

J also propose, as upon in conversation between you and 
heretofore, as soon as the contract shall have been made, to notify the man- 
ager of of the Company, Limited, of the fs in my possession 
tending to show the frauds by that ‘company and 
to demand of him indemnity for the past, and security for the future as the 

condition upon which I shall consent to allow him to proceed in the ful- 
filiment of the contracts, - 
ment will refuse to 


shall compengate the G — = ‘it a creait 
ove a m ac- 
count, ant br peytes' _— ——— srho have given dabemusathena> aheve- 
said such sums ue to them according to the contract which I 
shall make, abensuniiieiesmameeimen ifany, with the Carnegie Com- 
pany. ° 
I have the honor to be, v respectfully 
et . H. A. HERBERT 
Secretary of the Navy. 
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 
Department of Justice, Washington, D. C. 
DECEMBER 4, 1803. 

Srr: I have yours of December i, with its inclosure. 

Under the circumstances the amount upon as compensation for 
the parties f information to the Government seems to me no more 
than is fair and reasonabie. 

What you propose to do upon the See a aeeearme, as you 
State, to What was 


a = toed 


agreed upon in the interview between 
that took several saves ago. Uniess ae to vee 
‘to go 


armor plate, you were to ascertain on 


furnish the same armor—which, I suppose, rman ote contract 
Very respectfully, 
OLNEY, 
Attorney-Gener 


The SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 


The Secretary of the Navy made a contract with the employés 
who made the charges against the company by which it was 
agreed that the informers should have and receive 25 per cent 
of theamount recovered from the company for damages sustained 
to the Government: 

bene were = ement made and entered into this, the 2d day of 
December, 1893, 
tary of the Navy, vy, party of the first part, and James 
of Pittsburg, State of Pennsylvania. re the Sere 
of powers o attorney flied this. day with the et of the Navy. 6. 

. Thomas B. James, F. B. Perry, and J. D. Riley, parties 


5 a That whereas, the party of the first part has heretofore en- 
tered into two agreements for the jurchase of of armor, one from 
Pet ps & Co,, of Pittsburg, Pa., nth: Fear ised, Gud the other with the 
© Stee) Company, Limited, ‘50 a eo Pa., in the year 1893, the 
sal latter on wen at Seer h ~ 7 besnwonsbved by the: 
ereas large amo’ o! a 
oe ’ or eats under neither cov 


Smith, of the cit; 
imself, an wt ue | the 


ts have 
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between the United States, represented by the Secre- 


of the second | 





May 9, 


Secretary of the Navy assumes in no case any personal liability by this 
agreement; that if any doubts or disputes arise as to the construciton of 
this agreement or the rights of the patios herein the matter shall ve re- 
ferred to the then Secretary of the tion, and the party 
of the second ie art hereby binds himself his executors, admi::istrators, and 
© representatives and assigns of each and all of those for 
whom a in whose name he ae to atide by such decision in the prem- 
es = = the of the second part shall feel aggrieved at any decision 
of he shall have the right to submit the same 
States. whose decision shall control. 
Itis — her understood. rm —— that any moneys eS Gans to th 
= ee pale shal d directly to said Smith, Sill enon 2 oJ 
Riley, or ae not pte anh to pay to them, allsuch money shall 
be paid into the Bank of ee aK at Pittsburg, Pa., to the credit of said 
Sill, James, ey, and ithe receipt of the cashier of said 
ae shall be a full discharge and acquittance for the same. 
In witness hereof the respective parties have hereunto set their hands and 
Seals, on the day and year above written. 
H. A. HERBERT, 


Secretary of the TAS Rants of the pret 
SEAL. 





art. 


~ 


By his attorney in fact, JAS. H. Sire 
Tis a 


. PEE RY. 
By his attorney in fact, JAS. - SMITH. 


1} 
By his attorney in fact, JAS. H. SMITH, (SEAL.] 
Party of the second part. 


[SBAL.] 


Witness: 
LEwIs H. Finney, Jr. 
G. A. JENKS. 


The Secretary of the Navy approved the report of the Chief 
of Ordnance assessing the damages susta by the Govern- 
ment at 15 per cent, but before the exact amount of damage had 
been decided — bd ed tment an appeal was taken by 
the imited, to the President as pro- 
vided cana the ooalna. The Secretary, in his letter 
of March 26, 1894, says: 


A few days afterwards Messrs. Frick and Hunsiker again returned, and 
in an interview with them I informed tem that that = Department intended 
to the report of ampson 
and 15 per cent the ue of the ee em 
———_ . Frick inquired whether the = to appeal to 

the President, and was informed that they had, and that Department 
would be glad, ina matter of somuch moment, to have the President revise 
its de oo the officers of the company thatI should approve 


the report of Capt. Sampson, assessing damages at 15 per cent,I did not 
written decision, and therefore did no consider particu- 


make any f 
we the question as to when damages should commence ey 
should a. for the reason that these gentlemen indicated at the time an 
—— President; and the ultimate decision was to be 
=. not ae . uestion, therefore, as to the exact amount of damages 
we 
to the President. 


assess had not been decided upon when the appeal 

eal was taken by the company to the President as 

ovide y the terms of the contract on the 20th day of Decem- 
r, 1893, and on the 10th day of January, 1894, the President 
date a finding to the effect that the damages assessed by the 
Board of Ordnanée, $284,649.56, should be reduced to $140,484.94. 

He reduced the value of armor on which the Government had 

sustained darhage from $1,846,445.16 to $1,404,849.41, and that 

the damage sustained was 10 per cent of the latter sum instead 

of 15 per cent of the former amount, as found by the Bureau of 

Ordnance. The President made a further reduction in the find- 

ing of the Board by excluding as an item of e the amount 


of premiums earned by the company of $7,682.79. This decision 
was reported by the President to the Secretary of the Navy. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, January 10, 1894. 
or enim Sme: I have examined with care the manees of the Board appointed 
by you to ono alleged in the construction of steel 
armor at the Carnegie steel and tron mills and their assessment of the dam- 
aoe sustained by the Government on account of deficiencies in the quality 
armor which was affected by such ees. Ihave also exam- 
the evidence and the documents which the basis of the Govern- 


of construction were 
about the 8d day of November, 1892. On the 16th day of September 
some intimation of such reached the managers 
and a letter is ‘written by oneof 


tember, 1893, 
of the com 
epee cae ee ne Pome 


sand was corrected on the eth tagal Segeomber, aan 'On 
November, and was corrected on the 16th day of , 1893. On 
Git ios cemacor-aioeineamadden ta daereenmanaen Cooaeae mented 
10 ra, 
$1,404, 849.41. Ten per cent of this a eiies is rake is tan 84 nd this aa 
opinion should be forfeited by the the Government. 
CLEVELAND. 
Hon. H. A. HERBERT, 
Secretary of the Navy. 
' * we 
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This decision was made by the President notwithstanding the 
reply of. the Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance to the arguments 
presented before him by the Carnegie Steel Company, Limited. 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, December 16, 1898. 


Sire: In answering the letter of Mr. Frick, chairman of the Carnegie Steel 
Company, dated December 13, 1893, to the honorable Secretary of the Navy, 
in relation to the charges made against his company in connection with the 
manufacture of armor for the Navy Department, it will be convenient to 
first reply to certain of the statements made by Messrs. Schwab and Hunsi- 
ker, in letters of the same date and inclosed with Mr. Frick’s letter. 

Referring to Mr. Schwab's letter, it must first be noted that the character 
and motives of the men who brought this matter to the attention of the De- 
partment are immaterial, provided the truth of their statements is proven. 

Mr. Schwab admits that the ends of sponson plates were treated to sucha 
temperature as would draw the temper,and afterwards were retempered with- 
out reheating and tempering the whole body of the plates, which treatment 
is not only fee ene forbidden by the instructions of the Bureau, but also 
is manifestly improper, and would be admitted to be so by any impartial 
and competent person. 

Mr. Schwab also admits that plates were not treated as directed, and 
charges that this was the criminal act of the persons who afterwards gave 
information; but the question as to the responsibility for fraud does not 
affect the main question whether or not the fraud was practiced. Mr. 
Schwab admits the plugging of blowholes, and aprons justifies it on the 
ground that such blowholes are not indicative of bad quality, but rather of 
good quality in the plates; but the fact remains that the Government in- 

tor, under instructions from the Bureau, rejected plates showing exten- 
sive blowholes, and consequently that the concealment of the blowholes 
was a fraud against the Government. 

Mr. Schwab tially denies the charge that plates were passed by the 
presentation of specimens purporting to represent them, whereas they did 
not do so, having either been treated separately, or being of different metal, 
but an analysis and comparison of first and second tests of plates shows 
conclusively that this charge is true. 

Myr. Schwab denies the charge that ballistic plates were treated after se- 
lection, except in one instance where the plate was selected before treat- 
ment, in which case such treatment after selection was authorized, but the 
comparison of specimens taken from two such plates after the ballistic test 
shows conclusively that this —_ is true. 

Finally, there is nothing in Mr. Schwab's statements which would modify 
the Bureau's opinion that fraud was practiced against the Government at 
the works of the Carnegie Steel Company with the knowledge and under the 
direction of the superintendent and other jending men. 

eenmateg to Mr. Huusiker’s letter: Mr. H er, not being in a position 
to know whether the charges of fraud are true or false, can not and does 
enter a denial of these charges, but merely points out how certain irregu- 
lamjties may have resulted from a misunders of instructions on the 
= of the men, and how in other cases the ons giv. information may 

ave been mistaken in their conclusions. 6 fact rem: that such of the 
charges of fraudulent and improper treatment ofarmor plates as the Bureau 
has been able thus far to investigate have been proven true. 

In reference to Mr. Frick’s letter: While it must be conceded that the ro- 
sponsible officers of such a company as the Carnegie Steel Company can not 
have direct control or knowledge of all the details of their business, still 
these officers are responsible forand must suffer for the wrongdoing of those 
whom they employ. Sere the only questions at issue are: Hasthe 
Government been damaged by the fraudulent practices, and to what extent? 

Taking up the charges as they are stated by Mr. Frick: 

(1) Mr. Frick states that the practice of ailing blowholes was with the full 
knowledge of the Government inspectors, and acquiesced in by them. If 
this be so, this charge would fall to the ground; but the Bureau believes that 
Mr. Frick has been deceived. It is thought that neither Lieut. Cowles nor 
Lieut. Wilner have had knowledge of such a practice; but, on the contrary, 
that this method of concealment, of blowholes was resorted to because it was 
known that their discovery by the aro would lead to the rejection of 
the plates having them. ether such blowholes are injurious, and the ex- 
tent to which they should be tolerated, was and is a question for the Govern- 
ment to decide, and their concealment was for fraudulent p Ss, and 
pomonet the Government if it was done without the knowledge of the in- 

ctor. 

(2) The fraudulent re-treatment of specimens is denied, and it is pointed out 
that this could not have taken place without the inspector's knowledge if 
the exact terms of the specifications in regard to the custody of specimens 
by the inspector had been carried out. To the extent that the Government 
inspection has not been rigidly according to the specifications, the Govern- 
ment has opened a way for the practice of fraud; butif fraud is proven, 
such negligence on the part of the Government does not lessen the damages 
done, and the Bureau is of opinion that plates have been fraudulently 
peso as charged, by presenting for test as representing plates specimens 

at did not truly do so. 

(3) The treatment of plates, without the knowledge of the inspector, after 
their selection for ballistic test, can have but one object; é.¢., to fraudu- 
lently improve the quality of the [ente tested, with the view to more cer- 
ae passing the group it purports to represent, and, if possible, to earn a 
prs um upon said group. The specifications expressly state that the ball- 

c testis the main one, all others being secondary thereto, and this method 
of deci the acceptance or rejection of armor is based upon the assump- 
tion that the ballistic plate is so selected as to insure the possession of at 
least equal ballistic vame by all the other plates of the group. But if a 

te, after being selected to represent a group, may be re-treated, then the 
ernment has no guaranteo at all that such a plate resents any- 
other plates may have been improperly treated and be inferiorin 


every way. 

To allege any other reason than fraud for such re-treatment is puerile, and 
the statement of the ge responsible for the fraudulent treatment that 
the character of the plate as an index of the ballistic resistance of the group 
‘Was not affected is absurd. The acknowledged fact that the fraudulent 
treatment of ballistic-test plates took place once, and the charge, supported 
by conclusive evidence, that it took place twice, justifies the Department in 
assuming that it was the usual practice. As to the statement that there is 

other means.of de the value of special treatment than by try- 

it upon ballistic plates, the Bureau has been and is ready to test 

rimental a — te wish tried. 

ally, as ¢ estima amage to the Government, the Bureau’s po- 
sition on this point is as follows: . 

(1) It ischarged that the Carnegie Steel C has careless} 

rly treated a ae eee of the armor plates it has su 

ne agg wean t pextens of not treating some of these 

same time as given special care and attention 

ment of ballistic plates, 

(2) These 
Bureau 


and im- 
ed to the 
ates at all, 

the treat- 
so as to raise their qualities to the highest point. 
made upon oath, have been confirmed to the extent 
been able to investigate them. 


ode ded 


(8) The Bureau therefore considers it Just to assume that, while all plates 

could have been made equal to the ballistic plates, they have not been so 

| made, not accidentally but for the purpose of fraudulently increasing the 
output and reducing expense. 

(4) On the assumption that the above fraudulent practices have existed 
from the beginning, the Bureau estimated that the average ballistic value 
of the armor supplied to the Government thus far is about 15 per cent less 
than it would have been had all plates been manufactured with the same 
care as were the ballistic plates. 

(5) It has always been understood by tie Bureau, and frequently stated by 
both the Bethichem Iron Company’and the Carnegie Steel Company’s rep- 
resentatives, that ballistic test for armor should be so fixed as to insure the 
acceptance of armor which has been carefully and skillfully treated, and 
consequently this test was made less severe than the average armor plate 
could reasonably be expected to withstand. 7 

The premium test is the true gauge of what is expected of armor, its se- 
verity having been made such that while the average past product would 
not earn a premium, it was still so near to earning one as to fold out to the 
contractors a reward foreven a slight improvement. Experience has justi- 
tified the Bureau’s judgment in this matter, and shows that armorcarefully 
and skillfully made is superior by about 2 per cent to the acceptance tests, 
so that it can, by special care and skill, be made to earn a premium. 

(6) It is, therefore, clear that the first premium of 830 per ton does not rep- 
resent, and was never intended to represent, the value of 25 per cent in 
creased resistance, but only the value of about 5 per cent increased resist- 
ance, so that the estimate that 15 per cent reduction of ballistic resistance 
should result in 15 per cent reduction in cost is well borne out by the figures 
which Mr. Frick quotes as an argument against it. 

The proposed method of testing plates todetermine thetr actual value, 
and so to assess the damage suffered by the Government, is inadmissable 
for the following reasons: 

(1) This method puts upon the Government the onus of determining that 
which previous inspection and tests, if not fraudulently evaded, should 
havealready determined. Fraud having been shown in certain cases and 
sworn to in others, the onus is upon the contractors to show that its extent 
is limited, if such be the case. 

(2) The ——- test of actual damage, if such test is resorted to, would be 
firing at eac late with velocities corresponding to 20 per cent greater 
thickness, for since the ballistic plates have averaged 20 per cent better 
than the acceptance tests, the Government is entitled to an equal perform- 
ance on the average by all plates. 

Otherwise, if the Carnegie Steel Company will agree to pay all the ex- 
penses of removing from the ships such plates as are already in place and 
of refitting new plates in their places, then the Bureau is of the opinion that 
it would be a fair method of assessing damages to fire at all the plates in a 
selected group with the velocity that the ballistic plate of that group would 
stand; such plates as then fail to be replaced by the contractors, and the 
final average result of the test of the entire group to furnish the basis for 
estimating the average value of all the armor delivered. 

If this method is not adopted then the Bureau sees no other way of esti 
mating damages than the one proposed in a previous report. 


Very truly, 
W. T. SAMPSON. 
The SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 


/ 

The damages assessed by the President against the Carnegio 
Steel Company, limited, were paid by the company according 
to the terms of the contract entered into by and between the 
company and the Secretrry of the Navy. 


Whereas two contracts were entered into, under the dates of November 
20, 1890, and February 28, 1893, by and between the Carnegie Steel Company, 
Limited, a limited partnership organized under the laws of Pennsylvania, 
and doing business at Pittsburg, in said State, as party of the first part to 
each of said contracts (hereinafter called the party of the first part), and 
the United States, represented by the Secretary of the Navy, as a party of 
the second part to each of said contracts (hereinafter called the party of 
the second part), for the manufacture and delivery of armor plates and 
their appurtenances for use in the construction of naval vessels; and 

Whereas certain armor plates purporting to be armor plates of the kind 
required under the contracts aforesaid have been manufactured and de- 
livered by the party of the first part; and 

Whereas after examination and investigation deemed necessary by the 
oe of the second part in view of certain reports and information received 

y the Secretary of the Navy, it was believed ‘and claimed by the second 
party that irregularities and frauds had been —- and pepe’ by 
the employés of the _— of the first part in the manufacture of certain of 
the armor plates delivered by the party of the first part as above stated, on 
account of which such armor plates were claimed to be of a quality that does 
not conform to the requirements of the contract therefor, whereby tho 
United States suffered great injury and damage, which claim first party de- 
nied, and the contention thereby raised was referred to the President of the 
United States; and 

Whereas after consideration of the circumstances connected with tho 
manufacture of the armor pilates in question, and of the quality of such ar- 
mor plates as determined by examinations, inspections, and tests, and 
after considering the arguments of the parties hereto, the President of the 
United States has determined and finally decideé that the United States has 
been damaged to the extent of $140,484.94, by reason of the inferiority in tho 
quality of the armor plates manufactured and delivered to the party of the 
second part by the party of the first part, as hereinbefore recited, and that 
the public interests would be best subserved by deducting the aforesaid 
amount, viz: $140,484.94, from the total amount stipulated to be paid to the 
party of the first part under the two contracts aforesaid, and allowing said 
party of the first to continue the manufacture and delivery of armor 
plates and ap s in accordance with said contracts; 

Now, therefore, this agreement witnesseth that in consideration of the 
premises, it is hereby mutually and expressly understood, covenanted and 

and between the of the first part and the party of the sec 

ond part that there shall be deducted from the amount of the unpaid bills 0% 
the party of the first part, in accordance with the President's decision, for 
armor heretofore furnished tothe party of the second part, the sum of 8105,- 
363.71, in part liquidation of the damages decided to have been sustained by 
the pa of the second part, on account of the irregularities and frauds de- 
cided to have been practiced and perpetrated by the employés of the party 
of the first part in the manufacture of armor plates and appurtenances 
under the contract aforesaid, and as hereinbefore recited, the deduction of 
such amount to beeffected by canceling the vouchers Nos. 172, 173, 174, 175, 175, 
177, 180,182, 183, and 195, amounting to $105,360.90, prepared for payment uncer 
the contract of November 20, 1890, and by deducting the sum of #5! from 
youcher No. 181, rendered for the sum of 28,413.26; and that the furthersum of 
$35,120.23, being the difference between the amount deducted from the price 
ulated inthe contract of November 20, 1890, as above set forth .viz, $109,- 
363.71, and the total amount, viz, $140,484.94, to be deducted from the 
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amount of the price stipulated in said contracts, fixed by the President of 
the United States as aforesaid, shall be deposited by the party of the first 
artinsuch bank as may be designated by the Secre' of the Navy for 
hat purpose, tothe credit of such persons as shall benam y the Secretary 
of the Navy as informants entitled to receive a portion Of the amount 
charged against the party of the first part in accordance with this agree- 
went. 

It is hereby further mutually understood, covenanted, and eed that the 
amount, $140,484.94, deducted from the total amount of the price stipulated 
in said contracts, snall be considered as a full and complete settlement of 
all claims for damages sustained by the United States on account of the al- 
leged failure of the armor delivered to the party of the second part by the 
party of the first part to fulfill the requirements of said contracts, as afore- 
said, and that the party of the first part does hereby, for itself and its suc- 
cessors and assigns and its legal ee, re uish all claim to pay- 
ment of the amount so deduc rom the price stipulated in said contracts. 

In witness whereof, the said parties have hereto set their hands and seals 
this 17th day of January, A. D, 1894 


[SEAL.] THE CARNEGIE STEEL COMPANY, LIMITED, 
By H. C. FRICK, Chairman. 
L. ©. PHIPPS, Manager. 
[SHAL.] Tae UNITED STATES. 


By H. A HERBERT, 
As Secretary of the Navy. 
Sigaed and sealed in the presence of— 
F. T. F. Lovgesoy, Secretary. 
SAM. C. LEMLY, 
Judge-Advocate-General, 
as to H. A. Herbert, Secretary of the Navy. 


The decision of the President reduced the amount of damage 
sustained from $284,649.56 to $140,484.94. The assessment of 
damages by the Bureau of Ordnance was made on December 1, 
an appeal taken to the President on December 20, and on the 
10th day of January following the President made the assess- 
ment of damages against the Carnegie Steel . Lim- 
ited, which in his judgment had been sustained by the Govern- 
ment. After the appeal was taken by the Carnegie Steel Com- 
any, Limited, to the President of the United States and prior to 
his assessment of the damages sustained by the Government, a 
remarkable letter was written, which, Mr. Chairman, I will now 
read: 


To the Editor af the Tribune: 


Sir: Upon the eve of sailing, I should like to say a few words to my fellow 
manufacturers upon the position of the tariff question. 

I confess that 1 had some ho that President Cleveland, with his usual 

ood judgment, would realize the situation and decide that, owing to exist- 

ng conditions, the nation as a patient is not in condition to undergo a sur- 
gical operation, even from the point of view of those who think that an op- 
eration is requ for its permanent health. This has not been done, and 
the patient is to be operated upon immediately. 

Whatever difference of opinion may existas to the wisdom of this decision, 
all will agree that “If 'twere Gone, when ‘tis done, then ‘twere well that 
*twere donequickly."”’ Every day's delay will alarm and exhaust the patient. 
Six months’ discussion of the Wilson bill with its fortunes means 
six months of stagnation in business, and perhaps s a brood of failures 
as we have not yet seen. 

Rather than encounter this, I believe the Democratic party wquld_ make 
reasonable modifications in the Wilson bill. There are quite enough Demo- 
cratic Senators who would unite with the Republicans soe. the platform 
of moderate concessions, and to the pence of the country, in my 
opinion, lies chiefly in the fact that some Republican Senators may refuse 
to cot te with these. The question with some will naturaily be: Is it 
good party policy? 

Ido not assume to speak for the mnanufacturers of the United States, but 
I know I speak for some of them when I et urge that it would be 
infinitely better to have a moderately sa’ — bill pa 
amen? party than even a more satisfactory bill passed by the Repub- 

can party. 

It cas be acknowledged that a ro number of the people have been led 
to believe that the present tariff is unjust; that it favors the few at the ex- 
pense of the many. Employers and cmpleged have been set at 
and much ill feeling has been aroused. is not a sufficient answer to 
that this dissatisfaction is groundless. It is sufficient that it exists; 
what J wish to submit to my brother manufacturers is that the first consid- 
eration, should be = total oa. s' See. om not far 

r for manufacturers, as a class ve the party which 
the present tariff frame a tariff which shall pass Ps Rn ge] 
for which it is res bie? Should the Democratic 
it will be its own work, and it will be esto 
the few and not for interests of the nation. The question would 


the 
be removed from for ears. The who made it could 
other party wo Pi. an aleeieiente he an, 


not attack it, and 

cartug ws stability ahd perraaen ae to all, rather than a high 
secur us ce 
protec vest oitiiesl a e Republican ey te csaanel Ge 
of continual tical attack. uncertainty in to 


e all know 
import duties is ruinous to our interests. 

‘ar’ ip is all very well, but when the question before us, as we all 
believe, invoives the p ty of our country, no ee Barty advan- 
tage should be — to prevent a settlement, which, if not all that could 
be woul t be most desirable under the circumstances. 

5 om ast nen qoennts dt Sates Se it is in edie acnnnd to 
olicans Senate to obtain necessary modifi uired 
fhe Wilson bill to make it one such as our industrial : can adapt itself 
to, and prosper under. The tion that the Repu party took as to 
its duty to su President Cleveland's silver policy I believe to be its 

duty to take in rogard to the tariff. 

on Sony Se = ee of the a 
S that a tariff 0 party 

thereby, that the suspicion that even one “ rob! tariff baron” exists in the 

broad domain of the Republic can not remain in Ge Be ee ee 


rant citizen. Lfor one am quite ready to accept greatly reduced 
framed—to qocomaplish this result. ” 
Yours very truly, 


ANDREW CARNEGIE. 


, to the 
is 
it 


New YORK, Jenwary 3, 1894. 

Mr. Chairman, this epistle to the American 
American manufacturers, and to the American wor 
no more surprising in its contents than is the time at w 


was issued to the public. Allow me here to make a chronolog- 
ical summary. The Bureau of Ordnance, on December Ist, as- 
sessed against the Carnegie Steel Company (Limited) damages 
sustained by the Government amounting to $284,649.56. The 
company took an appeal, on the 20th of December, from the de- 
cision of the Secretary of the Navy to the President of the 
United States. The parting address of Carnegie to his fellow- 
manufacturers was written on the 3d day of January and pub- 
lished in the New York Tribune on the 8th day of January, on 
the eve of his departure for Europe, and two days prior to the 
decision of the President assessing the damages sustained by the 
Government at $144,164.62, less than the amount assessed by the 
board of experts of the Bureau of Ordnance. 

A few days prior to the publication of this mysterious letter 
he announced to the country that the plant of the Carnegie Steel 
Company, Limited, would operated at reduced wages, and 
when he saw the storm of dissatisfaction rising he hied for the 


{ briny deep and on the eve of his departure forsook all faith in 


the protection of our American industries. He advises Repub- 
licans to vote with Democrats on tariff legislation and says he 
prefers a bad tariff measure passed by the Democrats to a good 
tariff measure passed by the Republicans. That such a bill 
would be the child of Democracy and that the father would not 
strike down his own offspring. He says to his fellow-manufac- 
turers that he had hoped that the President with his usual good 
judgment would not attempt to perform an operation upon the 

atient (the nation) in its weak and debilitated condition, but 
n this he had been mistaken and that the operation would be 

erformed by the Surgeon-General immediately. The Wilson 

ill has been opposed by the Republicans, as it not only para- 
lyzes the vitals of American industries, but removes the very 
heart of our industrial system. 

Mr. Carnegie advises the manufacturers that some of them 
will be decapitated, others granted the leniency of a lingering 
death. That he can secure a decent burial for them, if like him- 
self they will surrender and beg for mercy. This prophet ad- 
vises his friends that the hour of salvation is near at hand and 
to save as many of their vitals as possible. If the heart of our 
2 aa industrial system be removed by the passage of the Wilson 

ill we need have but little concern about the other remaining 
vitals. Shylock wanted the forfeiture of his bond by taking a 
pound of flesh from nearest the heart of Antonio. Had he been 
permitted to do so he would have had no further interest in the 
other vital organs of the Merchant of Venice. When Mr. Car- 
negie advises the — of the Wilson bill he indorses the 
destruction of American industries, and the pauperism of Amer- 
ican wage-workers. And now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to say at 
the opportune time and when the ome of the bill relating 
to armor and armament is reached I shall offer the amendment 
which I now send to the Clerk's desk and ask to have read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 


which the gentleman proposes to offer. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend aph “Armor and armament” on page 44, by adding, after 
the word “a ble,”’ in line 24, the following: 

“ Provided, , That Congress shall inves te all armor plate and 


pupectessness manufactured and delivered = egie Steel cmpens. 
mited, to the Government under contracts between said com y and the 
Government, made and executed on November 20, 1890, and February 28, 
1893; and if it be found that the Government has sustained damage b 
reason of such armor and appurtenances failing to comply with the condi- 
tions of said contract, over and above the sum of $140,484.94, the amount of 
damage already paid by said coma to the Government, then such excess 
of damage over said sum of 8140, shall be deducted by Pe Government 
from oar Ene due from the Government to the said Carnegie S 
Company, ted, under said contracts.” 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN, Mr, Chairman, I desire to ask the con- 
sent of the committee to incorporate in my remarks the letter 
from the Secretary of the Navy to the Attorney-General, the 
Attorney-General’s reply, the report of the inventiation by Mr. 
Sampson, Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance; the finding and as- 
sessment of damages made ~~ the Bureau of Ordnance, the let- 
ter of the Secretary of the Navy to the A res the 
letter of Mr. ae in reply to the argument of the Carn gi 
Steel Company, Limited, before the President of the Un 


States, and the contract between the Carnegie Steel ae 
damages 


and the Government for the payment of the asse 
against them. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 


to insert as a part of his remarks the publications which he has 
indicated. If there be no objection permission will be given. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I yield twenty minutes to 
the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. PENDLETON]. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I have 
never at any time been an apologist of Andrew Carnegie, but I 
do not believe that he could have been vailed upon to write 
a letter abandoning all the doctrines whose practical adoption 
has yielded to him an immense fortune for the sake of $140,000. 
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I do not think that a letter from Andrew Carnegie favoring 
a reduction of the tariff would be regarded as anything other 
than a Parthian arrow by anyone who was in favor of the re- 
duction of the tariff, and the insinuation contained in my friend's 
speech, that Grover Cleveland made a reduction in the award 
from $284,000 to $140,000, influenced 7: the writing and publica- 
tion of any such letter, is utterly absurd. Whatever may be said 
of Grover Cleveland, and he has been as bitterly attacked as any 
man who has ever been engaged in high public life in America, 
never an arrow of slander or of detraction has been hurled 
against his honesty. No foe, however bitter; no man, however 
prejudiced; no enemy, however willing to vituperate and slan- 
der, has to this hour ever cast a shadow of a shade of suspicion 
upon the unblemished honesty of the Democratic President of 
which the American people are so proud to-day. 

It is hardly necessary to attempt to throw back to my friend 
any such insinuation as that, for if there is one thing for which 
Grover Cleveland has stood preéminent in American history it 
has been for his rebuke of everything that was suspected of cor- 
ruption or of rascality; and I believe, and have no doubt, that 
every man in this country believes that when Mr. Cleveland 
made that reductionin that fine that he was actuated by the law, 
by the testimony, and by the justice of the case itself. Nor do 
I believe, either, that Mr. Cleveland would think that a letter 
from Mr. Carnegie upon the tariff question in favor of tariff re- 
duction might be worth $140,000, or might be worth any sum at 
all. Every strong Democrat, every strong Democratic tariff re- 
former would look upon anything from that source upon that 
subject with suspicion, because we know that he above and be- 
yond all other men in this country has been the chief beneficiary 
of a protective tariff and a monopoly tariff. 

We know thathe would be the last man in thiscountry to doany- 
thing that would bring abouta fair tariff reform in the interestof 
the masses of the people; so that See him would 
be looked upon with doubt. Ido not, however, intend to talk 
upon the tariff question, because that question is not concerned 
in the measure before the House. I desire to say afew words 
in behalf of the bill of my friend the chairman of the commit- 
tee. But before leaving the tariff question, I desire to advert 
for a moment or two to the remark of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts in regard to the benefits that a protective tariff had 
conferred upon Germany, and to Bismarck’s supposed favoritism 
for a protective tariff. In 1861, when Bismarck became chan- 
cellor of Prussia, Germany was divided into a large number of 
petty kingdoms and petty principalities, and between nearly 
every one of these nationalities, as they were at that time, a 
tariff wall was run—a high protective tariff was prevailing. 

But when the strong arm of Bismarck and the legions of Von 
Moltke tore down the wall and united all these petty nationali- 
ties into the grand sovereign Empire of Germany, that grand 
country had free trade from one boundary to the other. What 
has been the result? In less than a quarter of a century every- 
where commerce has flourished in Germany; everywhere the 
manufacturers have advanced and the wealth of Germany has 
progressed until to-day, not on account of a high protective 
tariff, but because the tariff walls between the different Ger- 
man states have been pulled down, swept away, and free trade 
has been allowed to prevail within the country wherever the 
German flag floats, the prosperity of the country has advanced 
— to-day Germany is the third commercial nation of the 
world. 

My friend from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER]}, who isalways eloquent, 
and who always speaks with that elusive language that charms 
the ear but conveys no argument to the reason, is fond of de- 
nouncing the Democratic party. In fact, I have never yet heard 
him make a speech on the floor of this House but what the grand 
old Democratic party, from the beginning to the end of it, was 
his bete noir. He is fond of throwing out objurgations of a very 
uncomplimentary character, and he is disposed to denounce the 
course of the Democratic party toward the Navy. I would like 
to ask him to what party it is owing that the United States first 
had a Navy? What party was it that built the Navy which 
fought = won the numerous battles on the high seas in the 
war of 1812? What party was it that built the Navy that carried 
the American flag in honor and glory all over the world during 
those three a years, and for the first time in many centu- 
ries forced the proud flag of Britain to be lowered in the faceof 
the world? 

Mr. COGSWELL. That was when you had Jefferson and 
Jackson, who were protectionists. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. That was when the 
Democratic party had charge of the country, and when James 
Madison was President. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Those fellows are all dead. [Laughter.] 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question—— 


Mr. BOUTELLE. 
question? 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, these 
gentlemen have beenallowed to speak without interruption, and 
when any gentleman shows himself to be a gentleman by ad- 
dressing the Chair and asking permission to ask me a question, 
I will answer it; but when they sit there like alot of Yahoos 
and undertake to shove interruptions intomy remarks, [ will not 
be interrupted. [Laughter.] 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I make the point of order. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The gentleman directed his question to me. 

_Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I did not directa ques- 
tion to you. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Let us have the regular order, Mr. Chair- 
man. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. The regular order is— 
and I am sorry to say that it is frequently violated—the regular 
order is for the gentleman from Maine to behave himself. 
{Laughter.] 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 
tion? 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Is the gentleman now trying to 
demonstrate that he is a gentleman? 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. When the gentleman 
addresses me a gentlemanly question he will get a gentlemanly 
answer. When he addresses me an ungentlemanly question, he 
will be treated simply as he deserves. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Oh, that is another phase of the 
old docrine of retaliation, and has been played out in the history 
of the world for years. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
that the gentleman be not permitted to interrupt me. I sup- 
posed that he desired to interrupt me for a gentlemanly ques- 
tion. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to proceed further in reply 
to this attack upon the history of the Democratic party with ref- 
erence to the Navy. In 1865, when the last Confederate flag was 
lowered, and when many hundreds of millions had been spent to 
build a navy to suppress the civil war our country had one of 
the strongest and most powerful navies in the world. Every- 
where the American flag’ was to be found on all the seas. We 
had the best ships; we had the best sailors; we had a magnifi- 
cent Navy when Lincoln laid down his life for the benefit of his 
country. Butafter that time, what followed? Nineteen years 
of Republican rule, the expenditure of more than $300,000,000 of 
the money of the people of the United States, and in what con- 
dition did we find the Navy of the United States at the end of 
that time, in 1884? 

The most miserable lot of hulks, the most God-forsaken ves- 
sels that were ever allowed to belong toa decent navy,from the 
battle of Salamis down to the present time, and $319,000,000 ex- 
pended; all wasted, all thrown away; until the hue and cry went 
up all over this land, led by the Democratic party, led by the 
Democratic leaders and the Democratic newspapers, who de- 
nouncedevery where this miserableand fraudulent Navy to which 
nineteen years of Republican rule and the expenditure of more 
than $300,000,000 had brought us, until the people arose in their 
might and placed that grand old Roman, Grover Cleveland, in 
the Presidential chair, who gave us Secretary Whitney to begin 
the rebuilding of the American Navy. That was done under 
Democratic leadership. Thatbuilding was done ina Democratic 
House of Representatives and with a Democratic President sit- 
tinginthe chair. And yet my friend from Iowa says-that the 
Democratic party is hostile to the Navy of the United States! 
We began the magpificent foundation of the present Navy under 
Mr. Cleveland’s first Administration. We began then, and we 
went on with lightning speed, and when Mr. Cleveland left the 
Presidential chair on the 4th day of March, 1889, we hadagrand 
Navy on the way, ships rebuilding, the world talking about the 
magnificent progress that we were making, and we had more 
than $100,000,000 of a surplus left in the Treasury of the United 
States. That is where we were at that time. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I will yield if the 
gentleman desires to ask me a question. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I donot wish my friend to misunderstand 
me. I simply stated that the recordsof this House showed that 
whenever the roll was called, only a few Democratic votes were 
ever cast in favorof the building of anew ship. Now, will the 
gentleman state to this House how many Democratic votes in 
the aggregate ever went into the RecORD in favor of the con- 
struction of a new naval vessel? 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. 


Will the gentleman allow me toask him a 


Will the gentleman permit a ques- 


Oh, Mr. Chairman, I 


would not undertake to go back with my friend andcountup the 
votes on the different bills 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Well, I will tell the gentleman that there 





4558 


never was one appropriation bill providing for a new ship that 
could have been passed if it had depended upon Democratic votes 


alone. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I did not yield to the 
gentleman for a speech. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. But you have unlimited time, and of course 
you do not wish to misrepresent me, 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. No, Ihave not unlimited 
time: I understand that I have only twenty minutes, and most 
of it is gone now. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have stated the Democratic record. 
That grand record was nobly begun by Secretary Whitney; but 
I do not desire to be unjust to my friends upon the other side of 
the House, and I will say that where Secretary Whitney left off 
Secretary Tracy took up the work and did his full duty by the 
country as far as he could in the reconstruction of our Navy. 

But, Mr. Chairman, this whole question should be taken out 
of polities. We should not permit the question of the building 
of a Navy, which is to defend all the people of this country, of 
the North, of the South, and of the Hast and of the West to bo 
dragged into partisanship, or permit anything like partisanship 
to enter into the matter. We should stand together, as far as 
the means of this country will enable us, and one and all do our 
best to build up a grand Navy for the benefit of the whole coun- 
try, and I, for one, am willing, and have always been ready and 
willing to vote appropriations for that object. 

It is necessary that we should havea great and powerful eonr. 
We stand among the great powers of the world, and we should 
make ourselves respected. e are the of a vast oce- 
anic sea coast, and we owe it to ourselves that no foreign gun 
should insult it. We boast a gigantic commerce on all the seas, 
and the American flag should ever keep watch and ward over it. 
We have built cities that are the wonder of the world, that teem 
witb wealth, please with their architecture, and blaze with pros- 

rity, and it were afoul shame if they were exposed to the 

ttery of a hostile gun or subjected to the ravages of a hostile 
fleet. We need a Navy for peace,and peace alone. We wish to 
attack no one, to plunder no one, but we should keep curselves 
atall times full armed against all attack and be prepared to 
strike back at those who would attack. 

Unfortunately we have passed through four years of Repub- 
lican Administration, four years of Republican extravagance, 
four years of Republican depletion of the Treasury, four years 
of Republican onslaught on the economic system of the country, 
and we find ourselves to-day in the state in which these gentle- 
men left us—unable to expend the money that we would desire 
to expend upon the Navy without imposing fresh taxes upon the 
American people. 

Mr. HEPBURN rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
yield? ae 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I yield to tho gentle- 
man for a question, 

Mr. HEPBURN. I simply desire to ask the gentleman 
whether ho does not know that the Chicago, the Boston, the 
Atlanta, and the Dolphin, the four first ships of the new Navy, 
were under contract in 1883? 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I did not know the 
date at which those ships were put under contract. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is the fact. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I did not know it. 

Mr, DOLLIVER. That would disturb a little my friend’s 
eulogy on Secretary Whitney. 

Nr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. No, not at all; because 
the universal criticism of the country and of history has’ been 
that until Secretary Whitney became eae ee be the Navy 
rat beg Bp: had been built and anything that had been done 
before did not amount to anything. These ships were all built 
under his administration. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The Secretary of the Navy used the Dol- 
phin for his flagship at Hampton Toads. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. That makes no differ- 
ence if he did; it will do very well for that; itis a very ordinary 


-— how. 
atom talking about the fighting ships. The great ships 


Does the gentleman from West Virginia 


of the Navy were built under and Secre- 
tary Tracy. And I we would bo ing more fav- 
orable ee - i times ~~ at the pres- 
ent to go on pursuit =: same policy. present con- 
ditions permitted, we woul-’. be vote more money for 
this purpose. The committee, I has done the best it 
could under the circumstances. We shall have to wait until 
Re brethren of the Wilson 
‘ -] We shall have to wei: --ntil you cease 
continual at delay to preventthe ... oe 
until you get tired of ,and allow (20s8e not desire 
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to talk to vote, so as to pass that bill through the Senate of the 
United States. And when it becomes a law and the prosperity 
of the country begins to revive—when the people begin to find 
that we no longer intend to legislate in favor of the few as the 
MeKinley bill did, but for the many as the Wilson bill endeavors 
to do—when prosperity revives and the revenue which you gen- 
tlemen — in your time of power once again begins to flow 
into the Treasury, and we find this country as it was when Mr. 
Cleveland left the Presidency in 1889, with an overflowing 
Treasury—then we shall be ready to march side by side with 
you and to vote increased appropriations for an enlarged and a 
grand Navy, until the flag of the Union need not quail before the 
flag of any other naval power in all the universe. We shall be 
with you then. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Your people 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. 
to pull it down. e propose to keep it up. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. nace not you do it? 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. We propose to bind 
the country together. We do not pages to do anything that 
will separate the South from the North, or the East from the 
West. But we propose to legislate so that our_country and its 
pases, one and all, shall forget that there ever existed the dis- 
cord of civil war in this country, and so that we shall all stand 
together until the latest period of time, a union of hands and of 
hearts, of riversand of lakes, and, above all, that grand union of 
our fathers forever. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. [I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Ray]. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, I am not very well prepared for 
the discussion of this naval appropriation bill. 

A MEMBER. That does not make any difference. 

Mr. RAY. I desire to have order, and while I am perfectly 
willing to submit to interruptions, I do insist that no other gen- 
tleman shall make a speech at the same time as myself on the 
floor of this House. If I can have strict attention from my 
Democratic friends, I think I can say something that will do 
their souls good. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from West Virginia, who 
has just taken his seat, always interests me very much when he 
makes a speech. He is so very earnest, so very patriotic, so 
very self-respecting—I will not say egotistical, because that 
would not do him justice—that if anyone interrupts him with 
the slightest question he goes off like a sky-rocket. 

A MEMBER. And comes down again? 

Mr. RAY. Well, he comes down after the same manner, of 
course. He reminds me of an Elder pistol—not the pistol of an 
elder—but an Elder pistol that I traded for when I was a small 
boy. ae anxious to engage in the exercise of warlike pur- 
suits. ter trading off everything I had in my pockets and 
everything that I could beg from the whole family for that El- 
der pistol, F secured from my father’s store some powder and 
loaded the thing to its muzzle, and then I went out and laid it 
on a stump and proceeded, by the aid of a lighted match, to dis- 
charge it. Not understanding the operation and danger of fire- 
arms of that description, Iapplied the match at atime when my 
face was directly over it. The result was that the gun was de- 
molished and I myself was prostrated. 

I never hear the gentlemanfrom West Virginia make a speech 
that I am not reminded of that incident. The gun that he uses 
always bursts, and he himself is prostrated in the dust. But I 
have for him the highest respect, because I know that he is a 
statesman of great energy, of great perseverence, and of great 
patriotism. 

Now, I have no sort of attack to make upon the chairman of the 
Naval Committee, for whom I havethe highest respect. Idonot 
speak in any mood except that of the utmost earnestness when 
lsay that he isa gentleman of character and ability in every 
respect and a patriotic man; andI have no doubt that in the 

e-up of this bill he has done his utmost, considering his sur- 
round , for the of the American N. oar 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Will my friend allow 
an interruption? 

Mr. RAY. | Certainly. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I only wish to say to 
my friend that I do not think, for his own credit, he ought to 
have told that anecdote. 

Mr. RAY. Well, I was young when that happened, and inex- 
perienced. I knew but very little, and therein I compared fa- 
vorably with the ae to whom I was undertaking to apply 

story. Thatis my only excuse for having told it. 
talking about the gentleman from New York, the 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs 





oe down the flag. 
0; we do not propose 


Now, 
distinguished 


that I had no criticisms to make of him or his patriotism. 
truth of the business is that I am proud of the chairman of the 
Naval Committee. He was born in my district, and for some 
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itime lived there, and possesses those great qualities of mind and 
,of statesmanship which are so characteristic of all gentlemen 
who come from the T'wenty-sixth Congressional district of the 
State of New York. 

I have been somewhat surprised, Mr. Chairman, at the lati- 
tude this debate has taken. Whenever I have spoken in this 
Congress or in any other you have noticed no doubt that I have 

‘always confined myself strictly to the subject under considera- 
jtion. But on this question it is true that gentlemen of all sec- 
tions of the country, and the gentleman from Ohio particularly 

Mr. GROSVENOR], and the distinguished orator from Iowa [Mr. 

OLLIVER] have brought in certain subjects, and I assume that 
they are legitimate subjects for discussion in connection with 
this naval bill, in view of the fact that they have mentioned 
them. I think, therefore, that I shall not need to apologize to 
this House if I too call attention to some of these matters of 
public importance. 

One subject that I desire to call special attention to, particu- 
larly the attention of my Demécratic friends, is this: I am every 
day receiving letters from all parts of the State of New York 
protesting most emphatically against the increase of postage 
on matter that is sent through the mails, andas there are thou- 
sands of tons of mail matter carried on the waters, I suppose it 
is entirely competent and proper to speak on that subject in con- 
nection with the naval appropriation bill; because, as you all 
know undoubtedly, the Navy floats upon the seas and upon the 
rivers and never travels upontheland. That is my only excuse 
for mentioning that here. I now, therefore, in behalf of the 
literary people of the great State of New York and of all parts 
of the United States, appeal to this House that it do nothing in 
the line of increasing the postage on matter carried through 
the mails, but that if it takes any steps in that direction at all 
it will reduce postage and do it in the interest of the American 
people, in the interest of the newspapers, and in the interest of 
the literature of the age. 

I trust you will reduce postage that the intelligence of the 
people of this country may be advanced and in a way that shall 
aid in the dissemination of information and tend to the pros- 
perity of theAmerican people and at the same time bring credit 
upon this Congress. : 

Now, since the subject of the tariff has been broached here, 
let me say that we have all learned very recently that some- 
thing like four hundred and fifty or four hundred and eighty 
amendments have been tacked on to the Wilson tariff bill. How 
in the name of physical possibilities 50 many amendments could 
have been hitched on to the Wilson tariff bill I do not know. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I yield ten minutes more to the gentle- 


man. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. If the gentleman desires it I will yield 
him five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine has yielded 
ten minutes. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. We had better have an understanding 
about the time. There is more difficulty in keeping the time 
this afternoon than [ have ever known before. The gentleman 
from New York took the floor at 3 o'clock and 44 minutes, and 
it is now eleven minutes, and I yielded him fifteen. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine must be mis- 
taken. The Chair was keeping the time himself, and the gen- 
tleman took the floor before the minute hand reached the figure 
8 on the clock, and he has now consumed sixteen or seventeen 
minutes. ‘ 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ofcourse it is-possible for me to make a 
mistake, but I put it down 3:44, and thought I was correct. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is endeavoring to keep the 
time accurately. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. 
ten minutes more. 

Mr. RAY. I will try, Mr. Chairman, not to waste the time 
of this House. I never should forgive myself ifI did. I have 
noticed that while I have delivered several carefully prepared 
speeches on the floor of this House, which were really full of 
meat and thought—— 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. And merit. 

Mr. RAY. And merit, I never have had that careful atten- 
tion from the Democratic side that lam receiving this after- 
noon. [Laughter.] And I desire to thank gentlemen for their 

ss and attention. I discover that you do have the great 
minds and the generous hearts to receive good words, good in- 
struction, and a speech that has solid merit in it all the way 


h. [Laughter.] Iwas about to read from one of the New 
a rs onthe subjectof the tariff. I do notsuppose I will 
ve 


I yield tothe gentleman from New York 


4 to make this 1 my own, because it might 
be aspersonal. SoI read itas the utterances of others, 
but at the same time I think I shall be excused in saying that it 
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comes very near hitting the nail on the head, and I commend it 
to the attention of my Democratic friends. I have noticed that 
while you always study and read those things which make in 
your favor you are quite given to ignoring those things which 
seem to be against you. I read: 

ae Senate has shown no disposition to follow the lines of the Wilson 


And still, Mr. Chairman, it is a Democratic Senate— 
and nobody imagines that the complicated patchwork on which the Demo- 
cra‘s in the Senate have at last compromised, after dallying with the mat- 
ter more than three months, can pass the House. 

You notice how that bill as it now stands beforo the Senate is 
designated. I have nosort of doubt but that my Democratic 
friends, especially the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs [Mr. CUMMINGS] in his contemplation of the great Amer- 
ican Navy, will agree with the statement of this publication on 
this subject. It says further: 

Just what this is, with its four hundred amendments, only an expert can 
calculate. Butitis obviously nothing like the Wilson bill which the House 
sent to the Senate February 1, nor the bill which the Finance Committee 
reported to the Senate March 20 and which the Senate began to debate April 
2. All along the line of schedules material changes have been made, and 
generally in the direction of protection. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, 1 want to remark right there that the 
Democratic party is making great progress. Whenthe Wilson 
tariff bili left this House, as a measure following the declara- 
tion of the Democratic platform made at their national conven- 


| tion last held, it wassubstantially in nearly all of its features a 


free-trade measure. 

t had a little protection in it. It then went over to the Sen- 
ate, and it has been moving towards protection ever since. 
First, our Democratic friends undertook to make it a measure 
for the protection of Democratic Congressmen. That was done 
in this House, however. When it reached the Senate they un- 
dertook to put in the protection features for the benefit of Dem- 
ocratic Senators from the various quarters of the United States. 
Then they began to reach out and endeavor to protect the Dem- 
ocratic manufacturers and the Democrats all over the North 
who have business interests that need protection. Ifthe Senate 
of the United States shall make the same progress for the next 
sixty days that it has during the last two months, it will have 
reached the exact basis on which stands the McKinley bill; and 
if such progress is made, not only the Senate, but this House will 
have been so far converted to the true interests of the American 
people as to let the McKinley tariff bill entirely alone; and to 
that course I hope our Democratic friends will commit them- 
selves. 

But I was reading— 

All along the line of schedules material changes have been made, and gen 
erally in the interest of protection. It is avowedly a compromise bill, and 
the principle of compromise appears to have been to give every Democratic 
Senator whatever concessions heasked for his local interest. It looks more 
like the result of a division of spoils than a tariff measure adapted to the 
needs of the country. 

Again: 

The Democrats of the Senate have either deliberately trifled with the tarirt 
or shown their utter incompetency to deal with it. 

Mark that. That is good, sensible talk, it seems to me; and 
still our friends over in the other end of the Capitol are un- 
doubtedly doing all they can honestly andearnestly for the good 
of the American people. 

Mr. Chairman, I trust that in the days which are to come to 
us in continuing this session in this Congress we will lay 
aside all partisanship and partisan feeling on this subject of the 
tariff and look only to the interests of the great body of the 
American people, North and South. I know thereare thousands 
of Democrats all over the country who trust to see you gentle- 
men on that side of the House come to the very platform which 


| I have just mentioned, and on which the Republican party has 


stood for the last thirty years. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairis prepared to recognize any 
gentleman who desires to debate the bill. What is the will of 
the committee? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, there are seven hours as- 
signed for the debate. We on this side have used considerably 
more than our share and I would like to occupy a portion of the 
remajning time, but I will say frankly to the chairman of the 
committee that I desire first to hear some statement made in re- 
gard to the bill. There is no purpose on this side of hostility 
toward the measure so far as it promises anything forthe Navy, 
but we had hoped to hear from the majority side, at this stage 
of the discussion, some of the usual explanations of measures of 
this kind. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. The explanation of the bill was made last 
night, and will befound in the REcoRD of this morning. It was 


made yesterday for the purpose of getting it before the House, 
so that gentlemen might read it and understand the measure, 
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If there is nothing further to be said on the gentleman’s side I 
hope we shall proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Is there no one on your side that desires 
to speak? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] 
desires to speak on a subject foreign to the bill, but I do not see 
him present just now, and there is nobody else on this side of 
the House who seems to desire to occupy time. 

Mr, BOUTELLE. Well, I will say tothe gentleman from New 
York that if it is understood that the otherside desire to useno 
further time—— 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Oh, I can not say as to that. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then, if you can not say as to that, I de- 
sire to say that I do not think it is quite fair to force us on this 
side to use all our time—— 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Iam not trying to force you. I am ready 
to proceed to the consideration of the bill, as nobody on thisside 
of the House seems to want to speak. 

M ¥ BOUTELLE. When are they going to be disposed to 
speak? 

Mr. MONEY. They are not going to be disposed to speak at 
all, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, I propose to speak. 

Mr. MONEY and other members on the Democratic side. 
Well, speak! speak! 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I understand that I can speak. But I 
ought not to be compelled to occupy nearly all the time ailotted 
to thir side, when gentlemen on the other side are unwilling to 
occupy their fair share of the time. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. But gentlemen on this side ought not to 
be compelled to occupy their share of the time. They may not 
want it. As nobody seems dis d to speak, i hope we will 
on with the discussion of the bill. I have listened here to dis- 
quisitions on wind, on Indian matters, on the sugar tariff, and 
on everything but the subject of this appropriation bill, and I 
desire now to confine the committee tothe bill and proceed with 
its consideration. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would be = to have some gentleman 
on that side bring the discussion back to the naval appropria- 
tion bill, and to take part in closing the debate upon it. 

Mr. MONEY. Close up ai side now. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And let you close up yours afterward? 

Mr. MONEY. No; wedo not pro to take up any time. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is exactly whatI am asking. 

Mr. MONEY. But you insist that we shall go on—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. No. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CUMMINGS] declined to give any assurance that your side did 
not want to use further time. 

Mr. MONEY. We have said that we did not. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, no; the chairman of the committee 
would not state that. — 

Mr. MONEY. Well, at any rate, we have aright to close the 


debate. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MONEY. Well, youmake yourspeech. [Cries of ‘‘Vote!” 
‘* Vote!” 

Mr. BOUTELLE. You can not foreo us by crying ‘ Vote!” 
“Vote!” You are never anxious to vote appropriations for the 
Navy. You can not deceive anybody by that sort of biuster. 

Mr. REED. It has been the custom that those who open the 
debate should close it. It has equally been the custom that the 
debate should alternate; and I never knew anybody to insist on 
one side using up its time before the other began, when the 
time exceeded an hour. Thatis not the custom of the House or 
the Committee of the Whole. In the arrangement which was 
made for seven hours’ debate—I ask the attention of the chair- 
man of the committee—it was of course the understanding, ac- 
cording to thecustom which has always prevailed in this House, 
that the debate should alternate. A proposition to close up the 
debate on one side, that side using up all its time, and the other 
side having all the time to close, would never have been ac- 


cepted. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I do not oaupees this side will use its time. 
I offered the gentleman originally far more time than we in- 
tended to reserve for ourselves. I thought four hours was 
7 for general debate on this bill. e gentleman disa- 

reed with me. He wanted seven hours. 

Mr. REED. Yés, sir. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. And I have not heard anything said about 
the bill, soeeereerey speaking. 

Mr. REED. Now, the gentleman from New York, if he knows 
about this matter at all, as I presume he does, knows perfectly 
well that in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
under the rules of this House, any topic may be discussed. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I know that perfectly well. 

Mr. REED. And not only can any topic be discussed, but it 


has —_ the custom of the House to engage in such general dis- 
cussion. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. Let the gentleman go on—he is saying 
nothing about the bill—let him go on with the discussion, on 
the tariff and these other matters, if he chooses. 

Mr. REED. If gentlemen on the other side do not pro- 


pose—— 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The only thing said concerning the bill 
has been said on this side. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
BLACK] and the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. PENDLE- 
TON] have discussed the bill. 

Mr. REED. Now, Mr. Chairman, if it is understood that the 
other side does not desire to occupy its time, I suppose gentle- 
men on this side will go on and occupy theirs. But if gentle- 
_— on the other side propose to take advantage of the situa- 

on——, 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Iam perfectly willing to go on with the 
consideration of the bill now. 

Mr. REED. That is not the point. The gentleman from 
Maine, my colleague—— 

Mr. CUMMINGS. We have only used forty minutes of the 
time; your side has used I do not know how much—two hours 
probably. Iam willing that the debate should rest right here 
and that we go on with the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. REED. Wait a moment. The proposition is this: ac- 
cording to the custom of the House, if the other side purposes 
to occupy any time the time should be occupied alternately. 
That is a just custom, which it is not the interest of the House 
to have done away with. But if gentlemen propose in this 
way to deprive us of the time which we are entitled to occupy, 
unless we submit to the penalty of their using their three and 
a half hours in a bunch at the close of the debate, that is not 
fair; and it is not according to custom. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. We will not use three hours and a half, 
nor two hours. Mr. Chairman, I call for the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order being called for, the 
debate must proceed. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman—— 

TheCHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. BRYAN. Might it not be possible to allow this side to 
use as much time as the gentleman from Maine uses in closing? 

ete era Thatis notthe proposition. (Cries of ‘‘ Regular 
order! 

Mr. REED. I rise to a question of order; and I would like to 
have a ruling of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point. 

Mr. REED. My point is that the other side should occupy a 

rtion of their time now, in accordance with the custom of the 


ouse. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair, of course, can not compel gen- 
tlemen to coun the time if they not wish to speak. 

Mr. REED. But the very object of debate is for one gentle- 
man to answer another. The purposeof alternating the debate 
is to have a reply made from side to side on the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the custom has 
poms for the sides to alternate in using the time set for general 

ebate. 

Mr. REED. eee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Butthe Chair understands the gentleman 
from New York to state that no gentleman on that side desires 
now to discuss the question. 

Mr. REED. Desires now? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatis the statemént of the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr.REED. Does the Chair rule that the gentleman from New 
York, or his side of this question will be entitled to three hours 
and a half after we hare consumed the time on this side? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘he Chair is informed by the Clerk that 
the time consumed so far has been forty-three minutes by the 
majority of the committee, and two hours and sixteen minutes 
by the ee: 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Does the Chair think that is an equitable 
distribution of the time? 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, that is not a question for the Chair 
to determine. . 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If the Chair pleases,it seems to me that 
it is for the Chair to determine. It is a matter of administra- 
tion. The reason of the preponderance of time on this side was 
because of a desire on my part to accommodate the gentleman 
from New York. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already said that he thinks 
it right and oo that the majority should consume a part of 
their time. Butthe Chair can not compel a member to proceed. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But the custom has been for the Chair to 

ize each side alternately. Now, the fact that that has 
not been done is absolutely due to my courtesy in occupyiug time 
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because the chairman was not prepared wi‘h any speakers on 
that side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is perfectly correct; but 
in this instance the committee, or the House, took the matter 
of recognition out of the Chair’s hands and decided that the 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs should control one- 
half of the time and the gentleman from Maine the other half. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I beg pardon of the Chair. It provided 
that the time should be designated by the chairman of the com- 
mittee and myself, but the recognition—the alternation from 
one side to the other—is still in the hands of the Chair, and was 
not interfered with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that this is simple 
and easily settled. If the gentleman from New York desires to 
proceed, the Chair will now recognize him. If he does not, the 
Chair will recognize the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. BOUTELL#. Does the Chair think thatis proper under 
the circumstances? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must so consider it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Why, suppose Mr. Chairman, that an ar- 
rangement had been made for three hours and a half of debate 
on each side to be devoted to the discussion of this bill, and the 
time of each side to be controlled by certain persons intimated. 
Suppose the gentleman controlling the time on one side had 
absolutely declined to go forward at all until the other side had 
used all of its time; surely the Chair would not sustain that pro- 
cedure and insist that one side should continue until all of its 
time was occupied, and then leave the other side, if it desired 
to do so, to finish the debate? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would not think that a proper 
arrangement, but it is not within the power of the Chair to force 
either side to occupy the time. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But, Mr. Chairman, the Chair can indi- 
cate thatif gentlemen do not alternate, and take the time al- 
lotted to them, that they forfeit it. That is the invariable 
custom. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. MONEY. This side has manifested no desire to speak 
on the bill at all. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] I un- 
derstand desires the floor. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to give a couple of hours to the 
Torrey ee bill. 

Mr. MONEY. That would beall right, and asufficient answer 
to the speeches on the other side. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. If the gentleman from Texas desires to 
speak I will yield him time. 

Mr. KILGORE. I do not desire the floor. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. The gentleman from Texas does not de- 
sire to speak. 

The factis, Mr. Chairman, that gentiemen on the other side 
have “‘ bit off more than they can chew.” They really did not 
want seven hours for general debate. They haverun out of ma- 
terial even on the tariff bill. I urged the gentleman from Maine 
to take four hours. Now, you want the aoe to detaila man 
from the Democratic side to talk on this bill so as to occupy the 
time. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, seven hours were given for de- 
bate, and my colleague [Mr. BOUTELLE] naturally expected to 
close the debate on hissideto-morrow. This arrangement com- 
pels him to speak to-night. This is not justor proper. I can 
only say that if the gentleman from New York chooses to take 
this course he must do it on his own responsibility. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The gentleman from New York has no- 
— on this side who desires to speak. 

r. REED. I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. BOUTELLE and Mr. WELLS addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mainé [Mr. Bov- 
TELLE] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. REED. He desires to speak to-morrow, and with his 
permission I move that the committee do now rise. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I make the motion myself. 

the committee do now rise. It is half past 4. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 28, noes 54. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, Tellers, Mr. Speaker. 

The CHAIRMAN (after taking the question on the demand 
for tellers). Twenty-seven gentlemen have arisen, not a suffi- 
cient number. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The other side. ' 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no other side on tellers. 

Mr. REED. What was the total on the last vote? 

The CHAIRMAN. Fifty-eight and 24, or a total of 82. 

Mr. REED. I call the attention of the Chair to the fact that 
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there is no quorum present; and while that does not have any- 
thing to do with this vote, it will subsequently, as soon asa prop- 
osition is made to read the bill. 

_The CHAIRMAN. It does not require a quorum to refuse to 
rise. The committee declines to rise. The Chair will recognize 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] or the gentleman 
are New York [Mr. Ray], whichever gentleman desires recog- 
nition. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I rise to aquestionof order. Un- 
der the agreement that the House entered into this morning, 
seven hours were set apart for general debate, and the members 
of the House arranged their business with reference to that. 
Now, I want to know of the Chairman if this bill can be con- 
sidered under the five-minute rule until the expiration of the 
seven hours, as agreed to by the House, when the bill was taken 
up for consideration? 

The CHAIRMAN. Unquestionably it can. The Chair can 
not force either side to use its three hoursand ahalf. There 
was no agreement to take a vote at any particular time. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But the order was made by the House. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. There was this agreement, and 
the order was made that the bill should not be considered under 
the five-minute rule until the expiration of the seven hours. 

The CHAIRMAN. That was not the agreement. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I beg the pardon of the Chair- 
man. The agreement was seven hours for general debate, and 
that precludes the idea that the bill can be considered under the 
five-minute rule before the expiration of that time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman may argue that, but that 
is a matter of argument. The Chair will direct the reporters’ 
notes of what took place to be procured. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Chair will certainly not dispute the 
fact that notice was given to the House that seven hours would 
be given to general debate on this bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. There can be no controversy about that. 
It has never been held, and never been the custom of the House, 
to require debate to proceed until the expiration of the limit of 
the time allowed for such debate, when gentlemen have not de- 
sired to occupy the floor. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It has been the custom. 

The CHAIRMAN. Notatall. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The point I desire to make is this: 
If the other side do not desire to use the three hours and a half 
of debate allotted to that side, the House, in justice to the mem- 
bers who were a party to the original agreement and who have 
arranged their business with reference to that, should adjourn 
until to-morrow morning. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has ruled upon the question. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. CUMMINGS] is recognized. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I appeal from the decision of the 
Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the Chair has recognized the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. CUMMINGS], and he has addressed 
the Chair for the purpose of proceeding with the debate. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But the gentleman from Illinois[Mr. Hop- 
KINS] rose to appeal from the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I desire to appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair. 

Several MEMBERS. Too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not too late, if the gentleman sayshe 
was on his feet for that purpose. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. DolLunderstand the gentleman from Maine 
to say that he prefers to speak in the morning? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hop- 
KINS] made the point of order, as the Chair understands it, that 
the House had fixed seven hours for general debate, and that 
the bill can not be read for amendments inside of the seven 
hours. The Chair declines to sustain the gentleman in that 
point, and overrules it. From that decision the gentleman from 
{llinois states that he desires to appeal. The Chair feels com- 
pelled to recognize the gentleman, if he desires to appeal. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I desire to appeal from the ruling 
of the Chair, but am willing tosuspend for a moment until I can 
hear from the gentleman in charge of the bill, because I under- 
stand he desires to make a proposition. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. _I have no objection to move that the com- 
mittee rise and the House adjourn—provided that the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] states that he prefers tospeak 
in the morning. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, thatis exactly what I desire. 
I do not desire to take any time away from that side, but I do 
not think it quite fair to force me to make a speech on the naval 
appropriation bill at half past 4, when we have consumed over 
two-thirds ofour time, and the gentlemen on the other side have 
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‘only consumed forty minutes of their time and reserve the re. 
nder of their time. I do not think it seems to be quite fair, 
| Mr.CUMMINGS. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. With that understanding I with- 
draw the point of order. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The understanding is that we can use our 
time a think it is necessary. I do not think we will need it 
or use it 

Mr. BOUTELLE. 
the time. 

The motion was agreed to 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, chairman of 
= Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 

rted that that committee had had under consideration the 
bf H. R. 6748, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that that committee had examined and found truly en- 
rolled the bill H. B. 3740, to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act 
regulating the sale of intoxicating liquors in the District of Co- 
lumbia;” when the Speaker signed the same. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted— 

To Mr. GROSVENOR, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. DRAPER, for two weeks, on account of sickness. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I move that the House do now n. 

The motion was to; and accordingly (at 4 o’cl and 30 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


I have no objection whatever to the use of 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XITI, private billsand resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 658) for the relief of Samuel H. Sentenne and 
Paul Boileau. (Report No. 867.) 

A bill (H. RB. 3402) for the relief of B. J. Van Vieck, adminis- 
trator of Henry Van Vleck, deceased. (Report No. 868.) 

By Mr. HERMANN, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
bill (H.R. 3708) for the relief of tha rsirs of Edmund Wolf. 
(Report No. 869.) 





ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XTII, a — bill was adversely re- 
= and laid on the table, as follo 

Mr. KIEFER, from the Committee on Claims: A bill 
(a. . 8961) for the relief of Cogswell & Co. (Report No. 861.) 





PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clauss 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (H.R. 7021) to 
rovide for makiag returns to clerk's office of marriage service 
fn pve District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District 


umbia. 
Oe Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R.-7022 


to provide for a public 
building at New Orleans, La.—to Committee on ublic 
Buildings and Grounds. 


By Mr. BELTZHOOVER (by request): A bill (H. R.7023) to 
novite for the purchase of a site for the Government Printing 
mittee on Public Buildings and Gro 
By Mr, CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 7024) to prohibit the fraud- 
By Me, BYNUM (hyn request): A bill 1 (E.R. 1085) to grant 
grant pen- 
: "tho Aimy, Navy, or Marine ag of the 
United States—to the Commi 
By Mr. IKIRT: A resolution to Seheeiaenat five to 
in Washington—to the Committee on Rules, 
By Mr. BLACK of Georgia: A ie ae the 
atic on af. = Government Printing Office, ete.—to the Com- 
© 
N of Tennessee: A 


ffice and the construction of buildi therefor—to the Com- 
ulent marking and restrict the sale of gold or plated jewelry, 
sions for service in 
hear the complaints of the leaders of the army of citizens now 
Committee on Printing to make inquiries co: 
Mr, RICHARDSO concurrent resolu- 
ton providing fo the anges, ved the ans of the Weather 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 


titles were ted and referred as follows: 
ea Mr. ALDRICH: A bill (H. R. aoe for th» relief of Hiram 
ee the Committee on Mili Affairs. 
BURROWS: A bill (H. R. 7027)for the relief of Fran- 
7028) to pension 


én on the Committee on War Claims. 
“By Mr. MARTIN of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 
the bo Ww. — a son of a Revolutionary soldier—to 
Mr. MEYER: A “A bill (H. R. 7029) to give the Court of 
Cla ms jurisdiction in the matter of the claim of the owners of 
the steamboat Bee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 7030) to provide an American register for 
the steamer S. Oteri—to the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H.R. 7031) for the re- 
lief of M. J. Vanarsdall—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: A bill (4. R. 7082) for the relief 
of Samuel B. Thain, of Johnson County, N. C.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.. R. 7033) for the relief of the estate of James 
Lee, deceased, late of Johnson County, Ky.—-to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7034) for the relief of the estate of Theodule 
Lattier, late of Natchitoches Parish, La.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7035) for the relief of Susan Eldridge, of 
Johnson County, N. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7036) for the relief of the estate uf Terence 
Chaler, deceased, late of Natchitoches Parish, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TURNER of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 7037) for the re- 
lief of the estate of Zeph Turner, late of Rappahannock County, 
Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7038) for the relief of the estate of Sarah T. 
Ambler, late of Rappahannock County, Va.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7039) for the relief of the trustees of the Cen- 

a an Church of Winchester, Va.—to the Committee 
on War ms 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7040) for the relief of the estate of Zebedee 
Gray, deceased, , late of Clarke County, Va.—to the Committee on 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7041) to pension Lucinda Stone, daughter of 
Revolutionary soldier—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7042) for the relief of the estate of Henry 
M. Baker, deceased, late of Frederick County, Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7043) for the relief of M. C. Leach, of War- 
ren County, Va.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7044) for the relief of Mrs. F. E. Willis, late 
of Rappahannock County, Va.—to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, thefollowing a and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: Petition of the Union veterans of 
York, Pa., against House bill 5575—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

aoe . CRAIN: Protest of citizens of Webb County, Tex., 

st the of House bill 4126, to authorize the Secre- 
row at the to discontinue the office of collector of 
customs at certain places, and for other erent the Com- 
mittee on Bx tures in the sae tment 

By Mr. D : Memorial of J. y, of Braddock, 


Pa., 1 Suggesting certain changes of inw for remedy of existin, 
laws-—to the Committee on the J z ; 


ee ee ees ee ers oe” 
n, as n — a 
Humphrey, late a yet ees 8, New York Sharp- 
shooters—to the Committee on Inv 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: from H. J. ne Lucy 


Ketman, John Edge, and o rotesting enine ix. 
ap of = ae and loan an asecdlasions—to 2 tees on 


etc Semen from R. N. Sackett, L. Burnam, and C. 
A. Bryant, against admitting second-class matter into the mails 

aheaeeee pom pe pean postage rates—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Pos 

By Mr. DENSON: Petition of St. Paul’s Evangelical Lutheran 
Church, the proposed amendment to the Con- 
stitution—to the Committee on the J 


Mr. HARMER: Petition of the Ph 
against the passage of any 


Board of 
abrogat- 
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dng the reciprocity treaties entered into under the tariff law of 
1890—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KYLE: Petition of J. A. Lauderdale and other citi- 
zens of De Soto County, Miss., asking the sage of a law es- 
tablishing a Government telegraph and telephone service—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of the Wholesale Liquor Dealers’ 
Association of Boston, Mass., against increase of the tax on dis- 
tilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Massachusetts Reform Club, advocat- 
ing aspeedy passage of the tariff bill—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky (by request): Petition of 
citizens of Laurel County, Ky., on telegraph and telephone—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

‘By Mr. McGANN: Twonty-six petitions of 1,165 citizens of 
Illinois, requesting the passage of House bill 5010—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr.{MEREDITH: Resolutions adopted by Encampment 
No. 1, Union Veteran League of Petersburg, Va., protesting 

inst the adoption of House bill 5575—to the Committee on 
ilitary Affairs. 

By Mr. TURNER of Virginia: Papers to accompany bill for 
the relief of Emanuel Suter, of Harrisonburg, ngham 
County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of Z. G. Allen, of Brush 
Creek, Iowa, against the amendmentincreasing the rate of post- 
age on certain classes of ae the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. ‘ 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, May 10, 1894. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Vice-President being absent, the President pro tempow 
took the chair. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of March 22, 1894, a letter from the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs; stating that the information asked 
for by that resolution, relating to money paid to certain Indians 
under the treaties of 1856 and 1851, etc., is on file in the office of 
the Second Auditor of the Treasury, who states that ‘if the in- 
formation desired by the Senate is to be furnished by the Auditor, 
an appropriation for clerks to be employed in its preparation 
would seem to be necessary ;” which was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What disposition does the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], who offered the resolution 
in response to which the communication has been sent, desire to 
have mado of the commnication? 

Mr. ALLEN. [ask if the communication is accompanied by 
an estimate of the appropriation called for? What document 
accompanies the communication? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a somewhat volu- 
minous letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very weil. Let the communication, with the 
accompanying paper, be printed. 

The communication, with the accompanying paper, was or- 
dered to lie on the table and be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, 
in compliance with law, a schedule of papers, documents, etc., 
on file in the Bureau of Statistics in the Treasury Department 
which are not needed in the transaction of the public business 
and have no permanent value or historical interest; which, on 
motion of Mr. COCKRELL, was, with the accompanying papers, 
ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


STATISTICS OF IMPORTS AND EXPORTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
action of the House of Representatives, disagreeing to the 
amendment of the Senate to the concurrent resolution of the 
House providing for the Fontes of a special report of the Chief 
of Bureau of Statistics of the Treasury Department on the im- 

rts for consumption and the domestic exports for the years 

to 1894, and requesting a conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendment, and accede to the request of the House of Repre- 
sentatives for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. 
GORMAN, Mr. RANSOM, and Mr. MANDERSON were appointed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of the Mutual Build- 
ing and Loan Association, of North Platte, Nebr.,and a petition 
of the Overton Building and Loan Association, of Overton, 
Nebr., praying that building and loan associations, national and 
local, be exempted from the income-tax provision of the pend- 
ing tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of Encampment No. 78, 
Union Veteran Legion, of Columbus, Ohio, remonstrating against 
the adoption of an amendment proposed to the Army appropria- 
tion bill to place the control of soldiers’ homes under the War 
Department; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. PEFFER presented the petition of C. E. Voorhees and 
sundry other citizens of Kansas, praying that fraternal society 
and college journals bs admitted to the mails as second-class 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. QUAY presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of 
Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against any action being taken 
which will impair or abrogate the existing reciprocity treaties; 
which was ordered to lic on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Local Union, 
No. 316, of McSherrytown, Pa., remonstrating against the rati- 
fication of the proposed Chinese treaty; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Encampment No. 65, Union 
Veteran Legion, of York, Pa.,remonstrating against any change 
being made in the management of the soldiers’ homes: which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petitionof John J. Hunt and 
51 other citizens of Salem, N. H., praying that fraternal socicty 
and college journals be admitted to the mails as second-class 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FRYE. I present resolutions adopted by the Nationa! 
Statistical Association, a very important body, which has been 
assembled here. The resolutions are signed by William Law- 
rence, of Ohio, first vice-president of the association and chair- 
man of the committee, by A. R. Spofford, Librarian of Congress, 
and by Charles B. Hill, national secretary. 

These resolutions were adopted after exhaustive discussion. 
They recognize with greatsatisfaction and hope of practical re- 
sults the efforts of Senator MORGAN, the chairmanof the United 
States Senate Committee on Foreign Relations, to reform and 
improve the consularservice. They indorse the movement very 
earnestly. They also express appreciation of the efforts of Mr. 
McCreary of Kentucky, the chairman of the House committee, 
and ask that the resolutions may be submitted to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. Certainly my service upon the Commit- 
tee on Commerce and also upon the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations leads me to be in entire accord with the purposes of the 
resolutions, and Iwith pleasure ask that they be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of sundry citizens of the 
United States, praying for the enactment of legislation to sup- 
press the lottery traffic; which was ordered to lie on tho table. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Boston, Mass., praying that the interstate-commerce law be so 
amended as to give greater vitality and enforcement to its cardi- 
nal principles; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

Mr. DOLPH presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ore- 
gon, praying for the passage of House bill No. 5246, to restrict 
immigration; ‘vhich was referred to the Committee on Immi- 
gration. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Methodist Preachers’ 
Meeting, of Boston, Mass., praying for the employmentof chap- 
lains at army posts where none are stationed, and remonstrat- 
ing against any reduction in the number of commissioned chap- 
lains; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

: REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Commiiteo on Military Affairs, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 68) for the re- 
lief of W. D. Mack, a clerk in the Record and Pension Division 
of the War Department, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, towhom 
was referred the bill (S. 1103) for the relief of Thomas J. Sjen- 
cer, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed in- 
dofinitely. 
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Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Military Affairs, towhom 
was referred the bill (S. 1077) to relieve Henry Smith from the 
charge of desertion, submitted an adverse report thereon; which 
was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Mili- 

tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1334) to amend 
section 224 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relative 
to the records of service of the soldiers of the United States, 
reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 
M , PROCTOR, from the Committee on Organization, Con- 
duct, and Expenditures of the Executive Departments, towhom 
was referred the bill (H. 2.6948) to improve the methods of ac- 
counting in the Department of the Treasury, and for other pur- 
poses, reported it without amendment, and submitted. a report 
thereon. 

Mr. HUNTON. I am directed by the Select Committee to 
Establish the University of the United States, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1708) to establish a national university, to re- 
port it with amendments, and to say that at some future time I 
shall beg leave of the Senate to submit a written report thereon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 763) relieving the personal 
representatives of John Sherman, jr., late United States marshal 
for the Territory of New Mexico, from the requirements of sec- 
tion 833 of the Revised Statutes, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

PERSONNEL OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. GORMAN. Iamdirected by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred a resolution proposing to. print certain 
matter for the joint subcommittee of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs of the two Houses, to report it without amendment, and 
I ask for its present consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, 
resolution (submitted yesterday by 
read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the joint subcommittee of the Committees on Naval Affairs 
ote nuked nar ouch as sey may dou baseseary of te 
acter ‘and ‘ouher information obtained b them, or through the Navy 
Department, in relation to the personnel of the Navy, and also any report 
or reports which said committee may make on the subject, not to exceed 
1,200 octavo pages. 

Mr. HALE. Who reported the resolution? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland 
{[Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. BUTLER. It provides for printing the hearings we had 
before the Joint Committee on Naval Affairs on the personnel of 
the Navy. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from South Carolina, who has pre- 
sided over those meetings, knows that much testimony has been 
taken which ought to be printed together. Does he think it 
well to have a restrictive clause limiting the printing toa hun- 
dred octavo pages? I am afraid that will not beenough tocover 
the matter. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is 1,200 pages. 

Mr. HALE. I understood it to be 100 pages. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Twelve hundred pages. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that that will coverall the mat- 


Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly 1,200 es will cover it. 
stood the clerks to read ‘‘ one hundred,” 

Mr. BUTLER. _Is it not 1,200? 

The PRESIDENT pyro tempore. Twelve hundred pages is the 
number. 

Mr. HALE. It was the indistinctness in the reading, as all 
i. us in this part of the Chamber understood it to be one hun- 

ad 


rea. 

Mr. BUTLER. May [ask the Senator from Maine if he does 
not think that that will cover all the testimony taken? 

Mr. HALE. I have no doubt that 1,200 pages will cover it. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is my information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. MILLS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2009) to establish 
a free public and departmental library and reading room in the 
District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committees on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2010) to repeal an act en- 
titled ‘An act to regulate the use of the Capitol grounds,” = 
on July 1,1882, and for other purposes; which was read the 

rst time by its title. 


roceeded to consider the 
r. BUTLER), which was 


I under- 


Mr. CHANDLER. [ask for the reading of the bill in full. 

The bill was read the second time at length, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That an act entitled “An act to regulate the use of the 
Capttos prounte,” approved July 1, 1882, being chapter 258 of volume 1, sec- 
ond edition of the ee to the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
be, and the same is oeey repealed: Provided, That nothing herein con- 
tained shall be so construed as to prevent the Vice-President and Speaker 
of the House of Representatives from making such rules and regulations for 
the government of the Capitol building and grounds as will fully protect 
the same from violence or injury and prevent the obstruction of the public 
business, but they shall not possess or exercise any power calculated in its 
nature to interfere with the proper exercise of the constitutional right of 
citizens of the United States to peaceably assemble on said grounds to peti- 
tion the Government for a redress of their grievances. 

Mr. ROACH (by request) introduced a bill(S. 2011) to provide 
for the relinquishment by the Turtle Mountain band of Pem- 
bina Chippewa Indians, to the United States, of the title to cer- 
tain unceded lands in the State of North Dakota claimed by said 
Indians; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on: Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 2012) granting a pension 
to Sarah E. Comly, widow of Maj. Clifton Comly; which was 
—_ twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. HUNTON introduced a bill (S. 2013) to authorize the 
Washington, Alexandria and Mount Vernon Electric Railway 
Company to extend its line of road into and within the District 
of Columbia, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
~ — and reserred to the Committee on the District of Co- 

um bia. 


INVESTIGATION OF BUSINESS DEPRESSION. 


Mr. PEFFER. I submit a resolution, and ask that it may be 
read and printed and lie over under the rule. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That a select committee of three Senators be appointed by the 
Vice-President, whose duty it shall be to consider the present condition of 
the country, with special reference to the prevailing business depression 
and the large number of unemployed ople, and report as soon as practi- 
cable what legislation, if any, within the jurisdiction of Congress, is neces- 
sary to afford relief. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be printed 
and lie on the table. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The bill (H. R. 3740) to amend an act entitled “An act regu- 
lating the sale of intoxicating liquors in the District of Colum- 
bia” was signed by the President pro tempore, it having previ- 
ously received the signature of the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives. 


ARREST AND IMPRISONMENT OF J. S. COXEY AND OTHERS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution which by agreement comes over from a for- 
mer io the Secretary will read. 

The retary read the resolution submitted on the 7th in- 
stant by Mr. ALLEN, as modified, as follows: 

Whereas Jacob S. Coxey, a citizen of the State of Ohio; Carl Browne, a 
citizen of the State of ifornia, and C. C. Jones, a citizen of the State of 
Pennsylvania, and all citizens of the United States of America, were, on the 
ist day of May, 1894, on the grounds of the National Capitol at the city of 
Was ton, in the District of Columbia, assaulted by a police force in the 
service of the United States of America, and arrested and imprisoned while 
peaceably entering upon said Capitol Grounds in a quiet and orderly man- 
ner to join others then on said grounds by lawful right: Therefore be it 

Resolved, Thata committee of five Senators shall be appointed by 
the President of the Senate, no more than two of whom shall belong to the 
same political party, whose duty it shall be to investigate and report, with 
all convenient speed, to the Senateall thefacts and circumstances connected 
with such arrest and imprisonment, with such recommendations in the prem- 
ises by bill or otherwise as a necessary to prevent a repetition of such 
onernans on the rights of Ame: citizens hereafter. Said committee shall 
have full power to send for persons and papers, summons, swear, and ex- 
amine witnesses, preserve and report all evidence, perform and do ail things 
in the premises stich as may be essential toa full, complete, and thorough 
inves tion of the matter. 

Mr. GORDON. Mr. President, looking at this Nea | move- 
mentfroma Southern standpoint, it appears to me to have initand 
in the facts about it a lesson which we might wisely and gravely 
ponder. This movement had its inspiration doubtless in what 
we call paternalism; a theory of government which tends to en- 
large the brood of such movements in the future, and to intensify 
the demands of that class of people upon Congress for relief. 

Strangely enough this movement had its origin in one of the 
great central, populous, progressive States of the Union, among 
a people justly noted for their intelligence, their loyalty to law 
and order, and for their well-considered enterprise and well- 
directed energy. Its divisions and corps are moving upon this 
Capitol from 7 —, of the compass save one. From 
every section of th nion save that one section they are com- 

ng, and we are confronted with the marvelous spectacle of por- 
tions of the people in every section except in one turning a lis- 
tening ear to the appeals of Mr. Coxey and his lieutenants. The 


section in which the commonweal army, as it is called, hes ro- 
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ceived few or no recruits is the South. This fact is marvelous, 


| 


1 repeat, by reason of its isolation, and monumental by reason of 


the political lesson which it presents. 

Mr. President, what are the reasons for the remarkable free- 
dom of the South from these ill-omened agitations? The answer 
to that question will convey to us suggestions which it behooves 
us to heed and which we will heed if we are wise legislators. 
It matters not from what section that lesson comes, whether 
from North or South, or East or West; it matters not whence it 
comes or how deduced, it must be true, it is true, that every 
patriotic legislator, every true lover of his country, and of his 
whole country, will heed the lesson and profit by it when he un- 
derstands it fully. 

What is the cause of this Southern exemption, I again ask, 
and what the lesson it teaches? The fact is not due to the pres- 
ence of wealth among nor the absence of poverty from the South- 
ern people. They are still poor. They have not yet wholly re- 
covered, they could not have wholly recovered from the condi- 
tions which surrounded them at the end of the war. It is not 
due to the abundance of currency in their midst, for, as a mat- 
ter of fact, there is great dearth of circulating medium among 
them. It is not the presence of internal improvements in that 
section furnishing employment to the masses. It is not be- 
cause that people or any portion of them have received from 
the General Government either bounties or pensions. Norhave 
they been the recipients in any large measure of benefits under 
a protective tariff. They would be rightfully denied pensions 
were they to ask them; but they neither ask, nor expect, nor de- 
sire them. 

They are a brave and a loyal people, Mr. President—loyal to 
this Government, to its flag, its traditions, its forms, its Consti- 
tution, and its laws. But this is not a loyalty purchased by 
bounties granted or the hope thereof. Itis nota oyalty due to 
the fact that they have been taught to look upon this Govern- 
ment as a fostering mother from which they were to draw sus- 
tenance or obtain relief in their periods of depression. They 
have grown up in the opposite theory of government—a theory 
which regards the Government as the agent of the people, and 
the paid agent of the people—an agent to which they freely 
Gye of their substance for its support, as they would give their 

lood, if need be, for its defense. 

What then, Mr. President, is the reason of this quiet in the 
South? Let it be conceded, if you will, that it is partly due to 
the presence of a contented, happy negro race of laborers, arace 
with few wants and those wants easil 4 go by their fairly 
paid labor. Let it be further conceded, if you will, that the 
South has agenial climate and a prolific soil. Letit be still fur- 
ther conceded that the white people of the South largely, almost 
wholly, belong to that original American or Anglo-Saxon race 
devoted to law and order as well as to liberty. 

Still, sir, there remains the towering, the overshadowing rea- 
son yet to be given. That reason is the self-reliance developed 
to its fullest extent by the results ofthewar. That mostrelent- 
less of taskmasters, necessity, impelled them to battle for ex- 
istence. Shut out from all hope of governmental relief, they 
learned to lean not upon the leateuaivn arm, but upon their own 
rightarm. Looking at the end of the warover an almost bound- 
less waste, knee-deep in ruins and ashes, with labor all disorgan- 
ized, their entire circulating medium destroyed, they wereearly 
and effectually taught to expect relief not from Congress, but 
bravely to go to work, trusting in the promises of God that He 
would still bend His balmy skies above them, and that the rains 
should still fall, and the harvest should come to him who labors. 
Here then, Mr. President, is the great reason. 

Sir, what is the lesson taught? Ina word, that lesson is to 
decentralize, as far as may be consistent with safety, this Gen- 
eral Government, and devolve upon the States, as far as prac- 
ticable, the responsibility of dealing with these ill-advised move- 
ments which agitate and disturb communities. Sir, these 
movements for relief from the Government, these socialistic or 
industrial problems will multiply and become more threatening 
as long as our public policy or financial policy invites the pub- 
lic thought to center on Congressional action. These problems 
will increase in proportion as our population becomes more 
dense, as people from every land are poured into our midst, as 
their blood and their thought are injected into the currents of 
our blood and our thought, as enterprises multiply, and as in- 
terests become more conflicting, as States are added, and as the 
area or domain for which Congress must legislate shall be ex- 
tended. The solution of these difficulties is to remand them as 
far as practicable to the States, and by permitting the States to 
deal with their own citizens in the supply of a currency sufti- 
= for — needs. 

© remedy, quick and effective, is to repeal the prohibitor 
tax on State ks, to allow these banks of issue & furnish : 
currency for the people of the State, and thus to turn the eyes 





of the dissatisfied and unemployed people from this central 
Government to the State governments. 

It is easy, sir, to retain all the needed powers for the safety 
of National Government in all regards and to provide for the 
present national bank currency to meet the wants of trade as 
between the States. To deny that the people of the States are 
capable of furnishing a sufficient and safe curreney which would 
answer the demands of its citizens is to deny that the people of 
the States are capable of self-government. 

Under our present financial methods, the thoughts of the peo- 
ple who are unemployed necessarily turn to this central legisla- 
tive body, which, in their opinion, may touch here a button 
which willsend acurrentof life through every neighborhood and 
home—a current which will revive their industries—or that the 
Government may and ought itself to embark in great move- 
ments for the sole purpose of furnishing employment to the idle 
and feeding the hungry. Mr. President, let us as far as we can 
turn the expectations of the people to the State government. 
Let us repeal the 10 per cent tax and we shall witness a spectacle 
of safety, of quiet, of repose, and of contentment such as his not 


been seen in this country in many years. It seems to me, sir, a 
necessity, or at least wisdom, to rid the General Governments 
far as possible of the responsibility of meeting and solving these 


vexing social and financial questions. 

It is no exaggeration to say that they are on the increase; and 
that even now in the womb of the immediate future there are 
problems instinct with life and pulsating with a vigor and po- 
tency prophetic of future danger to this Republic. 

If we are wise, sir, we will recognize this fact, and I trust that 
the resolution introduced by me several days ago and referred 
to the Committee on Finance will, in view of this alarming con- 
dition of the country, have their immediate and careful consid- 
eration. 

I undertake to say, sir, that the people of Georgia, if you will 
give us the privilege of issuing bank notes, will furnish a cur- 
rency that will do nine-tenths, yes, ninety-nine one-hundredths, 
of the local business in that State, pay the debts of the people, 
pay the salaries of State officers, and serve for all transactions 
save the business between the States. 

Icommend these thoughts to the Finance Committee and to the 
Senate as bearing ye upon questions now before us, 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I merely rise to appeal to the 
author of the resolution, not in regard to the merits of it at all, 
but in regard to the clause providing that the committee to be 
appointed shall consist of not more than two of the same politi- 
cal party. It is avery serious innovation in the policy of the 
Senate to have a direct order of the Senate recognizing political 
divisions. I can say this with gh an propriety, because I am now 
a member of the minority, and I am not aware that there has 
been any complaint from a quarter that the present majority 
has not dealt reasonably and justly in that particular with the 
great subjects that are before the Senate in the putting of a fair 
proportion of its political opponents on the various important 
standing committees. Itseems tome that if this resolution sh»ll 
pass and the discretion be given to the Chair, we can trust the 
Vice-President, who, I think, is disposed to recognize all shades 
of opinion in such a committee. 

If we are going to set that precedent in regard to one single 
subject we must follow it in regard to all the great standing 
committees. It seems to me it would be entirely unjust to say 
that there should be a certain proportion on a particular special 
service, which is to be over in a few weeks. The Appropria- 
tions Committee, the Judiciary Committee, the Committee on 
Finance, and all the great committees which consider impor- 
tant subjects are left to the discretion of the majority. So I 
suggest to the honorable Senator not to complicate this question 
with the introduction of a new rule of procedure, but to leave it 
to the discretion of the Vice-President. 

Mr. TELLER. The resolution was introduced by the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. I thought it was somewhat ob- 
jectionable and did not desire to vote for it in the shape it was 
— not for the reason suggested by the Senator from 

assachusetts, but for other reasons. Therefore I offered the 
amendment which the Senator from Nebraska has accepted. I 
should not feel at liberty, on my motion, to amend the resolu- 
tion unless it met the approval of the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from Colorado will not 
consent to any change in the resolution in that respect. I do 
not look upon it as any reflection at all upon the Presiding 
Officer. There is no occasion for delicacy in this matter. It is 
due to all the interests of this country that on the committee all 
three of the political parties in this Chamber should be repre- 
sented. I see nothing wrong about it, and I hope the Senator 
from Colorado will not consent to the change indicated. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. 


If the Senator from Colorado will yield to me, 
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I should like to move to strike out the words I have indicated. 
I should like to have that motion pending, if the Senator has no 


Objection. 
[have no objection to the Senator making 








ir. TELLER. 
that motion now. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to strike out those words. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator does not desire to take the vote 
on the arssndment now? 

Mr. HOAR. No. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN] yesterday seemed to be inclined to complain of the 
waste of time in the discussion of the pending resolution. I do 
not think there is any waste of time, even in the American Sen- 
ate, in tihe discussion of questions involving the liberties and 
rights of the citizen. I am old-fashioned enough to believe that 
there is a great deal in this country which is more valuable than 
money—that life, liberty, and ron of happiness, according 
to the Constitution of the United States and the genius of our 
country, are of infinitely more value to us than the mere question 
of what hsall be the tariff, for revenue or for protection. 

I am not disposed, I will say, to delay the pending measure, 
and I shall not spend a moment in any debate on any subject 
for the purpose of delay. I have expressed my opinion upon 
that subject before, and [ repeat it now, that in m Sodgment a 
speedy solution of the question before the Senate, known as the 
tariff bill, will be in the interest of the people of the United 
States, although the tariff may not be such a tariff as very many 
of us desire. 

I do not propose by this resolution to reflect upon any of the 
judicial officers of the District of Columbia who have tried Mr. 
Ooxey and Mr. Browne and Mr. Jones. I do not propose to 
enter into any general discussion of the proprioty, as a general 
thing, of this invasion of the capitai. I suppose it must be ad- 
mitted by all that under existing laws every citizen of the 
United States has a right to come to the capital of the nation 
a any errand that he sees fit. It may be possible in time 

t it will be necessary to have some law governing this ques- 
tion. There is none now, and up to the present time, during 
more than one hundred years, it has not been thought to be 
yest r o it a never = wey, | = ca if the 

merican people are properly treated; never be necessary 
if the ta rit , to which we are entitled by the blessings the 
~— ty 8. = “sen a ae ene not nee 
us improperly. ong as the people are in prosperity 
comfort they will come to the expla of the nation as Ameri- 
cans ought to come, with pride, profit, and in the pursuit 
of pleasure. 

I can not fully agree with the author of the pending resolu- 
tion, who eddreneet the Senate yesterday upon the rights of an 
American citizen to speak from the —-y of the Na Cap- 
itol. The right of petition isa very right. It must exist 
in all governments which are free, and se Fo ew pene which 
does not recognize the rightof petition in ullest and amplest 
manner is not a free government. Under theold system 
our fathers in England adopted, the petitioner addressed the 
throne; he came to the foot of the throne and ted his pe- 
tion to the king, and the king then ted it then and there 
or ordered it to be examined and enbsoguen allowed or de- 
nied it. In the course of time, as stated by the Senator from 
Nebraska, the king authorized the court, or what ultimately 
grew to be the Court of Chancery, to settle many gq 
which theretofore had been settled by the king in person. 

The right of petition is oné which will never be 
this country so long as there is a semblance of constitu 
liberty; but, Mr. President, I deny that the right to petition 
means the right to invade this Chamber, or the right to present 
the petition on the steps of the Capitol. The right of petition 
must be preserved, and it is ) paseer tee just as readily and as 
certainly when we provide that the oe shall be presented 
in the manner in which it has now to be presented as it would 
be in any other way. I cannot see any invasion of a 
an American citizen to say that his petition must come 
way tions have been coming here for ' 
sta by the Senator from Ohio . 
will be a petition so absurd, unless it is a wicked petition, which 
will not find somebody ready to present it, although he may dis- 
ayow, when be presents it, state- 
ments in it or sympathy with 
Neither dolic that there is any invasion of 
American citizens to assemble when 
not assemble on the oe of the National 
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and ina proper place, it seems to me, can not be questioned. 
When we say there shall be no assemblages on certain streets to 
the detriment of the public travel, or that there shall be no as- 
semblage in the corridors of the Capitol to the detriment of leg- 
islation, I do not think we violate any principle, as recognized, 
of the right of the eeeple to assemble. I have no complaint on 
that point. I myself have nocomplaint that the people whofeel 
ave, J ve a grievance come here. I know how futile and how 
useless these great gatherings here will be. Ithink Iknow how 
dangerous they may become at times, and yetif it were possible 
to allow these gatherings to take place as they are doing now, I 
should much prefer to see some danger run, some risk incurred, 
than to say that the people shall not thus assemble. 

There is, with the exception of the section mentioned by the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON], a general discontent 
amongst the people, and there is a desire on the part of a very 
large number of —— to come here for the purpose of influenc- 
ing legislation. at is a nr, — thing todo. No- 
body ought to complain of that, if it is carried on with proper 
decorum and decency; but after all we can see that if all the 
people who are disaffected and dissatisfied and in distres should 
attempt to come to the national capital we should be in a condi- 
tion here which it would be impossible to endure. How could 
we take care of two or three hundred thousand people who might 
readily come from the great neighboring cities? How could we 
feed and clothe them if they should come here without money, 
as that class of ple would be very apt to come? We are 
threatened with t condition. Itis not a bright and happy 
outlook, and the question is, Shall we deal with this matter now 
in its incipiency in such a way as shall prevent further discon- 
tent and further dissatisfaction and shall restrain roperly, with- 
out the invasion of any citizen’s right, these gatherings which 
we know and which they will learn in due time are so useless 
and helpless to them and their country? 

Mr. President, we ht draw some lessons from history if 
we would. This is not the first time that the English-speaking 
people have been stirred up with the question of petition in 
person. We all remember that in 1780, when Lord Gordon pre- 
sented his great petition to Parliament, oun invaded the 
Parliament chamber, and filled up the corridors and the streets 
in the neighborhood, and it was said that 50,000 people ac- 
companied him from his lodgings to Parliament, where he 
presented his great petition s ee by 120,000 persons, known 
as the anti-Popery petifion. It was a harmless crowd that 
started. The incipiency of that discussion of the right to pre- 
sent the petition was by men who had an interest in the country 
in which they lived. It culminated in riot, it culminated in 
bloodshed, it culminated in the destruction of great amounts of 
property and a great loss of life; and we have no reason to sup- 
pose that the present condition of things does not threaten us 
with something of the same character and kind in time when 
lawless men shall take part in such gatherings. 

Now, what isthe wise thing for us todo? The men whocame 
with Coxey are, so far as I can learn, law-abiding citizens. I 
think the advent into this city of four or five hundred men of 
that character is not atall threate to the interests, stability, 
and peace of the ammpoaie. If only that class come in the 
future there will be no trouble. These people left their homes 
in Ohio and traveled through the mud, the rain, and the storm, 
sufferingfromhungerandecold. Yet they restrained themselves 
from outrages, upon the whole line of that march, as near as 
I can learn, there was not a single invasion of the personalrights 
of the people along the road. They are entitled to respectful 
consideration, although they may-be mistaken in the methods 
which the — a . Iecan not but ee ere 
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that they desire, would after all have been 

uestion. That was declined. These 

camp. 

. EERO AN] says their leader is 

table. I have no doubt the leaders are reputable; but being 

, they come here and invade the itol grounds in 

violation of a statute, a statute that has recently grown to be 
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there would have been any danger in allowing that to have been 
done. If there had been no statute it would have been allowed, 
and that, too, without disturbance or deleterious influence on 
the community. I do not say but that it was the duty of the of- 
ficers of the es to execute the statute as they found it, pro- 
vided they executed the statute in accordance with the princi- 
ples that should govern the execution of all statutes. 

What was that statute passed for? It was passed for the pro- 
tection of the Capitol grounds and for the peace and protection 
of the Senate and theother body from turbulentcrowds. I think 
I may say to the Senate, for I know that a number of Senators 
stood and looked upon the crowd, although I did not, that the 
crowd which assembled on May 1 was not a turbulent crowd; it 
_ Was nota mob, which the statute intended to provide for. Mr. 
Coxey came on the ground; he was told he could not deliver his 
address; he was escorted off, and was subsequently arrested. 

Mr. PEFFER. The commonweal army did not even enter the 
Capitol grounds. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand that the commonweal army, of 
which Mr. Coxey claims to be chief or leader, came to the foot 
of the hill and waited to see whether their leader would be al- 
lowed to make a speech, and in perfect order retired to their 
camp when they found that he could not make a speech. 

Mr. President, I donot intend to reflect upon the police judge, 
because I know the police judgo has a duty to do over which he 
does not have discretionary poe. but I am willing to say here 
that I believe that the authorities who had the discretion to 
have overlooked this supposed technical violation of the statute 
made a mistake. I think that would have been the end of the 
whole thing. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] says Mr. 
Coxey came here for the oe of violating the law, but we 
do not punish persons for that class of intended violations. Mr. 
Ooxey having gone away without attempting violence, having 
violated no law with reference to speaking from the Capitol 
steps, it would have been wise to have dropped the whole mat- 
ter there. He had brought a great crowd into the Capitol 
grounds, not with him, but just the same as the Executive of 
the ene brings a crowd when he comes here to be inaugu- 
rated. 

As I came over from the committee room in the Maltby I dis- 
covered the streets lined with people. The grounds were full 
of people, orderly, quiet, and well-behaved. I saw policemen 
everywhere. I understand avery largo number of policemen 
had been added to the usual force, of which Imake no complaint, 
It was a precaution well taken, but unless Iam very greatly mis- 
taken the selection of the police was not wise. There has been 
detailed tome by men in whom I have the utmost confidence 
transactions that were most disgraceful on the tof the po- 
lice. It is a matter of public notoriety that inoffensive citizens 
were beaten over the head by these policemen in the most brutal 
and outrageous manner. I understand that when there was a 
trial in the police court the defense sought to show the conduct 
of the poem, and that forty or fifty members of another body 
went there to testify to the outlandish and outrageous proceed- 
ings of the police on that occasion, but were notallowed to doso. 

There is not any mistake about it. Therecan be no difference 
of opinion among those who have examined into it that the po- 
lice did things that are not justifiable at any time, not even in 
the case of riot,and there was no riot and no prospectof a riot 
here. Ifthe police had behaved with as much decency as the 
commonweal army did there would have been no trouble here 
atall. Ishall not attempt to detail cases of outrage that took 
place. If the resolution is passed I shall give tothe committee, 
whoever it may be—and I should not desire to be upon the com- 
mittee, because I know I should not be an impartial judge—the 
names of witnesses who will show that there are some members of 
the police foree who have neither the judgment nor the discretion 
to enable them to discharge their duties on an occasion of ex- 
citement, or that with as little excitement as there was here 
they did commit the most brutal outrages upon citizens who had 
no connection with the commonweal army.and were drawn here 
out of mere idle curiosity, coming here as they had a right to 
come. 

Mr. President, I do not think we can afford merely to say we 
will not inquire into the matter. We legislate for the District 
of Columbia. We are responsible for it. Our relation to the 
District is that of a State legislature toa State. I do not ask 
that there shall be a consideration or revision of the finding of 
the police court. That has nothing todo withit. The resolu- 
tion does not propose that you shall go into that question. The 
resolution proposes simply to consider the question of the arrest 
of these people, the circumstances under which it was made, and 
the conduct of the pets not with reference to Coxey 
and ay alone, but with reference to the treatment b = 

the 


the citizens of the District and citizens o 
nited States who happened to be here temporarily. 
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It is not any answer to say that Mr. Coxey is a crank and has 
come here demanding that which we cannot grant. The Coxey 
scheme is simply absurd, as are a great many other schemes that 
are put forth by well-meaning people in this country, and will 
always be put forth in the hour of distress. It is not a wicked 
scheme that he proposes. It may be one that we can not ac- 
cept. He proposes merely that we provide work for the dis- 
tressed and unemployed people in this country. To those of us 
who recognize the duty of the Government to so administer its 
laws that the laboring people of the country shall have a fair 
opportunity for employment, it is only a question of how it is 
going to be done. Coxey says build roads. We say that is an 
impracticable scheme, and that it would afford really no remedy 
for the evils and no redress to the people if we did. I am will- 
ing to join the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] in his de- 
nunciation of the lack of wisdom in that scheme, but I hay 
heard on the floor of the Senate propositions which in my judg- 
ment were notassensible asCoxey’s. If I may say it to the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, I have heard him advocate on the floor of the 
Senate what from my standpoint was infinitely more objection- 
able, infinitely more injurious to the country if it had been 
adopted, infinitely more indefensible than Coxey’s scheme. | 
did not suppose it was a matter I had any right to complain 
of. I supposed that every mun, from his standpoint and from 
his ground of vantage, had a right to put forth the views he 
believed in. If Coxey thinks the millenium will come with good 
roads, he has aright to say so; and if we adopt his scheme it 
will not bring a hundredth part of the distress to the country 
that some legislation that has found its way through this body 
has brought to the people, that had the approval of the Senator 
from Ohio. 

I sympathize with these people. I suppose it is unstatesman- 
like. Ido not suppose that as Senators we ought to have any 
of the milk of human kindness in our breasts, and that we ought 
to feel that these ignorant people, who think that they know 
something about finance and think that they can come here and 
influence Congress to do what they think ought to be done, do 
not need and are unworthy of our sympathy. The country is 
fullofthem. ‘Ten or fifteen thousand of them are gathered in 
various bands throughout the country to-day, trying to make 
their way to the capital. Some of them, I am afraid,are notas 
law-abiding and as worthy as Coxey’s forces. 

But they are ali coming for the same purpose, moved by the 
same spirit, and are all justified under the law in coming here, 
if they choose, as long as they do not use any improper methods 
to get here. They will, in my judgment, have no right when 
they come here to invade the Senate Chamber, nor even to in- 
vade the steps of the Capitol, but if their presence here in their 
judgment will help bring abouta better condition of affairs, they 
are entirely right to come. I do not believe it. I know very 
well that 10,000 men or 20,000 men or 50,000 men from the army 
of the unemployed will have no influence upon legislation here. 
If they ever exercise any influence it will be at the ballot box. 
That is the place for them to be heard. Butif they come here 
they should be accorded all the rights of American citizenship, 
and if a police force is unmindful of their rights its members 
should be punished. 

Mr. President, I myself am of the opinion that the present 
distressed condition of the country, which is unusual; that the 
present distressed condition of the world, which is unusual, is 
the result of positive legislation. Iam of the opinion that two 
or three nations can repeal the statutes which they have put on 
their books and bring prosperity to the world. That is what 
these people believe. They may not believe it will be done in 
the way I propose, but they believe either that this distressed 
condition comes from improper legislation or the lack of proper 
legislation. Many of them Yo not know which, and they are not 
quite agreed upon that matter, nor are they agreed upon what 
should be done. Coxey says he wants good roads. In the ex- 
treme West, in the section of country from which I come, they 
are gathering forces toinvade the Capitol to induce Congress to 
grant aid for irrigating ditches, and they believe that will bring 
prosperity. 

The present condition ought at least to make the American 
legislator stop and reflect. We ought to consider whether the 
condition of affairs now existing in the United States is the re- 
sult of bad legislation or the result of a failure on our part to 
enact such laws as we ought to enact. Our attention has been 
attracted to the discontent and dissatisfaction everywhere, and 
it will not do for Senators to say this is only a small sprink- 
ling, only a few of the people of the country who are discon- 
tented. Go to Omaha, go to Council Bluffs, where these un- 
fortunate people are making their way from the extreme West 
to this city. They had the support and sympathy of the entire 
laboring population of those two cities. I think I may say here 
without contradiction, that wherever they have gone in the 
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towns in the rural districts, everywhere they have had the 
sympathy and the support of the people of those communities. 

liow are they supported here to-day? How are four or five 
hundred menkept and fed here? By the voluntary contributions 
of the people in this city. How were they fed on the road? In 
the same way. It will not do to say they were fed because the 
Pp ople wanted to get rid of them on the road. They were fed 

vecause the peopie know there is cause of complaint, and because 

the people feel it and are like the people whoare coming here— 
they are unable to see any solution of this question unless Con- 
gress can solve it for them, and they hope by this movement to 
induce Congress to act. 

Mr. President, the great trouble with nein is that the 
average American legislator does not keep himself in sympathy 
and accord with the sentiment of the people and have not full 
knowledge of their distress. Everywhere in this country it is 
believed by the people that Mr. Coxey has been treated with 
unnecessary severity. It is said he has not been so treated. I 
donot express an opinion as to his treatment. Let a committee 
of conservative Senators take the question and examine into it 
and report, and the people will be satisfied. 

If you pigeonhole the pending resolution, if you refer it to a 
committee or decline to pee it, if you decline to inquire into 
the matter, the people will believe itis because we are afraid to 
do it. You increase the discontent; you increase the danger 
and the risk we are undergoing now. You multiply the people 
who are willing to come here.) I know it is not fashionable for 
a man to stand here and speak for the lowly and the distressed. 
I know that a man loses caste in the financial circles of the 
country when he does so. I know that because I have stood in 
the Senate for — insisting that the laboring people were 
after all God’s elect, I have lost caste in certain circles, and I 
am set down asacrank. Butiam not disturbed aboutit. My 
heart goes out to the man who labors. I do not care if he isa 
vagrant within the meaning of the law. I do not care if every 
one of these men is without a dollar and without the means of 
support and is liable to go to the workhouse under existing law. 
My sympathy goes out to them asit goes out to allthe oppressed 
everywhere; and I am in earnest and anxious that there shall 
be some legislation that shall change the condition, not with 
reference to these men alone, who are but a small percentage of 
the distressed people, but for all the poople of this country whe 
are in distress. 

Mr. President, there never has been an hour in American his- 
tory, in the great panics that preceded the panic of 1893, when 
there has been 80 much poverty, so much distress, so much dan- 
ger to the eae as there has beeninthelastyear. Itisgrow- 

ng worse and not better, and we have not put our hands toasiu- 
gle thing in this Congress that in my judgment is calculated to 
relieve the condition. Of course, I know that our friends on the 
other side of the Chamber are Pres themselves that when 
they shall have passed the tariff bill, and when, as they say, they 
have removed the burdens which are upon the people, prosper- 
ity willcome. Mr. President, it will not come. 6 outlook is 
not bright for the distressed; it is not bright for the American 
farmer and the American laborer, who compose nine-tenths of 
of the American people. If we can not do anything else, if we 
can not help them in any other way, we can at least show some 
rapeiby Woe them. I deny that Coxey represents the great 
mass of the people, but I insist that he represents asentiment of 
dissatisfaction and discontent which is very prevalent and very 
pa in this country. In my judgment it is the highest wis- 

om for us to take such steps aS shall show to these people that 
if we can not grant their request, we at least sympathize with 
them in their distress; and it would be better a thousand times 
to admit our inability to grapple with this question than that 
we shall appear to be stolid and unsympathetic to them in this 
hour of their trouble. 

J do not know myself absolutely that anything that we can do 
will bring prosper y to this country. Ido not know that any- 
thing that we can do alone will lighten the burden of these 
people. Iam of the opinion that we could accomplish it; but 
other people whose judgment is equally entitled to respect, and 
perhaps is better than mine, do not think wecan. We can not 
agree, Mr. President, first, as to the trouble, and secondly, as 
to the remedy; but we could agree, it seems to me to to 
these people, ‘‘ We will look into your condition; we will take 
yourcase intoconsideration; and if we can find any to grant 
you relief, we shall exercise our judgment and do our tase and 

you have been outraged, or your representatives ~ class, 
we will see to it that the remedy is applied in the only constitu- 
tional and proper way;” and that is by first getting the facts 
and then i ting govendingiy- 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, to my mind thesituation of 
the country presents a condition which demands careful and 
serious consideration. There has been no time in the history 
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of the United States when discontent was so general as now. 
The movement of the so-called Coxey’s army has developed a 
sentiment of unrest to a marvelous extent. Theyare now form- 
ing home guards of the Coxey army and marching in many 
States. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] told me yes- 
terday that a few _ ago 3,000 home — of the Coxey army 
were muneiiieg in the city of Portland, in his State. So the 
papers are full of it every morning, showing the universal dis- 
content, and they all attribute it to the same cause—hard times, 
want of employment. The evidence that such state of things 
exists is multiplying day by day. 

The Coxey army tramped for Ltetts of miles in a peaceable, 
orderly manner, which attracted the attention of the whole 
country. They came here poor, foot-sore, and hungry. They 
remained in line and — orders, not one of them moving 
from the line, a most sad spectacle, calculated to excite the 
sympathies of all who saw them. They marched up the avenue 
to the other side of the Capitol and there stood in line. Man 
Senators and Representatives stood on the steps of the Capitol. 
I was among the number. I dit not see what occurred further 
east at the end of the Capitol, but I saw Coxey coming up to the 
front and step upon the first steps of the east entrance of the 
Capitol, and I saw policemen meet him. There was a consulta- 
tion. I did not hear it, but they motioned to him in the usual 
way to move back. He moved back and went to his carriage. 
They put him in his carriage, the vehicle he came in, and he or- 
dered his men to march back, and without entering the Capitol 
grounds they marched back. 

That he committed nooffense against the law was apparent to 
every one who witnessed it. Hedesired to speak here. He had 
made es it is true, and it had been denied. He prob- 
ably ought to have known he would not be allowed to speak. 
He asked the policeman there to let him speak. They told him 
‘*No,” and he submitted to the law and went back. 

Now, he has been charged and convicted in the police court, 
of what? He has been charged and convicted of wearing a 
badge. The badge was notconspicuous. Isawhim very plainly, 
but I could not see the badge. Ihave inquired, and I learn that 
it is a little badge that they wear which is pinned to the coat or 
vest, about an inch and a half or two inches wide and two or 
three inches long. It is a little badge indicating the order that 
he belongs to, Coxey’s army, called the ‘‘ Armyof the Common- 
weal.” That is all the exhibition he made threatening thé 
peace of the country, so far as the badge goes. 

Then another charge was made bysome. He was charged with 
stepping on the = I have read the evidence right along. It 
was very conflicting. I think the charge was not sustained; but 
ennees it makes no difference whether it was. A multitude 

ad gathered who were curious to see what was occurring. 
They were ble citizens; but the ways were blocked up, 
and in coming here it is alleged that Coxey on over the cop- 
ing dividing the street or the sidewalk from the grounds. So 
he is convicted of wearing a badge and he is convicted of tramp- 
ing upon the grass. 

Now, I undertake to say that conviction was for no substantial 
offense. If the assembling of these masses of people and march- 
ing in the streets is a crime, then there ought to be some law to 
punish it. We had understood that it was not a crime; that 
ens had the right to doit; butcertainly, whether they have 
aright or not, the law authorizes them to do so, and it is well 
understood that they have this right. 

Mr. ALLEN. With the Senator’s permission I should like to 
call his attention to a fact which is of record, that before and 
after Coxey came upon the Capitol grounds the grass, turf, and 
shrubs were run over by thousands of people, and not a single 
prosecution has been n against them. 

Mr. STEWART. t is wellsaid. Isaw that myself. I 
saw perhaps thousands of people on the grass. I saw these 
points that stick out and obstruct the way filled with the multi- 
tude, as they usually are on gatherings of this kind. Whenever 
a President is eet or there is any other proceeding at 
the east front of the Capitol, the grounds are filled and the 

ints, which are grass points and obstruct the way, are covered. 

he whole front here is covered with people on such occasions, 
as was the caso on the Ist of May. Mr. Coxey did not go on the 
grass for the og em of trampling down the , and if he 
uae over it it was for the of getting through the 
multitude to go to the front of the Capitol. That was all. I 


=— whether he did, but whether he did or not it was no of- 
ense. - 

There can be no offense unless there is an intention to violate 
law. There could be no intention on his part to violate any law 
in making his way to the front of the Capitol, for he had no in- 
tention of viola law when he reached there. 

There can be no law that would prevent different orders from 
wearing badges. That was not intended. We see societies 
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coming here every day and the men and women belonging to 
every society that visit the Capitol wear badges. We do notsee 
a society of any kind make an excursion to the Capitol but that 
they have some distinguishing badge. There was nothing in 
that. 

Now, here is a man convicted of those things in a court of jus- 
tice ina case that hus attracted universal attention. All the 
people of the United States know that Mr. Coxey was convicted 
when he had committed no offense; that he was convicted under 
a pretense that he had committed an offense when he had not 
done so. 

Now let me speak of the police court. What is the duty of 
the police judge? Itis to preserve order and preserve the peace 
about these grounds. If persons step on the grass policemen 
are about here to notify them to keep off, and theydo so. There 
is no trouble about it. They go upon it every day curious to see 
some particular shrub or something else. Gentlemen and la- 
dies who are strangers step on the grass. Go out here, and in 
half an hour you can see that done. Any stranger coming into 
town not knowing the regulations will step upon the grass from 
curiosity. When they are notified tokeepoff they doso. When 
Mr. Coxey was notified that he could not speak on the steps of 
the Capitol, that he must pass on, he did so. 

Now, in case a person should come here and step upon the 
grass willfully, and when notified that he should keep off he did 
not do so, and continued to trample upon the grass, it would be 
the duty of a policeman to arrest him. Do you suppose it was 
the duty of a policeman to arrest any stranger visiting here who 
accidentally stepped upon one of these grassplots? That would 
be a most ridiculous claim. 

Now, itis the duty of this police judge to dismiss trivial charges. 
He is doing it by the fifty or one hundred every morning, and it 
is the ordinary course when a charge of that kind has been 
brought up. In this case, with that little badge on his lapel and 
having accidentally stepped over the coping on the grass, if the 
case had been brought up before him under any other circum- 
stances it would have been immediately dismissed. The thou 
sands who went upon-the ‘grass that day were not prosecuted, 
thus showing that it was not an offense of which the court took 
cognizance. 

No, it will be construed by the whole country that this was 
an attempt to punish the movement by construing a harmless 
act into an offense. That will noi do. 
justice in this country. [donot think a more disgraceful ex- 

ibition of petty tyranny has ever been exhibited than the prose- 
cution of Mr. Coxey. The others I did not see. I saw what he 
did with myown eyes. Isawhimcome andI saw him go. The 
crowd was so thick when he passed the point where the grass 

lot extended out that I could not tell whether he passed over 
it or not, and the witnesses differas to thatpoint. Buthe came 

uietly and went away quietly. That was perfectly obvious to 
the thousands who saw him. And he was convicted in the na- 
tional capital for an offense that he did not commit. That is 
certain, and that will be the verdict of the American people. It 
looks like an attempt to punish a great movement by commit- 
ting a judicial outrage. tt we expect to governa free people by 
law we must let them know and feel that the laws are just. The 
laws when justly administered are omnipotent, because all the 
people say they shall be thus administered. 

Public opinion mente the administration of law and supports 
the strong arm of Government, and nothing else, and when thus 
administered according to the common sense of mankind, when 
justice is administered, all the American people sayamen. But 
to exhibit here a conviction for no offense, or if an offense tech- 
nically one so petty that it would be in any other place dismissed 
by the police magistrate without a word, the fact that they 
could get a jury in the national capital and a judge to perform 
such a service is a blow at the foundation of law and order. I 
— it will not be repeated. 

he fact that Coxey came here under these circumstances is 
tobedeplored. The fact that there isasentiment in the country 
that approves it and that thousands of home-guard Coxeyites 
are marching in the streets is a circumstance that we are bound 
to consider. Butshall that discontent be punished by an illegal 
and absurd judgment for wearing a little badge on his coat or 
accidentally stepping over the coping on the grass, when thou- 
sands were doing the same thing, when policemen were riding 
over it with their horses, beating citizens over the head? Why 
should this man be selected out and convicted? Was he con- 
victed for stepping over the grass? No. Was he convicted for 
wearing a tedee on hiscoat? No. He was convicted under a 
supposed and a false assumption that such a conviction would 
check the movement which comes up from discontent every- 
where. Does anybody suppose that injustice and wrong will not 
eggtavate the discontent and create heartburnings throughout 
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To make a martyr of Coxey, however misguided he may be, is 
a dangerous experiment, and I think the resolution well timed 
that we should here and now stop and inquire into all the cir- 
cumstances and show the country that Congress at least will 
not approve of injustice. Congress needed no protection of this 
kind. We do not need a police court to protect Congress, but 
now it goes out to the world that Congress is protected by con- 
victing a man of doing things that everybody does and that 
everybody who was here did on that day. For the sake of sat- 
isfying the country that we have some sympathy with those in 
distress, whether we can remedy it or not, it is our duty seri- 
ously to consider this matter and report the facts fully, so that 
everybody may know that we do not sympathize with prostitut- 
ing the laws of our country for any purpose. 

{ am heartily in favor of the resolution. I believe it will do 
good. I believe that it will have a tendency, if we make a fair 
report on it, to prevent others from coming to Washington. 
But if this is the center of injustice and wrong, if we have no 
sympathy with the sufferings of masses, if that conviction is al- 


lowed to settle down in the minds of the people in consequence 
of such a conviction, others will come and trouble may arise. 
It willmot do to make the people believe, and furnish them evi- 


dence to believe, that we have no respect for law except to use 
it for improper purposes. Consequently I hope this resolution 
will pass unanimously. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Nevada yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator says he hopes this resolution will 
pass unanimously? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. FRYE. Now, there are a great many here who are will- 
ing to vote for the resolution, and will probably do so; but such 
aspeech as the Senator has made and is making is certainly 
causing it to be very hard work for some of us to vote for the 
resolution. 

Mr. STEWART. I can not help it. I make this speech 
honestly, I make it fairly. I say convicting this man for an 
offense which he did not commit, under a technical construc- 
tion of the law which nobody else would be prosecuted for, has 
created a feeling in this country which can only be allayed bya 
fair investigation and @ report of tho fact. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. STEWART. Iam through. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. HOAR. I desire tosay about one sentence only, if the 
Senator from Tennessee will pardon me. I rose to ask a ques- 
tion of the Senator from Nevada. I do not propose to go into 
any speech. 

Mr. PALMER. I desire to—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts for 
a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee 
yields to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not want to enter into this 
debate. I think ita very unprofitable one. I think the people 
of this country, workmen out of employ, the representatives of 
the industries out of employ, understand this question and un- 
derstand what this army means, and that an attempt to appeal 
to public prejudice, such as we have heard, will fall flat. 

But [ think it ought to be said, as the matter has been alluded 
to here, that this man came to Washington with a full knowl- 
edge that Congress had passed a law for the regulation of the 
grounds about the Capitol where we sit, and he declared that he 
had made up his mind that that law was not valid and he would 
not obey it, and gave notice beforehand (the notice was in all 
the papers of the country) that he did not propose to obey that 
law. Thereupon he came tothe Capitol grounds and proceeded 
to disobey the law, in the first place by trampling on the grass, 
and in the second place by an attempt to make a speech from 
the Capitol steps, both of which acts were in violation of the 
law. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Seaator allow me? 

Mr. HOAR. Let me make the point, and then I will yield to 
the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts declines to yield. 

Mr. HOAR. Both of those acts were in violation of the law. 
He was stopped before he had delivered his speech by being ar- 
rested, but he had gone far enough to show his purpose, and 
Now, it would 
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be, if Coxey uttered it—I do not understand that he has—a poor 
whirc for him to turn around and say “I only did a little thing 
that you pass over when people do it accidentally or carelessly, 
nnd you are punishing me for that.” 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HOAR. No; not untill have made the point, and then I 
will. I am going to finish this point. 

Mr. STEWART. I want to correct the Senator's point. 

Mr. HOAR. I say that would be a very poor thing. He 
wanted to test our power in the courts. He said he came here 
for that purpose. And when he got into court, and both court 
and jury were against him, then is he to turn around and 
say it wasa little thing? Jchn Hampden’s refusal to pay the 
ship money wasalittlething. Thereishistoricevidence that all 
over England, by accident, or by misunderstanding, or by delay, 
men did not pay the shipmoney. I was looking into the history 
of anancestor of my honorable friend from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN 
in an English county when I was there year before last, and 
found that that same thing had happened to him. But when 





John Hampden made his point and the court decided against 


him he did not get up and whine and say, ‘‘ Well, you have pun- 
ished me for not paying a matter of £5 when you ict other men 
off.” He was testing thelaw. Now, Coxey came here and tested 
the law, and the complaint that he was held to answer when 
other people were not does not come from him as far as I know. 
I do not think he makes any complaint. 

Mr.STEWART. He wasnotconvicted of attempting tospeak. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that. 
ann STEWART. He was not convicted of anything of that 

nd. 

Mr. HOAR. Because he was stopped. But he was convicted 
of a refusal to obey the law. 

Mr. STEWART. In what respect? 

Mr. HOAR. A law which we have made in regard to the 
Capitol grounds, whether the conviction is under one part of the 
law or another. He trampled on the grass, which would be a 
trifle in itself, in the assertion of his right to disobey the entire 


Ww. 

Mr. President, while I am up, if the Senator from Tennessee 
will pardon me one moment more, I did not intend to say it 
when I rose, but I want to make one further remark. The Con- 
stitution of the United States, the whole provision of the Con- 
stitution and the laws which are passed under it, prevent the 
exercise of the ordinary political right of assembling in large 
numbers to urge political measures which the people have at 
heart by clamorous assemblies at the doors of ressy This 
10 miles aguas was ceded by the two States to the United States 
in order that the Government might be removed from great 
cities and their consequent great assemblages. Congress was 
compelled to adjourn within a few years before the Constitution 
from the city of Philadelphia because of an assemblage at tlie 
doors of Congress. It was a just grievance; it was the failure 
to pay the soldiery that caused that assemblage. The States, 
however, and not Congress were to blame for it. But Con- 
gress left Philadelphia in haste because of such an assem . 

These men may be, and probably most of them are, all the 
Senator from Colorado or the Senator from Nevada says of them. 
But every assemblage of hundreds and thousands of men makes 
a cover for one man or two men who may be criminal or who 
muy be fanatical. There has been an attempt within ten years 
to blow up the chamber of the House of Commons. There has 
been an attempt within two years to blow up the chamber where 
the French Assembly sits. Two Presidents of the United States 
have been murdored, one of them in a crowd ata depot and the 
other in a crowd at a theater, by aes and fanatical per- 
fons to whom those peaceable assemblies afforded the cover and 
the chance of “he: 

Theold English Jaw of riot (andI suppose it is the law of every 
State in the Union) is that when the magistrate reads the riot 
act everybody must go home. You maybe therein the exercise 
of your peaceable right to walk the streets. It isthe king's 
highway. It is the people's hway with us. You may 
there for the very purpose of helping to prevent violence, and 
of aiding the tuted authorities to - it down, but when 
the magistrate makes that proclamation if you do not go home 
= are liable to be convicted and punished as a rioter yourself. 

hy is it? It is because your peaceable presence is the shield 
and shelter for the man whose presence is not peaceable, and 
that is the whole of it. : 

Now, I should disgrace my own character if I thought it was 

for me toaffirm that I sympathize with the public dis- 
tress as deeply as any other Senator on this floor. I 
with ita great deal more than do the Senators who seem 
of it an instrument for their own political purposes or their own 
reckless political ambitions. [Applause in the galleries.] 

The P IDING OFFI 
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Mr. HOAR. And I will sympathize with it. The true way 
to remedy it—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts will suspead fora moment. The Chair notifies the occu- 
pants of the galleries that under the rules of the Senate they 
are not allowed to show their sentiments either by a or 
dissent; and if manifestations occur again the Chair will be 
under the necessityof ordering the galleries tobe cleared. The 
Senator from Massachusetts will proceed. 

Mr. HOAR. The true way to remedy it is for the majority 
of the duly chosen representatives of the people and of the States 
in this and the other House to work out these great problems 
deliberately, carefully, and as best they may. If free trade, as 
some of you honest] believe, be the remedy, apply it. If pro- 
tection, as I honestly believe, be the remedy, apply it. If free 
co. e of silver alone, as some of you believe, be the remedy, 
apply t, andiffree coinage of silver, in concert with other nations, 
as I honestly believe, be a part of the remedy, apply that. But 
the one thing we will not do is to lay down our constitutional 
functions and be clamored out of our character as American 
legislators by any mob spirit, whether it finds its utterance from 
Coxey’s car or from the seat of the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. HARRIS (Mr. FAULKNER. in the chair). Mr. President, 
I have no sympathy with the proposition to raise a Senate com- 
mittee to investigate the absurdities of the Coxey movement. 
I have less sympathy with the suggestion of the Senator from 
Nevada, who proposes to raise a Senate committee to which an 
appeal may be from the judicial department of the District 
government. Both propositions are in my judgment absurd and 
unworthy of serious consideration. 

I have had avery deep and lively sympathy with the mis- 
— and misled men whom Coxey brought here. My un- 

erstanding is they are innocent and peaceful people, deluded 
and misguided. I have nosympathy whatever with the leaders 
who inspired and produced and keep up the organization, and 
who led them here upon such a wild-goose and absurd errand. 

I had been earnestly and seriously opposed to the raising of 
any Senate committee to cognizance of or to investigate 
this matter in any way whatever until this —— but when 
a Senator usually if not always extremely careful in the state- 
ments he makes on the floor, makes such a statement ay the 
Senator from Colorado made this morning, charging the police 
force of this District with violence and with outrageous conduct 
towards Coxey or his followers, charging them with illegal 
and improper conduct, I think that if the Senator has been in- 
formed in a way that challenges his confidence of facts such as 
these the Senate ought to know it; and if they have been mis- 
represented and slandered by statements such as these they are 
entitled to vindication. 

For that reason, and that reason only, I shall from this time 
on favor the raising of a committee to investigate the conduct of 
the police in respect to this matter. But, Mr. President, being 
tolerably intimately acquainted with the authorities of the Dis- 
trict of Cokemiie, having had a good deal to do with them for 
the last seventeen or eighteen years, being in almost constant 
intercourse with them now day by day, I beg to say to the Sen- 
eCopitnk have not —— “4 a single act of a ere - of 
a policeman t, in my opinion, was either illegal or 
improper. Inasmuch, however, as the Senator from Colorado 
has stated to the Senate that such information comes to him 
through sources that he is bound to credit, for that reason, and 
that reason only, I shall vote to raise a committee. I do not 
mean that I am going to vote for the pending resolution in its 
present exact form, but I am in favor of & committee to 
investigate the conduct of the police. If they have been guilty 
of ill and improper conduct, let the Senate be informed of 
it; if they have not been guilty of such conduct and such 
charges as are being made, and made upon such high authority 
as made here this morning, they are entitled to vindication, and 
I am in favor of vindicating them. 


That is all I desire to say, Mr. eo" 
Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I at present simply to 
offer an amendment to the resolution. 


Senator from Illinois that there is an amendment already pend- 


which has not been acted 
PALMER. Tenaaeiael the.ciechimanh to be accepted 
by the Senator from Nebraska. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to which the 
Chair refers is the amendment submitted by the Senator from 


eos. 
Mr. P. I was not aware of that. I will state for the 
of Soe See say Ceipenticn to strike out 


: 


the is 
the first three lines of the resol for the 
ment of a special committee, and directing the, Commitee on 
the Jadiciary of this body to perform the duty proposed to be 
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assigned to a special committee. I do not propose to speak on 
the subject now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 
adoption of the amendment submitted by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Hoar], which will be stated. : 

The SECRETARY. In line 2, after the word ‘‘Senate,” it is 
proposed to strike out ‘‘no more than two of whom shall belong 
to the same political party.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ment. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, before the resolution is adopted, 
I wish to say only a single word in regard to the presentation 
of this subject in the Senate of the United States. 

I have never seen since this movement commenced nor since it 
bas been agitated in the press and spoken of on the floor of the Sen- 
si anything that warranted me in believing that there was the 
8 


The question is on the amend- 


ghtest necessity that any notice whatever should be taken by 

is body of Mr. Coxey or of those who have been deceived into 
following him. 

I believe it has been already stated—although I came into the 
Chamber quite late; but I am told it was said by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR}—that Mr. Coxey came here ad- 
vertising his intention to defy a law of the United States. 

Mr. PEFFER. “Will the Senator from Delaware permit me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware 
io lease suspend. The hour of lo’clock having arrived, it is 

e duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished 
business, the title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H.R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to 
provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

Mr. STEWART. I hope that the resolution which has been 
pending may retain its place. 

Mr. HARRIS. There is no telling when the debate on the 
resolution will end, and I shall yield for nothing. 

Mr. STEWART. I want no debate. I sayI hope that the 
resolution may retain its place to be considered to-morrow 
morning. 

Mr. HARRIS. Regular order, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business is now 
before the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOwLeEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills and joint resolution: in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 2015) granting to the Columbia Irrigation Com- 
pany aright of way through the Yakima Indian Reservation, 

n Washington; 

A bill (H. R. 5645) authorizing the construction of a bridge 
over the Mississippi River to the city of St. Louis, in the State 
of Missouri, from some suitable point between the north line of 
St. Clair County, Ill., and the southwest line of said county; 

A bill (H. R. 5901) to reimburse E. H. Nebeker, late Treasurer 
of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 6234) for the establishment of a fog signal at Su- 
perior Pierhead light station, Superior, Wis.; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 121) authorizing proper officers of 
the Treasury Department to examine and certifyclaims in favor 
of certain counties in Arizona. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


ha SCHEDULE A.—CHEMICALS, OILS, AND PAINTS. 
clas: 

Mr. GALLINGER. Before the reading proceeds further, I 
wish to state that on the 12th day of March last I gave notice of 
an intended amendment to the pending bill, which I shall now 
offer, to come in the soaker he of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from New Hampshire wiil be stated. 

The Secretary read the amendment, which was on page |, line 
7, after the word “ contained,” to insert: 


Except that this act shall become operative, sofar as it concerns importa- 
tions from the Dominion of Canada, only by a proclamation of the President 
Of the United States. The said proclamation shall be issued under the fol- 
lowing conditions: When it is duly certified to the President of the United 
Saates Maas the Government of the Dominion of Canada has a de- 


with a 
and manufactures of the nited States 
designated 
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tures of the two countries. If the result of the deliberations of the joins 
commission shall be an agreement and a report, satisfactory to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, that by a material reduction of the daties or by the 
putting upon the free list of the Canadian tariff a list of manufactures and 
products of the United States which, in his opinion, will afford an equal ad- 
vantage to the United States as the operation of this bill will afford to 
Canada, and the Secretary of the Treasury shail so report to the President, 
the President, on being notified by the Canadian Government that these 
recommendations will be presented to the Parliament of Canada for enact- 
ment, shall then issue his proclamation making this act operative, as re- 
gards the Dominion of Canada, immediately upon the enactment into law 
—— Canadian Parliament of the recommendations of said joint commis- 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, in support of the amend- 
ment which has just been read, I shall occupy the attention of 
the Senate for a few moments only. 

In the first place, I will observe that the proposed amendment 
contemplates neither the doctrine of retaliation nor the principle 
of reprisal. It simply offers to Canada an opportunity to enter 
into a reciprocal business arrangement with the United States, 
whereby the products and manufactures of the two countries 
may be exchanged upon terms of equity, the details to be agreed 
upon by a commission appointed jointly by the two govern- 
ments for that purpose. 

Mr. President, I can see no good reason why the American 
markets should be still further opened to Canadian lumber, lime, 
agricultural products, and manufactured goods, while Canada re- 
tains a high tariff rate against the products of American farms 
and American mills. ; 

A reduction of duties on imports into the United States from 
the Dominion of Canada simply means that our neighbors to the 
north will be built up in population and wealth at the expense 
of this country. I see no reason for this, and trust that the Sen- 
ate may be impressed with the propriety and wisdom of the 
amendment which I have offered. 

I have conferred with no Senator on either side of the Chamber 
concerning this amendment, and hence do not know how even 
my Republican colleagues may view it. For myself, I most 
thoroughly believe in it, and with these few words will submit 
the amendment to the judgment and the votes of the Senate. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Lask the Senator from New Hampshire if he 
contemplates asking for a vote upon that amendment at this 
time? 

Mr.GALLINGER. I will say that that is my purpose, unless 
it is desirable to have the vote delayed. 

Mr. HIGGINS. There was something said in the debate yes- 
terday that amendments other than those offered by the Com- 
mittee on Finance should be postponed until a later day and be 
voted on subsequently to those offered by the committee. I 
trust the Senator from New Hampshire will be willing to allow 
this particular amendment to go over to a later stage of this de- 
bate. I should be glad of an opportunity of saying something 
to the Senate upon the general question involved in the amend- 
ment. I should be very sorry indeed if the Senate should take 
any action upon it, except after the fullest discussion shall be 
indulged in upon this particular subject. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I believe it has been agreed that it would 
be in order for any Senator from the floor to offer an amend- 
ment to any pending proposition offered by the committee, and 
hence the amendment, I think, is in order at the present time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire is in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator from Delaware 
that it would be very agreeable to me to comply with his re- 
quest, for the reason that I had myself intended to speak more 
at length upon the amendment; but, supposing that the proper 
place to offer it would be in the first paragraph, I submitted 
the amendment. It would be very agreeable to me if the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee would consent to let the amendment be laid 
over, to be taken up at some future time in connection with the 
first paragraph. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator can undoubtedly offer the amend- 
ment at any time and at any partof the proceedings. He is not 
confined to any particular portion of the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly not. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator can withdraw the amendment now 
and offer it in the future without any agreement. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suppose that to be true, Mr. President; 
but I had the impression—I may not be well informed as to the 
rule of the Senate—that after we had passed over this portion 
of the bill it would not be in order to recur to it for the purpose 
of offering amendments. 

Mr. HALE. No; the amendmentwill be in order inanumber 
of places in the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is true. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will suggest that the relations between the 
United States and Canada must necessarily come up a great 
many times in the diseussion of this bill and must be considered 
at length, as it is one of the most important features of the bill. 
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I will suggest to the Senator, therefore, that he withdraw his 
amendment now, and at some time in the future it can be offered 
in connection with other amendments having the same object 
the Senator has in view. 

Mr. GALLINGER. As that seems to be the desire on the 
part of several Senators, if there be no objection, I shall with- 
draw the amendment for the present. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Senator from New Hampshire is withdrawn. 
will proceed with the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

SCHEDULE A.-—-CHEMICALS, OILS, AND PAINTS. 


The amendment offered by the 
The Secretary 


Acids : 

1. Acetic or pyroligneous acid, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to offer to that paragraph an amend- 
ment, striking out all after the word ‘‘ acids,” in line 11, and in- 
serting what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘acids,” in line 11, itis 
proposed to strike out— 

Acetic or pyroligneous acid, 20 per cent ad valorem— 
and insert— 

1. Acetic or pyroligneous acid, not exceeding the specific gravity of 1.047, 
1} cents per pound; exceeding the specific gravity of 1.047, 4cents per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON, The amendment I offer is the existing law 
respecting this acid. I noticed in theamendments submitted by 
the Senatorfrom Arkansas[Mr. JONES] the otherday, thatagreat 
many amendments had been proposed y him, I suppose with the 
assentof the majority of the committee, looking to a modification 
of this schedule as originally reported from the Committee on Fi- 
nance. If Senators will take the bill, which is found on our 
tables in red binding, they will see that for the first portion of 
the amendment which I propose, the ad valorem for a series of 
years was, in 1890, 7.69 per cent; in 1891, 8.20 per cent; in 1892, 
8.93 per cent, and in 1893, 13.19 per cent. So that as tothe first 

rtion of the amendment which is intended to include what is 

nown as commercial acetic acid, the rate of duty proposed in 
the bill is an increase from 8 to 12 per cent taking the years 
which I havenamed. I submit to the Senators who have charge 
of the bill that this increase is not necessary. 

As to the second clause in the amendment which I offer, it 
will be seen that the ad valorem is much larger, although the 
ad valorem for 1898, as it appears from these tables, is only 22.36 

r cent. 

Perhe history of this first paragraph, I think, may be an instruc- 
tive and useful one. It has been said many times in this Cham- 
ber and elsewhere that the McKinley act (so called) was an act 
largely increasing rates of duty and putting upon the consumers 
of our country unjust burdens. Whatevermay be said of that 
law—and I do not intend to discuss that feature of it—it can not 
be said that its chemical schedule in any sense is obnoxious to 
that charge. I undertake to say that this chemical schedule, as 
aifects the ad valorems in it, is the lowest of all the schedules 
on except lumber and one or two minor schedules in the 
ili. 


The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] in his opening ob- 
servations arrayed these schedules and showed a reduction as to 
them. It will be noted, of course, as to the importations under 
this schedule, that they are largely items in which alcohol en- 
tersas an elementof production; and if that element be excluded 
I repeat that this is one of the lowest schedules in the whole list 
in the law as it now exists... 

This chemical industry of ours is an industry of comparativel 
recent growth. In 1890, as shown by the census, we produced 
in this country under this scbedule an amount of product equal 
to $176,000,000 in round numbers. Weimported in addition $60,- 
000,000 worth, of which $45,000,000 worth was the crude. 

As to this particular item, it has been reduced from time to 
time at a of the tariff. I was wonderfully struck, 
as I turned to it this morning, to find that the duty under the 
act of 1872, which was the last act upon this article, on the first 
item was 5 cents a pound, and on thesecond classification 30 cents 
& pound; the duty prior to thattime having been 80 centsa pound 
and 25 cents a pound, runnin, alone through the entire period 
of the war, In other words, in 1864 there was put upon acetic 
acid having a specific gravity of 1.040 or less, 25 centsa pound; 
uponacetic acid having a specific gravity exceeding 1.040, a dut; 

80 centsa pound. Under that duty, which continued un 
1870, the industry grew up in this country. In 1872 the ae 
was reduced see the first paragraph to 5 cents a pound, 
upon thesecond to 30 cents a pound. In 1883 a further reduction 
was made, so that commercial acetic acid was placed at the rate 
of 2 cents a pound, and refined acetic acid at the rate of 10 cents 


@ pound. 
en we reach the period of 1888, when my good friend, the 


Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], who sits here and gives us 


from day to day the benefit of his experience and observation 
and knowledge upon this subject, revised the tariff of 1883. In 
doing so, he left commercial acetic acid at 2 centsa pound, and re- 
duced acetic acid above that having a specific gravity exceed- 
ing 1.047 to5centsapound. That bill, as will be remembered, 
was brought into this Chamber and subjected to an examination 
by the Committee on Finance, and I remember, as other Sena- 
tors, especially the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], 
will undoubtedly remember well, the examination we gave to 
the chemical schedule. 

We summoned a great many witnesses, experts in the chem- 
ical industries, and we were led then to believe that 44 cents a 
pons, if I remember rightly, was a sufficient duty for the 

igher class of aceticacidin the second paragraph, being acetic 
acid ‘having a specific gravity of 1.047 or more. We reported 
that to the Senate, and then it was reduced to 4 cents, reducing 
the first item to 1} cents where the Senator from Texas had 
provided 2centsand 5cents. That was in 1888, when the Senate 
revised the bill known as the Mills bills, which came from the 
House of Representatives, That rate passed this body and was 
returned to the House of Representatives, where the bill was 
lost in the maze and mystery of a committee there. 

In 1890 the House of Representatives again revised the tariff, 
or undertook to revise it, and in that revision they adopted sub- 
stantially the schedule which the Senate Committee on Finance 
had proposed in 1888, and substantially what the Senate had 
agreed to in 1888; in other words, the House committee and 
the House of Representatives accepted as to the chemical sched- 
ule the work of the Senate Committee on Finance and of the 
Senate itself. 

I submit, Mr. President, that inasmuch as we are changin 
these schedules so as to give the chemical industry about 25 me 
cent ad valorem in our country, and as that seems to be a rea- 
sonable revenue duty also as to the amount of revenue to be 
raised from a tariff, so that those whose consciences are checked 
in any way by the idea that we should not havea duty except for 
revenue will not be disturbed by allowing a revenue of 25 per 
cent upon these articles. That is the rule practically adopted 
in the chemical schedule. 

But there is another rule, which I think is equally important, 
which has been adopted, and that is that wherever it is practi- 
cable as respects these chemicais, it is wise and prudent for us 
to adopt specific duties, whatever may be our contention as to 
other schedules; and the Senator from Texas, seeing the wisdom 
of this rule as to the chemical schedule, in his own revision of 
that schedule, followed the idea of specificrates. Although yes- 
terday he reiterated his general views respecting ad valorems, 
I doubt not that now he will see the propriety as to the chem- 
ical schedule of adopting specific rates where it is practicable to 
doso. I do nét say “always,” because it is not always practica- 


ble. 

Mr. MILLS. Will my friend allow me to say to him that he 
is doing me too much honor. I am not responsible for the spe- 
cific rates in the Mills bill to which he refers, or in any other 
bill. My friend knows very well, for he has helped to make 
tariff bills, that no one man ever made a tariff bill for a legisla- 
tive body. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course I am not holding the Senator from 
Texas responsible for every item in any sense, as I do not hold 
any Senator on that side of the Chamber now responsible for any 
item in the bill; but I was merely calling attention to the fact 
as to the chemical clause, that unless we desire to hire some 
great building in New York City and establish a chemical labor- 
atory, with a great many experts, it is wise in making this 
schedule to hold as far as we can to specific rates. 

Mr. MANDERSON., I should like to ask the Senator—I did 
not understand the statement made by him—whether he made 
the statement that $175,000,000 worth of this particular product 
had been produced in this country. 

Mr. A ON. Oh, no. 

Mr. MANDERSON. But of all the chemical products? Can 
the Senator give the amount produced of this particular acid? 

Mr. ALLISON. I am told—of course it is an estimate—by 
those who are familiar with the subject, that in 1892—the statis- 
tics of the last year not being ready—there were 15,000,000 pounds 
of this article produced in the United States, It is a great in- 
dustry of the United States, arising from the distillation of wood 
alcohol, from the production of charcoal, and kindred industries, 
of:which acetic acid in its impure state is a biproduct. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It is an industry which has grown up 
entirely since the system of protection has been in operation. 

Mr. In addition to that, let all the figures go to- 
gether. There isa little low revenue duty between 13 and 20 
= cent, and there was $873 worth imported into the United 

tates in 1808, paying a duty of $174.60. 

Mr. MAND. . One other suggestion I should like to 
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make. I see by the report that this product fell from the year 
1870, taking the unit of value, from $1.82 to 11 cents in the year 
1893, where the specific gravity was less than 1.047; and that it 
fell, where it was over that specific gravity, from $8 in 1874 to 
18 cents in 1893. Can the Senator »xplain that marvelous re- 
duction in price to the consumer? W y has it fallen? 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no doubt of the fact that that great 
reduction has come from the circumstance that we have devel- 
oped this industry in the United States. Iam glad the Senator 
has called my attention to the unit of value thereof llcents. I 
am told that the unitof value of commercial acetic acid so called, 
the impure acid, does not exceed now from 2 to3 cents a pound, 
and the pure acetic acid, or the acid which has a specific grav- 
ity test exceeding 1.047, has been reduced recently to about 16 
cents a pound, as against the statistics which the Senator illus- 
trates so well. 

I am obliged to the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs] for call- 
ing my attention to the fact of the small revenue which is de- 
rived from this article. It is a small revenue, butit is by means 
of these small revenues, [ submit to my honorable friend, that 
we gather up thess duties. It is for that reason that he re- 
tained this articles in his revision of 1888; it is for that reason 
that the House of Representatives in this bill retained this ar- 
ticle with an ad valorem duty; and it is for the same reason, I 
take it, that our friends now in their final adjustment of these 
schedules and rates retain this provision in the bill. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to ask if he knows of 
any reason why this acid should not be put upon the specific 
basis, as are others which follow, and which in the last amend- 
ments reported are covered by specific duties? Will the Sena- 
tor explain if there is any reason why all the rest have been 
made specific? Whatreason is there in the realm of conjecture 
why this first item was not inserted with specific duties? I can 
not see myself. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suppose it is an omission. I know how 
difficult it is, for I have had some experience in the preparation 
of these tariff bills, and I know sometimes how impatient Sena- 
tors ara to get hold of these revisions and these new amend- 
ments, and how men sit up nights with experts, and work some- 
times on days when they do not ordinarily work, in order to 
hurry the amendments into the Senate, so that we may proceed 
rapidly with a bill. Therefore, I suppose that it was an omis- 
sion. 

There is not an item in this schedule that needs a specific 
duty so much, I think, as this, because if it isan ad valorem 
duty, of course on each importation it will be necessary to test 
the specific gravity, for that isthe test of purity as to acetic acid. 
Suppose it has a specific gravity of 1.025, then it is less in value 
than if it has a specific gravity of 1.047 or 1.040. Under the old 
law the dividing line was put at 1.041, for the reason that 1.041 
was supposed to test the line between refined acetic acid and the 
acetic acid of commerce. Now it is imported, as I understand, 
in barrels in liquid form. If we have this dividing line of 1.047, 
all the appraiser or customs officer will be required. to do will 
be to insert his instrument of measurement to find the specific 
gravity of the article, and if itis below 1.047 it will pay one rate 
of duty, and if above that it is pure and will pay another rate; 
while, on the other hand, if you subjectit wholly to an ad valo- 
rem, every package and every barrel must be tested as to its 
specific gravity with a view to ascertaining its value. 

I submit that that is a process which, whilst it might be use- 
ful in some respects, and whilst it might be more equitable, as 
suggested by the Senator from Texas, yet it is a process which 
the Government of the United States can not afford to enter 
into for the purpose of ascertaining the value of anarticle which 
has sosmall an importation, and where it canso easily be divided 
as between commercial acetic acid and that used in medicine. 
That is a proposition which has stood the test now of more than 
twenty years, and if there has been a human being who has at 
a J time found fault with this adjustment, I have never been 
able to discover that person. It may be that some one who de- 
sires to get in acetic acid having high specific gravity at a low 
rate will prefer the new adjustment, but it seems to me that 
having now as to the chemical schedule entered upon the gen- 
eral idea of specific duties, we ought here to adopt that same 
rule. I make the suggestion in a kindly spirit. have made 
the motion. Ido not intend to interfere in the consideration of 
the bill. It is a matter of no great moment, as the Senatorfrom 
Texas has very well said, because it is probable that very little 
of this article will be imported under any circumstances. 

Mr. MILLS. Idesire to submit a few observations on the 
chemical schedule, and may as well do so at the beginning as at 
any other time. 

e very first article presented in this schedule is that of 
pyroligneous acid, with a Reo duty of 20 per cent, or $20 
on $100 worth. I find by looking at the imports, as I stated 
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a while ago, that something over $800 worth of the entire con- 
sumption in the United States is imported at that low rate. 
That means, Mr. President, that we are excelling all other peo- 
ples in the production of this acid, and only this small amount 
comes in at some locality where perh4ps the question of freight 
determines its admission. 

This article ought to go on the free list, and it ought to go on 
the free list because the revenue derived from it is insignificant. 
It was a principle laid down by Mr. Walker, one of the ablest 
men who ever sat in the chair of Secretary of the Treasury of 
the United States, that when you have a low duty on an article 
and you find a very insignificant importation, the Government 
ought not to trouble itself about its revenue, but the article 
ought to be swept into the free list. 

The duty of 20 per cent on this article is intended simply to 
be a protective duty for somebody; its revenue is worthless, and 
it is not even of any consequence as a matter of protection. It 
it as insignificant in that respect as it is as a matter of revenue 
to the Government. 

Passing from this item, the next three or four articles in the 
chemical schedule are changed from ad valorem to specific du- 
ties. No Senator here, no person here, and no person in the 
United States can tell without looking at this comparative state- 
ment what amount of taxation the people of the United States 
are paying on these articles. You must refer to the compara- 
tive statement for that information; but the people of the United 
States do not have these comparative statements with them, and 
yet they have a right to know just the extent of the burden of 
taxation that is imposed by their representatives upon them. 
But it is concealed in this. . 

Taking the first item, we see here on the second page of the 
bill, boracic acid. We see by this bill the duty is $20 on $100 
worth, but the change proposed in the amendment is to strike 
out the $20 o0n the $100 worth and put in 2 cents per pound. 
Who knows anything about what the value is now? 

Mr. GRAY. Nobody. Whatis the equivalent ad valorem? 

Mr. MILLS. The equivalent ad valorem is 38 per cent, in- 
stead of 20 per cent. It is an increase of 18 per cent. 

When you take the next article, chromic acid, it is increased 
from 10 per cent ad valorem in the bill and aspecific duty is placed 
upon it, which increases the duty to the equivalent of 21 per 
cent. 

Take tannic acid; it is increased from the rate provided by 
the House of Representatives from 84.60 per cent to 181.28 per 
cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me, he must re- 
member that tannic acid—of course I do not wish to do him in- 
justice 

Mr. MILLS. Go ahead. 
ure. 

Mr. ALLISON. Tannic acid is manufactured by the use of 
alcohol as an essential, and either it will not be manufactured here 
at all and we will get no tax on alcohol, or else the duty must be 
increased. 

Mr. MILLS. Yes;it is manufactured by the use of alcohol, 
just as quinine is; and yet we have imported the finished prod- 
uct of quinine, when alcohol is a solvent in the manufacture of 

uinine, andwe import itfree. It was put on the free list, I be- 
lieve in, 1878, and nopolitical party has had the courage tostand 
before the people and propose to tax it, notwithstanding it is 
one of the highest finished articles of manufacture in the United 
States. The same amount of alcohol can go through perhaps 
many different processes of manufacture of these chemicals. 
See how insignificant this whole thing is with this enormous 
duty. The revenue from tannic acid is $505 as proposed by the 
bill as it came from the House of Representatives and $505 as 

roposed by the bill as reported by the Finance Committee. 

he duty under the present law is 75 cents a pound, and it is 
proposed to go back from 35 cents per pound in the bill as it 
came from the House to 75 cents a pound and restore this duty 
to 181.28 per cent, when only $505 comes into the Treasury of 
the United States from it. 

I am not going to repeat what I have said about specific du- 
ties. Everybody knows what my views are on that question. 

My friend has mentioned the fact that there were some spe- 
cificduties in the Millsbill. I want to say here, once for all, about 
that bill, that I worked for six months at home by myself to pre- 
pare a bill, and had it printed here for my own satisfaction, so as 
toenable me to proceed more easily with the work on the line of 
the Walker tariff, without a single specific rate of taxation in 
it, except on those articles the like of which bear an internal- 
revenue tax in the United States—whisky, perhaps. I do not 





I will hear the Senator with pleas- 


know that there was anything else except alcohol. When I got 
to work with my brethren on the bill I found it would not 
go, and [ had to abandon myad valorem tariff bill. The school- 


master had not been sufficiently around, and for a long enough 
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time, tu bring our people back to the Democratic principle of 
taxation naseuhien to value. Two of my friends, who sit near 
me here, know that when we started to revise and look over the 
pending bill when it came to us from the House of Representa- 
tives I again went back to my first love, the Walker tariff, and 
started to make a bill to reform this one, and make it upon the 
principle of ad valorem duties alone, except on those articles 
which are taxed by the internal revenue. 

I care nothing about that. Of course I am willing, as all leg- 
ialators are, to make reasonable concessions. Ido not expect to 
make bills by myself. I shall be very fortunate if I can make 
one with the aid of my friends on this side of the Chamber. I 
have had to make concessions and let them have specific duties, 
not by my help, but when they have overruled me I will vote 
with them for their bill, notwithstanding it may coatain specific 
duties, if I think it an improvement on the existing law. 

But what I want to draw the attention of the Senate to par- 
ticularly here is the fact that chemicals enter largely into the 
dyes in the manufacture of our cloths in this country, and so 
largely that they increase the final cost of the product and keep 
our manufactures out of the markets of the world. 

T went into one of the largest manufacturing establishments 
in the State of Massachusetts some years ago, and the very gen- 
tlemanly proprietor met me, and [asked him, ‘‘ Please to be kind 
enough to state to me from your books, if you have no objection, 
the amount and valueof the chemicals you consume in'your manu- 
factures every year?” He gave me the bill. I have not got it 
at my desk, but some time, perhaps, I shall produce it and have 
it printed in the RecorRD. One establishment purchases over 
$300,000 of chegnicals in one year to enter into the dyes, and some 
of these are taxed, as you see here, as high as 180 per cent. 

Then there was an investigation made by Eng manufac- 
turers of cotton goods a number of years ago. They came to 
the city where my friend from Rhode Island |Mr. ALDRICH] re- 
sides, the city of Providence, and they made an examination in 
various American cities, the chief seats of the cotton manufac- 
ture, they coming from Lancashire and other in England. 
It was found in every place in the United States that the labor 
cost of vee of cotton goods was than it 
was in any England, and yet when you come to run up 
the whole cost Great LBritain uces a yard of cloth at a price 
cheaper than we do on account of taxes and other costs which 
we have placed on the material, and thus we keep our people 
out of the market. It is this unwise thing that these 
poor distressed people to hang around us, hanging by the eye- 
lashes, as it were, begging for work, and we are pursuing poli- 
cles here, taxing the materials of manufacture and keeping our 
goods out of the markets of the world, and thus keeping our peo- 
ple out of employment. 

i wish there were forty-four Senators on this side of the Cham- 
ber who would vote with me to put every single one of these 
chemical products on the free list, It would remit about $10,- 


Whenever the cotton schedule is reached I shall be very glad to 
discuss the question and the results of that investigation with 
the Senator from Texas. I dissent entirely from his view as to 
what was shown by the examination. 

A single word in regard to the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from lowa [Mr. ALLISON]. I am not sure whether our 
friends on the other side of the Chamber intend to resist that 
amendment. I do not seo how they can do so consistently with 
the action which they have taken on other items of the bill. 

It appears that of the articles covered by this first paragraph, 
the American production amounts to about 12,500,000 pounds, 
and the foreign importations to about 20,000 pounds. I do not 

uite understand whether the Senator from Texas claims that 

e duties collected upon this 20,000 pounds not only increased 
the price of the importations, but that of the entire domestic 
peetnetsn. I should be glad to know what the Senator's opin- 


onisu that point. 
Mr. MILLS. My opinion is that the duties increase the price 
of the domestic production in the market into which the article 
is imported to full extent of the amount of the tariff paid. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Without any regard to,the amount of im- 
portations or the amount of the domestic production? 

Mr. MILLS. Without any regard to anything, because there 
can be but one market price for the same article in the same 

at the same time. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not care at this moment to gointo that 
soins but I beg to suggest to the Senator from Texas that 

that be true, the bill as it now stands imposes a greater bur- 
den upon the people of the United States than the amendment 
suggested by my friend from Iowa. 

The unitof valueof foreign importations was 11 cents a pound; 
20 = cent of that would be 2.2 cents a pound, which, according 
to theory of the Senator from Texas, is added to the cost of 
the acetic or pyroligneous acid produced in the United States 
and also to that imported into this country. 

Mr. MILLS. Isaid nosuch thing. I said in the market into 
which the foreign article was imported. The United States is 
a very large country. Thatmarket may have been at Seattle, or 
it may have been some distant point on the Pacific coast, in 
which this whole $800 worth may have been imported, and in 
the markets in Rhode Island, in New York, in New England, 
and perhapseverywhere else in the United States you could un- 
dersell these people, but you could not pay the cost of transpor- 
tation, send your product to that market, and sell it at a higher 

ice than the foreign article sold for, for it would fix the mar- 

t price whenever it was admitted into the country and sold. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Texas contend that 
there is any other difference in the wholesale prices of articles 
in the United States except those which grow out of difference 
in the cost of transportation? 

Mr. MILLS. Of course the cost of transportation, the cost of 
production, the cost of labor, the cost of material, and a number 


000,900 of revenue; but I do not know where you could give it | of enter into the cost of an article. 

away to such advantage to the whole country as you ve} Mr. ALDRICH. Iam talking aboutthe market price, not the 
it in the chemical schedule. If we followed it =o ve few other | cost. 

things, if we would untax coal and machinery oil and the| Mr. MIIL.LS. What is the Senator's question? PerhapsI did 


other things that enter into the manufacture of textiles,and en- 
able American genius to go out into the world and have the 
triumphs to which it is entitled by the laws of God and common 
justice, then you would see, i of these poor distressed 
ple coming here from Sa of the compass following an 
ignis fatuus, begging for bi , when they are entitled to em- 
Pa and entitled to make their living by the sweatof their 
ow in accordance with divine law—if we were to do our duty 
to them, we would produce a very different condition of things 
from that which we see around us to-day. 
I do not oneness Mr. President, to take much part in the de- 
bates on this bill. There is a very able committee to take 
of it; they are masters of the subject; I know that most of them 
are in thorough harmony with me. ke me, they have had to 
make concessions, and some of them are willing to make conces- 
sions that I am unwilling to make. I shall leaveit to them, but 
I feltit to be my duty to my country and to my constituents to 
stand here in the Senate of the United States and demand that 
the shall be emancipated and have the right to labor in 
this country in order to feed and clothe ves and those 


ee nee DHICH I propose word in regard 

aut. . to say a 
the statement made by the Senator from [Mr. MILLs 
relation to the cost of manufacturing cotten goods 
abroad. I suppose the inves to which 
ludes is an investigation made by a gentleman 
Thorley several years ago. 

Mr. MEGLS. That is the man. 

Mr. ALDRICH. His report was printed in 
soen after the gentleman had returned to his own 


not understand it. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Is there any difference in the wholesale 
ce, say, of acetic acid in Philadelphia or New York or Bos- 
y-——- 


Mr. MILLS. Or San Francisco. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Or San Francisco, except such differences 
as grow out of difference in the cost of transportation from the 
walea uction to the point of sale? 

A . Precisely not. That is just exactly what I 
senses while ago. The cost of transportation makes the dif- 


Mr. ALDRICH. That is not the point I was making at all. 

Mr. MILLS. It is the point I was . 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iwas ; if the duty is added to the cost 
or tothe price in the United States, wherever it may be, sub- 


oo nae Coenen wore woe Denttos. bes named, the rate 
y the 


committee would impose — burden _— 
people of the United States than the suggested by the Sen- 
from Iowa, and I was about to state why. The foreign cost 
per cent of that is 2.2 cents. 
a rate of 1.5 cents specific on 
the same article. If the Senator from Texas and those who be- 
lieve with him are right, then the added cost they propose to 


at 
: 


impose u the of the United States is greater than 
that we suggest. I d like to hear the Senator's answer 
to 


Mr. MILLS. That may be possible. You may make a spo- 
cific duty that isunder the ad valorem duty at the present time, 
but if you want to assail a t specific duty 
must take into consideration fact that your specific duty has 
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‘got tolast some time. AsI have stated heretofore,thereare| Mr. ALDRICH. ButI was supposing an entirely different 
,favo distinct objections to specific duties. One is caused by the | condition of affairs, and the case that I am supposing is the con- 
productive power of machinery. The prices are con- | dition that has existed in this country for the last generation. 

‘Stantly falling, and as the prices of the articles are falling the | Iam supposing a case where the tax remains constant through 
tariff is rising. That is one objection. It may be that rate to- | aspecitic duty, and where the ability to pay the tax has been 

day, but it may not be that rate a year from now. The amend- | constantly increasing. This has been the state of affairs in this 

ment which my friend from Iowa offers may place a lower rate | country always under a protective tariff. 

on this article than the ad valorem dutyof to-day, but two years Now, the argument which the Senator from Texas has made 

‘from now if this tariff is enforced it may be a good deal higher | against specific rates does not have any foree in connection with 
than it is to-day. the bill as I understand the present views of the members of the 

The other objection which I make to specific tariff duties is | committee who have itincharge. I suggest to them that hav- 
the fact that the +4 who pay the tax do not know what the | ing adopted as a policy in regard to the otheritems of the chem- 
price is. You and I know. e go and look at the list and see | ical schedule by the imposition of specific duties, they certainly 
what the price is. We know whatthe costof this article is here | should apply the same rule to the item now under consider.- 
to-day, but we can not learn it without looking at the figures. | tion, especially as the rate suggested by the Senator from Iowa 
We may tell to-day when we make the rate that it isso and so, | [Mr. ALLISON] is a less rate, according to the data before tho 
but 70,000,000 people do notknow anything aboutit when they are | Senate, than the rate which they themselves propose. If they 
paying the taxes. We ought not to os a law that requires | are in favor of lower duties, as they have been heretofore, then 
the whole 70,000,000 tocarry one of these comparative statements | it seems to me that this is an argument which they can not re- 
in their pockets all the time to know to what extent they are | sist. 
subjected to the tax receiver. We ought to tell them on the The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
face of the law as you tell them in every State and every county | ment of the Senator from Iowa. 
and every municipality. Mr. ALLISON and Mr. ALDRICH called for the yeas and 

The Legislature of your State, when it taxes land which we | nays. 
can not reach except by a tax on population, says that the tax | The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
shall be so much, in proportion to its value. If it taxes horses | to call the roll. 
or cattle or stocks or jewelry, whatever it taxes, it taxes by the Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was called), I 
value. Why, then, should not the United States do the same | have a general pair with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
thing, and let the people of the United States know justexactly | VILAS]. I transfer the pair, however, to the Senator from Mon- 
what they are paying on? If this pyroligneous acid was pro- | tana[Mr. Power]. If the Senator from Wisconsin were here, 
duced in the State of Rhode Island and subject to taxation by | he would vote ‘‘ nay” and the Senator from Montana would vote 
the State authorities of Rhode Island they would not tax it in | ‘‘yea.’’ I vote ‘‘ yea.” 
proportion to its specific gravity—my friend knows that very The roll call was concluded. 
well—but they would tax it in proportion to its value. That is Mr. DUBOIS. Iam paired with the junior Senator from New 
what they would do, as they do with all other things. Jersey [Mr. SmirH], and therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Texas contend that Mr. ALLEN. I desire to call the attention of the senior Sen- 
the people of the United States will know less about a specific | ator from Vermont (Mr. MORRILL] to the fact that the junior 
rate of a cent and a half a pound on acetic acid than they would | Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KyYL&} understands that he is 
know of a rate of 20 per cent ad valorem, which under our law is | paired with him, and I understood the Senator from Vermont 
assessed upon the value, say, in the forests of Norway? What | to record his vote. The Senator from South Dakota informed 
would the consumer of acetic acid in the United States know as | me before he went away that he was paired with the Senator 
to the value at the moment of exportation in the country of pro- | from Vermont. 
duction? Nothing whatever. It would convey no sort of infor- Mr. MORRILL. I supposed that I was paired with the junior 

i Senator from Tennessee Mr. BATE] and no one else. 

Mr. HARRIS. When the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
KYLE] was called out West upon a mission—indeed he is there 
under the order of the Senate—I understood it was the under: 
standing that he should stand paired with the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. MORRILL] during his absence. 

Mr. MORRILL. No; I never made any such arrangement. 

Mr. ALLEN. I know nothing about it myself except what 
the Senator from South Dakota told me. 

Mr. MORRILL. I never heard of it before. 

Mr. BUTLER. If there is any doubt about the pair between 
the Senator from Vermont {Mr. MORRILL] and the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. Kyie], I think we can arrange it by trans- 
ferring my pair with the Senator from Pennsylvania {[Mr. CAm- 
ERON] to the Senator from South Dakota, which would allow me 
to vote, if that is agreeable. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator certainly has a right to do it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The name of the Senator from 
South Carolina will be called. 

Mr. BUTLER. I vote “nay.” I desire to announce, so that 

icesunder any system of taxation, if it is accompanied as it | there may be no mistake about it, that the Senator from Penn- 

been in the United States by a constant increase in the earn- | sylvania |Mr. CAMERON] is paired with the Senator from South 
ing capacity and in the wages of the producing classes, is an | Dakota [Mr. KYLs}. 
evil? iIsthat what the Senator desires to avoid by legislative Mr. MCPHERSON (after having voted in the negative). I 
ses? ask if the Senator from Delaware [| Mr. HicGrns] has voted. 

Mr. MILLS. Oh, no; I never said any such thing as that. I The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware 
think the falling of prices has a continuous benefit all over the | has not voted. 
whole country, and a reduction of the tariff would be a still; Mr. MCPHERSON. Then I wish to withdraw my vote. 

ter benefit if it could go along and keep company with the| Mr. BLACKBURN. Iask the Senator from New Jersey to 
alling of prices. But my objection is that while prices are fall- let my colleague [Mr. LINDSAY] stand paired with the junior 
ing and property is less able to respond to the demands of the | Senator from Delaware [Mr. H1GccrIns]. 
taxgatherer, the tax is going upand the burdensareincreasing.| Mr. McPHERSON. Verywell. Then I will let my vote re- 

Mr. ALDRICH. How can the tax be going up when it is a | main as i is. 
fixed sum which does not change at all? Mr. CAFFERY. Iam paired with the Senator from Montana 

Mr. MILLS. It does change according to the value. (Mr. Power]. If he were herei should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. It does not change according to the value. Mr. GORDON. Lam paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 

Mr. MILLS. Su the tax was $10 on a bale of cotton | WILSON]. I wish to inquire of the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
worth $100. That is 10 per cent, and a fellow can pay it pretty | PASCO] whether a transfer of pairs has been arranged so that I 
easily. But su the bale of cotton comes down to $10, the | can vote? 
man pays his $10 and he has not got the $90 to foot the bill of Mr. PASCO. It has not. 

8 peewee oe the subsistence of his family and all such Mr. GORDON. Then I withhoid my vote. 
Sioge The whole bale of cotton has got te go to pay the tax, Mr. LODGE. I believe the senior Senator from New York 
for $10 is the value. Thore is the difference. (Mr. Hit.) has not voted. I have with him a general political 





mation. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not wish to interrupt the Senator, as I am 
not on the Finance Committee, but-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island yield to the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. The consumer here would know it was one-fifth 
of the value of the article. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But not knowing the value of the article, 
that would convey to him no information whatever. What is 
one-fifth of an unknown quantity? 

Mr.GRAY. If the Senator will allow me, it is something to 
know that whatever the value may be, only one-fifth of that 
value is paid in the form of taxation, whereas a rate of 14 cents 
specific might be equal toghe whole value. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg to dissent from the statement of the 
Senator from Delaware on that question. However, I was about 
toask my friend from Texas a question in connection with the 
fall of prices towhich he alludes. Does the Senator from Texas 
state or desire to have it understood that a continuous fall of 
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air. I will transfer my pair to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 

HERMAN] and vote. I vote ‘“‘ yea.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
am paired with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
CAMDEN], and therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I understand that my pair with the Senator 
from Montana [Mr. POWER] has been transferred to the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. ViiAs}, which leaves me free to vote. I 
vote “ nay.” 

Mr. BRICE (after having voted in the negative). I inquire 
if the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcoTT] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The junior Senator from Colo- 
rado has not voted. 

Mr. BRICE. Then I withdraw my vote. I am paired with 
that Senator. 

Mr.GALLINGER. ‘TheSenatorfrom Wyoming [Mr. CAREY], 
who is absent from the city, desired me to announce that he 
stands paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

Mr. PALMER (after having voted in the negative). Iam 

aired with the Senator from North Dakota[Mr. HANSBROUGH]. 

e is not present, [ understand, and [ withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 
Aldrich, Gallinger, Manderson, Quay, 
Allison, Hale, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 
Jullom, Hawley, Morrill, uire, 
Davis, Hoar, Peffer, Stewart, 
Dixon, Jones, Ney. Perkins, Teller, 
Dolph, same Platt, Washburn. 
Frye, McMillan, Proctor, 
NAYS—32. 
Allen, Cockrell, Irby, Pasco, 
Bate, Coke, Jarvis, Pugh, 
Berry. Faulkner, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 
Blackburn, George, McLaurin, Roach, 
Blanchard, Gibson, McPherson, Vest, 
Butier, Gorman, Martin, Voorhees, 
Caffery, Harris, Mills, h, 
Call, Hunton, Morgan, White. 
NOT VOTING—25. 

Brice, Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Turpie, 
Camden, ray, Murphy, Vilas. 
Cameren, Hansbrough, Palmer, wot 
Carey, Higgins, Pettigrew, Wolcot 
Chandler, Hill, Power, 

Daniel, Kyle, Sherman, 

Dubois, Lindsay, Smith, 


So the amendment was rejected. 


SENATOR FROM MICHIGAN. 


Mr. MCMILLAN. Mr. President, I rise to aquestion of priv- 
ilege. Mr. John Patton, jr., who was recently appointed by the 
governor of Michigan a Senator from that State, and whose 
credentials were presented and read a few days ago, is present 
and ready to take the oath. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator appointed will 
please approach the Chair for the purpose of taking the oath of 
office. 

Mr. Patton was escorted to the Vice-President’s desk ~~ Mr. 
McMILLAN, and the oath prescribed by law having been admin- 
istered to him, he took his seat in the Senate. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 2015) granting to the Columbia Irrigation 
Company aright of way through the Yakima Indian Reserva- 
tion, in Washington, was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 5901) to reimburse E. H. Nebeker, late Treas- 
urer of the United States, was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

The = resolution (H. Res. 121) authorizing proper officers 
of the Treasury Department to examine and aw claims in 
favor of certain counties in Arizona was read twice by its title, 


-and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their tities, 
and referred to the Committe on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. 5645) authorizing the construction of a bridge 
over the Mississippi River to the city of St. Louis, in the State 
of Missouri, from some suitable point between the north line of 
St. Clair County, Ill.,and the southwest line of said county; and 

A bill nt R. 6234) for the establishment of a fog signal at Su- 
perior Pierhead Light Station, Superior, Wis 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the overement sae for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The Secre will — with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I now offer the same amendment, inserting 
1 cent and 3 cents, so that it will provide on “acetic or pyro- 
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ligneous acid, etc.,a rate of 1 cent per pound, and exceeding 
the specific gravity of 1.047, 3 cents per pound.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

oy SECRETARY. On page 1, strike out lines 12 and 13 and in- 
sert: 

Acetic or oligneous acid, not exceeding the specific gravity of 1.047, 1 
cent per pound; panne en the specific gravity of 1.047, Qoente per pound, 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to occupy time. I will simply 
state that that is a less ad valorem according to the statements 
lying on our tables than is proposed by the Senate committee. 

Mr. VEST. I thought the Senator from Iowa had been talk- 
ing an hour and a half to show that there ought not to be any 
reduction. Now he proposes one. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Missouri seems to desire 
to occupy time. Istated in my observations as respects my first 
amendment that on acetic acid testing less than 1.047 it is less 
than the amendment proposed by the Senate committee; and on 
the last item in the paragraph it is only two and twenty-six 
hundredths more than the valorem proposed by the Senate 
committee. I did not say whether it should be higher or lower. 
I made no statement on that point. My statement was that this 
Se should correspond with the other paragraphs in the 

ill, which are made specific; and thatif there is any paragraph 
in the chemical schedule which should be made specific for ad- 
ministrative reasons, itis thisone. I now offer an amendment 
placing the first class at 1 cent and the other at 3 cents in order 
that it may have a specific rate of duty and not disturb the ad- 
ministration of the custom-house in regard to testing the value 
of these different acids. 

Mr. LODGE. Before the vote is taken I should like to ask 
whether it would not be possible for us to have the replies given 
to us that came in response to the inquiries of the committee. 
The replies to some of the schedules were ordered printed by 
the Senate. I understand that those relating to the chemical 
schedule are in print, although I have been informed that the 
— has beep stopped. I understand that for three sched- 
ules at least the answers are in type. It would be a great con- 
venience if we could get those answers; and I should like to ask 
if there is any reason why we can not have them, now that we 
are on the chemical schedule. I ask the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. VEST]. 

Mr. VEST. I suppose they are entirely accessible. I have 
no use for them myself. 

Mr. LODGE. Is there any reason why we should not have 
them in print? 

Mr. VEST. Iknowof none. They are public documents. 

Mr. LODGE. Butthey have been ordered printed for the use 
of the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. They have been printed, I understand. 

Mr. LODGE. I understand that the printing has been stopped. 
That is what led to my inquiry. 

Mr. VEST. I donot know anything about it, except I heard 
that there was alot of very offensive matter sent to the com- 
mittee, which the Committee on Printing, I believe, did not 
order printed. But I do not know anything aboutit or care any- 
thing about it. 

Mr.MANDERSON. TheCommittee on Printing had nothing 
to do with the subject. ° 

Mr. VEST. Some committee fad. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It must have been the Committee on 


ce. 

Mr. VEST. I heard some name mentioned in connection with 
the matter, but I never took ahy interest in it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It must be very evident to all Senators that 
if the information contained in those replies is to be of any use 
whatever, they should be printed and laid on the desks of Sena- 
tors before the discussion of this schedule is over. I believe 
that a large number of pages are already in type. As to the 

rinting ee suspended by order of the Committee on 
Printing, the Senator from Nebraska says that has not been 


one. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should like to ask if the order to print 
was made by the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was made by the Senate. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Then no committee, whether the Com- 
mittee on Printing or the Committee on Finance, has any right 
to stop the printing. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not know that it was stopped. I never had 
any information on that subject. 

. MANDERSON. If the printing was ordered by the Sen- 
ate, it must proceed until the Senate orders otherwise. But to 
my certain knowledge the Committee on Printing has had no 
meeting for that purpose. 

Mr. VEST, I oe oe about it, Mr. President, nor do 

t. 


I care u 
Mr. MAND ON. It would be quite advantageous to have 
the replies here. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ene is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Iowa. [Putting the question.] The 
noes seem to have it. 

Mr. LODGE and Mr. ALDRICH called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I wish the Senate could 
have some more data on the subject of ad valorem and specific 
duties before being called upon to vote upon it. I myself am 
very much surprised to be informed by the Senator from Mis- 
souri[Mr. VEST] that some one has undertaken to stop the pub- 
lication of information, because that information contains offen- 
sive matter. I have no doubt that a large orn of the an- 
swers that have come to the Committee on Finance are offensive 
to the majority of the committee. I have no doubt that the 
opinions expressed by the manufacturers and producers of this 
country concerning thechanges which the Democratic party pro- 
pose tomake in theratesof tariff duties, notin pursuance of their 
platform, but contrary to their platform, are offensive to those 
who propose to enact the bill intoalaw. I have no doubt that 
nine-tenths of those answers are in favor of specific duties. I 
have no doubt that there is contained in those answers a large 
number of expressions concerning the subject of a revision of 
the tariff which are vigorous, which are forceful, and which in 
some eases may have gone beyond the language of strict polite- 
ness towards the members of the committee and towards the 
Democratic party of the country. 

I am not standing here to advocate the printing of everything 
of that sort. If anything was inserted in the replies to the cir- 
culars sent out by direction of the Committee on Finance which 
was insulting or offensive, I do not say that oy every 
word that came in should be published; but I do say that the 
editing of those replies should have been made before the order 
to print was given. I dosay that the editing of those replies, 
for the purpose of excluding therefrom anything which it might 
not be deemed advisable to publish, should have been partici- 
—_ in by the minority members of the committee; and per- 

aps that may have been the case. If any member of the mi- 
nority of the committee participated in editing the replies, for 
the purpose of excluding improper matter therefrom, I should 
like to hear from him. The Senator from Rhode Island an- 
nounced—— 

Mr. VEST. Ineverstated that the Finance Committee stopped 
the printing. I merely stated a rumor I had heard, and I can 
not now remember who told me, to the effect that there was 
offensive personal matter as to members of the Senate. I made 
the reply to my informant that anybody who wanted to do so was 
at liberty to blackguard me on account of my course on the tariff 
or anything else; that I had long ago passed that stage where I 
cared anything about abuse. But the Senator—and that is the 
only thing I wish to say to him—is utterly at sea and wrong 
when he says the Finance Committee or any member of it, so far 
as I know, ordered the printing stopped. I should like to see 
the desk of the Senator from New Hampshire piled up to the top 
of the ceiling with these reportsif he takes any pleasure in them. 

Mr. CHANDLER. TheSenator from Missouri is always very 
liberal towards me. Ishould be content with a much smaller pile. 
I donot say, because the Senatorfrom Missouri has gotten him- 
self into the comfortable condition where he is not sensitive to 
and does not careabout ablise, because he has become thickhided 
on the subject of the tariff and has greased himself so that cen- 
sure rolls off him like water from a duck, that anything insult- 
ing or offensive to him ought to be putintheseanswers. I should 
reprobate anything of that kind. I have not said that the Fi- 
nance Committee stopped the publication. Ido say that if the 
publication has been stopped it must be because the matter was 
not ye edited. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not know that it has been stopped. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I havelsaid that the editing ought to have 
been conducted by the Finance Committee, and that the minority 
of the committee ought to have had something to do with it. 
The minority of the committee disclaim having anything to do 
with it. The Senator from the majority of the committee says 
he knows nothing about it. The replies to which the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] called attention the other day 
have not been printed. When we inquire why they are not 
printed, who has arrested the publication, all the information 
we can get as to this vast amount of matter, which may not con- 
vince Senators on the other side in reference to the question of 
ad valorem and specific duties, but may be able to strengthen 
the hearts. and fortify the arguments of Senators on this side is 
that the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] says: ‘‘I understand 
there is offensive matter in it.” But if there is offensive matter 
in it, it ought to be excluded, and the work oy as to go on. 

The pe bill ought not to pass and the industries of this 
country be destroyed, while this great mass of testimony which 
has been received in response to circulars signed by the chair- 
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man of the committee, the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voor- 
HEES],is unknown to Senators and is unknown to the people of 
the United States. By and by, after the mischief is done, after 
the bill has become a law and the industries are destroyed, we 
will have the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] coming in here 
and saying, ‘‘ Well, if I had known all those arguments, if they 

ad been presented to the Senaie as they should have been, be- 
cause the replies had come in, I think I should have voted dif- 
ferently on this subject.” , 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will theSenatorfrom New Hampshire yield 
to me for a moment? 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Rhode Island will oe- 
cupy only a moment, I will yield. 

r. ALDRICH. I beg to remind the Senator from New 
Hampshire that hearings were refused before the Senate Com- 
mittee on Finance, largely because it was said that inquiries 
had been sent to everybody interested in this question, and we 
would get all the information in that way that we could get 
through hearings. Now, hearings having been refused, there 
seems to ba a disposition on the part of some unknown person or 
persons to stop the information which had been accumulated 
through the circulars from reaching the ears of the public and 
of this body. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land know that the printing of this matter has been stopped? 

Mr. ALDRICH. [I only know it through the rumors sug- 
gested by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Missouri did not 
make any such suggestion. I do not know anything about it, 
but I do not believe there is a particle of foundation for it. 

Mr. ALDRICH.. I hope not. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Nobody is responsible for it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. This is a most singular condition in which 
this great question is placed. It seems from the statement of 
the Senator from Rhode Island that hearings were not to be 
granted to citizens of the United States interested in protected 
industries, because the Senate had obtained information from 
them in answer to those inquiries and had all that was needed. 

The Senate committee made no examinations of the answers; 
the answers have not been seen by the Senate, and now when 
we ask where the evidence is that took the place of the hear- 
ings, we are told that the publication of it has been stopped, be- 
cause it is offensive to Senators upon the other side of the Cham- 
-ber. It seems tome that is a singular test to apply to statistics 
which have been prepared for use by this body. If the printing 
of the evidence which was ordered to be printed and is not 
printed or is not furnished to the Senate has been stopped be- 
cause it is offensive, by and by we shall have an effort made to 
stop debate here on this great question because it is offensive to 
somebody. Senators will get up here and speak, and they will 
be told that the Senate does not want to hear them any more, 
because the suggestions they make in the way of statistics and 
arguments are offensive to somebody, and that therefore they 
had better omit the remarks which they have to submit. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that before another vote is taken 
upon this question there ought to be some understanding as to 
whether we are or are not to see this evidence. If I had a cor- 
rect count made, the law of 1890 provided for specific duties on 
eighty-five articles in the chemical schedule. The Dill as it 
came from the House changed forty-one of those eighty-five from 
specific to ad valorem. hen the Senate committee reported 
the bill to the Senate twelve other articles were taken from 
among,those which paid specific rates and added to those which 

aid ad valorem rates, making fifty-three changes. Now, I un- 
Jorstand that under the amendments that have been submitted 
to the Senate by the Senator from Arkansas{ Mr. JONES] twenty- 
three of the articles changed in the Senate bill from specific to 
ad valorem have been changed back to specific duties. I trust 
he will allow me to call the amendments his name, for what- 
ever other contributions may have been made to the framing of 
these four hundred amendments, it is well to know that the 
Senator from Arkansas has given close attention to the prepara- 
tion of the schedules, and therefore he ought not to object if in 
speaking of these amendments we call them the Jones amend 
ments, 

‘Phe Senator will go down to fame more or less distinguished 
by this work of human genius which has been devised as a means 
of greasing the passage of the bill through the Senate. AsI have 
said, twenty-three of the articles changed in the Senate bill from 
specific to ad valorem have been changed back by the Jones 
amendments to specific duties. E 

It seems to me it is an important question to find out where we 
are ees on the subject of ad valorem and specific duties. 
Here there is no policy adopted on the other side of the Cham- 
ber; no principle of ad valorem duties to be abided by inall cases 
has been adopted. Senators do not adhere to ad valorem duties 
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in all oases, nor do they surrender to specific duties in all cases. 
Flow are we to determine what is really the principle upon which 
these bills are being constructed in the Senate of the United 
States to-day? Are the Senators in favor of ad valorem duties 
or are they in favor of specificduties? Cananything be deduced 
in the way of a principle to guide us in the discussion of the bill 
upon this very important point, which we meet at the threshold 
of it, as to whether duties that are imposed shall be specific or 
shall be ad valorem? 

It seems to me that if the Senators on the other side of the 
Chamber really wish to carry out the spirit which has actuated 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jongs] in reporting the amend- 
ments to which his name is attached, they ought to give up the 
idea of ad valorem rates. The Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] 
will undoubtedly part with regret from thisfavorite principle of 
his, bathe has parted from everything else, and why should he not 
give up this principle as well as everything else? The Senator 
from Texas said yesterday, if Il read him correctly, that if when 
the bill is ready to pass it reduces the duties collected by the Mc- 
Kinley law 5 cents, he will vote for it and show his héroic devo- 
tion to the supposed principles of the ty to which he be- 
longs. If he has got down to a benefit of 5 cents in his great re- 
form crusade, why will he not, with equal equanimity and with 
no more agony, consent to give up his great hobby of ad valorem 
duties instead of specific duties? 

The arguments that have been deduced from time to time in 
this couatry in {favor of {specific instead of ad valorem duties 
have been the stronger arguments submitted to the Senate. 
There is very little authority in favor of ad valorem duties. 
There is an overwhelming authority in favor of the practical 
common sense of specific duties. question is the same as 
that which arisesin considering the income tax. An income tax 
theoretically is a good tax. , then, is it objectionable? It 
is objectionable because of the diMoulty of aaseas and collect- 
ing it. It is the same with the income tax asitis with all other 
human affairs. That which is theoretically the best is fre- 
quently practically the worst thing. We object to an me 
tax, not because it is not theoretically sound that men should con- 
tribute to carry on tue Government, to 
to the income which they receive from to , from mont 
to month, and from year to year, but we object to it because it is 
so difficult to find out what it is, to assess it, and to collect it. 
The same is true of ad valorem and specific duties. Theoreti- 
cally the ad valorem method of collecting duties is justifiable, 
sound, and judicious, but practically it has been found to be the 
most injurious and the most vicious method of collecting duties 
which can be adopted when attempting toraise money by duties 
upon imported goods. 

Alexander Hamilton, when soa ae Treasury, in 1795, 
said that by existing laws about one- of the duties was de- 
rived from articles rated ad valorem; and then he went on to 
SRY: 

In other nations, where this branch of revenue, as with us, is of amg oe 
or very considerable consequence, and wherano of situation 
tended to keep the duty low, experience has led more and more 
the number of articles rated ad valorem, and of course to extend the num- 
ber of those rated specifically, that is, according to weight, or 
other rvles of ee The reason of this is obvious. Itis to guard 
evasions, which tn bly happen oie ae less degree when 
are hi * * * It is neediess to re that this will contribute as much 
to the interest of the fair trader as to that of the revenue. 

It is believed that in our system the method of rating ad valorem could, 
with convenience, be b: t within a much narrower it is 


and 
evident that to do so will contribute materially to the of the reve- 
nue.—-American State Papers, Finance, volume I, page 348. 


Secretary Gallatin, reporting to the Senate in 1801, said: 





In order to as faras ‘ the value of under- 
rand in tho ivaicea tt ou’ be efile 0 lay apociae utes ow fil rch 
articles now juties ad valorem: as may be of that altera- 
tion.—Ameriean ¢ Papers, Finance, volumn 1, 


Secretary Dallas, reporting to the House of Representatives 
in 1816, says: 

Articles im to a great amountshould rather be charged with specific 
and aaa than With ad valor euidce on Suse value Samoricon Stats 

Finance, volume 8, page 91. 

Secretary Crawford, in 1817, in the re concerning revision 
of the revenue laws, calls attention to ane frauds, par- 
ticularly in the importation of articles upon consignment paying 
ees, See recommends = remedial pro- 
visions, w are importations subjected 
to ad vaiorem duty, to w oP ede: * 

‘Whatever may bo the reliance which ought to be in the efficacy of 
smecacemens provisions, Le ete dnaee as far as prac- 

He submitted a list of 124 to be transferred to 
theclass of specifics. In 1819hes 
can 


ubmitted a further list. (Ameri- 
Guatoneap Reseed Siieenel December 3, 1849 (House 
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Executive Document No. 4, Thirty-first Congress, first session, 


page 15), says: 

I propose a return to the system of specific duties on articles on which 
they can be convenientlylaid. The effects of the present ad valorem system 
are viz., on the revenue on our own uctions. Experience 
has, I think, demonstrated that, looking exclusively to the revenue, a spe- 
cific duty is more easily assessed, more favorable to commerce, more equal, 
and less to frauds than any other system. Of course such a duty is 
notlaid wi treference to the average costofthe commodity. Thissystem 
oO the dificulties and controversies which attend an appraisement of 
the foreign market value of each invoice, and it imposes an equal duty on 
cTaniqusutsesot tie samecommodity. Underthead valorem system goods 
of thesame kind and quality, and between which therecan not be adifference 
in value in the same market at any given time, nevertheless may often pay 
ee amounts of duty. Thus the hazards of trade are unnecessarily in- 





c 
Tol an ad valorem duty on foreign valuation equably at the different 
ports is believed to be impossible. That the standard of value at any two 
— is precisely the same at any given time is wholly improbable. The 
acilities afforded to frauds upon the revenue are very great, and it is a 
ay that such frauds have been and are habitually and extensively 
As the standard of value ghee | rt must at last depend upon the aver- 
age of the invoices that are there, every successful attempt at wn der- 
valuation renders more easy all that follow it. The consequences are, not 
only that the revenue suffers, that a certain sum is in effect annually given 
by the public among oes importers asa premium for their dishonesty, 
an 


but that tair Americ may be gradually driven out of the busi- 
= and their places supplied by unknown and unscrupulous foreign ad- 
urers. 


Iask that the Secretary be allowed to read certain extracts 
from the report of Hon. Walter Forward, formerly Secretary of 
the Treasury, on this subject. a 
- The PRESIDING OFPICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears 
none. The Sec will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The . 
adits oaoey Soe sce tnetentes Soho ot ef alae is Setlaa 
of the relation between ad valorem and specific rates, andthe light in which 
manufacturers sending their goods to this country on consignment 


were then regarded: 

“ With a view to guard the revenue inst fraudulent undervaluations 
which can not be entirely prevented by the existing scheme of ad valorem 
Phe operation of the system o! Genciae: ae not be perfe iy esate 

rfectly equal in 

all cases, in tothe value of the articles included under it. y But this 

inconvenience is more than compensated by the security of the revenue 

against e and by the tendency of specific duties to exclude worth- 

less and inferior articles, by which purchasers and consumers are often im- 
on."’ 

Mr. CHANDLER. Coming down to later years, I wish to 

uote what Secretary Bristow said in his annual report for 1876 

ouse Executive Document No. 2, Forty-first Congress, first 
session, page 31). He spoke as follows: 

Another remedy, and the most effective which could be adopted for cor- 
recting the evils of the it system, is the substitution, so far as 

of for ad valorem duties. This ch would work a 

reduction in the amount of en ee of experts. 
entire of ascertaining duties would be more simple, certain, 
and safe. bp rtunities for collusive undervaluation would be greatly 
x a ee ee pany Magne Splaenat celia 
accounted except upon supposition o: e@ neg- 

eC whereas, in to ad valorem Guties, an errer 
judgment may readily be assigned as a sufficient explanation. 


Secre Sherman in 1878 made the following suggestions in 
his as Congress: : 


While not a general revision of the tariff at the present 
portant that some articles the ad valorum duties 
should beconvertedintospecificduty. Asarule, specific duties 
= to either ad valorem or compound rates, and in any fu- 
ture of the tariff it is —— s will give preference to 
this system of imposing duties as practicable. The argumentin favor 
of specific duties applies beta ne force to kid gloves, concerning the value 
of which, under the present ad valorem duties, serious of 

have occurred between the importers and the ee Core ze pee 
year, which have led to protracted delays in the ascertainment of the duti- 

value, and consequent tile community. 


tary 
No. 2, bas Po a Congress, first session, pages 27, 55), who en- 


tered very fully into the t. 
The Secretary read, as fo j 
Ina of ad valorem rates there are two critical points; One is duti- 


rate of duty. The present rate of duty on certain 
the market omportation 
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intent and burden of proof, which existed from 1799 to 1874. And I 


do not so recommend for the reason that the of the House and Sen- 
ate, in respect to the simplification of the rates of duty and a prudent en- 
jargement of the application of specific rates, is necessarily unknown. 
Should some such last-named change be not made, I hive little faith that 
the existing power of the Executive aud of the courts will be adequate to 
secure honest invoices and full appraisement. 
of cs we ae a « « 
Whatever successful contrivances are in operation to-day to evade the 
revenue by false invoices, or by undervaluations, or by any other means, 
under an ad valorem system, will not cease even if the valorem rates 
hall have been largely reduced. They are incontestably, they are even 
notoriously inherent in that system. 
One advantage, and perhaps the chief advantage, of a specific over an ad 
valorem system is in the fact that under the former duties are levied by a 
itive test, which can be applied by our officers while the merchandise is 
n possession of the Government, and according to a standard which is 
altogether national and domestic. That would partially true of an ad 
valorem system levied upon “home value;”’ but there are constitutional! im- 
pediments in the way of such a system whichappear to be insuperable. But 
‘under an ad valorem system the facts to which the ad valorem rate is to be 
— must be gathered in places many thousand miles away, and under 
circumstances most unfavorable to the administration of justice. One hears 
it often said that if our ad valorem rates did not exceed 25 or 30 per cent un- 
dervaluation and temptation to undervaluation would disappear; but the 
records of this Department for the years 1817, 1840, and 1857 do not uphold 
that conclusion. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Another Democratic Secretary of the 
Treasury, Mr. Fairchild (House Executive Document No. 2, 
Fiftieth Congress, first session, page 24), said: 

Whatever the rate of customs taxation may be, the laws for the collection 
of the same should be made as efficient as possible. In this the bonatfide 
importer, who wishes to gain only the legitimate profits of his business, 
the home manufacturer, and laborer are equally interested. They all have 
aright todemand that the laws be so administered as to give them every 
possible protection in their business. The high ad valorem tariff of the last 
quarter of a century has been the fruitful cause of devices to gain improper 
advantage at the custom-house. It is, therefore, desirable that in re 
and reducing rates of duty they should be made specific instead of ad va- 
lorem so far as the nature of the merchandise will admit. 
considered, ad valorem are preferable to specific duties. 


Here Secretary Fairchild shows he understood the exact ques- 
tion he was discussing. He understood the theoretical value, 
the theoretical perfection of ad valorem duties, but he was gov- 
erned in the conclusion which he reached by the conviction born 
of all the experience which this country has ever had that not 
merely to assess, but to collect, equal duties the rate of duty 
should be specific and not ad valorem. 


But in practice, under such rates as we have had and must continue to 
have for years to come, the former are the too-easy source of deception and 
inequality at the custom-house. Co ess has it in its power to change, 
from time to time, as may be advisable, specific rates so as to meet any per- 
manent changes in values. 


In addition to all these opinions of Secretaries of the Treas- 
ury, the ee on the —— of the tariff have almost with 
unanimity, | think with entire unanimity, testified in favor of 
specific duties. Naval Officer Silas W. Burt, of New York City, 
s0 expresses himself, and I ask thatthe Secretary read his opin- 
ion on the subject (House Executive Document No. 2, Forty- 
ninth Congress, first session, page 664). 

The Secretary read as follows: 

T have long been convinced that a change from ad valorem to specific rates 
would not only be a benefit to the revenues, but would go far torelieve their 
administration from the friction and inevitable injustice that have made 
it in a measure odious, I might give here a résumé of my reasons for this 
opinion, as ee expressed officially hitherto, but I presume the De- 
partment is fully apprised of all the arguments adduced on either side. I 
will therefore simply say that the ad valorem system is theoretically the 
perfect system, and that this has engaged its support by those who have 
only had opportunity to view it as an abstract proposition. This prejudice 
in its favor must surely give way before the overwhelming evidences that 
in practice, particularly with high rates, it breedsinjustice, contention, and 
commercial obstructions that are almost intolerable. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr: James D. Power, a special agent of 
the Treasury (House Executive Document No. 2, Forty-ninth 
Congress, first session, page 405), says: 

Ad valorem rates of duty afford temptations and opportunities for fraud 


which can not be guarded against, even by the most rules and vigilant 
patennan gman The assessment of values under this system is based upon 


Theoretically 


expert knowl of values, the most uncertain and arbitrary method that 
could be de Under the ad valorem system fraud has prospered and 
demoralized the importing trade, which has passed from the hands of Ameri- 
can citizens into the control of men who have taken advantage of our high 
import duties to enrich themselves at the expense of the revenue and the 

trade of American wholesale firms. Fraud of this nature is difficult 
to detect and more difficult still toestablish. Inthe absence of documentary 
proof it resolves itself intoa mere difference of opinion between experts; 
anc the owner of the suspected goose can at all times procure experts who 
will maintain the correctness of invoice prices, or he may selectan easier 
and more convincing and efficacious line of defense by procuring affidavits 
from his buyer or partner abroad to the effect that the invoice cost was the 
actual price paid for the goods. 


Treasury Agents A. K. Tingle and L. G. Martin, both officers 


of long experience (House Executive Document No. 2, Forty- 
ninth ress, first session, page 46), say: 


There can be no doubt that a cha from ad valorem to fi 
aimsnian ts tongency fo ste the rove 


would help to corrupt action and loss to the reve- 
nue by the incompetency or indifference of a The ap tion of 
rates to fabrics would undou a work of great diffi- 
culty, particularly m goods, but it is believed that a schedule 
be prepared by the skilled off "Ss t, with the 
ASL EEE Eats ane merchen be to all in- 
wae who are profi by the present system of unde: val- 


In addition to this official testimony, commencing in 1795 and 
continued up to the present time, when the Mills bill was under 
consideration, the leading cotton manufacturers of the United 
States made a vigorous protest against the adoption of the ad 
valorem system. They made a statement which I ask the Sec- 
retary to read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

While the ad valorem method seems to theoretically have the merits of 


simplicity and equity, it is in practice found to be unreliable, a prolific 
source of undervaluation, false invoicing, and false oaths, and a premium 
upon commercial dishonesty, and to tend toward a transfer of legitimate 
business from honorable importers tothe most irresponsible and unscrupu- 


lous class of foreign traders. Areference totherecords of revenue from the 
customs department and the United States courts, or inquiry among im- 
porting houses, will convince you, it is believed, of the truth of the foregoing 
assertion, and that the gravity of the danger inherent in the ad valorem 
system is not exaggerated. 

It is therefore thought to be proper to call your attention to this proposi- 
tion of the adoption of ad valorem rates _ and simple, and to urge in the 
strongest manner that no such backward step be taken, however enticing it 
may appear theoretically, but that the ad valorem rates be used only where 
the specific form is inapplicable, or to supplement the latter in order to 
better equalize rates, as it is wisely applied in the present tariff. 

While no classification of cotton cloths can be equitable, and discrepan- 
cies Will from time to time appear and disappear, consequent on changes in 
processes and the fickleness of fashion, these inequalities are found in prac 
tice under the specific form to be so inconsiderable in amount as to have 
but an insignificant bearing upon the principle and a trifling effect upon the 
revenues or volume of business, and any objection based upon such inequali 
ties would be found to be imaginary rather than real. 


Mr. CHANDLER. All the authorities I have cited so far 
have been eminent Democratsand Republicans. There has been 
concurrent testimony from Democratic sources and from Repub- 
lican sources in favor of specific duties as against ad valorem 
duties, and the testimony has been to the effect that ad valorem 


duties are injurious and specificduties are the only safe and judi- 
cious method to be adopted. About the only exception among 
the authorities worth listening to is that of the Hon. Robert J. 
Walker. Mr. Walker stands almost alone in all of the tariff 
discussion of the last hundred years as against Republican au- 
thority and Democratic authority in advocating ad valorem 
rates. 

The last Democratic President of the United States who was 
in full accord with the Democratic party, Mr. Buchanan, ex- 
pressed himself very fully upon this subject in the last mes- 
sage which he sent to Congress. I ask that the Secretary be al- 
lowed to read from that high Democratic authority. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


It is now quite evident that the financial necessities of the Government 
will require a modification of the tariff during the present session, for the 
purpose of increasing the revenue. I desire to reiterate the recommenda- 
ation contained in my last two annual messages in favor of imposing spe- 
cific instead of ad valorem duties on all imported articles to which these can 
be properly applied. Fromlong observation andexperience, Iam convinced 
that specific duties are necessary, both to protect the revenue and to secure 
to our manufacturing interests that amount of incidental encouragement 
which unavoidably results from a revenue tariff. 

As an abstract proposition, it may be admitted that ad valorem duties 
would in theory be the most just and equal. Butif the experience of this 
and all other commercial nations has demonstrated that such duties can not 
be assessed and collected without great frauds upon the revenue, then it is 
the part of wisdom to resort tospecificduties. Indeed, from the very naturs 
of an ad valorem duty, this must be the result. Under it the inevitable con- 
sequence is that foreign goods will be entered at less than their true value 
The Treasury will, therefore, lose the duty on the difference between their 
real and fictitious value, and to this extent we are defrauded. 

The temptations which ad valorem duties present to a dishonest importer 
are irresistible. His object is to pass his goods through the custom-house 
at the very lowest valuation necessary to prevent them from confiscation. 
In this he too often succeeds, in spite of the vigilance of the revenue ofticers. 
Hence the resort to false invoices, one for the purchaser and another for the 
custom-house, and to other ex ients to defraud the Government Tho 
honest im ter produces his invoice to the collector, stating the actual 
price at which he purchased the articles abroad. Not so the dishonest im- 
porter and the agent of the foreign manufacturer. And here it may be ob- 
served thata very large proportion of the manufactures imported from 
abroad are conaees for sale to commission merchants, who are mere 
agents employed by the manufacturers. In such cases no actual sale has 
been made to fix their value. The foreign manufacturer, if he be dishonest, 

repares an invoice of the goods, not at their actual value, but at the very 
oust rate necessary to escape detection. In this manner the dishonest 
importer and the foreign manufacturer enjoy a decided advantage over the 
honest merchant. They are thus enabled to undersell the fair trader and 
drive him from the market. In fact, the operation of this system has al- 
ready driven from the pursuit of honorable commerce many of that class of 
regular and conscientious merchants whose character throughout the world 
is the pride of our country. 

The remedy for these evils is to bo found in specifie duties, so far as this 
may be practicable. They dispense with any inquiry at the custom-house 
into the actual cost or value of the article, and it pays the precise amount of 
duty viously fixed by law. They present no temptations to the apprais- 
ers of foreign goods, who receive but small salaries, and might, by under- 
valuation in a few cases, render themselves independent. 

Besides, specific duties best conform to the requisition in the Constitu- 
tion, that “no preference shall be given by any regulation of commerce or 
revenue to the ports of one State over those of another.’ Under our ad 
valorem system such preferences are to some extent inevitable, and com- 

laints have often been made that the spirit of this provision has been vio- 
ated by, a lower appraisement of the same articles at one port than at an- 
ualieaes ee on would secure to the American manufacturer the incidental 
to which he is fairly entitled under a revenue tariff, and to this 

would object 


present system, it has often been truly remarked that this in- 
cidental protection decreases when the manufacturer needs it most and in- 


no 
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creases when he needs it least, and constitutes a sliding scale which always 

rates against him. The revenues of the country are subject to similar 
fluctuations. Instead of approaching a steady standard, as would be the 
ease under a system of specific duties, they sink and rise with the sinking 
and rising of prices of articles in foreign countries. 

Mr. CHANDLER. In view of this overwhelming weight of 
authority I confidently oppest to the Senators upon the other 
side of the Chamber to give up their attempt to introduce into 
tariff legislation ad valorem duties. They are showing apraise- 
worthy spirit. They are remy disposition to make the bill 
less offensive; and I wish to say that I have more confidence in 
the sincerity of their professions than have some Senators on this 
side of the Chamber. I myself do not believe that the Senators 
upon the other side of the Chamber in preparing this long list 
of amendmentsare engaged in any bunco game upon the Senate 
or upon the American people. do not sympathize with the 
feeling expressed yesterday by the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE! that here is a long list of amendments giving high pro- 
tective duties which are to be adopted merely as a means of get- 
ting the bill through the Senate, and that they are all to be 
given away in conference committee. I believe the Senators 
upon the other side of the Chamber are sinceve in their profes- 
sions, and that when they have declared that they have aban- 
doned the principle of a tariff for revenue only and have engaged 
in the work of constructing a protective tariff, they mean what 
they say. 

Mr. President, I appeal in all sincerity to the Senators on the 
other side to give up, when they have abandoned so much, this 
mere worthless theory of ad valorem duties, for itis atheory. I 
appeal to them not to change back, here and there, from ad va- 
lorem to specific duties, but to blot out all at once every attempt 
to extend a system which is full of all manner of frauds and eva- 
sions of the revenue, I have heard very strange stories, some 
which I could not believe, in reference to the methods which are 
resorted to under an ad valorem system of valuation for the pur- 

080 of evading the payment of customs duties. I believe I once 

eard from the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] the story of 
some of his experiences in this direction, and I should be very 

lad to have the Senator state, if he will, what his observation 
ie been, both at home and abroad, upon the question whether 
the levying and collection of duties — ad valorem rates, fixed 
by consuls abroad, is a safe system for the Government or whether 
it is not full of evasionsand frauds. “ 

Mr. FRYE.. I think the Senator from New Hampshire must 
allude to alittle experience which I had at one of the leading 
ports in Germany and one of the leading ports in the exporta- 
tion of textile fabrics. There was an American consul there, 
and it was proved beyond any question that he filled out his in- 
voice certificates in blank, signed them, put on the seal of the 
United States, and then sold them in packages of from five to 
twenty-five, at the rate of $2.50 each. The manufacturers and 
the exporting merchants bought the certificates for future use. 
Ihave some of them now, I think, in my room. At any rate, 
ten days ago I had a half dozen, which were purchased at $2.50 
apiece. All the manufacturer had to do was simply to fill in 
the certificate and forward his goods. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Is the Senator from Maine quite sure that 
he is not confusing consular certificates with 1868 naturalization 
papers in New York City? [Laughter.] The Senator has had 
very full knowledge of both subjects, and if I remember aright, 
that was about the price of blank naturalization certificates in 
1868. 

Mr. FRYE. No; those ran down to a dollar and a glass of 
whisky. [Laughter.] 

ea CHANDLER. What was the price of the consular cer- 
tificate! 

Mr. FRYE. Two dollars and a half each, and no whisky. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILs] 
were here and heard the statement of the Senator from Maine 
Iam half inclined to believe he would get up here and deliber- 
ately renounce his theory of ad valorem rates. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from New Hampshire is entirely 
mistaken. Nearly twenty years ago I se with the distin- 
guished Senator from Texas on a subcommittee to revise the 
tariff, and he was then an ad valorem crank. He has never got 
over it, and he never will. (Laughter.] 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iamnotcertainaboutthat. The Senator 
from Texas is undergoing a great deal of wholesome discipline 
these days, and he is called w to surrender onlya theory, be- 
cause it appears very clearly here that the advantages of ad 
valorem system are only theoretical. The Senator from Texas 
has admitted that in order to vote for the bill he will have to 
give up every theory of tariff reform that he has ever advocated, 
and why he should not be willing to give up his in favor 


theory 
of ad valorem duties when he is giving up every other theory I 
can net conceive. 


Mr. FRYE. Has not the Senator from New Hampshire in his 
long experience in life learned that to surrender a theory is in- 
finitely more difficult than to surrender anything else? [never 
knew of but one theorist who would surrender a theory. That 


was Prof. A iz. The distinguished Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. HOAR] undertook to make Dr. Eliot, president of 
Harvard College, surrendera theory. TheSenator from Massa- 
chusetts punctured his theory atevery point, but the surrender 
was never made and has not been up to the present time. Will 
the Senator from New Hampshire pardon me a moment further? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. I once told Prof. Agassiz that I had captured a 
trout which weighed 9 pounds. He laughed at me. e said it 
was an utter impossibility; that no such trout had ever lived. 
I assured him it was true. He said he had just written an arti- 
cle in a certain magazine, to which he would call my attention. 
I read it, and his theory was magnificent. Shortly afterwardsI 
captured a trout that weighed 8 pounds, and a friend of mine 
caught another one that weigned 7 pounds. We built a tank 
and sent them alive to Prof. Agassiz, at Cambridge, in order to 
convince him, and sent a man with them. Prof. Agassiz sent 
mea letter. He said: 


My Dear Sir: The theory of a lifetime has suddenly been kicked to death 
by a stubborn fact. 


paneer 
e admitted it. [never yet knew a free-trade theorist who 
would be convinced even by a stubborn fact. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] is 
being soeeees day by day with some very stubborn facts, and 
those stubborn facts are that the bill can not be passed without 
his theories of a lifetime being surrendered. My hope now is 
that having surrendered all but his ad valorem theory, he will 
be willing to surrender it. I hope the Democrats on the other 
side of the Chamber will, in this surrender which they are mak- 
ing to protective duties, surrender ad valorem rates with it. I 
believe they are inclined to do it. I believe they are inclined 
to g° about as far in the direction of concessions as men can pos- 
sibly go, and I believe that if this proceeding on on two months 
longer they will be entirely willing, if we will pass a bill which 
has for a title ‘‘An act to promote tariff reform,” to have the 
body of the act adopted next winter. 

Now, Mr. President, Ihave cited all these authorities for I feel 
convinced that the Senators who voted recently for ad valorem 
rates were unmindful of this light that the great men of the 
Democratic party in times past have thrown upon this question. 
I have exhibited the authority; I make the appeal; and when I 
at last seek to convince them by quoting the overwhelming and 
conclusive language of the last Democratic President of the 
United States before the present so-called Democratic President 
of the United States, when I quote what President Buchanan 
has said on thissubject, if the Senators on the other side of the 
Chamber will not be convinced I give them up in despair; they 
will not be convinced though one should rise from the grave. 

Mr. DOLPH obtained the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). Will the Sen- 
ator from Oregon yield to me a moment? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask unanimous consent to offer at this time 
a resolution which may lie over until to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The resolution will be read. 

Mr. PLATT. Let us hear the resolution read. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be read for information. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That hereafter, ani until otherwise ordered, the Senate shall 
meet at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Mr. HOAR. I object to the reception of the resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. I asked that it ht go over until to-morrow 


morning. 
Mr. HOAR. I object to the reception of the resolution. 
Mr. HARRIS. Oh! All right. 
ee OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon wil 


Pp , 

Mr. HARRIS. The clerks may keep the resolution at the 

desk. It will come up again. 2 
THE REVENUE BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

(Mr. DOLPH resumed and concluded the speech begun by 
him April 20. See Appendix.] : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 


ment by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 
or eeDar oltained the floor. 
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Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I suggest that there is not a 
quorum of the Senate present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
— Si the want ofa quorum. The Secretary will call 
the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Dubois, Jones, Ark. Proctor, 
Allen, Faulkner, Lodge, Pugh, 
Allison, Gallinger, McLaurin, uay, 
Bate, George, McMillan, ansom, 
Berry. Gibson, McPherson, Roach, 
Blanchard, Gordon, Manderson, Shoup, 
Butler, Gorman, Martin, Squire, 
Caffery Gray, Mills, Stewart, 
Call, Harris, Mitchell, Oregon Teller, 

, Chandler, Hawley, Mitchell, Wis. Turpie, 
Cockrell, Higgins, Morgan, Vest, 
Coke, Hill, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Cullom, Hoar, Patton, Walsh, 
Davis, Hunton, Peffer, Washburn, 
Dixon, Irby, Perkins, White. 
Dolph, Jarvis, Pettigrew, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-three Senators having 
answered to their names, a quorum of the Senate is present. 
The Chair recognizes the. Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LODGE]. - 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the debate seems to have rather 
drifted away from the inquiry which I made an hour or two ago, 
and I want to return for just a moment to the inquiry. 

The majority of the Senate Committee on Finance decided not 
to allow any hearings, and they sent out a Jarge number of in- 
quiries, as they stated, to a million persons in regard to the 
tariff and the effects of tariff legislation. Those inquiries really 
went, I think, to perhaps 40,000 people. To a certain propor- 
tion of them answers have been received, and, as I understand 
it, the Senate has ordered the printing of those answers. I 
made some inquiry in regard to it, and I was told to-day unoffi- 
cially, and probably without sufficient authority, that the print- 
ing had been stopped, but that the replies to the inquiries relating 
to the first three schedules were in type, but that their publica- 
tion had been ——— 

My point is simply this: Whether I am correctly informed or 
not, here we are upon the chemical schedule, in which great 
changes have been made, and I am desirous, for one, tosee those 
replies which take the place, or are supposed to take the place, 
of the hearings ordinarily granted by a Senate committee. It 
is perfectly true, and I suppose from the manner in which those 
inquiries were sent out, many of them after the bill came into 
the Senate, that they have had noeffect on the committee itself, 
and that the committee has not considered them, but the rest of 
us may be interested in them, some of us are interested in them, 
and we should like to have them, and I think, under the vote of 
the Senate, we are entitled to have them now when they will 
be of use. 

That is the object,and the only object of my inquiry, and I 
trust that we may be furnished with those replies. Of course, 
if they had offensive passages in them, to which the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. VEST] alluded, those can be stricken out, but 
I hope we may be furnished with them now while we are consid- 
ering the schedules. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Irise for the purpose of answering the in- 
quiry of the Senator from Massachusetts. There is just this 
much true in the premises as a foundation for the remarks of 
the Senator. A few daysago Mr. Durfee, who is in charge of 
this work, was so crowded, that application was made for some 
assistance from the Government Printing Office, which could 
not be rendered, andI said that, for the time being at least, there 
might be a suspension of some portion of this work; but that 
suspension did not take place, and the publication of the work 
is going on now as rapidly as a work of this kind,or any other 
kind, ordered to be done by the Senate usually proceeds. 

There is no attempt at evasion. Whether this is a valuable 
ublication or not, it is one that has been ordered and will be 
urnished in due time. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator answer a question? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will try. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the pending amendment relates to 
acetic acid. Will the Senator be kind enough to state to the 
Senate, as he is chairman of the Committee on Finance and thor- 
oughly conversant with all these things, what were the answers 
to 5, questions sent out by the committee on this particular 
subject: 

r. VOORHEES. TheSenator from Massachusetts may ask 
his colleague, who raised this question on the amendment re- 
lating to acetic acid. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator does not understand me. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have no answer to make to such an in- 
quiry, and I do not yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Will theS 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I simply desire to say that after the 
question arose as to whether there was delay in the publication 
of these replies, and after the statement was made that by the 
order of the Committee on Printing or some member thereof 
the delay had been brought about, I caused inquiry to be made 
at the public Printing Office, and received an answer from there 
that there had been no such order received from any member 
of the Committee on Printing, that the work was going on, and 
that the type of the answers pertaining to the chemical schedule 
was all up and the proof sheets in the hands of one of the clerks 
of the Committee on Finance, Mr. Durfee. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes. 

Mr. MANDERSON. And that the probabilities were that 
during some time to-morrow the matter pertaining to this 
schedule would be placed upon the desks of Senators. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes. 

Mr. MANDERSON. So there has been no order, so far as I 
have been able to ascertain, for delaying the printing. 

Mr. VOORHEES. It mainly grew out of a conversation be- 
tween the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] and myself in 
regard to the overcrowded condition of the work, but no order 
was made about it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
question? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask whether the circulars which were 
sent out made any inquiries which would lead to answers bear- 
ing on the question of ad valorem or specific duties? 

Mr. VOORHEES. The inquiries are being printed with their 
answers, and I will commend them all to the prayerful attention 
of the Senator from New Hampshire, and he will find out what 
he wants to know in that way. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I shall certainly pray over them when I 
get them, but it is not my habit to pray over an unknown and 
an unseen document. If the Senator will kindly tell me where 
I can get the questions themselves I will content myself with 
thatanswer. I thought I made a courteous inquiry of the Sen- 
ator, but I did not get what I conceive to be a courteous answer, 
Are the questions which have been sent accessible? Will the 
Senator answer that question? 

Mr. VOORHEES. [understand the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire is authority for the statement that the printing has been 
stopped. I was told justnow—I was not in when the matter was 
raised—it was on his authority this unfounded statement was 
made, The Senator had better investigate his facts before in- 
dulging in statementshere. So faras inquiry of me is concerned 
as to what is contained in these questions and answers, that is so 
absurd and ridiculous that it is beneath contempt. They are 
open to the Senator's investigation as well as mine. That is all 
the answer I have to make. 

Mr.CHANDLER. The Senator might have answered my 
question, as he did at last, without addressing discourteous lan- 
guage to me. 

I wish to say to the Senator that I did not make the charge 
that the printing had beensuspended. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LODGE] stated that he had understood that the 
printing was suspended, and I adverted to his statement. I did 
not know what the authority was. TheSenator from Massachu- 
setts is abundantly able to take care of himself. 

I will say that I have always respected up to this time the Sen- 
ator from Indiana, 

Mr.GORMAN. Mr. President, in regard to the matter of 
the printing of this document, the Senate will remember that 
some ten days or two weeks ago I called the attention of the 
Senate to the fact that an extraordinary amount of printing was 
being ordered by some of the committees of this body, and as 
the majority of the members of the Committee on Printing 
thought in violation of the rule, and we passed aresolution with 
regard to the printing of one or two reports. The Senator from 
Indiana, the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Fi- 
nance, had these documents prepared through his clerk, but 
from the great amount of labor that Mr. Durfee was perform- 
ing that document went to the Printer inasomewhat disjointed 
form; it required some revision, proof-reading, and looking over 
the matter. Until that could be done by Mr. Durfee himself, 
who is known to both sides of this Chamber asa very correct 
man, the Public Printer suspended work on the document at 
my suggestion, I having informed the members of the Commit- 
tee on Finance of the trouble that occurred at the Printing 
Office. Beyond that there has been no delay and no attempt at 
delay. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, it seems to me that the question 
which I put to the honorable Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOOR- 
HEES] was a pertinent one and ought to have received a proper 


enator yield to me? 


Will the Senator allow me to ask hima 
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answer. We have appropriation bills involving in the re- 
gate a vast number of items, involving millions upon millions 
of dollars, and the universal custom of the Senate is that the 
member of the Committee o:. Appropriations who reports an 
appropriation bill comes into the Senate provided with the 
means of answering _ such questions; the clerk of the com- 
mittee sits by his side, and the documents are there. I have 
been in this and the other branch of Congress nearly twenty-six 
reonss and I never knew a question put to my former colleague, 

r. Dawes, when he was chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations of the Senate or of the Committee on Ways and Means 
of the House of Representatives, or put to the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr., COCKRELL] in the Senate, or put to the Senator from 
Iowa |Mr. ALLISON], in regard to what were the facts, the de- 
tails, or statistics in regard toa particular item of an appropria- 
tion, that it was not answered right off on the spot by referring 
to the proper document. It was his business day by day to be 
prepared to answer such questions, and it is the custom in all 
Zilia arliamentary bodies. 

Here is aquestion which is toaffect the life of a large and im- 
portant industry, about which I know very little myself, and for 
that reason I want the information so much the more; but I un- 
derstand from a member of the committee itself that it is a very 
important industry in three or four American States. Thecom- 
mittee addressed to the manufacturers of that article questions 
as to whether the duty should be ad valorem or specific, dis- 
tributed those questions.at the cost of the Government, and got 
the answers into their possession. That article is now § 
considered by the Senate before those answers are printed an 
before the Senate. I think it is due to the Senate that the chair- 
man of that committee should be here with those answers, 
There are hundreds of items in the bill where the duties are 
specific and not ad valorem, according to the recommendation 
of the committee itself, and therearea tmany others where 
the committee now proposes, after inquiry, to make changes. 
do not think it is quite a courteous or fair way to treat a Sena- 
tor on this floor, when he gets up, after told that the 
printed document is not here, and asks the chairman of the com- 
mittee, when we are go to vote yea or nay in a few minutes 
on this subject, that he will tell us whatwas the substance of the 
answers to the questions, to have him put it off and say of 
course he is not going to answer any such question as that. It 
is the first time such a thing has happened inthe parliamentary 
history of this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. hile the question of the data to be laid 
before the Senate is under consideration, I should like to sug- 
gest to the chairman of the Committee on Finance, or some 
member of the committee, that the usual comparative tables 
showing the manner in which the new amendments will effect 
the revenue should be pre as quickly as ble. I have 
been hoping for the last three weeks to have an opportunity to 
address the Senate upon the revenue features of this bill, but 
it never has been stationary long poe vs for me to find out ex- 
actly what effect it would have upon the revenue or approxi- 
mately what effect it would have upon the revenue. I hope on 
the amendments now being made, or a portion of them at t, 
that the ordinary tables for the use of Senators shall be pre- 
pared at once. I should be glad if the chairman of the commit- 
tee would see that that was done. I do not sappene it is neces- 
sary to take any action by the Senate upon that subject. 


Mr. VEST. T am always willing to answer ag timate in- 
quiry. I understand an expert of the Treasury, Mr. Evans, who 


is very well known to Senators, is atwork upon these estimates, 
and they will be ready this evening or to-morrow. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam glad to hear it. 

Mr. VEST. I have also an estimate which I have had made 
myself which I will submit to the Senator with great pleasure. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the ado 

tion of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Towa (Mr. 
ALLISON], upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Lask that the amendment be stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The Secretary read the amendment proposed by Mr. ALLISON, 
which was to strike out lines 12 and 13, on page 1, and insert: 

1. A or pyroligneous not apenas the specific of 1.047, 
saseh Dare as ake gra poe Cour, beaakenes ome 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire to see if I understand the 
amendment correctly. As I understand, it proposes to substi- 
tute for ‘‘14" and “4” cents per pound, which is the present 
law, *‘1 cent” and “3 cents” per a 

Mr. ALLISON. It is practically a reduction of the rate of 


duty. 

Mr. VEST. Notapractical reduction on the pending bill, but 
on the McKinley law. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 


Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON], but 
as he is absent and the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE] 
is absent, I will transfer my pair with the Senator from Pennsy1- 
vania to the Senator from South Dakota, and vote nay.” 

Mr. CAFFERY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER]. 

Mr. CHANDLER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. MuRPHy]. 

Mr. HUNTON (when Mr. DANIEL’sS name was called). I de- 
sire to say that my colleague [Mr. DANIEL] is absent from the 
city of necessity, and that he is paired on all the votes to be 
taken to-day with the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was called). I 
have a general pair with the senior Senator from Wisconsin 
{Mr. ViLAs]. The Senator from Louisiana[Mr. CAFFERY] has 
a general pair with the only Senator from Montana [Mr. PowER]. 
I transfer my pair to the Senator from Montana; so that the 
Senator from Louisiana and I may vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. CAFFERY. Under that arrangement I vote “nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Carry]. If he 
were present I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH]. I should 
vote te ” if he were present. 

Mr. PATTON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gipson]. If he were present 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. SQUIRE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. If he were 
present I should vote “ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am informed there is an understanding 
about the pair of the Senator from Vermont |Mr. MORRILL] and 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Kye}. I took the liberty 
of transferring my pair with the Senator from Me ELE I 
CAMERON] to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE}. I 
now ask to be permitted to transfer my pair with the Senator 
from Pennsylvania to the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LINDSAY], 
and if there be no objection I will allow my wale to stand. 

Mr. BATE. I havea pair with the Senator from Vermont 

. MORRILL]. As he is notin the Chamber and I have voted, 

desire to transfer with him to the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. KYLE], will let my vote stand. 

Mr. D 1S. It has been agreed that my pair with the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH] be transferred to the Sena- 
tor from North Dakota - HANSBROUGH], thus enabl the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] and me to vote. I vote 

ea. 

r. ALLISON. I desire to say that my colleague [Mr. WIL- 
SON] is absent on account of illness, and is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Soo Sag GORDON]. 

Mr. MAND. NN. Lhave a general pair with the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. I transfer that pair to 
the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], which will per- 
mit me to vote. I vote ‘' yea,” 

Mr. MCPHERSON. In the absence of the Senater from Dela- 
ware [Mr. HiIGGINS]a short time agoa pair was arranged be- 
tween that Senator and the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LInp- 
Say]. As the Senator from Kentucky is not present, I ask the 
Senator from Deiaware if he will continue the pair until the 
Senator from Ken returns? 

Mr. HARRIS. I will state to the Senator from New Jersey 
that the honorable Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] 
= ake announced a transfer of a pair with the Senator from 

entucky. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I did not hear the statement. I thank 
the Senator from Tennessee for the information. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I consider myself as having a standing pair 
with the Senator from New Jersey himself. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. At the same time, during the absence of 
the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LInpDsAY], the Senator 
from Delaware, at the request of the senior Senator from Ken- 


I am paired with 


a 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 33; as follows: 
Se ethan Beh 
= | Sti 
Dubois, Jones, Nev. Platt, 





1894. 





NAYS—33. 
Alien, Faulkner, McLaurin, Roach, 
Bate, George, McPherson, Turple, 
Berry, Gorman, Martin, Test, 
lanchard, Gray, Mills, Voorhees 
utier, Harris. Morgan, Walsh, 
Caffery, Hunton, Palmer, White. 
Call, Irby, Pasco, 
Cockrell, Jarvis, Pugh, 
Coke, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 
NOT VOTING—23. 
Blackburn, Gibson, Morr#l, Squire, 
ice, Gordon, Murphy, Vilas, 
den, Hansbrough, Patton, Wilson, 
Cameron, Hill, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
Carey, Kyle, Power, 


ae Sherman, 
' ie), Smith, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
resumed. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill, and read as 
follows: 


2. Boracic acid, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out ‘‘ 20 per cent 
ad valorem ” and insert ‘‘2 cents per pound.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed in line 14,0n pagé 1, after the 
words ‘‘ Boracic acid,” to strike out ‘‘20 per cent ad valorem,” 
and insert ‘‘2 cents per pound.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should be glad to know something about 
pe amendment which has just been offered. We have an un- 

standing in the Senate that when a paragraph is reached 
the committee amendments shall be offered and acted upon first. 
I do not know whether the amendment which is now offered by 
the Senator from Arkansas is to be considered and treated as a 
committee amendment or not. I am not aware that it has ever 
been adopted in any meeting of the Finance Committee. I do 
gee know exactly what the situation is. I should be glad to 

ve the Senator from Arkansas state. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I will state for the information of 
the Senator from Rhode Island that on yesterday several amend- 
ments were adopted which were proposed by Senators and voted 

by the Senate which had not been submitted to the Finance 
Geeeantites. The amendment now proposed was submitted by 
me and has not been reported by the Finance Committee; but the 
Democratic members of the Finance Committee knew of my in- 
tention to propose the amendment, and it meets their concur- 


rence. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The object of my making the inquiry I think 

apparent. Itis necessary to have an understanding about it 
or two reasons: First, whether these amendments are to have 
precedence such as is given to committee amendments; and,sec- 

d, inasmuch as I see the newspapers are stating the commit- 
ioe amendments are to have the support of the members upon 
the other side of the Chamber, I am not exactly sure whether 

at understanding is binding as to this and other amendments 

be offered by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Take a vote upon it, and you will 
find out about this amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS. I should like to offer an amendment to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think the amendment of the Senator from 
Arkansas is an amendment to an amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam in order, am I not, Mr. President, in 
offering an amendment to an amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair isinformed that the 

nding amendment is notan amendmentoffered by the Senator 
from Arkansas to an amendment, but to the original text of the 


ena’ 
Mitchell, Wis. 


Mr. CULLOM. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Therefore the amendment 
offered by the Senator from California will simply be aa amend- 
ment in the second degree, and will be in order. The amend- 
ment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed toamend the amendment by 
striking out ‘‘2 cents per pound” and inserting ‘‘5 cents per 
pound;” so as to read— 

Boracic acid, 5 cents per pound. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I hope the Senator offering 
the amendment will consent to the amendment which I now pro- 
ie. My object in eens it is, first, to restore the present 

upon boracic acid, which has been the law since 1883. I 


do it for the reason that I feel an especial interest in the State I 
have the honor in part to represent upon this floor, and espe- 
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= in her industries which are affected by the pending tariff 
ill. 

California was the pioneer State in developing the borax in- 
dustry of our country. Following close upon it was the State of 
Nevada. A few days since, when I had the honor of submitting 
some remarks upon the bill pending before us, I referred to this 
great industry and to the enterprise of the pioneers of the Pa- 
cific coast who had gone out upon these vast deserts of alkali 
land, and with no water for 30, 50, and 60 miles, had discovered 
these deposits of borax, and by their enterprise, their energy, 
and perseverance had developed these mines and increased the 
consumption of borax from 600 tons per annum in 1873 to about 
6,000 tons in 1888. That industry gives employment to one 
thousand or more men, directly or indirectly. By the census of 
our country, showing that about five personsare dependent upon 
each inale, that would represent five thousand persons who are 
supported by this borax industry. 

The price, commercially speaking, which I find taken from a 
newspaper of New York, called the Oil, Paint, and Drug Report, 
has fallen since 1868 from 334 cents a pound to 74 and 8 cents a 
pound at the present day. It has become a necessity in our do- 
mestic uses. It is largely used in the arts and sciences, in the 
iron industries for welding, for a flux and for smelting ores, iron, 
silver, and gold. It is also used for medicinal and other pur- 


I can not see the first argument to be used why we should 
hamper this industry. When it was left to foreign countries to 
supply us, when the product of Asia Minor aad Turkey, con- 
trol _ English capitalists, provided us with borax, the price 
averaged about 25 cents a pound, while to-day, as I have before 
stated, in the commercial markets of our country it can be bought 
for from 7} to 8 cents a pound. 

This industry gives employment, as I have said, to these en- 
terprising pioneers of the great West. Our silver mines have 
been closed down and thousands of miners have been thrown out 
of employment by the demonetizationofsilver. Surely we should 
not demonetize the use of borax, when the statistics show that 
the price has been graduaily coming down, down, down, until now 
it is within the reach of everyone who wishes to use it. 

Many of these mines are located from 120 to 160 miles from a 
line of railroad. You are obliged to cross that arid desert of 
sand and alkali to reach them. Large mule teams consisting of 
ten, twelve, and twenty mules, with immense wagons cross these 
sands, two, three, and four wagons coupled together, carrying 
the water and the food for the use of the men and the animals 
which draw the wagons. 

When this industry was first discovered and developed, many 
went into it with greatzeal. The result was that financial dis- 
appointment followed,and many of them failed of making it a 
business success; but profiting by their experience, profiting by 
the lessons learned in practical chemistry as applied to this in- 
dustry, they are enabled at present prices to manufacture it at 
the low figures that we now have in the commercial markets of 
the world. 

T ask the distinguished Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], who 
a few minutes since made such an impassioned appeal for the 
workingmen of this country, what he will do with these thou- 
sand men, who now engage in this industry, and their families, 
if you emasculate, if you so paralyze the industry, that they can 
not continue their work, and we buy the product of the cooly 
labor of Asia Minor, or of the cheap labor of Chile and Bolivia 
and Peru, which also produce borax. I want to ask the Senator 
where these laborers will go to find employment, where they 
will find employment for that which would be taken away from 
them by this proposed legislation if it should be adopted? 

A distinguished member of Congress, a general in our Army 
and an eminent Democrat, Gen. Rosecrans, when representing 
California in Congress, presented this industry in a letter which 
I commend to Senators for their most careful and earnest con- 
sideration. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam familiar with the letter of Gen. Rose- 
crans, and I suggest to the Senator that he have it read at tho 
desk or read it himself, as it is a very important contribution to 
the literature on this et. 

Mr. PERKINS. I shall be glad to do so; but before doing 
that I have a recent communication sent to me by three or four 
of the largest companies and individuals engaged in this indus- 
try. They present their views in such forcible form, in so log- 
ical and so concise a way that I feel they have presented it so 
much better than it is possible for me to do, that I will ask the 
permission of the Senate that this letter, which was a personal 
one to me, may be read by the Secretary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from California? The Chair hears none. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 
SAN FRANCISCO, March 30, 1894. 


Sra: Your esteemed favor of the 16th instant was duly received and your 
prompt response to the cmepeane sent you isso very gratifying as to induce 
Me to offer a tew further points touching the borax industry. 

The borax miners and producers have heretofore by printed memorials 

sented facts and figures which in several mgresses received 
avorable consideration from members of both Houses, irrespective of party. 
Among legislators we were fortunate in the past in being accorded h , 
and from knowledge of our resources and the justice of our cause received 
aid from such eminent Democrats as the Hon. Henry B. Payne, of Ohio, 
Samuel J. Randall, of Pennsylvania, from Gen. Rosecrans and others. 

Without personal knowledge of our situation on the part of legislators, 
we can hope for small consideration. Mere statements, verbal, written, or 
mpg are either scarcely regarded or create distrust; hence we must look 

our own representatives to use their best offices in our behalf. 

The conditions of the borax industry differ very clearly from any other 
that is classed as combining mining and manufacturing. These can be un- 
derstood best by men like ———< who were nurtured and have grown to 
maturity in the great valleys, mountains, and deserts of this coast, and 
who have shared the geugetes and varying fortunes of the discoverer, 
pioneer, prospector, and miner. Men who know our vast mineral resources, 
understand that capital and intelligence in the direction of labor are essen- 
tial in unlocking the mineral treasures to the enrichment of the nation, and 
that success has been achieved only after years of struggle and disappoint- 
ment. 

The borax miners 2nd producers are to-day, without exception, the orig- 
inal locators, and those who were first to aid them with capital twent 
years ago. Scarcely one has grown rich, few are more than fairly well off, 
and many have failed. Any considerable reduction in duty would make it 
a mere question of the survival of the richest, there but one company 
of the many now in the business that could survive. ll the minor com- 
panies, of which there are a number, must inevitably be ruined. 


RAW MATERIALS. 


The borates of California and Nevada are furnished gratuitously by na- 
ture, and are of varied form, character, and richness. The sw un- 
limited. In Nevada they are mined and gathered from the surface of the 
desert. In California from alkaline waters of desert lakes and the surface 
adjoining. The st present source is from mines, in = strata, 

ing deep and heavy and costly timbering. there being no 
walls for top support. These latter borates are rted by wagon and 
rail long distances, and require for working into borax extensive plants, and 
a heavy cost for soda imported from England, which latter pays a duty. 
All of these borates are of nominal value until touched by labor and capital, 
machinery, transportation, and duty-paidsoda. Hence no fo borates 
can be justly classed as raw mate unless labor is so classed, ause of 
its small vaiue tn f countries. 

The foreign source of supply for borates is chiefly Chile. The cheapness 
of these demands shipment by sea in large which are odic 
and ft ar, depe: upon charters, etc., While has she wamage 
of several thousands of miles over ourselves in transportation to New York. 
These ar and ative imports disturb business calculations, 
aad put us at the mercy of foreign monopoly. 

We have for some poeee been oe this demand at a contract price of 
8} cents per pound, the present duty 8 cents per pound, and railroad 
freights from the mines to New York 1 cent. 

e claim no benefit in prices from tariff, but simply ask that our home 
market be preserved to American V gene who pevias made investments 
in plants, Which have absorbed the accumulated of years, require 
proweotion only from the tricks of foreign, monopolies, which can Sford to 
vhrow away cargoes o crush us 
themselves by fleecing the afterward. 


PRODUCTION AND PRICE. 


In 1864 the California production of borax was only about 12 tons, with a 
New York price of 89 cents = pound. 

In 1874 the California and Nevada product reached 1,000 tons, and the price 
‘was reduced to about 14 cents per pound. 

In 1884 the total uct of the coast reacbed nearly 4,000 tons, and the New 
York price had fallen to 9j cents. 

The nt poses capacity is about 6,000 tons per annum, and the 
New York wholesale price is as low as 7} cents a pound. 

These figures abundantly show that the afforded by the tariff 
has enabled the producers to secure to the consumer a constant and very 
heavy reduction in price, till the cost of the article is brought as low as its 
nature and uses seem to uire, and which {t is seen has stimulated the con- 
sumpt!on to anunexampled extent. Probably th 
is for domestic engeess. for which it is now supplied at an eminently satis- 

tory rate. second use in tude, that for meat , is en- 
tirely confined to preserving meats for export, thus im no burden 
upon the domestic consumer. 


WHAT BORAX INCLUDES.' 


The tariff very properly recognizes three articles as bearing a close rela- 

tion to borax, viz: 
1) Borates, or crude borax. 
) Borax, the manufactured product, now specified as refined; and 

{) Boracicacid, which is really a still more concentrated article than borax. 

© true relation of these three is not generally understood, but may be 

vory e . The essential element of value in each is what is 

known to the chemist as “anhydrous boracicacid.”” Thelarger the percent- 


coutains about 36 per cent of snhydrous bo- 
racic acid, which may be takenas the basis for valuation, or le duties. 
Borate of lime and borate of soda, or crude borax, contain same ele- 


acid, or one and seventh-twelfths as much as borax, the relative 
¥aluation of these two articles for imposition of duty as 6 to 4 instead of 5to 


4as nowrated. In other words, the same afforded by 4cents upon 
borax Bires a duty of cents per pound pom boracle acid.” 
The objection to an 


ad valorem du! this article is that nothing 
short of an exact chemical analysis typ determine ve 
pee ntage us boracic acid presentin Se. Aen 
for anda With an ad valcrem rate article would be 


the voiced 
as containing the least percentage, and hence of lowest value, whatever its 


real gi 
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Under the present’tariff boracic acid yields more revenue than all the 
ooulll Kinweok = chemical list, and, as we have shown, it should justly pay 
A duty on refined borax only, leaving boracic acid and the borates uncoy- 
ered, Tne an absurdity. 
—— you M. SMITH. 
THE NEVADA SALT AND BORAX COMPANY, 
By H. L. COYE, President, 
SAN BERNARDINO BORAX MINING CoMPANY, 
By H. KREBS, JR., Treasurer. 
Hon. Gro. C. PERKINS, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I think the communication 
which we have heard read by the Secretary is an unprejudiced 
and impartial statement of the status of this industry at the 
present time in California and Nevada. The gentlemen who as 
an individual signs it is a well-known pioneer in this industry. 
He lived in his cabin out upon those alkali deserts, develop- 
ing the industry. The gentlemen who, representing the com- 
panies named, have signed the letter with him are also repre- 
sentative men of the far West, who in the community where 
they live and in the State to which they belong have the confi- 
dence and respect of all who know them. As [ before stated, 
they went out into this inhospitable region, down into that great 
valley between the Rocky Mountains and the Sierra Nevadas 
known as Death’s Valley, some parts of which are situated sev- 
eral hundred feet below the level of the sea. 

After making these discoveries they petitioned Congress to 
have the land surveyed, and the Government has sold them the 
land at mineral prices, the same prices that were paid for placer 
mines of gold or silver, notwithstanding the fact that as to some 
of the land out of 160 acres there is not a half dozen acres where 
any crude borate of soda is found. This industry has created a 
market for the Government land, and the Government has real- 
ized the prices which it fixed upon that mineral land. There 
are other thousands of acres, which the sale of, if the industry 
is not now paralyzed by new legislation, will enable our Govern- 
ment to receive a revenue, where otherwise it will remain for 
ages tocome the wild desert and the alkali plain it is to-day. 

Boracic acid is in no sense of the word a raw material. it is 
the highest art of manufacture known in chemistry as applied 
to this mineral. Iam anxious to know some reason why it is 
proposed to change the law that has worked so satisfactorily to 
this industry and to our people for the last ten or twelve years. 
I hope theamendment to the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, while I am still of the opin- 
ion that the gold standard and protection can notexist together, 
that one or the other must fail, [ desire to call attention to the 
fact that this particular article has been made cheaper by pro- 
tection. Protection has done no harm to this particular ar- 
ticle. The average cost of the article for a long time was from 
25 to 30 cents a pound, and since there was a small tariff put 
upon it there-has been competition by developing the vast borax 
fields in the United States. 

If the tariff is taken off altogether, I think, in fact it is about 
certain, that American mining and manufacturing of borax will 
cease, because the transportation by railroads and wagons the 
distance that the American producers are compelled to trans- 
port their product would make it impossible tocompete with borax 
manufactured near the water's edge by cheap labor. So the in- 
dustry in this country would be destroyed, thus giving a mo- 
nopoly to the — industry. The foreign manufacturers 
as the monopoly would make borax more costly to the 
American consumer than it is now. Perhaps they would not 
raise the price to what it was formerly, for fear of starting the 
industry in this country again, but I am satisfied it is in the 
power of the foreign producers of borax to furnish it at sucha 
price that it can not be produced at all in this country. 

The reduction on this article in the bill I think is too great. 
Ihave communicated with the preducers of borax, and they 
think that perhaps they can stand some reduction. I understood 
the reduction was to be only 50 per cent. That on borax would 
be 2} cents, and on the other grades of borax there would be cor- 
responding rates. They have informed me that a reduction to 
23 or 3 cents on boracic acid would probably be a figure where 
the industry would go on. 

I wish to remind my friends, particularly on the Democratic 
side who have charge of the bill, that I understand this is a 
protective tariff bill, and that many of the items in the various 
schedules have been changed for the purpose of protecting cer- 
tain industries and enabling them to prosper. On representa- 
tion that under the House bill industries would languish, the 
bill has been changed, and it is now modeled on the protective 


system. 

That being the case, it being a protective tariff, the reasons 
are very strong why that protection should be general. There 
isno reason why if you havea protective tariff one section should 
be protected morethan another. A protective tariff should pro 
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tect in a reasonable way all industries in every section of the 
country. The bill, while it ison the protective principle, dis- 
criminates very largely in many respects against the great 
mountain States. 

If it were a tariff for revenue, and if the duties were levied 
upon all articles with that view solely, we would have incidental 
protection throughout the United States. But I understand 
there is great difficulty in arranging a protective tariff to avoid 
discriminations. There is great difficulty in levying those pro- 
tective duties so that there will not be discriminations. There 
will be discrimination almost anyway you fix it. I appreciate 
that difficulty. I understand that in modeling a bill on the pro- 
tective system the interest that is most forcibly represented, 
that is, the interest which has the strongest backing, which is 
able to produce the strongest argument, to collect statistics and 
lay them before the Senate and the other House and make the 
best showing, is liable to get the advantage. That is one of 
the great difficulties of a protective tariff—in ‘making it equal. 
I did not understand when the amendment of the Senator from 
California [Mr. PERKINS] was read just what rate of duty is pro- 


sed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Five cents. 

5 Mr.STEWART. Itis proposed, then, to restore the duty to 
cents. 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee propose a duty of 2 cents. 

Mr. STEWART. Two cents, lam informed by the produ- 
cers, will be too low and will endanger the production in this 
country. At 3 cents they might live. ’ 

Now, I appeal to the Senate to put the duty on boracic acid at 
3 cents, and the duties on the other grades of borax at corre- 
sponding rates. There are many articles which are put on the 
free list. Among them is wool. Wool is a special product of 
all the mountain States. That is a great region, and the indus- 
try is growing. The producers in that section of the country 
have the item of transportation against them. The wool has 
to be transported before it is washed, and the freight charges 
areenormous. Consequently they are laboring under great dis- 
advantages. My constituents, writing to me, say they can not 
see the justice of having wool on the free list and woolens pro- 
tected; that if we are to have a protective tariff, they want their 
localities to have the benefit of it. There is great force in that 
argument. 

ut as to this particular little article, I hope the Senate will 
fix the duty in a way that the industry will not be ruined and 
wilj not be endangered, because if it is broken up I am satisfied 
the whole people of the United States will suffer fromit. By 
breaking up the industry in the United States, so that the peo- 
ple of the United States will have to rely upon the foreign 
monopoly, I fear the consumers in this country will have to pay 
a higher price for the goods. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator allow me to inter- 
rupt him for a moment? 

r. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The tariff proposed on this article 
by the other House was 20 percent,I believe. We wereassured 
by gentlemen interested in this business that they could not live 
at that rate, and we agreed to an increase in the tax, and making 
it specific, 2 cents a pound, which is equivalent to about 40 per 
cent ad valorem, and which we are assured will allow the inter- 
est tosurvive. We believe that is true, and I hope the Senator 
will be satisfied with the proposition made to the Senate, which 
is about double the tax that is proposed by the other House. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam aware that the tariff has been more 
thandoubled by the change madeinthe Senate. Twenty percent 
would be less t a cent a pound on boracic acid. But I donot 
think the rate proposed by the Senate committee is sufficient. I 
hope it will be changed. I do not ask an unreasonable rate, but 
{ hope the Senate will put it at 3 centson boracic acid, and make 
the other part of the schedule correspond. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me one second? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. Notwithstanding what has been said about our 


wan to destroy an American industry—— 
Mr. STEWART. I do not think you want to destroy it. Ido 
not think there is any intention of that kind. 


Mr. VEST. I wish to make one statement. In 1883the Man- 
ufacturing Chemists’ Association submitted a schedule of duties 
to the Finance Committee, and they va boracic acid on the free 
list. That will be found in volume 2 of the Tariff Commission 
Report. page 2581. 

YE STEWART. Were they the producers or the consum- 
ers 

Mr. VEST. As a matter of course there are two interests 
represented, as they always are represented when the question 
comes in of raw material and the manufactured product. The 
Manufacturing Chemists’ Association, who, as a matter of course, 
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represent the manufacturing interests in regard to chemicals, 
demand that it shall be put on the free list. On the other hand, 
the producers of borax and bora:zic acid demand this duty of 5 
per cent. We just split the difference by putting it at 2 cents, 
and it is a very liberal concession. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not quite a split, I suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Missouri. Wecan not split the difference between 
5and2by 2. It should be 2+. 

Mr. VEST. It is a very large increase. 
House duty. 

Mr. FRYE, 


It is double the 


What was it in 1883, when we revised the tariff? 

Mr. MILLS. From 20 to 38 per cent, equivalent. 

Mr. VEST. Under the McKinley act the equivalent is 95.12. 
Under the House bill it is 20 per cent, and under the Senate bill 
20 per cent; and by putting on a specific duty, which is a great 
concession, we change the ad valorem to a specific. We make 
that concession, and besides that double theduty. Isubmit that 
with men having our opinions in regard to the tariff that isa 
very liberal concession. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What kindof aconcession is made by chang- 
ing this rate from ad valorem to specific? 

Mr. VEST. Itis giving to the people who want an increased 
duty nobody can say exactly how much per cent. I have heard 
it variously estimated; but the Senator knows that no man who 
wants an increased duty ever failed to ask for a specific rate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Anyone who wants a protective duty always 
asks for a specific rate, if he can get it. 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And any man who favors a revenue duty 
asks for a specific rate, if he can get it. 

Mr. VEST. Ido notcare about going into a general discus- 
sion of specifics and ad valorems, but [ knowin the three months 
I have been engaged in working on this bill 1 have yet to hear 
one protectionist who did not want a specific duty upon every- 
thing. 

Mr. PERKINS. 
tion? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. Who is asking that this article shall be 
placed upon the free list or the duty reduced? Surely not the 
consumer. 

Mr. VEST. It is the manufacturers of the chemical product, 
who are citizens of the United States just as much as the pro- 
ducers. I do not care for either of them myself; I am for the 
consumer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senate to take notice that the 
statement made by the Senator from Missouri is in regard to a 

tition presented to the Tariff Commission in1883. There can 
be no better illustration of the beneficent effects of a protective 
duty than is found in the development of the borax industry of 
the country. I remember as well as though it were yesterday 
the circumstances under which the duty imposed by the act of 
1883 was levied. The senior Senator from Nevada[Mr. JONzs], 
who is now giving me his attention, being familiar with the 
natural resources of his own State and of California in this re- 
gard, asked the Senate Committee on Finance to place protec- 
tive duties upon borax products, and told usthat the result would 
be the development of the industry in this country and lower 
prices for borax. What was the result? In 1880 the price of re- 
fined borax was about30 cents a pound. To-day it is less than 8 
cents a pound. 

Mr. FRYE. State the rate of duty you fixed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We fixed a duty then, at the suggestion of 
the Senator from Nevada, of 4and 5 cents a pound on boracic 
acid. It is now 5 cents a pound, and at this rate the importa- 
tion has been increasing ever since 1887. In 1887 the impor- 
tation was 341,000 pounds; in 1888, 459,000 pounds; in 1891, 627,- 
000 pounds; in 1892, 701,000 pounds, and in 1893 772,000 pounds, 
notwithstanding the retention of a duty which is, I suppose, about 
100 per cent upon the value of boracic acid in Tuscany, Asia 
Minor, Chile, or Peru. The borax deposits of California 

Mr. GRAY. May Iask the Senator a question? What was 
the percentage of protection when there was first laid in 1883 a 
tax of 5 cents a pound? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was not as great as shown by the equiva- 
lent ad valorem as it is to-day, for the reason that the develop- 
ment of the American industry has brought down the world’s 
price of borax from 33 cents a pound to less than 8 cents. 

Mr. GRAY. Ought they not to be content with the same per- 
centage they had in 1883? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It costs the same, relatively, to produce 


May I ask the Senator from Missouri a ques- 





boracic acid to-day in Tuscany or in Asia Minor and in the United 
States 2s it did in 1883. The borax deposits of California were 
discovered in 1856, but from 1856 to 1883, and until the Senator 
from Nevada had induced Congress to levy a protective duty on 
borax products they remained undeveloped. The alkaline des- 
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erts of Nevada and California have, Irepeat, been made produc- 
tive by this beneficent legislation. The Senator from Nevada 
says that possibly they might live at 3 cents a pound; that they 
might hold some portion of the American production. They are 
not holding their own at this moment with a duty of 5 cents a 
pound, 
; This useful product reclaimed from the desert by the aid of a 
duty that you now propose to remove is entitled to better treat- 
ment at your hands. There is no consumer of borax in the 
United States before the Senate to-day asking to have this duty 
reduced—not one. Noman in the United States suggests this 
change. This is but one of a large number of the products of 
the territory lying between the Mississippi River and the Pa- 
cific coast that is to be stricken down by this bill without cause 
and withou+ reason. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senatorfrom Rhode Island 
will suspend fora moment. The Chair will receive a message 
from the House of Representatives. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE BRATTAN. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced the death of Hon. Robert 
F. Brattan, late a Representative from the State of- Maryland, 
and communtcated the resolutions of the House thereon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will lay the resolu- 
tions of the House of Representatives before the te. The 
resolutions will be read by the Secre 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 

IN THE Hovsy OF REPRESENTATIVES, May 10, 1894. 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. Robert Ff. Brattan, late a Representative from 
the State of Maryland. 

Hesolved, That a committee consisting of seven members of the House, 
with such members of the Senate as may be joined, be appointed to take 
crasea'cs hak ginc'of Sci; Sind Uva" eteaaany expenses Steen 
the execution of this order be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House be authorized and di- 


rected to take such as may be necessary for properly carrying outthe 
provisions of this resolution. 


Resolved, That the Clerk communicate the foregoing resolutions to the 
ete, and that, as a fur mark of respect tothe memory of the deceased, 


Wine Speake ut of Mr. TaLBorr of Maryland, 
oss nine 





announced the 
Mr. Jonns of Virginia, Mr. CAUSEY of Delaware, Mr. BERRY of 
Mr. Mryer of Louisiana, Mr. HepBvRN of lowa,and Mr. HupDsoN 
as the committee on the part of the Honse. 
Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I submit the resolutions which 
I send to the desk, and ask for their adoption. Ata later time 
I shall ask the Senate to fix a day upon which fitting tribute 
yy pe the memory of my deceased colleague. 
oP IDING OFFICER. The resolutions submitted by 
the Senator from Maryland will be read. 
‘The resolutions were read, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Senate has pened a Soe ae the death of the 
Hon. Robert ¥. Brattaa, late a Representative of the State of Maryland. 
Resolved the xesolution of the House of Repre- 
of a joint committee to attend the 
te residence in the State of Maryland, and 
of the Senate, consisting of five Senators, 


of Representatives, and that he be further directed tc snttons to abe Bonne 
oe the sam eer wiarnet respect to the of umaaa 
as ’ 

the Senate do now adjourn. eo 
The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 

resolutions, and they were unanimously agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, before announcing the result, 
pointed as the committee under the second resolution Mr. 
ON, Mr. PaLmMpr, Mr. GRAY, Mr. PERKINS, and Mr. Du- 


BOTS, 
Thereupon (at 5 o'clock and 16 minutes p. m.) the Senate ad- 
journsd until to-morrow, Friday, May 11, , at 11 o’clock a.m. 





)}HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, May 10, 1894. 
The House = at 12 o’clock m. 


og nc , Rev. E. B. Bagpy: 
Oo our God, u art the same yesterday, to-day, and 


emotes: pret bara ee op swaeenn On Sse to-day with 
renewed t Thy mercies blessings. e 
ee Te ae for the exalted powers Thou hast given 
us, for the homes which Thou hast blest, for friends 

faithful and true, and for a country that is great and free. 
Grant, O Lord, that as Thou hast conferred upon us 


5 
é 


and be found faithless. 
Ein, Gf fuaher, wilt Tho’ be erator to all'Thy ellen et 
1 port be read. 
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has been called to his reward. Grant, our God, that they may 
feel beneath them ag everlasting arms; and may they have 
Thy peace, the peace of God, which passeth all understanding. 
Wilt Thou be very near to all who ure bereaved and comfort 
them. Heal the broken-hearted; restore to health all who may 
be sick; and may all men learn to trust Thee, through the com- 
passion of Jesus, our Saviour. Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

HAWAII. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President; which was read, referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Congress: 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of State, in re- 


to recent dispatches from the United States minister at Honolulu, 


received since © of April 21, 1894, and als dispatch from the 
‘April 14, iad. oe 


minister dated 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, May 9, 1894. 
WORTHLESS PAPERS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, tting a schedule of papers, eic., 
on file in the Bureau of Statistics which are not needed in the 
transaction of public business. 

The SPEA This list of papers will be referred to the 
committee appointed by the House, the gentleman from Georgia 
{[Mr. MAppOX] and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], 
members of the Joint Commission on Useless Departmental 


Papers. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following Senate 
bills; which were severally read a first and second time, and re- 

as indicated below: 

A bill (S. 1983) for the relief of the heirs of Elizabeth Town- 
send, deceased—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1941) to authorize Rear-Admiral John G. Walker, 
Surg. Gen. J. Rufus Tryon, and Lieut. M. L. Wood, of the 
United States Navy, to accept the decorations of the ‘‘ Busto del 
Libertador ” of the third classfrom the President of Venezuela— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2004) to authorize certain persons to receive medals 
of honor from the Government of Spain—to the Committee on 

Foreign Commerce. 





Interstate and 
CADET FOR SEVENTH DISTRICT OF GEORGIA. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia desires to 
have taken from the table and d on the Calendar a joint 
resolution which was reported adversely the day before yester- 
day. The gentleman will indicate the resolution. 

‘Mr. MADDOX. Iask that the joint resolution (H. Res. 149) 
directing the Secretary of the Navy to declare a vacancy in the 
Naval Academy at Annapolis for the Seventh district of Geor- 
gia, and —' said Secretary to give notice to the re- 
sentative of said district of said vacancy as now provided by law, 
be taken from the table and placed on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. This resolution was adversely reported the 
day before yesterday. The Clerk will read the last clause of 
Rule XIII. This is the first application of that rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
ait ecepint otrerey gaat bode one ba, ies es ceze 
after, shall request its reference to the ar, when it shall be referred 
as provided in clause 1 of this rule. 

The SPEAKER. The day before the Committee 
on Naval Affairs this resolu adversely. The gen- 
tleman from within three days, asks that it be referred 
to the Calendar. joint resolution will be printed and re- 
ferred to the House . 


RESURVEY OF GRANT AND HOOKER COUNTIES, NEBR, 


Mr. KEM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H.R. 6720) providing for the resur- 
vey of Grant and Hooker Counties, in State of Nebraska. 

Tho bill was read, as follows: 


Bio 6 camsted, <s., Tee Gee Bosna 28 Sap Antantas be, ont. be te A 
authorized to cause to be a of the lands in Grant and Hooker 
Counties, in the State of Nebraska; and all rules and tions of the In- 

settlers of said counties ask- 


terior Department from all 
ing for resurvey and agreement to abide by the result of the same are hereby 


Mr. KEM. 1 ask that the report, which is very brief, be read. 
Mr. SAYERS. Mr, , reserving the right to object, 
I would like to hear from the gentleman from Nebraska some 
ke EEA. I think the sport siataxts qstte clan but if 
‘ ex : 
easianutien. Lek the re- 


hereby 


the gentleman prefers I will make an. 
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The report (by Mr. HALL of Minnesota) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
6290) providing for the resurvey of Grant and Hooker Counties, in the State 
of Nebraska, respectfully report the attached bill as a substitute therefor, 
with the recommendation that said substitute be passed and said H. R. 6290 
lie upon the table. 

It appears that gross inaccuracies and errors occurred in the original sur- 
yey of said counties, whereby much confusionand uncertainty exists among 
the settlers therein as to the lines and boundaries of their respective lands. 

Under the existing regulations of the Interior Department governing re- 
surveys, no such surveys will be nted except upon the affirmative peti- 
tion of all the settlers interes therein and the 
to abide by the result. . 

Petitions for the resurveys contemplated in this bill were presented to 
the Secretary of the Interior, my by 137 settlers of Grant County and by 
15settlers of HookerCounty. Six Grant County settlers refused to sign the 

tition or abide by the result. Under this state of facts the Department, 
Riiowing its regulations, refused to grant the resurveys. 

It is the understand of your committee that substantially all the set- 
tlers in said counties have petitioned for and agreed to abide the result of 
said resurveys. It ought not to be in the power of a very few obstinate in- 
dividuals to prevent a work of such general importance as that contem- 
plated in this bill. Ifthe Government by the carelessness or incompetence 
of its surveyors has created the doubt and difficulties which exist as to lines 
and boundaries, it ought at the earliest practicable moment to remove the 


unanimous agreement 


same. 

The accompanying letter from the Hon. Commissioner of the General 
Land Office is made a part of this report. 

Mr. KEM. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Clerk read 
that part of the letter of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, which is marked, and which refers directly to this prop- 
osition. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

If itis found impracticable to secure the cobperation of all the settlers 
onthe lands whereby the requisite consent and agreement ing the 
Gesived resurvey may be secured, it is now suggested that the Nebraska 
delegation in Congress secure the enactment of a law specifically authoriz- 
ing this office to resurvey the townships in the ted counties, and 
making an appropriation to pay the expense of execut the work. 

The stated ions governing resurveys as he referred to were 
adopted by this office only after a varied and extended experience, resulting 
from executing resurveys inthe States of Kansas and rado. After re- 
surveys in said States had been executed m rotests were received from 
aggrieved settlers whose cla been d ed by the lines of the re- 


one vey, and much litigation ensued therefrom, some of which is still pend- 
‘Referring to the statement in your letter that by reason of the al 
surveys in said counties being fraudulent and ve, “a Tes ab- 


solutely necessary to prevent great troubleand perhaps a conflict with those 
the land fur’ te al 


bu 
interest must join in petitions to this office requesting the same, and agree 
to abide by the result of the work and to adjust thereto the lines of their re- 
spective claims. If such joint action and consent can not be secured, the 
only remedy left is to obtain Congressional authorization as suggested. 


Mr. SAYERS. Have 
are to be resurveyed under this bill? 

Mr. KEM. Ido not know as to that. [ presume they have 
been issued as to some of the lands, but not as to very many. It 
is a new country, and the reason we ask the resurvey is because 
of grosserrorsexisting in theoriginal survey by reasonof which 
the settlers are practically without lines,so they can not build 
roads or make necessary improvements. 

Mr. SAYERS. When was the first survey made? How many 
years 7. 

Mr. KEM. Icannotsay. But it was made some years ago. 
The country, however, is new, only recently settled, and further 
improvement is retarded by the uncertainty of the present lines. 

Mr. SAYERS. Is it contemplated that every survey in that 
county shall be gone over again, resurveyed? 

Mr. KEM. The bill contemplates a resurvey to correct what- 
ever errors may have been made. Practically all of the settlers 
have asked for it. I am continually receiving letters asking 
that this matter be adjusted. Thesettiers arein very bad shape, 
as the gentleman must know, if he will reflecta moment. They 
have no certainty as to the lines, so that they can not construct 
roadsor build bridges, or doanything in the way of improvement. 
There is no certainty as to where the lines are, and the settlers 
are all at sea, and I call the attention of the gentleman and the 
House to the absolute necessity of having something done in this 
direction. Great trouble has already arisen from errors in the 
original survey, and unless the survey is corrected there will be 
more trouble, perhaps resulting in bloodshed. 

Mr. PENCE. Let me say to the gentleman from Texas that 
the Department would go on and make this resurvey but for the 
protest of five or six settlers. 

The SPEAKER. Is there ue to the request for the 
present consideration of this bill 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. What is the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The bill has been read. 

Mr. KEM. I will to the gentleman from New York that 
it is a bill which simply provides for the resurvey of Grant and 
Hooker Counties, in the State of Nebraska, a resurvey which is 
made necessary by the gross errors that occurred in the first sur- 
vey made by the Government. Matters are in a chaotic state 
there, and it is absolutely n that this resurvey be made. 
The bill carries no appropriation and does no harm to anybody. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


patents been issued for the lands that | 





A587 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection tothe requestof the gen- 
tleman frem Nebraska for the present consideraticn of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Whatis proposed to be done inthe event 
that the parties to whom lands have been granted under the 
old survey refuse to abide by the resurvey? 

Mr. KEM. My understanding is that if this bill passes, they 
will be obliged to abide by the resurvey. The gentleman will 
understand very readily that where there is uncertainty as to 
lines, particularly in a new country where gross errors exist in 
the survey, it is utterly impossible to get everybody interested 
to agree to a resurvey, because under existing conditions some 
parties may have more than their 160 acres of land, may have a 
quarter and a fraction, and under a resurvey it might happen 
that those fractional quarters would be cut down to 160 acres. 
In fact there are a few individuals, six in number, who have re 
fused to agree to a resurvey, while everybody else concerned 
wants it, and so far as I can see, there is no other way by which 
this matter can be Le wow d adjusted. 

Mr. McMILLIN. hat I want to get at is this: I will put 
an extreme case, because it will illustrate the point better than 
amild one. Suppose that heretofore land has been granted to 
A under the existing survey; Bis the owner of the adjoining 
land; in the meantime A has improved his property; by this re- 
survey @ part of A's en say a part of his house, is 
taken off and allotted to B. Who, under those circumstances, is 
to bear the damages? The Government of the United States? 

Mr. KEM. I will say to the gentleman that there are numer- 
ous cases on record where buildings have been found to be on the 
wrong piece of land, and have had to be removed, and in such 
cases the parties making the wrongful location of the buildings 
have had to bear the expense of thechange. I donot know that 
there is any such case involved here, but there may be. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But whoever turns out to be the owner of 
the land has the right to say that the buildings shall not be re- 
moved, That is the law. 

Mr. KEM. Well, I think the gentleman will agree that if it 
is known that gross errors exist in the original survey, those 
errors ought to be righted, let the expense fall where it may; 
and there is no other way of correcting the errors in this case 
but by a resurvey authorized by Congress, and it is absolutely 
necessary that it be done, even though it does work a hardship 
on one or two individuals. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Who is to bear the expense of the resur- 
vey? 

Mr. KEM. This will come out of the regular appropriation. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The expense is borne necessarily by the 
Government? 

Mr. KEM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRYAN. It is a matter of great necessity, and I hope 
there will be no objection to it. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
read the third time, and passed 


RAILWAYS, INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask 
unanimous consent for the consideration of a bill, and before the 
bill is read I wish to make a brief explanation of its provisions. 
After that, if Ican have the attention of the House, I think 
= will be no objection whatever to the consideration of the 
bill. 

There have been several laws passed from time to time by 
Congress granting charters to railroad companies within and 
through the Indian Seager 

These laws, all of them, allowed the railroad companies to ac- 
quire so much land for depot purposes, but did not allow the 
depots to be nearer to each other than 10 miles apart. The 

rowth of population and commerce in the Indian Territory has 
Fee such that they need increased railroad facilities at the dif- 
ferent towns already established, and they need also some addi- 
tionaldepots. The proposition in this bill is, following the prec- 
edents embodied in the charters and laws already passed, to 
allow the railroad companies to secure additional ground. 

Mr. COOMBS. At their own expense? 

Mr, PENDLETON of Texas. At their own expense. Where 
the lands belong to the Indians in common the Secretary of the 
Interior is allowed to grant a sufficientamount for the purposes 
indicated at so much peracre. If any objection is made to it 
by the Territory, it is provided that a commission of three per- 
sons is to be appointed; and if objection is made to their award, 
then they can appeal to the courts. 

Mr. COOMBS. Otherwise it allows them tocondemn certain 


lands for this pur ? 
Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. 





Certainly. 


In the case of individual occupants where the railroads can 
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not make any amicable arrangement, the Secretary of the In- 
terior appoints three persons, and if they still can not agree 
they appeal to the courts. But in every instance the railroad 
companies pay the costs of the court, and they are limited to 
sufficient grounds only for depot purposes. 

Mr. COOMBS. And not for yards? 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. For the necessary yards, of 
course; but it does not allow them to obtain ~— tional land 
for purposes of speculation. It is wholly for the benefit of the 
people of the Territory; it is carefully guarded, and is unani- 
mously reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs, headed 
by the capable chairman of the committee, Mr. HOLMAN. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R, 6956) to grant to railroad companies in the Indian Territory ad- 
ditional powers to secure right of way, depot grounds, etc. 

Be it enacted, ete., That any railroad company operat: a railroad in the 
Indian Territory — 4 acquire the right to use additio ground at stations 
now existing or for the establishment of new stations or depots by making 
it appear to the Secretary of the Interior that the convenience of the people 
and the public interests will be promoted. 

Sxo. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior may, when convinced that such 
application is proper, grant the use of such additional lands held by the In- 
dlans in common a8 may be necessary for depot purposes, but before 
possession of and using such lands the railroad company shall = wit 
the treasury of the tribe to which the lands bel compensation in cash at 
the rate of per acre: Provided, That if such be shall not be satisfied 
with the compensation herein provided, the amount to be paid by such rail- 
road company to such tribe shall be ascertained in the same manner as is 

rescri by section 8 of this act with respect to compensation to be paid 
ndividual occupants on any iand so taken. 

Sec, 3. That when the railroad com seeks to establish the depot on 
the land of individual occupants, and where the matter can not be cably 
settled between the railroad company and said individual occupants, the 
company may apply to the Secretary of the Interior, who shall thereupon 
oa three dis rested referees who, before en’ upon the duties of 
t be before competent authority an 


eir appointment, shall take and subscri 
oath that they will faithfully and im jally discharge the duties of their 
ed, shall bereturned with their award. 


appointment, which oath, duly cert 
In case the referees can not agree, then two of them are authorized to 
make the award. Either party dissatisfied with the fi of the referees 
shall have the right, within ninety days after the m: of the award and 
notice of the same, to appeal ‘by original petition to the courts, where the 
case shall be tried de novo. en proceedings have been commenced in 
court the railroad company shall pay doubie the amount of the award into 
court to abide the jpedgmens thereof, and then have the right to enter upon 
the property so t to be condemned, and proceed with the construction of 
such depot with the n tracks. Each of said referees shall receive 
for his services the sum of & per day for each day they are engaged in the 
trial of any case submitted to them under this act, with mil of 5 cents 
per mile, itnesses shall receive the usual fees allowed by the courts of 
said nations, and ali costs, including compensation of the referees, shall be 
made.a part of the award, and be paid by such railroad company. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 


tion of the bill? 
Mr. COOMBS. I see that this bill authorizes the uisition 


of more land in towns where depots are already established. 
* Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. It does when it becomes neces- 
sary for traffic - 8, but not in any other case. 

Mr. COOMBS. Who has the original decision as to that, 
the Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. The power over the land be- 
longs to the Indians in common, except where it belongs to the 
individual occupants. 

Mr. COOMBS. In these towns? 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TERRY. From what committee does this come? 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas. From the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time, and being engrossed it was 
accordingly read the third time, and 

On motion of Mr. PEN DLETON of 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


ZIMRI ELLIOTT, 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5659) for the 
relief of Zimri Elliott, of ee Kans. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objection. ; 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. COOMBS. Reserv ‘oe right to object, I would like to 
have an explanation of this bill. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Lobject to it. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I hope the gentleman will not ob- 
ject for one moment, and allow me to e a brief explanation. 

This bill, as amended, allows only the sum of $130, as recom- 





xas, a@ motion to recon- 


mended by the committee. This man took careof a gentleman, 
who had — for a pension, for four zeae, The claimant 
died just before the pension was allowed; it was ted at the 
rate of $12 per month from September 27, 1892. r. Geasclose, 
the claimant, died August 21, 1893. It would have amounted to 


$130 at the date of his death. He had no means of support, he 
needed care and attention and the services of a nurse, and Mr. 
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Zimri Elliott provided him with a nurse, with medicines, and 
took care of him. This bill proposes to allow him only the $130 
for the service so rendered. 

Mr. COOMBS. The pension was granted, was it? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, Yes, sir. “ 

Mr. STALLINGS. This does not provide for a pension, then, 
but only that just so much money shall be paid to this man? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Yes, that is all, and for taking care 
of the claimant and furnishing him with nurse, medicine, and 
= for four years. The claimant hag no one else to care for 

m, 


Mr. STALLINGS. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. What committee reports this? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. The Committee on War Claims. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I object. 


SITE FOR GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 


Mr. BANKHEAD, by unanimous consent, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was read, considered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That the sum of $1,000 be, and is hereby, appropriated out of the 
contingent fund of the House of Representatives to BS expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Treasury in conducting test borings on 
such Government reservations in the city of Washington, D. C.,as may be 
indicated by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds as a site for 
a Government Printing Office, in order to ascertain the nature and charac- 
ter of foundations and probable cost of same. 

DEATH OF HON. ROBERT F. BRATTAN. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, it is with pro- 
found sorrow that I rise to announce the death of my colleague, 
Hon. Robert F. Brattan. I shall not attempt at this time to 
eulogize his character, but will on some later day request the 
House to set apart a time for that pur. ose. I ask the adoption 
of the resolutions which i send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. Robert F. Brattan, late a Representative from 


the State of Maryland. 

Resolved, That acommittee consisting of seven members of the House, with 
such members of the Senate as may be joined, be appointed to take order 
for superinte’ the funeral, and to escort the re s of the deceaséd to 
their place of burial; and that the necessary expenses attending the execu- 
tion of this order be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House be authorized and di- 
rected to take such steps as may be necessary for properly carrying out the 
provisions of this resolution. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate the foregoing resolutions to the 

Senate, and that as afurthermark of respect to the memory of the deceased 
the House do now adjourn. 


The resolutions were unanimously adopted. 

The SPEAKER announced as the committee provided for by 
the resolution, Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland, Mr. JONES of Vir- 

inia, Mr. CAUSEY of Delaware, Mr. Berry of Kentucky, Mr. 

EYER of Louisiana, Mr. HEPBURN of Iowa, and Mr. HUDSON 
of Kansas. 

And then, in accordance with the resolutions just adopted, 
the House (at 12 o’clock and 33 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Com- 
mittee on Claims, reported the bill (S. 1637) for the relief of Capt. 
John W. Pullman; which, with the accompanying report (No. 
870), was ordered to be printed and referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 





PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 7045) toamend section 4136 of the 
Revised Statutes—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and 


heries. 
"es Mr. ERDMAN: A bill (H.R. 7046) to amend ‘‘An act to 
regulate and improve the civil service of the United States,” ap- 
roved January 16, 1883—to the Committee on Reform in the 

ivil Service. 

By Mr. COOMBS: A bill (H. R. 7047) toauthorize the appoint- 
ment of a currency commission—to the Committee on Banking 
and ae 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H.R. 7048) to 
amend section 864 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
in relation to taking depositions de bene esse—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were nted and refe as follows: 
By Mr. COGSWELL: A bill (H. R. 7049) to remove the charge 








1894, 
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of desertion standing against the name of Charles Amos—to the | ful consideration of the conditions attending the collection and 


Committee on Naval Affairs. s 

By Mr. FITHIAN: A bill (H.R. 7050) for the relief of James 
Hoover—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H.R.7051) for the relief of the 
State of New York—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7052) to pension 
John Abshire—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRICKNER: Petition of members of the faculty of 
the University of Wisconsin against the passage of House bill 
6338, to separate the Coast and Geodetic Surveys of the United 
States—to the Committee on Appropriations. , 

By Mr. CRAIN: Protest against the passage of House bill for 
abolishment of certain collection districts in Texas—to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition and resolutions of the National 
Statistical Association of the United States, recommending the 
improvement of the consular service of the United States, ete.— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Nine petitions of citizens of Iowa, in 
favor of Government ownership and control of telegraphs and 
telephones—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, favoring Gov- 
ernment ownership of the telegraph systems—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HATCH: Petition of Callao Mill Company, Callao, 
Mo., and of Hamilton Milling Company, Hamilton, Mo., for a 
reduction of letter postage—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. F 

Also, protest of teachers in Missouri University against trans- 
fer of the Coast and Geodetic Survey to the Hydrographic Office 
of the United States Navy—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

By Mr. MCNAGNY: Papers to accompany House bill 7018— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 7014 for the relief of Eli 
Rinehart, of Steuben County, Ind.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WISE (by request): Petition of citizens of Virginia in 
favor of a Governmental telegraph system—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WOOMER: Resolutions of Harrisburg Branch,No.500, 
National Association of Letter Carriers, in favor of bill 5294— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
Frmpay, May 11, 1894, 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. BYRON SUNDERLAND, D. D., of the city of 
Washin ton. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the concurrent resolution of the Senate to print 40,000 addi- 
tional copies of the ninth annual report of the Commissioner of 
Labor, relating to building and loan associations. 

The me e also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in whichitrequested the concurrence of the Sen- 


ate: 
A bill (H. R. 6720) providing for the resurvey of Grant and 
Hooker Counties, in the State of Nebraska; and 
A bill (H. R. 6956) to grant the railroad companies in the In- 
dian Territory additional powers to secure right of way, depot 
grounds, etc. 
IMPORTS FROM COUNTRIES WITH DEPRECIATED CURRENCY. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Treasury, acknowledging the 
receipt of a resolution of March 29, 1894, directing him to fur- 
nish a statementof the cash value, determined by the average 
ee of New York and London markets, of all imports classi- 
ed under their respective heads, from all countries having a 
depreciated paper as a circulating medium, during the fiscal 
year end June 30, 1893, etc., and stating in reply thereto 
thst he bad ‘reluctantly come to the conclusion, after a care- 


compilation of the statistics of imports, that it is not possible 
to answer the resolution in such a manner as to afford any au- 
thentic information.” 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask that the communication be printed and 
lie on the table without further reading. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Printed as a document? 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the com- 
munication will be referred to the Committee on Finance, and 
printed as a public document. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask whatdocumentis to be printed with- 
out being read? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
tary of the Treasury. Does the Senator object? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ido not; but I want to know the subject- 
matter of the communication, if the Chair will kindly state it or 
have the title of it read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 


Washington, D. C., May 9, 1894, 
To the President of the Senate: 

I have the honor to acknowledge the following resolution of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to furnish the 
Senate with a statement of the cash value, determined by the average price 
of the New York and London markets, of all imports classified under their 
respective heads—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is sufficient. I do not object. 

Mr. QUAY. [I object to the reading being dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the communication 
will be proceeded with. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the com- 
munication. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
communication, with the accompanying papers, will be referred 
to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Central 
Labor Union of Portland, Me., remonstrating against the rati- 
fication of the proposed Chinese treaty; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented the petition of Hugh McLaughlin and 
45 other members of the Legislature of Massachusetts, praying 
for an investigation into the circumstances attending the re- 
moval from the civil service of M. J. Donahue, of Boston, Mass.; 
which was referred to the Committee to Examine the Several 
Branches of the Civil Service. 

Mr. HARRIS. I present two petitions of the Southern Hard- 
ware Jobbers’ Association, signed by the leading dealers in hard- 
ware in the State of Tennessee, urging immediate or the ear- 
liest possible action in respect to the pending tariff bill. I move 
that the petitions lie on the table, the bill to which they relate 
having been already reported. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of 324 bookbinders of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying for the imposition of a duty on books 
printed in German equal to those printed in English, and alsofor 
the imposition of a duty of 35 percent ad valorem on book bind- 
ings; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DOLPH presented sundry petitions of citizensof Coquille 
Valley, Oregon, praying for an increase of the appropriation 
from $5,000 to $15,000 for the improvement of the upper Co- 
quille River, in Coos County, Oregon; which were referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PEFFER. I present a petition of the Farmers’ Alliance 
and Industrial Union of Butler County, Kans., praying for the 
enactment of appropriate legislation to secure a respectful hear- 
ing, either in writing or orally, of all citizens who wish to pre- 
sent their petitions to Congress. I move that the petition be 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of Encampment No. 35, 
Union Veteran Legion, of Mount Vernon, Ohio, praying for the 
passage of a per diem pension bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Unitarian Ministers’ 
Monday Club, of Boston, Mass., and a petition of the Watch and 
Ward Society, of Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to suppress the lottery traffic; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 27 citizens of Massachusetts, 
praying that fraternal society and college journals be admitted 
to the mails as second-class matter; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
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Columbia, S. C., praying that an appropriation be made too 
up navigation in the Congaree River, from Granby toColum 
in that State; which was referred to the C. ttee on Com- 
merce. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1294)to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the record of Benjamin Hartley, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. COCKRELL. [ am instructed by theCommittee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S.R. 
45) granting a medal to Bvt. First Lieut. A. Liebschutz, to 
report it adversely, and ask that it be indefinitely postponed. 
The existing law is ample, giving the Secretary of War au- 
thority to issue all medals. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. HUNTON, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1953) to construe the act 
of Congress passed January 6, 1893, to in ate the Protestant 
Episcopal Cathedral Foundation of the District of Columbia, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill = 1855) to provide for 
the closing of part of an alley in square in the city of Wash- 
ington, D. C., and for the relief of the president and directors 
of Gonzaga College, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom 
were rejerred the following bills, sunbmi' adverse reports 
thereon; which were agreed to, and the bills were postponed 
indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 1064) for the relief of Johial W. Boyd, late of Com- 
pany C, Sixth Minnesota Volunteer ener 

A bill (5.1298) to remove from the rolls of the Army the 
charge of desertion against Neil Patton, late of Battery F, Sec- 
ane United States Artillery, and to grant him an honorable dis- 
charge; 

A bill S: 811) for the relief of F. Halverson French; and 

A bill (S. 878) for the relief of Capt. Robert McClermont. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1359) to amend an act 
approved July 15, 1882, entitled ‘‘An act to the water 
supply of the city of Washington, and for other a re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SMITH, from the Committee on the District.of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1235) to authorize the sale of 
property situated in the city of Georgetown, D. C., reported it 
without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1682) authorizing the Secretary of War to lease to the 
Abraham coln Memorial Hall Association the building and 
premiscs known as Ford's Theater, reported adversely thereon, 
and the bill was postponed indefi ‘> 

Mr, BATE, from the Committee on ‘tary Affairs, to whom 

ide for the restoration to 


was referred the bill (S. 1381) to 

the Society of the Twenty-second Michigan Infantry Volunteers 

two flags now in the War Department, submitted an adverse re- 

— — n; which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed in- 

efinitely. 

os PALMER, ane Sateen: on eee was 
erred the 8. 1391) granting a peusion to . Levenia 

D. Athon, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 


port thereon. 
' PROPOSED LEASE OF FORD'S THEATER. 

Mr. HARRIS. On the 2st of February last the bill (S. 1682) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to lease to the Abraham Lin- 
coln Memorial Hall Association the building and premises known 
as Ford's Theater was referred to the Select Committee on the 
Ford Theater Disaster. I supposed that that committee had 
been discharged from its further consideration and the bill re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, but the 
Journal does not show such action. The bill, however, went to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, and has been re- 

orted. I therefore ask that the Select Committee on the Ford 

heater Disaster be discharged from its further consideration, 
and that the Journal show the reference of the bill to the 
Committee on the ot of Colurmbia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). That 
oréer will be made in the absence of objection. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
(by request) introduced a bill (S. 2014) to in- 
Gas, Electric and 


Mr. oe 
corpera’ 7 

Company; which was read twice pede ag be 
Commitice Guo Dhisteios of Gobtnban 


to the 
on 
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Mr. COCKRELL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2015) to 
authorize the registration of trade-marks and labels, and to 
protect the same; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 2016) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Edward B. Hughes; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

r. MORGAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 85) to print 
16,000 copies of the proceedings of the Tribunal of Arbitration 
at Paris, relating to the fur seals; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 


DISTRICT MUNICIPAL CODE. 


Mr. QUAY. L introduce a bill to establish a municipal code 
for the District of Columbia. I call for the first reading of the 
bill at length under the ruie. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill. 

The SECRETARY. A bill to establish a municipal code for 
the District of Columbia. 

Be it enacted—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Did I understand the Senator from Pennsyl- 
— to ask that this bill be read at length upon its first read- 

ng 

Mr.QUAY. That was the suggestion of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator think that the day will be 
— 5 + in reading the bill at length, for it would take a large 
part.of it 

Mr. QUAY. I did not hear the interrogatory of the Senator 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. Zz — the cee if he ———— - — 
a profitable meth spending the greater part of to-day, under 
the business re that rests upon us, in reading a bill at full 
— rovi 7 a code for the District of Columbia? 

-QUAY. It would be much more profitable, Mr. President, 
to the State of Pennsylvania and to the country at large than 
the manner in which the day is likely to be spent. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then the object of the Senator from Pennsyl- 


Mr. HOAR. I object to debate. It is out of order. 


vi 


Mr. HARRIS. His object is simply to consume time. That 
is unmistakable. 
Mr. QUAY. It is the law cf the Senate thatIinvoke. Ihave 


a right to have the bill read at length. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection to its being re- 


ceived the bill will be read. 

Mr. BUTLER. I inquire what the bill is? 

The VICE-PRESID . Itisa bill introduced by the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania. ‘The first reading of the bill is de- 
manded at length. 


Mr. VEST. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will ask the Senator 
from Missouri to state what he objects to. : 

Mr. VEST. I object to the reading of the bill, because it con- 
sumes time, and because the Senator from Pennsylvania has 
avowed that he desires to consume time to prevent the consid- 
eration of the tariff bill. 

Mr. QUAY. I made no such avowal. 

Mr. CULLOM. He made no such statement. 

Mr. VEST. That is the irresistible logic of his statement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair calls the attention of 
the Senate to the first section of Rule XIV. 

Whenever a bill or joint resolution shall be offered, its introduction shall, 
if objected to, be ed for one day. 

Mr. HARRIS. I object to the introduction of the bill. 

The VICE-P. . There is objection. The bill goes 
over under the rule. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. M{TCHELL of Wisconsin submitted sundry amendments 
intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which were referred to the Committeeon Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be d 

him to the tive, executive, and judicial appropr: 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Or tion, Con- 
and ns Rg of the Executive Departments, and or- 
to : 


Mr. QUAY submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the river and harbor bill; w. 
were eo Committee on Commerce, and 0: to 


be . 
. PETTIGREW submitted two amendments intended to be 
Power | proposed by him to the Indian tion bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on and ordered to be 
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REVENUE CUTTER SERVICE. 


On motion of Mr. FRYE, it was 


Ordered, That Senate Report No. 362, to accompany the bill (S. 1964) to pro- 
mote the efficiency of the Revenue Cutter Service, reprinted for the use 
of the Senate. 


MANUFACTURE OF ARMOR PLATES, ETC. 


Mr. PEFFER submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: ; 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), That 
a select joint committee be raised consisting of three Senators, appointed 
by the Vice-President, and four members of the House of Representatives, 
appointed by the Speaker, whose a shall be to investigate all the facts 
ant circumstances connected with the alleged fraudulent manufacture of 
defective and inferior armor plates, bolts, and other articles of fron and 
steel at any time within five years last past contracted to be made and de- 
livered to the proper officers of the United States by Andrew Carnegie and 
other pareene associated with him in the business of manufacturing iron 
and steel. 

The committee, immediately upon its wae. will meet and organ- 
ize in the manner usual in such cases; it shall have power to administer 
oaths to witnesses, to send for persons and papers, and may by subcommit- 
tee or otherwise visit any place or places deemed necessary to a full, 
thorough, and complete investigation of the said charges and any facts and 
circumstances materially connected therewith, and report in detail to their 

ctive Houses at as early a day as practicable. 
he said joint committee may sit during the present session of Congress 
and during the coming vacation; it may appoint a clerk, a stenographer, 
and messenger, and the necessary expenses of the committee will be paid 
in equal proportions out of the contingent funds of the two Houses. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. HARRIS. I submit a resolution which Iask be read, and 
under the rule it will go over until to-morrow. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That hereafter, and until otherwise ordered, the Senate shall 
Meet at 10 o’clock a. m. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over. 
FENDERS ON DISTRICT STREET RAILWAYS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I submit a resolution, and inasmuch as 
it has the approval of the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, I will venture to ask for its immediate consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be directed 
cman and jaagueane the Saeboubemre of the District of Columbia, pro- 
pelled by cable and electric power, should not be ae to immediat ely 
equip their cars with the best available fenders, with a view to the protec- 
tion of human life and limb on the public streets and avenues. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from New Hampshire for the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, a single observation be- 
fore the motion is put on agreeing to the resolution. 

On the 20th of March last I offered a resolution, which passed 
the Senate, asking the Committee on the District of Columbia 
to ea this subject and to make a report to the Senate. 
The members of that committee, like all other members of the 
Senate at the present time, are overwhelmed with work, and it 
is not thought possible for them to enter into this investigation. 
For that reason, and that reason alone, this resolution calls upon 
the Commissioners of the District for their opinion on this very 
important subject. 

ince my resolution of the 20th of March was submitted a child 
was killed on a street in the District of Columbia, having been 
run over by an electric car that it is said was going at the rate 
of only four miles an hour. Had that car been equipped with 
any kind of a fender, whether it was the best available kind of 
a fender or not—and there are a great many fenders in the mar- 
ket which are said to be working admirably well under all cir- 
cumstances—I say, had that car been equipped with any kind of 
a fender that child’s life would have been saved, because the car 
could easily have been stopped before the wheeis could possibly 
have reached the child’s a, . 

Mr. President, this is, as 1 have said, a very important ques- 
tion. The street railway companies of this city have franchises 
fabulousin value. Those franchises have been practically given 
to them without any financial equivalent. Some of them beyond 
question are making enormous profits on franchises that were 
granted by Congress permit thenmr to run their cars on the 
public streets and avenues of this city. Yet they are too penu- 
rious and too inhuman to adopt — that are at hand to 
protect the men, women, and children who have a right to the 
streets and who are losing life and limb by accidents that oceur, 
— of which would not occur if proper safeguards were 


- President, I trust the resolution will be adopted without 
a dissenting vote, and I believe it will be, but whether it is or 
not, [here give notice that unless this effort produces some 
gractical result that will be a benefit to the people of this Dis- 
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trict in regard to this grievance and this outrage, I shall en- 
deavor to find some other remedy that will be more effective. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


ARREST AND IMPRISONMENT OF J. S. COXEY AND OTHERS. 


Mr. ALLEN. I desire to ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution introduced by me some days 
ago with reference to the conduct of the police force on the 
Capitol grounds on the Ist day of this month. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of aresolution, 
which will be read for information. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Aur 
on the 7th instant, as follows: 


Whereas Jacob 8S. Come, a citizen of the State of Ohio; Carl Browne, a 
citizen of the State of California, and C. C. Jones, a citizen of the State of 
Pennsylvania, and all citizens of the United States of America, were, on the 
lst day of May, 1894, on the grounds of the National Capito! at the city of 
Washington, in the District of Columbia, assaulted by a police force in the 
service of the United States of America, and arrested and imprisoned while 
peaceably entering upon said Capitol grounds in aquiet and orderly manner 
to join others then on said grounds by lawful right: Therefore, be it 

esolved, That a special committee of five Senators shall be appointed by 
the President of the Senate, no more than two of whom shall belong to the 
same political party, whose duty it shall be to investigate and report, with 
all convenient speed, to the Senateall the facts and circumstances connected 
with such arrest and imprisonment, with such recbmmendations in the prem- 
ises by bill or otherwise as may be necessary to prevent arepetition of such 
outrages on therightsof American citizens hereafter. Said committee shall 
have full power to send for persons and papers, summons, swear, and ex- 
amine witnesses, preserve and report all evidence, perform and do all things 
in the premises such as may be essential to a full, complete, and thorough 
investigation of the matter. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Lobject, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then I move that the resolution be taken up 
for present consideration, and on that motion, I call for the yeas 
and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
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delay, whether in their | tor that that motion can not be entertained until the morning 


business has been concluded. 
Mr. ALLEN. Very well. 


INVESTIGATION OF BUSINESS DEPRESSION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further resolutions, 
concurrent or other, the Chair lays before the Senate a resolu- 
tion coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. PEFFER 
on the 10th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That a select committee of three Senators be appointed by the 
Vice-President, whose duty it shall be to consider the present condition of 
the country, with reference to the prevailing business depression 
and the large number of unemployed people, and report as soon as practi- 


cable what legislation, if any, within the jurisdiction of Congress is neces- 
sary to afford relief. 


Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I shall occupy the attention of 
the Senate but a very few minutes in explanation of the resolu- 
tion and its object. 

It is useless now for me or for anyone to call the attention of the 
Senate and of the country to the condition of things on the out- 
side. In view of that condition, I have thought for sometime it 
would be wise on the part of the Senate to appoint aspecial com- 
mittee whose duty it should be, independently of anything else 
that might be going on in the Senate, to take up this subject 
carefully, prudently, considerately, and conservatively, with a 
view of answering a question which is being asked by at least 
nine out of every ten men and women of adult years in the 
country, whether or not Congress has jurisdiction to grant relief. 

I know that there is a very greatdifference of opinion between 
two political schouls in the country as to whether Congress has 
jurisdiction ove: any matter relating in the most remote degree 
to private affai:s, but here are a large number of roving bands 
of men without employment, men apparently hunting their way, 
feeling their way to the capital of the nation for the express 
a of ascertaining whether it is not possible that some re- 

ief may be granted to them through Congressional legislation. 

Mr. President, there is nothing unnatural, nor is there any- 
thing illogical in this questioning on the part of the people. 
The great war that many of us remember personally, taught us 
at least one lesson. It nationalized the people of the United 
States; it taught us to believe that we constitute a nation, and 
that States shall reserve their statehood simply for the purpose 
of local autonomy, the administration of iat affairs; and in 
every political campaign in the different States of the Union 
national oe much more extensively than local politics are 
disc Thereis not one case in ten where it is not true that 
the entire State campaign, where State officers are to be elected, 
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is conducted upon national issues to a degree amounting to at 
least 75 per cent of the time of the discussion. 

In addition to that, the two great parties of the country teach 
the same doctrine. The Republican party has been teaching 
for many years, ever since the war at least, that the progress of 
the country, the safety and anges of the people depend upon 
what is denominated protective tariff legislation; and in the 
local campaigns that subject has been discussed upon every oc- 
casion. On the other haad, the Democratic party insists that a 
tariff for revenue only is the panacea for the people’s ills; and 
between the discussions of the two parties the people have been 
taught to believe that Congress in one way or another can make 
men rich, that itcan make them poor, and that it can provide 
employment or it can take away employment. 

How ney have we heard during this discussion upon 
the Republican side of the Chamber, that if there were no at- 
tacks being made or pro d upon existing tariff legislation 
there would be no trouble in the Someneete that the mines 
would not be deserted, and that there would be no tramping, 
roving bands of unemployed people in the country. On the 
other hand, from the Democratic side of the Chamber we are 
told that if a revenue tariff law should be enacted, and enacted 
immediately, the factories would start up, the mines would open, 
and the people would be happy again. 

In connection with that, the — ere coming to see that 
there is no sincerity among par and Senators on this ques- 
tion, and that language is used with due respect to the ameni- 
ties of this great body. Upon the part of Democrats, they have 
insisted and believe that they brought to the Senate a measure 

roviding for the raising of duties upon “ the revenue only ” 
Coola, ithout stopping to discuss whether that statement is 
true or not as to the character of the bill, this statement is cer- 
tainly true, that at least five-sixths of the Democratic Senators 
have surrendered the convictions of a lifetime to one-sixth; 
and we are now confronted with a high protective tariff bill, 
and they are proposing to vote for it. 

On the other hand, Republican Senators have been urging 
that it is the uncertainty occasioned by proveces attacks upon 
our tariff legislation on the part o e Democratic party 
which causes the distress in the coun 
continually expressing an earnest desire for immediate and 
prompt action, when, in truth and in fact, they are doing all 
they can to prevent action upon the bill. This morning a bill 
almost as long, if not quite as long, as the tariff bill itself, was 

resented, and the Senator who introduced itasked thatit might 
be read at length, and evidently—with due respect for that Sen- 
ator, who comes from the State where I was born, and we hap- 
pened to ee in our childhood—the intent of this was 
to delay p ings upon the tariff bill. 

Mr. President, the country is becoming impatient. a le 
are becoming disgusted at this indeterminable delay and this 
evident movement to continue the discussion until after the 
next election. Upon one side, I say, the Democrats have sur- 
rendered their doctrine; they have surrendered the theory they 
have been teaching all their lives, and on the other side the Re- 
— are not sincere in asking immediate action upon the 

ill, 


In view of these facts it has occurred to me that a committee 
of cool-headed men, whose hearts and whose heads are both in- 
terested in solving this great problem, is timely; that it will go 
a long way towards a the path of the people who are 
asking relief from Congress. Itwillshow to the ple that the 
Senate, at least, is listening to their cries, and that the Senate 
wants in some way to respond to their appeal. 

It is with that spirit, to make things easier for the people, and 
to get the Senate, if possible, in closer touch with those persons 
whose votes have sent us here, that the resolution is presented. 
I ~- that it will be adopted, and adopted promptly. 

{ do not ask, Mr. President, to be made a member of the com- 
mittee. My own personal relation to the entire subject is one 
- simply of a citizen and a Senator, that good may come outof the 
proceeding—that, and that ve 
KRELL. Mr. President, the resolution of the Sena- 





Mr. 
tor from Kansas is a very important one, and involves very im- 
portant questions. The question is, if such an inv on is 
tors 


to be undertaken, whether a select committee of three 
would be able to do the vast amount of work which would be re- 
quired to make such an investigation as the Senate would be 
entitled to have, and what machinery would be necessary. In 
view of thatfact, and that the whole question may be considered 
as to the number of the committee and the exact powers which 
shall be granted to it, I move that the resolution be referred to 
the Committee on Rules. 
Mr. PEFFER. I have no objection toa reference to the com- 
mittee. I make the request simply that the committee act 
promptly, and report the resolution as soon as they can. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on Rules. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 6720) providing for the resurvey of Grant and 
Hooker Counties, in the State of Nebraska, was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R. 6956) to grant to railroad companies in the In- 
dian Territory additional powers to secure right of way, depot 
grounds, etc., was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Morning business has closed. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of House bill 4864.” 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from Tennessee, in view of 
the fact that he knew that I desired to call up the resolution I 
offered some days ago, will waive his motion for asufficient time, 
at least until the resolution can be disposed of. 

Mr. HARRIS. I would gladly accommodate the Senator if I 
could consistently do so; but to take up that resolution means to 
debate it until 1 o’clock to-day, and I can not consent to giving 
up the hour. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill, the title of which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H.R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to 
provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. STEWART: I notice inthe remarks of the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. DoLPH], published in to-day’s Recorp, that he 
does not understand my position, and perhaps it may be as well 
for me to explain it fully to him. He said: 

ar friend from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] may tell you that it was the re- 
peal of the pure clause of the Sherman law that caused all this 
trouble. How ridiculous that is in the f: of the fact that Congress was 
called together on account of the condition of the country; that Congress 
was called together because business had been interrupted and business en- 
terprise suspended, and because the Treasury was being depleted by the ex- 
rtation of gold; that Congress was called together to repeal the purchas- 
clause of the Sherman law for the purpose of restoring, as was alleged, 
rity to the country. In the face of ali that, grave Senators get up on 
the floor and say that our present condition has been caused by our financial 
legislation, by the repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sherman law, in- 
stead of the t of hostile tariff legislation. 


I wasvery unfortunate in my remarks during the extra session 
in conveying my meaning an ees my views if-the Sena- 
tor from Oregon was led to believe that [ attributed all our ills 
to that legislation. That legislation was simply the culmina- 
tion of a series of transactions, including legislation and admin- 
istration, which had deprived the country of money and brought 
the distress and hard times which we now endure. There is no 
doubt about that. 

I do not propose to go into the silver question, but I certainly 
want to oo. against any suggestion or any idea that I at- 
tribute our troubles to the repeal of the Sherman act. Our 
troubles began earlier than that. They began when the pro- 
ceedings first began to demonetize silver; they began in the 
Treasury See years ago, when that Department refused 
to pay out silver and refused to exercise the discretion which 
was placed in the Secretary of the Treasury to pay in either 

old or silver, but gave the option to the debtor to drain the 
asury. The business distress which occasioned the callin 
of Congress together in extra session was the paying out of gol 
when silver would have done just as well; by giving away the 
option, which every law of Congress provides, for the payment 
of silver on all the obligations of the Government payable in gold 
or silver. There was no occasion for this alarm if the law had 
been observed. 

If the same policy had been pursued by the Secretary of the 
Treasury that was pursued and is pursued by France and Ger- 
many, in paying out silver when gold is demanded for mapas, 
there would have been no gold export, none taken out of the 
Treasury; our reserve would have been intact, and there would 
have been no alarm in the country. Our troubles were occa- 
sioned by the attempt todo an impossibility—to pay gold when we 
did not have gold. That is what ails the country now. The 
Treasury Department has surrendered the option to the cred- 
itor to demand gold. We borrowed $50,000,000 of gold. Thatis 
going, and it will continue to go; and the country understands 

rfectly well, business men understand perfectly well, that on 
this theory of the Treasury Department that we uwe this gold 
there can be no re » 

The same conditions confront us to-day which confronted us 
when the extra session was called. Gold is going, and there is 
no means of preventing it. The gold of the world is cornered, 
and we have no means of getting it, except by going in debt and 
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constantly borrowing money to provide for the expenses of the | watching the gold in the Treasury like a thermometer. Wo 
Government and replenish the Treasury. Our revenues are di- | have patched it up a little by getting in debt, enabling us to con- 
minishing month by month. Business is so ne meng that no | tinue a little longer; but the conditions of last May are the con- 
lawscan raise revenue enough tocarry on the Government under | ditions of to-day, with the exception that we have no supply of 
the present theory, with such depression and hard times as the | money as we had then. It is cut off. The other condition, of a 
country has never seen. . | bankrupt Treasury without the means of supplying it, remains 
The hard times have just begun. Where are we to get gold? | to-day what it was last May. Wo wenta step in the wrong direc- 
We can not get it under the revenue laws which we now pass, | tion. We declared that we never would return to a substantial 
because the revenues are payable in paper and silver. No gold | basis. There was adeclaration that we would never use the two 
will come into the Treasury from that source; and with the doors | metals, a declaration that we would remain subject to the gold 
open for the demand of gold, you must continue to borrow, and | standard and contraction perpetually, and instead of having rev- 
that will increase the necessity for more. The condition of the | enues to meet the demands of the Government, we will borrow 
Treasury is alarming; and the prostration of industries is going | more and more money and become more and more dependent. 
on. Yourexpenditures are going tocontinue. You may have any | That is the situation and that is the fate of the country, which is 
tariff you please, and you are notgoing to get gold in the Treas- | inevitable, andit is produced by a policy which the Senator from 
ury. So long as you give away the option to exporters of gold | Oregon[Mr. DOLPH] has uniformly supported, the policy of gold- 
todemand gold, they will call forgold. Weborrowed $50,000,000 standard contraction. ) 
this year. India was puton a gold basis. Thecoinage of silver Mr. GALLINGER obtained the floor. _ : 
was suspended with the intention of putting her on a gold basis| Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator from New Hampshire yield 
last June. Sheis living on borrowed money. She has no means | to me for a moment? 
of getting gold. Her exports are destroyed, and she has no Mr. GALLINGER. [yield for a moment with pleasure. 
means of carrying on her government. There will be prostra- Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I perceive that the mildest al- 
tion there and here. The system can not be carried on. lusion to my friend from Nevada is sufficient to start him off on 
I regret that the Senator from Oregon has supposed that I | a repetition of his old story about silver. What I intended to 
took so narrow a view of this question. The distress is caused | say yesterday—I may not have made myself understood—is that 
by the attempt to confine the money of this country to gold | those who claim that the repeal of the purchasing clause of the 
one. There is not enough of it. Prices must fall. The Sen- | Sherman act is the cause in any measure of the present condi- 
ator from Oregon by his vote helped to place us in this position. | tion of the country are mistaken. I certainly think I ean find 
The Sherman act was useful, and if it had been executed in | in the Recorp statements from the lips of the Senator from 
using properly the money it put in circulation, it would have | Nevada which will justify me in asserting that he has made sub- 
saved all the trouble. If we could have paid out $50,000,000 of | stantially that statement on the floor of the Senate. I do not be- 
silver annually and used it as money, as both parties pledged | lieve that financial legislation has to any considerable degree 
themselves to do in their platforms, and paid it out when de- | contributed to the present business and financial condition of 
mands were made upon the Government, we should have had a | this country. 
constant increase and a constant supply of money, which would | [I attribute the present business depression in this country, the 
have about kept pace with population and business; but when | suspended industries, unemployed labor, universal suffering, to 
the Government said ‘‘ We will not use this as money, but will | acause which I believe has been the cause of all our previous 
use gold alone,” there was not enough gold and the pinch came, | industrial and financial disturbances. I think all our financial 
the crash, the crisis came. disturbances are and have been but secondary symptoms. They 
The Senator from Oregon voted to take away our resources by | have all followed business depression, as have our present finan- 
cutting off the supply of money we had, and the supply which it | cial disturbances. It was not until the mills and the factories 
was our duty to use to save this country from re We | suspended operations; it was not until collections were forced 
have no means of gettingany new money, and our creditors have | that our financial disturbances came on. But when the whole- 
the right to call for the gold we have, according to our construc- | sale dealers required the retail dealers to settle and pay their 
_ tion of the law; they are taking it from us; and there is nothing | balances, the retail dealers were compelled to force their cus- 
which confronts us but further depression and further hard | tomers to settle; and the universal demand for settlement and 
times. There is no way of relieving the difficulty but bya re- | for payment was what brought the financial stringency. It 
versal of the policy of recent years and a return to the policy of | caused the drain upon the banks of the country, the suspension 
the fathers, a return to the law of 1837, a return to the law of | of banks, and the failure of financial institutions. 
bimetallism, which was established in the beginning of the Gov- So it was in 1819, when, on account of peace having been de- 
ernment, and supply the legitimate and necessary demands of | clared in Europe and the great fall in the price of manufactured 
the people for money. Give us a basis; let us have something | articles there, our country was flooded with English merchan- 
with which to pay. No bill which can be passed will give us | dise and our business industries prostrated, financial troubles 
anything to pay with unless we restore silver to the place it oc- | followed. So it was in 1837. The first manifestation was not 
cupied previous to the passage of the act of 1873. Those who | the failure of banks and the money stringency. The first mani- 
voted for the repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sherman | festation of the great revulsion was the suspension of business 
law simply consummated the last act in the transaction, which | industries. So it was in 1857, and so it was in 1893. It was not 
placed us on the gold basis and rendered this country powerless | until after the election of President Cleveland and the success of 
tomaintainitsfinances. There is no use of denying the factthat | the Democratic party that there were business disturbances. 
the finances of this country are prostrated and ina desperate con- | If our business disturbances were brought about by financial eg: 
dition. islation in this country and the world for the last fifty years, it 
The Treasury Department holds that everything must be paid | did not manifest itself in this country until after the election of 
in gold, and the world knows that there is no gold for that pur- | President Cleveland. Up to that date every industry was flour- 
se. Hence there is noconfidence. Confidence consists in the | ishing, every wheel and spindle in the country was in motion, 
lief of the power on the part of the debtor to pay his obliga- | every laborer was employed, and there was universal prosperity. 
tions. What confidence can one have in a government that has | I undertake to say that the period of prosperity from the time 
no provision to meet its obligations, except to go further into | the McKinley law took effect until the election of President 
debt and make the condition still worse? The more you sell | Cleveland never has been paralleled in the United States or in 
bonds and buy gold the greater will be the necessity for contin- | any other country upon the face of the globe. So itis not right, 
ae to involve the ee in debt. It will not relieve the sit- | it is not in accordance with the facts to claim that financial leg- 
uation. It will increase the load; it will break down prices; it | islation has brought about our existing troubles. 
will destroy confidence and continue indefinitely this condition Mr. President, the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] and 
of bankruptcy. That is the situation, and that is the situation | I happen to differ about the silver question. Iclaim to be a bet- 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] voted for. We are on | terfriend tosilver than is the Senator from Nevada or any other 
the road downward, with a bankrupt Treasury, with no means | Senator who advocates the free coinage of silver by the Unitea 
of replenishing. Having undertaken to pay gold when we did | States alone. Iam afriend of silver. I stand on the national 
not have it, having destroyed one of the precious metals by | platform of the Republican party. I am infavorof bimetatlism. 
which we could have had it—having taken that step, there is | I am in favor of the largest possible use of silver. I took occa- 
no proposition on the part of either party to rescue the country | sion, addressing myself to a speech from the honorable and able 
from the dangers which now threaten it. Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], during the special session 
Business men know there is danger, and they will not engage | when we were discussing the bill for the repeal of the purchas- 
inenterprise. oa know very well that there is no gold in the | ing clause of the Sherman act, to state my position and what I 
ry to meet the obligations of the Government as they ma- Salioved to be the position of Senators on this side of the Cham- 
ture. ey know the revenues will be insufficient; that the re- | ber. I stated that the difference between us is a difference of 
serve will drawn out. They watch itevery day. There is | method, that we all favored protection to the mining industries 
talk of it in the newspapers constantly. The newspapers are | of this country, we all favored bimetallism, but the Senator be- 
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lieved that free coinage would increase the price of silver and 
bring it up so that the ratio of its commercial value would be 16 
to 1, and that I did not believe it. 

I said I did not believe the United States alone could safely 

o to free coinage, and that it would be to have an 

ternationf agreement fixing a ratio upon which the mints 
of the several countries would be opened. ButI said ifthe Sen- 
ator could convince me that the free coinage of silver by the 
United States alone would increase the price of silver so that 
16 ounces of'silver would be worth an ounce of gold, I would be 

with him, and that if I could convince him that that would not 
be the case and that the United States alone could notsafely go 
to the free coinage of silver, he should be withme. Thatisour 
difference; it is a difference of method. 

I do not believe the United States can safely adopt the free 
coinage of silver. If we should adopt free coinage of silver I be- 
lieve the value and purchasing power of the silver dollar would 
decrease and it would be worth no more than the Mexican dollar. 
Tt would be worth no more than thesilveritcontained. ButIar- 
dently hope for some arrangement with the other nations of the 
wortl: by which we can provide for the free coinage of silver, 
and the mintsof allcommercial countries, or at leastof enough of 
them shall be opened to the free coinage of silver so that we can 
safely go tofree coinage. I repeat that the difference between 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] and myself isamatter 
of means; it is a matter of measures, and I do not yield to him 
in my ardent desire to see silver adopted again as amoney metal 
and as the money of all commercial nations of the werld. 

Mr. President, I have received a communication in regard to 
a cablegram that was sent by some members of this body to the 
bimetallic meeting in London. It evidently is supposed by 
some persons that the cablegram was sent by reason of some 
consultation among the members of this body. I should have 
been glad to have joined in the cablegram. It would not have 
been inconsistent with any word I have ever uttered in this body 
or outside of it; but I did not have the opportunity. I under- 
atand it was presented by a gentleman not a member of the Sen- 
ate, in fact an Englishman who favors bimetallism. It was 
presented to such Senators as could be conveniently found on 
the day the Senate adjourned on account of the death of the late 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. Stockbridge], and after the Sena- 
tors had separated. I presume I was not within reach. There 
are a pumber of Senators on this side of the Chamber who would 
have been very glad to have joined in the cablegram. I shall 
undertake to speak for them, and I say that there is not a Sena- 
tor on this side of the Chamber who favored the repeal of the 
purchasing clause of the Sherman act who would not have been 
~ to have united in the cablegram referred to. I do not be- 

ieve there is a member of this body who favors gold monomet- 

allisea. Every member on the Republican side of the Senate 
believes in bimetallism and in the largest safe use of silver as 
money, but what they do not believe is that it is safe for the 
United States alone to do it. 

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator from Oregon just explain 
what he means by the word “‘ safe”? 

Mr. DOLPH. Ishould rather the Senator from Kansas would 
not interrupt me. I could not convince him if I should try. I 
merely rose to reply to the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. PEFFER. I beg the Senator's pardon. 

Mr. DOLPH. What they do believe is that if the United 
States alone should authorize the free coinage of silver, the pur- 
chasing value of the silver dollar must inevitabl te 
until it was worth no more than the bullion in it. of the 
ee Mr. President. Here is the mint of the United 

tates; that is the door, and there So ee one, 
every man loaded with silver. The value of the amount of sil- 
ver in a silver dollar is 45 or 46 cents. This procession en- 
ters one door, each man deposits his 
and marches out of the other door with a Government note, 
with a silver certificate calling for a dollar or a number of dol- 
lars worth 100 cents on thedollar. This long procession under 
such a law is sup 
march out of the other with a dollar. 

Ts it not incredulous that it could be 
ceeding could be kept up indefinitely and the value of the silver 
doliar be kept at par wi —_ Senators on this side of 
the Chamber who oppose the free of silver 
lieve that under free the silver ar could be kept at 
a parity with the gold dollar, and therefore in opposing free 
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co , as I said substan in the of my remarks, 
we stand upon the platform of the . Weare 
Republicans, and those who favor the value 
of the silver dollar would be depreciated and would 


be put upon a silver basis are not standing that 
I am sorry to have had to occup the time of the Senate again 
this morning. Perhaps it would have been as’well not to have 
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done so, but I did not intend to misquote the Senator from Ne- 
vada or misrepresent his position, and I do not intend that he 
shall uote me or misrepresent mine. 

Mr.S ART. Mr. President, the position of the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] is ‘well defined. 1am glad that he 
sees the importanceofdimetallism. It is gratifying. I suppose 
he is sincere in his desire to restore silver. I regret that he is 
s0 ill informed as to believe his method will ever restore it. 
England adopted the gold standard in 1816 for the purpose of 
enhancing the value of bonds, her public debt, which was then 
$4,000,000,000, worth from 7 to 8 per cent per pound. The prop- 
erty of the masses was confiscated by that performance, and those 
who were in the deal got very rich. From that time until now 
those who got rich by that method have continued on that line. 
At first their gains were not so large, because the balance of the 
world used silver and the demand for gold was not so great as it 
isnow. Silver could be used and was used by ali the world, and 
it went on until 1873, when we went into the same game of en- 
hancing the value of bonds. We went into it with England be- 
cause our politicians wanted our people to pay her more than 
they owed her. 

From that time until now she has declared that her policy of 
enhancing the value of monéy is satisfactory to her and that she 
will not changeit. The question came up in Parliament a year 
ago, and Gladstone said the outside world owed England $10,- 
000,000,000; Goschen says it is $12,000,000,000, payable in gold. 
Although they had a discussion of the silver question in London, 
outside of Parliament, a few days ago, among good men and in- 
telligent men—real bimetallists—the are powerless, aS we are 
here. They had adiscussion, and I have no doubt that when 
the report of it appears it will be found to have been a very 
able d ion, because some of the ablest men in the world 
were there, some of the ablest men in any country were there, 
some of the brightest minds in Europe were at the conference. 
They held the conference so as to precede by two days a discus- 
sion which was to take place in Parliament on the question of 
calling a bimetallic conference. But when Parliament assem- 
bled they could not get a quorum to discuss it in Parliament, and 
so it was passed over. They would not even discuss it. The 

er of the moneyed organizations prevented a discussion of it. 
till, it is said we must wait until land, our creditor, says 
she will take silver. Everyone knows that we have been trying 
that for twenty years and without success. We may try it for 
twenty years more with the same result. 

Is it possible that the Senator from Oregon[Mr. DOLPH], with 
all his ability, can not suggest some remedy for the admitted 
evil, some remedy for a bankrupt Treasury, some remedy for a 
eee Peneee other than to secure the consent of that syndi- 
cate in England which has stood against the debtor and for 
the creditor, against the producer and for the bondholder, for 
nearly a century, with its vast accumulations, drawing supplies 
from every part of the world, getting our wheat and cotton for 
a nominal price, a price below the cost of production, to pay the 
interest on our fore obligations? Senators know that the 
nonprotected industries in this country pay nearly a million 
dollars a day into the coffers of European bondholders. 

Mr. DOLPH. If the Senator from Nevada will allow me, I 
will state that I myself should be quite willing to leave England 
out of the conference. If we can get the consent of Germany 
and France I should be quite willing to leave Englana out. 

Mr. STEWART. I should leave out any country which sides 
with England. I should do what was proposed by Congress. I 
should carry out in good faith the law the Senator from Maine 
— FRYE] was instrumental in having passed here. I should 

vite the silver-standard countries here again. I should have 
another bimetallic conference, and I sho agree again to es- 
tablish a common acommon coin for all the Americas. 
We offered to do that, but when the delegates came here the 
Administration would not do it. We sent them home, and said 
we could not a a a silver coin een = —— 
of Europe. complained a mild way 0 , an 
submitted. Butt should not deal with England or any coun- 
try under her power, and most of Europe is under her power, 
because she is the great creditor nation. I should do what 
is better than any conference. I would restore prosperity 
at once. I should open our mints and coin silver upon the same 
terms and conditions which are oe to gold. Whatwould 
be the result of that course? e Senator pa, Crogen ae 
DoLPH] says it would de our dollar. I deny it. The 
value of everything depends upon the aoe oan and demand. 
Value is determined by the supply and . What has de- 

ted silver is cutting off the demand, refusing to coin it 
t in the United States and then on the continent of Europe. 
We led the way when silver was at ae 

The Senator from says the Republican party is a bime- 

tallie party. The Re party may not be responsible for 
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the enactment of the law of 1873, because it was not discussed, 
tthe Republican party sustained the Administration of Presi- 
fient Cleveland in reaffirming that law. The Republican party 
‘4naugurated the demonetization of silver when it was at a pre- 
‘mium, when the silver in the silver dollar was at a premium of 
3 per cent over the gold ina gold dollar, because our ratio is 16 
,to 1, and we gave only an ounce of gold for 16 ounces of silver, 
whereas the European ratio is 15+ to 1, and _they gave an ounce 
of gold for 154 ounces of silver. The Republican party did that, 
and it has not restored the previous condition, and it does not 

ropose to restore it until gland, the creditor nation, which 
a prostrated our industries by her policy, consents. That is 
the position of the Republican party whose financial policy pro- 
duced the present financial distress. 

Now, what would be the result of free coinage? It would lead 
Business is prostrated by 
falling prices. The increased demand would raise prices. All 
the silver that could be acquired would not be enough, but if we 
did not create a demand sufficient to put silver on a par with 
gold, we would have silver to increase our business prosperity 
and make our finances stable and sound. We should not oe tot- 
tering on the brink of bankruptcy, we would not be forced into 
the market to borrow gold and aggravate the situation. We 
should be liberated and have an independent financial policy. 
We would have some of the prosperity that India had while her 
mints were open, while she could pay her gold obligations of 
eighty millions a year and stand the discount. She could then 
supply nearly all the textile fabrics required in the East. She 
was then able to drive England out of the markets of Asia. 

Free coinage would giveus theadvantages Indiaenjoyed. We 
would rescue ourselves from the position India is now in, of bor- 
rowing money to carry on the Government and running behind. 
We would have some of the prosperity that is springing up in 
Japan, where they have the free use of silverand plenty of money. 
We would be able to establish steamship lines to Bombay and to 
China, as Japan is doing. How shameful it is that this great 
country is driven from the seas, while the poor little despised 
ancient empire of Japan under free coinage is establishing 
steamship lines to all the Asiatic ports! Shedoesit because her 
people have the tools with which to do business. Is there not 
o— enough in this country, is there not patriotism enough 

this country to devise and execute some system thatwill give 
us financial liberty other than towaitfor an international agree- 
ment with England, which has established a policy which suits 
her and which she declares suits her? It oppresses the debtor, 
and that is the reason she is satisfied. 

No man is a bimetallist unless he is in favor of restoring sil- 
ver. As long as he attaches an impossible condition he is a 
gold monometallist. We will never secure free coinage so long 
as we Occupy the position that the leaders of the Republican 

arty do to-day of appealing to England, which we have done 

or twenty years. We have sent delegates tothree conferences 

over there who came back empty-handed, with the reply from 
England that her policy is satisfactory toher. England's policy 
is on to her people, but what does she care for people? 
What interest has plutocracy in the happiness of the masses if 
wealth can be concentrated and plutocracy rule the world? It 
is Ss that rules England, and through England we are 
ruled by plutocracy. 

The Senator from Oregon[Mr. DOLPH] tells us that he isa 
good bimetallist, but that bimetallism can not be secured with- 
out the consent of the enemies of bimetallism; that there is no 
hope for this country except through the consent of those who 
have established this policy to rob us. I have more faithin the 
eo of this country, I have more faith in the power of 70,000,- 

people to declare and maintain an ie financial 
policy of our own. Until we get that, we shall have falling 
prices, hard times, enforced idleness, and misery in the country, 
and it will continue until we break the chains of contraction 
which bind the limbs of enterprise. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, when the Senate ad- 
journed yesterday the amendment of the Senator from Califor- 
nia [Mr. PERKINS] to the amendment submitted by the commit- 
tee relating to boracic acid was under consideration. [listened 
to the discussion that took place with a t deal of interest. 
It seemed to me that it was a protection object lesson such as is 
seldom brought to the attention of the National Congress. The 
a of the Senator from California, who is very familiar with 

subject, conveyed to my mind lessons of importance and 
gave me information that I was very glad to receive. It is im- 
rtant to know that in California, in the so-called Death Val- 

y of that t State, as the Senator stated, in some places 
several Soloed feet below the sea level, American artisans and 
pw ar have, under the inspiration that the tariff laws of 
the United States have given them, developed a great industry 
that formerly was confined almost exclusively to foreign coun- 
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tries. Itis a matter of extreme interest to me to know that 
while before that industry was developed and we were depend- 
ent upon foreign markets for our supply of boracic acid we were 
paying in this country 33 cents a pound, while—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator excuse me a moment? 

Mr. GALLINGER. With pleasure. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In reading over the statement which I made 
last night in regard to the prices of refined borax I find that I 
appear to have stated that the price in 1883 was 33 cents per 
pound. What I intended to state was that the prices prior to 
1883 were 33 cents per pound, 1 think the highest point was 
reached in 1874. I find by looking at the imports and exports 
that the average unit of value was 32.4 cents in I874 and 24.2 
cents in 1882. 

Mr. WHITE. That is a mistake, I think. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the average import price as shown 
by the report of the Bureau of Statistics. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him a 
moment? [ find here a statement contained in a publication 
that is made by the borax companies of California and Nevada, 
which may or.may not be correct, but as they are very careful 
people and presumptively know their own business, if the Sena- 
tor will permit me [will read the prices simply for several years 
as given by them, and if the statement is incorrect we may as- 
certain from other sources exactly what may be the fact. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam reading from the official statement of 
the Bureau of Statistics as to the average unit of value of the 
imports. 

Mr. WHITE. The prices stated here, if the Senator from 
New Hampshire will permit me—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am very pleased to have the matter 
presented by the Senator from California go into the discussion, 
because I think it must be of interest. 

Mr. WHITE. The document from which [ read is one that 
has been issued by the San Bernardino Borax Mining Company 
and several other mining companies of California and Nevada. 
The prices, which are taken from the Oil, Paint, and Drug Re- 

orter, are as follows, with the exception of the last one, which 
as been made up by some gentlemen connected with the in- 
dustry lately: 


Cents per pound. Cents per pound 
ee ee $95 | 1879 .......... :iinidcaist dansdadlenien ae 
ns oe 4h erempepeegs 124 
ak a ee 30} | 1881 . 13% 
es hee ee 31} | 1882 _- 34 
he ns stall i al a Le ae Bi iialihtintieteb nian dts ietsadécanals 14% 
iat i a cick acta ae crc a orale wl 9} 
ce wene-- 145 | 1885 -- 8! 
MS eS ee eee a 6 
ERR CRR TREC ee 6} 
Ne I i chine he tine a ST chs, crn “ 
a 85 | 


From 1889 until 1893, the gentleman who presented me with 
thie pamphlet informs me that the price has been about 7 
cents. I might remark here that the statement of the Senator 
from Rhode Island yesterday to the effect that no development 
was had prior to 1883 was, to some extent, a mistake. There 
was an antecedent production, though much less than that 
which has followed. Of course there was no difficulty in sus- 
taining the business when the price was as high as 20or 30 cents; 
no tariff would be necessary, and hence the birth of the busi- 
ness was probably due to the apparent profit there was in it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The statement which [I made was that the 
price had been reduced since the development had commenced 
from 33 cents down to 8 cents. The argument is not affected by 
the question as to whether the highest price was in 1874 or in 
1883. 

The unit of value upon the importations of refined borax are, 
as was stated by me, taken from the Report on Imports and Ex- 
ports, page 68. That report shows that in 1874 the unit of value 
was 32.4 cents; in 1881 it was 24 cents, and in 1882, 24.2 cents. In 
1883, thenext year after the duty was imposed, it was 23.1 cents; 
in 1885, the second year after the duty was imposed, it was 17.1; 
in 1887, the fourth year after the duty was imposed, the price 
was 11.7 cents, showing that after the imposition of the duty by 
the act of 1883 there was a continual decline in the price of the 
imports into the ports of the United States, amounting in the 
aggregate to about twenty-odd cents a pound. 

Mr. MILLS. What is the latest? Give the figure for the 
latest year. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The latest is 10.7 cents. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator will permit me I will call atfen- 
tion to the fact thatthe price was lower in 1878 than it was in 
1883 or 1884. Of course that was probably due to circumstances 
surrounding the business. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from California will re- 
member that the borax industries of California at that time 
were largely in the hands of one concern; and about that time 
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(I do not remember the exact year) the firm of Coleman & Co., 
or William T. Coleman, whatever the name was, failed. 

Mr. WHITE. They failed since that time. 

Mr. ALDRICH. About that time. 

Mr. WHITE. Iwill state to the Senator that there was a mu- 
tual competition which was designed to drive one particular 
company out of the market, and they all came very near going 
to the wall as the result of it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is what I was abouttosay. There was 
such fierce competition between one someone and another in 
California that it resulted in the failure of William T. Coleman 
and the breaking of the price, bringing it down to a ruinous 
price for a series of years. 

Mr. WHITE. Idesire tocall the attention of the Senator from 
Rhode Island tothe fact that yesterday, in referring to this sub- 
ject, he stated that borax was ata very high price, 30-odd cents, up 
tothe time of the imposition of the duty of 1883; and he gave the 
circumstance of the imposition of that duty as a reason for the 
promotion of the industry and the decline of the price. Of 
course when borax was that high in the market it needed no pro- 
tection and was a very good business, though people had not then 
probably discovered the way of conducting it in this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from California deny that 
the imposition of this duty led to the development of the borax 
industries of his State? 

Mr. WHITE. I have no idea that it did, because the price of 
borax was high enough to maintain the business without the 
imposition ofa duty. I wish to say to the Senator that I should 
not—— 

Mr, ALDRICH. I presume the Senator is not now in favor 
of the retention of any duty. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator will permit me to finish the sen- 
tence he would probably arrive at a more definite idea of my 
mental operation as it is susceptible of expression. My conten- 
tion is that the duty as proposed in the so-called Wilson bill is 
too low, not as a protective proposition, but because there is a 
large amount of revenue yielded; and Iam in favor of the ad- 
vanced duty now suggested by the committee at 2 cents, be- 
cause! believe itis just to impose it. I will state to the Senator 
that I have been some extent, as I believe the committee 
would state, instrumental in procuring that rise. I have advo- 
cated it before them; I presehted all these facts to the committee, 
and I do not hesitate to say that it is just that the rate should 
be raised above the House bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from New Hampshire par- 
don me further? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand the Senator from California 
now to be in favor of a rate of duty which will produce the high- 
est amountof revenue. If that beso, of course it can only be 
obtained by the largest amount of importations. If 2 centsa 
pound (the rate the committee suggest and which he says was 
put upon the bill at his request) will produce the highest amount 
of revenue and the largest amount of os then he is 
certainly correct in his contention; but if the purpose of the 
rate is to give protection tothe producers of his own State and 
to prevent injurious importations, then he is not correct. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to say to the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land that I did not make any remark regarding the highest 
revenue. In the first place, Ido not —— that the Senator 
or myself can state the particular rate that would produce the 
highest revenue. I think it is impossible to demonstrate that. 
I am trying to take into consideration the interest of the pro- 
ducers and also of the consumers, and I am trying to do that 
which I think would be fair between them. Ido not think that 
3 cents would be extravagant, nor do I think 2 cents is extrava- 
gant in the other direction, at least as I am now informed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The statistics of importations which I read 
pee show that with a duty of 5 centsa pound there has 

nan increase from 341,000 pounds in 1887—— 

Mr. WHITE. I understand that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. To 772,000 pounds in 1893. There has been 
a conspicuous increase in importations and in the revenue at 5 
cents a pound. Now, if the duty is reduced to 2 cents a pound, 
to get the same revenue you have toimport twoanda times 
as many pounds or two and a half times 772,000, which would be 
1,930,000 pounds at least to get the same revenueasnow. Where 
does the Senator find himself under those circumstances? 

Mr. PLATT. Where is his industry? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Where is his industry and where is his rev- 
enue? If the revenue is large his industry is destroyed. I do 
not see any escape from that statement. 

Mr. G NGER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from New Hampshire be 
ent enough to pa me tosay another word? The Senator 

been exceedingly kind to myself and other Senators who 


have interrupted him so much. I simply want to say a word. 
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Mr. GALLINGER. I am always glad to hear the Senator 
from California, especially on a subject that he is as much inter- 
ested in as this. I will yield. 

Mr. WHITE, I have said that I am desirous of protecting 
the interests of those who produce this article, and it is largely 
produced in my own State. I would under no circumstances do 
anything to ruin the business. But I have also, as I remarked, 
taken into consideration those who use this article. I wish to say 
to the Senator from Rhode Island that he need have no appre- 
hension merely because the importations will be increased, be- 
cause if he has examined the statistics eee this subject he will 
find that the consumption of borax in this country is increasing 
in a most marvelous manner. From year to year the increase 
is such as to show that hisapprehensionis not wellfounded. At 
least such is my theory. 

Now, this may not be the ideal rate upon this particular ar- 
ticle. I donot know that it is; but we can not by any process 
with which I am familiar get a rate which is exactly mathe- 
matically correct. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I wish to say just another word. In order 
to secure the same amount of revenue from the duty now sug- 
gested that was secured last year from a 5-cent rate, the impor- 
tations would have to be 1,930,000 pounds, or an increase in the 
importations of more than a million pounds. Now, that more 
than a million pounds would come out of the product of Califor- 
nia and Nevada. Is the honorable Senator from California anx- 
ious to secure that result? 

Mr. WHITE. We will consume far more than that if the 
price goes down. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from California contend 
that the price will go down? 

Mr. WHITE. I hope that as this world progresses and the 
appliances of civilization are utilized, all articles which are as 
necessary for consumption as borax will be reduced in price and 
the expense of producing them will be reduced. I believe that 
will be the case here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator believe that the borax- 
producers of California and Nevada will be obliged to sell their 
poodese for 3 cents a pound less if this proposed law goes into 
effect? 

Mr. WHITE. I do not think they will; but as I have some 
consideration not only for the producer and consumer, but like- 
wise for the Senator from New Hampshire, I will cease at this 


point. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ButI do not quite understand—if the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire will allow me another word—— 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, I rise to a question of 


order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia 
wil! state his point of order. 

Mr. FAU ER. I thinkthis is about the seventh time tha 
distinguished Senator from Rhode Island has spoken on the 
same question on the same day. My recollection of the rule is 
thata — can only speak twice on the same question on the 
samo ° 

Tae VICE-PRESIDENT. The last part of paragraph 1 of 
Rule XIX will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


And no Senator shall speak more than twice upon any one question in 
debate on the same day without leave of the Senate; which shall be deter- 
mined without debate. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the rule read, the Chair sus- 
tains the aot of order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I take an appeal from that decision. 

Mr. VEST. I hope that point will not be made. I trust that 
my friend from West Virginia will withdraw it. It is very evi- 
dent that Semone 6m the other side is bound to speak, and I 
would just as soon hear the Senator from Rhode Island as any- 


body eise. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia withdraw the point of order? 

Mr. FAULKNER. As a Senator who is a member of the 
Finance Committee and concerned in the management of the 
bill desires the point of order withdrawn, of course I will with- 
draw it. I shall not make any controversy about the matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e point of order is withdrawn. 
The Senator from Rhode Island will proceed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will theSenator from New Hampshire yield 
to me for a moment further? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If the Senator—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Excuse me a moment, please. The Sen 
ator from California says that he hassome regard for the rights 
of the consumers as as the producers, and he desires to se- 
cure lower prices for the consumers. Now, if he can tell me of 
any process by which he can secure lower prices for the con- 
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sumers and higher prices for the producers, I should like to have 
him explain the method by which it is to be done. 

Mr. WHITE. I have undertaken no such contract. ~ 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Ishould like to ask the Senator from 
Rhode Island a question in connection with boracic acid. He 
seems to be contending for a higher rate of duty than that re- 
ported by the committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I[am. 

' Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to inquire why a higher 
rate of duty than 2 cents per pound is needed upon boracic acid 
or upon borax, if you ay where there is no labor, no capital, 
and nothing employed? I have before me a book, handed me 
yesterday by one of the Senators from California, showing the 
great borax fields of California, where, by process of evapora- 
tion, by the operation of God’s sunlight and air—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. I rise toa point of order. I inquire by 
what right the Senator from New Jersey hes the floor? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I suppose I had takenitin my own right; 
and I am asking a question of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. GALIANGER. The Senator is laboring under a misap- 
prehension if he thinks he has the floor. * 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator from New Hampshire has 
the floor? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. I will yield, however. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Did the Senator yield to the Senator from 
Rhode Island? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I did, and I will yield to the Senator from 
New Jersey if he is going to make a speech. 

Mr. MOPHERSON. Very well. Now,I ask the Senator 
from New Hampshire _— to me to finish my statement. 

* Mr. GALLINGER. ith pleasure. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Now,I am entitled to the floor, and I 
should like to know, on an article like borax, which I say is the 
product of God’s sunlight and air, in which there is no raw ma- 
terial except that provided by nature’s God, where there are no 
great boiling works except those supplied by air and the atmos- 
phere of the plains, why it is that a duty of more than 2 cents 
@ pound must be levied upon boracic acid? If this controversy 
is to proceed in this way, if the protective controversy as ap- 

lied all through this bill is to be applied to this one article of 
Casacic acid to the extent our Republican friends on the other 
side are insisting upon, then I think the sooner we determine 
the question as to whether we are to proceed longer in this di- 
rection or not is the first thing to be settled. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator from New Jersey 
a question? 

r. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire 
will let me answer. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator— 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from New Jersey asked me a 
question which I hope the Senator will allow me to answer first. 

Mr.CHANDLER. I have not been recognized. I only ask 
to be recognized, if my colleague will agree to allow me to ask 
the Senator from New Jersey a question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator will let me proceed first. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield first to the Senator from Rhode 
Island, and then to my colleague. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In answer tothe somewhat remarkable ques- 
tion of the Senator from New Jersey I will say that [ know of no 
he of any kind that is produced without labor and without 
capital. 

hat are the facts in regard to the industry now under con- 
sideration? The borax deposits of Nevada and California, of 
Nevada especially, are found in the crude form of borate of 
lime in the great alkaline deserts of that State. They are situ- 
ated from 80 to 100 miles away from any steam transportation. 
The temperature a large portion of the year runs from 115° to 
120° Fahrenheit. The water for the animals, for the horses that 
cart this crude material from the place of deposit to the nearest 
point of railroad transportation, has to be carried into that des- 
ert. The men who live there have carried on this work at great 
peril to their health and to their lives. They take this crude 
material, reclaimed from the Great American Desert, and cart 
it to the nearest point of transportation, where it is treated and 
made into boracic acid, and then into refined borax. There is 
not one single item of cost in this article that is not labor. 
is the labor of a hardy set of men who are isolated from civiliza- 
tion; and those are the men the Senator from New Jersey would 
strike down. Those are the men he says are producing this 
article without capital and without labor. § 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The sun, the heatof the atmosphere, per- 
forms the lgbor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; in the original processes. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It does all the work of the evaporation. 
All that labor is required to do is to gather up the incrustation 
upon the surface. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Who gathers it in that great desert? Who 
transports it to the point where it is transformed from the crude 
product to the refined? Is it the sun that does that, or the 
moon? I amsurprised that the Senutor from New Jersey should 
have taken this one item in the whole bill to illustrate a theory 
of his which has absolutely no foundation in fact. 

Mr, MCPHERSON. Lhad no opportunity to take any item in 
the bill save this one. This is the first item we have reached. 
We have boen here for the past three or four weeks and we 
have been able to reach the second line of the second paragraph 
of the bill. The Senator from Rhode Island will learn that the 
Senator from New Jersey will find a good many items in the bill 
before we get through with it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I certainly hope so. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. About which he will have something to 





say. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I certainly hope so. The Senator has been 
remarkably silent up to this time. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Now, will the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to me a moment longer? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Always. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I know no difference between borax and 
salt. You go to the ocean and dip up a basin of sen water and 
expose it to the atmosphere, and what is the result? The re- 
siduum that is left after the exposure to the atmosphere is salt. 


_ God’s sunlight and air have made the product upon which it 
is proposed to impose a duty; and the Senator from Khode [s- 
land, begging the question again, comes forward and says it is 


to make up for the transportation of the borax from the interior 
borax fields to a point where it is to be used. 

Mr. President, if upon the Atlantic seaboard borax can be af- 
forded to the people here at a lower rate than it can be trans- 
ported from the arid fields in California across the country, it 
seems to me as if it would be the duty of Congress to give the 
people of the Atlantic States and westward, if you please, to 
some point where transportation would be about equal, the ben- 
efit of the reduced rate, and not put uponit a rate of duty which 
is absolutely prohibitory. If we are to start here and now upon 
prohibitory duties and in support of prohibitory duties, then the 
sooner we understand it the better. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from New Hampshire 
allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PAsco in the chair). 
the Senator from New Hampshire yield to his colleague? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desired to ask the Senator from New 
Jersey a question when he sat down a few minutes ago, in ref- 
erence to what I thought was an implied threat of his, when he 
said if this side of the Chamber were determined to insist upon 
a higher rate of duty than 2 cents a pound we had better ascer- 
tain here and now exactly how we were to proceed in the con- 
sideration of this bill; that we had better ascertain how we were 
to go on with it; and the Senator repeated the same remark as 
he took his seat just now. 

What I wanted to ask the Senator was whether he thinks we 
can by any possibility determine here and now a principle which 
is to guide us in the constructi6n of this tariff bill. 

The Senator is on record as having said that this bill as it 
came from the House of Representatives wasa bill having more 
protection in it than any other bili that had ever been framed 
in any Congress. If the Senator was of thatopinion, then I sup- 
pose he is of opinion that the bill when the amendments pro- 
posed by the Senator from Arkansas are adopted will have more 
protection in it than any other bill that has ever been before 
any Congress. 

Now, what I want to ask the Senator is whether the principle 
he is seeking to have settled (and I agree with him that some 
principle should be settled before we go on with this bill) is the 
principle of protection— the Republican principle of protection? 
Are we to go on that principle, and is the Senator anxious that 
we shall go on that principle in the consideration of the further 
items of this bill? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. In answer to the Senator, I will refer 
him to what I have already said, and at some future time [ will 
refer him to what I shall then say with respect to his question. 
T have no time to give to such things at present. 

Mr. GALLINGER. When I yielded to the Senator from 
Rhode Island, which I was very giad to do, I had not the least 
idea that so long and interesting a colloquy would occur as has 
taken place, and I want now to serve notice on the Senators 


Does 


| from Rhode Island and New Jersey that if I take it in my head 


to publish this speech for distribution among my constituents 
I shall expect them to share the expense. [Laughter. | p 
The interesting colloquy has developed one or two very im- 
portant facts, which perhaps I have already stated, but if so I 
will restate them. In 1873 we produced, as I learn from the 
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Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS], who is familiar with 
this question, 500 tons of boracic acid in the United States. In 
1894 we produced 6,000tons. The productincreased twelve times 
from 1873 to 1894, including the crude and refined. While we 
were producing a very small amount of this product and were 
dependent upon foreign nations for our supply, we were paying 
somewhere in the vicinity of 30 cents a pound for it, while at 
the present time it is being purchased at 7 or 8 cents a pound. 

Mr. President, it is the same oldstory. President Fillmore in 
1852 in a message to Congress called attention to this very fact 
when he said that if we were dependent upon foreign nations for 
the products we use in this country, fore nations would fix 
the price to suit themselves, and we would have to pay what- 
ever price foreign nations chose to ingen upon us. It was so 
before under protection this industry of boracic acid was devel- 
oped. Foreign nations furnished us what we used and foreign 
nations made the price to suit themselves. As I said a moment 
ago, this is one of the most interestin ig ae object lessons 
that has ever come to the attention of the United States. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Will the Senatorfrom New Hampshire yield 
for a suggestion? 

Mr.GALLINGER. With pleasure. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I wish to call the attention of the Senator to 
the fact that the falling of the price of borax and boracic acid 
under the influence of es between domestic production 
and foreign production is in no degree dependent upon any im- 
a of the methods of production or of reduction. This 

a product of simple labor, the rudest labor, the crudest meth- 
ods; and yet with nothing but labor to fix its price, a most ex- 
tortionate price was put upon the consu: spare of the United 
States as long as they could obtain this product alone from for- 
eign nations. Not until we were protected by the possibility of 

oing into the industry ourselves did we have the price brought 

own to its present low rate. 

Mr.GALLINGER. The observation of the Serator from Del- 
aware is a very interesting and important one, and it seems to 
me that it answers the question of the Senator from New Jersey 
in reference to the matter of labor entering into this c6mmodity. 
It is an absurd thing, it seems to me, for any Senator to contend 
that labor does not enter into the productidn of boracic acid, in- 
cluding, of course, the matter of transportation. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. GALLINGER. With pleasure. 

Mr. VEST. That would be a very interesting fact if it were 
not for certain other facts which we ascertain from the reports 
of the Treasury Department. The contention made by our 
friends on the other side now is that this product was cheapened 
by the imposition of the duty. I call attention to the fact that 
from 1873 until 1884 boracic acid was free. There was no duty 


upon it. 
Mtr. ALLISON. Eighteen hundred and eighty-four? 
Mr. VEST. From 1872 until 1891, when a duty of 5 cents per 
pound was im . 
Mr. ALLISON. No, 1883. 
Mr. MANDERSON and Mr. ALDRICH. Highteen hundred 
cightg thew. 
r. VEST. In 1873 boracic acid was made free of duty, and 
it continued so until 1891, when a duty of 5 cents a pound was im- 


on it. 
Mr. MANDERSON. No. 
~Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Missouri is mistaken. 
There was a duty of 4 ard 5 cents imposed in 1883. 
Mr. VEST. IseethatI read the wrong figure. In 1873, when 
it re upon the free list, the unit of value was 20.8; the next 
ear 22.6; then 15, then 11, then 10, then 8, then 7, then 7, then 
and then 13, showing that it fluctuated in value on account of 
the competition abroad, or rather the competition in imports 
from abroad; and that the tariff duty had nothing to do with the 
fall in the price. 

Mr. GALLINGER. [I expected the Senator from Missouri 
would that. We all know he invariably takes the ground 
that tariff duty has pothiag te do with the price of enyth 

Mr. VEST. Those are figures. 

Mr. GALLINGER. But the facts are against the Senator, 
and the Senator in his own time can present his view of this 
question which weshall all no doubt listen to with great interest. 

There is another fact — with this production that was 





por 
pounds, while in 1893 it was vie thet ecueliatenting tis twice 
as much as it was in 1887, showing that notw 


tariff rate that is u the product to-day, 5 cents a pound 
which it is reduce to Roenta, the from 
foreign coun since 1887 have more than , and we 
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have purchased more than twice as much of this foreign product 
in the last year as we did seven years ago. 

.Now, if we imported and consumed this country 772,000 
pounds of boracic acid last year when a duty of 5 cents a pound 
was imposed, I should like to inquire of my Democratic friends 
what the importations will be next year if their bill becomes a 
law and the duty is reduced to 2 cents a pound. 

The Senator from Arkansas, who introduced some four hun- 
dred and odd amendments to this bill the other day in a single 
batch, in undertaking to reply to the observations of the Sena- 
tor from Nevada and others yesterday very kindly assured them 
that in his opinion, with a duty of 2 cents a pound, this interest 
would “survive.” He did not believe it would be utterly de- 
stroyed, but that it might survive. 

Mr. President, it is just ible that a lower duty than 92 per 
cent on Southern rice would enable that interest to survive. It 
is just possible that a lower duty on Southern peanuts than is 
imposed in this bill might induce that interesting industry to 
survive. Itis just possible that a lower duty on many of the 
ee ape and industries of the Southern States might enable 

hem to survive. 

But I submit that we who believe in the protective principle 
want our interests and our industries to more than survive in 
this country. We waut them to be prosperous, and we want 
them to give employment and wages to our people that are ad- 
equate to support them as comfortably as they have been in the 
habit heretofore of living in this country. 

It hes been said that some people are living at a poor, dying 
rate, and I presume the boracic amaeunty wtane live at a poor, 
dying rate under the tariff duty that is proposed in this bill, 
but my impression is, that instead of surviving it would be de 
stroyed. The jelly-fish survives without a nervous system, but 
it occurs to me that a spinal column and a cerebellum furnish a 
much more desirable form of life than that of the nee. 
The colored people survived during the long period of African 
slavery, and, in view of the facts of history, I was interested 
yesterday to hear the distinguished Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
GORDON} pass his eloquent eulogium upon the colored people of 
the South of the present day. But, notwithstanding his elo- 
quent defense of the contented condition of the colored race, 
he should not forget that they are surviving to-day under a rate 
of wages that is very near the starvation point. 

They survive because ~y are compelled by circumstances 
that they can not avoid, by influences that control them, and by a 
tyranny from which theycan not nena to accept what they are 
receiving and to be content withit. But when the Senator from 
Georgia painted that beautiful picture of the peace and quiet 
that prevail in the South I wondered if he had read of the mine 
that was blown up by dynamite in Alabama only a few days ago 
by discontented and underpaid workingmen. 

Mr. GORDON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield. 

Mr. GORDON. If the Senator will allow me, I wish to say to 
him that the measure of as he comprehends itis not fairly 
understood or presented by him when he measures it in dollars 
and cents. The Senator forgets, perhaps, that on the Southern 
plantations and farms the negro laborers have houses furnished 
without rent, fuel furnished without charge, usually rations, 
with the opportunity to raise their own meat and their chickens 
and their cow and their potato patches, etc.; so that the wages 
they receive are absolutely net to them at the end of the year; 
which is not the condition anywhere else in this country. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Is not enter into a discussion of that 
matter at the present time. The Senator from Georgia knows 
that the wages paid at the South, with all these dental 
things, are not sufficient to support the Northern workingman 
as he has been supported under protection in the North. He 
knows that and he will not deny it. 

Mr. President, I say that the Southern negro survives ee. 
The Indian in his d@ t survives. The cave dweller inh 
underground hut survives. The Asiatic cooly survives. Equally 
so ee peg = ete pe of Russia, and of other 
coun survive; and so the la rs who produce boracic acid 
in Tuscany, in Asia Minor, in Chile, and in Peru survive; but I 
submit that we want a better condition in this country than that 
of the mere possibility of the laboring mansurviving. We want 
to give him an opportunity, as the tariff laws of the Republican 
og give him an opportunity, to make a profit that bring 

hime comfort and happiness such as no other laboring people 
on the face of the ave. 

They tell us that under the proposed tariff the men who pro- 
duce boracic acid in American mines will survive. The Demo- 


cratic in this discussion seem to have adopted P. 
Lob's ikea that they are to be judged by their words, not by 
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actions. But they wilMfind that they are mistaken in this when 
‘the people come to pass judgmentupon this tariff bill if it is ever 

nacted into law. It will be remembered that in Bulwer’s Paul 
Ghittora a worthy old lady lived at ‘‘The Mug,” and rejoiced in 
the name of Mrs. Margery Lobkins, more familiary called 
‘Peggy Lob,” “Honest Peggy.” This worthy and kindhearted 
dame indulged in exquisite admonitions to ‘‘Leetle Paul,” one 
of which was in these words: 


Mind thy kittichism, child, and reverence old age. Never steal! ‘specially 
when any one be in the way. Be modest, Paul, and stick to your sitivation 
in life. ad your Bible, and talk like a pious’un. People goes by your 
words more than your actions. If you wants what is not your own try and 
dio without it; ak if you can notdo without it, take it away by insinivation, 
not bluster. They as swindles does more and risks less than they as robs. 


Laughter.] 
I say that the Democratic party may be of opinion that the 
le of this country are going to judge them by their words 
int debate, but the final verdict will be rendered upon the 
actions of the majority in the Senate when they come to vote 
upon this proposed tariff law. 

Mr. President, New England asks ne to her industries 
and her interests, and under Republican laws she has had pro- 
tection to a reasonable extent. Whatshe will have under the 
bill now under consideration no onecan tell. I quite agree with 
the distinguished senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar} 
in his declaration a day or two ago in that notable speech of his 
that the House bill commonl ed the Wilson bill proposes to 
crucify the interests and the industriesof NewEngland. I trust 

t under the guidance and the dictation of protectionist Demo- 
eae because there are some, one of whom is the Senator from 

ifornia [Mr. WHITE] who wants a higher duty than 2 centsa 
pound on boracic acid and hopes to get it through Republican 
votes—I say I hope that under the dictation and guidance of 
those protection Senators New England industries may be saved 
from crucifixion and from destruction. 

Perhaps it is too much for me to express a hope in that direc- 
tion. But whatever happens to New England, the representa- 
tives of the New England States in this Chamber are protec- 
tionists,and they stand for the protection of American industries 
and American labor, whether it relates to their section of the 
country or to the Southern States or to the Pacific coast; and 
60 believing in that, though our interests may be stricken down, 
though our industries may be paralyzed, though our working- 
men may be turned out, and suffering and want find a lodgment 
in their homes, voicing the sentiment of New England Senators 
I stand here to extend my hand to the Pacific coast and to say 
to the Senator from California that his amendment will receive 
my vote, and I believe the vote of every Republican Senator 
from New England in this Chamber. 

Mr. President, I have said more than I intended to say. I 

ould not have detained the Senate so long had it not been for 

interesting interruptions which have occurred; and I want 

simply to add the expression of an ardent hope that the Senate 

ey, in its wisdom grant what the junior Senator from Califor- 

has asked it to grant in adopting the amendment which he 

has presented. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator from Nebraska will permit 

, | meant before taking my seat to put in the REcorD a letter 

at the Senator from California[Mr. PERKINS] intended to a 
in yesterday and forgot, on the question of boracic acid, it being 
a letter from Gen. Rosecrans, a distinguished soldier and a dis- 
tinguished Democrat, a man who has always been loyal to the 
ev of the party to which he belongs, and who seems to 

ve expert knowledge on this question. April 14, 1888, Gen. 
Rosecrans addressed a very interesting letter to Hon. CLIFTON 
R. BRECKINRIDGE, of the House of Representatives, who then 
was in charge, I take it, of economic legislation in that body. 
Gen. Rosecrans said: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, REGISTER’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., April 14, 1888. 
My DEAR Sim: I see that the committee's tariff bill proposes to put all 
borax productson the free list. It involves no great sum of money, and I 
believe that if the 


committee had been as famliiar with the subject as cir- 
have compelled me — they would have refrained from put- 


these products on the free 

production of borax from the desert alkaii lands of California, Ne- 
and Colorado, has become quite an industry andemploys a good aay 
scattered ali over the country. Only in the new States and Terri- 
1 owever, can the raw material be found. 3s seems desirable, there- 

fore, to show as much favor as possible this ustry. Itis es ll 
incumbent upon the Democratic party. - pecially 
But that is the least of the reasons why the business should not be med- 
dled with. .The history of the importation of borax into the United States, 
and of the various tariffs Se, oe that — in favor of a single 

6 since 


ee ra en nes Sore © constant or at the latest 
Bince 1845. I occasion to thoroughly examine and v the accuracy 
Of this statement, and in 18821 earnestly urged on the members of the House 
Committee on Ways and Means, whose attention I could get, at least to do 
SSOMUDCR to witeh T banc altened el hee Oy prose Tomnalnts 4 
on 
its favor all these past years. This combina placed and kept boracic 


acid on the free list until 1882, when the tariff discussion revealed the game, 
and then only the inadequate tariff of 4 cents was imposed. 


It will be observed that Gen. Rosecrans suggests that the in- 
adequate tariff of 4 cents was imposed in 1882. 

The last change procured was to have boracic acid put on the free List. 
Boracic acid is the chief agent in all processes where borax is used. The 


common borax of the market is composed of the following ingredients, per 
hundred pounds: 


I cirheeiladedediaee ciel lial iclink, aarmcrsin timaitna dutioxwaisina il { 38.18 
NR a 7 tae An average 7 12.08 
ee Oe IN gino. cenenicnccmanenoceccesesecacte : 49. 74 

Soda (NaO) from soda ash and commercial caustic, can be had in our mar- 


kent for an average price of 4cents a pound. Borate of lime (CaO) can be 
delivered from Turkey to the British market at 1 cent per pound, owing to 
the discovery of a large deposit of borate of lime about 40 miles from the 
sea; and by the use of cheap sulphuric acid, which separates the lime from 
the boracic acid, the latter can be produced at a very low price. With s 
phuric acid at 1 cent per pound. boracic acid can be manufactured from 
nl agal materials at a cost of about 6 cents per pound, or 86 per hundred 
pounds. 

Assuming it can thus be produced for 86 per hundred pounds, and add for 
manufacturing and commercial _— $2 more per hundred pounds, with no 
duty thereon, we can have boracic acid in our market at 8 cents per pound, 
with an enriching profit to the manufacturer and the importer. 


Now 12.08 pounds of soda, at 4 cents, cost ........................ 
38.18 pounds of boracic acid, at 8 cents, cost................... 
Allow for labor and contingencies, per hundred pounds 


Total per hundred pounds.................. 3 


Or 83.70 provided raw material be admitted free; but the people who have 
hitherto controlled this market have so managed matters as to charge our 
American consumers, for these forty years, from 9 to 18 cents per pound, 
and even sometimes as high as 25 cents per pound for borax. We had no re- 
lief until our borax producers began to compete with them. If thiscom- 
bination be pee to do as it has been doing in the past since the tarirt 
of 1882 it will destroy competition and then go back to its old ways, our own 
producers will be ruined, and our consumers will then be worse off than 
under the present tariff. : 

An inspection of the pogcengenaas statement of imports for the years 
1883-'87 will demonstrate what I stated to the committee in I882as to the prob- 
able importation of boracic acid. Ere the tariff of 1883 had gone into opera- 
tion, the importers rushed in 4,178,737 pounds of boracic acid, and in the 
same year after the tariff went into operation, with a duty of only 4 cents 
per pound, which small duty has enabled them to control the market ever 
since, there were imported 155,695 pounds; while the total importation for 
the four succeeding years, 1884, 1885, 1886, and 1887, has only amounted to 
820,343 pounds, demonstrating that the object of these large importations 
was to crush out competition. 

It will be seen from the foregoing figures in reference to the cost of pro- 
ducing borax that the tariff of 5 cents per pound on boracic acid is dispro- 
Ss small, since itonly adds 2 cents per pound to the cost of making 

rax, and, therefore, under the present tariff foreign manufacturers and 
importers can sell borax in our market with profit at 5.7 cents a pound. 

To put our producers beyond the reach of monupclists, the tariff on boracic 
acid ought to be 10 cents instead of cents. Our home producers are our 
dependents for deliverance from the practical “trust” which has hitherto 
monopolized the business, and they ought, therefore, to have the benetit of the 
existing tariff, with anincrease of 5 cents per pound on boracicacid. You wil! 
see by the table of importations that the distinctions between commercialan:| 
pure boracic acid are practically worse than useless. The commercial bo- 
racic acid and the commercial borax are the bulk of the business, and the 
real basis of the tariff should be the quantities of pure boracic acid contained 
in the composition. 

The committee can rely _— the foregoing as a substantial statement of 
the facts; hence it follows that the consumers have no reasonable prospect 
of being benefited by putting borax and its products on the free list, but that 
if the tariff on boracic acid be raised to 10 cents, it will give our own pro- 
ducers a chance to force the market down from 15 cents to perhaps as low 
as 7 or 8 cents per pound, which will still leave ample room for a fair com- 
petition by importers. 

I hope the committee will reconsider this case, and, for justice's sake, in- 
crease the tariff on boracic acid, leaving the rates for all other borax prod- 
ucts unchanged, and saving the twenty or thirty thousand dollars of duty 
by means of reduction in tariff on something else. 

Very truly, yours, 


fion. CLIFTON R. BRECKINRIDGE, 
House of Representatives. 
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W. S. ROSECRANS. 


Mr. President, I conclude my remarks by submitting the 
opinion of this distinguished Californian and Democrat to my 
friends on the other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, if boracic acid or borax 
produced upon our Western plains is simply the product of God’s 
sunlight and air, as suggested by the Senator from New Jerse 
[Mr. MCPHERSON], the wonder to me is that the energetic citi- 
zens of New Jersey, where there is abundance of both light and 
air, have not taken advantage of the ingredients that are to be 
foundso plentifully within her borders and started the manufac- 
ture of boracicacid. There is farmore than merely nature’s free 
elements that enfer into this compound. In traveling through 
the country west of the Missouri River, commencing even in 
the State that lin part represent, there are fields or spaces of 
what are known as alkaline lands that are utterly useless for 
the purposes of agriculture, because of the presence of the alkali. 
Upon them wegen grows. They are valueless for any purpose 
except for the making of boracic acid and borax. The Govern- 
mentsells those lands, useless for agriculture, ata good, fair price. 
About $2.50 an acre, I am told by the Senator from California 
Mr. PERKINs)], is obtained, and the Government sells them at 

6 same price that it gets for placer gold-mining land, and 
it derives this income by the sale of the lands to those who with 
infinite labor and much expense convert the alkali in the soil 
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to that article of commerce which formerly we were compelled 
to import because it was not made ‘n this country. 

I havo in hand a document that contains within it a great deal 
of very valuable information, and I was glad to see the Senator 
from Missouri[Mr. VEST] turn from it afew moments ago “‘ to 

»oint @ moral and adorn a tale” that exists even in the dry- 
oolinn statements that are found in this collection of the im- 
ports to and exports from this country published under the or- 
der of the Senate. 

Turning to the tables showing the importations and the rates 
of duty, ete., upon boracic acid I find an object lesson showing 
the great advantage of the protective system as applied to this 
article. These tables begin with the year 1867. I will state 
what we imported of boracic acid after 1867, for there was at 
that time and until 1883 nodistinction made in the different kinds 
of boracic acid. Fora time after 1883 and until 1891, for tariff 
purposes, boracic acid was divided into what is known as com- 
mercial boracic acid and pure boracic acid, and upon those two 
different compounds, upon boracic acid thus divided, there was 
a different rate of duty for each during those years. 

There was a duty of 4 cents a pound upon commercial boracic 
acid by the tariff act of 1883, holding until 1891, and 5 cents a 
pound upon that which was knownas pure boracicacid. Butcom- 
mencing with 1867 there was an importation that year of about 
770,000 pounds at a value of $75,000, paying an import duty of 5 
cents a pound, and the average price, taking the year for the 
unit of value, was ninety-five thousandths. The import duty of 
5 cents a pounds continued until the year 1872, and there came 
during those years an increase of the value on price of this com- 
pound running from ninety-five thousandths in 1867 and gradu- 
ally increasing until it reached one hundred and seventy-one 
thousandths in 1871. 

The reason for this is obvious. During those years there was 
little or no making of boracic acid in what are known as the al- 
kaline countries in the West. People had not embarked in the 
industry. There was not probably that competition which came 
afterwards. 

What was the result? In 1871 boracic acid was placed upon 
the free list, and did there come that change or lowering of 
price which we so frequently hear promised when an article is 
taken from the dutiable list and placed upon the free list? No; 
although it was free in 1872, in 1873 it had jumped from one 
hundred and seventy-one thousandths to two hundred and eight 
thousandthsin price, to two hundred and twenty-six thousandths 
the next year, and gradually fluctuated, at one time in 1879 reach- 
ing the low o- of seventy-one thousandths, until the year 1883, 
when it reached the price of one hundred and thirty-four thou- 
sandths, and that year, evidently in anticipation of the duty that 
was to be placed upon it, there was an enormous importation of 
that article, the difference between the importation in 1882 and 
1883 being about eightfold in quantity, and of course about 
eightfold in value. In 1882 the numberof pounds imported was 
536,000, and in 1883, har agen s in view of the duty that was 
to be placed upon it, the importation re from 536,000 to 
4,334, unds; in value jumping from 1882 to 1883 from $71,- 
000 to $580,000. What was theeffect upon the price? The price 
in 1882 was one hundred and thirty-three thousandths and in 
1883 one hundred and thirty-four thousandths. 

Then there went into operation the tariff act that made the 
distinction between the two classes of boracic acid; and turning 
to the next table, No. 145, what do we find? There was a very 
great decrease of the number of pounds imported, and commer- 
cial boracic acid fell from one hundred and thirty-four thou- 
sandths to ninety-eight thoasandths, and chemically pure boracic 
acid went to the price of one hundred and eighty-seven thou- 
sandths, there being a duty on it of Scents a pound. 

During the years when this distinction continued, it will be 
observed that there was a gradual falling off of price from 1884 
to 1889 from ninety-eight thousandths in 1884 to fifty-two thou- 
sandths in 1889, being a reduction of about one-half, and as to 
chemically pure boracic acid there wasa falling from one hundred 
and eighty-seven thousandths, average value of the unit of quan- 
ity, to seventy-four thousandths in 189}, 

hen the distinction between these two classes was again abol- 
ished, and by the tariff act of 1890, or by an amendment of the 
tariff act, all boracic acid, without distinction as to whether it 
was commercial or whether it was chemically pzre, was placed 
at 5 cents per pound, and there came a decrease of the average 
of price from .063 in 1891 to .053 in 1893, which is the last esti- 
mate we have. Reducing it to figures by changing it from the 
table would, of course, be 6.3 cents to 5.3 cents being a reduc- 

tion of 1 cent per pound. 
I say there is an object lesson in this. It a con- 
and cared 


clusively the fact that with this industry protec 


for and with the citizens of the United States given a chance to 
take advantage of that which nature has given them, we can 
compete and lower the price. 
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Mr. President, I have referred to this subject simply that I 
might add to the interesting figures given in the letter of Gen. 
Rosecrans, those which come to us from this public document, 
that bear out so conclusively every assertion that he has made; 
and yet I rise for the purpose of debating any provision or sec- 
tion of this bill with a good deal of hesitation, a hesitation that 
has increased to-day because I received in this morning's mail 
that which I presume came to the desk of every Senator on 
either side of the aisle—a document headed ‘‘ Resolutions adopted 
at amass meeting held in Cooper Union, in the city of New 
York, on May 3, 1894, pursuant to the following call signed by 
one hundred and fifty prominent business firms in the city of 
New York.” 

I do noi think that a more remarkable and more suggestive 
communication than this has ever been received by any member 
of Congress. One hundred and fifty prominent business men of 
the city of New York, we are told, met in convention in pursu- 
ance of a call that reads as follows: 

In view of the disastrous consequences to every branch of business, of the 
prolonged uncertainty in respect to the final disposition of the tariff bill 
now in the Senate of the United States, all citizens who have supported 
tariff reform and who believe that a speedy passage of the bill (with or with- 
out the income tax) is now of vastly greater importance to the country 
than the differences between the House and Senate in respect to the details 
of the measure, are invited to attend a mass meeting to be held at Cooper 
Union, on Thursday, the 3d day of May, 1894, to adopt resolutions respect- 
fully urging upon the Senate the immense importance of passing the bill 
without further. delay, and of terminating the present disastrous uncer- 
tainty in respect both to the time of the passage of the bill and its character 
when passed. 

It is most interesting and instructive to look over the names 
of those who sign this call. The resolutions adopted at the 
meeting have been transmitted, over the signature of Mr. Oscar 
S. Straus—I do not know that I pronounce the name correctly, 
as I confess thatas to these names of foreign derivation I am 
sometimes at sea. Mr. Straus was chairman of the meeting, 
and he transmits these resolutions with this letter of transmit- 
~~ It is dated ‘‘ Reform Club, 233 Fifth avenue,” and is as fol- 

ows: 
NEw YORK, May 9, 1894. 

DEAR Sir: At avery largely attended mass meeting of business men of 
the city of New York, held at Cooper Union, on May 8, 1804, the inclosed reso- 
lutions were adopted. 

Pursuant to the instructions given by the meeting, Isend herewith acopy 
of the resolutions. 

Yours, respectfully, 
OSCAR S. STRAUS, Chairman. 

Mr. President, I say it is an interesting thing to look over 
the names of those who sign this call. I shall not weary the 
Senate by reading them, but I find the names of the same men 
who clamored about the doors of the Committee on Finance a 
few years ago. We recognized them then, as we recognize them 
now, as men not the representatives of American labor, men 
not engaged in the manufacture of anything, even in that great 
manufacturing city of New York, men who “toil not, neither do 
they spin,” but who import and sell the product of the looms 
and workshops of other countries, who have little or no interest 
in the manufacturing industries of this country, but have great 
interest in manufactures abroad that permit them to make the 
profit of the middlemen in that importation for which we must 
pay out the gold of this country. 

An analysis of the names—and they are ope, as I have 
said, in evidencing their nationality, shows that of the 120, for 
the call was not signed by 150, but by 120, of the gentlemen who 
sign this call as shown by the directory of the city of New York, 
58 of them are given as direct importers of foreign goods, 8 are 
classed as merchants, 1 as a hat dealer, another as a lamp dealer, 
another as a china merchant, another asengaged in ne. 
and another in chemicals, and adding these who while not deés- 
ignated as importers are doubtless such, would make a total of 
Tlimporters of foreign goods out of the 120 who desire the speedy 
passage of the Wilson-Jones tariff bill. 

Five of ‘‘the business men of New York” who sign the call 
are not mentioned in the directory at all, or at least are given 
no occupation. I presume those are of that indefinite class who 
delight in attaching the word “‘ gentleman” to their names in 
city directories. eare a egy Youalways find the lawyer 
on hand when there is anything to be done with reference to 
the tariff; he is sometimes there out of pure love of country and 
desire for the advancement of the good of the greatest number, 
and more cage my ond he is there for the emolument or fee usually 
incident to his presence. One is a chairman—a professional 
chairman; another is a secretary. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Chairman of what? 

Mr. MANDERSON. The directory simply gives him as 
“chairman.” Whether he is a chairmaker or a professional 
chairman I do not know. It. may be that Mr. Straus is the 
‘‘chairman” mentioned in the directory. Two are engaged in 
insurance, one is an editor, one is a treasurer, three are presi- 
dents—I suppose professional presidents—one is a vice-presi- 
dent, one is ar artist, and another keeps an eating house. 
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These weré the gentlemen who made this call, and among 
them all there is not the name of a single prominent manufac- 
turer in this country. Mr. Straus, I see, it is stated is a manu- 
facturer of china, glass, crockery, and earthenware, but nota 
manufacturer in this country. He is, I understand, engaged in 
an industry abroad, and has his money invested inforeign lands 
and not in this the land of his adoption. 

These, then, were the callings of the gentlemen who issued 
this call and demanded a mass meeting of the citizens of New 
York. One would suppose, if there was that very great demand 
which they depict in the city of New York for the passage of 
this bill, that Cooper Union would be too small to contain the 
enormous concourse of a who would naturally gather there, 
and that upon the public streets or in some of the great parks 
, alone could be found the space that would hold the vast num- 
ber of persons who were clamoring for the relief that should 
come by the passage of this bill. But we are told by the public 
press that Cooper Union was entirely too spacious, that there 
was a beggarly array of empty benches in that limited hall, 
that there were few that were filled, and there was no necessity 
to put up the sign ‘‘standing room only” at that entertainment. 

he resolutions adopted by these importers and importers’ 
lawyers are very interesting. They must delight the Demo- 
cratic heart. Passing the whereasesin which they declare that 
they are in favor of the principles advocated by the Democratic 
party in its platform, they resolved, first, that while they would 
reatly prefer a more consistent and courageous measure of tar- 
ff reform than that which is now pending before the United 
States Senate, and while they should rejoice to see it brought 
into more complete harmony with the principles of the Demo- 
cratic party and of commercial freedom, still they are for the 
bill in any form it may assume. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I interrupt the Senator to ask him the 
date of this meeting? 

Mr.MANDERSON. Thedate of the meeting was May 3, 1894. 

Mr. ALLISON. That was before the Jonesamendments were 
offered. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes, sir; probably before they were 
made public. I think that was about the time when there was 
a question of veracity between the two sides of the Chamber as 
to whether there were to be any amendments, or whether any 
were being considered by the Democratic members of the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. HALE. Have these same gentleman assembled together 
and given any utterance with reference to the present bill? 

Mr. MANDERSON. It is not needed that they should, be- 
cause they say no matter what form the bill may assume they 
are for it. 

Mr. HALE. For any bill? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes; for any bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understood these gentlemen to be in favor 
of a more radical bill than the original bill presented by Mr. 
WILSON in the House of Representatives. I should be glad to 
know their action on this bill later on. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should be glad also to have light on 
this subject, but I do not believe there will: be another ertfort, 
after this lamentable failure, to call a mass meeting on this bill 
in the city of New York. 

They go on to say in their resolutions that they do not criti- 
cise the Democratic leaders in the Senate for the concessions 
they have made, although they are illogical and injurious. 
They still cry for the passage of the bill, illogical and injurious 
asitis. They say, relieve us of our distress and pass the bill 
that we mony go on importing more goods from foreign shores. 

Second, they say that while we are opposed to the income tax 
provisions of the impending bill, and to any system of taxation 
which requires a disclosure of the private affairs by individuals, 
or which selects only a smal] class of the whole people for spe- 
cial burdens, while thus opposed to this outrageous effort atthe 
disclosure of the private affairs of individuals and this system of 
taxation which is so obnoxious, still they say, ‘‘ Pass the bill, in- 
come tax or no income tax.” 

Then they say: 

Therefore, while we desire the income-tax clauses should be struck out of 


the pending bill, we deem their retention no excuse for the vote of any Demo- 
crat against the bill as a whole. 


Nomatter what form the bill mayassume. no matter how injuri- 
ous it may be to the interests of the entire country, no matter how 
little it may meet the approval even of those who thus resolve 
they are for the bill, for any kind of a bill, and demand its speedy 


passage. : 
Why are they for the bill? Reading this severe indictment 
the p enactment, and finding myself in hearty accord 
with many of the objections they make to it, I wondered how it 
was or why it was that they reasoned themselves into this de- 





mand for its speedy, its immediate passage, and finally I find it 
in the last resolution: 


a reat the speedy passage of the pending tariff bill, with or without amend- 
nent— 


So it is quite evident that it makes no difference what other . 
amendments may be brought in, or what may be their character, 
they care not for the 400 Jones amendments, they care not for 
the amendments hereafter to be proposed from the Democratic 
members of the Committee on Finance, or by the Senator from 
ae VEST], as to the income-tax provision of the bill, 
they are for it ‘‘ with or without amendment.” 

Mr. TELLER. Do they appear to be in favor of the amend- 
ments that may come in? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Any amendments that have come in or 


may comein. They say: 
That the speedy passage of the pending tariff bill, with or without amend- 
ment, would bring prosperity to our whole country, would fill the sails of 


our commerce. 

Yes, I have no question that if these importers had their own 
way our commerce—that is tosay, our importations of European- 
made goods in foreign bottoms—would be very greatly increased 
to the great profit of these importing gentlemen. 

Start every wheel of our manufactures— 

Abroad, I presume— 
and give larger markets to our farmers— 

How much do they care for our farmers! 

And then comes the climax; and here we find the reason why 
those Democratic importers, assembled in mass meeting in the 
city of New York, want the speedy passage of the bill: 

It would restore new life and courage to the Democracy, and insure to 
them many years of future victory. 

And we on the Republican side of this aisle are asked by Mr. 
Straus and his associates to lend our aid to this result, and 
give new life and renewed courage to the Democracy! 

The last resolution says further, that— 

The defeat of the bill, by Democratic votes, would be a disasfer to the 
nation and an act of treason to the Democratic party. 

It would be hard to tellat whom that blow isaimed. ‘' Treason 
to the Democratic party,” would hardly be disaster to the nation. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to inquire, if the Senator will 
allow me, to whom is that paper addressed? 

Mr. MANDERSON. These resolutions were ordered to be 
transmitted in these words: 

Resolved, That the chairman cause copies of the foregoing resolutions to 
be transmitted to the Senate and House of Representatives. 

Mr. TELLER. Evidently the resolutions were intended for 
the Democratic side of the Senate. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I really supposed, having received this 
paper by mail, that it was intended for my own consideration 
and for my own observation. It maybe that I have made a very 
grave blunder in that regard. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Other Republican Senators have received 
the same. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have no doubt it has been received 
by every Republican Senator and Member of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and I do not know but that I am indulging in that 
which I should not. Perhaps I am not minding my own business 
in making comment upon these resolutions; but it seems to me 
it was desirable to show to the Senate and call the attention of 
the country to the character of the men and the business en- 
gaged in by those in New York who demand the speedy passage 
of this bill so that new life and renewed courage may be given 
to the Democratic party. ' 

Mr. TELLER. { ouggest to the Senator from Nebraska that 
we have heard from these gentlemen before. Some of them 
were attending public meetings last year and resolving that all 
that was necessary to bring prosperity to the country was to 
repeal the Sherman law. The are the same people. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May ILask the Senator from Nebraska a 
question about this circular? Does it appear who were the dis- 
tinguished citizens of the Republic who uttered these senti- 
ments? 

Mr.MANDERSON. Yes; andduring the absence of the Sen- 
ator from the Chamber I called particular attention tothem and 
to their business. They are the importers of the city of New 
York, and are not engaged in manufacture. There is among 
them a sprinkling of importers, lawyers, eating-house keepers, 
and professional gentlemen of that character [laughter], but most 
of them are importers in the city of New York, dealing exclu- 
sively in foreiga-made goods. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to ask the Senator from Nebraska if he 
is quite sure, in his analysis of the list of those who joined in the 
call for that meeting, that there are no manufacturers init? I 
see that they state in their resolution that the passage of any 
tariff bill will set the wheels of manufactories in motion. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That surely means the wheels of the 
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‘manufacturing establishments abroad, in which some of these 


rsons are interested. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the slow progress made in 
proceeding with the details of the pending bill only illustrates 


, the importance of doing what I have all the time contended 


should be done before proceeding with the schedules, and that 
is, settle down upon gome principle upon which the bill should 
be constructed. If we go on in this way with an uncertainty as 
to whether we are to construct a ff for revenue only, or 
whether we are to construct a freo-trade bill, or whether weare 
to construct a protective tariff bill, with no fundamental prin- 
ciple ascertained to guide us in all our deliberations, we are cer- 
tain to come at last toan unsatisfactory result. 

The pending bill, when the schedules are all considered, will 
be constructed in one place for free trade and an enlarged 
free list; it will be constructed in another place with a view 
of having a suitable revenue duty upon some of the articles 
specified, and it will be constructed in other places with a view 
to a protective tariff; and when at last we have gone on in this 
unsatisfactory way, when we have made the bill, as has been 
said, neither fish, flesh, fowl, nor good red-herring, we shall 
discover that, after all our pains, the bill which we have thus 
constructed will be so unsediodantaty that it will not command 
the vote of the majority of the members of the Senate. Mr. 
President, I submit that it is unwise to go on until we settle 
down upon and ascertain the peawe. 

The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] yesterday stated the 
peers upon which the committee had upon a duty of 
2 cents a pound upon borax. He said it was aduty which would 
allow the industry to survive. Is that the — upon which 
this bill is to be constructed? Is ita bill which its main 
purposes is intended to destroy industries, and which is to be 
amended from time to time, step by step, and from article to 
article, so that whenever the kind heart of the Senator from 
Arkansas, or the still kinder heart of the Senator from Texas 
{[Mr. Mus] is so moved, there shall be a rate of duty agreed 
upon, not by the Senate, but in the secret conference of a cer- 
tain number of Senators upon the other side of the Chamber, 
which will allow the industry to survive? Is that the > 
I respectfully ask Senators upon the other side of the Chamber, 
upon which we are to fix the duty upon borax? 

The Senator from California —— me [Mr. WHITE] can 
probably throw some light upon that subject. I have accepted 
over night the principle } down as to borax by the Senator 
fvom Arkansas, that the principle upon which borax was to be 
made dutiable was the principle that just enough duty should 
be put upon an article to enable the industry to survive, and I 
pictured to myself the great thankfulness which would come over 
the producers of borax when they realized that they were to be 
allowed to exist. I felt that when the duty should be fixed and 
the industry allowed to survive, the Senator from Nevada and 
the Senator from California and other producers of borax — 
well gather around a borax pit in the sands of the Humboldt 
Valley and proceed to sing in devout thankfulness the good old 

so And are we wretches still alive, 


Laughter. 

i eo there is a principle that has been gravely 
stated by the Senator from Arkansas, the author of these four 
hundred protective-tariff amendments to this bill, ——— 
we may understand we are ome on and perfect the ules of 
the bill, a bill which barely ws the industry to survive. 

The Senator from California says that 2 cents a pound upon 
borax, which he advocates-—-though he has not made himself 
very clear as to whether he wishes more or not—is not the ideal 
duty. Ishould like to know before we get through with the 
discussion if we can not in into the bill somewhere a 
duty which is an ideal duty. I have discovered none yet, un- 
less this may be one, because the Senator from Arkansas has 
said that this is i the duty which will allow the industry to 
survive. That is the idea—if the Senator from Arkansas has 
any ideas in connection with those four hundred amendments— 
that we shall go on and fix duties which just barely allow the 
industry to survive, which just barely the producers of the 
industry out of the infernal pit of . That is anideal 
duty, and I wonder whether that is the ideal duty which the 
Senator from California has in mind—a duty constructed upon 
that principle. 

The Senator from California says the d een, 
which. the Senator from Arkansas says —_ allow in- 
dustry to survive, is not the ideai duty, and I should 
like to have the Senator from California tell the Senate 
very 


meant. He is very clear, he is very concise, he is 
ous, and { must say he is almost the only Senator upon the 
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side of the Chamber who is good-natured in discussing this 
tariff question. 

Now, I should like to ask the Senator whether the ideal duty 
on borax is 3 cents a pound, or 4 cents a pound, or 5 cents apound, 
or what, in his arenes is an ideal duty; and what, in the 
name of heaven, e idea which is behind the duty that hoe 
thinks would be satisfactory? I yield for the Senator to reply 
now or at some other time. 

Mr. HARRIS rose. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Oi I certainly should be glad to have the 
views of the Senator from Tennessee, who I see rising to address 
the Senate, as to what he considers an ideal duty, such as should 
be om upon the pending bill as illustrating the great principles 
of the Democratic party. 

Mr. HARRIS. enever the Senator from New Hampshire 
shall yield the floor, he shall have the views of the Senator from 
Tennessee very briefly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Did the Senator rise—— 

Mr.HARRIS. Not to are the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, but I had thought, and I should like to have hoped, that 
the Senator was about to yield the floor. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President, I had no idea of yieldin 
the floor; but I am constantly, when I address the Senate, wit 
- os of the Senator from Tennessee before myeyes. [Laugh- 

e. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam very glad to hear it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And I never seo him rise without a dis- 
position to yield and to sink back into my chair and hear what 
words of wisdom, or of counsel, or of reproof he chooses to ad- 
dress either to me as an individual or to the Senate as the dis- 

hed body which it is. 

ill the Senator from California tell us what duty he reall 
thinks should be imposed upon borax as an ideal deny whic 
should govern the construction of the pending bill, so if we ac- 
cept his ideal and construct the bill upon borax in accordance 
with that ideal we may, if he is willing to take that ideal, go 
on to the other schedules of the bill; for, Mr. President, I as- 
sure the Senator that unless we can have some idea, unless we 
can have some principle which appeals to the majority of Sen- 
ators upon this floor we shall get on in the worst possible way 
in d with these schedules. 

If the Senator from Texas is to get up and denounce the bill 
in one breath and the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHER- 
SON] is to get up and in another breath is to say the bill is more 
loaded with protective duties than any bill which was ever 
presented to any Co ss,and then, on the other hand, the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] and the Senator from Arkansas 
are to get up, and the distinguished gentleman from New York 
who sent in this memorial to us, are to tell us that the bill has 
reform enough in it to make it vital to the interests of the coun- 
ty, that it should become a law as soon as possible, and that 
when it does— 

All the clouds that lower’d upon our house— 


Will be— 
In the deep bosom of the ocean buried. 


And all we have got to do as patriots now is to make the bill 
a law, and then ome. - 

Mr. President, what shall we think is the principle which un- 
derlies it all, and upon which this great work is to be carried 
on? I pause for a reply from the Senator_from California. 

Mr. HARRIS Mr. President, this nie interesting and im- 

t discussion upon what shall be rate of duty on bo- 
racic acid has consumed a good deal of the time of two days. I 
move to lay the amendment of the Senator from California | Mr. 
PERKINS] to the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
JONES] on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee 
moves to lay the amendment of the Senator from California to 
a gr of the Lp wired from Arkansas 7 = table. 

. CHANDLER. a et nquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senator will state his par- 
liamentary ys 

Mr. CHAN R. Iask whether the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from California is an amendment to the bill or to the anfend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Arkansas? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has stated that the 
amendment offered by the Senator from California was an 
amendment to the amendment offered by the Senator from Ar- 


kansas. 
Mr.CHANDLER. Then, I wish to make another parliamen- 
ee? and that is, if the amendment of the Senator from 
be laid on the table, will not the amendment of the 
Senator from Arkansas go on the table with it? 
Mr. HARRIS. By no means will it—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will not. 








ae eee 


ee 


Ss eltee ee 























1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


4603 





Mr.HARRIS. As the Senator very well knows. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts will state his parliamentary maa : 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator from Tennessee preside over 
the Senate when the present occupant is in the chair? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘That inquiry needs no answer. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought he did not, but the Senator from 
Tennessee seemed to announce his decision as if he did. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Tennessee. Spay the question.] The 
‘‘aves” have it, and the amendment to the amendment is laid 
on the table. 

‘Mr. CULLOM, Mr. LODGE, and others. Let us have the 
yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair had announced the 
result previous to the call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr.CULLOM. The Chair had no right to announce the re- 
= before an opportunity to call for the yeasand nays had been 

ven. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The opportunity will be given 
to Senators, but Senators should have made the request sooner. 

Mr. LODGE. I made the request immediately. 

Mr. GRAY. It was not heard on this side of the Chamber. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the demand for the yeas and 
nays seconded? 

he yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DANIEL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE]; otherwise I should 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. If he were 
present I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). 
the senior Senator from New York{Mr. HILu}. 
ent I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was called). I 
transfer my pair with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] 
to the Senator from Montana | Mr. el who is paired with 
the Senator from Louisiana[Mr. CAFFERY], and that will enable 
both the Senator from Louisiana and myself to vote. 

nay.” 

Mr. DANIEL. The — Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linp- 
SAY]is absent and, as I understand, is not paired. I beg leave 
to transfer his pair in my stead to the Senator from Washing- 
ton [Mr. Squire], and I shall vote. I vote “‘yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY]. If he 
were present I should vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH]. If he were 
present I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr.CAMDEN]. If 
he were present I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Idaho[Mr. Dusors]. If he were here[ should 


vote ‘‘ yea.” 
Mr v Iam paired with the 


I am paired with 
If he were pres- 


I vote 


EST (when his name was called). 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. LODGE. Iannounceda pair with the senior Senator from 
New York [Mr. Hixu]}. I will transfer that pair to the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. Wotcort], which will enable both the Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. BRIcE] and myself to vote, and will leave 
the Senator from Colorado paired with the Senator from New 
York. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. CALL. Lam paired with the Senator from)Vermont[Mr. 
Proctor]. I inquire if he has voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted.’ 

Mr. CALL. I shall not vote then; but if he were present [ 
should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. BATE. [see that the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Mor- 
RILL], with whom I am paired, has not answered to his name, 
and I desire to transfer my pair with him to the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. KYLE]. Let my vote stand. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
vee absent and has not been paired, and I transfer my 
ss the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] to the 
wpe” from Georgia, which will enable me to vote. I vote 


Mr. CHANDLER. Iam paired with th ior Se f 
New York [Mr. MuRPHy]. ee — 


Mr. SQUIRE. Iam paired with the Senator from Virginia 
Mr. DANIEL]. I understand the arrangement has been made 
y him to transfer that pair to the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 

Virginia f I have since learned from the Senator from West 
Virginia |Mr.FAULKNER] that a pair has been arranged betwee 
the junior Senator from Kentucky and the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. Dixon]. I therefore vote “nay.” 

Mr. McLAURIN. Has the Senator from Rhode Island {[Mr. 
DIxon] voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

with him has been announced. 

Mr. McLAURIN. With the Senator from “Kentucky [Mr. 
LINDSAY]? ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That was the announcement. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I have a general pair with the Senator 

from Rhode Island, but that pair having been transferred to the 


He has not voted, but a pair 


Senator from Kentucky, I am at liberty to vote. I vote ‘‘yea.” 
The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 25; as follows: 
YEAS—31. 
Bate, Coke. Jarvis, Peffer, 
Berry, Daniel, Jones, Ark. Pugh, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, McLaurin, Ransom, 
Blanchard, George, McPherson, Roach, 
ice, Gibson, Martin, Turpie, 
Butler, Gray, Mills, Voorhees, 
Caffery, Harris, Morgan, White, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Pasco, 
NAYS—2. 
Aldrich, Hale, Manderson, Shoup, 
Allen, Hawley, Mitchell, Oregon Squire, 
Allison, Higgins, Patton, Stewart, 
Cullom, Hoar, Perkins, Teller, 
Davis, Jones, Nev Platt, 
Dolph, Lodge, Quay, 
Gallinger, MeMillan, Sherman, 
NOT VOTING—29. 
Call, Gordon, Morrill, Vilas, 
Camden, Gorman, Murphy, Walsh, 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Palmer, Washburn, 
arey, Hill, Pettigrew, Wilson. 
Chandler, Irby, Power, Wolcott. 
Dixon, Kyle, Proctor, 
Dubois, Lindsay, Smith, 
Frye, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 


So the motion to lay the amendment to the amendment on the 
table was agreed to. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES], 
which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed on page 1, line 14, to strike 
out the words ‘‘twenty per cent ad valorem” and insert ‘2 
cents per pound; ” so as to read: 

2. Boracic acid, 2 cents per pound. 


Mr. CHANDLER. [I rise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire is recognized to make his point of order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, if the amendment pending 
is that proposed by the Senator from Arkansas, and the amend- 
ment which has just been voted down was an amendment to that 
amendment, then I submit that the original amendment has 
gone upon the table with the amendment which has just been 
voted down. 

I desire to say, in answer to the suggestion of the Senator 
from Tennessee |Mr. HARRIS], that I knew perfectly well that 
laying the amendment upon the table did not carry with it the 
amendment to which it was an amendment, that I was well aware 
of the rule, which is that when an amendment is proposed to 
any pending measure, and that amendment is laid upon the table, 
the measure does not go upon the table with the amendment, 
The point which J desire to make, and which I submit to the 
decision of the Chair and for the consideration of the Senate, is 
that an amendment to a measure can by no fair construction be 
construed to mean the measure itself. If a bill is pending and 
an amendment is moved to an amendment and is voted down, I 
think it is clear that the bill is not put upon the table. That 
was the object of the rule; but when a bill is pending and there 
is a pending amendment and then an amendment to the amend- 
ment, I doubt very much whether, according to a fair construc- 
tion of the rule, the amendment which the Senate have refused 
to amend by tabling the amendment proposed thereto remains 
before the Senate for consideration. 

Mr. President, the present question is not an important one. 
I raise it because the Senator from Tennessee said that I knew 
very well that the amendment to the amendment, if laid upon 
the table, would not carry the original amendment to the table 
with it. Weare not governed by very strict rules of order in 
this body, but I have been impressed at all times, when I have 
seen this rule, with the idea that an amendment to a measure is 
not necessarily the measure itself. Therefore, in order that we 
may know what the practice of the Senate is, or what the true 
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construction of the rule is, I make the point of order that the 
original amendment hes been laid upon the table by the vote last 
taken by the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will read the rule 
about the point of order, which he thinks applies to the ques- 
tion. It is Rule XVII, and it provides: 

When an amendment proposed toany pending measure is laid on the table 
it shall not carry with it, or prejudice, such measure. 

The Chair understands that the measure contemplated by 
Rule XVII, which is before the Senate, is the amendmentoffered 
by the Senator from Arkansas, and that the amendment of the 
Senator from Arkansas is not prejudiced by the motion which 





- was made to lay the amendment to it, offered by the Senator 


from California, on the table. The point of order is there- 
fore overruled; and the question before the Senate is on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to strike out ‘‘2” and insert 3” 
where it occurs in the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amendthe amendment by 
striking out the word “two” and inserting ‘‘ three;” so as to 
read: 

Boracic acid, 3 cents per pound. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the treatment of this para- 
graph by the majority of the Committee on Finance is charac- 
teristic of their treatment of the whole bill now under consid- 
eration. The first draft of the bill or the first agreement made 
by the majority of the members of the Committee on Finance in 
regard to this paragraph fixed a rate duty of 10 per cent ad 
valorem in the place of 20 per cent, as it came from the 
House of Representatives. This amendment was submitted to 
a Democratic caucus, and came out of that caucus at 20 per 
cent ad valorem, for some reason or other. After awhile an 
amendment was moved by the Senator from Arkangas [Mr. 
JONES] to change ‘20 per cent ad valorem” to ‘‘2 cents per 
pound;” and I have an idea that in the course of further discus- 
sion of the bill the duty may be further increased to 3 cents a 
pound. Either the first rate fixed by the committee was a 
proper rate or the rate now fixed by the Finance Committee is 
a proper rate, or else the committee have abandoned all their 
notions about tariff reform and all the principles which have 
governed tariff legislation in this body. 

The rate of 10 per cent ad valoremamounts to about half a cent 
a pound, as stated yesterday by the Senator from Arkansas; the 
rate of 20 per centis acenta pound. The rateof 2 cents a pound, 
therefore, is four times the rate originally fixed by the commit- 
tee upon this item. 

No explanation has been made by any member of the commit- 
tee why the different changes have been made, and I submit to 
the Senate that the Senators sitting upon the other side of the 
Chamber should explain to us why, in the first place, the rate 
has been so largely increased, and why, in the second place, the 
change has been made from ad valorem to specific rates. 

{am only anxious to secure the highest rate which is possi- 
ble for the producers of this article in California and Nevada. 
The Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] stated yesterday that 
he believed that these people could live under a duty of 3 cents 
a pound. Therefore I have offered this amendment, and [ hope 
the Senators on the other side in charge of the bill, if they in- 
tend to adhere to specific duties, and if they are willing to give 
rates which willequalize conditions at all, willaccept the amend- 
ment, and that we may have no further discussion of the ques- 


on, 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to lay the amendment of the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to the amendment of the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM and others. Yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I have a general 

with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON], but 
transfer that pair to the Senator from Georgia [Mr. WALSH], 
and vote oan 

Mr. FRY E(when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. If he were pres- 
ent I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Dixon], but I trans- 
fer that pair to the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LInpsay] 
and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was called). I 
transfer my pair with the Senator from Wisconsin | Mr. VILAS] 
to the Senator from Montana [Mr. PowEr], who is paired with 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY], and vote “nay.” 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CargEy].: If he 
were present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH]. I should 
vote ‘‘ yea” if he were present. 

Mr. PATTON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GiBsoNn]. If he weré 
present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CALL. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Ver- 
mont oe PROCTOR] to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
KYLE}, and vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. LODGE. I make the same transfer of pair I announced 
on the previous vote, transferring my pair with the Senator from 
New York [Mr. HILL] to the Senator from Colorado PMr. WOL- 
corr], and I vote ‘ nay.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Lam paired with thé Senator from Ne- 
braska[Mr. MANDERSON], who, I note, is not present. I now 
transfer that pair to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. BrRIcE], and I 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—31. 
Allen, Cockrell, Jarvis, Peffer, 
ate, Coke, Jones, Ark. Pugh, 
Berry, Daniel, McLaurin, Roach, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, McPherson, Smith, 
Blanchard, George, Martin, Turpie, 
Gomer Gray Mille, Voornoes, 
ry. arris, organ, hite. 
Call, Hunton, Pasco, 
NAYS—%. 
Aldrich, Dubois, ato, Quay, 
Allison, Gallinger, McMillan, Sherman, 
Chandler, Hawley, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 
Cullom, Higgins, Morrill, Squire, 
Davis, Hoar, Perkins, Stewart, 
Dolph, Jones, Nev. Platt, Teller. 
NOT VOTING—30. 
Brice, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Vesi, 
Camden, Hale, Murphy, Vilas, 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Palmer, Walsh, 
Carey, Hill, Patton, Washburn, 
Dixon, Irby, Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Frye, Kyle, Power, Wolcott. 
Gibson, L y; Proctor, 
Gordon, Manderson, Ransom, 


So the motion to lay the amendment to the amendment on the 
table was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs upon the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES]. 

Mr. ALLISON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. I rose to address a question to the Senator from 
Arkansas who moved the amendment. We have had some very 
interesting discussions on the principle of specificand ad valorem 
duties. ill the Senator from Arkansas be kind enough to 
state to the Senate on what principle or for what reason it is 
proposed to change this duty from ad valorem to specific? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not now propose to enter into 
a discussion of ad valorem or specific rates. The amendment 
reduces the rate in the McKinley tariff law from 5 centsa pound 
to 2 cents, and we are willing to take that reduction if we can 
get a chance to vote on it. 

Mr. HOAR. But that is not the question. The bill proposes 
ad valorem rates of duty according to the principle which has 
been so earnestly advocated and argued upon this floor. Now, 
the Senator from Arkansas, a member of the committee, pro- 
poses in this paragraph of the bill to change the duty from an 
ad valorem to a specific, and he asks a vote of the Senate upon 
that proposition. My question, which I hope is entirely cour- 
teous, is, What is the principle, what is the reason why this 
shall be made an exception to the general principle of ad va- 
lorem duties which the committee recommend to the Senate? 

That is not asking the Senator to go into a general discussion 
on this subject. When we are told we have a bill with ad va- 
lorem duties, and a member of the committee comes in and pro- 
poses to make this particular duty specific, there is some reason 
why it should be specific. Now, I desire to know what that 


reason is. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senate for three hours has 
been considering or pretending to consider this amendment, and 
I do not pro to delay the Senate any longer in answering a 
question which the Senator from Massachusetts understands me 
as well as I do and as any other member of the Senate does. e 
amendment we pro is satisfactory to us; we are willing to 
take this reduction from the McKinley law; and I do not now 
propose to discuss the question of ad valorem or specific rates. 








eee oe 2 








Mr. HOAR. The answer haselicited the fact that it is barely 
possible that some people, I donot say I do, understand the mat- 
ter a great deal better than the Senator from Arkansas. After 
the impassioned denunciation of specific duties which we have 
heard from the Finance Committee, declaring that such duties 
are a delusion and a fraud and a device to cheat the consumer, 
and the House of Representatives having proposed to us a bill 
and the Senate Finance Committee having reported to us a bill 
with ad valorem duties in it, the Senator from Arkansas comes 
in and of his own accord moves to make the duty specific. Now, 
when the Senator is asked why it is that this article differs in 
principle from anything else, he replies ‘‘it is satisfactory to us; 
we are willing to take a specific duty,” and that is all he will 
tell us. 

It seems to me that the bill is intended to be carried through 
not only by an abandonment of all the principles of its authors, 
and that it is proposed, where it is necessary, to favor some par- 
ticular industry, but by the abandonment of all the methods of 

rliamentary proceeding from the beginning of time. The 
Benator from Arkansas is asked what is the reason for an amend- 
ment which proposes to do something which he has declared is 

* wicked, a violation of principle, a fraud, a delusion, and a mode 
of enabling the manufacturers to cheat the people. When he is 
asked why he proposes to do a thing, which he has already de- 
clared is all that, he gets up and says ‘‘it is satisfactory to us, 
and we are willing to take 2 cents a pound.” I rather prophesy 
that the Senator from Arkansas expects to take a little more be- 
fore he getsthrough; but he says ‘*‘ we are willing to take 2cents 
a pound of fraud and delusion and cheating the consumer, and 
we will not tell you why.” 

Mr. HARRIS. Question! 

Mr. DOLFH. Ishould like toask the Senator who has charge 
of the bill, how the specific duty of 2 cents a pound compares 
with the ad valorem duty of 20 per cent? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is 30 per cent instead of 20. 

Mr. DOLPH. It is an increase? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes. 

Mr. DOLPH. With the understanding that that is the case I 
shall vote for the amendment, because it is an improvement on 
the bill. It substitutes a specific for an ad valorem duty, in- 
creases the duty, and affords a greater protection to the indus- 


try. 

Mir. JONES of Arkansas. It decreases the McKinley rate 100 

r cent. 
way. DOLPH. Onthisamendment, failing to geta higher rate 
of duty, Iam disposed to help to make the bill as good as pos- 
sible. 

Mr. VEST. Question! 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to my friend from Arkansas [Mr. 
JONES], that the precise question now before the Senate is not 
whether the duty is to be reduced from 5 cents a pound to 2 
cents—thai is the question which may be involved in the final 
enactment of the bill—but it is a question whether the duty of 
20per cent ad valorem, which was in the bill as it came here 
from - House of Representatives, is to be changed to 2 cents a 
pound. 

Mr. HOAR. And that is all there is of it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is doubling of the duty proposed, and a 
change from an ad valorem toa specific rate. That is all that 
is involved in this vote. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I desire to say but one word 
in explanation of my vote upon the pendingamendment. While 
I regret exceedingly that the amendment which I proposed was 
not adopted, and think a mistake has been made in so doing, yet 
Ishall vote for the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Arkansas, for 2 cents will perhaps enable our people to exist for 
a while, or at least will prevent the trust of Asia Minor, of Tur- 
key, and of South America from bringing the products of their 
mines into this country and closing out our people. Senators 
have spoken somewhat ironically as to this industry, but it is 
one of vital interest to the people I have the honor in part to 
represent. They have made nothing upon their investment 
thus far while engaged in this great industry, but they have 
given 4 oe oe to thousands of people, more than five thou- 
sand families being dependent upon the industry for their sup- 


port. 

It may be said, and it has beon said to-day, that it is impossi- 
ble for a trust to come in here and crush out this industry. I 
have but to cite the distinguished Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
VEST] as to what the sugar trust has done inthiscountry. The 
refinery in the great commercial city of St. Louis and other 
small refineries throughout this country have been obliged to 
cease their business because it was found in the interest of the 
great su combination to manufacture their product and for a 
time sell it for less than actual cost. I may cite a fact which 


1894. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


4605 


comes to me now in connection with an industry in the State 
which I in part represent. I refer to the white-lead industry. 
An enterprising company entered into the manufacture of white 
lead. The great trust that is said to existin the Atlantic States 
sent the product of their factories into our State to compete 
with our local company. The trust sold their product for less 
than it was possible to send the white lead there and sell it ata 
 irsgee evenat actual cost. Our own people, huving alittle Yan- 

ee enterprise, placed a hundred tons of lead upon each sailing 
ship that left San Franciscofor New York. They kept this up for 
three months, putting into New York white lead from our fac- 
tory and selling it for considerably less than the combination 
was asking for it upon the Atlantic shore. What was the re- 
sult? Ina very short time Mr. White Lead Trust came to our 
factory in San Francisco and said, ‘‘ If you will stop sending your 
white lead into New York we will stop sending our white lead 
into California.” 

But the Yankee blood was up, and the representative of our 
local company said, ‘‘Oh, no. You invaded this territory, and 
now you must take us into the trust with you and give us our 
pro rata before we will listen to any terms or any proposition 
that you may have to make.” The trust said, ‘‘We will still 
continue to contest this matter with you.” They followed it up 
for another few months, and like the continual dropping of water, 
the shipments of white lead went by every ship that rounded 
Cape Horn. The result was that the trust came to the terms of 
the San Francisco manufacturers. They had the nerve and the 
courage and the financial backing that enabled them to do what 
[have stated, and they reaped a very rich harvest by getting 
into the lead combination. 

. The history of that commercial industry is the history of the 
borax and every other interest in this country where combina- 
tions can be made. It was American enterprise and American 
industry that brought the price of borax from 33 cents a pound 
in 1873 down to 64 in 1882, and to7 to 8 cents to-day, put up in 
splendid cartons and packages, suited for the domestic and 
commercial demands. If the foreign combinations get control 
of this matter again borax will go back to the old prices and the 
industry in this country will be closed out. 

[ can not see how my distinguished friend from Kansas [Mr. 
PEFFER] could vote against as just a measure as is this, which 
will enable the industry to continue, thus finding a home market 
for the products of our American farmers, which are carried out 
on to the arid alkali desert by great teams drawn by mules. I 
can not from my standpoint of reasoning understand how one 
who has at heart the interest of the American farmer, the inter- 
est of the American workman and American interests, can vote 
against the amendment. 

I shall vote for a duty of 2 cents; I would vote for a duty of 1 
cent; and I will state in justification of my own action that while 
I am a Republican, while I believe in the principles of protec- 
tion as promulgated by the Republican party, yet 1 do not owe 
to any party that allegiance which will make me vote for a meas- 
ure that I do not believe is for the best interest of my State and 
for the whole country. 

Mr. President, judging the Republicans upon this floor by the 
great history of that party I believe they will agree with me and 
join hands in voting for a duty of 2 cents if we can not get a 
duty of 3 cents a pound. I appeal to them to vote for a duty of 
2 cents, for it may enable our American pioneers out in the 
deserts of California and Nevada to exist for three years, when 
we will have a Republican Administration which will restore 
the duty in the interest of this great American industry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES], on 
which the — and nays have beenordered. The Secretary will 
call the roll. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

The ne oe to call the roll. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I desire to speak upon the 
bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. No Senator has.responded. 

Mr. CHANDLER. No Senator has answered to his name. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 
The Senator from New Hampshire roseand addressed the Chair 
and announced that he desired to speak on the bill before any 
Senator had answered to his name on the roll call. I desire to 
inquire whether the Senator from New Hampshire is not en- 
titled to speak under these circumstances? 

Mr. WHITE. I rise for the purpose of making a parliament- 


| as 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California 
will state his ey inquiry. 

Mr. WHITE. I have been unable to hear in the part of the 
Chamber which I occupy whether the yeas and nays were or- 
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dered on this question. My understanding is. that there was a 
roll call iadoee some time ago, and that the discussion which 
we have been having for some fifteen minutes has been by unani- 
“mous consent. 

Mr. CULLOM. Notatall. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California is 
mistaken. 

Mr. WHITE. I see that I was mistaken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. After the yeas and nays were 
ordered the question was debated by two or three Senators, as 
they had a right to debate it under the rule. 

Mr. WHITE. I was not correctly informed in the matter. I 
was not present when the order was made. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the rule is very clear. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state the rule. 
It is vory clear. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the rule is very clear that when the 
yeas and nays are ordered a Senator has a right to address the 
Chair before any Senator has responded on the rolleall. In this 
case the Senator from New Hampshire rose, and I think the 
Chair saw him upon the floor before a number of names were 
called and before any Senator responded to his name. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rule, which is very clear, 
is that a Senator can address the Chair and obtain the floor if 
there has been no response on the roll call. The Chair is aware 
that two or three names were called, but doesnotknow whether 
there was any response. 

Mr.CULLOM. There was no response. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed by the 
Secretary that there was no response, and the Chair recognizes 
the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is right. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I amindebted to a correct 
ruling of the Chair for an opportunity to say afew words more 
concerning borax. I was not in extreme trepidation lest I 
should be unable to mention it to the Senate and to state my 
views with reference to the duty which should be levied upon 
iteven if there had been a response of one Senator to the roll 
call before the tonesof my voice reached the acute and accurate 
ears of the Presiding Officer. But inasmuch as I am allowed to 
submit afew more remarks before a vote is taken upon the 
amendment of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] that the 
duty on borax shall be 2 cents a pound instead of 20 per cent ad 
valorem, I take occasion first to say to the distinguishefl Sena- 
tor from California [Mr. PERKINS], who has so recently entered 
the Senate, that when he appeals with eloquent words to the 
Republicans of the Senate to stand by a duty upon a product of 
California which shall afford ample protec to the industry, 
he shall never appeal in vain so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. PERKINS. I thank the Senator from New Hampshire 
very much. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It will give me pleasure to vote for this 
duty, small and inadequate as [ fear it is, whether the Senator 
from California succeeds in obtaining any other votes on the 
Republican side of the Chamber than his own and mine. 

ut, Mr. President, I have an additional motive in voting for 
a duty of 2 cents per pound upon borax. It isa distinct desire 
to encourage the Senator from Arkansas—I welcome him to the 
ranks of the protectionists of this country. 

Mr. CULLOM. To whom does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire refer? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES], 
who reported the amendments, and whose motion we are now 
considering, I feel that he is entitled to encouragement in the 
new path which he has lately begun to tread. I feel that when 
four hundred amendments are brought into this Chamber by the 
Senatorfrom Arkansas, nearly all of whicharein the of 
higher duties and all of which are for the protection of home 
industries, it would be unbecoming in the Republican Senators 
not to greet this new convert to the doctrine.of with 
a hearty welcome, with a warm heart, and with kind words. 

To be sure the Senator from Arkansas is not so earnest in the 
support of protection as I hope to find him before his 400 amend- 
ments are ed by himand are adopted by the Senate. The 
Senator does not state the principle of protection exactly as I 
would state it, but he has stated it with sufficient clearness and 
distinctness as applicable to this industry to be satisfactory to 
me and to gain my vote with him ee ee ee 
to take the place phx gee vote of the from 

Mitts}, which will 


Texas [| Mr. be found lacking, and moreover 


to give some protection, however inadequate it may be, to this 
ustry of the Western States of this country. 
The tor from Arkansas stated the ple | 
which the 2-cent duty was and I call atten- 
thon of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], who re- 
cently made an inquiry of the Senator from Arkansas 


to which 


he thought he did not geta satisfactory answer, to the statement 
the Senator from Arkansas made: 7 : 

Mr. Jongs of Arkansas. The tariff? proposed this article by th 
House was 20 per cent, I believe. We were senured by gentionen: inten 
ested in this business that they could not live at that rate, and we agreed to 
an increase in the tax, and making it specific, 2 cents a pound, which is 

uivalent to about 40 per cent ad valorem, and which we are assured will 
allow the interest to survive. We believe that is true, and I hope the Sena- 
tor will besatisfied with the proposition made to the Senate. 

IT joinin that appeal to the Senator from Massachusetts, and beg 
him not to abandon the Senator from Arkansas, nor the Senator 
from California [Mr. PERKINS] in this effort to get a protective 
duty upon borax. While the Senator from Arkansas does not 
express the idea as the Senator from Massachusetts and I would 
express it, yet, after all, itis protection argument enough to 
carry this precise duty. The Senator from Massachusetts or I 
would have said we want this duty because it will encourage the 
industry and protect the men engaged in it; and all the original 
founders of the Democratic party would have expressed it in that 


way. 
Bat, Mr. President, we can not expect our tariff shibboleths, 
that we have spoken from every stump in this country, to be 


adopted in ipsissima verba by the Senator from Arkansas in his .- 


present position. We ought to be satisfied if he comes to us 
slowly and by degrees, because in time we shall have him as a 
thoroughgoing high protectionist from heel to crown, and we 
ought not to be too particular as to how this new convert rises 
- the experience meeting and confesses his faith for the first 


me. 
ees GRAY. May I interrupt the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire? 

Mr.CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. He has convinced us all that we ought to vote 
for this amendment, and I think he ought to let us vote on it or 
he may convince us that we should not adopt it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [am glad to notice that the Senator from 
Delaware is going out of the Chamber, because I have no hope 
that I shall convince him that he ought to be a protectionist or 
that he will ever become one. He is a thoroughly dyed-in-the 
wool Delaware free trader. There is no hope for him, and I bid 
him good bye with regret. |Laughter.] But the Senator from 
Arkansas is on hopeful ground when he has reached a position 
where he is willing to come forward and declare in the face of 
the Senate and in the face of the free traders of Arkansas and 
the free traders of the adjoining State of Missouri that he has 
fixed a certain rate of duty in order to allow the industry to sur- 
vive. He is on the right road. 

By and by he will say, ‘‘ We fixed the rate of duty in order to 
exemplify the great Republican doctrine of protection and to 
= the industry such an impetus that it shall be thoroughly 

mbedded in American principles and shall never hereafter be 
disturbed by the Democratic party.” I expect to hear the Sen- 
ator say it in this form before we get through with this debate, 
but I do note t him to say it now. 

The Senator from Arkansas is undergoing a great deal of dis- 
cipline in one way and another on account of what I regard asa 
praiseworthy position on this bill, and I peceest again and again 
against a attempt on this side of the Chamber to make the 
pathway of the Senator from Arkansasdifficult. Isay we should 
make it easy; and I say when he appeals to us to stand by him 
in behalf of the great — of the Republican party, which, 
however feebly uttered by him in words, is thoroughly exempli- 
fied by him in the language of his amendments to the bill, that 
we ought to give him a unanimous vote and not show the dis- 
trust of the Senator which I regret to see pervades the mind of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Arkansas is receivinga great 
amount of discipline just now from the State of Missouri. at 
State isrepresented here by a distinguished member of the Fi- 
nance Committee who has been engaged for many years in a war 
of extermination u the protected industries of the eee 
and who is fond of declaring that the war is to be to the death. 
[ regret to find that the Washington correspondent of the St. 
Louis Republic, in a communication from this city published in 
the Republic of Wednesday morning, May 9, undertakes to dis- 
= the Senator from Arkansas for his conversion to the Re- 
prblican faith on the subject of protection. I shall not read the 
whole article. It would be offensive to the Senator from Mis- 
souriif I did, and I do not see him in his seat. Senators know 
that if there is one strong desire of my heart it is not to be un- 
—_— offensive to Senator upon the other side of the Cham- 

,and certainly I will notsay anything unkind or read anything 
harsh about an absent Senator. : 

The Senator from Missouri has already stated that he thinks 
it is wrong to bring into the Senate newspaper articles, and 


therefore, —— see the Senator has just entered the - 
‘ber, I will not 


anything which this communication to the St. 
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je Republic says about him personally, but I will read the 
ription which the St. Louis Republic correspondent gives 
of the bill, the Jones amendment bill which the Democratic side 
the Chamber are now trying to crowd down the throats of the 
publicansof this Chamber, and are so unwilling should be any 
er discussed that the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] 
feels bound to get the floor and to move to table oveny amend- 
ment after it has had what he conceives to be reasonable discus- 
sion, but which I assure the Senator is not reasonable discussion, 
put very much shorter discussion than each of the items ought 
to have. 
Tho St. Louis Republic correspondent says: 
Senator JONES’Ss constituents— 


Mind, Mr. President, this is not Arkansas authority, but Mis- 
souri authority— 

Senator JoNES’s constituents should put this question to him very 
pointedly— 

About this bill; that is as to why it was changed— 


and this is the time todo it. The bill.as it now stands, is a give away, a 
sell away, a snide, a blasphemy on tarif_reform. It is a protection measure 
founded and built on protection. From a Democratic standpoint, seeing 
What «he Democrats of the United States have done, what they have fought 
for and contended for for twenty years, or nearly twenty years, it is asham, 
a@ humbug, a thing to be despised and kicked. 


Now, Mr. President, that is the Jones-amendment bill and that 
is exactly what the Democrats on the other side of the Chamber 
have been calling the McKinley law for the last four years. 

Mr, MITCHELL of Oregon. May Iask the Senatorfrom New 
Hampshire a question? 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Oregon does not want 
to make a speech I will yield to him. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I donot want to make a speech. 
E simply want to ask a question for my owninformation. Isthat 
the language of the Washington correspondent of the paper or 
is it an editorial? 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is the language of the Washington cor- 
respondent of the St. Louis Republic, and from some indications 
that I see in the letter he is a great friend of the junior Senator 
from Texas [Mr. MILs], whom I do not see in the Chamber. I 
am afraid, Mr. President, that this correspondent more nearly 
represents the state of mind that exists in the junior Senator 
from Texas this minute than he does the amiable and protection 
sentiments which are warming the heart of the Senator from 
Arkansas. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. President, when we see thus described the Jones- 
amendment bill in all that language of obloquy, in all those 
terms of denunciation, with all the force of rhetoric and all the 

wer of vituperation the Democrats of this country have been 

eaping upon the McKinley law for all these years, and yet the 
Senator from Arkansas, great, strong, and courageous, stands 
up hereand advocates it, demands it, demands specific duties, de- 
mands that the industries of the North shall be allowed to sur- 
vive; and calls upon the Republicans on this side of the Cham- 
ber to rally under his lead as a newly-born protectionist, shall 

e, [appeal to my brethren, follow behind this distinguished 

er with any less ardor, with any less constancy, with any less 
enthusiasm than last summer we followed the distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Finance when he was endeavor- 
ing to secure the adoption of correct principles of finance in this 
on for the benefit of its people and of the Democratic 
y 

I say no, Mr. President. Whatever other Senators upon this 
side of the Chamber may do, my pathway is marked out for me. 
The Senator from Arkansas shall receive from me that support 
which I feel he is entitled to. Ido not believe that the Repub- 
lican party can be kept alive by rejecting accessions; and cer- 
tainly the first step towards joining any great political party 
when one proposes to leave his own party is to adopt in good 

. faith the principles of the other party. The twostepsof afoot 
ing the principles and joining the organization are not always 
en at the same time; and I am content, so far as the Senator 
from Arkansas is concerned, at oe him to-day adopt the 
principles of the Republican party, and we will take him, I as- 
sure him, into our organization whenever he applies in due 





Moreover, Mr. President, I say in conclusion, forI might pro- 
tract this line of argument interminably, I do not wish to be 
understood as being unwilling to accept upon this side of the 
Chamber all the other Democrats as converts to the doctrine of 
protection if they choose to become such converts. But I espe- 
cially insist that we should welcome the Senator from Arkansas, 
and when he comes to us and pleads that this industry shall be 
allowed to survive, and demands that if he is deserted by the 
Senator from Texas and any other Senators upon the other side of 
the Chamber on this vote of 2 cents a pound 


ific duty on 
borax, he shall not appeal in vain to the Repub i 


Senators. 
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Mr. HARRIS. Question! 

Mr. HOAR. I move to strike outfrom the amendment of the 
Senator from Arkansas the words *‘ two cents per pound ” and 
to insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘ forty per centad valorem.” 

The Senator from Arkansas says that 2 cents per pound is 
equivalent to 40 per cent ad valorem. So my amendment raises 
the specific question whether specific duties or ad valorem du- 
ties shall be our principle. Ido not say that I favor it myself, 
but I want to havearecord. The matter will be coming up in 
other cases hereafter, and I want to have the majority of the 
Senate make its record on this particular principle in regard to 
which we have been so much attacked. I therefore move to 
strike out the words ‘‘two cents per pound” and insert the 
words ‘‘ forty per cent ad valorem.”’ 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam very glad to give the Senatorfrom Mas- 
sachusetts a record, and I should be glad to give him a record 
on every proposition contained in the bill at the earliest mo- 
ment possible by a yea-and-nay vote. I move to lay the Sena- 
tor’s amendment on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator shall have the yeas and nays, so 
far as I can give them to him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mass»chu- 
setts has moved an amendment, which the Senator from Ten- 
nessee moves to lay on the table, on which motion the yeas and 
nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. I propose to vote ‘‘ yea” myself, but I want to 
have a record made, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 
roll on the motion to lay the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts on the table. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. I 
transfer that pair 

Mr. HOAR. I beg toassure the Senator from South Carolina 
that I have nodoubt the Senator from Pennsylvania would vote 
**yvea”’ on this question, as all Senators on this side of the Cham- 
ber will do. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam much obliged to the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, but I am not quite willing to take his word on it. 
Sol willannouncea pair between the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. CAMERON ]and the Senator from Georgia [Mr. WALSH], and 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. QUAY. I am inclined to think without doubt that my 
colleague [Mr. CAMERON] would vote “ yea” if present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll! call will proceed. 

Mr. CALL (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont[Mr.PRoctTor]. If he were here [should 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], but as he 
would vote as I propose to do, [ will take the liberty of voting. 
I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from New York [Mr. HILu], but as 
I know he favors specific duties and is opposed to ad valorem 
duties and votes the same wayI doon the question, I shall vote 
ee yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when the name of Mr. VILAS was 
called). The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] is paired on 
this question with the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER]. If 
those Senators were here both would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. ALLISON (when Mr. WILSON’s name was called), 
colleague [Mr. WILSON] is absent on account of illness. 
were here he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr.GORDON. On the information of the senior Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] I will record my vote. I vote ‘‘yea.” 
While.[ am on my feet I wish to announce that my colleague 

Mr. WALSH] is paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. DUBOIS (after having voted in theaffirmative). Inotice 
that the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH] has not 
voted. I would transfer my pair to the Senator from Wyoming 

Mr. CAREY], which will enable the Senator from Wisconsin 
EMr. MITCHELL] and myself to vote, and leave my vote stand. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. VEST. I am paired with the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. WASHBURN]. I should vote ‘‘ yea” if he were present. 
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The result was announced—yeas 60, nays 1; as follows: 


YEAS—®, 
Aldrich, Davis, Jarvis, Patton, 
Allen, Dixon, Jones, Ark. Peffer, 
Allison, Dubois, Jones, Nev. Perkins, 
Bate, Faulkner, Lodge, Pettigrew, 
Berry, Frye McLaurin, Platt, 
Blackburn, Gallinger, McMillan, guar, 
Blanchard, George, McPherson, m, 
Brice, Gibson, Manderson, Roach, 
Butler, Gordon, artin, Shoup, 
Caflery, Gray, Mitchell, Oregon Squire, 
Chandler, Harris, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 
Cockrell, Hawley, organ, Teller, 
Coke, Higgins, Morrill, Turpie, 
Cullom, Hoar, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Hunton, Pasco, White. 
NAYS—1 
Dolph. 
NOT VOTING—24. 
Call, Hansbrough, Palmer, Vest, 
Camden, Hil, Power, Vilas, 
Cameron, oT: Proctor, Walsh, 
Carey, ey e, Pugh, Washburn, 
Gorman, Lindsay, Sherman, Wilson, 
Hale, Mills, Smith, Wolcott. 


So Mr. HOAR’s amendment was laid on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES], 
upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered. The Secre- 
tary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont{Mr. PRocTorR]. If he were present I 
should vote ‘‘ yea,” 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). Can the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] inform me how his colleague [Mr. 
WILSON] would vote on this question? 

Mr. ALLISON. My colleague Iam sure would vote in the 
affirmative. The Senator from Georgia is at liberty to vote. 

Mr. GORDON. I will vote ‘yea.’ 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I will announce the pair of the junior Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH] with the Senator from Wyoming 
{Mr. CAREY}, and I vote *' yea.” 

Mr. FRY®. Iam _— with the senior Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. GORMAN], but as he and I would vote together on this 
question I will vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. BUTLER (after having voted in the affirmative). Can 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] inform me how his 
colleague [Mr. CAMERON] would vote on this proposition? 

Mr. QUAY. Ihave no doubt that my col e would vote 
‘*vea.” He would vote “yea” gene iy: I take it, on every 
amendment increasing the rate of duty above the duty fixed in 
the bill as it came from the House of Representatives. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I will allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. CULLOM (after having voted in the affirmative). Iam 
paired generally with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], 
who has been called away from the city. As I understand he 
—_ — for this amendment, I will allow my vote to stand in 
avor of it. 


The result was announced—yeas 58, nays 1; as follows: » 
YEAS—58. 
Aldrich, Davis, Jarvis, Peffer, 
Allison, Dolph - a. Piatt, 
Bate, Dubois, McLaurin, Pugh, 
pany Faulkner, McMillan, Quay, 
Blac burn, err: McPherson, 
Blanchard, Gallinger, Manderson, Roach, 
Brice, George, Martin, Shoup, 
Buwtser, Gibson, Mitchell, Oregon 
Caffyry, Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 
Chaudler, Harris, Morgan, Teller, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Morrill, Wake 
Coke, - Higgins, Murphy, te. 
Cullom, Hoar, Pasco, 
Daniel, Hunton, Patton, 
NAYS—1. 
Milis. 
NOT VOTING—26. 

Call, Hansbrough, Pettigrew, Voorhees, 
Camden, Hill, "— Power, Walsh, 
Cameron, Irby, Proctor, Washburn, 
Carey, Jones, Nev. Sherman. Wilson, 

le, Smith, Wolcott. 
Gray, Lu b Vest, 
Hale. Palmer, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS. I vnderstand that a few moments ago, while I 
was in the cloakroom, the Senator from New Hampshire . 
CHANDLER] read some paper reflecting upon the Senator 


Arkansas, and stated that he supposed they were my sentiments. 
I ask the Senator from New Hampshire to restate to the Senate 
in my presence what he stated. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It gives me great pleasure to make the 
statement. The paper is not here, it has gone to the Reporter’s 
room. I will send for itand hand it to the Senator. I did not 
make that statement. As I remember what I said, I stated that 
the correspondent of the St. Louis Republic was understood to 
be a friend of the Senator from Texas. If I said that the senti- 
ments expressed in that article (which I do not think I did say) 
were the sentiments of the Senator from Texas, I did not mean 
to be so understood. My remarks will show. 

Mr. MANDERSON (toMr. CHANDLER). Youdid notsay that. 

Mr. MILLS, If the Senator did not attribute the sentiments 
of the pee to me, I have nothing to say about it. 

Mr. ANDLER. I most distinctly did not intend to do so. 

Mr. MILLS. ButI do not intend to permit the Senator from 
New Hampshire, orany other Senator on this floor, by innuendo 
to read any article reflecting upon the Senator from Arkansas 
as reflecting my sentiments. As long as I have known the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas, in the other House and in the Senate, we 
have been friends, and I shall not permit any person, either di- 
ov or indirectly, to insinuate that any attack upon him comes 

rom me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. : 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Chromic acid, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out ‘10 per cent 
ad valorem” and insert ‘'4 cents a pound.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out in the third 
a raph the words ‘‘10 per cent ad valorem” and insert in 
ieu thereof ‘‘ 4 cents per pound;” so as to read: 

Chromic acid, 4 cents per pound. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. HOAR. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. [shall vote for the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas, not that I believe in the amend- 
ment from a standpoint of its ay as a protective duty or 
believe in the wisdom of the amendment as a question of public 
—, but because it is better than the provision as it came 

rom the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HARRIS. Question! 

Mr. PLATT, Ishouldlike to make a single inquiry, and that 
is what the equivalent ad valorem of 4 cents per pound will be 
upon this article? 

Mr. MILLS. Twenty-one per cent. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to remark in this connection that we 
are proceeding under great difficulties, because the equivalent 
ad valorem as relating to the new or proposed amendments has 
not been given us in any print. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 
roll on agreeing to theamendmentof the Senator from Arkansas. 

The Sone mA proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Wili the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. ao be good eons to inform me 
how his colleague[Mr. CAMERON] would vote on this proposition? 

Mr. QUAY. Itis scarcely necessary I think for me to state 
after my declaration a moment ago that I have no doubt my 
colleague would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I will vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I will announce 
the pair of the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH] 
with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY] and vote “‘ yea.’ 
I announce the pair of those Senators for the i 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I feel at liberty 
to vote on this question. I vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I havea general 
pair with the senior Senator from New York [Mr. Hit}. AsI 
understand he would vote the same way that I do on this ques- 
tion, I feel at liberty to vote. I vote “ yea.” . 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin Liwees his name was called). 
My pair with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY] havin 
been transferred to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Sm1rTH], 
I vote * atte, 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I will again an- 
nounce my pair with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANs- 
BROUGH}. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. I transfer my pair 
to the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LINDSAY], and I will 
vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 
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Mr. CULLOM (after having voted in the affirmative). 

uire of any Senator upon the other side whether it is certain 
that tbe senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] would vote 
for this amendment? 

Mr.HARRIS. TheSenator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] would 
vote ‘‘yea” if he were here. 


Mr. CULLOM. I have assumed that he would, but I do not 
like to cust my vote without being sure of it. I voted without 
thinking of the pair, but I will let my vote stand on the state- 
ment of the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. FRYE. In the absence of the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. GORMAN], with whom I am paired, knowing that he would 
vote as I propose to vote, I will vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 57, nays 2; as follows: 


YEAS—57. 
Aldrich, Dixon, Lodge, Pugh, 
Allison, Dubois, McLaurin, uay, 
Bate, Faulkner, McMillan, ansom, 
Berry, aan Manderson, Roach, 
Blackburn, Gallinger, Martin, Shoup, 
Blanchard, George, Mitchell, Oregon Squire, 
Brice Gibson, Mitchell, Wis, Stewart, 
Butler, Gordon, Morgan, Teller, 
Caffery, Harris, Morrill, Turpie, 
Ch ler, Hawley, Murphy, Vest, 
Cockrell, Higgins, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Coke. Hoar, Patton, ite. 
Cullom, Hunton, Peffer, 
Daniel, Jarvis, Perkins, 
Davis, Jones, Ark. Platt, 
NAYS—2. 
Allen, Mills. 
NOT VOTING—25. 
Cail, Hale, McPherson, Vilas, 
Camden, Hansbrough, Palmer, Walsh, 
Cameron, Hill, Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Carey, Irby, Power, Wilson, 
Dolph, Jones, Nev Proctor, Wolcott. 
Gorman — Sherman, 
Gray, Lindsay, Smith, 


So the amendment was agreed to: 

Mr. MILLS. I call the attention of the Senate to the fact that 
chromic acid, which has been deemed of such importance in cer- 
tain quarters as to have the duty upon it doubled, contributed 
to the Treasury last year, with aduty of 32.69 per cent, the whole 
sum of $609. his is a fit subject to go on the free list, and on 
neither side of the Chamber ought there to be a Senator found 
who would vote to put any duty upon it, for it can neither afford 
protection nor bring any revenue to the Treasury. It must be 
manifest to everyone that this product is made in this country 
in at least sufficientabundance to satisfy the whole home demand 
and at a lower cost than it can be produced in foreign countries 
and brought here. There is a little amount, coming in at some 
spot, I know not where, but I venture to say thatif it is investi- 
gated it will be found that it was the question of transportation 
that enabled the article to be imported and the $60 of revenue 
to be collected. The value of the importations was $609. 

That article could never have come into this country and 
come in competition with our product except at some position 
where the question of transportation made it possible for the 
foreign producers to deliver the goods at a cheaper rate than 
our manufacturers, perhaps in the East, where it is made, or in 
some center of population could do. 

I think it is a rule which ought to be recognized by everybody 
that, where an article has a low tax and we find nothing pro- 
duced from it, neither of revenue nor protection, neither to the 
manufacturer nor his laborers, there is nothing involved at all 
except to keep — book accounts for nothing. The duty ae 
pee ought to be swept away and the article swept into the free 

ist, and I propose to give the Senate an opportunity to vote to 
place it on the free list. I shall have the luxury, I suppose, of 
voting by myself again, but I shall make the motion anyway. 

Mr. HOAR. I will state, in answer to the Senator from Texas, 
that I suppose this item is put in the bill merely to affirm the 
principle of protection, without the intention of its having any 
practical effect. 

Mr. MILLS. The Senator from Massachusetts will be funny. 
ine to strike out the paragraph and put the article on the 

ree list. 

Mr. HOAR. Let us have the yeas and nays on that amend- 


ment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strikeout paragraph 3, as 
amended, as follows: 

Chromic acid, 4 cents per pound. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In view of the statement made 
by the Senator from Texas,I for one am curious to know from 

e chairman of the Committee on Finance, or the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. JONgs] who has been in charge of the bill, why 
it is that the duty on this article is increased by the committee 
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a little more than 100 per cent over the rate fixed by the other 
House? What is the purposeof theincrease? Theother House 
put the duty at 10 percent ad valorem. As amended, itis4cents 
a pound, which I understand is equivalent to about 30 per cent 
ad valorem. 

Mr. MILLS. It might be a fair question to ask the Senator 
from Oregon why he put the duty on it at 32 percentin the Me- 
Kinley act. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Tennessee, that the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs] be laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
proceed. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph of the bill, as follows: 

“4. Citric acid, 20 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to insert “ five” after the 
word “ twenty,” in the second line, soas to make it read ‘‘ twenty- 
five per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator in charge of the bill, 
whoever he may be, will state why an ad valorem rate is im- 
_ on citric acid, when other acids are given specific rate. 

know of no reason why different treatment should be accorded 
to one than to another. 

Mr. HARRIS. Question! 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope my friend from Tennessee, if he is 
the Senator who has charge of the bill, will be disposed to dis- 
cuss the bill in some way and not simply call for a vote in an- 
swer to inquiries and suggestions made by Senators on this side of 
the Chamber, which are made in good faith and with a view of 
ascertaining the reasons which controlled the action of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Tennessee knows no better 
way of answering an idle question than in the manner in which 
he did. Lask for a vote. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Withall deference to the Senator from Ten- 
nessee, as we are discussing a question or questions of great im- 
portance to the people engaged in various industries, it seems to 
me that there should be placed upon the records of the Senate, 
so that those people may understand them, the reasons which 
controlled the committee in the judgment which they have 
passed upon these various provisions. J certainly can not be ac- 
cused of having taken up any time in the discussion of the amend- 
ments except in submitting such remarks as are pertinent to the 
amendments themselves. I have no desire to take up any time, 
but I say to Senators upon the other side that in my opinion it 
is their duty to give some sort of an explanation as to why these 
radical changes are made in rates, and why one industry and one 
article should be treated differently from others. I am sure 
there will be no increase in speed in the consideration of the 
bill, and that the Senators on the other side will not be able to 
pass the bill without a full discussion of its various provisions 
and paragraphs. The passage of the bill will not be hastened 
by an attempt on the partof Senators on the other side to remain 
silent in their seats, and simply by exhibitions of brute force in 
application to these various amendments try to force us to ac- 
cept provisions which we believe should not be inserted in the 
bill. I suggest tnatin the spirit of fairness, not only to this side 
of the Chamber, but to the subject under discussion and to the 
country, there should be some explanation of the various pro- 
visions of the bill on the part of the Senators who have the mat- 
ter in charge. 

Mr. HARRIS. There is certainly no Senator on this side of 
the Chamber who objects to legitimate debate on any amend- 
ment that is incorporated in or proposed to the bill, but I trust 
there is no Senator on this side of the Chamber whom the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island can induce to aid him in the mere mat- 
ter of time-killing and fruitless discussion. I ask for a vote on 
the amendment. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Tennes- 
see yield to me a moment before he insists on a vote? 

Mr. HARRIS. I have yielded. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I asked a question a moment 

o in perfect good faith, and not for the purpose of taking up 
time. I have occupied bat avery few hours since the debate 
commenced, over six weeks ago, and I have no intention, so far 
as I am concerned, to ask question2 or to talk for the mere pur- 
pose of consuming time. but, asI stated a few moments ago, I 
am curious to know, especially in view of the statements made 
by the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], why it is that there is 
such a large increase proposed by the committee of the Senate 
over the duty fixed by the House of Representatives on chromic 
acid. Of course my question was not answered, and the motion 
was made to lay on the table the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Texas. 


The reading of the bill will 
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Now, I wish to call attention to the fact. that there are six 
kinds of acids treated of in the bill: First,acetie or gneous 
acid; eecond, boracic acid; third, chromic acid; fourth, citric 
acid; fifth, tannic acid or tannin, and sixth, tartarie acid.. On 
three of those acids the Senate committee fixes an ad valorem 
duty, while on the three remaining a specific duty is: fixed. 
Why should that be done unless it is to make an equal division, 
to carry out the spirit of compromise and suiteverybody? Per- 
haps that is the reeson why itis done. If there isany other rea- 
son I should like to. hear from my g friend from Arkansas 
{Mr. JowEs] who has charge of the bill. 

The PRESIDING QFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair), 
The questien is on agreeing to the amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Ar \ 

Mr. ALLISON. [believe all these articles should have specific 
duties where it is practicable for convenience of administration. 
Therefore I move to amend the ae by the rate 8 
cents per pound, I will state that itis a fraction than 25 
per cent. ad. valorem, but I think it will be better to have a spe- 
cific duty and to havo the duty a little smaller than to have an 
ad valorem duty upon this article. I hope the Senator from 
Arkansas will agree to that amendment. Eight cents a pound, 
as he will see, taking the unit of value for four years, is less 
than 25 per centad valorem. 

Mr. MILLS. It is alittle over 25 per cent, is it not? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It isa little less. 

Mr. ALLISON. Thirty-fve.is the unitof value. Itisa little 
reduction on the amendment pro d by the committee, but it 
makes the rate specific, and corresponds with other items in 
the bill as to acids. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to make an inquiry for the purpose of 
facilitating the passage of the bill. We on this side who would 
like occasional information as to points in the bill are at a great 
disadvantage by not knowing who is.in charge of the bill on the 
other side. [notice that one Senator gets up and insists. that 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] is in charge; then 
another Senator rises and insists that the tor from Arkan- 
sas |Mr. JONES] is in charge, and occasionally somebody sug- 

esis that the chairman of the committee is in charge when he 
is here. It would be a great relief for us to know who is in 
charge. If anybody on the other side can give us the informa- 
tion F shall be delighted to know to whom to address my in- 
quiries if I have oecasion to make any in the future. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam sufficiently in charge to move to lay the 
amendmentof the Senator from Iowa[Mr. ALLISON]on the table, 
and every Senator on this side has just the same right as I have 
in respect to this matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRts], to lay on the table 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
SON] to the amendment offered by the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. J —, 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
Senator from Indiana can be heard only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I know the motion is not debatable. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I hope the Senator from Tennessee will 
withdraw his motion. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I waa going to ask the Senate to hear 
me for a single moment. : 

Mr. HA S. Iwithdraw the motion for the present. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator from Tennessee need not 


’ withdraw the motion, because I think the Senate would hear a 


statement personal to myself. in response to the Senator from 
Colorado {[Mr. TeLLER}. 

The "anne G CER. The Senator from Indiana will 
proceed, 


* Mr. VOORHERSS. I will state to the Senator from Colorado, 
and the Senate, and the country thatfour or five weeksago when 
this debate was opened with aspeech from me, my health reached 
a condition that required some rest on my part. I[asked the Sen- 


' ator from Tennessee, whom I ardas best 


parliamentarian 
on this side of the Chamber, per in the mae to take charge 
of the hill on thefloor. He has kindly done so w th greatability, 
with great es at great to himself. Other Sen- 
ators, the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] and the Senator 
from Missouri = . Vest] notably lave done a great.deal of 
work upon the otails of bill. I have done what I could, 
which has not been so muchas I would havedesired. Thismuch 
. Se tompees + ee. I do not think I need to say any more. 

Mr. TELLER. I did 

man of the committee by suggesting that we do 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





the senior Senator 





May 11, 


willconsider himself sufficiently in charge to do something more 


than to move to lay amendments on the table, and that he will 


occasionally answer a question which we may ask him in acour- 


teous oon spirit. 

Mr. Ss. twithstanding the great respectwhich I have 
vn had for the opinions of the Senator from Colorado, and 
which respect I still retain, I have a little more respect for my 
own opinions than for his, and I shall follow them regardless of 
the dictates or suggestions of the Senator from Colorado or any 
other Senator. I renew my motion to lay on the table the 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr, MANDERSON. Will the Senator from Tennessee with- 
draw his motion for a moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is not debatable. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I appeal to the Senator from Tennessee 
to withdraw his motion —— allow me to ask a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFI . Does the Senator from Ten- 
nessee withdraw the motion? 

Mr. HARRIS. -For that purpose I will withdraw the motion, 
if the Senator from Nebraska insists upom it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Understanding from the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] that the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
HARRIS}jis in parliamentary charge of the bill, I desire to know 
to what member of the Finance Committee we shall turn as the 
Senator who is in charge of information upon the bill? 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Ne- 
braska if he does not think the plain, practical, and sensible 
course for a sane man if he wantsinformation about a given 
amendment is toask the Senator who introduced the amend- 


‘ment for that information? 


Mr. HOAR. But how when he refuses to answer? 

Mr. HARRIS. ButIdonot eare to prolong the discussion. 
I move to lay the amendment of the Senator from Iowa to the 
amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Tennessee to lay upon the table the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES]. 

Mr. MANDERSON and Mr. A N called for the yeas and 
oa they were ordered. 

Secretary proceeded to-call the roll. 
Mr. BUT when his: name was called), I have a general 


pair with. the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON], but I 


will transfer my pair to the Senator from Georgia [Mr. WALSH], 
and vote “yea.” 

Mr. CALL (when his name was-called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. If there beno objection 


I will transfer — the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 


KYLB] and: vote 
Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I am paired with 


‘the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], Lassume that 


he would vote ‘‘ yea” on.this propositionand I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. FRYE (when his name wasealled). I am paired with the 
senior Senator fronr Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). [am paired with 


the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON]. If he 
- were present I should vote ‘‘ nay.’ 


Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from New York [Mr. Hin], and [ will make 
the transfer which I did before. I will transfer my pair to the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcort], which will allow the 
Senator from Ohio a BRIcE] and myself to vote, if that. is 
agreeable to him. * nay.” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANs- 
BROUGH 

Mr. SOM (when his name was called). I am paired with 
from Maine [Mr. HALE], He would vote 
“ nay” if he were here and I should vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. VEST (when his name‘ was called). I transfer my _— 
with the Senator from Minnesota {[Mr. WASHBURN] to the - 
ator from Kentucky ~~. LINDSAY], and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when the name of Mr. VimAs 
was called). The Senator from Wisconsin[Mr. VILAs] is paired 
with the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER] on this question. 
If the Senatorfrom Wisconsin were here he would vote “ yea,” 
and the Senator from Montana would vote “‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BRICE. I understand my pair with the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. WoLcoTT] has been transferred to the Senator 
from New York [Mr. HiLu], so I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. BATE. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Ver- 

ta the from South Dakota [Mr. 


vote “yea.” 
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Mr. GIBSON. [havea Tae Grmecds it hate a gamsnnbie whiten daniee pair with the junior Senator | 


from Michigan [Mr. 


I withhold my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 20; as follows: 


PATTON]. 


T find he is not in his seat, and 


YEAS—29. 
Alien, Call, Jarvis, Roach, 
Bate, Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Turpie, 
Berry, Coke, McLaurin, Vest, 
Blackburn, Daniel, Mills Voorhees, 
Blanchard, Faulkner, Mitchell, Wis. White. 
Brice, George, Morgan, 
Butler, Harris Pasco, 
Caffery, Hunton, ree 

NAYS— 
Aldrich, Dubois, oe Platt, 
Allison, Gallinger, Manderson, Quay, 
Davis, Hawley, Mitchell, Oregon Sherman, 
‘Dixon, Hoar, Peffer, Shoup, 
Dolph, Lodge, Perkins, Teller. 

NOT VOTING—36. 

Camden, Gray, McPherson, Ransom, 
Cameron, Hale, Martin, Smith, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Morrill, Squire, 
Chandler, Higgins, Murphy, Stewart, 
Cullom, Hill, Palmer, Vilas, 
Frye, Irby, Patton, Walsh, 
Gibson, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Gordon, Kyle, Power, Wilson, 
Gorman, Lindsay, Proctor, Wolcott. 


So the amendment to the amendment was laid on the table. 
Mr. ALDRICH. 1 move to strike out ‘‘25 per cent ad va- 


lorem” and insert ‘‘7 cents per pound.” 
the importsof citric acid last year was 35 cents a 


The average value of 
— Twenty 
t 


e other House, 


AGLI 


ule and that I may pair him just as I choose. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. GORDON. I think the Senator from Kansas [Mr. MaR- 
TIN] is not paired, and I take the liberty, therefore, of transfer- 
ring my pair with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the 


per cent of that sum, which is the rate fixed by 
would be 7 cents a pound. It is proposed by the Senate com- 
mittee to raise the duty from 20 to 25 per cent ad valorem. I 
think a specific rate which is equal to 20 per cent ad valorem is 
much better than the rate proposed by the Senate committee. 
I therefore move to fix the rate at 7 cents instead of making the 
increase from 20 to 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to lay the amendment of the Senator 
from Rhode Island to the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The 
Senator from Tennessee moves to lay the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island to the amendment on the table. 

Mr. HOAR and Mr. QUAY called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. PRocTor]. I transfer my pair to 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE] and vote “ yea.” 

Mr. CHANDLER (when his name was called). 
with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. MURPHY]. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr.Gray]. If he were pres- 
ent I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was ae Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called), I havea general pair 
with the senior Senator from New York [Mr. Hii], which I 
transfer to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcoTT], allowing 
the Senator from Ohio[Mr. Brice] and myself to vote. I vote 

na 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was called). I 
desire to make a general announcementat this time so as to save 
time, as we are having so many roll calls. I have a general pair 
with the senior Senator from Wisconsin — VILAS], who is de- 
tained from the city by sickness in his family. My pair, how- 
ever, has been transferred to the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
PowER], who is the pair of the senior Senator from Louisiana 
{[Mr.CAFFERY]. So until further announcement is made, with 
the consent of the Senator from Louisiana, the pairs will stand 
in that way and we will vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). 
with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
he were present I should vote ‘‘ nay.’ 

Mr. SOM (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

Mr. VEST \w when his name was called). I will make the an- 
nouncement that the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] 
_ the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LINDSAY] are paired. I 
vo ea. 


I am paired 
CAMDEN]. If 


I am paired with 


oo RDON (when Mr. WALSH’S name was called). My 

iveniat Mr. VWALSH] is paired with the Senator from Penn- 
r. CAMERON]. 

"ine te call was concluded. 


Mr. BATE. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] has 


Senator from Kansas {Mr. MARTIN], and I vote “ yea.” 


Mr. 


CHANDLER. 


I transfer my pair with the junior Sena- 


tor from New York [Mr. Murpuy] to. the senior Senator from 


Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], and vote ‘ 
The result was announced—ye 


Allen, 
Bate, 
Berry, 


Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 


Butler, 
Caffery, 
Call, 


Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Chandler, 
Dixon, 
Dolph, 


Brice, 
Camden, 
Cameron, 
Carey, 


yea. 


YEAS—3l. 


Hunton, 
Jarvis, 
Jones, Ark. 
McLaurin, 
Mills, 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Morgan, 
Pasco, 
NAYS—19. 
McMillan, 
Manderson, 
Mitchell, Oregon 
Patton, 
Perkins, 


NOT VOTING--35. 


Martin, 
Morrill, 
Murphy, 
Palmer, 


Cockrell, 
Coke, 
Daniel, 
Faulkner, 
George, 
Gibson, 
Gordon, 
Harris, 


Dubois, 
Gallinger, 
Hawley, 
Hoar, 
Lodge, 


Hale, 
Hansbrough, 
Higgins, 
Hill, 


eas 31, nays 19; as follows: 


Peffer, 
Pugh, 
Roach, 
Turpie, 
Vest, 
Voorhees, 
White 


Platt, 
Quay, 
Shoup, 
Teller. 


Smith, 
Squire, 
Stewart, 
V lias, 


IT am paired | 


agreed that I shall vote on all questions arising upon this sched- 


Cullom, Irby, Pettigrew, Walsh, 

Davis, Jones, Nev. Power, Washburn, ° 
Frye, Kyle, Proctor, Wilson, 

Gorman, Lindsay, Ransom, Wolcott. 

Gray, McPherson, Sherman, 


So the amendment to the amendment was laid on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Arkansas |Mr. JONES]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. PRocToR]. I transfer my pair to 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE], and vote “* yea. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], who is necessarily 
detained from the Chamber. I shall not again announce the 
pair, although it will continue during the day. 

Mr. GORDON (when his tiame was called). I transfer my 
pair with the Senator from Iowa |Mr. WILson] to the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. MARTIN], and vote * yea.’ 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. I havea general pair with the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. Iwill take the liberty of transferring my 
pair to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], and vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. GORDON (after having voted in the affirmative). I an- 
| nounced the pair of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] with 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. MARTIN]. The Senator from 
Kansas has come into the Chamber, and I therefore withdraw 
my vote in order that he may vote. I stand paired with the 
Senator from Iowa |Mr. WILSON]. 

The result was announced—yeas 52, 


[ am paired with 





nays 1; as follows: 


YEAS—82. 
Aldrich, Daniel, Jarvis, Peffer. 
Allen, Davis, Jones, Ark. Perkins, 
Bate, Dixon, Lodge, Platt, 
Berry, Dolph, McLaurin, Pugh, 
Blackburn, Dubois, MeMillan, Quay. 
Blanchard, Faulkner, Manderson, Roach, 
Butler, Gallinger, Martin, Shoup, 
Caffery, George, Mitchell, Oregon Stewart, 
Call, Gibson, Mitchell, Wis. Teller, 
Chandler, Harris, Morgan, Turpie, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Murphy, Vest, 
Coke. Hoar, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Cullom, Hunton, Patton, White. 
NAYS—1. 
Mills. 
NOT VOTING—322. 
Allison, Gray, Lindsay, Sherman, 
Brice, Hale, McPherson, Smith, 
Camden, Hansbrough, Morrill, Squire, 
Cameron, Higgins, Palmer, Vilas, 
Carey, Hill, Pettigrew, Walsh, 
Frye, Irby, Power, Washburn, 
Gordon, Jones, Nev. Proctor, Wilson, 
Gorman, Kyle, Ransom, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 

5. Tannic acid or tannin, 35 cents per pound. 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. Before the word ‘ cents” I move to 
strike out ‘' 35” and insert ‘‘75.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEORETARY. On page 2, line 3, before the word “ cents,” 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ 35” and insert ‘'75;” so as to read: 

Tannic acid or tannin, 75 cents per pound. 

Mr. HOAR. Mzr. President, I venture to address a question 
to the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES], who, as the Senator 
from Tennessee|Mr. HARRIS] ays, is the proper person to whom 
such question should be addressed. I inquire why this large 
specific duty is proposed by the Senator from Arkansas as an 
amendment to the bill? 

The House of Kepresentatives proposed a duty of 35 cents per 

und, and the Senator from Arkansas proposes to more than 

ouble it. That makes an ad valorem duty of 181 per cent and 
a fraction—I do not know but the largest ad valorem duty in our 
tariff legislation. 

Mr, PLATT. Oh, no; and not the largest in this bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps not the largest in this bill; but it is 
McKinleyism and the ae rate. The principal use of 
tannic acid, as I understand, is in medicine. I[t is a medicine 
for the poor as wellas the rich. It isan ingredient used alsoin 
dyeing and, according to the document which is here on the 
tuble of one of the members of the committee, it is used largely 
also in eee and in making ink. There is no article 
that could be suggested which would more come under the head 
of a necessary convenience of life for plain persons. 

Here is a specific duty which we have been warned against, 
which was discussed before the people, and which the Demo- 
cratic platform of Chicago, I suppose, includes in its general de- 
nunciation. It is the imposition of a duty of 181 per cent on a 
medicine. I understand there is a firm in Philadelphia who 
want that great duty, and I dare say ther have some very good 
reason for it; but I think the country will look with great curi- 
osity to know why itis that when a similar argument to that 
is addressed in favor of some other manufacture it is not lis- 
tened to, and when this particular product comes, manufactured 
by only one or two firms as a medicine, they get this enormous 

uty. 

The Senator from Arkansas knows ail aboutit, of course. He 
is a very courteous gentleman, and avery sensible man, and I 
submit to him that he would regard it as very strange indeed if 
n Senator on this side of the Chamber had charge of the meas- 
ure and were asked such a question if an answer were denied. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I shall not contribute to the pro- 
longing of this debate by answering questions which are asked 
simply for the purpose of killing time. 

Mr. HOAR. I have not asked any such guestion. I want to 
know. r 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I was going to ae that I am satis- 
fied the Senator from Massachusetts has asked this question in 
good faith, because the statement he has made in connection 
with this matter shows that he has not investigated it, and that 
he needs information. 

Mr. HOAR. 1do. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The duty proposed on tannic acid 
at 75 cents a pound is ones to 181 percent, as stated by the Sen- 
ator. ‘The raw material in the manufacture of this acid is taxed 
by the Government of the United States 700 per cent. It issaid 
that 57 cents’ worth of alcohol is used in the production of a 
single pound of tannin. I am not a manufacturing chemist, and 
I can not vouch for the truth of this statement, but it has been 
made to me by a number of manufacturing firms in whom I have 
confidence and for whom I have the greatest respect, among 
others a large manufacturing establishment in Philadelphia, as 
suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

ith a tax of 57 cents under the present law on the alcohol, 
which is a tax levied by the Government of the United States 
upon this manufacture when they make a pound of tannin, being 
an increase of 20 cents a gallon under the present law, and as we 
propose it will be an increase of 22 per cent, which would in- 
crease the 57 cents’ worth of alcohol going into this product to 
69 cents. That does not leave a very large marginof protection 
to the manafacturers of this medicine, which is a necessary 
article. 

This is, as I understand it, the state of the case in this coun- 
try, and this statement satisfied me and satisfied other members 
of the committee that the tariff rate levied by the McKinley law, 
in view of the proposed increase of the tax on whisky, which 
is the large raw material entering into this article, it should 
remain the same as in the McKinley act. 

Mr. HOAR. That, it seems to me, is a most excellent answer 
anda mostexcellentreason, andconvincesme. Ishall vote with 
the Senator for his amendment. 
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a JONES of Arkansas. Iam very much obliged tothe Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. HOAR. Unless I hear something to the contrary from 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], or some 
other Senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I thought the Senator would come around 
to my view. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Arkansas 
if the committee will be = whenever other like cases are 
shown where theyfhave got in their bill a tax or a duty on a ma- 
terial—and this isan internal-revenue tax on thealcohol of which 
we are speaking—to advance the duty on the article from which 
that material is made enough to afford reasonable protéction? 
That is my doctrine exactly. The Senator's doctrine is my doc- 
trine and the doctrine of the Republican party. 

Perhaps I had better ask the Senator another question now, 
because it may save a great deal of time later. The Senator 
says that there is a duty proposed on this article because of the 
tax on this material, enough to afford this article reasonable 
ater In the Senator’s judgment is there any power given 

y the Constitution of the United States to Congress to put this 
duty on this article for the sake of affording, according to what 
he has just spoken of, a reasonable protection? Will the Sena- 
tor be kind enough to answer that, for I have not investigated 
it as much as I ought to do? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I propose to confine myself to the 
discussion of this paragraph relating to tannic acid, and not to 
discuss the Constitution now. When the Constitution comes 
up "tg consideration, perhaps we shall have some discussion on 

at. 

Mr. HOAR. Then, I understand the Senator from Arkansas 
to say that there is no Constitution in this article accordin 
to his idea of it; that he is outside of the Constitution just now? 

Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President, Iam glad the Senator from 
Massachusetts has reached the conclusion that Republicans 
ought to assist in this Democratic attempt at protection. 

There is substantially no tannic acid imported now. Under 
the law of 1883 the duty was a dollar a pound. Under the law 
of 1890 it was 75 cents a pound. The House of Representatives 
proposed to reduce it to 35 cents a pound, and that would have 
destroyed the industry in this country. Here was a destruction 
of an American industry proposed by the House of Representa- 
tives, and the Senate committee, after a careful consideration of 
the subject, has concluded to give protection to tannic acid. It 
gives a high rotection because of the internal-revenue tax on 
alcohol, which so largely enters into the composition of tannic 
acid; and here we see, the Senate sec, and the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. MILLS] sees the response of the Senate committee, 
or the Senators who are represented by the Senator from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. JONES], to the demand of the American people for pro- 
ene to home industries for protection’s sake, and for nothing 
else. 

Far be it from me to say that there is a drug trust whose 
agents have surrounded this Capitol. They do not come near 
Republicans, because Republicans are for protecting them on 
principle; they do not need to visit Senators on this side of the 
Chamber; but hitherto they have found the Democratic party 
opposed to protection; they have supposed they were opposed to 
i and therefore whoever has had any arguments to ad- 

ress to Congress or to members of Congress in favor of protec- 
tion, has of course addressed those arguments mainly to Demo- 
crats to induce them to consent to protect the home industry. In 
thiscase the argumentof the ineemes has been successful. They 
have not only succeeded in gett ng ott they asked for, but they 
have su ed in getting more than they asked for. The mo- 
ment the Drug Trade Circular, dated January, 1894, recommended 
that the duty on tannic acid bs placed at 65 cents a pound, Sena- 
tors on the other side of the Chamber, with one exception, pro- 
pose to give them more than 60 cents protection; they propose 
to give them 75 cents protection. They are doing this, I sup- 
pose, in a spirit of generosity. 

There is nothing, Mr. President, in these matters like the 
zeal of a new convert, and when the Senator from Arkansas and 
those whom he represents have made up their ideas of accept- 
ing protection as a Democratic principle, they do not want to 
be mean about it. So when the druggists ask 60 cents, they 
give them 75 cents. If this thing goes on, I do not know what 
will happen to us. If the Senator from Texas should ever take 
a notion to bo a protectionist, with the zeal and ardor of his 
nature, if he ever comes over to our side, when we ask him to 
go with us a mile he will go with us twain; if we ask him to give 
a protective duty of 60 cents upon tannic acid, I have no doubt 
that the Senator will impetuously say, ‘‘ Sixty cents; take a dol- 
lar a pound; take the old 1883 rate.” [Laughter.] 

So when the Senator from Ar came to read the drug- 
gists’ circular and came to thisclause at the end of it, in which 
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they state the reasons why they want this advance: ‘‘The bal- 
ance of advance recommended being on account of the differ- 
ence in cost between American and European labor;”’ there the 
Senator struck a Republican srinciple, and forthwith he took 
it to his heart, and in order that we might have a tariff duty 
framed upon a principle—Senators will see that Iam after a 
principleall the time if I can get hold of one which will be some 
guide to us—when the Senator got hold of the Republican prin- 
ciple thatin imposing tariff duties a sufficiently high rate should 
be imposed to compensate for the difference between European 
labor and American labor, he took that principle to his heart; 
the Senator went the whole figure, and not only gave more than 
the 60 cents a pound, which the a asked for, but he has 
. given us 75 cents a pound, as provided in the law of 1890. 
I have here a memorandum of the recent importations: 








In other words, the present tariff duty is substantially a pro- 


hibitive duty. Thereare no importations which are worth men- 
tioning under the existing law, which Senators on the other 
side of the Chamber propose to adopt in the present bill. There- 
fore, I feel that I am able to congratulate all the Senators upon 
the other side of the Chamber upon the progress they are 
making, which I sincerely hope they will not abandon as we 

go on with this bill. They are going on rapidly; they are do- 
ing well, all of them except the Senator from Texas; they 
have adopted the principle of protection; they are determined 
to have duties which will compensate for the difference between 
the cost of American labor and the cost of foreign labor, and 
they are willing, when it is necessary, to put aduty high enough 
to be absolutely prohibitive. I say that under those circum- 
stances high protectionists, like myseif, if Senators will be con- 
sistent and go on in this way through the whole of the pending 
bill, can not help voting with them and welcoming them as as- 
sistants in the great cause of protection to American industry. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, after the remarks of my friend 
from New Hampshire, as an honorable and conscientious gen- 
tleman, having proved that too much duty has been placed in 
the pending bill to compensate for the tax imposed upon Amer- 
ican alcohol and to cover the difference in the labor cost between 
the foreign product and ours, he will vote with me to reduce 
the duty andenable me to recruit my party one more, for I need 
recruits badly, and my friend must come up to the scratch and 
ee 4 the logical results of the argument which he has just 
made. 

But I want to say something about the protective feature, as 
claimed, of this measure. It is not protection, when my friend 
from Arkansas or other friends place a duty on foreign alcohol 
— to the tax placed by the Government on domestic alcohol. 
That is not protection, that is equal taxation, and that is all it 
is. Would it not be an unjust system of taxation to place a tax 
of five or six hundred per cent on domestic alcohol, and then 
admit free, or ata lower rate of duty, foreign alcohol, and de- 
stroy any industry in this country,even the humblest? That is 
what we complain of, that your protection is against competi- 
tion. Everybody on this side of the Chamber believes in pro- 
tection against wrong, protection against injury, whether that 
injury is to be inflicted by a person or by a government. 

e believe in protection—protection to right and protection 
against wrong, but not protection against competition; which 
isaright, too. There is a little distinction between the differ- 
ent kinds of protection. But Senators on the other side, how- 
ever fair they may talk, always muster up and touch elbows 
when it is for the protection of some combination in trade, that 
stifles competition, and then they always come, like Pharisees, 
with broad phylacteries, with long faces, and always stick the 
workingman before them. Why is it that you Senators do not 
give the workingman this em eae that you say you are mak- 

ng in your lawsfor him? Your distinguished leader afew years 
ago said that this was a question of labor from skin to core and 
from core back to skin again. You are constantly talking about 
rotection ts the poor American laborer against the pauper of 
, and yet all the protection of this legislative robbery 
to the pockets of the protected manufacturer and pro- 


goes 
ducer, 

How much does labor ‘get out of these chemicals? Have you 
noticed the manufacturers’ report for 1890? You are putting up 
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duties, and you have had them in your bills up to 100 and over 
100 per cent, and yet the labor cost is put down a little over six- 
teen dollars in the hundred. What becomes of the rest of it? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to answer that 
question? 

Mr. MILLS. Aftera while. Waita time with patience. 

It is the laborer you always talk about. That reminds me of 
a story I once heard in Texas of a man who said he had fallen 
asleep. He had a dream while he was asleep, and he dreamed 
he went to hell: He had a nightmare, I suppose. He was tell- 
ing about what he saw when he got down there, and some fel- 
low, who was a politician, asked him, for he was very curious 
about politics, ‘‘ Did you see any Democrats down there?” He 
said, ‘Oh, yes; there were a few—not many—but there were a 
few around about.” ‘What were they doing?” ‘They were 
talking about reducing taxation and things of that sort, trying 
to do something for the public good.” ‘‘ Did you see any Popu- 
listsdown there?” ‘' Yes; there were afew Populists.” ‘‘ What 
were they talking about?” ‘They were talking about having 
good times in hell by issuing greenback money—$150 for every 
individual there.” ‘Did yousee any Republicans down there?” 
**Oh, yes.” ‘‘ What were they doing?” ‘Every one of them 
was holding a nigger betwixt him and the fire.” [Laughter.] 

So every one of you protectionists has got a workingman be- 
tween you and the fire. Whydo you not give into the pockets 
of these workingmen a portion of this plunder that you are tak- 
ing out of the pockets of the whole people of the country? 

We were told here the other day by the distinguished Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] and by my friend from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. PERKINS] about what immense results have followed 
the high tariff on borax and boracic acid. No Democrat that I 
ever heard of has denied that there is a concentration of wealth 
made by these tariffs. They are framed for that purpose. But 
when you look at what the poor workingman gets, he only gets 
fifteen or sixteen dollars out of the hundred, because the manu- 
facturer hires his labor at free-trade prices. 

There is no protection to toil. How can you make any pro- 
tection to the laborer? Your protected prices come from the 
fact that you prohibit competition in the product. You do not 
eae competition in labor. The whole country is full of la- 

rers who are unemployed. You can get labor now at the low- 
est sort of prices, and yet when you come to lay your duties, you 
lay them in the name of labor, and then take them to your own 
pockets. Thatis the sort of protection you have. The duty 
that is laid here is not protection; it is too high, but it is an 
honest attempt on the part of our misguided friends to put an 
equal tax upon the foreign article to correspond with the tax on 
the domestic article and make a just system of taxation. 

I have heard this sort of talk from manufacturers before. The 
Senator is better natured thanI am, is a better-hearted man 
than I am, and I reckon he believes everything he hears from 
these manufacturers. I do not; I have heard too much from 
them, and I do not believe them. IT heard the manufacturers of 
quinine before the Committee on Ways and Means of the House 
of Representatives ask for a high duty on quinine because of 
the high tax on our alcohol. We were talking about pues 
quinine on the free list. They said, ‘‘If you do that, we will 
have to take our plants and go to Europe and break up the whole 
industry in this country.” While we were debating tka*t gues- 
tion—and a great many people believed that these allegations 
were true—a gentleman from Kentucky offered a bill in the 
House of Representatives, and we suspended the rules and put 
quinine on the free list. 

It passed through the House at race-horse speed, and it came 
to the Senate and was passed by the Senate at race-horse speed, 
Quinine was reduced from $3.40 an ounce, and it has come down 
to 40 or 50 cents an ounce; and there are three or four times as 
many establishments producing it in the United States as there 
were in existence at that time. That was free trade enabling 
the people of the country to buy and consume this article and 
give employment to three or four times as many laborers to 
make quinine as it did to make the quinine produced theretofore 
under protection. 

But I claim, Mr. President, that my friend from New Hamp- 
shire must stand up under his logic and vote with me against 
the adoption of the amendment offered by my friend on this side 
of the Chamber. Let us have at least two votes, instead of one 
vote, in favor of it. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senator from Texas supports 
his tariff argument simply by vociferation and shouting; that 
is all; he gets his facts from his imagination, and that is all. 
There are two things which put down tho whole of this talk. 
One is, that the statistics of labor of Massachusetts, made orig- 
inally by Mr. Carroll D. Wrightand later by Mr. Wadlin, whom 
no Democrat in that State questions either as a matter of abso- 
lute honesty, a matter of skill, or of correctness and soundness 
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in the result,show that the $300,000,000 engaged in the pro- 
tected industries of that Commonwealth have given an average 
profit to the capitalists of 4 per cent, and the workingmen of 
that State have nearly $400,000,000 in the savings banks, for 
which they get 4 per cent interest, 

The census reports, which have been twice quoted in this de- 
bate, show that while in the last ten years the wealth of the 
couutry has increased to $23,000,000,000, the New England States 
have increased their wealth $23 per capita only, while the States 
of 'Texas, Arkansas, and Missouri have increased theirs at the 
rate of $187.50 per capita—a great increase in the agricultural 
regicn. ; 

The whole talk we have heard over and over and over again 
is based upon the convenient method of substitu the shout- 
ings of Democratic free-trade orators for the factsof the census. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, it may be possible that my 
speeches io this body may not be acceptable to the Pharisee 
from Massachusetts. I do not consult him about the manner in 
which I speak. I speak with the fervor and conviction of the 
truth. I never try to suppress it. I know that the statements 
T have made are true, and I know that he knows that if it were 
not a fact that protective tariffs do protect and do put money 
into the pockets of the protected manufacturers no man in 
body or out of it—and I shout it to the Senator—would advocate 
a protective tariff. 

7e have heard it announced on the other side of the Chamber 
that protection decreased the value of a man’s product, and 
every fellow is asking to have his -—— decreased in value! 
Day after day when we talk about it they come here and tell us 
what the price of a particular product was ten or fifteen years 
ago, and t ov of the protective tariff it has come down 
and down and down. lwantto itstillfurtherdown. Every 
intelligent man who has investigated this subject knows that 





the fall in prices is oceasioned by the increase of production, by | 


the march of machinery and invention. 


and her exports, year year, cons 

of the last report, Soo teeeialioee off under free trade, and not 

under a protective tariff. You want the protective tariff to pre- 

vent them from falling as much as they would fall if they were 

let alone, but you never come here and ask f 
our own name. You come and say you have not got it, and you 

ve areport somewhere to show you have —-: it: t 
the laborers have got something. I know that the 
this co are in a better poem than they aie 
henna aa woe be in oa Dosen cemeieon, 
ailowed m to have employment, which ven 
from having by the ceacbiele ts 0 which 
products of their labor are . There would be many 
all over the United States who are now- 
highways if materials were untaxed so that manufacturers 
United States could give employment to our labor, to make 
products and send them out into the world and undersell all 
rivals; but devotion to combinations and trusts prevents the 
Congress of the United States from emancipating our labor and 
permitting it to be employed. 

{t is useless, sir, tor men to stand here or elsowhere and say 
that a tax is nota tax; that when a tax keeps out a product, 
minimizes supplies, and increases the de it does not in- 
crease prices. If you believe that, you would befree traders; 
but you do not believe it. You know very well that it meereene 
the product; that it does protect against competition, it does 
enable you to form combinations, to inerease and hold high 
prices and grow rich Mas- 
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not only for the people of Ar- 
kansas and Texas, but for the people of the whole country. 
tee See ae, Svetiont, Shes ane ae ee r 
— art help me to reduce the duty imposed on tannic acid 
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nt bill, who has known history and talks about trusts, I am 
almost inclined to reply irreverently in the oath that the small 
— use in some oa of the country—“ Oh, sugar!” 
ir. MILLS. © was it that oo sugar this half cent in the 
present bill but you and your colleagues: 

Answer that—‘Oh, sugar!” [Laughter.] You have been ex- 
ceedingly sweet to the sugar people, and you will hear more of 
it when we get tosugar. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LODGE. I do not rise to discuss the venerable free-trade 
commonplaces which the Senator from Texas always preaches 
with so much fervor and eloquence, but he has stated in the 
course of his remarks that this high duty was placed upon tan- 
nic acid because there was such a heavy internal-revenue tax put 
upon alcohol. I suppose he may be entirely indifferent to the 
facts, but I think it just as well that the facts should be stated. 

The manufacturers of tannic acid stated in their memorial to 
the Senate that, with the increased internal-revenue tax, the 
amount would be 35 to 40 cents on a pound of tannin. That 
would be the amount that they would be obliged to pay. The 
remainder of the advance is solely on account of the difference 
in the labor cost, and the advance they ask for is but 60 cents— 
that is, they ask 20 cents more than the increased cost by the 
increase of the internal-revenue tax on alcohol. Instead of that 
the Committee on Finance has given them 75 cents, the Mc- 
Kinley rate, which I have no doubt) they have excellent rea- 
sons for imposing; but I did desire to eall attention to the fact 
that the reason for the duty at 60 cents, the rate proposed b 
the drug trade of the United States, was on account of the aif. 
ference in labor cost, which is a fair ction principle. 

The committee, not content with that, have gone es it 
and added 15 cents more, making 75 cents a pound, which I have 
no doubt is correct, but I did not like to have go without con- 
tradiction the statement of the Senator from Texas that this 
whole duty was put on in order to compensate for the internal 
tax, when the very people who request it state that the tax is 
only 40 cents. 

. VEST. Will the Senator from Massachusetts be kind 
enough to read the date of that petition or memorial? 

Mr. LODGE. This one is dated February, 1894, but these 


memorialists make isely the same statement in April, 1894, 
in the memorial w IT also hold in my hand. 
Mr. VEST. ‘The memorial or petition which was filed with 


the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Representatives 
was dated in January. 
Mr. LODGE. Yes; but that is not the one from which I was 


Mr. VEst. And the House of Representatives at that time 
had not increased the duty on whisky 10 cents a gallon, as it did 
afterwards. We have increased the duty to $1.10 a gallon. 

Mr. LODGE. Iam aware of that. 

Mr. VEST. It is manifest upon the very statement itself that 
that could not apply to the increased duty on alcohol, which was 
wa’ on that article by our committee. 

Mr. . If the Senator will excuse me,I hold in my 
hand the April statement. 

Mr. CHANDLER. ° Is that the last one? 

Mr. LODGE. Itis the last one; and in it these memorial- 


ists say: 
The most important and burdensome of these changes is the proposed in- 
crease of the internal-revenue tax on distilled spirits. - 


That is addressed to the Finance Committee, and is dated 
April, 1894. I sup: it had reference to the bill which came 
here on the 20th of March. I it had reference to the 
increase—it must have had—w the committee had made. 

The memorial asks for the same duty on tannic acid which is 
in the memorial of February, not the memorial of Jan- 
hich asks for the same duty of 60 cents, and I suppose 

the request for 60 cents is on the same argument. 
from the statement made by 
want Senators on the other 
tion of the 
L have no doubt that itisa 
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* nough to state from 
that memorial comes from which he reads? Is it from 
chemical manufacturers? 

i on eee Sedang esellen a the 
A section of the Board of Trade of New York? 
. Yes. The Senator from Missouri will under- 
I do not mean to say the additional 15 cents is not 
I only use their statement to show what they say as to 
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the amount needed to set off the tax on alcohol, which is 40 
cents, and all above that is protection to American labor, as 
they state. I have no doubt the committee is quite right in 
giving them not 20 cents, but 35 cents. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I think the duty proposed by 
the Committee on Finance is a just and proper duty as to this 
article. I remember very well that we examined the question 
with care in 1890, and provided for a duty of 75 cents a pound 
upon tannic acid. I think it is not quite easy to say just how 
much alcohol may be used in the manufacture of each pound of 
acid, yet I think it is fair to say that the amount of alcohol used 
in the manufacture of tannic acid under the new tax will at 
least amount to 57 cents, as suggested by the Senator from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. JONES}, and the remainder is like the other duties 
which are proposed in the bill, which are intended, I think, to 
give our own people an opportunity of manufacturing these ar- 
ticles in competition with the manufacturers of like articles in 
other countries. I have no doubt that is the object of this duty 
of 75 cents a pound, and I think it is a just one. 

Iam sorry the Senator from Texas.[Mr. MILLS] has passed 
from the Chamber at this moment, but there are some things 
surrounding this class of protected articles which I think we 
ought to remember in the discussion of this item and other 
items, which will come later on in the schedule, and that is, 
that we, as a Government, have a double duty as to this class of 
articles. Every one knows that the foreign manufacturers of 
chemical productions bring thosearticlesinto this country with- 
out the payment of any duty upon alcohol. England:'and Ger- 
many and France have noduty upon the alcohol which they use 
in the chemical productions which they send to this country. 
Therefore, if we . any chance allow them to control this mar- 
ket of 70,000,000 people, we are not only interfering withourown 
laborers ard our own manufacturers in producing these articles 
here, but we take money out of the Treasury of the United States 
to the extent now, as is proposed, of $1.10 a gallon upon distilled 


its. 

he to these articles, I had much rather have a high protect- 
ive duty upon every one of them, where alcohol is involved in 
their production, in order that by no possibility we shall allow 
England, Germany, and France, who use alcohol in theif pro- 
duction, to send their articles here in competition with ours. 
Therefore I think that we should be absolutely certain, in all 
the articles in this schedule and others where alcohol is a solv- 
ent or used in the manufacture, that we have a reasonably high 
rate of duty, and I am glad toseeitcoming along in these amend- 
ments to the chemical schedule. 


We have increased the duty upon distilled spirits from 90 
cents to $1.10 a gallon, which, 


think, is the rate proposed by 
the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. CHANDLER. May Iask theSenator whohe means when 
he says ‘‘ we”? 

Mr. ALLISON. I am obliged to the Senator for suggesting 
that. I mean the Senate by its majority, as disclosed on two or 
three votes. I do not know whether we on this side of the 
Chamber will participate in that; but I take it from the votes 
heretofore taken that it is a part of this general scheme which 
we have now before us that we shall increase the tax, that is to 
~~ that Congress will—the Senator will understand that, I 

ust. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. When the pending bill passes, if it ever shall 
pass, Congress will add 20 cents a gallon to the tax upon dis- 

led spirits; I mean the pure proof gallon. That will be equiv- 
alent to 37 or 38 cents a gallon upon every gallon of alcohol used 
ao own manufacturers in the United States, chemical and 
others. 

It is our duty, believing, as I do, that we must provide reason- 
able protection for these articles, to rearrange this schedule so 
as to make it certain that those manufacturers whom we re- 

uire to pay into our Treasury $2.07 a gallon for every gallon 
y use, shall not be put in competition, as the Senator from 
Texas would put them, with ee who import like articles and 
no duty at all; because those manufacturers, if they should 
t tannic acid, would import it without paying any duty 

upon the elements whick enter into its manufacture. 

Tannic acid, as I understand, is manufactured by the use of 
sulphuric ether in large quantities, sulphuric ether itself being 
eptoces by the use of alcohol. So there is a double consump- 

mn of l in this article. I am not, therefore, dis , as 
theSenator from New Hampshire is, to find fault with our friends 
when they give reasonable protection to this article of our home 

turers, when those manufacturers consume such large 
quantities of alcohol in their production. 


Mr, CHANDLER. The Senator from Iowa certainly does me 
=  eeetion. He certainly could not have listened to what I 


this afternoon. It certainly will be “love's labor lost” 
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for me tospeak to the Senate, if, when I havespenta whole after- 
noon in unadulterated praise of the policy which is being pur- 
sued on the other side of the Chamber, the Senator from Iowa 
rises in his place, and, forgetting everything I[ have said, puts 
- in the attitude of finding fault with Senators on the other 
side. 

Mr. ALLISON. Oh, no. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I distinctly, the Senator must know, con- 
gratulated the Senators upon the other side upon the progress 
they were making to join in the Republican policy of protection 
to American industry. I therefore feel hurt at the Senator's 
statement. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly, Mr. President, I withdraw any 
observations I made which wouldin any way injure the feelings 
of my friend from New Hampshire; but i gathered from him 
that he thought 60 cents a pound would be a fair duty; I gath- 
ered that from his general observations and an extract he read 
from some schedule, and I feared that our friends on the other 
side might take alarm at thesuggestion, and feel that they were 
giving too much protection in this item, though I do not think so. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me a word? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 


| 


Mr. CHANDLER. I spoke of the fact that 15 per cent more 
protection had been given than was asked, but I did not com- 
plain of it. The Senator from Texas thereupon said that if I 


thought it was too much—which I had not said, but which he 
thought was the logical conclusion from what I said—that | 
ought to vote with him against it. 

[ have not yet had time to reply to the request of the Senator 
from Texas. I shall think of it over Sunday, and perhaps next 
week shall conclude to join him in some vote which he may give: 
but it will be such a departure from my usual course that [ must 
give the matter thought. 

If the Senator from Towa will allow me one more word, what 
I am after in this business is a principle which will give us the 
ideal duty which the Senator from California seems to think 
there is somewhere in this matter, but which he has not yet 
told us how to construct. I hope I have made myself plain to 
the Senator from Iowa, andI still insist that Ihave not intended 
to find fault with the new departure which has been made upon 
the Democratic side of the Chamber this afternoon. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have understood the Senator from New 
Hampshire several times to-day to insist upon having a princi- 
= as respects this bill clearly defined and understood; but | 

ave not yet been able to learn that he has been answered in 
that persistent request of his. I should not have criticised the 
Senator from New Hampshire, except that I thought from his 
observations he was of the opinion tbat 60 cents a pound was 
enough to protect the people who manufacture tannic acid in 
our own country. 

I know there are several documents, some of which are be- 
fore us, which suggest 60 cents a pound as the proper rate of duty; 
but on a careful examination of the amount of alcohol used in 
the production of tannic acid, I think it will be found that the 
statements of the producers of this acid and manufacturing 
chemists are correct, and that it will take 57 cents of internal- 
revenue tax for each pound of tannic acid produced. If that be 
true, that would only leave 3 cents a pound, I will suggest to 
the Senator from New Hampshire, for all the other incidents 
and elements which enter into the production of a pound of 
tannic acid. I submit to him that that is not a sufficient pro- 
tection toenable our own people to oe with people in other 
countries in theproduction of this article. My judgmentis that 
75 cents a pound is a fair protective duty, and I think we ought 
to agree to it. 

Mr. LODGE. IfI may ask the Senator a question, do [ un- 
derstand him to say that the difference between 57 cents and 75 
cents is in the nature of protection and not compensatory? 

Mr. ALLISON. AsI understand the statement of the chem- 
ical manufacturers who manufacture tannic acid, there is 57 cents 
of internal tax involved in the a of a pound of tannic 
acid under the proposed rate of the internal-revenue tax. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My understanding from Powers 
& Weightman, of Philadelphia, was that the cost of alcohol 
at the present rate in making a pound of tannic acid was 57 cents, 
and that that would be increased 22 per’cent by the raising of 
the tax to $1.10. But Iam perfectly willing to meet the objec- 
tions of Senators on the other side and will modify my amend- 
ment by making it 60 cents. I do notwant to make it too large, 
and so [ shall substitute 60 cents for 75 cents in the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Itrustthe Senator will not do that, because I 
think the amount in the amendment proposed by him is not 
more than should be provided respecting this article, taking it 
by and large with the other items inthe bill. I hope that mod- 
ification will not be made. 

Mr, ALDRICH. I do not think the Senator from New Hamp- 
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shire [Mr. CHANDLER] is aware of quite the rate of progress 
which Senators upon the other side of the Chamber have made 
in approaching the doctrine of the Republican party for the pro- 
tection of American industries, This progress can not be known, 
I think, until we have become aware of the history of the past 
and see what has been their attitude in regard to the duties im- 
posed on the various articles enumerated in this bill. 

My genial friend, the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHER- 
soni), who, I am sorry to see is not in his seat, has always taken 
a great deal of interest in thechemical schedule. When the act 
oi 1833 was before the Senate he was very constant in hisattend- 
ance. That was also true in 1880 and 1890, when he led his 

arty in speetien to the chemical schedule of the so-called Mc- 

inley bill. 

I now desire to read, in the presence of the Senate, the re- 
marks which that Senator then made upon this schedule, re- 
marks which at that time were made for the Democratic party. 
He offered an amendment to the schedule, which received the 
united support of his Democratic friends, and in order that we 
may see, as I have before suggested, what progress has been 
made in this regard, I will read his remarks: 

. pe. MCPHERSON, I move to amend the amendment of the Committee on 
“inance. 

The amendment which he moved was to reduce the duty to 25 
cents a pound; and this is what he said in regard to it: 

Tannic acid or tannin: The present duty is almost prohibitory. Only 205 
pounés were imported in 1889, The House kept the present rate of per 
cent. The Senate amended it by half; still the proposed duty is 119.18 per 
cent on its value. Tannin or tannic acid is made from nut-galls or oak 
bark, and costs only, in Europe, 42 cents a pound. It can be and is made at 
40 cents per pound, first cost. 

The duty is now 81 per pound, and to-day tannin or tannic acid is sold at 
$1.35 per pound, furnishing proof tive that the amount of duty is added 
to the first cost of the article. The 206 pounds imported cost 40 cents per 
pound in Europe, and with the duty of 81 per pound make it $1.40 per pound, 
‘he American manufacturers, who produce it at 40 cents and even less a 
pound, charge the consumers $1.36 per pound, or 5 cents per pound less 
—— the imported tannin, receiving a bonus of 9 cents on every pound they 
geil. 


Mark the language; the American producers receive ‘‘a bonus 

of 95 cents a pound on every pound they sell.” 
«ran os Reutncharer changes Scents pa pound oe Walch haattes 
no equivalent; making, first, a fit on the 40 cents per pound, for nut-galls 
and oak bark are on the free list, and have been so for years past; secondly, 
the bonus of 95 cents on the 40 cents rad — is equal to 237.50 per cent 
ad valorem. The Senate dill reduces this us to 50 cents on each ne. 
which with reasonable profit included is 40 cents pound, equal to 125 per 
cent bonus. At 25 cents per pound their bonus is 024 per cent. 

I think it ought to be made 40 cents or even 25 cents per pound. 

The Senator made a motion to reduce the rate to 25 cents, 
which, as I have already stated, received the support of Sena- 
tors on the other side of the Chamber. 

The statement contained in the RECORD, from which I have 
just read, is a fair example of the arguments which were made 
in opposition to the act of 1890, and it is a fair example of the 
arguments which would be made eae Senators on the other 
side of this Chamberif they were not charged with the responsi- 
bility of tariff legislation. 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] has stated that he be- 
lieves the tax paid upon the alcohol which goes into the sul- 
phurie ether used in a pound of tannic acid is equal to 57 cents 
apound. That is thestatementof Powers& Weightman. The 
statement of the Drug Section of the New York of Trade 
and Transportation is that the equivalent tax paid is from 38 to 
43 cents. [do not know which of these statements is correct. 
Fifty-seven is the statement with the proposed addition, and 
this statement is with the addition also. I do not know which 
of these parties is correct; but I have the utmost confidence in 
the statements of Powers & Weightman. They are a very re- 
spectable house, very careful in their statements, and I should 

ink that their statements were probably correct. 

What will be the result of this duty if we allow 57 cents asa 
compensatory duty for the tax paid upon thealcohol used? Fifty- 
seven cents from 75 cents leaves 18 cents as a protective duty; 
and 18 isa protective duty on an article which costs abroad 
cents a pound; that is, 45 per cent ad valorem on the article. I 
do not think that is an extravagant rate. I have no doubt but 
what the rate fixed by the committee is a fair rate; but I sug- 

est to membersof the committee on the other side of the Cham- 
that there are many rates in this bill of 20 and 25 and 30 or 
even 15 per cent ad valorem upon articles made in this country, 
wearing more skill and more labor, higher-priced labor, and 
more of it, than is involved in this item. 

I do not rapes, but shall vote for, the amendment suggested 
by the committee; but that amendment is an admission, a clear 
and indisputable admission, on the part of Senators on other 
side of the Chamber, that protective duties should be imposed 
—— these various articles to not only enable industries in the 

nited States to survive, but to enable the wor 
this oountry to earn the same amount of wages wh 


ing paid to them. 
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Mr. PLATT obtained the floor. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will allow me, I merely want to 
say a word. 

r. PLATT. I will yield to the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not propose to make any argument, but I 
simply desire tosay that I agreed to this amendment toincrease 
the rate and accept my share of the responsibility for it, but I 
did not examine it as thoroughly and as accurately, on account 
of other duties, as I might have done. 

We were unable to get accurate information as to the amount 
of alcohol in thisacid. There was great diversity of statements. 
The best information we obtained was from Powers & Weight- 
man, of Philadelphia; and I want to say frankly that they made 
statements in the consideration of prior tariff bills in which I 
had not much confidence. But one point gave me very much 
trouble, and does yet, and that is whether the alcohol that is 
used in tho re of this acid is lost. 

Mr. ALLISON. I can say to the Senator that it is lost in the 

manufacture. It is partially lost, first,in the manufacture of 
sulphuric ether, and then wholly lost, I understand from most 
reputable sources, in the manufacture of tannin. 
Mr. VEST. There is a diversity of statement in regard to 
that. I undertook to get the facts from an officer of the Govern- 
ment, who isan expertin chemistry,and employed by the United 
States, His statement to me was—I have it, I believe, in my 
committee room—thatall but about 20 or 25 per cent of the alco- 
hol could be saved in the manufacture of this acid; but he stated 
very frankly at the same time that he had not been engaged in 
a manufacturing establishment for some years; that great im- 
provements were being made, andithat they might have a proc- 
ess which would use more of the alcohol, and possibly lose more 
of it. He said that he deferred to the statement of Powers 
& Weightman in regard to the matter. 

Now, my object was in increasing this duty simply to compen- 
sate the American manufacturer for the increased price of the 
alcohol by reason of our internal-revenue laws. There seems to 
be an impression upon the other side of the Chamber that we 
have given too much duty and that we have given the differ- 
ence between 57 cents and 75 cents asa nak rotective duty. 
If that be so, then Iam mistaken. I will take the benefit of the 
doubt upon the side of the question to which I perong, and I am 
sincerely glad that the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES], who 
has charge of this schedule, hasconcluded to reduce the duty to 
60 cents. I hope that will be done. 

Mr. PLATT. I shall vote for this amendment (proposed by 
the Finance Committee, I suppose) with the greatest pleasure, 
and for several reasons, one of which is that it is the same duty 
which is imposed by the McKinley law. 

Mr. ALLISON, If the Senator will allow me one moment, I 
will state that it is a lower duty, certainly by 10 cents, in view of 
the increased tax on alcohol. 

Mr. PLATT. It is a lower a" 

Mr. ALLISON. It is a lower duty relatively, in view of the 
increased tax on alcohol. 

Mr. PLATT. I am very sorry, then, that the duty is not 
higher, making it ane with what the duty would be upon 
the po of the McKinley law. 

Mr. A ON. That is right. 

Mr. PLATT. I want to say just one word in reply to what 
we have listened to so long an pes in this Chamber, to 
the effect that there is eee about the McKinley law and 
its duties which must be repealed. Iam glad to have found one 
duty to which there is no objection e. I believe that if 
Senators on the other side would listen to the statement of the 
condition of business with the same candor that they have lis- 
tened to the statement of Powers and Weightman, and other 
eer eengne in the conduct of this business, they would find 

t all the duties of the McKinley law were right and just, 
and necessary for the carrying on of the business. 

Mr. President, I stand by the McKinley law. As I had occa- 
sion to say here the other day, I do not believe there is a single 
duty in the McKinley law, or if a single duty, there are cer- 
tainly but very few duties in the McKinley law where the duty 
imposed any more than equals the difference in the cost of pro- 
duction in this country and the cost of production abroad. No 
matter how this question may be play with and juggled with, 
that was the ee which the McKinley duties were laid. 
Nobody can su deny the proposition I have made that 
those duties (unless it in some few instances where the in- 
formation of the Senate was not as correct as it should be) were 
no more than were necessary to equal the difference in the cost 
of production here and the cost of production abroad and suf- 
fer the industry to exist and be carried on successfully in this 
country. 

Wow, here comes an article (and I hope the same considera- 
tion be to other articles as they shall come up in 
this bill) where the Senators in charge recognize the principle 
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of the McKinley law. The Senator from Texas (Mr. MILLs] 
said he consents to this duty in order to enable the persons who 
are making tannic acid in this country to make it in competi- 
tion with people who are making it abroad. The Senator from 
Arkansas Ear. JONES] says the same thing. He says if the man- 
ufacturer here is compelled to pay the internal-revenue tax of 
$1.10 a gallon—— 

Mr. ALLISON. It is $2.07 on alcohol. 

Mr. PLATT. Whatever the tax is, if the manufacturer of 
tannic acid here is compelled by the Government to pay the tax, 
then he can not manufacture this article in competition with 
manufacturers in other countries who do not have to pay it. I 
say that it is a recognition of the doctrine of protection. You 
could have no more conclusive recognition of that doctrine. 

Stated in another way, reduced to its analysis, it is just this: 
The internal-revenue tax which the manufacturer of tannic acid 
has to pay makes his product cost so much that he can not carry 

n the business in this country unless he has such and such du- 

ies to enable him to compete with manufacturers of the article 
in foreign countries. Has any protectionist ever claimed more 
than that? Was anything claimed more than that in the Mc- 
Kinley bill for any article in that bill? And what difference 
does it make, looking at it as a question of competition, whether 
it is because a tax has had to be paid to the Government on the 
material which enters intothe manufacture, or whether the ma- 
terial for some other reason costs more in this country than it 
does abroad, or that the labor costs more in this country than it 
does abroad? 

The statement is that the manufacturers of tannic acid in this 
country can not manufacture itin competition with foreign man- 
ufacturers unless they have thisduty. A portion of it is neces- 
sary, because their raw material is taxed in this country. A 
portion of it is necessary, because their labor costs more in this 
country. A portion of itis necessary, because there are other 
expenses in manufacture which are greater in this country than 
they are abroad. That is the broad principle of protection, and 
I am glad of the opportunity to illustrate by this article how,just 
and sound the doctrine of protection is. 

Then, Mr. President, I am very glad to vote for this duty. 
There are very few opportunities that I shall have to vote for a 
protective duty in this bill, I fear. I wish that they might be 
multiplied. 

Now, one word more in reply to what wassaid by the Senator 
from Texas {[Mr. Miuus]. The point of his argument was, ap- 
pealing to the manufacturers of the country, why dd you not 
share your plunder with your workingmen? Thatargument rests 
upon an assumption, and that is that they are obtaining plunder. 

at is a reiteration of the charge that protection is robbery; 
that it is enabling the few to grow rich at the expense of the 
many. 

I want to say ~— here, and it can not be said too often or 
reiterated too much, the manufacturers of this country, attacked 
as they have been on this floor to-day, called plunderers, called 
robbers, called the favored few, enjoying the Soonty of the Gov- 
ernment, enabled by the Government to make immense profits, 
which they ought to share with their workmen and will not, 
are conducting business in this country to-day for a less profit 
upon the product which they make and handle than any other 
persons engaged in business in the United States. The Senator 
from Massachusetts ag HOoAR]said that the average profit was, 
I think, 44 per cent in Massachusetts. 

Mr. FRYE. Four per cent. 

Mr. PLATT. He said it was 4 per cent in Massachusetts. 
There is not a manufacturer in this country to-day who would 
not thank God and take courage if the Democratic party, instead 
of trying to strike down his business, would guarantee him a 
profit of 4 per cent upon the cost of the goods that he makes. If 
there be an exception to it, it is some manufacturer who is pro- 
ceeding under our patent laws to manufacture patented articles; 
but aside from that, any manufacturer would be glad to be guar- 
anteed even 4 per cent profit upon the amount of the goods which 
he produces. _ Is there any other person engaged in business in 
the United States who will be content with that profit? Will 
the importer be content with that profit? Will the wholesale 
merchant be content with that profit? Will the retail merchant 
be content with that profit? ill the men engaged in railroad 
— in mining, in farming, be content with that 
pro: 

Why then hold up these manufacturers to the charge of rob- 
bery and plunder? I wish to say to those Senators who are do- 
ing it that they are thereby stirring up the hostility, the envy, 
the jealousy of the employé against his employer, when there 
is no reason for it. The anne rests upon no stable foundation, 
and the men who are continually trying to set labor against cap- 
ital by the continual iteration of the charge that manufacturers 
are reaping immense profits which they ought to share with 


their workmen, but which they will not, are taking upon them- 
— a responsibility which I would not wish to take upon my- 
self. 

Mr. President, I know that the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
HARRIs] desires at this hour to make a motion, and I shall not 
further detain the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. I want to call the attention of the Senate, and 
especially the attention of the Senator from Iowa[Mr. ALLISON] 
and the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to the fact 
that the bill being used now at the Clerk’s desk is the print of 
the 20th of March, while I suppose the bill used on the desk of 
every Senator is the printof the 7th of May, which contains the 
amendments proposed, or intended to be proposed, by the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. VEST] and the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. JONES]. It would be a very great convenience to the 
clerks at the desk if the latter print were adopted and used at 
the Clerk's desk, instead of the print of the 20th of March. 

Mr. PLATT. That is not a perfect bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam aware of that, but we can proceed upon 
what we have, and it will be perfect long before we reach the 
point which is not now in print. I ask unanimous consent that 
the clerks may be instructed to use the cree of May 7, because 
the clerks have to write in the print of the 20th of March every 
amendment that is adopted. For that reason, and that reason 
only, I ask the consent of the Senate that the print of the 7th of 
— may be adopted as the text for the use of the clerks at the 

esk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object. I desire to make a remark. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire objects. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the bill is really as the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. JONES] desires it to be, I have no objection to 
the course proposed by the Senator from Tennessee; but if the 
Senator from Arkansas wishes to modify his amendments, I 
think in justice to the Senate they ought to be so modified be- 
fore we agree to take up the bill with the Jones and Vest amend- 
ments, and we should proceed with the House bill and the 
amendments reported from the committee, dealing with their 
amendments in order. 

It seems that as to the pending amendment, which proposes 
75 cents a pound on tannic acid, the Senator from Arkansas has 
already concluded to modify it, making it 60 cents a pound. If 
he has done that because criticism has been made upon his 
amendments from this side of the Chamber, I suggest that it 
might be well to withdraw all the amendments for repairs and 
to resubmit them to the Senate when the Senator is quite sure 
that the amendments which he proposes are the amendments 
which he wants to have voted upon or adopted by the Senate in 
accordance with the principle or principles, such as it is or they 
are, upon which those amendments have been constructed. 
Whenever the Senator is entirely certain what the amendments 
may be, I shall have no objection to those amendments as part 
of the print which the Senate is to consider. 

Mr. HARRIS. IfI had supposed that the suggestion I made 
would lead to debate I certainly should never have made it. I 
simply wanted to simplify the proceeding at the Clerk’s desk; 
that is all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. AsI understand the suggestion of the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee, it is simply that the formof print he names, 
the print of the 7th of May, shall be used instead of some other 
print at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The bill as it came from the House of Rep- 
resentatives of course must be the text of ovr action. 

Mr. HARRIS. Necessarily. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And the amendments offered either by the 
committee or by individual Senators will be proposed to that 
bill. I myself see no objection for the convenience of the clerks 
to complying with the suggestion of the Senator from Ten- 


nessee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
if we are to regard the amendments which have been proposed 
by the Senator from Missouri and the Senator from Arkansasas 
pending amendments? 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are not pending amendments. They 
will have to be offered. 

Mr. HARRIS. Necessarily they are to be offered, and they 
are to be regarded as part of the bill only when the Senate has 
pronounced judgment favorably upon them. 

Mr. CHANDLER. They have been printed, I beg leave to 
say, just the same as the Senate Finance Committee amend- 
ments have been printed. 

Mr. BUTLER. What earthly objection can there be to sub 
stituting the Mter print for the convenience of the clerks? 
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Mr. FRYE. The Senator from New Hampshire has with- 
drawn his objection. Ido not understand anybody objects to it. 
Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from New Hampshire objected. 
Ican not see what difference the print used by the clerks can 


make. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I authorize the Senator from Maine to 
withdraw my objection, if he desires to do so. 
Mr. FRYE. He does so with great pleasure. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The objection is withdrawn. 
Mr. HARRIS. Then is it agreed that the clerks shall use at 
the desk the print of the 7th of May? 
Mr. FRYE. It is. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the request of the Senator from Tennessee is complied with. 
Mr. HARRIS. ThenI have one other request to make, but 
before making it I want to give notice, because I am informed 
that a good many Senators think it oo the Senate will 
roceed to the consideration of the Chinese treaty to-morrow. 
t will not be considered to-morrow. The tariff bill will pro- 


ceed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I understood that to-morrow was set 

— for the consideration of the Chinese treaty at the request 

the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MoRGAN}, the chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. Isheawareof this change 
of sentiment on the part of the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. HARRIS. I am not aware that the Senator from Ala- 
bama has ever given any such notice, and certainly there has 
been no agreement that any such should be ; but I 
wili say to the Senator from Ne that within the last 
thirty minutes I have had a conversation with the Senator from 
Alabama and he quite agrees with me. ; 

Mr. MANDERSON. All right, then. 

Mr. HARRIS. There is no misunderstanding between the 
Senator from Alabama and myself upon that subject. 

Now, I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that here- 
after, and solong as the Senate shall continue to meetat 11 o'clock, 
cs ene hour shall be limited to one hour and shall end at 

o'clock. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I object to that proposition. 

Mr. PLATT. I think we should agree to that. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

-Mr. ns I think we will consider — a, and 
we per come to some agreement about it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. For the present, I object. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will withdraw the request at present, but 
with notice that I shall renew it to-morrow morning. Then I 
want to give notice that if we can not get such an agreement— 
it is y arenewal of notice—at the moment the routine morn- 
ing mo after morning, shall have ended, I shall 
invoke the majority of the Senate, at least I will so move, to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of this bill, whether it be 12 o'clock, 
or eleven and a half o'clock, or whatever hour it may be. 

Mr. ALLISON. If we begin the consideration of the tariff 
bill at 12 o'clock, which I tand to be the Senator's suger 
tion, it will leave us six hours for the consideration of the “ 
Therefore, I hope he will accompany the tion of unani- 
mous consent with another on, that the tat 
least, or for the-near future, he will not press the resolution sub- 
ena by him for the commencement of the daily sessions at 10 
o'clock. : 

Mr. HARRIS. Ifthe Senator will allow me, I started with 
the declaration that so long—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I know, but that might be for only a day. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should hardly stand here asking unanimous 
consent, as I have asked it, if I ex 
insist upon ch aging the hour 
upoa ¢ 
unders ing. 


the Senator from Tennessee because he did not couple with his 

position a statement that he would allow at least the full 
cour Serensening business and the consideration of matters upon 
the Calendar. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the reporter has the notes of what was 
said-—— 

Mr. MANDERSON. Meeting at 11 o’clock and the routine 
morning business ae Soe or. twenty if the Sena- 
tor is then to make his favorite motion that we proceed to 
the consideration of the tariff bill, it is the end of 
upon the Calendar. If he would couple with his request 
unanimous consent the suggestion that he would not, until 
conclusion of the m hour, that istheone hour, ask the 
sideration of the tariff bill, then I would not object; but 


inicrasted, and in which the country is interested thatoould 





to-morrow morning to 
meeting; but I must insist 
hour unless I can get some agreement and 


if it 


Se 
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fet of without objection, and if we could have a half hour 
each morning much of that matter could be disposed of. 

Mr. ALLISON. In view of what the Senator from Nebraska 
states, I suggest to the Senator from Tennessee that we have an 
understand that at 12 o’clock each day the tariff bill shall 
be taken up. That will give a full hour for whatever there is 
to be done in the morning, and will also give notice to _— 
Senator who is otherwise occupied that at 12 o’clock the tari 
bill will be under consideration. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think a fair construction of the language I 
used in the beginning is practically just what the Senator from 
Iowa now suggests. I do not choose to be limited to any par- 
ticular length of time in which I will abide by such an agree- 
ment, if it is ted, but I will be governed by it just so long 
as We are reasonable progress with the bill. 

Now, I will put my request in language that I do not think 
ee can misunderstand. 

ask unanimous consent that for the present, and until other- 
wise ordered, the Senate shall go on meeting at 11 o’clock as 
now; and that it shall proceed at 12 o'clock every day to the 
consideration of the tariff bill and continue that consideration 
without canes until such hour as a majority of the Senate 
may choose to  -<_ 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is right. 

Mr. CULLOM. Until such hour as a majority of the Senate 
may choose to adjourn or go into executive session. 

r. HARRIS. The majority of the Senate will control exec- 


‘utive sessions and adjournments. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I think there will be no objection to the 
suggestion of the Senator from Tennessee. 

r.CULLOM. I think it isa good thing to do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there consent to the _— 
sition made by the Senator from Tennessee? [ ‘ Consent!” | 8 
Chair hears no objection, and that will be the order of the Senate. 

DISTRICT MUNICIPAL CODE. 

Mr. QUAY. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
withdraw the bill I offered this morning to establish a munici- 
pal code for the District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HARRIS. None. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Before putting the question 
the Chair desires to make an announcement. 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. I withdraw the motion for that 
purpose. 

FUNERAL OF REPRESENTATIVE BRATTAN. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair wishes to announce 
that atthe requestof the Senator from California[Mr. PERKS], 
he is to be excused from serving upon tho committee to attend 
the funeral services of Mr. Brattan, late a Representative from 
the State of Maryland, and that the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] will act in his place. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
Th noth aed and the Senate to the 
e on was ; 2 poeessons 

consideration of executive business. After twelve minutes — 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock 
and 12 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Saturday, May 12, 1894, at 11 o’clock a. m. - 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 11, 1894. 
DIRECTOR OF THE GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 
Charles D. Walcott, of Utica, N. Y., to be Director of the 
Geological Survey, vice John W. Powell, resigned. 
POSTMASTERS. 
William P. Huffman, to be postmaster at Hickory, in the 
county of Catawba and State of North Carolina, in the place of 
D. Smith, whose commission expired May 10, 1894. 
John Hollard, to be postmaster oe in the coun 
of St cee, State of Pennsylvania the place of - 
liam C. Ro , Whose expired January 27, 1894. 








CONFIRMATIONS. | 
Bxecutive nominations confirmed dy the Senate May 11, 1894. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND‘ MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
Seneca Haselton, of V to be envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Veneauela. 
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CONSULS. 
Colin C. Manning, of South Carolina, to be consul of the 
United States at Fayal, Azores. 
Edward J. Prickett, of Illinois, to be consul of the United 
States at Kehl. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE MARINE HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


Arthur R. Thomas, of Illinois, to be assistant surgeon in the 
Marine Hospital Service of the United States. 

Henry W. Wickes, of Maryland, to be assistant surgeon in the 
Marine Hospital Service of the United States. 

Hugh S. Cumming, of Virginia, to be assistant surgeon in the 
Marine Hospital Service of the United States. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


Assistant Surg. George B. Young, of Virginia, to be passed 
assistant surgeon in the Marine Hospital Service of the United 
States. 

AssistantSurg. William G. Stimpson, of Maryland, to be — 
assistant surgeon in the Marine Hospital Service of the United 
States. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. (junior grade) Albert N. Wood, to be a lieutenant. 

Ensign Spencer S. Wood, to be a lientenant (junior grade). 

Commander Henry C. Taylor, to be a captain. 

Lieut. Commander Asa Walker, to be a commander. 

Lieut. Commander Morris R. S. Mackenzie, to be.a com- 
mander. 

Lieut. Thomas C. McLean, to be a lieutenant-commander. 

Lieut. William J. Barnette, to be a lieutenant-commander. 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


William H. Herbert, of Ohio, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Sandusky, in the State of Ohio. 

Furnifold M. Simmons, of North Carolina, to be collector of 
internal revenue for the fourth district of North Carolina. 


POSTMASTERS. 


John C. Wise, to be aster at Mankato, in the county of 
Blue Earth and State of Minnesota. 

Moses A. Westcott, to be postmaster at Mayville, in the county 
of Traill and State of North Dakota. 

John C. Steele, to be postmaster at Santa Monica, In the county 
of Los Angeles and State of California. 

John M. Hetfield, to be postmasterat Plainfield, in the county 
of Union and State of New Jersey. 

John P. Flynn, to be postmaster at Salem, in the county of 
Salem and State of New Jersey. 

Lyman R. Carter, to be postmaster at New Hartford, in the 
county of Litchfield and State of Connecticut. 

Lewis M. Moore, to be postmaster at Greenwood, in the county 
of Abbeville and State of South Carolina. 

Joseph 8S. McKenzie, to be postmaster at Florence, in the 
county of Florence and State of South Carolina. 

Elijah Griswold, to be postmaster at Riverhead, in the county 
of Suffolk and State of New York. 

Frank W. Stewart, to be postmaster at New Cumberland, in 
the county of Hancock and State of West Virginia. 

Caroline A. Youngblood, to be postmaster at Chester, in the 
county of Chester and State of South Carolina. ~ 

Charles J. Shannon, to be postmaster at Camden, in the county 
of Kershaw and State of South Carolina. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, May 11, 1894, 


The House met at 120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
SEA WALL, SANDY HOOK, N. J. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of an 
— riation submitted by the Secretary of War for the con- 

on of a sea wall on the north side of Sandy Hook, N. J.: 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


ADMINISTRATOR OF JOHN SMITH, DECEASED. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a copy of the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the case of John Smith, deceased, 
vs. The United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BUILDING AND LOAN- ASSOCIATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following concur- 
rent resolution of the Senate: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 40,000 additional copies, in cloth binding, of the Ninth Annual 
Report of the Commissioner of Labor, relating to building and loan associ- 
ations; 8,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 16,000 copies for the use of the 
House of Representatives, and 16,000 copies for distribution by the Depart- 
ment of Labor 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Spenker, the report 
which this resolution proposes to print is one of the annual re- 
ports of the Commissioner of Labor. The House Committee on 
Printing has reported favorably a House resolution similar to 
this resolution of the Senate. I ask that the Senate resolution 
be now put on its passage. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to conside: 
the resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I have here 
a letter from Hon. Carroll D. Wright, Commissioner of Labor, 
on the subject of this resolution. Without taking time in read 
ing it, I ask thatit be printed in the Recorp in connection 
with the resolution. 

There was no objection. 

The letter is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, Washington, D. C., May 3, 1894 


DEAR Str: [hand you herewith a concurrent resolution providing for the 
printing of 40,000 additional copies of the Ninth Annual Report of this De- 
partment. Ordinarily we have had 35,000 additional copies. I respectfully 
request that of this report (the Ninth) there be printed 40,000 additional 
copies. My reason for this is that the demand for this report is already so 
great that the ordinary edition will not answerit. It is an exceedingly val- 

rt, relating to a modern institution (the building and loan associ- 
ation) which has grown up in the last fifteen years, although it is older than 
that in its origin. These associations now number nearly six thousand, and 
have net assets of nearly five hundred million dollars. The importance of 
the subject, the novelty of the institution, and the great demand for copies 
would seem to warrant the 5,000 extra which the concurrent resolution calls 
for. Lhope the resolution can be adopted at an early day. 


Tam, very respectfully, 
CARROLL D. WRIGHT, 
Commissioner. 

Hon. JAS. D. RICHARDSON. M. C., 

Chairman of the Committee on Printing, House of Representatives. 
The question being taken, the resolution was adopted. 
On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to 

reconsider the last vote was laid on the table. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. BOATNER, by unanimous consent, obtaincd leave of ab- 
sence, for ten days, on account of important business. 


WILLIAM GRAY. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of House bill No. 5500 for the relief of William 


a 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury ts hereby authorized 
and directed to issue to William Gray, late a private in Company D, first 
Regiment of New York (Lincoln) Cavalry, a warrant for the sum of $174.43, 
in full for his claim heretofore allowed by the Treasu Department, and 
for which claim the said Department issued to said William Gray Treasury 
pay-warrant No, 3960, dated September 20, 1865, which warrant was paid on 
a forged indorsement of the name of said claimant without his authority or 
knowledge, and for which he has never received any benefit whatever, and 
to pay said reissued warrant out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I would like the gentleman to give some 
explanation of this bill. 
TheSPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman from Lli- 


nois [Mr. SPRINGER] will be permitted to make a short explana- 


tion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, this bill provides for the re- 
issue of a warrant to a soldier whose claim was allowed, but 
whose warrant was obtained from the Treasury Department by 
another person on a forged order, and the money drawn upon a 
forged indorsement. This bill provides for the of another 
warrant, so that this soldier may get his money. Thisis simply 
a case of the liability of the Government to pay the person who 
was entitled to tha money. 

Mr. COOMBS. Is there any guaranty givenagainst the other 
warrant? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The payment of one of course will be a re- 
ceipt against the other. The party will do that, however, if 
necessary. But the other warrant has been paid, I will state to 
the gentleman. Thero is nothing outstanding now against the 
Government. 

Mr. COOMBS. Paid by the Government? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes. And this bill is to authorize the is- 


sue of a warrant to the rightful person. 

Mr. COOMBS. Then it will have to be paid again by the 
Government? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes. 

Mr. COOMBS. And that makes a double payment? 
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Mr. SPRINGER. Yes. The other was improperly paid. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Has any evidence been taken showing 
that tris man did not fet the other warrant? 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is in the report from the Treasury 
officials a full statement of the facts. 

Mr. STALLINGS. And the evidence shows that the party 
who got the meney was not entitled to it? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Clearly. The Treasury officials report that 
it was paid on a forged order. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection tothe present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and . 

On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid upon the table. 

ZIMRI ELLIOTT, 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. = aker, I now ask considera- 
tion for the bill (H.R. 5659) for the relief of Zimri Elliott, of 
Wilsey, Kans. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the gentleman 
from Kansas asked consent to consider this bill yesterday, at 





which time objection was made. The Chair is informed that. 


~ objection is now withdrawn. The Clerk will report the 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Bett enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay the sum of $1,000, out ot any moneys not 
otherwise appropriated, to Jimi Elliott, of Wilsey Kans., for taking care 
of the late Jacob Grosclose, late of Company K, teenth Iowa Volunteer 
Infantry, who was allowed a pension on the 19th day of January, 1894, az 
certificate numbered 864377, said $1,000 to be in full payment to the sai 
Zimri Elliott for his taking care of and supporting the said Jacob Gros- 
close during the last four years of his life. 

The Committee on War Claims recommend the following 
amendments: 

In line ¢ strike out the words ‘one thousand ” and insert in lieu thereof 
“one hundred and thirty,’ and in line 11 strike out the words “one thou- 
sand '' and insert in lieu thereor ‘‘ one hundred and thirty.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present’tonsidera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. KILGORE, I would like to ask how long this report is? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Not very long. 

Mr. KILGORE. Before asking to have the report read, I 
would like to make an inquiry of the gentleman from Kansas. 
I understand the purpose of this bill is to pay to the beneficiary 
of the bill the money that was due to a deceased soldier? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kensas. Yes; at the date of his death. 

Mr. KILGORE. For caring for the soldier up to the date of 
his death; during his last illness? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Yes, sir; he cared for him for a pe- 
riod of four years. 

Mr. KILGORE. And this money was due to the soldier? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Yes; at the date of his death. 

Mr. KILGORE. Asa pensioner? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Yes, sir; under the new law. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the bill? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let the report be read first. 

The report (by Mr. MAHON) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5659) 


for the relief of Zimri Elliott, respectfully report. 
The evidence in this a Leeowe that Jacob Grosclose, deceased, who was 
fteen a 


a& member o7 th Iowa Volunteer Infan gran 

ion by certificate No. 864377, under act of June 27, 1890, at the rate of $12 
per mae Some September 26, 1892. _ = invalid for the last four 
years no , no income of any kind, was totally dis- 
abled for the ormance of manual , and was in such a condition as 
to need the another for the last two 


constant care and attention 
ears of his life. He died at the house of Zimri 


tention, and they swear that his services are well worth @1,000; a letter from 


the Pension Office shows that the late Jacob Grosclose was on the 19th of 
- Devember 


a nurse for the last four years of his life, 

the said sum of #130 be paid to fe ee een 
with the following amendments: In line 4 strike out ‘one thou 
sand" and insert in lieu thereof “one hundred and thirty;” and in il 
—— “one thousand ” and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘oneh 


Mr. TRACEY. I would like to ask why this money can not 
be collected under existing law? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Because this pension was allowed 
under the new law, and because of the ruling of the Pension Of- 
fice the party is not entitled to reimbursement under that law. 
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I applied at the Department before I introduced the bill, and 
was informed that it could not be paid without this action on 
the part of Congress. 

Mr. TRACEY. And no certificate has been issued? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. The pension certificate was issued 
after the death of the soldier. 

Mr. TRACEY. I have no objection, because [ think this is 
a just claim; but I am inclined to think it could be collected 
through the office. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iwould like toask the gentleman who pre- 
sents the bill whether any relationship existed between these 
parties? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. None whatever. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And, if I understand the amendment cor- 
rectly, you propose torelinquish the claim in the bill for $1,000, 
and accept only that which has been adjudicated under the law 
as due to the soldier at the date of his death? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. That is all. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment the 
bill (H. R. 6110) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Mississippi River at Red Wing, Minn. 

The message also announced that the Senate insisted upon its 
amendment to the House concurrent resolution ‘‘ providing for 
the printing of a special reportof the Chief of the Bureauof Sta- 
tistics of the Treasury Department on the imports for consump- 
tion and the domestic exports for the years 1884 to 1894,” disa- 
greed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed to the 
conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and hadappointed Mr. GORMAN, Mr. RAN- 
as and Mr. MANDERSON as the conferees on the part of the 

nate. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed 
the following resolutions: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep regret of the death of the 
Hon. Robert F. Brattan, late a Representative of the State of Maryland. 

Resolved, That the Senate concur in the resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives ——- for the a of ajoint committee to attend the 

deceased at his late residence in the State of Maryland, and 
of the Senate, consisting of five Senators, 
be appointed by the Presiding Officer. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives, and that he be further directed to send a duly attested 
copy of the same to the family of the deceased. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

And that in compliance with the foregoing resolution the 
Presiding Officer had appointed the following Senators as the 
committee on the part of the Senate: Mr. GIBSON, Mr. PAL- 


MER, Mr. GRAY, Mr. PERKINS, and Mr. DUBOIS. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill 
H. R. 6110) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
ississippi River at Red Wing, Minn.; when the Speaker signed 
the same. 
LOUIS PELHAM. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 1589) for 
the relief of Louis Pelham. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I ask to have the report read. 

Mr. COOMBS. Reserving the right to object, let the report 


be read. 
TheSPEAKER. Subject to objection, the ~ will be read. 
The report (by Mr. MCNAGNY) was read, as follows: 
ted to'the Fifty- a Co d 
mate ia regard toe by tho Commatice'on War Camis on thodotn of Decor 
ber, 1892. the examination by your committee has led them substantially 
to the same results with those arrivei at by the committee of 1892, they do 
not think it necessary to recapitulate the facts or restate the conclusions 
ed, but refer to that report, and herewith annex a copy for informa- 
tion and for incorporation herein. 
Your committee recommended that the bill referred to them do pass. 
Mr. REED. That report does not give the slightest informa- 
tion in the world. - 
Mr. DINGLEY. Let the original report be read. 
Mr. REED. The original report ought to be read. 
aod LOUD. This is private bill day, and I call for the regu 
er. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. Loup] 

calls for the regular order, which is the call of committees for 

reports. . 
The committees were called for reports. 


AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT STATIONS IN ALASKA. 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska, from the Committee on Agricul- 
ture, reported a bill (H. R. 7056) as a substitute for the bill H. 
R. 6449 and 5981 to establish and maintain agricultural experi- 
ment stations in Alaska. 

The bills H. R. 6449 and H. R. 5981 were ordered to lie on 
the table, and the bill H. R. 7056 was, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed and referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


COMMERCIAL RELATIONS WITH MEXICO. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky, from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, reported a resolution requesting the Secretary of 
State to communicate to the House of Representatives copies of 
all correspondence between the Government of the United States 
and the Republic of Mexico — the subject of reciprocal com- 
mercial relations, and the abolition of the Zona Libre in Mexico; 
which, with the accompanying report, was ordered to be printed 
and referred to the House Calendar. 


NAVAL MILITIA. 


Mr. TYLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
a bill (H. R. 4979) to promote the efficiency of the naval militia; 
which, with the accompanying report, was ordered to be printed 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 


ALLEYS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, reported a bill (H. R. 7054) as a substitute 
for the bill H. R. 3295, to open, widen, and extend existing al- 
leys in the District of Columbia. 

he bill H. R. 3295 was ordered to lie on the table, and the bill 
H. R. 7054, with the accompanying report, was ordered to be 
printed and referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 


DATE OF THE MEETING OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. CRAIN, from the Committee on the Election of President, 
Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress, reported a 
bill (H. R. 6938) to appoint the first Tuesday after the fourth day of 
March as the day for the first annual meeting of Congress, and 
the first Monday after the first day of January as the day for the 
second annual meeting, which, with the accompanying report, 
was ordered to be printed and referred to the House Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker,on April 26 the 
bill (H. R. 6853) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate 
the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” approved February 
20, 1889, was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. I 
am directed by that committee to report the bill back and ask 
that the Committee on Foreign Affairs be discharged from its 
further consideration and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is under the impression that an 
order has been made heretofore, on the motionof the gentleman 
from Washington, discharging the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs from the consideration of this bill and referring it to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I have no notice of that or- 
der. The bill was sent to our committee only a few days ago. 
This is the second bill on that subject which has been sent to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the order ———— by 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. MCCREARY] will made. 

There was no objection. 


SECTION 220, REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. DOCKERY introduced a bill (H. R. 7057) to repeal section 
229 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, ordered to be 
— and referred to the joint commission investigating the 

ecutive Departments. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. ENLOE, for the remainder of this day. 
To Mr. MCKEIGHAN, for two days, on account of sickness. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LOUD. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The penticanan will state it. 
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Mr. LOUD. I would like to inquire if it would be in order to 
move to go into Committee of the Whole for the consideration 
of bills on the Private Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. LOUD. Iwill make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California moves that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Pending that, I move that the House go 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of general appropriation bills. 

The SPEAKER. That can be done if this motion is voted 
down; but this being Friday, the day on which the motion to 
go into Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar can 
be made, the question will be taken on that first. 

Mr, COX, Mr. Speaker, in regard to going into Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar, I desire to say that the 
chairman of the Committee on War Claims, who has charge of 
the claims principally considered in Committee of the Whole, is 
not present. 

The SPEAKER. 
mous consent. 

Mr. COX. I wanted to make that statement. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from California, to go into Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. LOUD. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 59, noes 109. 

So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, for 
the consideration of general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. RICHARDSON of 
Tennessee in the chair. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, for the purpose of considering 
general appropriation bills, and the Clerk will report the pend- 
ing bill. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6748) maiieg spereusiations for the Naval service for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire how 
much time is left? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is informed that there remains 

to the majority side of the House two hours and forty-seven 
minutes, and to the minority side one hour and fourteen min- 
utes. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, the workof rebuilding the 
American Navy, which was devised and begun by President 
Arthur and Secretary Chandler in 1882-’83, is now practically 
abandoned under President Cleveland and Secretary Herbert 
in 1894. This isa terse but accurate statement of the facts as 
they present themselves to-day. ButI desire in the outset to 
express my cordial conviction that the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs would greatly have preferred present- 
ing a measure to this House which should have responded. in an 
adequate degree to the demand of the people of the United 
States for a continuance of this great work of building up the 
marine defenses of our country. I also freely concede my belief 
that the majority of my associates upon the Committee on Naval 
Affairs would have preferred to present a measure that would 
have made provision for carrying forward this great naval en- 
terprise by authorizing the construction of some additional 
ships of war. 

I will go so far as to say that I have no doubt that if the pres- 
ent chairman of the committee, the gentleman from New York 

Mr. CUMMINGS], and his colleagues had been fortified with the 

nowledge that such a measure as they should prepare would 
have been acted upon bya Republican House of Representatives 
we should have had in this bill a liberal provision for carrying 
on the work of building up the American Navy. The whole 
truth of the situation is that we have reached at last the point 
to which my prophecies have led in the years past—that when 
the Democratic party obtained full control of the question as to 
whether the rebuilding of the Navy should go on or be stopped, 
it would prove a melancholy time for the new Navy. I suppose, 
Mr. Chairman, that‘no question connected with our public af- 
fairs has been the subject of more false pretense and misunder- 
standing than this matter of carrying on the rebuilding of the 
Navy of the United States. 








No debate can be allowed except by unani- 
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Now, I would have no objection whatever to giving the Dem- 
ocratie party credit for friendliness to the Navy, if they would 
exhibit itina practical way. Asamatter offact, the . are 
always ready not only to give the Democratic party full credit 
for all it deserves, but to give it undue credit for anything it 
does in the line of progress or liberality. It is notoriously true 
that the slightest concession to progressive policy by the Dem- 
ocratic party receives from the gereral public more recognition 
and laudation than years of liberal championship and legislation 
by the Republican party. 

The truth is that the people of this country have so long been 
aecustomed to look to the Republican organization to assume 
responsibility, to make requisite provision for great public en- 


terprises and to foster great public interests—they have been so - 


long in the habit of expecting the Democratic party to act as a 
clog upon progress and as a brake upon all national advance- 
ment, that whenever the Democracy, by inadvertence or by 
reason of circumstances over which it has no control, contributes 
in the slightest degree toanything that seems for the advantage 
of the country, it is looked upon as a providential dispensation 
and the thanksgivings find voice on sides of the litical 
line that the Democratic party has at last taken even a limping 
step forward. [Laughter.} 
ow, if we were to creditthe Democratic press of thiscountry 

along our commercial seaboard we should be constrained to be- 
lieve that the new American Navy, which is now bearing our 
flag and honoring not only the patriotism but the scientific and 
mechanical genius and industrial capabilities of our country, is 
a gift that has come down to us from the liberal disposition and 
the wise and patriotic forethought of the Democratic party. 
Such impression as has thus been created is the result of studi- 
ous and persistent efforts of the Democrats to becloud this issue 
and deceive the people. Asamatterof fact, within my recollec- 
tion the Democratic party, in its dealings with every great public 
question, has been an organized and more or less matic 
en fraud {laughter|,and nowhere more so than in its rela- 

jon to this question of the Navy. L[imagine that quiteanumber 
of my friends on the other side may sincerely believe that Presi- 
dent Cleveland and Secretary Whitney invented and launched 
the new American Navy. I give them credit for candor, and if 
their utterances are candid some of them indulge in that belief. 
But what is the fact? 

The germ of the new American Navy is tobe found inastatute 
of the United States passed upon the recommendation of Seere- 
tary William E. Chandler, providing that in the preservation 
of the then wooden ships of the Navy, no vessel should be re- 
paired upon which the cost of work required would exceed 20 per 
centof the value of the vessel. That was the initial toward 
the abandonment of our obsolete type of war shipsand the build- 
ing of a new steel navy. It was t oo ee @ new era in 
our naval construction. It was the wise forethought of Secre- 
tary Chandler and the brilliant and skilled corps of naval offi- 
cers whom fhe called to his counsels, that boldly grappled with 
the problem of revolutionizing our naval construction by pro- 
viding for getting rid of the old wooden ships whose repair and 
maintenance had me acostly burdenand publicreproach, and 
inaugurating the change from wooden vessels of the broadside 
type to the modern ships of steel, with the high-power arma- 
ments and improved appliances. 

The actual Sngiualag of the new American Navy was made 
before President Cleveland was thought of asa dential 


possibility, when, by the act of March 3, 1883,a Republican Con- | 


ress appropriated $1,300,000 to begin the construction of the 
0, Boston, Atlanta, and phin, which were the first 
four vessels of the new Navy. When President Cleveland came 
into office and Secretary itney took up the administration 
of the Nayy De ent, those vessels were under contract and 
well advanced in construction; but it was the policy from the 
beginning for the Democratic Administration to set up a false 
pretense in regard to this matter of the rebuilding of the Navy, 
and so the very first message of President Cleveland 
the successful beginning that had been made and alluded to the 
Navyas having become merely ‘‘a shabby ornament to the Gov- 


No credit was awarded for the boldness and foresight with 
which the new advance had been undertaken; and so persistent 
was the determination to ignore what the 
teation had done in this regard, that when the vessels author- 
ized oh be ee under eee "ne we under 
con t, several years after the vessels i 
partment numbered the first of the Tntter aa" Cruiser iN. i,” 

ing the fact that we had at that time nearly com- 

r vessels which were far in advance of anything ever 

‘ore undertaken on this continent. “Cruiser No. 1” was the 

title applied to the first vessel authorized under Se Whit 
ney’s istration, and that was done for the 








fying the inauguration of the new naval policy with the Admin- 
istration of President Cleveland. 

_A few years later, after the attempt of Secretary Whitney to 
discredit the ships that had been authorized by the reendiing 
Administration had failed; after the assault upon the honor and 
credit and acity and fidelity of the greatest of American 
shipbuilders, John Roach, had succeeded so far as to drive him 
into bankruptcy and into a premature grave, the vessels built by 
him having more than vindicated themselves and the trust re- 
posed in him by the Secretary of the Navy and the people of 
the United States—a few years later, I say, when those vessels 
which Secretary Whitney had sought to ignore and to discredit, 
but which to-day are recognized as four of the finest ships of 
our fleet—when they were completed,in the latter part of See- 
retary Whitney’s administration, and finally there were assem- 
bled in New York Harbor fiveships, the first steel vessels of the 
American Navy,the harbinger of this new dispensation of naval 
prowess and prestige, and when the attention of the whole coun- 
try was concentrated upon that new manifestation of American 
capacity, the newspapers almost with one accord—for this in- 
fection of accepting Democratic pretenses seems almost impos- 
sible of resistance by the American press—the newspapers from 
one end of the country to the other teemed with illustrations of 
those beautiful vessels, and at the top of the columns could be 
read the displayed announcement of the dress parade of ‘‘ Sec- 
retary Whitney’s White Squadron.” 

‘And of what did that white squadronconsist? The four prin- 
cipal vessels of which it was com were the Chicago, the At- 
lanta, the Boston, and the Dolphin, and the solitary contribu- 
tion of the Demecratie Administration was the single gunboat 
Yorktown. 

I have not time to recall the details of the shameful efforts of 
the Whitney administration to destroy the reputation of those 
noble ships which have been in the ports of the two 
hemispheres—one of them, the Chicago, as the chosen flag ship 


| of the whitesquadron, and the much maligned butstaunch 


and beautiful Dolphin, winning the admiration of the visiting 
fleets of the world as she bore President Cleveland through the 
columns of the great naval review. 

The attempt of Secretary Whitney to discredit that vessel on 
the charge of ‘‘ structural weakness” seems almost ineredible 
to-day, when we recognize in the Dolphin a vessel that steamed 
around the world ona continuous cruise, and at the end of her 
voyage was declared by so thorough a seaman as Admiral Jouett 
—— order to sail at once on a similar voyage around the 
globe. 

And her three consorts, the Chicago, Boston, and Atlanta, al- 
though builtas the first experiments of designs by our naval 
officers and constructed by our ship and engine builders, are 
to-day among the best ships of our modern fleet, and lacking 
only in the high speed that has been rendered attainable since 
their construction by the radical discoveries in connection with 
the triple and quadruple expansion engines. 

I refer to these things, Mr. Chairman, simply to recall the fa- 
cility with which the Democratic party through its organized 
claque of the press, unequaled in any country or in political his- 
tory anywhere, has been able to create false impressions in the 
minds of the American people. But as I have shown, we find 
the origin of our new Navy antedating the advent of the Dem- 
ocratic party. 

The next ee for ships—aside from $1,000,000 also a 
riated by the Republican Congress March 3, 1883, for machinery 
or the double-turreted monitors—was made at the close of the 
second session of the Forty-eighth Congress; and Idesire to = 
eredit to my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from 
Maryland[Mr. TALBOTT], for having secured that cere 
Yet I must say, Mr. Chairman, that dur the ao 
Congress, in w ich I was a member of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, which was a peomoipaliy distinguished by doing nothing 
whatever with naval matters except in some personal legisla- 
tion, it was not only understood but was openly, ‘publicly, and 
continuously declared that the Democratic House resenta- 
tives would not 2 wegen one dollar to enable retary 
Chandler to goon e work of building ships for the Navy. 
Not onedollar—that was the edict. And it was not placed upon 
the ground of hostility to the Navy; but itwas put squarely upon 
the ground of Democratic partisan determination not one 
dollar should be furnishéd to enable a Republican Administration 
Now, 8 ay at theclose of that Forty-eighth Co 

ow, as I say, at y-e Ingress, just 
tne oft the gentleman from arytona ie “ sours of the 

e offices, the 8 
session, eatled up @ law that had passed in the Forty- 

r 


seventh authorizing certain iations; and under 
that we ran h an appropriation 895,000, I think it was. 
Mr. T of Maryland. The gentleman is correct. 











Mr. BOUTELLE. And under that the Democratic Adminis- 
tration was enabled to proceed. Now, when Mr. Whitney came 
im to sueceed Mr. Chandler, he: found four modern ships under 
construction; and he found this appropriation teenable him: to go 
on and contract for some additional shi And what course did 
he pursue? It seems almost ssible to believe what took 
place: when we turn back and loek at the history of that period. 

The initial policy of the Demoeratic Administration had two 
phases. One was to assail, break down, and ruin the greatest of 
American shipbuilders; to disered it and destroy the American 
efforts to build our own ships; and the other phase of its policy 
was to send to England to buy plans and to insist upon building 
English ships upen English designs and largely from English 
materials. That was the policy. Under that policy Secretary 
Whitney purchased designs from abroad, and we built in this 
country vessels that, piece by piece and rivet for rivet, were the 
abselute duplicates of ships that had been built in England sev- 
eral years before. And notwithstanding the = of myself 
and others to the Secretary to at least take a Yankee’s jack knife 
and. whittle off a Space here and there—enough to Americanize 
these vessels and to avoid. surrendering the prestige we had 
maintained from the earliest history of the American colonies 
as leading in everything connected with the design and con- 
struction of ships, and imspite of the eagerness of our accom- 
plished corps of constructors and engineers to show the world 
what we could do, we had the humiliation of copying several 
vessels directly from the models of ships that had een built.in 
England years before. 

Now, what was the next step of the Democratic Congress? I 
very well remember when Congress assembled in December, 
1985. In the early days of that sessiom quite a distinguished 

¢hering of officersof the Armyand Navy washeld herein Wash- 

gton, at which the question of the Navy came up, and I was 
asked to say something about it. I said [ could not tell what 
would be the policy of the dominant party in the House of Repre- 
sentatives: but I would say one thing with absolute confidence, 
although i had consulted with noone-of my en associates— 
that.whereas the Demoeratic House precedi 
dollar towards building new ships for’ the Navy because we 
had: a Republican President and ublican Secretary, I 
guaranteed. with undoubting faith that the Republican vote of 
the new Houseof Representatives, with the full knowledge that 
a Democratic President and a Demoeratic Seeretary would claim 
a monopoly of the credit, would not emulate the bad example of 
their pr .but.thatve would befound ready to vote the 
largest and most liberal appropriations to enable this work to 


be carried forward. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will the gentleman give me some in- 
formation? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If my time will be extended I will be glad 
to listen to anyone who may desire to ask me questions. 

Mr: LIVINGSTON. I wish to ask a question purely for in- 


formation. 

Mr. BOUTELLE.. What is it? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It appears that of twelve armored ves- 
sels we have only threein service to-day. Of unarmored vessels 
we have 3 gunboats building, 19 ordered, the number in service, 
19; the:total,.41. Now, I ask the gentleman this question: As 
the ublicam party has had control of this Navy ever since 
1861, why is it that we have only 3 vessels of the first class 
im service, and only 19 of the second class. 

R ui. The gentleman from Georgia is bright 
enough to understand that I could make a “ mighty interest- 
ing ” answer to that question. But I am not now discussing the 
Navy from 1861 to 1865, because that would involve a very wide 


eld. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I discover another fact; somebody hag 
allowed sixty-four vessels to go out of use. In this list which I 
have there are sixty-four vessels reported as not serviceable at 
all. It would seem that somebody has been very derelict. 

Mr. BOUTELLE.. Why, Mr. C an, it can not be possible 
that even the gentleman from Georgia, Democrat tho is— 
it can not be possible after the picture [ have drawn of the lag- 

of the Democratic party at the present , that the 
gentleman from Georgia is thirty years behind the Democratic 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. 'Thatisno answer to my question, how- 


ever. 
Mr, BOUTELLE. The gentleman seems to ignore the fact 
that the building of wooden ships for war purposes has become 


o 
Mr.LIVINGSTON. Then let the gentleman answer the other 
ee only these of these first-class vessels 
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Mr. BOUTELLE. If the gentleman refers to the heavily 
armored vessels, answer that those vessels require much more 
time for construction than the lighter-built cruisers, and that 
there have been inevitable delays in producing the great armor 
forgings in this country. 

Gut l am talking about whois responsible for the fault, or 
who is entitled to the credit for the present condition of the 
Navy as it exists to-day. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is just what I wanted to get at. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And for the purpose of my present discus- 
sion I have no particular controversy with gentlemen like my 
friend from Georgia, who seems to contend that not enough has 
been done. I am combating with those gentlemen who say 
that a great deal has been done by the ‘‘ glorious, patriotic Dem- 
ocratic party ’ in regard to building up the Navy. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, at the first session of the first Congress 
after Mr. Cleveland came into power, what was done? We had 
a meeting of the committee, and a bill was brought in for the 
building of some new ships. All the newspapers of the coun- 
try, the Democratic newspapers, were filled with it, and Demo- 
cratic orators along the seaboard waxed eloquent over what the 
Democratic party was going to do in building up the Navy, 
whieh had been so sadly neglected, according to their state- 
ments, by the Republicans. . 

A bill was formulated at the Navy Department which carried 
an appropriation of 96,425,000 for the construction of new ships. 
It was put through the Committee on Naval Affairs with no op- 
position en the part of the Republicans except as to some de- 
tails, and was placed on the Calendar of the House. 

The newspapers of the eountry were copiously informed of 
what had been done, and the intelligence was widely dissemi- 
nated that at last. the Democratic party had come to its own, 
that now we were going to have a new Navy, and that they had 
started with an appropriation of over $6,000,000, as the first in- 
stalment of Demoeratic zeal. Then the bill was. left peacefully 
resting on the Calendar as the session went onand on. Butthe 
appropriation bills rolled up and up; the capacious maw of the 
Mississippi River and similar ‘“‘ improvements” swallowed more 
and more, until finally a tripartite steering committee of Demo- 
eratie leaders. took possession of the business of the House, and 
the fiat went forth that the naval bill must be cut squarely in 
two. Soone day the chairman of that committee came into the 
committee room and quietly said it was obvious that the House 
had got into an economical mood, and that we could not prob- 
ably carry through so heavy an appropriation. 

I toolk exception to that statement, and wanted it to be ap- 
plied solely to the Demoeratic side of the House. I insisted 
that the Republican side would cordially support the full ap- 
propriation, and that after the Democrats had claimed credit 
throughout the country for their vaunted liberality it would be 
bad faith to cut the bill down to make a show of economy. But 
my protest and those of my Republican colleagues on the com- 
mittee were unheeded, and the De:nocratic eommittce adopted 
a substitate carrying but $3,500,000. 

And one day in July, 1886, witmessed the very anomalous spec- 
taele on this floor—one that [ have never seen repeated—of the 
chairman of a committee that had reported a bill carrying more 
than $6,000,000 of appropriation rising in his place and moving 
to substitute in its stead one that cut down that appropriation 
one-half, while as therepresentativeof the Republican minority 
I advocated the passage of the committee's original bill, carry- 
ing the larger amount. So that the first legislative discussion 
that occurred here under the Cleveland Administration was a 
debate led on the Democratic side by the present Seeretary of 
the Navy, then chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
demanding that his. bill be cut down to one-half of the appro- 
priation it originally contained, and opposed by myself and 
others on this side, who demanded that the Democratic party 
redeem its pledges and appropriate the full amount. 

We made a short fight for the original bill, but the reduction 
was advocated by the leading Demoerats, and on a yen-and-nay 
vote, July 24, 1886, the first bill reported under the Cleveland 
Administration for the increase of the Navy was cut down one- 
half, by a vote of 118 to 103, the votes in favor of the reduction 
being given by 116 Democrats and 2 Republicans, while 99 Re- 

cans and 14 Demoerats voted with me in favor of the orig- 

bill. The Democratic House thus sueceeded in defeating 

me by defeating their own bill, at the same time cutting down 
oa for the Navy from over six millions to three 


their 
and a ns of dollars. That was the first experience we 


had of Demoeratic policy in the House with reference to the 
Navy under the Cleveland Administration. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. What Congress was that? 
Mr. BOUTELLE. In the Forty-ninth Congress—the first 
under President Cleveland's Administration. 
There are other features of that legislation which ought to be 
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of interest to the American people. The bill to which I refer 
was prepared atthe Navy Department. It was intended to form- 
ulate in every detail and outline the Democratic plan and pol- 
icy concerning the Navy, and in that bill there were two or three 

culiar features. One wasa = for the purchase of fully 
constructed marine engines abroad—a remarkable proposition 
but one that was defended in the committee by distinguishe 
representatives of the Democratic party, who boldly took the 
ground that we had so long been out of practice in the construc- 
tion of ail the powerful machinery that was necessary for this 
purpose that it was impossible to build marine engines in this 
country suitable for a modern cruiser. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. If the gentleman will allow me 
to interrupt him, I did not hear what Congress that was in. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. In the Forty-ninth Congress. The first 
session under Mr. Cleveland in 1886. 

I do not know that I should hesitate to name the distinguished 
gentleman from New York, Mr. Hewitt, as one who took that 
ground Sone: and 80 far as personal relations to the matter 
were concerned he had a decided advantage over most of his 
colleagues in the fact that he was engaged and familiar with 
manufactures of iron and steel. 

It was argued that we could not make that machinery here, 
that it would take years to domesticate the tools and machines 
of precision that would be ees to build one of these high- 
power marine engines. I did not believe it. I was not a ma- 
chinist, I was not an engineer—— 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But you were an American. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But I knew something about the capacit 
of the American people. I could see no reason why we coul 
not produce in this country, whatever could be produced in 
any other country if we had the time, the material, and the 
opportunity; and I opposed the provision. In this I was aided 
by a few Democrats on the committee and by all the Republi- 
cans on the committee, but we were unable to defeat it until, 
after the newspapers had thoroughly ventilated the un-Amer- 
rican proposition, the Secretary of the Navy, himself, wrote 
a letter to the committee, in which he said that on the whole he 
thought it would not be advisable to adopt this provision. His 
faith in American capacity had grown like the mustered seed, 
and he wrote to the committee that if that provision were put in 
the bill he probably should not avail himself of it, and we 
dropped it out. 

That was one of the first tentative efforts of the Democratic 
party to carry out its line of policy in regard to the Navy. 

What was the outcome? In that bill wereauthorized the Bal- 
timoreand asister ship, for both of which contracts were awarded 
to the famous house of William on & Sons, of Philadelphia. 
The Baltimore, constructed on English designs for engines and 
hull, was made by the American builders to develop a greater 

wer and speed than the English designs had called for. And 

fore that ship was half completed these same American ship 
and engine builders came to Washington and told the Secretary of 
the Navy that if theirown engineer could be permitted to make 
certain American modifications in that machinery, they believed 
they could get more a on less Noe a The permission was 
granted to them, and before the Baltimore was completed the 
engines of the Philadelphia were begun upon plans modified and 
improved by American engineers, and they develo more 
power than the English engines with 120 tons less weight. 

Now, I need notcarry forward the history of that line of experi- 
meniand that line of policy. What would anybody think to-da 
of a gentleman who should rise on this floor and offeran amend- 
ment to this arcs bill providing for the purchase of 
marine engines a , on the ground that we could not build an 
engine of the highest — of power and speed in this country? 

h, Mr. Chairman, the defeat of the Democratic party in that 
initial feature of its programme has been bearing constant and 
splendid fruit. No longer do we hear these doubtful and lugu- 
brious expressions; but instead, to-day any American trave 
in oo part of the world, when he hears an allusion made to the 
naval vessels of the world, can stand a little more erect and feel 
a little more pride in the knowledge that the American Navy 
to-day has afloat the most powerful and perfect armored cruiser 

the New York) and the fastest steam tee ee (the Columbia) 

n the world. fee! We have again set the pace. We 

have taken our old position at the head of the pee And 

while our Navy is not the largest, yet in quality and speed the 
t. 


American flag again leads all the res 

There was another line of policy foreshadowed in that first 
Democratic bill. It was formulated in a provision that the 
Secretary of the Navy, in obtaining the armor required for plat- 
ing the five monitors and for the armored vessels authorized 
could contract for armor ‘‘ of domestic manufacture ” if he 


obtain it in this country ‘in a reasonable time and at a reason- 
able price,” which meant, of course, a comparison with the 
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facility and cost of continuing the purchase of those materials 
abroad 


I took issue with that asan American. I took issue with it 
as an American Congressman. I took issue with it as one havy- 
ing pride in the capabilities of my own people, and an interest 
in the building up of the great institutions of my own country. 
And, Mr. Chairman, whatever may happen to me in the vicis- 
situdes of time, there will always be one thing to which I will 
turn with a feeling of satisfaction and pride. It is, that when 
that question was raised in Congress, that great issue between fos- 
tering American independence and riveting upon us the bonds 
of our dependence upon foreign nations, I took the ground per- 
sistently and earnestly in favor of oe country from de- 

ndence upon any other nation on the globe, in all that entered 

nto the elements of our national defense and yational welfare. 
[Applones.} 

e debated gowd  ovpicere in this House, and in the course 
of that debate I made this statement, which Tam glad to repeat 
here to-day: 

My object in offering this amendment has been to encourage if possible 
whatI as one of the primarily important features of thereéstablish- 
ment and maintenance of a navy; and that is the establishment in this 
country of the machinery, the plant, and the hammers that are necessary 
to furnish the material out of which the Navy can be constructed. The 
establishment of a navy for a nation like ours is not accomplished when we 
have simply obtained ships. We want to have the ability here to construct 
ships. t is infinitely of more importance than the question whether we 
shall have a few ships at this time. 

Iam told by manufacturers that the only difficulty in the way of manu- 
facturing this armor is as to the size of the hammer and the weight of cer- 
tain machinery, which is too expensive to be put up in this country unless 
there is some encouragement that there would be use for it. These immense 
masses of iron and steel are not used in business operations in civil life. 
They are only used in the military operations of the Government. I want 
the Government of the United States to offer an inducement and encourage- 
ment for setting up such a plant. 


And on that line, Mr. Chairman, I want to say that if I could 
have presented to me the alternative that at the end of ten 
years the United States shou!d be in possession of twenty first- 
class ships of war, equal in all respects to those of any navy in 
the world, but that we should be dependent upon foreign na- 
tions for any substantial ‘or essential portion of the material of 
construction or equipment of those ships; and, on the other hand 
at the end of ten years we should not have one modern nay 
ship afloat bearing our flag, but that we should have upon our 
own soil, under our own flag, subject to our own laws, safe within 
our own protection, even one great establishment capable of 
producing every element that enters into the construction of a 
ship of war from her keelson to her truck, from the engines in 
her hull to the guns in her batteries, I would take the latter al- 
ternative, as an American patriot, without hesitation! [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. Chairman, we discussed that question here. I succeeded 
in getting an amendment adopted in the Committee of the Whole, 
by 101 to 67, uiring that the material should be of ‘‘ domestic 
manufacture;” but when the bill came back into the House the 
Democrats rallied their forces, the old conservatism of the. De- 
mocracy reasserted itself, and they beat me and my amendment 
by 111 to 103. But the matter did not end there. We had pre- 
clpitated that question into the great forum of public discussion, 
and when that bill reached the Senate—a Republican Senate— 
and came under consideration there, this subject was considered 
in its entirety; and the result, without going into details—the 
final outcome was the emanation from the joint committee of an 
enactment authorizing the Secretary of War and the Secretary 
of the Navy to unite in asking proposals for $10,000,000 worth of 
the heavy armor forgings and gun re that were needed 
for our coast defense and our es if American citizens could 
be found who would go forward and give guaranty for producing 
these within a certain time. 

The result of that action was that almost as if by the wand of 
a ician, with a rapidity of response to the public demand 
that is the marvel of our times, within a few years we found 
built up, as if ina night, upon American soil, not one, but two 
or three great establishments thatnow can furnish every article 
that enters into the construction of our American ships of war. 
And as the fruit of that contest, begun in the little committee 
room in the corner of this wing of the Capitol, continued ear- 
nestly hy ae this floor by and some of my colleagues, and 
carried forward to success by the codperation of wise statesman- 
ship at the other end of the Capitol, we are to-day, not in the 
position of abject inability to producea single ton of armor, not in 
the position of being obliged to go abroad as Secretary eet 
provided in the bill drafted in the Department that we shoul 

abroad to purchase our shafting and steel a and gun- 
orgings, and all the other important and ponderous materials 
that enter into the construction of a ship of ‘war for the defense 
of our great seacoast; but to-day and for three, four, or five 
years back, we have had upon our own soil the most complete, 
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‘the best-equipped, and the most powerful steel-forging plants on 
thefaceof the globe. [Applauseon the Republican side.| Ihave 
before stated this fact in the House, that while we were looking 
for years to Whitworths in England, to Creusot in France, and 
to Kruppat Essen, as monopolizing the ponderous machinery with 
which we could expect for years to compete, we can now go to 
Bethlehem in half a day and watch the blows of a mighty ham- 
mer that strikes with an impact far beyond that of the heaviest 
forge in Europe. ‘ 

Coincident with that we have kept on developing the quality 
of steel forging as well as the capacity to produce it; and now 
the American manufacturers are able to produce—and this fact 
is not affected in the slighest degree by any question of mal- 
feasance now being investigated in regard to material furnished 
the Government by certain contractors—but it is an acknowl- 
edged fact by all the experts in the world that Americans can 
ont do produce the heaviestand the most impenetrable armor of 
any people in the world. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

So, Mr. Chairman, we find that for the great progress that 
has been made in the building up of the American Navy, for 
the important advance that we celebrate in the rehabilitation 
of our naval power, we are indebted to the defeat of the Demo- 
cratic party on the very lines of policy which they started to 
carry out. [Applause on the Republican side.] Everything 
which makes us proud to-day of the American Navy is due to its 
Republican origin. [Applause on the Republican side.] And I 
want to say that there is not the slightest tinge of partisan mis- 
representation in all this. ’ 

speak by the book, and if time permitted, and it were neces- 
sary, [ could prove by the citation of the figures that no con- 
tested proposition in regard to a up our modern Navy, 
in regard to making broader and more liberal provision for the 
new Navy, has ever been carried in Congress except by os 
lican votes—-never. [Renewed applause on the Republican side. ] 
There is not a yea-and-nay roll call in the records of Congress 
from the time when I first took aseat here until to-day uponany 
question vitally affecting liberal provision for the American 
Navy which, if Democratic votes alone were counted, would not 
have voted the Navy down. There is not a single contested 
case in which the provisions required for carrying on the work 
have not been absolutely dependent upon Republican votes. 
[Applause on the Republican side. } 

Well the Republicans of the committee and the Republicans 
of the House went on striving continuously for the most liberal 
appropriations, and for the most careful provisions to American- 
ize the Navy of the United States, and | am glad as an Ameri- 
can citizen that we have so long since drifted out of the fog of 
the old Democratic policy, that we have got so far away from 
that Democratic nightmare of foreign dependence, that to-day 
a man would be laughed toscorn, I think,even on the Democratic 
side of this House, who would get up here and make a proposi- 
tion to send over to England or to Germany or to France to buy 
the designs or the materials with which to build or to arm an 
American ship. pees on the Republican side. ] 

I have adverted thus briefly to the origin of our new Navy. 
When we had built the Chicago, the Atlanta, the Boston, and 
the Dolphin, we had demonstrated the capacity of the American 
people to build a navy on the new lines required by modern de- 
velopment and invention, and from that time until now we have 
gone on adding to the demonstration and the glorification of 
American capacity and American — Is there a man who 
does not feel proud to think that the cruiser New York is the 
finest and most powerful vessel of her class that floats the ocean? 

Is there any American citizen who does not feel proud and 
glad to know that the Columbia, which so gracefully bears the 
name of our country, has been the pioneer in a new develop- 
ment of the steam navigation of the world and that her peerless 

is a trophy of the scientific skill of our own naval Bureau 
of Steam Engineering? Why, to-day when we launch a ship and 
put the United States ensign and the ‘‘Union Jack” of the Ameri- 
can Navy at her masthead we know that she isan American 
ship; we feel that she represents not only the brawn and muscle, 
but the genius and spirit of the American people, and wherever 
she goes she carries a demonstration of that leadership in every 
line of great industrial which the American people 
have won during the last thirty years and which, thank God, 
not even the Democratic party can make them permanently 
surrender. [Applause on the Republican side. 

The second step in the rehabilitation of the Navy, after dem- 
onstrating our aS build the best cruisers and the fast- 
est ships, was in the direction of building vessels of the highest 
fighting capacity. The country looked to the Republican party 
to make that new departure, and naturally the country was not 
tne for the Republican party never fails to meet the 
pu expectation when it is given the opportunity. And so 
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under President Harrison and Secretary Tracy it was deter- 
mined to strike out upon a new line of advance and to begin the 
construction of a class of ships that could defend our shores 
from the most powerful assault and protect oursplendid seaboard 
cities from any dangers which might menace them. 

In the Committee on Naval Affairs, of which at the time I 
chanced to have the honor to be chairman, we formulated a 
measure, startling in its magnitude when viewed from a Demo- 
cratic standpoint, although moderate and judicious when viewed 
from that of Republican confidence in the generosity of the 
American people and of Republican comprehension of the needs 
of the mightiest nation on the earth. We authorized the con- 
struction of three battle ships of the highest power in resist- 
ance and in ordnance, and we brought that bill into this House 
and put it toa vote. Was it hailed with wild acclaim by the 
Democratic party? Did we meet on the other side of this 
Chamber—the House being then Republican with a Republican 
Executive Administration—did we meet on the other side that 
generous response which we had always given to their proposi- 
tions in behalf of the Navy when a Democratic Administration 
was in power? 

Let me cite the record. Why, the Democrats of the House 
rallied in such force as to strike out those battle ships in Com- 
mitteeof the Whole. More than 80 Democrats voted, under the 
lead of the gentleman from Indiana[Mr. HOLMAN], tostrike those 
battle ships out of the bill. Then, when we got into the House 
and put the matter to a vote, on the 15th of April, 1890, the at- 
tempt to strike out those vessels and eae their construction 
was beaten by the votes of 103 Republicans with only 28 Demo- 
crats to help them. That is the genealogy of the battle ships 
that are now being constructed. And, Mr. Chairman, it is a 
cause of regret, or ought to be tosomebody, that in that adverse 
vote the Democrats were represented by the foremost leaders of 
that side of the House, including such members as Messrs. Car- 
lisle, CRISP, BYNUM, Blount, MiLLs, MCMILLIN, and others, 
Mr. HatTcHand Mr. WILSONof West Virginia being paired with 
Republicans. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. 
Navy? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The presentSecretary. Now thatisa deli- 
cate question. I have sought to beentirely liberal in this matter. 
I was not intending to make any allusion to that phase of the 
question, but Iwilldoso. That proposition for three battle ships 
went through the Committee on Naval Affairs with practical 
unanimity; but just before we finally concluded the matter the 
former chairman, the leader of the minority on the committee, 
came to the conclusion that he must oppose the provision for 
more than two of those ships. 

I urged upon him that if he made an argument in the House 
in fav or of striking one of those ships from the bill, the line of 
his argument would tend to cripple the whole; the arguments 
that he would adduce might be used tostrike out the whole author- 
ization. And I am sorry to say that such proved to be the fact, 
because when we got into the House and came to the discussion 
of that portion of the bill, the former chairman, who had been 
identified with Secretary Whitney’s administration and who 
I assumed would carry great weight with his associates on the 
other side, took the floor and argued that we ought not to pro- 
vide for more than two of those ships; and in sustaining that 
contention he gave such an array of figures of the appropriations 
already made that I am fearful it had the effect of swelling the 
opposition vote against the entire proposition to build those 
okies. He voted first to strike out one of them, but finally voted 
against the recommittal of the bill as moved by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], which was defeated by the votes of 
104 Republicans and 25 Democrats. 

We thus made an unprecedentedly large provision for ships 
in the bill of the first session of the Fifty-first Congress, and at 
the second session the House committee proposed to authorize 
but one cruiser of 7,350 tons. When that question came up 
January 26. 1891, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN 
moved to strike out the one ship provided for, and 67 Demo- 
crats and 3 Republicans voted to strike it out; and it was kept 
in the bill by the substantially solid vote of the Republican side, 
with tks help of a few gentlemen among the Democrats, to 
whom I am very glad toexpress my appreciation, but who were 
obliged to antagonize their party preponderance and sentiment 
in so doing. 

Mr. TERRY. Does not the gentleman from Maine recollect 
that the opposition was on the ground that there had been enor- 
mous appropriations under Republican Administration, and yet 
no Navy had resulted from them. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, we had gotten away, Mr. Chairman, 
from that argument. Fora long time we had gotten so far away 
from that sort of complaint about Republican extravagance in 
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pullding wooden ships that the Republicans in this House had 
forgiven the Democrats for their defamation, and for four lo 
years had hold out with open hand the largest and most libe 
votes to provide money toenable the Democratic Administration 
to go on and build ships. 

Mr. TERRY. I understand that; but the gentleman says an 
array of figures was brought in in regard to the enormous ap- 
propriations which had been made, 

r. BOUTELLE. The allusion I made was this: That the 
gentleman from Alabama, the former chairman of the commit- 
tee, did present such an —s figures representing the appro- 
priations that had already been made for ships, and such an 
array of vessels then under construction, that it served as an 
argument to convince many members, I have no donbt, that we 
were doing all that we ought to do at that time; and therefore 
they not only favored striking out one ship, but many of them 
probably were induced to favor striking out all three. 

Now, what was the fact about that Congress? And, remem- 
ber, I am taking the ground of claiming for the Republican 

rty a broad-minded liberality in providing for building up the 

vavy. Lam notconstructing any bulwarksor rifle pitsor earth- 
works behind which to dodge from any charge of prodigality or 
extravagance. I stand here to champion and defend every dol- 
lar of appropriation that has been made by Republican votes to 
de) up the new American Navy. [Applause on the Republican 
side. 

I stand here to say that the Republican party is behind all 
thoze appropriations; that the Republican party as a national 
organization approved those appropriations, and that the Re- 

ublican people of this country to-day would stand behind their 

epresentatives on this floor if we even the slightest en- 
couragement to attempt to force upon the Democrats a further 
addition to the Navy in this bill. a 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. Has the gentleman the record of 
the votes upon the question of building ships in the last Con- 

s? 


Mr. DINGLEY. If my colleague [Mr. BOUTELLE] will 

me a moment, I would like to make in this connection the 
statement that from March 4, 1885, to March 4, 1889, during 
Mr. Cleveland’s Administration, eight and a half million dollars 
were expenied — the new Navy; but from March 4, 1889, to 
March 4, 1893, under Mr. Harrison’s Republican Administration, 
forty-three and a quarter million dollars were expended for the 
new “4 

Mr. UTELLE. Lam vury glad to have my colleague call 
attention to those figures, which are in the line of what J had 
intended to present. 

But we will take for a moment the Pifty-first Congress—the 
first Congress in which the Republicans had control of both 
branches, witha friendly Executive. What didwedo? Did we 
shirk our aa 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Will the gentleman ailow me 
a word? His colleague [Mr. DINGLEY] spoke of an expenditure 
of $43,000,000 for the increase of the Navy. I wish to call atten- 
tion to the fact that the total amount of expenditure for the 
inorease of the Navy in the Fifty-first Congress, which the Re- 
publicans en controlled, was $26,727,000. 

Mr. BOUT I was going to refer to those figures. Of 
course they are accessible to all, and there is no chance for jug- 
gling with them. It will simply be the misfortune of anyone 
who makes a mistake in regard to them. 

But I was going on tosay that the firstsession of the Fifty-first 

provided for three battleships of 10,200 tons each, for 
one commerce destroyer of highest speed of over 7,000 tons, one 
terpedo cruiser, and one torpedo boat, an ag of 46,170 
tons of vessels of the a eee character if 
We are to use avy @ purpose rotecting our coun- 
ny from assault. Those vessels were caloulntah tocost $18,125,- 


Between that session and the second session there was an elec- 
tion in this country, and the Republican 
the control of Congress by methods 
time will a me to discuss at this moment. rs 
But, as my from Maryland — TALBOTT] laughs, I 
simply throw in, by way of paren’ , & mild observation that 
even in this House, with its two hundred and a a 
more of Democrats, if we could eliminate from roll y to 
forty memberships that were the result of the ‘‘ three-card-monte 
que played upon the ee the South in t 

the constitu amendments, we have been to 

iate for some ships even at this session, because there 
would not then have been a Democratic majority. 

But whon we came ther in December we knew that the 
Democrats would con the next House. 

What was the situation as to the Navy? The situation was 
that the vessels provided for year after year had reached the 
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most costly stage of their construction. We had more ships 
on the stocks than at anyone time before. We had been beaten 
at the polls, or, as as our friends on the other side delight in 
stating it, ‘‘ the people had re ted us,” and we had the most 


ican opportunity that ever was presented to a majority 
in to play at demagogy, if we had been inclined that 


way. 

But the result was that while at the tirst session of the Con- 
gress we had appropriated nay $8,000,000 for the increase of the 
Navy, when we were confronted with the fact that the Demo- 
cratic party had come back to take control out of our hands; 
when we were brought to contemplate that the continuation of 
the construction of these splendid ships, the completion of the 
great battle ships, and the furnishing of these great masses of 
armor and other material essential to carry on the work would 
be dependent on the action of the Democratic party; and when 
we recognized the fact that for fifteen years four excellent ships, 
formidable, powerful, and desirable—the five double-turreted 
monitors—had lain rusting at the wharves because the Demo- 
cratic party had persistently refused to appropriate the money 
to armor and complete them, we made up our minds as Repub- 
licans that it was our duty to make provision, so far as we could, 
for carrying forward and completing the work, so as to place 
ewan of danger even if the Democratic party failed to 

° uty. 

And in that spirit, in the second session of the Fifty-first Con- 
gress, just as we were out of power, just before handing 
over control to our political opponents, we went forward and 
made appropriations for easughag on the building of the new 
Navy aggregating the unprecedented sum of $18,607,000. [Ap- 

on the Republican side.] I say, Mr. Chairman, that leg- 

lation stands asa monumentof the liberalityand broad-minded 

public spirit of a Republican Congress! Fifty-first Con- 

gress, at the first and second sessions, appropriated directly for 

the work of building up the new Navy, under the head of ‘‘ In- 
crease of the Navy,” no less than $26,582,000! 

That record stands without a lel, and its liberality is en- 
hanced when it is compared with other appropriations. The 
Treasury Department reports show that the aggregate of all the 
appropriations for the new Navy from March 3, 1883, to the ad- 
ventof the Fifty-first Congress was $61,594,529.61. So that the 
appropriation of almost $27,000,000 by the Fifty-first Congress 
equaled almost one-half as much as all the previous appropria- 
tions for that pu . And as the grand total of appropriations 
from March 3, 1883, down to the assembling of the present Con- 

amounted to $78,179,529.61, the appropriations of the Re- 
publican Fifty-first Congress represent more than one-third of 
all theappropriations made since the work began. We can safely 


challen eee with that record. 
Mr. of Maryland. I wish to ask the gentleman, 


since he is speaking of the five monitors, to point out any act of 
Congress which ever authorized the Secretary of the Navy to 
make contracts for any of them. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. t raises anancientquestion. There is 
the old quarrel, there is the old plea, there is the old 
Democratic party pursuing that antiquated discussion. Here 
were five ships—— 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Answer the question. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iwill answer it. Iam doing soin myown 


way. 
eee were five double-turreted monitors that were under con- 
struction on which the Government had paid out large sums of 
money. They were practically completed so far as the hulls 
and engines were and needed armor and some 
other materials to complete them. Democratic oe 
under a Republican 





cause these vessels were au 

istration—Democratic they thought more of 
an a Republican A 

than of defi the interests and the coasts of the country— 


Mary 
not complied with, but insisted that there was no law. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Very well; you claimed that there was no 
law providing for the work. And yet I know that finally, b 
the aid of the Republicans of the House, you put in the 
Sapeats sapaleoetan anaes assets bab eoner rene 
necessary vesse you never 
authorized. They are substantially completed to-day, and are 
very desirable creditable to the Naval Establishment of this 


co i 
Mr. FALBOTT of land. Will the gentleman tell me 
— were i They ar sil 
\ are practically com 
Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. That is not my understanding 
of the situation. ‘ r ; 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Practically completed; and I wil) say an- 
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other thing to the gentleman—that when the Puritan is com- 
pleted we shall have what one of the most gallant, experienced, 
and competent admirals of the American Navy tells me will be 
one of the most powerful and effective fighting ships afloat, and 
I believe it. : : , 

But I do not wish to go into a discussion as to the relative 

restige and prowess and value of the Puritan, built by John 
Senah, and the Texas, built under Secretary Whitney on Eng- 
lish plans, that have given so much trouble. These are side 
issues which I donotnow propose to discuss. Nor do I intend to 
discuss the flaws that have been discovered here and there, the 
little errors that may have occurred in the details of a mighty 
work. 

I deprecate the manner in which certain newspaper writers 
with more zeal than caution, with more energy than technical 
knowledge, are undertaking to discredit to the people of this 
country and to the people of the world such a magnificent craft 
as the cruiser New York, by prating about some trouble with her 
“ammunition chutes.” It is a good deal like finding fauit with 
@ man’s capacity because one of his shoestrings might be broken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The timo of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask that I may have a little more time. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man may have ten minutes more, not to be taken out of the time 
on this side. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
utes. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I should like twenty minutes. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. ILask that the gentleman may have twenty 
minutes more, instead of ten. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks that 
the gentleman from Maine be allowed twenty minutes more. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON of Llinois. If the gentleman will allow me 
there, speaking of the criticism heretofore from the Democratic 
standpoint, and the want of unfriendly criticism now, while Ido 
notknow much about the Navy, yet ldo know that at this ses- 
sion of Congress, as to three ships, and probably as to several 
more, it has been stated by the Secretary of the Navy in sub- 
stance, not to use the technical phrase, that these ships now be- 
ing constructed are top-heavy. I believe there has not been 
much of unfriendly criticism on that account; but if it had been 
reversed, and if there was a Republican Administration now, it 
seems to me that the country press would have been ringing 
with criticism. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is undoubtedly the fact; but still I 


I hope it will be made twenty min- 
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desire to say in that regard that, anxious as I am thatthe truth | 


shall prevail in to this matter of building the Navy, Ido 
not propose at this time to discuss theses minor questions. I do 
not desire to deprive Democrats of credit for any good thing 
they see fit todo. If the Democratic party want to buildanavy 
and wili build it, I will take off my hat and hurrah for them. 
If you gentlemen will go to work and put yourselves in line to 
build up the industries of this country, I will shout myself hoarse 
for you; but I do not want the Democratic party to go into cer- 
tain sections of this country and claim to be free traders, and 
then in another section of the country claim to be protectionists. 
I do not want these leaders whom I cited here a few moments 
ago to go on the <3 all over the country in the interior, and 
wherever they can prejudice against the Navy, and say, 
**We did spend that money, but the Republicans did it,” and at 
the same time set the great metropolitan papers in New York, 
Boston, and Philadelphia, and along the coast to bragging that 
the Democrats are in favor of and have furnished the means 
to build the new Navy. It is the false pretense that I complain 
of. I wantyou to take one horn or the other of the dilemma. 

I have borne whatever of criticism may have legitimately at- 
tached to being in favor of the most liberal appropriations for 
building up the er Iam ready to stand it and to accept the 
responsibility for it, but I do not want a Democratic brother, who 
goes around howling about a ‘‘ billion-dollar Congress,” to mis- 

resent the facts. 

he $27,000,600 appropriated, partially under my auspices, for 
the building up of the Navy, for the carrying on of work under 
Democratic contracts for the Navy, are a part of the somewhat 
smaller sum which your orators expanded into a “billion dol- 
lars,” and for which you arraigned us. I donot wantgentlemen 
to make thatsortof an arraignment of my party, and yet to filch 
the credit in other sections of the country for doing the very 
work accomplished by the appropriations which we made. 

And the fact re Mr. Chairman, thatin that Fifty-first 

, when we reached the apex of expenditures upon the 
vessels that had been authorized, the Republican ty rose to 
the situation, after it had been defeated at the polls, and made 
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the unparalleled appropriation of $18,000,000 for carrying on the 
work for a part of which credit had already been mortgaged to 
the Democratic Administration by the press of the country. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what was the result in the next Con- 
gress—the Fifty-second? We went back to Democratic control 
again. Three years have elapsed since the authorization of 
these three large ships. It seemed to many of us that 1¢ was 
time we should go on witlr the building of these battle ships; 
and yet when the appropriation bill came in from the commit- 
tee in that Democratic Congress we found them hauling back 
again in the traces. We had the present Secretary aschairman 
of the committee, and yet the best we could do was to get the 
authorization for one vessel. Mark the contrast—for one cruiser. 
When we got into the House, under the lead of the ; 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] a motion was made to strike out that 
one. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. 
Brooklyn. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Lam speaking of the bill as it came into 
the House. When the bill came into the House there was but 
one vessel provided for. The gentleman from Indiana moved to 
strike that out. 

I made repeated motions for the provision of a battle ship. I 
made &@ motion to provide for two, and then I made a motion for 
one. Thechairman of the Democratic committee opposed it. 
There was no question of revenue then. There was no trouble 
about the Treasury then. It was opposed because they did not 
want to make large appropriations. It was because they had 
accused the Republicans of having a “ billion-dollar Congress,’ 
and when they saw they were going beyond the billion-dollar 
mark themselves, they cut down the naval appropriation bill. 

Now, after that bill went to the Senate, which was a Repub- 
lican Senate—the Senate had not fallen under the pall of Democ- 
racy as ithas since—the Senate insisted upon putting a battle ship 
on; and by dint of persistence and insistence the Republican 
Senate kept a battle ship in the bill. That is where the fourth 
battle ship camefrom. In the second session of that Congress 
we found the toboggan slide still in operation and the Demo- 
cratic party still sliding closer to the foot of the slope; and the 
sole provision in that bill when the Democratic Administration 
was coming into power, and the bill was formulated under the 
, the sole 
provision, as | remember, when it came into the House was for 
one or two small gunboats. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Three gunboats and a torpedo boat. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. When it came into the House? I think 
the bill provided for one gunboat. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Two gunboats, I understand. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Youare right. The bill provided for t 
gunboats. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. 
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I think there were two, the Iowa and the 
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And a torpedo boat. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That was voted in afterwards. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. That was put in by the House. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. They got down to the smallest denomina- 
tion of craft that was possible, and the appropriation bill for 
that session provided for two little gunboats and one torpedo 
boat. That was getting down pretty near to “hard pan.” The 
Senate increased that, I thiak, to four gunboats. In that bill, 
Mr. Chairman, they failed to make any addition whatever to 
the appropriation for the meeting of the contracts for armor, 
and laid the foundation, by that neglect of a plain duty, for the 
criticism that was made yesterday by the gentleman from Geor- 
gia on the size of the appropriation made for that purpose in 
this bill; and I deem it my duty, from the fact that | know the 
chairman of the committee would —, feel a delicacy about 
the matter, I feel that it is just to him to say, from the opposite 
side of the Chamber, that the appropriation to meot these obli- 
gations for armor contracts, etc., has been made greater this 
year from the fact that the proper provision was not made for it 
the year before. 

It was the duty of the committee to make constant additions 
to that fund, because I believe that any man who incurs large 
obligations, who has great works in progress, who has contracted 
for large amounts of valuable material the production of which 
is going on, I believe it is his duty to make provision in advance 
to meet the obligations as they arise and [ believe particularly 
so in regard to a political body like the Congress of the United 
States, which is not the most practical institution to deal with 
in regard to meeting public obligations. 

Further than that, they not only failed to add to the sum pro- 
vided for meeting these armor contracts, but in order to mako 
the bill look a little smaller, they appropriated to other uses a 
part of the fund which the liberality of the Republicans had set 
aside for that purpose. 

The Democratic—I do not know exactly what word to use, I 
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do not want touse a harsh one, I can hardly call it frugality, but 
I will say the Democratic craftiness, if you like—went to the ex- 
tent that, while we had authorized the Secretary of the we 
and the President to invite the navies of the nations of the eart 
to come here and Cer in a great naval review, the Dem- 
ocratic appropriation bill failed to incorporate one dollar to pay 
the expense of the entertainment, and when I made inquiry 
about it I was told that that proposition went to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Finally, in the full view of the fact that we had invited the 
navies of the world to come and visit us, that bill came from the 
committee and went on the Calendar, and passed that Demo- 
cratic Housg, without containing one dollar of appropriation to 
spread a table at which our guests might sit down, or to fire a 
salute in their honor, and we had to depend upon the better and 
higher sense of hospitality, upon the keener appreciation of 
the national honor which prevailed in the Senate, to get that 
appropriation made. That was the Fifty-second Congress. Now 
we are in the Fifty-third and we have absolutely struck bottom. 
From a couple of gunboats and a torpedo boat we have come 
down to four torpedo boats in the present bill, to be paid for 
by seizing funds now in the Treasury that have been already 
appropriated by previous Congresses. 

As I said at the beginning, I desire to acquit the chairman of 
the committee of a more than quasi responsibility for 
this state of things, but there is no excuse that the Democratic 

arty can offer. When the necessity of building up the Navy 
fs so cbvious, when the Secretary of the Navy has proclaimed 
it, as he did in sending his recommendations broadcast during 
the last summer and fall, stating that he was going to recom- 
mend some battle ships and cruisers and that the work was going 
forward—under these circumstances, I say, the Democratic 
party stands before the country absolutely without excuse for 
not going on with this work, because no man can plead as an 
excuse for the nonperformance of a duty conditions which he 
has himself willfully created. 

Therefore, when the Democratic Py stand up before the 
American people and claim any kind of justification for arrest- 
ing this great work, in which the whole people of the country 
are interested, upon which the very life of the nation might in 
some exigency depend, when the Democratic party claim that 
their attitude can be excused on the a of lack of revenue, 
they are simply advertising the fact that they are guilty them- 
selves of precipitating this condition, which has arrested the 
progress of the Navy and prostrated every industrial activity and 
prosperity of this country. [Applause on the ey seen side. | 

Gentlemen undertook to say yesterday or the day before that 
there was some irrelevance in the remarks of those who referred 
to the tariff in the debate on the naval bill. Why, Mr. Chair- 
man, when a bill is areraee in here and the excuse offered for 
its paucity of appropriation is an empty Treasury, in the name 
of common sense what shall we discuss if not the question of 
‘‘'waysand means?” Ido not think the Democrats are going to 
be able to deceive even themselves on that plea. 

If they could have the assurance that the Wilson bill, decep- 
tive and trimming as that was; if they could have the assurance 
that the Wilson bill, with its modieum of protection and its 
awful volume of deficit, wasto be the lawof the land, they might 
perhaps justify themselves for their failure to make appropria- 
tions for the Navy, though even then I think they would have 
a hard task to sat ane in some portions of the country that 
the few remaining shekels in the area can be justly ee 
into that ever-widening maw of riverand harbor apprvpriations 
while the Navy is slighted. 

But just now what gentleman on that side is authorized tosay 
that he will formulate his provisions for public expenditure 
upon the Wilson tariff bill? How many of you gentlemen ex- 
pect that bill to become the law of the land? How many of you 
can make a guess within five hundred items on the schedule of 
what kind of a bill you will have? [Laughter and applause on 
the Republican side. } 

I say that if we take this tariff discussion from its inception up 
to the present day and note its course, we have reason to believe 
that when the tariff bill finally does pass, if youever pass one, in- 
stead of its approximating nearer to the Democratic standard, if 
the same rate of progress and the same direction of progress is 
kept up in the future that we have seen up to this time, you will 
pass a McKinley bill with additional “ "on some of the 
necessaries of life oes ery on the Republican side. 

Mr. Chairman, no political party—I do not care what youcall 
it, because nobody would ever e a mistake as to what party 
it was, even if were nameless and in tke night ter 
political party that comes before the American pro- 

to take the poor man's sugar, which he requires for his 
, fer his coffee, for his ee his puddings, off the free 
list, and to put 40 per cent ‘‘ tax” upon it, can stand up here 
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and say that it will cut down mepsonretess for the Navy be- 
cause of lack of revenue. [Laughter.] 

What are you going to do with that revenue? You are tode- 
— the people of a benefit that we conferred upon them by re- 

easing this prime article of consumption from a tax of 14 and 24 
cents a pound. You are going to put that burden back upon 
them. e millions of dollars of which we relieved the people 
when we took the taxes off sugar youare going to collectof them. 

It will not do for you to stand up in this House and discuss 
appropriations on the basis of the bill that came out of that door 
— g to the east door of the Hall, facing the room of the 

ays and Means Committee] when you are sitting here shaking 
with apprehension every moment about the bill that is coming 
in at that door a little later ane to the north door of the 
Hall facing the Senate], a bill that will be sochanged that “its 
sisters and cousins and aunts” will be unable to recognize it. 
[Laughter.] 

Ah, Mr. Chairman, I close asI began. The Democratic party, 
as an organized body, whether in national convention, in the 
press, or on the stump, is the champion ‘‘ bunco-steerer ” of the 
nineteenth century. [Laughter and applause.] It had no prin- 
ciples yesterday that it dares to advocate to-day. It cannot tell 
you to-morrow, or will be ashamed to tell you, what it advocated 
to-day. And all that it can do, all that it has done, and all that 
it will do, is to sulk along in the rear of the great Republican 
party, and undertake to claim that it is really marching in the 
army of progress because it keeps the deserted camp-fires of our 
mT in sight. [Laughter and applause on the Republican 
side. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr.CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman,I yield thirty minutes to 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BAKER]. 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. r. Chairman, I feel some delicacy 
in entering upon the discussion of this question, not being a 
member of the Committee on Naval Affairs; but feeling as I do, 
being a member of the third party of this House, having the 
honor to represent a class of citizens who feel at least in a meas- 
ure that they have not been represented as they should have 
been in the past, I shall endeavor as best I can in the thirty 
minutes allowed me to give our views in regard to the wants of 
our people, recognizing the right of each and every interest of 
this country of ours. 

We belong to that class of individuals who believe we should 
enjoy equal rights with all other citizens under the flag of our 
country. We believe that when the Stars and Stripes were 
made the emblem of this country, it was expected and intended 
that that emblem should symbolize the feelings, the sympathies 
and the sentiments of our people. In listening to my frien 
from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] who has just ees me, I have 
been forced to come to the conclusion that, in the views of him- 
self and his party associates, the Republican party as a party 
has certain rights and privileges, and that it is the only party 
in the history of this great nation of ours that has been broad 
enough and deep enough to form a true and proper conception 
of the needs of this nation in this latter part of the nineteenth 
century. 

As a practical farmer, as one who comes forth from the toil- 
ing millions of this nation under the flag of my ae I ad- 
dress myself to this House, trusting that members will raise 
themselves above the low partisan instincts that I have seen in 
this House for the last three years and stand before America as 
the true representatives of the sentiments which should and do 
actuate every true American citizen. If I am the representa- 
tive of that party which knows no North, no South, no East, no 
West, I thank God on the other hand that I represent the party 
that stands here ne willing to accord equal and exact justice 
and protection to the interests of every man, woman, and child 
in this land of ours. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Then you ought to be a Repub- 


lican. 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. I can not be a modern Rep2blican 
and do that. That is the reason I stand where I am. 

Now, who and what are we; and where are we drifting? Mr. 
Chairman, I made a remark some time ago that there was noth- 
ing in this House that was needed so much as a kindergarten 
school. This nation is broader than we are. Its interests are 
higher than we are, deeper than we are. We can not grasp 
them. We have no conception of the true needs of our people; 
and we fritter away our time here from day to day, not exhibit 
in — intelligence and virtue that would actuate an ordinary 
se . 

History ever has and ever will repeat herself. If you will look 
through the history of Europe from 1819 till 1847, and from 1847 
to the present time, you find that certain laws gave relief 
and that certain other laws a distress. Butare you will- 

that are exhibited in the past his- 
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tory of nations? Oh, no. It matters not what penons may 
be brought before the two Houses of Congress for discussion, the 

uestion that is asked from day to day is, How does this affect 
the interests of my party?—not, How does it concern the inter- 
ests of my country? The question is, How does it affect the in- 
terestsof my party North or South?—not What will best contrib- 
ute to build up the great material interests of this entire nation 
of ours? 

They tell me that the East should be protected by a Navy. In 
that I fully agree. Ido not believe that we who live out in the 
Northwest have any right to say that the East shall not receive 
proper protection. She isa ae of this great common country 
of ours. I hold as much pride in my heart at seeing the flag of 
my country floating from the mastheads of the vessels of this 
country as any man here. But there is a time when an individ- 
ual or a community of individuals, when a nation as a nation, 
must pause in their career and inquire whether they have not 
gone as far as they can possibly go prudently and for the best 
interests of the country. 

I am one of that particular class of individuals who believe 
that the forty vessels that have already been contracted for, be- 
ing a much more powerful Navy than we have ever had, a Navy 
that will be the pride of every loyal citizen of this country, will 
be amply sufficient to protect her entire material interests, and 
that to go one step beyond that and to take money out of the 
Treasury to create the implements of destruction is committing 
a crime in this the latter = of this nineteenth century against 
the great American people. 

To increase the Navy, as my Republican friends insist upon, 
and to carry out their ideas on appropriation bills, would com- 
mit us as a nation to the sale of more gold-bearing bonds, which 
means more wealth to the classes and more poverty to the 
masses of our people. To this I enter my solemn protest. 

Who pay the taxes of the country? Who are prosperous 
throughout the land? These are questions that you and 1 as 
representatives of the great people of this country should stop 
and examine closely. i define my own feelings and the feelings 
of those I have the honor to represent on this floor; and I am 
going to bring forward to your attention a few plain, practical 
truths and oak the consideration of the thinking men of this 
House to them. They are not my own. They were formulated 
and presented to every member of Congress by the late census 
taken in this country. 

If this country is prosperous, if this country is happy, if the 
people are to-day mounting upward and forward in the line that 
God. in His infinite wisdom and the fathers of this Republic in- 
tended them to go, no man would take greater pride in that con- 
dition than I. But if, on the other hand, we find ruin on all 
sides, if we find that at no period in the nation’s history has 
there been greater distress and commercial discouragement than 
now, then, Mr. Chairman, it is time for us to pause. If we are 
on the brink we must pause before taking the fatal leap. With 
4,000 millionaires in this country and 4,000,000 of paupers I say 
in the name of humanity and in the name of a just God itis time 
that the people of thiscountry should pause and ask what is the 
matter. 

But I want to submit to my Republican and Democratic friends 
alike some truths that I have taken considerable pains to gather 
from the census in the past. I[t is the success of the country 
that we are trying to promote, not the success of any party: and 
for myself I am free to confess I have more fault to find with the 
Democrats and Republicans alike for the great interest they 
have taken for the successof party rather than for anything else. 
Now let usinguire. Let me submit plain, practical truths taken 
from the census, and I ask your attention to them. 

Indiana—and I presume the States I shall refer to are all rep- 
resented here—Illinois, lowa, Nebraska, Louisiana, Mississippi, 
Alabama, Georgia,and North Carolina, these nine great States, 
having fifty-eight times as much land and seven times as many 
people to cultivate it, gained less wealth in the decade from 1880 
to 1890 than the State of Massachusetts. And yetmy friend from 
Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER], with words of burning eloquence, 
has pleaded from day to day since the organization of the last 
Congress that we must give more protection to the interests of 
Massachusetts. Do the interests of the Statesdemand this? We 
think not, as all wealth comes from the earth, brought forth by 
the labor of man. But rather we should encourage greater de- 
ore in those States which have enjoyed so little pros- 
perity. 

“og in the future we do less for Massachusetts and more 
for these nine States which have not enjoyed such great prosper- 
ity in the last ten years. In Indiana, Illinois, lowa, Nebraska, 
Louisiana, Mississippi, Afabama, Georgia, North Carolina, Kan- 
sas, Kentucky, and Florida, the twelve great producing States 
of the country, the States that could almost furnish fooa for the 


combined nationsof the earth, what dowe find? With fourteen 
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times as much land and four times as many people to cultivate it, 
they gain less wealth in the period named than the one manufac- 
turing State of Pennsylvania. In the comparison these States 
are taken collectively. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. 
terruption? 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. Certainly. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Do you not know it to be the fact 
that the State of Kansas made a larger per cent of gain in as- 
sessed valuation between 1880 and 1890 than any manufacturing 
State in this Union? 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. It is the truth, and you ought to 
know it. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. I am simply giving the statistics as 
they are gathered from the Census Bureau, and I am really free 
to confess that I regard that source as much higher authority 
than my friend from Kansas, notwithstanding the respect I have 
for him. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. 


Will the gentiloman yield for an in- 


I do not know it. 


Then why do you not give the ac- 
curate statistics? What are you hiding the truth for? 

Mr. BAKERof Kansas. I have nothiddenthe figures. [have 
given them exactly as [ find them. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Kansas gained 116 per cent in the 
years from 1880 to 1890, and no manufacturing State in this 

nion made such a gain, and you know it. You areonly hiding 
the facts under the figures you present, trying to deceive the 
people. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. I shall insist in the future, unless I 
am allowed more time, that I shall not be interrupted. If I 
trample on my friend’scorns I am sorry, but lam going tospeak 
the truth. 


uae oe of Kansas. I ask you to speak the truth. [Ap- 
plause. 
Mr. BAKER of Kansas. I decline to yield any further. The 


facts that I am going to state may possible hurt other people’s 
corns, but they are facts taken from the census. 

Indiana, Illinois, lowa, Nebraska, Louisiana, Mississippi, Ala- 
bama, Georgia, North Carolina, Kansas, Kentucky, Florida, 
Tennessee, Virginia, and West Virginia, fifteen great produc- 
ing States, with sixteen times as much land and four times as 
many people to cultivate it, gain less wealth in the period named 
than the manufacturing, banking, and railroad State of New 
York. These figures are taken from the census too, and if our 
Republican friends want information and will turn to bulletins 
16 and 104, they can find most of the facts I have given. 

Mr. WALKER. Since the gentleman has alluded to me by 
name, I trust he will permit an interruption. 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. I will. 

Mr. WALKER. I would like toask if the gentleman does not 
know that 68 per centof all the mortgages are made to buy more 
land or improve old land; that only 2.8 per cent are for family 
expenses and pay for help, and that the balance is to buy stock, 
tools, etc. The census shows, furthermore, that the farmers 
were 80 per cent better off in 1890 than in 1880, as shown by the 
foreclosures of mortgages in 1890 as compared with 1880. Ido 
know that just the opposite is true so far as the State of Kansas 
is concerned. 

Mr. DAVIS. 
in reply to his? 

Mr. WALKER. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS. Did you not in May, 1892, say that the farms of 
New England, from one end of the country to the other, were 
selling on an average at not exceeding one-half the first cost of 
improvements, and does not that imply that the land is worth 
nothing, and that you will give up half the improvements to get 
somebody to take them? 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, I said that I saw a farm 
sold-——— 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Answer the question. 

Mr. WALKER. Ishall answer it. I said I saw a farmin the 
center of Indiana, so neara place of 10,000 inhabitants that half 
the farm was in town lots, sold for less than the buildings on it 
cost, as is the case all over the country. 

Mr. DAVIS. I quoted your language almost exactly in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. WALKER. The farms in New England are set up at an 
angle of 224 degrees on an average, full of rocks and stumps and 
trees, with lots not averaging more than 10 acres, and they will 
sell, as they will all over the country north of the Ohio and east 
of the Mississippi River, for about what the buildingscost. The 
raising of wages means the cheapening of farms and farm prod- 
ucts of all kinds. 

Mr. DAVIS. Your language in the Recorp was that they 
would sell for about one-half the first cost of the improvements. 

Mr. WALKER. What they cost to putthemon. . 


Wili my friend allow me to ask him a question 
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Mr. BAKER of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I must insist on one 
of two things, either that I be allowed a little more time or else 
that I be not interrupted in this way. 

Several MEMBERS. We will give you all the time you want. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair asked the gentleman from 
Kansas if he yielded and the gentleman said that he did. 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas, I have some more nuts here for gen- 
tlemen to crack. Indiana, Illinois, lowa, Nebraska, Louisiana, 
Mississippi, Alabama, Georgia, North Carolina, Doan, Ken- 
tucky, Florida, Tennessee, Virginia, West Virginia, Missouri, 
Arkansas, South Carolina, Delaware, Maryland, and Ohio, 
twenty-one producing States, ws the great body of the 
Union, a wonderland of diversified industries and intelligence 
among her people, with six times as much land and twice as 
— people to cultivate it, were able to accumulate one-half as 
much wealth in the period named as the nine North Atlantic 
States of Maine, Vermont, New Hampshire, Massachusetts, 
Connecticut, Rhode Island, New York, Pennsylvania, and New 
Jersey. 

It issaid by Senator Ingalls, of Kansas, that the internal com- 
merce of those twenty-one States equals the international com- 
merce of the combined world. Such is the fertility of the soil 
of these twenty-one States that they could feed and clothe the 
world; but does the wealth produced remain with them? This 
with us is a very serious question. Statistics show that it does 
not, but that it is drawn off, by the manufacturing, railroading, 
and banking interests, through the operation of unjust class 
legislation. Now, this is the way we look at it. 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. Will the gentleman allow me? 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield to the gentle- 
man from Illinois? 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. For one moment; but I want no 
speech interjected. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I do not want to make any speech. 
The gontleman speaks of Illinois. Does he class it as a manu- 
facturing or an agricultural State? 

Mr. BAKERof Kansas. Asa wealth-producing State. I take 
the statistics as [ find them. 

Mr. CANNON ofIllinois. Whether its chief interest is manu- 
facturing or agriculture? 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. I do not remember in regard to 





that. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Let me say to my friend that it is 
the third manufacturing State in the Union, and that Chicago 
is the second manufacturing ce 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. I will give you the percentage be- 
fore I get through, if you will give me time, and I will tell you 
how much your manufacturers make. I will ask the gentleman 
from Illinois if he is prepared to say a what cent is agri- 
cultural at thistime? 1 have taken the census for the statistics 
Iam giving. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. Ifs largest interest is manufactur- 
ing; and still it is first in agriculture. 

r. BAKER of Kansas. Now, I apprehend, Mr. Chairman, 
that the majority of the members of this House take the Polit- 
ical Science Quarterly. If they do, I will call their especial at- 
tention te an article that was contributed to the magazine in 
the last December number by Mr. Holmes, of the Census Bureau. 
He gives the— 

Total number of families in the United States as.... 12, 690, 152 
Number of families living on farms................. 4, 500, 
Number of families living in homesother thanfarms. 8, 190, 152 

Of the families on farms 32 per cent are tenants. 

Of the families living in other homes 63 per cent are tenants. 

Of the farm-owning families 30 per cent have their farms 
mortgaged. 

Of the home-owning families 29 per cent have their homes 
mortgaged. 

Average amount of farm mortgages, $1,130. 

Average amount of home mortgages, $1,139. 

From this table we find that over 50 per cent of our people are 
withouthomes. If Mr. Holmes is correct, there is notover one- 
third of our people to-day who own homes free of incumbrance. 

I am not saying this to injure any party; but I believe this to 
be the condition of the people to day, and we ought to see if we 
have not the wisdom here to better it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman yield to me fora ques- 


The CHAIRMAN. Does oo from Kansas yield to 
the gentleman from [owa (Mr. BURN]? 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Has not the gentleman made an error in 
that statement? According to the statement as to the amount 
of the debt, no one lives in his own home except those who live 


on farms 
Mr. BAKER of Kansas. It is barely that that is a 
correction. If it is, I will correct it in my remarks before they 
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are printed. I havethestatisticsatmy home. These are taken 
from the report. 

Of the families living on farms 32 per cent are tenants. Of 
the families liv in other homes 63 per cent are tenants. Of 
the farm-owning ies 33 per cent have their farms mort- 
gaged. Of the home-owning families 29 per cent have their 
homes mortgaged. The average amount of farm mortgages is 
$1,130. The average amount of home mortgages is $1,139. A 
land of freemen, a land of mapa Semen, is it, or is it not; or is 
itthe land of the homeless? ese are questions I submit to 
you, not with malice. In the name of God and of humanity, 
et us see if we can not raise our people from this sad condition. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow mo a question 
there? How does the gentleman account for so many people not 
having homes in this country, when it is well known that if they 
go out to my State, or his, the Government will give them 

omes free of charge? 

Mr. DAVIS. They do not in our State. 

Mr. PICKLER. There is plenty of land they can get free in 
my State; and it is as good as any land in Kansas. 

r. BAKER of Kansas. Let me say one word, and I will an- 
swer that. I will ask my friend how a homeless man can go to 
Dakota without means? 

Mr. PICKLER. Itdoes not take any means. We will give 
the land to him. 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. Now, my friends, you who boast of 
our prosperity, you who boast of our laws that have been enacted 
in the last thirty years, I state that they are responsible for the 
condition of the homeless, as I understand it. AmIwrong? If 
Tam, I ask you to show me the right; because I love my country 
better than I do any party; and if any party on the floor of this 
House can show me to-d a warrant to believe that there is 
any relief to be obtained by the course of legislation we have 
had in the last thirty years, I raise my voice, and if I possessed 
the burning eloquence of Patrick Henry I would like to extend 
it throughout the length and breadth of the land, that every 
man who sat at the head of a family might have a home of his 
ane where he could worship his God under his own vine and 

g tree. 

Mr. Holmes then divides these into various classes. I am 
going to give you more truth than you possibly get every day. 

e finds there are 4,047 families whose average wealth is $3,000,- 
000, making a total of $12,000,000,000 of the wealth of this coun- 
try in the haads of 4,047, or one-fifth of the entire wealth of this 
country to-day in the hands of 4,047 people, while 6,599,796 fami- 
lies own less than $3,000,000,000. hat is, the 4,047 own more 
wealth to-day than 6,000,000—not million persons, but families— 
the 6,599,796 families. These facts are given by him, and you 
will find these statistics themselves as I have given them to 
you true, as I presume them to be correct, coming from the 
Census Department as they do. 

Let us go& little farther. I have here a statement of the 
ae * families, classified with their average wealth, which 

will read: 


No. of 








Ave per | Total for 
families. family. class. 
4, $3, 000, 000 | $12, 000, 000, 000 
1, 082, 218 28,735 | 30,500, 000, 000 
4, 904, 091 2,915 | 14,560,989, 343 
6, 599, 796 418 2, 795, 898, 000 





These facts I present as food for thoughtful minds. 
Here the hammer fell.] 
fr. DAVIS. Lask that my colleague be allowed ten or fifteen 
minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The control of time belongs to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. CUMMINGS]. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I ask unanimous consent that the gontle- 
man from Kansas be allowed fifteen minutes more. 

ae CANNON of Illinois. I hope that that consent will be 
given. : 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BAKER of [ present the following facts for the 
thoughtful members of this House to carefully weigh and con- 
sider. It would be well for us to remember that this vast accu- 
mulation of wealth has nearly all resulted through the legisla- 
tion of the last thirty years. 

Bulletin No. 270—City of Cincinnati. 


IA Tin cncccticviezcnscgancun ddd Manvnitiaaineenpebeiioe 889, 886, 796 
Value of manufactured products. ..................-.....---.----.- 178, 650, 185 
its aA eld ihe hind at aU ee cide wat anvese 243, 934, 384 

ol 5 yd gg 18" 338, 353 
eR re ae 145, 363, 704 





Profit ee Oe Oe Re ee OE OE Ee EEE He ER HR ee ee 33, 286, 481 
Percentage of profit on capital, 37. 
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Bulletin No, 211—Cily of New York. 
Capital invested in manufactures..........-..-.-----+------«------ $i20, 238, 602 









Value of manufactured products..........------------------------ 7 

WE BOs oct co wn se ccc ewe aa . $228, 537, 295 

Cost of materials used...... os --. Si, 086, 305 

Miscellaneous expenses 60, 223, 425 — 
, i, Ueno 





Percentage of profit on capital, 28. 
Bulletin No. 222—City of Chicago. 
Capital invested .. 2.2.2.2... cee ceseew eee ce cewnccee sence eee ee seen 292, 477, 038 














Value of manufactured products ...........--...-..-.-.- cits tate hittin 
a clnnthinahguninkneceeceasoccnsecesqaqetses $119, 146, 357 
Cee MOR CIOS 6 ots cc ick cc cote wc cece eccee --. 386,914, 848 
ED GIOIIION 6c Sec cccce ccqvccesssseccuscwes 41, 550, 761 
: 547, 511, 966 


84, O72, 174 








Percentage of profit on capital, 29. 
Bulletin No. 244—City of Philadelphia. 
ee ie cor cgtttnitbbicteten Druk sds iebmeunininewapiaasenamit 362, 895, 272 
ie os 564, 323, 762 












Value of manufactured products ........-. 
Wages paid . 














os . materials used .....-. weet = nar ae 
DELISMOOUN CONND i oct ccc ccscccccesecccvecesussss , 
’ —————— $74,506, 986 
a tlic dirawcdesdpebdaicbsecccscutcrcsceccouscecezecsss QYPE 
Percentage of profit on capital, 22. 
Bulletin No. 234—City of Brooklyn. / 
NE BON uo hein cocctucnccetsoccddesarewewebs cadtensvosesenuees 125, 849, 052 
Value of manufactured products...................-...2-.--+--<se; 248, 750, 184 
III, «: acinsiauniin tne andecococsscqqmecmedustcemeenees 61, 975, 702 
CE I oo cren vcd cceeusc ccoregemictouwes 137, 325, 749 
Miscellaneous expenses........ 2222-22000. .2. 00 see eees 14, 824, 466 
214, 125, 917 
eiedcrinded vennsttttinccoutparehsnabibensenetitatesseeteees 34, 624, 267 
Percentage of profit on capital, 27. 
Bulletin No. 170—City of St. Louis. 
Capital invested. ..............202-...106--6 Ldnaeidendnigabnadtinimecde« 133, 292, 699 
225, 500, 657 
190, 439, 165 
35, 061, 492 
Percentage of profit on capital, 26. 
Bulletin No. 232—-City of Boston. 
Ce is ce wenn ca nwnn ss cncaccsennuseeen 116, 644, 490 
Value of manufactured products ..............................- 208, 104, 683 
, OS | SS Ses TT 
Oost of materials used ..........................--...--. 104,631, 879 
Miscellaneous expenses.................-..--..-........ 21,399,162 
180, 667, 736 
BPUCRR. .nccveese~ $6bdb wodassecenseseee<. os cin dims es & ibirilagiala iia aot 27, 436, 947 


Percentage of profit on capital, 24. 


Could not our manufacturers do with a little less profit, and 
relieve the taxpayers of this country of a part of the ‘burdens 
that rest upon them? 

Mr. MAHON. If those manufacturing establishments in Phil- 
paatpaie are making such anenormous per centof profit will the 
gentleman explain to us why they close down their mills? 

oe Because they choose to do it soas to restrict the 
output. 

r. BAKER of Kansas. Also, I would say, that by the repeal 
of the Shorman law placing us on a gold basis and thereby re- 
ducing one-half of the basis upon which the money of this country 
has rested, reducing the value of the products of labor, doubling 
the value of all tariff duties, you have thereby destroyed in a 

{measure the purchasing power of the people. Thereis one 

ing this House must learn before prosperity comes to our coun- 
try, that is, that you can not destroy the power of the people to 
consume and + consumption to be in a normal healthy 
condition. Wealth is not produced by spontaneous growth. 

Now, Mr. Chairman. in looking over the manufacturing sta- 
tistics of this an I find many things that are surprising and 
startling, although I have lived long enough in the West fight- 

rasshoppers, cyclones, and drought not to be easily alarmed. 

that the entire capital invested in manufacturing business 

1890 was $6,524,475,305. The value of all manufactured prod- 

is given as $9,730,107,624. The net profit on this entire 
ee ind is $1,297,471,948, or an av e of 20 per 


sent on the entire capital in manufacturing industries in this 
Need we wonder, then, that our Republican friends and our 
Democratic friends, too, who have been reaping such a harvest 
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under protection are clamoring for a continuation of that pro- 
tection? And it must be borne in mind that these profits were 
made under the tariff law of 1883, because the MeKinley act 
had not gone into effect at that time, and under the McKinley 
law it was expected that the manufacturers would do alittle bet- 
ter, just as our friends in Chicago beat New York. 

Now, I am not going to say very much about some points that 
I did think at one time I would introduce into this speech. I 
was going to give the profits on the banking business and the 
railroad business in this country and then in comparison there- 
with the profits on the farming business, showing that our 
friends who have insisted from time to time that the great farm- 
ing interests of this country are prospering under this high 
protection are laboring under a delusion. 

i am not prepared to vote for a free trade tariff; butI will say 
that every dollar more than is necessary that you put on to 
maintain the industries of this country in a healthy condition is 
just so much taken from the pockets of the producers of this 
country. There is no man who can follow the history of the 
legislation of this country and take the census, and then observe 
the condition of the farmersto-day, North, South, East,or West, 
without realizing that this class has not been properly cared for. 
Take, for instance, the old State of Pennsylvania, the land of 
my birth and my former home—the land of my pride. The in 
crease from 1850 to 1860, under the tariff of 1846, in the farming 
wealth of that State was over 50 per cent, while the decrease of 
farm wealth from 1870 to 1890 was $125,000,000. Yet, you say it 
is necessary to have this high protection for the benefit of the 
farming industries of this country. Thatis a mistake. 

I am not here to defend-the Wilson bill; [ am not here to de- 
fend the measure which may come over from the Senate. If I 
see any relief inthe measure for my people when that bill comes 
back L am going to vote for it; if, on the other hand, I regard 
it as more odious and more burdensome to my people than the 
McKinley bill, then I will vote against it. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Thatis hardly possible. 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. I think the gentleman is correct; 
that is hardly possible. 

Now, in regard to the Navy; I have been somewhat like my 
friend from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] and my friend from 
Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], and alsolike my friend from Maine [{ Mr. 
BOUTELLE}, as he has expressed himself in the latter part of 
his remarks. I have not had very much to say about the Navy. 
But I will say this, that the people of the country who pay the 
taxes do not need the Navy. The persons whodemand the Navy 
are the men who have had the benefit of this high protection: 
and when we have insisted upon Congress placing an income 
tax on wealth that is yielding returns of 20 to 50 percent per an- 
num they say, *‘Oh, no; oh, no!” Wesay, “ Fellow-citizens, 
the burdens which have been imposed upon us are too grievous 
to be borne. The burdens of the home builders of this country 
must be equalized if we want to be a prosperous, contented, and 
happy people.” 

Mr.CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, how much time have [ left? 

The CHAIRMAN. One hour and forty-five minutes. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. | yield thirty minutes to the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. CRAIN]. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, on the 30th day of April last I 
introduced a bill, of which the following is a copy: 

A bill (H. R. 6938) to appoint the first Tuesday after the 4th day of March as 
the day for the first annual meeting of Congress, and the first Monday after 
the first day of January as the day for the second annual meeting. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the first annual meeting of the Congress shall be 
on the first Tuesday after the 4th day of March, and the second annual meet- 
ing shall be on the Ist Monday after the Ist day of January. 

Sec. 2. That this act shall take effect on the 4th day of March, A.D. 1895. 

This morning, under the direction of the committee to which 
this bill was referred—the Select Committee on the Election of 
President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress—I 
submitted a report, to which every member of the committee as- 
sented, in favor of the adoption of this bill. 

The reasons for the changes proposed in the bill are obvious 
to all who have given serious consideration to the anomalies of 
our present system of representation in the House. The House 
chosen in November does not begin its work for thirteen months 
after its election, although its members who do not die before 
the’ meeting of Congress draw their salaries from the 4th of 
March next succeeding. For nine months there is no Speaker 
of the House; before its members have served their full term 
their successors are chosen; the certain determination of the 
second session at 12, meridian, on the 4th of March often pre- 
vents the passage of important measures, either from lack of 
time, as in the case of the deficiency bill at the second session 
of the Forty-ninth Congress, or because the President has not 
had ‘an opportunity to examine them, as happened with the 
river and harbor bill at the close of the same session. 

The efficiency of Representatives during the short session is 
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sometimes impaired because they have failed of reéiection; Rep- 
resentatives are chosen upon issues which may have been set- 
tled when they come to the Capitol to enter actively upon the 
performance of their duties; the people in many instances are 
not represented by the men whom they have ehosen to repre- 
sent them, but defeated candidates hold over. The Republi- 
cans carried the Congressional elections in 1888, while the Dem- 
ocrats were victorious in 1890, and yet the Mills House in the 
one instance and the McKinley House in the other, continued to 
legislate for the country afterwards. The month of December 
in the first session is practically wasted by the House on account 
of the holiday adjournments. 

Should the bill pass, the members of the House elected in 
November would have about four months in which to receive 
their certificates of election, to prepare for contests, to arrange 
their private affairs in contemplation of a protracted absence 
from home, and to reach the capital. There would be no holi- 
day adjournments; the House would be only a few days without 
a Speaker, instead of nine months, as under the present system; 
the theory of the founders of the Constitution, that the Repre- 
sentatives should come ‘‘fresh from the people,” would be car- 
ried out, and they would be engaged in the settlement of the 
issues upon which they were chosen within four months after 
their election. 

There would be two long sessions without any fixed time for 
adjournment, except such as might be agreed upon by both 
Houses, and there would consequently be no failure of impor- 
tant bills for want of time. There would be no election between 
the sessions,and therefore each member would be as efficient 
during the second session as he was Guring the first. Repre- 
sentatives would not be a in the dilemma of choosing be- 
tween a temporary abandonment of their post of duty and the 
alternative of defeat at home; and they would have an oppor- 
tunity between the sessions to visit their constituents and to 
discuss pending measures with them. The first session would 
not be a game of chess between the two parties with the fall elec- 
tions as the wager, and there would be no necessity for called 
sessions. : 

This is the 11th day of May, 1894; the Fifty-third Congress 
has been in existence a little more than fourteen months; and 
under normal conditions it would have been in session only four 
months. Yet Representatives in this House have been renomi- 
nated or defeated in their respective conventions as candidates 

‘to represent their districts in the Fifty-fourth Congress, which 

under a law will not meet in regular session until the 
first Monday in December, 1895, about nineteen months distant. 
The defeated Representatives will continue to represent their 
districts during this session and that which will meet next De- 
comber and will terminate in March, 1895. They know that, 
whether their successfué competitors in their conventions are 
defeated or not at the polls, their own tenure of office is fixed 
and limited. And as time rolls on other conventions will be 
held with like results. Then the election will take place, and 
not a few of the Representatives who have been renominated 
may be repudiated by the people of their districts. 

Are Representatives whoare conscious that their official days 
are numbered, whohave ‘‘ read the handwriting ’’.in the conven- 
tions and at the polls, equally as efficient as they would be were 
they permitted to serve their constituents during two complete 
sessions, or at least, one complete session before their conven- 
tions were called, and through two full sessions before elections 
were held? 

The objection raised to the proposed constitutional amend- 
ment upon this subject which was reported favorably in the 
Fifty-second Congress, that the House chosen at the Presiden- 
tial elections would count the electoral vote, does not apply to 
this bill, as the House already in existence would assemble un- 
der the law to count the electoral vote. . 

Under the present system there are Representatives upon the 
floor of this House who are scarcely acquainted with its rules, 
and yet their successors have been nominated. There are others 
who have been renominated, but who aor not be returned by 
the people in November. Notwithstanding this, the Repre- 
sentativesembraced in both the above-mentioned classes will be 
compelled to attend the second annual session of this Congress, 
which will meet in December of this 


year. 
As has been already stated, if this bill should become a law | 


there would be no electious between the annual sessions of Con- 
gress; there would be no short session; and there would be no 
ity for called sessions. Had it been in effect on the 5th 
of March, 1893, the financial crisis of that year might have been 
averted—at least this Congress would have been in session on 
that day, and there would not have been necessity for delay 
in tegislative action upon existing and threatened conditions. 
Representatives would begin to perform their legislative du- 
ties within four months, instead of thirteen months, after their 


election, and would be “in touch” with the people; and knowing 
that they would have to answer to their constituents after the 
second session, they would strive to be as efficient in that ses- 
sion as they were in the first. They would have ample opportu- 
nity to visit their constituencies, mingle among their people, and 
discuss political questions with them; and if unsuccessful i their 
convéntionsor atthe polls, they could turn their attention to the 
reéstablishment of their personal business, for they would not 
have to be hampered by the necessity of attending another ses- 
sion of Congress, except for the purpose of counting the electoral 
— after each Presidential election, as provided for by existing 
aw. 

There seems to be a general demand for the enactment of this 
bill into law, as is shown by the editorial utterances of news 
papers Ee in all parts of the country. I propose to read 
a few editorial comments upon the bill, which are taken from 
leading journals, irrespective of political leanings, for there is 
no politics in this bill. I read, in the first place, from the Chi- 
cago Herald of May 6, 1894: 

For many years Representative CRAIN of Texas has been making laudable 
efforts to secure an amendment to the Constitution changing the dates of 
the ina ation of the President and the first meeting of each new Con- 


ess. For historical and other reasons he has sought to have the 30th of 
pril fixed as the date for inducting the President into offiice— 


This, I may say parenthetically, was a suggestion of the hon- 
orable Senator from Massachusetts, Mr. HOAR— 


and to have the time for the first meeting of each new Congress changed to 
some day in the January next following its election. When the pro d 
amendment was before the House two years ago Mr. COCKRAN, on the Dem- 
ocratic side, and Mr. REED, on the Republican, fought it on the ground that 
it would be dangerous to have the electoral vote counted by a Congress 
elected in the year of the Presidential election, and especially so in case the 
electoral vote should be indecisive, and the final choice of President should 
devolve upon the House. 

To obviate this objection and to reduce the proposed double change toa 
single one, Mr. CRAIN now abandons for the present the attempt to change 
the ina ation day to April 30, and submits an amendment changing the 
time of the first ae of a new Congress from mber to March, 
The amendment also provides for a session of the old Congress to count the 
— vote, etc., in February before the beginning of each Presidental 

erm. 


This is an error, because the bill takes no cognizance of that 
subject, for the simple reason that the existing statutory law 
oe een Congress to be in session on the second Wednesday in 
February for the purpose of counting the electoral vote. 

Under this amendment Congress would be in session at the beginning of 
each Presidential term, and four months, instead of thirteen months, r 
itselection. This would be an improvement but it would still be possible 
for to meet and legislate after the - dominating it had been 
defea at the polls, and that is the principal defect in the eens system 
which is to be reached by an amendment of this kind. Besides, there is not 
time enough for the House to organize and act upon appropriation bills be- 
fore the ning of the next fiscal year. 

Why not make the Presidential term begin on the third Tuesday in Janu- 
ary and the first session of each new Congress a week later, and fix the first 
Tuesday in November as the day of election for both President and Con- 
gressmen? 

To carry out this idea, Mr. Chairman, would necessitate the 
adoption of aconstitutional amendment, whereas this bill, which 
approaches as nearly as possible to the accomplishing of the ob- 
ject desired by the writer of this editorial, will simply require a 
vote of both Houses and the Presidential sanction. 

The Washington Post of April 23, 1894, contained the follow- 
ing editorial: 

The bill introduced in the House of Representatives, by Mr. CRAIN of 
Texas, on the 26th ultimo— 


That was the original bill, the bill of which I am now speak- 
ing being an amendment of that bili— 


for the time of the meeting of Congress, is in the line of prac- 
tical and long-desired reform. It isa reform that can be accomplished 
without the poy any constitutional amendment, inasmuch as the 
Constitution itself, while ee that the annual meeting of Congress 
lace on the first Monday in December, makes the provisional 
t Congress may “ by law” appoint a different day. 
The object of the a legislation is to bring a newly elected Congress 
th tha party by which it was chosen, and whose poli- 
cies it is instructed to carry sut. . CRAIN, therefore, would have the 
re tatives of the people convene on the first Tuesday after the 4th d 
of within four months after the will of the ple had been decl 
at the instead of in! thirteen months, as under the present 
system, between the election of a and its first meeting. 
There is so much to be said in favor of this change and solittle to be urged 


saditions, we thighs expect the taeasure to pass without material op- 

co we © measure to pass W out mater 0 

fosition. ‘The bill in full reads as follows: - 
“That Congress assemble at least once in each year, and such meet- 


tag 0 a ee eS eS the 4th day of March. 

* Sec. 2. That Congress s bein session on the second Woteeoter in 
February a meeting of the Presidential Vice-Presiden- 
tial electors to count the electoral votes inaccordance with the law provid- 
ing therefor, and at such session shall transact no other business. 

"$Ec. 3. That the members of both Houses of the Congress which may be 
in session on the day named in the second section of this act shall not receive 
any compensation or stationery: Provided, That they have al- 
ee eee ry allowances for the annual meeting of 

e ar. ” 


section of the bill is one of nosmall importance, as it provides 
that the Fe session every fourth year shall be for thes 86 
of counting the 


votes cast at the election of the ovem- 


‘ 
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ber, in accordance with the laws then in force, prohibiting, as it does, all 
other business, and consequently the possibility of any change of legisla- 
tion to suit partisan exigencies. 

Were the bill to become a law at the present session, the first meeting of 
the Fifty-fourth Congress, to be elected this fall, would take place on the 
first Tosedey aiver the 4th day of March, 1895, and its term expire on the 
same day in March 1897. 


I now read from the New York Times: 

It is a pity that there is little prospect of the passage at this session of the 
bill of Mr. CRAIN of Texas, changing the time of the meeting of Congress 
from December to the first Tuesday in March. He has modified the measure 
so as to require a session of Congress in February, after a Presidential elec- 
tion, for the sole purpose of counting the electoral returns, no legislation 
being permitted. It is probable that the bill may be so far advanced that 
there will be a chance to pass it at the next session. No more practical re- 
form could be urged. 


Let me next read an editorial from the Philadelphia Inquirer: 
Congress expires every two years on the same date. It would be much 
better if the President could go into office on the Ist of January and the new 
Congress assemble on that day. But to change the Presidential term and 
bring about such a reforma constitutional amendment would be necessary. 
Still something can be done, and we are inclined to look with favor upon 
the bill introduced by Representative CRAIN to change the date of the meet- 
ing of Congress from the first Monday in December to the first Tuesday 
after the 4th of March succeeding election. The sessions of Congress within 
the term of two years can be fixed by law without constitutional amend- 
ment, and rae enactment is alone required to bring the new Con- 
c= together in March instead of waiting until the following December. 
a would thus be but four months away from the election instead of 
thirteen. 


The following is from the Washington Times: 

Congressman CRAIN of Texas wants the Congresses elected by the people 
to meet within four months after their election instead of one yaar as now, 
and he has introduced a bill to that effect. It is str 6 that we, a progres- 
sive people, should be so far behind in this matter. The people of the effeté 
monarchies do this thing better, in that their representative bodies are in 
accord with the sentiments of the majority of the people at any certain time; 
when not, they are changed by vote. But in this country the most unani- 
mous expression of the will of the people as recorded at the ballot box can 
find no place in our national councils until, in many cases, the need for it 
has — away. The bill of the Texan should be immediately taken up and 
acted on. 

From the Chicago Tribune of May 3, 1894, I read the following 
editorial: 

Representative CRAIN of Texas has reintroduced the bill submitted by him 
at the last session of Congress changing the time for the meeting of a new 
Congress from the first Monday in December to the first Tuesday after the 
4th of March of the same year. If thischange were made the men whom the 
people had elected in November would take their seats in five months and 
would not wait for thirteen as they do now. The bill provides that the old 
Congress shall hold but one session after the November election, and that 
anny for the purpose of counting the electoral vote. Mr. CRAIN does not 
deem it proper that laws should be passed by a Congress which may have 
been repudiated by the people. 


The bill which I am now discussing does not contain that pro- 
vision. 

This bill or something like it ought to It isan absurdity, unknown 
elsewhere, for a new Congress, supposed to represent the latest wishes of 
the people, not to meet for more than a year after its election, while an old 
and perhaps a repudiated one pe on making laws. The First and Second 
Congresses did meet early in the year, but for a number of causes that good 
precedent was disregarded and the present late day of meeting adopted. 


The Philadelphia Times of April 30, 1894, in discussing the bill 
originally introduced by me, but which, as I have repeatedly 
stated, is amended in this pill which I subsequently introduced, 
says: 

ur. CRAIN of Texas has reintroduced the bill which he has offered two or 


— times before, to bring the meeting of a new Congress closer to its elec- 
tion. 


This is anerror. I have introduced a constitutional amend- 
ment in every Congress of which I have been a member, from 
1885 to the present time. This is the first time I have intro- 
duced a bill for the pvrpose of bringing Congress here at an 
earlier day than it now meets under the constitutional provision. 

In its present form Mr. CRAIN’s bill would involve no constitutional 
change. It merely provides that the regular annual session of Co SS 
shall begin on the first Tuesday after March 4, instead of on the first Mon- 
day in December. This would make the spring session instead of the win- 
ter session the important one, asin fact it is now, and it would get Congress 
started at work within a reasonable time after its election. 

a this means Mr. CRAIN assumes that the work of the second session 
could be finished before the election of a new Congress, as it ought to be, 
and his bill provides for a special session of the old Congress in February 
every fourth year, for the counting of the electoral votes, and for no other 


urpose. 
The second session would meet on the first Monday after the 
Ist of January, as I have already stated. 


This is to put a stop to our present illogical system, under which a Con- 
gress keeps on after it has been repudiated and voted out. 

The exis faults, though accidental in their origin, can not be entirely 
cured without an amendment to the Constitution to make the terms of Con- 
| ens mm begin in the December or January immediately following their 

lection. Mr. CRAIN’s bill, however, is entirely within the present authority 
of Congress, and it would probably accomplish all that is really necessary 
in bringing Congress closer to the sentiment of thecountry. But 


as there is neither nor advan in such a reform, it will 
require t earnestness and pertinacity in the Representative from Texas 


to beours for his bill the co eration it deserves. 

The last extract I shall read is from the Commercial Bulletin 
of May 2, 1894: : 

Mr. CRAIN, of Texas, like Truth— 

That is a fine comparison— 
though crushed to earth, rises again with his bill, orconstitutional amend- 
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ment, or resolution changing the date of the meeting of Congress. There 
is not one good solid argument against the reform he has been pressing for 
many years, with the possible SS of the one used a couple of years 
ago by Mr. Rerep, Republican, and Mr. COCKRAN, Democrat, to defeat his 
proposed constitutional amendment; they insisted that it would be danger- 
ous to have the electoral vote counted by a Congress elected at the Presi- 
dentialelection. If the election of President might possibly be thrown into 
the House all parties would make desperate efforts to control the organiza- 
tion of the House, and they thought this would introduce a new and serious 
danger into our politicalmachine. They impressed the House with this idea 
and the amendment was thrown out. 

Mr. CRAIN now seeks toaccomplish the main purpose of his constitutional 
amendment by legislation, and to avoid the feature that Messrs. REED and 
COCKRAN beat himon. He drops the effort he has been making in the in- 
terest of history and personal comfort to have the Presidential term begin 
on the 30th day of April, and merely proposes to change the law regarding 


the date of the meeting of Congress, substituting March for December. 
This would bring Congress together at the beginning of each Administra- 
tion, and it would bring Congress into session four months instead of thir- 
teen months after its election, and it would be almost impossible fora 
Congress to meet and legislate after the dominant party had been beatenat 


the polls, which is one of the incongruities of the present system. To obvi- 
ate the objections of Messrs. REED and CocKRAN, his bill provides for a ses- 
sion of Congress in February after a Presidential election for the counting 
of the electoral vote. 


Let me again state that this editorial discusses the first bill 
introduced by me—not the bill reported to-day by the commit- 
tee of which Lam a member. This later bill contains no pro- 
vision of the kind here referred to, but assumes that after hav- 
ing had two full sessions the members of the House elected in 
1894 and the members of the succeeding Houses, if this bill should 
become a law, will not desire to meet in session a third time ex- 
cept for the purpose of counting the electoral vote. 


The Congress that would meet in February, 1897, for example, to count the 
votes of electors chosen in November, 1896, would be the Congress chosen in 
November, 1894, and holding office from March, 1895, to March, 1897. ThisCon- 
gress would have been organized in 1895, and all the contests for seats would 
presumably be disposed of before the election in November, 1896, so that the 
possibility of controlling the Presidential election would not — the rival 
parties to resort to fraud or violence to organize the House of Representa- 
tives. The Senate being a continuous body, it is always organized. 


And I will add that the Senate may be and usually is called in 
extra session by the newly elected President. 

Mr. Chairman, I have nothing further to submit on this ques- 
tion. Ireturn the floor to the chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs [Mr. CUMMINGS], thanking him and the House for 
their courtesy. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. 
man? 

The CHAIRMAN. One hour and twenty minutes. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. MEYER]. 

Mr. MEYER. Mr. Chairman,I do not rise to prolong this 
debate, and still less to engage in partisan discussion. The sub- 
ject is one that ought to lift a man above the rancor of the par- 
tisan. I shall be very sorry to believe that the American peo- 
ple are willing to have the subject of the Navy considered in 
this way, and the occasion of providing for the public defense 
converted into an opportunity for cheap and unworthy flings at 
this or that member of the Democratic party, or for tariff dis- 
cussion. I can not imagine that the great tariff struggle now 
progressing in the Senate will be seriously affected by anything 
injected into the debate on this bill. Such speeches will not in- 
fluence public opinion one iota on the tariff. They may, how- 
ever, unfortunately suggest the idea of a lack of ability on the 

artof eminent Republicans whoare handling this great subject 

n another forum, or they may convey the impression that the 
loss of power is not calculated to improve the temper of our ad- 
versaries. 

If our opponents had any real hope of regaining control of the 
Government they would probably be in a better frame of mind 
than they have appeared to possess in this and other debates. 
The man who has victory in his grasp, or in immediate pros- 
pect, can afford to smile. Whatever may be said of other ad- 
ministrations of the Navy, I do not propose to question the de- 
sire of Secretaries Chandler and Tracy to make our Navy effect- 
ive. In the recent admirable report of the present Secretary of 
the Navy, Mr. Herbert, he refers to the fact that “three mod- 
ern, unarmored cruisers, the Chicago, Boston,and Atlantic, and 
one dispatch boat, the Dolphin, were commenced under Mr. 
Chandler's administration of the Navy. Full credit may be 
given for this work and it does not derogate from it to say that 
much greater progress was made by Mr. Chandler’s successors 
in the Department, Messrs. Whitney and Tracy. 

Under the inspiring touch and vigorous administration of 
Secretary Whitney, the natural aspiration fora Navy to be built 
on modern lines, with all the modern appliances of science, 
seemed to find an outcome and ne that gave the pro- 
foundest satisfaction to every patriot, repardless of party. At 
the time Secretary Whitney entered upon his duties, as was 
well stated by the President in December 1885, this country did 
not possess a single vessel of war that could keep the seas against 
a first-class vessel of any important power. There wasno estab- 
lishment in the United 


How much time is remaining, Mr. Chair- 


States that could turn out armor for 
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modern vessels, and notone thatcould furnish the for fora 
modern gun larger than 6 inches caliber. No automobile tor- 
pedoes had ever been manufactured in this country, no modern 
rapid-fire guns, and not a grain of powder for a high-power 

un. 
© ceretary Whitney, the first Democratic Secretary of tho 
Navy for many years, set himself to remedy this unfortunate 
condition of affairs so unworthy of the great Republic. He 
undertook to lay the foundations of a modern Navy, with ships 
and guns equal toany in the world. But this was notall. The 
important point of all was that these new vessels were to be 
built, armor, guns, everything in the United States and of 
American manufacture. There was to be no dependence upon 
Europe for any part of the war a. Private and public estab- 
lishments were all to be established and encouraged, so that 
this work could go on nee from year to year, without a 
break and so in time of peace this great country would be pre- 
pared, if war unfortunately came, to meet it without fear and 
with ability to develop its great latent powers. 

Such was the scheme, the aspiration of Secretary Whitney. 
It was a policy realized by and through hisadministration. Sec- 
retary Herbert well says, and no man willchallenge hisstatement: 


The ships built, their armor and gun forgings turned out under the con- 
tracts made by Mr. Whitney, the t assembied at the cent 
plant he established, and the r -fire made by theindustry he domes- 


guns 
ticated in this country, all testify to his wisdom and aes ae —_ 
work thus begun, fortunately fell afterwards into com _ , and Sec- 
Herbert 


retary Tracy carried it forward with distinguished 

Such is the honorable and truthful tribute 
pays to his predecessors, Messrs. Whitney and Tracy. He did 
notallude to the eminent and most importantservices ———s 
by himself as chairman of the Naval Committee of this House, 
but this service has been recognized by the country, and it isa 
satisfaction to know that one so thoroughly in ery with 
the needs of a great naval service is now at the h of the De- 
partment and able to carry on this good work. 

What we have to-day before us is a brief business bill of ap- 
propriations for the naval service for the coming fiscal po 
oomaving the sum of $25,280,944.27. The scope of the bil and 
its objects have been fully and clearly stated in the report of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and in the opening address of the 
chairman. There is hardly any room for debate over the bill 
except as to the omission to carry out the earnest recommenda- 
- of the Secretary to begin the construction of a new battle 
ship. 
With that recommendation and the able arguments by which 
it was supported I heartily sympathize, but the recommendation 
of the Secretary was made at a time when the deficit arising 
from an excess of our expenditures over our receipts was less 
alarming than it is now, and the duty of rigid economy less clear 
and emphatic. I regret exceedingly the inability to carry out 
this recommendation. How far this inability may be the result 
of a class of large expenditures permanently fastened upon us 
by a former Republican Congress I shall not stop to discuss. 
But I hope and believe that by the time Congress shall reas- 
semble in the winter the revenues will be replenished, the fear 
of a deficit no longer exist, and that we may then pee to 
carry out vigorously the wise and patriotic pee! of Whitney 
Tracy, and Herbert. if these anticipations shall be realized 
and our Treasury then be able to meet the expense, we can readily 

rovide in the next naval bill for a new line-of-battle ship, per- 

a for two such ships, should it be deemed expedient, and 
make our apooemness immediately available. 

If we pursue this course the time lost will be small. It will 
probably be near the close of June before the present bill shall be- 
come a law, and some eight months time in all that weshall lose by 
this delay. It must be remembered that we have now thirteen 
war ships in process of construction. These can not all be com- 
= and putin commission before the Istof July, 1896. Long 

ore that time other ships may be provided for, and it.may be 
that the progress of naval science may indicate changes and im- 
rovementsin construction. Fortunately we are assured by the 
retary of the Navy that ‘‘ we can now furnish the material 
for and build modern ships of war as quickly, and without any 
doubt as well as country in the world.” 
But we do not stop the business of naval construction or of or- 


dering and providing for new vessels. Compar the navies 
of foreign governments with our own, we find at home a neg- 
lected field which abroad has received the amplest and most 
energetic attention. I refer to the and the tor- 


is boats; of the former England has 39 and of the latter 227. 
er nations have a great number. of these torpedo 
boats are now being built abroad, and their great value is 
recognized both by foreign governments and by our own Navy 
Department. The plan of the committee is to begin this im- 
tand necessary addition to our naval defense by the con- 
struction of four boats. 
In doing this we ask Congress for no new appropriation, but 


merely for the authority to change the expenditure of a former 
appropriation made for a dynamite cruiser and a submarine boat 
to the construction of these four torpedo boats, which by the au- 
thorities are deemed far more useful and important. The cost 
of these boats is comparatively small in comparison with their 
great value for public defense. Who can object to it? It may 
be perhaps objected that we are doing too little for the object, 
but it is better to begin cautiously and develop this arm of de- 
fense as our needs and experience may suggest. 

I am glad to be able to say that the joint committee appointed 
to investigate the subject of the rank, pay, and other matters 
relating to the personnel of the Navy is nowat workand making 
fair progress with the important work intrusted to it. 

A portion of the discussion on this bill refers to the irregu- 
larities in the construction of steel armor at the Carnegie steel 
and iron mills and the damages sustained by the Government. 
These frauds began under the last Administration and continued 
under the present. In no sense, therefore, are these matters a 
party question. The only question is, has such damages been 
enforced from the company as to make good the loss to the Gov- 
ernment; has the mischief arising in construction of the ships 
been corrected, and has there been established that increased 
vigilance by our officers in the inspection of the material re- 
ceived as will secure the Government for the future? If these 

uestions are answered affirmatively, as we believe they can be, 
the future may be safely left to the intelligent and skillful offi- 
cers of the Navy in charge of the work. 

One of the gentlemen who has eoocetes me in this debate has 
referred to the incom ble exhibition of the American Navy 
in the International Naval Review at New York a year ago. 
We have also seen the practical exhibition of the power of the 
Navy and the spirit of our officers in guarding American inter- 
ests in the harbor of Riode Janeiro only afew weeksago. Inthe 
face of such accomplished facts as these, and the record of the 
brilliant administration of Secretary Whitney, it is not neces- 
sary for me to notice at length a suggestion that the policy of 
building up an American Navy must depend on the Republican 
= for its support. The support of the Navy has already 

n a favorite measure of the Democratic party from its earliest 
days, and the great statesmen of our Party have handed down 
to us this policy as a cherished one. 6 all remember the vic- 
tories in the war of 1812, over British ships. They were won by 
ships fashioned in American navy-yards, administered by Jeffer- 
son and Madison. 

The skill of the architects and shipbuilders who made them 
is entitled to almost equal credit with the gallant officers and 
tars who risked their lives in the conflict. The first made vic- 
— possible for thelatter. Such has been our traditional policy, 
and the aspiration of Whitney was oniy the logical outcome of 
his sound Democratic training. This good work of reconstruc- 
tion of our Navy so as to meet all modern requirements and to 
enable this eountry to hold its own among the nations of the 
world, is a measure of peace and true economy and will be stead- 
ily maintained by the great party which for many years tocome 
must be mainly relied on to upon the rights and interests of 
the country against all ible rivals and enemies. It is a 

arty that ee ge and union at home so as to present a bold 
ront abroad inspire foreign governments with respect for 
our rights. We do not derive this policy from our party oppo- 
nents. It is our own policy, originated by us, but as patriotic 
men we shall be glad to have their codperation. [Applause on 
the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I yield now ten minutes to the gentleman 
from New ar Mr. GEISSENHAINER]. 

Mr. GEISS. ER. Mr.Chairman, although having the 
honor to be a member of the Committee on Naval Affairs pre- 
senting this bill for the consideration of the House, and having 
also had some part in the formula of the same, I must say 
that I am not altogether satisfied with it and I think I reécho 
the voice of every member of the committee on this subject. 
We regret the omission of certain features that have been con- 
tained in foregoing naval appropriation bills. But, sir, this 
omission has resulted from the unfortunate financial condition 
of the a and with which the Democraiic party has had noth- 

to do. 

© Department of the Navy was established in 1798, nine 
after the five associate De nts of State, Judiciary, 
cover, Army, and the Post-O were organized. In 1798, 
the on of war with France bein ae great, the 
United States awoke to the importance of establish ng & power- 
ful Navy and detached the Navy from the supe on of the 
Seen War, and made ita separate and distinct Depart- 

ment of the Government. ; 

This course, Mr. Chairman, met with the hearty approval of 
the State of New Jersey. That State has always been friendly 
to the Navy, and has al contributed whatever has been in 


her power to the support thereof. In consequence of the great 











1894. 





regard of the State of New Jersey for the Navy, a taunt has been 
t upon it that has lasted even to the present day, but which 
tead of being a taunt should be regarded as a declaration of 
honor. In 1813,when Governor Aaron Ogden was in the execu- 
ive chair of the State, the same year that Capt. James Law- 
rence, of Burlington, N. J., who united with Decatur in destroy- 
ing the war ship Philadelphia when stuck upon a reef in the 
harbor of Tripoli, in order to prevent her from falling into the 
hands of the African pirates, this same James Lawrence, when 
carried below on his own boat, the Chesapeake, after a severe 
battle with the English ship Shannon, gave utterance to the 
immortal injunction, ‘‘ Don’t give up the ship,” which you will 
remember was made the text for the brilliant effort of the gen- 
tleman from New York, Mr. Fellows, who has left us for service 
in that particular State. 

' In this year 1813, to return, Governor Aaron Ogden declined a 
commission of major-general in the United States Army, for the 
reason that he was already the commander-in-chief of the army 
and navy of the State of New Jersey, and in that dual capacity 
was better enabled to render efficient service to his country. 

From this originated the slur, ‘‘ that New Jersey was not in 
the United States.” 

But, Mr. Chairman,I desire to say, and to emphasize the 
fact, that whenever an appeal has been made to the humanity, 
ghilanthropy, or patriotism of the little giant State, and in 
every State or national election, she has always been found to 
be very decidedly within the United States. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, New Jorsey has always kept up this tradition 
(as my friend on the left suggests to me), and I may add has al- 
ways contributed valiant and efficient men and officers to the 
service of the Navy. She has also, sir, had eighteen years in 
the administration of naval affairs, having furnished three Sec- 
retaries of the Navy: Mr.Samuel L. Southard from 1823 to 1829, 
Mr. Mahlon Dickerson from 1834 to 1838, and Mr. George M. 
Robeson from 1869 to 1877. 

It is also proper to call the attention of the committee to the 
further fact that a very eminent sailor statesman of New Jersey, 
Robert Field Stockton, whom my friends from California should 
remember with gratitude as the conqueror of California in 1846, 
right in this line of shipbuilding had the honor of being the 
first man to propose steam to be applied to war vessels, and did 
succeed in having the sloop of war Princeton (named after his 
native place) built, which vessel at that time was said to be the 
most effective and superior naval vessel on the face of the globe. 
Mr. Stockton afterwards became United States Senator from 
New Jersey, and was instrumental in abolishing flogging from 
the Navy. 

But, Mr. Chairman, we had not only theseSecretaries, butat the 
present moment we have a gentleman of great naval knowledge 
and ability, Mr. McAdoo (who so long represented his district 
on the floor of this House), now occupying the important posi- 
tion of Assistant Secretary of the Navy. And this reminds me, 
sir, that the present Secretary of the Navy had the honor of see- 
ing almost the entire panorama of the new life of the Navy be- 
fore him in his service here. He can remember the time-hon- 
ored and only armor ship in the Navy, the Tallapoosa, which was 
sunk by a coal barge in the harbdr of Newport. He can remem- 
ber the inauguration of the policy of the rehabilitation of the 
Ne ‘5 He was always an advocate for building more ships for 
the Navy, whatever may be said by our friends on the other side. 
He was returned to this House for sixteen years, and served for 
ten years on the Naval Committee, three times as its chairman. 
He saw the time when the Navy of the United States was, so 
to speak, far below the water line and out of sight, and he 
saw it, too, when, contractscompleted (although at that moment 
the nineteenth in rank), it would take its place as the seventh 

wer in the world. It had been, in 1860, the sixth power, but 
aes andItaly, having greatly improved theirsituation,came 
in and assumed places in advance of the United States. 

* The policy that Mr. Herbert inaugurated I believe, sir, should 
be steadily pursued. That policy, if pursued, will place Colum- 
bia where she was before, ‘'the gem of the ocean.” Wconomy 
in everything is good, but economy is not a now story here. 
jae a of shipbuilding is temporarily suspended, not aban- 

oned. 


If we are honest as Representatives, economy will be exercised 
at all times, not only with the Navy, but with the Army and 
with the general civil service of the Government. 

But, sir, when it comes toan abandonment of the future of this 
Navy, upon which we as a great nation must depend, I feel like 

t hero of the Nile who, when in front of Copenhagen, seeing 
signal to discontinue battle, put the — to his blind eye 

d said: ‘‘I see nosigna!l. Leave my colors for closer battle 

he ines that is the way I answer such signals. Nail mine 


And we must remember, too, that this same old hero of the 
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Nile was the one who said at tho battle of the Nile, when de- 
prived of such vessels as he wished, ‘‘If I were to die at this 
moment the want of more frigates would be found engraven upon 
my heart.” 

Mr. Chairman, let it not be with us that we abandon this poi- 
icy of supporting our Navy, and that at any time in the future 
of the existence of this great Republic there be found engraven 
upon our hearts the want of more frigates. [Applause.] 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I yield thirty minutes to 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Tausorr]. — 


[Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland withholds his remarks for re- 
vision. See Appendix.] 


Mr.CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I recognize the fact that 
the naval appropriation bill in nearly every Congress seems to 
be the dumping ground for all kinds of speeches except those 
pertaining to the bill before the House, and I had hoped that 
the time would have been spent in generous discussion, without 
the partisan bias which has been provoked by the other side. 

I have listened with much interest to what has been said by 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BourTEeLLE] in regard to the 
attitude of some Democratic members on this floor toward the 
increase of the new Navy. Whether what he said is true or not, 
I may be able to suggest to him an explanation of the causes. 
In most Congresses the majority of the Democratic members on 
the floor of this House come from the South. 

The South had thoroughly tested Republican rule in carpet- 
bag days. South Carolina was looted by carpet-bagging and 
scallywagging Republicans; the vitals of Mississippi were torn 
by these vultures; the thieves used their jimmies on Georgia; 
Florida had a taste of the robbers; Louisiana was bayoneted by 
the rascals, and the Old Dominion, the mother of Presidents, 
torn in twain by the civil War, was gagged and plundered by these 
political banditti. Is it any wonder in the world, sir, that men 
in those States should hesitate to = millions of dollars into 
the hands of Republicans who upheld these scoundrels to build 
anew Navy? Look upon the Robesonian days of the Navy—days 
that ought to bring the blush of shame to every man tramping 
under the banner of Republicanism. Let us see what condition 
the Navy was in in those days. I quote from the report of the 
Whitthorne committee: 

The committee found that the average yearly appropriations for the Navy 
Department for the six years between June 30, 1869, and June 30, 1375, were 
over 822,892,497. 

This is under the rule of Secor Robeson. As much appropri- 
ated each year as Democratic Congresses have appropriated 
yearly since William E. Chandler and William C. Whitney be- 

to inaugurate the new Navy. 

What was the Navy at that time? The report says thatit had 
become the laughingstock of the nations of the world. Itwas 
a national humiliation. The committee visited the navy-yards 
and examined hundreds of witnesses. They reported that in 
these six years Secretary Robeson had expended in money about 
$170,000,000. They also alleged that he had used or disposed of 
the materials of more than seventy shipsof war, minus any pro- 
ceeds paid into the Treasury, besides other material, amounting 
in all to nearly $350,000,000 expended by this Republican cham- 

ion; and still men wonder why Democrats on the floor of this 

ouse refuse to trust Republican Administrations with the ex- 
penditure of money for the building of the Navy. [Applause on 
the Democratic side. ] 

They also learned that Secretary Robeson had contracted lia- 
bilities amounting to several million dollars, and had to show 
as a resulta Navy that would have been discreditable to the most 
diminutive nation in existence. This is what happened under 
Republicanrule. Let me read some telegrams illustrating what 
else happened under Republican rule: 

Private. | Boston, MAss., October 23, 1974. 

MY DEAR COMMODORE: I wish you would approve requisitions for men to 
be employed as they may be made until the Ist of November. 

Some fifty additional men were allowed from the Chelsea district, and I 
suppose some more will be required from Gooch’s district. 

The Administration desire the success of Gooch and Frost. 

Yours, respectfully, 
I. HANSCOM 


Commodore E. T. NICHOLS, U.S. N., 
. Commandant. 


(Telegram.] 


WASHINGTON, D. C., February 21, 1973. 
Commodore J. C. HOWELL, 
Commandant Navy- Yard: 
As the Monongahela is wanted, you may employ forty men on her in addi- 
tion to present force. Give N. H. a large share. 
I. HANSCOM, 
Chief of the Bureau of Construction and Repair. 


. A. MITCHELL, 


A true copy. 
H 
First Clerk lo Commandant, 








4 
; 
a 
; 
} 
} 


S PRs 


fs the tools are concerned; they must. be of larger power and of new 


4636 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 11, 





The navy-yards were used as nesting places for Republican 
voters, repeaters, and others, who overwhelmed Democratic 
candidates for engress in New Hampshire and Massachusetts. 
Later on you will find similar means used to overwhelm a Dem- 
ocratic candidate for Congress in the district now represented 
by the late Speaker of the House (the gentleman from Maine). 
Such, sir, is one of the reasons why Northern Democrats—— 

Mr. REED made a semiaudible remark, 

Mr. CUMMINGS. “ Must the gentleman getiny” [Laugh- 
ter.| This is one of the reasons why Northern Democrats hesi- 
tate, and why it is difficult to induce Southern Democrats to put 
apvropriations into the hands of Republicans. 

But, sir, this is not all. The gentleman alluded to the failure 
of the Democrats in the House to unite in giving Secretary 
Chandler power to build four vessels. Well, there is a reason 
for that. I quote from page 1623 of the CONGRESSIONAL REc- 
ORD, first session, Forty-eighth Congress, something brought 
out by my predecessor, Sunset Cox. Itisthefoilowing circular, 
which had been sent to every employé in the navy-yard: 

(Jay A. Hubbell, chairman; D. B. Henderson, sceretary; executive committee, 
Hon. W. B. Allison, Hon. Eugene Hale, Hon. Nelson W. Aldrich, Hon. Frank 
Hiscock, Hon. George M. Robeson, Hon. William McKinley, jr., Hon. George 
R. Davis, Hon. Horatio G. Fisher, Hon. Horace F. Page, Hon. W. H. Calkins, 
Hon. Thomas Ryan, Hon. William D. Washburn, Hon. L. C. Houk, Hon. R. 
T. Van Horn, Hon, Orlando Hubbs.] 

HEADQUARTERS OF THE 
REPUBLICAN CONGRESSIONAL COMMITTEE, 1 
520 THIRTEENTH STREET, NORTHWEST, 
Washington, D. C., May 15, 1882. 

Sir: This committee is crgnnians for the protection of the interests of the 
Republican party in each of the Congressional districts of the Union. In 
order that it meg pecuere, print, and circulate suitable documents il!ustrat- 
ing the issues which distinguish the Republican party from any other and 
may meet all proper expenses incident to the campaign the committee feels 
authorized to apply to all citizens whose principles or interests are involved 
in the struggle. nder the circumstances in which the country finds itself 
placed the committee believes that you will esteem it both a privilege and a 
pleasure to make toits fund a contribution, which it is hoped may not be less 
than 8——. The committee is authorized to state that such volun con- 
tribution from persons employed in the service of the United States will not 
be objected to in any official quarter. 

The labors of the committee will affect the result of the Presidential elec- 
tion in 1884 as well as the Congressional struggle; and it may therefore rea- 
sonably hope to have the sympathy and tance of all who look with 
dread upon the possibility of the restoration of the Democratic party to the 
control of the Government. 

Please make prompt and favorable response to this letter by bank check 
or draft or postal money-order, able to the order of Jay A. Hubbell, act- 
ing treasurer, P.O. lock-box 589, Washington, D.C. 


y order of the committee. 
D. B. HENDERSON, Secretary. 


So you see that here is another reason why Democrats from 
the South hesitated in transferring millions of dollars into the 
hands of a Republican Secretary of the Navy for the purpose of 
rebuilding the Navy. Such transfers have ap ntly been used 
for political pur 8. But, sir, T have something still more as- 
tonishing to . 4 

Mr. REED. How old was the last? ~ 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Donotgetin. Itis no time for you now. 
It will be time later on. 

Mr. REED. What is the date? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. If you have a conscience, keep quiet. 
[Laughter. 

Mr. REED. Well, what date was it? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I told youthe date. I haveno time tolook 
itupagain. You are wasting my time, and I presume you are 
doing it with a purpose. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, during the Fifty-first Congress the fol- 
lowing advertisement appeared in a newspaper, the Portsmouth 
(N. H.) Chronicle: 

[Certificate.} 
° JULY 23, 1890, 


In compliance with the act of Congress approved June 30, 1876, I hereby cer- 
tify that the needs of the public service make it noe to increase at this 
time the force employed at the navy-yard, Portsmouth, N. H., for the 
of reconstructing buildings numbered 45 and 46, destroyed by fire in January 
last, of completing the gunnery-ship Lancaster; of making necessary repairs 
and alterations of the training-ship Monongahela; increasing tlre water sup- 


ply; completing the hydrant system, and Sabinotten tactenioner the ap- 
propriation for which objects becomes available at the of the cur- 


rent month. 
B. F. TRACY, Secretary of the Navy. 


This was done in obedience to a law requiring the Secretary 
of the Navy to advertise for men nena before an election, 
if he meant to employ them in navy- . It was ~ about 
sixty days before the election was to occur in the First Congres- 
sional district of Maine (Mr. REEpD's district). 

I do not accuse the gentleman from Maine of pune pertcwps 
criminis, but I want to call your attention to what a Republican 
Senator (Mr. Hiscock of New York) said of it on the floor of the 
United States Senate: 


The plant in these yards was constructed for the repair or building of 
ships which were in use then, and from that time to this there has no 
expenditure of money upon them. From necessity they are run 
There Was no object In main them. They must be rebuilded so 


aa 


z 


terns, and these provisions practically mean the reopening and the rebuild- 
ing of these two navy-yards. 

desire to enter my protest against it, and I desire to say, and emphasize 
it, thatin my judgment the ba egg ye party, now in power in both branches 
of Con and in the executive department, can not afford to enter upon 
this policy. It is not in the interest of good government; it is not in the in- 
terest of economy; and it is not in the interest of the Navy. 

The people of this country are in favor of a navy-yard, but when by the 
maintenance of these yards, as would be the case judging by the past, it is 
exhibited that it is not being builded economically, that the yards are main- 
tained for political purposes as a source of patronage to a party for its ef- 
fect upon local elections, when that scandal is brought to view the people of 
this country will look with distrust upon every effort and every attempt 
made for the building of a navy. 

ae ALLISON, in opposing the appropriation for Kittery, 
Said: 

It seems to me that we ought not to rebuild these workshops until we 
know where the navy-yards are to be on the Atlantic coast, and how many 
of them we shall have. 

Later on, in response to a question from the Senator, a Sena- 
tor from New. Hampshire said: 


Many wooden vessels from the Navy are being put there from time to 
time for repairs. There is one there now, and when that is goneI have 
reason to think that others will be sent there. 


He reasoned right. The Secretary ordered the Lancaster to 
be rebuilt, a vessel which even Secor Robeson himself, in 1876, 
had decided was rotten and not worthy of repair. |Applause on 
the Democratic side.] His report in 1875 had these words in 
reference to the Lancaster: 

Rotten at Portsmouth. Probable cost of repairs, #750,000. Not worth it. 


But, Mr. Chairman, Secretary Tracy also ordered from the 
Pacific coast the old wooden tub Monongahela, all the way 
around Cape Horn, 7 past Cape St. Roque, through the Ba- 
hama Channel, up to Portsmouth, to have her tinkered up, so 
as to furnish voters for the gentleman who was running for 
Congress on the Republican ticket in the First Congressional 
— of Maine. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic 
side.” 

Again, sir, is it any wonder that the Democrats upon the floor 
of this House hesitated to intrust a Republican Administration 
with funds for the increase of the Navy. 

But let us look further. We have now another naval appro- 
priation bill before the House, and another scandal has emerged 
from obscurity; the Carnegie business, the plate armor scandal, 
a scandal that originated in work under a Republican Adminis- 
tration, and that has been unearthed under a Democratic Ad- 
ministration. [Applause on the Democratic an 

How can you expect Northern Democrats to induce Southern 
Democrats to help to build the Navy in view of such facts? 
Whenever you are in power you seem to rob and swindle the 
Government for political purposes, and the Navy suffers accord- 
ingly. [Renewed applause on the Democratic side. | 

ow, one word more, Mr. Chairman. I see my time is almost 
one. I[ want to allude to what the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
LLIVER said concerning a battle ship. He was backed up in 
what he said by that grand old warrior from Ohio, Gen. GRos- 
VENOR; and that great naval hero from Maine, Commodore 
BOUTELLE, also came to the rescue. They all wanted more bat- 
tle ships; but we heard nothing from them about battle ships in 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and two of them are members 
of this committee. In fact it was very difficult to get either to 
attend the meetings of the committee. And I will venture to 
say that I do not think the gallantcommodore [Mr, BOUTELLE] 
attended more than half a dozen meetings altogether. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is very evident from the framework 
of the bill. [Laughter on the Republican side and jeers on the 
Democratic side. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. And I invited a a to come in 
and assist me in potting up such a bill as you would like. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. To be subject to the views of these gen- 
tlemen—— ae jeers on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Ah, to be subject to the views of these 
gentlemen! 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That you have just described. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Now, I would be glad to have a battle 
ship in this bill. I would be glad to have Congress authorize 
its building; but we must take into consideration the condition 
of the country. On the Ist of January we had nineteen unfin- 
ished vessels on the stocks; and with the gold reserve again 
down to $94,000,000, and ge lower, and the -expenses of the 
country exceeding by $9,000, its receipts each month, man 
think it would be imprudent to authorize the building of oooh 
a vessel. There is more than one once who would pro- 
test. Do you want to sell another $50,000,000 of Government 
bonds at 3 per cent to build battle ships, with a dozen or more 
unfinished vessels? We havescaled the bill down according to 
the necessities of the et 

We would be glad, if we believed it possible to raise the money 
without issuing bonds, to call for the building of aship. The 
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gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] knows that never at any 
time on the floor of this House or out of it have I failed to sup- 
ort any proposition made by him for an increase of the Navy. 
Tt is impossible for me, as chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, having the interest of the Navy at heart as well as the 
interest of the country, at present to urge the immediate build- 
ing of another battle ship. The situation forbids it. With a 
full Treasury, in my opinion, there could be no question as to the 
olicy. 
, I aes not said all I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, but as my 
time is out I hope that the bill will now be taken up for consid- 
eration under the five-minute rule. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums be, and they are hereby, appro- 
priated, to be paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 

riated, for the naval service of the Government for the year ending June 

, 1865, and for other purposes: 

Mr. REED. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, if there is any position which it is delightful 
to behold on the part of a Northern Democrat it is the position 
occupied by the gentleman in charge of this bill [Mr. CUMMINGS] 
in defending his Southern brethren. It is astonishing how the 
Northern Democrat knows his master, and how anxious he is at 
all times to propitiate him, and it is astonishing also how little 
his master seems toknow about the factsofhistory. [Laughter.] 
Why, they actually applauded on the other side just now a rep- 
etition of a most absurd speech—if I may say so without being 
unparliamentary—that was presented by the gentleman from 
New York inthis Chamber four yearsago. This thathe uttered 
to-day is nothing but a hash, a very fine minced hash, of an at- 
tack which he made upon me at a time when it was not possible 
for me to make areply. It was not only not possible, but it was 
not necessary, for my colleague [Mr. BOUTELLE] shortly after- 
wards gave him such a reply-—— 

Mr. CUMMINGS. ‘And you coached him. You sat by his 
side coaching him. 

Mr. REED (continuing). Such a thorough ex 
matter that the gentleman’s speech was laughe 
Democratic papers of the country. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If my colleague will permit me, I wish to 
say a word in reply to this interjection. 

Mr. REED. What interjection? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The statement of the gentleman from New 
York that you sat at my side and coached me. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I say that he left the Speaker's chair and 
came down to coach you. My attention was called to it at the 


time. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. In reply to that, I desire to state that the 
then Speaker of the House was in his room at the time the gen- 
tlemen from New York made his speech. I went to him and 
told him that a very silly attack was being made on him on the 
floor, but that it was of no possible consequence; that he need 
not come into the House; that I knew all about the matter and 
would take care of the gentleman from New York; and I think 
the records of the public press show that I did not entirely fail 
to fulfill my promise. ees laughter on the Democratic side. 
Apples on the Republican side.]} : 

. REED. It is a little amazing, Mr. Chairman, that the 
gentleman from New York should have so little idea of the fig- 
ure he cut upon that occasion that he should want to revive it 
in the memory of those who were here and saw it—I do not say 
in the minds of those of us that were here, for I do not remem- 
ber that I was here. It is very painful, the way in which the 
gentleman from New York endeavors to bring himself into con- 
siderable at by these continued performances. But I sup- 

he has todo it. I suppose that his general knowledge of 

e subject under discussion is such that he has to wander into 
these bypaths that he can fili, instead of keeping in the broad 
highway where he would not be noticed. [Laughter.] 

t is very natural for him to do it, but it has got to be some- 
what monotonous for him to keep is in this way. 
I congratulate him, however, on the fact that he has an audi- 
ence on his side of the House that almost all the time does not 
know the facts upon which he is ne: and consequently 
it seems to him, from their applause, as if he had made a suc- 
cess, whereas he is only receiving the commendations of the in- 
judicious. Thatis notworth while, not vores any man’s seek- 

g, even that of the gentleman from New York. I hope the 
next time he revives these various subjects he will bear in mind 
that oft-repeated failures never make a success. ughter. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I admit that I was a little with the 


sition of the 
at by all the 


tleman when I left out the Biddeford naturalization frauds. 
Annet on the Democratic side. 
r. REED. 


. frauds, did he? 


Oh, he left out the Biddeford naturalization 
Well, he exploited them before and got the re- 


sult. The fact, is I never have a larger majority in my district 
than when the Democrats have possession of the navy-yard, and 
if I were willing to sacrifice my country for myself, I would want 
them to have control all the time. [Laughter.] My majority 
is never larger than when they have control, and there never 
has been such a Republican majority as there will be next fall 
after the Democrats have had possession of the whole country. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] Why, Mr. Chairman, the 
everlasting courage of these Democrats is amazing! 

Mr. KILGORE made a remark. 

Mr. REED. Oh, the gentleman from Texas is safe. 
trict is Democratic naturally. 
not prevail there. as 

I say, Mr. Chairman, the courage of these Democrats is amaz- 
ing. They get up here day after day andadmit that the country 
after a year of their rule is in a condition of bankruptcy, that 
it is borrowing money, that it is paying interest on bonds, that 
it is increasing the public debt. Death and devastation mark 
their track everywhere, and yet they have the courage to get 
up here and charge it all upon us, who are in a minority of 100 
in this House, and in a minority in the Senate, and rather in a 
minority in the Executive also. [Laughter.] Now, what is the 
foundation for this? Why do they do it? How do they have 
the courage? It is because they can rely upon the invincible 
want of knowledge of their constituents. [Laughter.] It is be- 
cause they represent a class of people who can easily be deceived, 
who do not understand the facts of history or the facts of the 
hour. A gentleman said to me not long ago that the Demo- 
cratic party would last forever; that it would be here at the end 
ofa hundred years. Thatisso. There has always got to bea 
hind end of things. [Great laughter and applause on the Re- 
publican side. ] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I move to strike out the last two words. 

I suppose, Mr. Chairman, that one of the most painful expe- 
riences that comes to. human nature is the result of misplaced 
confidence. I believe there have been more or less occasions—I 
trust there may not have been many—in which I have allowed 
myself to be so far controlled by my natural good nature and 
magnanimity as to strain probability to the extent of giving 
credit to some Democrat for something or other that was good. 
I believe that I have never failed to be requited by a very scant 
reciprocity. 

Now, this afternoon I[ really thought that I was in'‘my humble 
way paying a rather liberal and generous compliment to my 
friend and colleague the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, Mr. CUMMINGS. Iam not absolutely sure that he has 
not intended to compliment me this afternoon, but if he did he 
has couched his flattery in such peculiar form that I am a little 
confused and doubtful about it. 

Now, my friend the chairman—and [I concede to him all the 
charity that should go to the man who has to fight for a desper- 
ate cause—in undertaking tosay something in behalf of the Dem- 
ocratic party as connected with the Navy, has very carefully 
chosen his period. He did‘not go back to the war, because the 
attitude of the Democratic party towards the Navy during that pe- 
riod would have beenembarrassing fora Union soldier like him- 
self to narrate, because then the Democratic party was on one side 
and the United States Navy was on the other—all the Democratic 
party that was of any consequence. 

There was a little sort of a tail of the Democracy that occa- 
sionally gave a galvanic waggle up in the North when Horatio 
Seymour, or some man of that kind, made a copperhead speech; 
but everybody recognized, and those of us who were on the line 
of battle more than anybody else recognized, that the great body 
of the Democratic party was down South and very much ‘‘ agin” 
the American Navy during that period. 

Leaving that past, the gentleman does not come forward tothe 
present to deal with living issues, but he resorts to rehashing 
the old complaint and scandal and slander and vituperation with 
which this House rang twenty-odd years ago, at a time when 
the American people were going on with the prodigal and ex- 
travagant business of patching up old material. 

- Now, if any man wants to take the time of this House, or wants 
to waste the time of this country in discussing the expenditure 
of money upon those wooden ships, I am willing that he should 
do sé. I know that the intelligent portion of the American peo- 

le understandall about that ported of our naval history. They 

now perfectly well that they spent millions of dollars because 
the Congress of the United States did not get up to the point of 
plunging into the new régime or taking the initiative step of 
recognizing that wooden ships were of the past; that they had 
become obsolete; that we had got to stop wasting money upon 
them, and enter upon the field of building steel vessels which 
Secretary Chandler, with wise foresight, inaugurated; and it 
was to his sagacity in suggesting the law that no wooden ships 
should be repaired where the repairs cost more than 20 per cent 


His dis- 
The common-school system does 
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Navy. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Lask unanimous consent that the gentle- 


‘man be allowed to proceed for five minutes. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of ee I object. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I shall be glad to be recognized, 
and will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Lhope there will be no objection to the 
gentleman being allowed to proceed. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I do notdesire — on 
sufferance. I will continue my remarks ata later period. 

Mr. HERMANN, I move to strike out the last three words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oregon. 

Mr. HERMANN. I now yield to the gentleman from Maine 
{[Mr. BouTEeELLyY}). 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can nottake the floorand 
yield the time in that way. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, What is the reason for that? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I want to say that there will be no objec- 
tion on this side to the gentleman continuing. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER. Lhope the gentleman’s time will be 
extended. 

The CHAIRMAN.” Is there objection to the request that the 
time of the gentleman be extended for five minutes? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I was about to say that 
everybody understands that the money expended upon wooden 
ships was an expenditure that madea very unfavorable showing. 
There is not a man here who does not understand the relation 
between the cumulative expenditure for repairing and keeping 
in order an old house or an old ship and the cost of building a 
new one. 

The most expensive naval administration that we have ever 
had was an attempt to keep afloat a lot of vessels that were rot- 
ting on our hands. Now, that has all been gone over, and isa 
thing of the past. I supposed it was relegated to the lumber 
room of the ages. We have been going on now for twelve years 
on a new line, building ships under a different system and 
under new auspices, and my — to-day has been to show, 
and I believe I have shown, as the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. CUMMINGS] has confirmed by his statement—his whole 
speech was a confirmation of my charge—that the Democratic 
party has been against the building up of the Navy; and he 
arises here and enters the excuse which, if we boil it down, 
amounts simply to this, that the Democratic party being in the 
South, and having been engaged so long in fighting the Navy, 
having its prejudices so thoroughly aroused, was not able, until 
twenty years after the war, to sufficiently rise above its preju- 
dices to help atall in the rebuilding of the Navy. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentlemanfrom New York surprised 
me when he went back and revived the very curious assault 
that he ante = the ope of oe House in — Fifty-first 
Congress, which I suppesed, and wi was generally supposed, 
to have resulted anythi but eee to the onaiient. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. If the gentleman will allow me,I willsug- 


st— 
oho CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maine yield .to 
the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Certainly, if it does not come out of the 
brief time that I have. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will come out of the gentleman’s time. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Iwill suggest that Senator Hiscock and 
——- gemma made the assault, and not the gentleman from 

ew York. : 

Mr. BOUTELLE, Oh, that is not the fact. I know all about 
the assault. Thegentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] a 
nated a series of resolutions to be sprung as an attack on 
then Speaker of the House, and he them around and 
tried to peddle them out to somebody, and finally, in an evil 
hour, he succeeded in getting the gentleman from New York 

Mr. CUMMINGS] to assume sponsorship for them and to intro- 
them here, and the whole gravamen of that assault was 
that the Secretary of the Navy had advertised for the employ- 
ment of men at the yard at Portsmouth, N. H., and that it was 
for the pu of colonizing a district there, colonizing voters 
to aid in the election of colleague, the late Speaker of the 
House. I called the attention of the gentleman from New York 
to the fact that under the constitution of Maine it was absolutely 
impossible under that notice to puta single voter in that Con- 
gressional district. 

Theconstitution of theState of Maine requiresa three months’ 
residence to enable any man to vote there, so that there wasab- 
sélutely no sense or reason for making such an and 


I walled the attention of the gentleman still further to the fact 


that when the Democratic had full control of the navy- 
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yard at Portsmouth my colleague was elected by the greatest 
majority in his political history. So much for that. What an 
enormity that was! Whataterrible thing! How it must have 
shocked the gentleman from New York! How it must have 
shocked a New York Democrat—— 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I made no charge of colonization. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. How it must have shocked a New York 
Democrat to think of such a thing as attempting to colonize 
voters in a Congressional district! Why, September 15, 1886, 
right on the eve of the election in New Hampshire, where Con- 
gressmen were to be elected, we had the following notice: 

[Certificate. ]} 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., Sepiember 15, 1888. 

In pursuance of the act of June 90, 1876, I hereby certify that the needs of 
the public service make it necessary to increase the force in the navy-yard 
at Portsmouth, N. H., as follows: 125 men in the department of construc- 
tion and repair and 20 men in the department of steam engineering. 

Signed not by a Republican Secretary, but by D. B. Harmony, 
a Democratic Acting Secretary of the Navy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman bas expired. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I move to strike out the last three words, 
if that is in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rules the gentleman could not 
make that motion. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Why not? 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment under the rules is debat- 
able for five minutes on one side and then for iive minutes on 
the other. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I think whoever desires to reply to me 
would prefer to reply after I have finished my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman ask unanimous con- 
sent that his time be extended? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ido. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I desire to interrupt the gentie- 
man, if he will permit me, tomake the suggestion that 5 o'clock, 
the time of the taking of the recess, is almost here, when the 
committee must rise. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Some one will probably desire to reply to 
me, and I want to make one more citation. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. If the gentleman will allow me, I will sug- 
gest that he has already used an hour and a half, and I hzve 
only used twenty-five minutes. It seems to me he ought to get 
through with the speech some time or other. I would like to 
go on with the bill. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask permission to read one more dis- 


tch. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Three minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that his time be extenued three minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Now, Mr. Chairman, all I desire to say in 
addition to this—and I might say a great deal more if time per- 
mitted, because I feel very deeply the pain that has come to the 
mind of my friend the chairman of the committee [Mr. Cum- 
MINGS] from this great political interference in the navy- 
yards—I might cite in detail different orders that were sent 
from the Navy Department by Secretary Whitney to the Nor- 
folk navy-yard, when the Democrats were in power in the Ex- 
ecutive some years ago, but I will simply say that I called for 
information which resulted in a document being sent to this 
House which on page after page showed the manner in which the 
Democratic Administration dealt out patronage to the Norfolk 
navy-yard in 1885, 

Cc es was ordered en bloc and made systematically. But I 
will only cite one report of the commodore commanding, which 
shows the zeal with which these orders were carried out. They 
were turning Union soldiers and sailors out by the score, and so 
in haste were they to replace them with men who occupied the 
attitude toward the Navy that the gentleman from New York 
Mr. CUMMINGS] has just @escribed, that they did not even wait 
or a decorous establisment of eligibility. I read the following: 
"s Opricn, NAVY-YARD, Norfolk, Va., May 25, 1885. 

ir: I to the Department's letter of the 23d instant, received to-day, 
Mr. CG. W. Y ugh, La ae discharged April 14 aim. and Mr. George 


Ga. Hobson appointed lace. 
Mr. Hobson's letter of accepeance and “oath of allegiance,’ dated April 15, 


were forwarded tothe Department A’ 16 ultimo. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 





W. T. TRUXTUN. 
‘ Commodore, Commandant. 
Hon. Wintiam C. Warrnny, 
Secretary of the Navy, Navy Department, Washington, D. C. 
That shows—— 
Mr. CUMMINGS. I would like to know if this was in 1885? 
Mr. BOUTELLE It was in 1885. : 
= CUMMINGS. Was any Congressionai election pending 
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Mr. BOUTELLE. I am not speaking of any Congressional 
lection pending; I am speaking of the misuse of the public 

atronage. Iam speaking about the charge of the gentleman 
ey New York that the Navy Department was tampering with 
the navy-yards for political purposes; and here is one instance 
among a large number, where a competent man, against whom 
no charge was made, was discharged to make room for an ex- 
Confederate, whose oath of allegiance was sent to Washington 
in the same package that carried his acceptance of his appoint- 
ment. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I want to say one word in 
reply to the gentleman from Maine. I never made allega- 
tion in the Fifty-first Congress that there were any coloniza- 
tion frauds in the Kittery navy-yard. I did make the al- 
legation that voters were employed there for the purpose of 
getting, their votesand theirassessments. The gentleman ought 
torecollect whatoccurred in the House. It was Governor Flower, 
of New York, then a member of this House, who asked him 
about colonization frauds. He refused to listen to my denial of 
any such allegation, and accepted Mr. Flower’s use of the word 
as coming from me. To-day he continues this acceptation. I 
alleged no colonization whatever. There is no necessity for 
quoting the laws of Maine for me. I know their purport. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. You appeared very much surprised when 
I called your attention to the provisions of the Constitution. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Notthis time. [Laughter.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 


PAY OF THE NAVY. 


For the pay of officers on sea duty; officers on shore and other duty; offi- 
cers on waiting orders; officers on the retired list; clerks to commandants 
of yards and stations; clerks to paymasters at yards and stations; general 
storekeepers; receiving ships and other vessels; extra pay to men reénlist- 

under honorable discharge; interest on deposits by men; pay of petty 
Officers, seamen, landsmen, and boys, including men in the Engineer’s force 
and for the Coast Survey Service and Fish Commission, 8,250 men and 750 
boys, at the pay prescribed by law; in all, $7,475,000: Provided, That all offi- 
cers who have been appointed or who may be appointed to any corps of the 
Navy after service in a different branch of the Navy, shall haveall the bene- 
fits of their previous service in the}same manneras ifsaid anne were 
areéntryintotheNavy. Any alien of the age of 21 years and upward who has 
enlisted or may enlist in the United States Navy or Marine Corps, and has 
served ormay hereafter serve five consecutive years in the United States Navy 
or oneenlistment in the United States Marine Corps, and has been or may 
hereafter be honorably discharged, shall be admitted to become a citizen of 
the United States upon his petition, without any previous declaration ofhis 
intencion to become such; and the court admitting such alien shall, in addi- 
tion to proof of good moral character, be satisfied by competent proof of 
such person’s service in and honorable discharge from the Uni States 
Navy or Marine Corps. 


Mr. HERMANN. I offer an amendment. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported thatthatcommittee had had under consideration the bill 
H. R. 6748, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
TURNER of Virginia, for this day, on account of sickness. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will designate the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. ee ee oe the duties of the 
Chair at the evening tession. The House will now take a recess 
until 8 o’clock under the rule. 

Accordingly (at 5 o'clock) the House was declared in recess. 





EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House, at 8 o’clock p. m., was 
called to order by Mr. BROOKSHIRE, as Speaker pro tempore. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is now in session 
pursuant to clause 3 of Rule XXVI. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I move that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering 
bills under the special rule for this evening. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. KILGORE. I demand a division, Mr. Chairman. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 26, noes none. 

Mr. KILGORE. What is the announcement? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ayes are 26, and the noes 
none. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is mighty few people to do any work. 

So the motion was agreed o 7 =e . 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Dockery in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
@n the Private Calendar, and the Clerk will report the first bill. 


CORNELIA DE PEYSTER BLACK. 


The first business on the: Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3156) granting a pension to Cornelia de Peyster Black, widow 
of —e M. Black, late colonel of the United States Army, de- 
ceased. 

The bill was read at length. 

The amendment agreed to by the Committee of the Whole on 
March 30, was also read. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, that bill was pre- 


sented by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. 
STONE], and as he is absent I ask that it be laid aside without 
prejudice. 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the bill will be laid 
aside without prejudice. 

Mr. KILGORE. What order was made in that case? 

The CHAIRMAN. The request is that the bill be laid aside 
without prejudice, retaining its place on the Calendar, in the 
absence of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. 
STONE]. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

MARTHA A. HOLT. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (HH. R. 
3971) for the relief of Martha A. Holt, the widow of Thomas C, 
Holt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the honorable Secretary of the Interior is hereby 
authorized and directed to place the name of Martha A. Holt, widow of 
Thomas C. Holt, of Company F, Second Regiment United States Infantry, 
Mexican war, on thepension roll of the United States, under the provisions 
and limitations of the act of January 29, 1887, the service of the soldier as 


shown by the records of the War Department being hereby accepted as 
sufficient. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. I move that the bill be laid aside with a 
favorable recommendation. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. TAWNEY) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (HM. R. 2971) 
granting a pension to Martha A. Holt, have had the same under considern- 
tion, and respectfully report as follows: 

The records of the War Department show that theclaimant’s late husband, 
Thomas C. Holt, enlisted May 22, 1848, as a private in Company F, Second 
United States Infantry, and was discharged May 22, 1853. Mrs. Holt filed an 
application for pension July Li, 1890, under the Mexican war act of January 
29, 1887, but the claim was rejected December 11, 1890, on the ground that the 
soldier did not serve sixty days during the Mexican war, as he enlisted only 
forty-four days before the war closed. All requisite facts relating to legal 
widowhood, age, and dependence were apparently shown in the papers filed 
at the Pension Bureau, and the sole ground of rejection was as stated above 

Mrs. Holt is now about70years old. Her husband, the soldier, died in 185s, 
and she has remained his widow ever since. She is old, destitute, and de- 


pendent, and the relief prayed for is absolutely necessary to her comfortable 
support. 
he facts are shown by the testimony on file at the Pension Bureau and 


by the testimony filed with the bill. 

Tn the light of the foregoing facts your committee believe that the pension 
allowed by law to the widows of Mexican war soldiers should be granted in 
this case, and the bill is therefore returned with a favorable recommenda- 
tion. 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, that bill will be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, I move that that bill be reported 
to the House with a recommendation that it lie on the table. I 
will state that it has been passed over several times. The bill 
was reported from my committee. I do not think it is a good 
bill. This soldier only served forty-four days. He never was at 
the sbatof the war, never participated in battle; and I do not 
think it a just bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia moves that 
the bill be reported to the House with the recommendation that 
it lie on the table. 

Mr. PICKLER. I want to ask the 
[Mr. Moses] a question. I understan 
mittee? 

Mr. MOSES. 


entleman from Georgia, 
that this is from his com- 


Yes, sir; reported favorably from my commit- 
tee. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then why do you take the back track upon 
your committee? [Laughter.] 

Mr. MOSES. Because I think the committee made a mistake 
in reporting the bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. One more question. This lady is the widow 
of a Mexican soldier, and all the trouble with the case is that he 
served only forty-four days, instead of sixty. 

Mr. MOSES. That is correct. 

Mr. PICKLER. And she has beon his widow for thirty-six 
years? 

Mr. MOSES. Yes, sir; but the mannever was in battle atall. 

Mr. PICKLER. Did he obey orders? It probably was not 
his fault that he was notin battle. A soldier is a good soldier 
if he obeys orders, whether he isin battle or not. I hope the 
gentleman’s motion will not prevail. 

Mr. KTLGORE. I want to make a speech on this subject my- 
self, Mr. Chairman. [Laughter.] 
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Mr. PICKLER. It is understood, I — that this is by 
permission of the House. We shall be glad to hear the gentle- 
man, but a motion to lay on the table is d ¥ debatable. 

Mr. KILGORE. A motion to lay on the table can not be made 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PICKLER. This is a motion that the bill be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do lie on the table. 

Mr. KILGORE. Ah. Now, Mr. Chairman, the Congress has 
enacted a law upon this qa’ subject, and that law is intended 
to apply to every individual who participated in the Mexican 
war or any other war to which it relates. That law provides 
that any person who enlisted for the Mexican war and who did 
not serve sixty days, or who did not during his service for a less 

eriod participate in a battle, shall not be entitled to the bene- 
its of the act to pension Mexican war veterans. Now, if it is 
important that the rule should be relaxed, it oughtto be relaxed 
as to all alike, and our Calendar ought not to be encumbered 
with a bill of this character, the purpose of which is to contra- 
vene the law already in force. Iagree with the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. MosEs] that this bill ought not to pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion that this 
bill be laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do lie on the table. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I want to understand | 


this matter. If I understand anything about these Friday eve- 
ning pension sessions, they are held for the pape of doing 
what the general law does not authorize to be done. That, [ 
understand, is the purpose for which these sessions are held, 
and if we are going to apply the legal rule to every case that 
comes before us, we may as well adjourn this pension session 
and quit. I understand that claimants have been pensioned all 
over this broad land at these Friday night sessions for several 
ears back, simply because their cases were sup to be mer- 
(rortens and were such as did not come under the general law. 
We are called upon here to exercise our discretion and judg- 
ment where there are equities in a case but where the general 
law does not admit the granting of the pension. : 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. We are sitting as a court of equity. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes; asa court of equity. Thisisnota 
court of law, a court of justice. That is what we are afraid of 
and that is what everybody who brings a claim in here is afraid 
of. They are like the Irishman who was told that he need not 
be alarmed, that the court would do him justice, and who re- 
plied: * Faith, that’s just what I am afraid of.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. RAY. If the gentleman will permit me, it is not because 
we are afraid of justice, but because we can not make a general 
law that will do justice in all cases. : 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Well, ‘‘justice” means law and iaw 
means justice. 

Mr. RAY. I unde?stand; but we can not make a general law 
that will do justice in every individual case. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Certainly not; and these Friday — 

nsion sessions are held to deal with cases that the general law 

oes not cover. . 
Mr. aN. om po we do er ag these sessions for the 
ur of br ng aboutany injustice. 

* Mr. LIVINGSTON. Oh, Set do not mean that. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not know in what State this lady 
lives or who introduced this bill, but if there is not some equity 
in this case, I have not heard of one in which there was any 
equity during the t three years. Here is a woman whose 
husband did serve in the Army for a considerable eee ae 
I wish my colleague [Mr. MOSEs] would state how it happened 
that he got outof the Army without being in anengagement, or 
before he had served sixty days. 

Mr. PICKLER. Forty-four days’ service was a pretty long 
service in the Mexican war, anyway. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I think it was, especially in that coun- 
try. But I would like to knew how this man got out at the end 
of forty-four days without remaining the other sixteen. 

A MEMBER. I su it was because peace was declared. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. If it was because was declared, 
then he got out of the Army without any fault of his own. It 
was very fortunate for both this country and Mexico that that 
Howl capeeeanet oe npmaiing wi apble ionsichel } galrul 

owI repeat, thatif we are going to apply the strict le © 
to cases that come before us here and nh the equities, we 
had better stop these oe night peaaige sessions. I would 
like to know who introduced this bill. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will state that I made the report. 

Mr. COX. Who introduced the bill? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think it was thegentleman from Maryland, 
Mr. COMPTON. 

Mr. COX. There were quite a number of soldiers in the Mexi- 
can war who were on the way to Mexico when the war closed. 
Some of them got as far as New Orleans and some as far as Mem- 


phis, and were discharged at those points. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. The war having closed? 

Mr. COX. Yes; and I would like to know whether this is one 
of that class of cases. 

As I have said, some of these men got as far as New Orleans 
on their way to engage in the Mexican war. They did all they 
could. Now, in such a case, if a man enlisted and started to 
Mexico, getting as far as New Orleans, and was then discharged 
without having served the sixty days, it seems to me it would 
be a great outrage not to allow his widowa pension. Such aman 
showed as much disposition to renderservice asanyone. Hence 
I would like to know whether this is such a case. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It appeared before the committee that the 
husband of this widow enlisted and started on his way to the 
Mexican war and was discharged. 

Mr. COX. Do eee know where he was discharged? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. On account of what was he discharged? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Because the war was over; that was the rea- 
son he did not serve the requisite number of days to entitle his 
widow to a pension under the general law passed in 1887. 

The circumstances as to her condition were all proven before 
the committee, and the committee felt that she was entitled to 
the pension allowed in the bill, and directed a favorable report 
to be made. Their judgment in favor of the bill was unani- 


mous. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Itseems plain in this case that there 
was an Sar 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman will allow me to say that 
this bill was introduced by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
ComMPpTon]|—— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Sol understand. 

Mr. TAWNEY. [asked him this week whether it would not 
be possible for him to be here to-night (because the bill has 
been passed over a number of times) to explain the cireumstances 
of the widow and the service rendered by her husband. He re- 
plied that the condition of his health would not permit him to 
attend these night sessions. 

Mr. PICKLER. I understand the report was unanimous. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It was. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then, without prolonging the discussion, 
I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a recommendation that it pass. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I would like to make a suggestion 
or two, not by way of opposition to this bill, but in order to call 
the attention of the Committee of the Whole to one feature of 
it. Ido not look on this as a mere matter of equity. If the 
time of service required should be reduced in this case from 
sixty days to forty-four days, then there ought to be a general 
law by which all persons similarly situated should be placed on 
the same footing. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That would be right. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Now, let me illustrate that remark 
as applied to claims under the act of July 27, 1890. That law 
requires that in order to entitle a widow to receive pension she 
must prove that her husband was a soldier in the Union Army, 
that he served ninety days, and that he was honorably dis- 
charged. Now, quite a number of propositions have come be- 
fore the Committee on Invalid Pensions to pension, under the 
second section of that act, soldiers who had served, some sixty 
days, some seventy-five days, and some as many as eighty-five 
days. In each case our committee has felt that in justice to the 
great body of soldiers we ought not to allow a reduction of the 
time in individual cases, but that the matter ought to be met 
by a general law. 

Mr.COX. Onemoment. Werethere any troopsin the Union 
Army for a shorter period than ninety days? 

Mr. MARSH. Yes; there were some thirty-day troops. 

Mr. COX. But none of those are pui on the pension rolls? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. No, sir. 

Mr.COX. And the troops who entered service for the Mexi- 
can war were mustered in until the end of the war. 

Mr. MARTIN cf Indiana. Now, let me illustrate the propo- 
sition I was presen - I do not care to detain the committee; 
but it seems to me that bills from the Committee on Pensions 
and the Committee on Invalid Pensions should, when they come 
into this House, stand upon a similar footing. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. e will discuss them as they come up. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Now, where does the equity come 
in? It comes in this way: Occasionally there is a case where a 
man died while in service, but not in the line of duty, and havin 
no honorable In such a case an equity arises whic 


makes the Committee on Invalid Pensions feel very ready to rec- 
ommend relief. Where a man dies whiie in the service and 
while subject to Government control, but while not in the line 
of duty—where, for instance, he dies at home while on fur- 
lough—in such a case the committee has repeatedly recom- 
mended that the requirements as to honorable discharge be 
waived. But when you come to reducing the mere matter of 
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the length of the service, I suggest that if it be done in the one 
case, in justice to the great hody of the soldiers it ought to be 
done in all. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. But let me suggest to the gentleman 
that there is quite a dissimilarity between the soldiers who 
served in the Mexican war and the Union soldier. In the Union 
Army there were no enlistments for less than ninety days, unless 
in the case of some State troops, and therefore the law has been 
framed in that way. That was the smallest service a-man could 
render. But in the Mexican war he was enlisted for the war. 
If he enlisted ten days before the war closed, he was enlisted for 
the war. He did not know whether it would be ten days or ten 
months or ten years, but he went inin good faith, and the time he 
entered the Mexican service, if he entered it for the war, should 
not be measured by the mere number of days that he served; 
but the question should be, did he serve up to the time of the 
declaration of peace? It wasdifferent, however, with the Union 
Army. Inthatcasethe soldier enlisted for ninety days, and none 
for less. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I desire to call the attention of the 
gentleman from Georgia to this fact: If I recollect correctly, 
the service pension granted to Mexican soldiers required a serv- 
ice of sixty days. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is true. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Now,why should private bills be 
granted —s pension to soldiers who only served forty-four 
days? I hardly think that would be just to the other soldiers. 
If it isrightfor this soldier to receive it, it would be right for all 
to receive it, and a general lawshould be passed for that purpose. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Well, if this case has equities, [ do not 
see why we should refuse relief. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. The same rule that would apply 
to a soldier himself ought, it seems to me, to apply to a widow. 
Now, the gentleman from Georgia would not consentin this case 
to grant a pension to this soldier if he was living and had 
served for only forty-four days, when the general law required 
sixty. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would have been very glad, Mr. Chair- 
man, to have heard the chairman of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions go into the question of the Indian wars a little from 
hisstandpoint. Thelawis that soldiers whoserved in the Indian 
wars for thirty days are entitled to receive a pension. Now, 
why should not a soldier who served in the Mexican war for 
thirty days be also entitled to receive a pension? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to know the reason 
for that distinction myself. I have never been able to get at it, 
and do not see why it should be made. 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not think that there is any reason what- 
ever for making such a distinction. I think there should be a 
pension granted in all such cases on account of service. I know 
some men myself who served in the last war who enlisted for 
ninety days, and inside of fifteen days they saw some of the very 
hottest kind of service that was rendered by any soldier during 
the war. I know something about that myself. .I was not inthe 
Mexican war or in the Indian wars, butIsawalittle other serv- 
ice;, and I say it now advisedly and deliberately, that I would 
rather to-day volunteer to fight the Indians or the Mexicans for 
twelve months than these fellows that we were against then for 
fifteen days. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I think you are about right. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is a fact. I know there is much more 
danger in_that service than there was in either of the others. 
Comparisons, I know, are odious, and as far as that is concerned 
I do not mean to draw any comparison between the service. I 
am only speaking now as to the length of time that men served. 
But in the Indian wars a man who was in for thirty days gets 
his pension under the law; and so it ought to befor the Mexican 
war and for the soldiers in the other wars. It would not let in 
very many, either, if it was allowed by general law. 

r. WILLIAMS of Illinois. If the gentleman will allow me, 
the reason for the distinction, I understand, is on account of the 
time that has elapsed since the Mexican war. 

Mr. PICKLER. Undoubtedly that had some effect. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. And, of course, the widows of 
the soldiers of that war are much older than the widows of the 
late war, 

Mr. PICKLER. But the Indian wars are later, some of them. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, some of the Indian wars were fought 
since the late war. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I would like toask the gentleman from 
South Dakota if this is not the state of fact, that the law pro- 
vides a service pension for the period of sixty days’ service in 
the Mexican war? 

Mr. PICKLER. That is correct. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, there are a number of claims—my 
colleague [Mr. SAYERS] has one, I have some, and other gentle- 
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men—where the service was for fifty-nine days. I think my 
colleague [Mr. SAYERS] has a case that is from the same regi- 
ment. These parties are excluded under the law as it stands. 

Mr. PICKLER. That, I think, is unjust. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, is it good policy, I would suggest, 
for us to pass private bills instead of passing a general act to 
bring all of them within the scope of it? 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to reply to the gentleman from 
Texas that, in my opinion, we ought to havea general act. I 
am for that most decidedly, but there is no way to convince the 


| country or Congress so readily and effectually that there ought 


to be a general law than to pass some relief cases one by one. 

Now, it is poor coffsolation to the widow of this man who was 
in the Mexican war, and who has remained his widow for thirty- 
six long years, loyal to his memory—itis poor consolation to her 
to tell her to wait until Congress concludes to pass a general law. 

Now, really, while we fix ninety days as the length of servico 
necessary under the act of June 27, 1890, nobody can say that 
there is any good reason why we should have made it ninety 
days rather than sixty days or thirty days; but Congress had to 
fix some limit, and so it was considered that especially as to the 
last war ninety days was a short enough time tofix. Now,when 
a man served eighty-five days or eighty-nine days in the last 
war,as the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions [ Mr. 
MARTIN] has suggested many have, where is the justice in say- 
ing that he should be cut off and not allowed to get a pension, or 
that his widow should not be allowed to get a pension, when, if 
he had served one day more, his widow would have been pen- 
sioned?’ I do not think there is any logical foundation or reason 
in grading pensions to these widows by the number of days the 
soldiers served. 

There are gentlemen here on both sides of this House who 
served in the last war, and they have a very vivid memory of 
its fatigues and hardships, and you are all aware that no soldier 
knows what day he is going to get intoa battle. When a sol- 
dier holds up his hand and swears to follow an officer and go 
where the Government orders him, if he is ready for duty, if he 
is a good soldier, why is not he entitled to the same credit and 
why is not his widow entitled to the same treatment as though 
he had been lucky enough to have been killed during the war? 

Mr. BRYAN. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes. 

Mr. BRYAN. Iwantto ask the gentlemanfrom South Dakota 
what the lawis now? Suppose in the last war a soldier enlisted 
for ninety days or for a longer period, but at the end of, say, two 
months, was discharged because of sickness and did not enter 
the service again. Under the law, at this time, could his widow 
get a pension? 

Mr. PICKLER. No, not unless he died from the disability 
incurred in the service. 

Mr. BRYAN. He must have served for three months? 

Mr. PICKLER. He must have been honorably discharged, 
and served ninety days under the law of June 27, 1890, or if the 
soldier died from disability incurred in the service, his widow 
gets it under general law. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. The widow can recover a pension 
if he incurred the disability in the service. 

Mr. PICKLER. He has to have an honorable discharge, if 
the gentleman speaks of the iaw of 1890. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Under the law of 1890. 

Mr. PICKLER. If he had been killed in the service, without 
an honorable discharge, his widow can get a pension under the 
general law. 

Mr. BRYAN. It is not necessary that he should have an 
honorable discharge, if he was killed. 

Mr. PICKLER. Under the generallaws hecan geta pension 
of course. 

Mr. BRYAN. The gentleman does not understand me. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield for an under- 
standing? [Laughter.] 

Mr. PICKLER. I think the gentleman from Nebraska knows 
what the law is. 

Mr. BRYAN. No,I do not; and the reason why I ask the 
gentleman is because he is familiar with the law. 

‘Mr. PICKLER. Not as familiar as I should be. 
great many intricacies in the law. 
inquires in good faith. 

Mr. BRYAN. I do not mean a case where the soldier was 
disabled and continuously disabled, in which case of course his 
widow could get a pension if he died from the disability. But 
I mean if at the end of two months he received an honorable 
discharge because of sickness or disability from which he after- 
wards recovered, but did not go back into the war, the fact that 
he did not serve ninety days, as I understand it, would preclude 
the widow from obtaining a pension? 


There are a 
I understand the gentleman 
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Mr. PICKLER. Yes; under the act of June 27, 1890. 

Mr. BRYAN. Now, in this case I understand the man did 
not serve the sixty days required under the law governing his 
case? 

Mr. PICKLER. No; and, moreover, this is a case of a Mex- 
ican soldier. 

Mr. BRYAN. Now, are youin favor of giving him a pension, 
and then of following it up by giving pensions to all the widows 
of the late war whose husbands did not serve ninety days? 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of pensioning 
every soidier or his widow, if he be dead, who was in the In- 
dian wars or the Mexican war or the last war,if he did not serve 
more than twohours. Thatis my position. I believe thatthere 
is no good logic in fixing an arbitrary time, and saying that if a 
soldier served that time, a pension shall be granted; but if it 
wa, one or two or ten days less no pension shall be allowed, 
however meritorious it may otherwise be. 

While the longer service and disability incurred should have 
the greater consideration, no service should be considered too 
short to allow a pension. 

I believe that when a man held up his hand and swore to obey 
the behests of the Government, and follow where he was ordered 
to go, that was the great act that entitled him to consideration 
by his country. Lf he served asan honorable soldier it is not 
his fault that he was not ina battle. It is not his fault that the 
Mexican war did not last longer, it was not his widow’s fault, 
and we ought to teach the rising generation, it. seems to me, 
that the great point is in volunteering, in going voluntarily into 
the service of the country, not even waiting for a draft, but vol- 
unteering and taking the oath. ButI know very well that there 
isa great deal of difference of opinion in regard to that, and 
that there are a great many in favor of reducing the time. Cer- 
tainly it seems to me that we could cat it down to thirty daysin 
any war. The widow of a soldier in an Indian war, who served 
thirty days and a half in an Indian war, can get a pension. 

Certainly now these widows of the Mexican war ought to 
have the same privilege; and it seems to me that now, thirty 
years having passed since the last war, thirty days would be a 
sufiicient amount of service to entitle the widow to a pension. 
It would not let in a very large number of widows after all, and 
it would do an act of justice where we are now doing an act of 
injustice. It is not an answer to this to say that because this 
woman, after having lived as the widow of this soldier for ail 
these years, simply because the war ended and he was not inthe 
army forafew days longer she should not be pensioned. You will 
remember that the Mexican war was a war of short service and 
that there was no long service in the Mexican war. 

Mr. MARSH. LIwould ask if the gentleman is willing to yield 
the floor and let this committee have a vote? 

Mr. PICKLER. Wheg I take my seat the gentleman will 
find out. It is not the gentleman’s prerogative to tell me to take 
my seat. 
ir. MARSH. I did not tell you totake your seat, but Iasked 

ou-—— , 
. Mr. PICKLER. I do not yield the floor. 

Mr. MARSH (continuing). I ask you to let this committee 
take a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman irom South Dakota de- 
clines to yield. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, this is a unanimous report 
by the Committee on Pensions. It comes in here without any 
opposition. There is certainly justice in it; and it is not set- 

any precedent for any other cases so faras that is concerned. 
I beliove there is a feeling here among the membership of this 
House that these deserving cases ought to have some recogni- 
tion, and that if a few bills like this are passed it will lead up 
to a general law, reducing the time from ninety days to sixty 
days. I believe it ought to pass. 

Mr. MOSES. A few words. It is stated here that this was 
reported unanimously by the committee. That is correct. I 
was not present at the meeting, and I understand it was re- 
ported unanimously under a mistake. It was thought that the 
soldier served forty-four days in the Mexican war. He never 
was in that war. He never was in Mexico. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. MOSES. He enlisted and served for five years in the 
regular Army. The records do not show that he ever was in 
Mexico. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is true that he was not in Mexico, buthe 
was on his way to Mexico. While the gentleman from 
was not at the meeting when the bill was considered, it was quite 





a full meeting of the committee, and all the facts and circum- 


stances in to the service were laid before the committee. 
The physical condition and the financial condition of the widow 
was stated; and inconnection with the statement was a petition 
of the citizens of the town corroborating her statement. In 
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connection with the fact of his having served forty-four days, 
he was on his way to Mexico with his regiment after enlistment, 
and that, together with the fact that he thereafter served five 
years, induced the committee to report the bill favorably—— 

Mr. PICKLER. DolI understand that the soldier wasenlisted 
in the regular Army for five years, and went to Mexico as a part 
of the service? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No, sir. He enlisted as a volunteer, and 
thereafter served in the regular Army. 

A. | pumeesews Then he was not enlisted in the regular 
rm 

Mr. TAWNEY. This man enlisted for the Mexican war, and 
was discharged on his way there. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I want to say briefly [cries 
of ‘‘Vote!”)] while myfriends are very impatient about voting, 
that you can always tell when a gentleman is behind a bill that 
he wantstogetup. He cries ‘‘Vote!” to induce this committee to 
vote upon a question; and the more bills he is sitting behind, 
expecting to call up later on, the more he halloos ‘‘Vote!” But 
he can not ae this thingthrough. There are certain things 
which can ‘not be hallooed through, and this is one of them. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the Government has dealt more kindly 
with the Mexican war veterans and the Indian war veterans 
than it has with the veterans of the late war. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield tome? [ want to have 
one point explained. 

Mr. KILGORE. Very well. 

Mr. COX. Dol understand this soldier was enlisted in the 
regular Army of the United States and then was ordered to 
Mexico? 

Mr. KILGORE. No, sir; thatis not a fact. 

Mr. TAWNEY. My understanding is that he enlisted for the 
Mexican war, and was on his way to Mexico when he was dis- 
charged, because of the termination of the war. 

. a COX. Can the gentleman give us the number of the reg- 
ment? 

Mr. TAWNEY. [can not give the number of the regiment. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. He afterwards served five years in 
the regular Army. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I have the floor, and I would 
like gentlemen to recognize that fact. 

Mr. MARSH. Will the tleman from Minnesota inform 
the _— whether this sol was enlisted in a volunteer regi- 
ment? 

Mr. TAWNEY. My understanding is that he was enlisted in 
a volunteer regiment. 

Mr. PICKLER. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will allow 
this committee to come to a vote. 

Mr. MARSH. The gentleman from South Dakota will find 
that the gentleman from Illinois will never impede a vote by 
long-winded talk upon pension bills. Can the gentleman from 
Minnesota tell us what this man’s regiment was? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Ido not remember the number of the regi- 
ment. 

Mr.MARSH. Did thecommittee have thesoldier’s army rec- 
ord before it? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MARSH. That record would show the regiment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; but I do not remember it. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. This reportsays Company F’, Second 
United States Infantry. 

Mr. MARSH. That was nota volunteer regiment. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I did not expect to stir up 
all the animals when I got the floor. hana. As I was ob- 
serving, the Government has dealt very ly with the vete- 
rans of the Mexican war and of the Indian wars by granting 
them a service As to the veterans of the Mexican war 
there are certain limitations. A man must be 62 years of age 
before he can avail himself of the law, except under certain con- 
ditions. Where he is disabled and indigent, on making proof 
of the facts he can secure a pension even though he is under 62. 
Another condition is that he must have been in the service sixty 
days, or being in the service less time than that time, that he 
must have participated in a battle. The proposition here is to 
repeal that limitation as to thesoldier named in this bill. Now, 
su we had aproposition here to granta pension to a soldier 
of the Mexican war who was only 58 years old. 

Mr. PICKLER. could not be. A man of that age now 
could not have served in the Mexican war. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, I know of a man who, two years ago, 
soon after the law was , was 58, and for that reason could: 


passed 
not getapension. But if the proposition were before us to grant 
iy would 





@ pension to a veteran of that it. certainly woul 
eat bo peaper for unto change tne tale ferthaksingia 
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case, while others equally meritorious are denied pensions. The 
gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] says that the mere 
act of being sworn in is enough to entitle a man to a pension. 
Ido not think a man ought to be pensioned for the simple act of 
taking an oath. A man who volunteers and serves two hours 
ought to be pensioned, according to the proposition of the gentle- 
man from South Dakota. 

Mr. PICKLER. Suppose a man volunteered for three years, 
as most of the soldiers did in the last war, and he served only 
thirty days and was then discharged because the Government 
did not need him, he would have undertaken to serve the Gov- 
ernment three years, would he not? 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PICKLER. And should he not have consideration for 

at? 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes; but suppose he served only one day? 
The theory upon which this Government pensions a manis that 
he has rendered service in the Army; that he has exposed him- 
self to danger, not necessarily in battle, but to danger from sick- 
ness and other casualties which attend all wars and all service 
inthe Army. That is the theory upon which a man gets a pen- 
sion, and not upon the ground that he has been sworn in and 
got his name upon the roll. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Withthe gentleman’s permission, I will cor- 
rect a statement that I made a fewmoments ago. Iwasasked in 
regard to the service of the husband of this widow. After talk- 
ing with some members of the committee, I now recall the fact 
that this man enlisted on May 22, 1848, for the Mexican war. 
He started for Mexico, but the war terminated. Between the 
date of the enlistment and the close of the war he served only 
forty-four days, but he continued in the service of the United 
States Army until May 22, 1853, when he was discharged. He 
served full five years. 

Mr. MAKSH. Will the gentieman from Texas permit me to 
ask a question? 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, sir; but we are consuming a heap of 
valuable time here. |Laughter.] 

ap nee I want to ask the gentleman from Minnesotaa 

stion. 

Mr. KILGORE. I thought you were going to ask me one. 

Mr. MARSH. I will ask you one after a while. 

Mr. KILGORE. All right; thoughI hate tosee so much time 
wasted. [Laughter.| 

Mr. MARSH. I want to ask the gentleman from Minnesota 
whether the act granting pensions to Mexican veterans applies 
to soldiers in the regular Army? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It does not. 

Mr. MARSH. And this man was a soldier in the regular 
Army: 

Mr TAWNEY. And in the Mexican war also. 

Mr.MARSH. But he enlisted in Company F, Second United 
States Infantry? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; and he served the five years. 

Mr. MARSH. In the regular Army. 

Mr. HICKS. He is none the worse for that. 

Mr. MARSH. No; he is none the worse for that. I am sim- 
ply asking for information whether soldiers of this class come 
under the provisions of the Mexican war pension act, and the 
gentleman from Minnesota says they do not. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, Mr. Chairman, if these gentlemen will 
be seated and not waste so much valuable time I shall be glad 
to bring my observations to a conclusion. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, the amount of ignorance that is abroad in this 
House in reference to the status of this soldier would make a 
book as big as an encyclopedia. Nobody seems to know any- 
thing about this soldier or his war record. The truth is that 
when he enlisted in May, 1848, the Mexican war was about over. 
He could not have served in the Mexican war, because it had ter- 
minated. I was living down in that country and know some- 
thing about those matters, though I was not old enough to be 
engaged in the service. 

Mr. PICKLER. It would seem from thelaststatement of the 
gentleman from Minnesota that this widow would be entitled to 
a pension under the ee law. 

Mr. KILGORE. she is, then let this special bill be with- 
drawn and let her make her application in the regular way. 
The truth of the matter is that this soldier enlisted just about 
the time the Mexican warclosed. He remained in the service, 
as I understand, forty-four ~~ When it was found that he 
was not needed for service the Mexican war he was dis- 
charged. That beyond question was the fact of the matter, 
though the record may not show it. He was d ed, and 
the opportunity was offered him, as it was to all these soldiers 
who were discharged at that time, toreanlist for service on the 
frontier in the regular Army; he with others did reénlist. 
That is the history of 
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Mexican war, and the war having terminated, he was discharged 

and then he reénlisted in the regular Army for service on the 

frontier, a very common thing at the time, because the frontier 

was infested by Indians; and the relations between Mexico and 

pee and the United States were not of the friendliest charac- 
er. 

Mr. DAVIS. The gentleman seems to lay stress on the fact 
that this soldier after enlisting was in the service but a short 
time. Let me put this case: Suppose a Congressman is elected, 
and dies before he is sworn at all, does not hiswidow get $5,000? 

Mr. KILGORE. She ought not to. 

Mr. DAVIS. But does she not? 

Mr. KILGORE. 





That may be the practice of this House: but 
it is a practice which ought not to prevail. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Suppose the member has spent $3,000 or 


$4,000 in getting elected. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then that is his fault, and not the fau'!t of 
the Government. 

Mr. HICKS. The circumstances being as they appear here, 
is there any good reason why this widow should not Cove & pen- 
sion? 

Mr. KILGORE. If the facts are as contended by the gentle- 
men who advocate this bill, she is entitled to a pension under 
the generallaw. Butif on the other hand the facts are as [ 
state them, that this soldier served only forty-four days, then 
he, if living, would not be entitled to a pension, and his widow 
ought not to be so entitled. 

Mr. AVERY. Will the gentleman permit me a word of ex- 
planation? 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. AVERY. Thegentleman states that thissoldier was dis- 
charged at the close of the war. The record shows that he en- 
listed forty-four days before the close of the war, and continued 
to serve five years afterward. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is where the gentleman is mistaken. 
He did not enlist for five years. 

Mr. AVERY. He enlisted and served for five years. 

Mr. KILGORE. No enlistment for the Mexican war was for 
the term of five years. 

Mr. AVERY. He enlisted forty-four days before the close of 
the war, according to the report of the committee, and contin- 
ued to serve until he was discharged in 1853. 

Mr. KILGORE. There were no such enlistments. This man 
enlisted for three years or during the war. I do not care what 
the term of enlistment may have besn, his service terminated 
when the war closed; and then he reénlisted, and entered the 
frontier service. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. The gentleman from Texas 
will allow me to make asuggestion to him andothers. Asthere 
seems to be some doubt and uncertainty about this case, nobody 
seeming to know what are the exact facts, I wish to say that I 
have here an article from the New York Times, which I will 
hand over to the gentleman from Texas, if he will ask unanimous 
consent to have it published in the Recorp. It isan article 
which, I think, will throw some light on this subject. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I am perfectly willing that 
this bill should be laid aside without prejudice—as much on ac- 
count of the absence of the gentleman from Maryland as any- 
thing else. Let it remain on the Calendar, to be called up when 
somebody is here who knowssomething about the history of the 
case. 

I ask unanimous consent that this bill be laid aside without 
prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
will be made. 

There was no objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The CHAIRMAN. TheClerk will report the next bill on the 
Calendar. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 2908) restoring the pension of Martha E. Miller. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. That bill was introduced by the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAyYEs], who sits next to me. He 
is not now inthe city, having been absent, I believe, on leave 
for some time. I ask that it be temporarily passed over with- 
out prejudice. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next bill on the 
Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 3147) for the relief of Wilson Kale. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I desire to raise the ee of order 
that I suggested to the Chair in respect to this bill and to bills 


In the absence of objection, that order 


this case. I repeat, he enlisted for the | of this character 
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TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair hopes the gentleman will waive 
that for the present. The Chair intended to examine the ques- 
tion, but failed to do so. If there be no objection, this bill will 
be passed over without prejudice, retaining its place on the Cal- 
endar, and the Chair wiil examine into the question presented. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ELLEN CONNOR. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5697) granting a pension to Ellen Connor, widow of Patrick Con- 
nor, deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $24 per 
month, the name of Ellen Connor, of Alexandria, Va., widow of Patrick Con- 
nor, deceased, Who was an employé on the military railroad under Superin- 
tendent Peter Wintz, of the Quartermaster’s Department of the United 
States Army, and was shot while at work repairing said military railroad, 
and while in the line of his duty, near Fairfax Station, on or about the 16th 
day of May, 1864, and died from the effects of the wound on the 23d day of 
February, 1868, and that the pension herein granted shall continue during 
the widowhood of the pensioner. 

The committee recommend the following amendment: 

; Sate out twenty-four,” in line 5, and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twelve.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KILGORE, I would like to make some inquiry in regard 
to this bill. The report, I believe, has not been read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The report has not been read. 

Mr. KILGORE. WhatI wish toknowis whether this man was 
enlisted in the service? 

Mr. BRETZ. No; he was a civilian. 

Mr. KILGORE. But he seems to have been killed in the serv- 
ce, 

A MEMBER. Well, is not that enough? 

Mr. KILGORE, I will ask, Mr. Chairman, for the reading of 
the report. 

The report (by Mr. MCETTRICK) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 5697) 
granting a pension to Ellen Connor, and submit the following report: 

The petftioner is the widow of Patrick Connor, to whom she was married 
July 9, 1854, at Alexandria, Va., as shown by copy of church record; that she 
has not remarried since his death, is shown by testimony of two witnesses. 

In 1864 Patrick Connor was employed in the Quartermaster’s Department 
as a laborer on the Alexandria lroad. The records of that office show 
him paid for February, March, and April, 1864, at $1.50 per day. It is alleged 
that while so employed in May, 1864, he was wounded by a stray shot from a 
nosuas train of cars containing United States soldiers, commanded by Col. 
Albright and composed of men from the Two hundred and eighth Pennsyl- 
vania Infantry, and that he died from said wound February 23, 1868, in the 
almshouse in Alexandria, Va. 

In proof of this allegation Patrick Latchford, of Fairfax Station, Va., tes- 
tifled in October, 1887, that he was employed with Connor and saw him shot 
as alleged; that he was taken to a hospital in Alexandria and that he was in- 
formed that Connor afterward died of said wound. - 

John Stevenson, of Alexandria, Va., testified in August, 1887, that he was 
superinvendent of the almahouse and well knew Patrick Connor, who was 
an inmate of that institution to the date of his death, some time in Febru- 
ary, 1868; that Connor's death was caused by wounds inflicted by gunshot 
while in discharge of his duty as laborer. hat Dr. French and Dr. Greg- 
ory, who treated him, are dead, and that Connor was buried in the Catholic 
cemetery near Alexandria by Mr. Wheatly, undertaker. 

Ann Sutton, of Burkes Station, Va., testified in A t, 1887, that she fre- 
quently acted as nurse for Connor in 1866 and 1867, when he was on Peyton 
street, Alexandria; that he was wounded in the upper part of his thigh and 
that it was understood by all that he had been shot while employed as la- 
borer on the Virginia Midland Railroad and that he died of this wound at 
the almshouse and was buried in St. a? Cemetery. 

Your committee recommend that the bill do pass, after be amended by 
S ee 4 words “twenty-four ”’ in line5, and inserting in lieu thereof 
the word “ twelve,” 


Mr. STALLINGS, Mr. Chairman, I would like to know who 
introduced this bill. 3 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts in the chair). 
The Chair is informed that the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
MEREDITH] introduced the bill. 

Mr. STALLINGS. The gentleman who introduced the bill 
is not present to-night, and I ask that it be laid aside for the 
present until he is here, This man was no soldier at all—— 

Mr. PICKLER. He was employed in the Quartérmaster’s 
Department. 

r. MCETTRICK. Ifthe gentleman from Alabama will yield 
to me for a moment, I will suggest that I think this bill can be 
satisfactorily explained by the members of the committee. 
There was abundant testimony offered and the report is very 
clear and conclusive. I think the gentleman will be satisfied if 
he would ask any questions pertaining to the matter about which 
he has doubt, because I believe the explanation could be tendered 
by members of the committee which would remove any doubts 
from. his mind. 

This is a case in which I take an exceeding interest. It is 
not u matter that comes home to my district-—— 

Mr. STALLINGS. I did not yield te the gentleman for a 
speech, but only for a a 

Mr. McETTRICK. ell, I simply wish to make a sugges- 
tion to the gentleman. 
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Mr. STALLINGS. I understand the gentleman from Mass- 
chusetts made the report in that case. 

Mr. McETTRICK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I did not know that. I yield the floor 
to him for the purpose of an explanation only. 

Mr. McETTRICK. I was proceeding to state that this is not 
a case that comes home to my district any more than various 
other cases pending before the committee. It is not a case in 
which there is politics at all, but is a case of pure humanity. 
The widow named in this bill is 76 years of age, living in Alex- 
andria, Va. It isacase that appealed to the sympathy of the 
committee—an unusual case to be sure—and I think thata man 
who lost his life in the service of the country while employed 
in the Quartermaster’s Department, working on a military road 
in Alexandria about thirty years ago, certainly should be en- 
titled to a pension if anybody is. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Will the gentleman 
allow me a question? 

Mr. McEPTRICK. Certainly. 

t a PENDLETON of West Virginia. How was this man 
illed? 

Mr. McETTRICK. By a gunshot wound. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I take that for granted, 
of course. But what was he doing? 

Mr. McETTRICK. He was working upon a military road. 

Mr. BRETZ. He was a civilian? 

Mr. McETTRICK. Yes, sir. 

‘ ar en And was killed by Union soldiers on the way 
outh, 

Mr. MCETTRICK. That is correct. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. That is the point I 
wanted to get at. 

Mr.McETTRICK. He wasaccidentally killed. This isa case 
that does not come under the general law. Itisa case of equity 
and justice. This man lost his life in the service of his coun- 
try. His widow was left with two children to support, one of 
whom was an imbecile. She had to go out and support those 
two little girls and bring them up by day labor. She had no re- 
sourceswhatever. For thirty years this poor woman has worked, 
as long as she could work, and to-day she and her imbecile 
daughter are dependent on the labor of the other child, a woman 
now some thirty-odd years of age. The hardest partof the mat- 
ter is she has never received any aid whatsoever from the Gov- 
ernment. She was unable to care for her husband after he was 
wounded, and this man spent his last days in the almshouse, a 
most unfortunate circumstance. 

Mr. STALLINGS. What time did this man die? 

Mr. McETTRICK. In 1868, within four years of the acci- 
dent. He suffered all that time. 

Mr. STALLINGS. AsI understand you, he was simply a la- 
borer on the military road? 

Mr. McEPTRICK. He was simply a laborer on the military 


road. 

Mr. STALLINGS. He was not an enlisted man at all? 

Mr. McETTRICK,. No, sir. 

Mr. STALLINGS. He had no connection with the Govern: 
ment except that he was employed to work on this road? 

Mr. MCETTRICK, That is all. 

Mr. STALLINGS. And paid so much a day? 

Mr. McETTRICK. A dollar and a half a day. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Paid so much a day, just like any other 
laborer? 

Mr. McETTRICK. A dollar and a half aday, butas it turned 
out he was in as dangerous a position as any soldier might be 
in the heat of battle, because he lost his life as the result of a 
gunshot wound. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. At the hands of Federal soldiers. 

Mr. MCETTRICK. Yes. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. If he had lost property under 
those circumstances, at the hands of the Federal soldiers, would 
he not have had a claim against the Government? 

Mr. MCETTRICK. Certainly. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Buta different rule prevails in reference 
to human life than the rule which prevails in reference to the 
loss of property. The soldier who shot him might have been 
punished for murder, but no legal claim would arise against the 
Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation? In the absence of ob- 
jection it will be so ordered. 

Objection was made. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objectionis made. The question is, Shall 
the bill be laid aside with a favorable recommendation? As 
many as favor it will say ‘‘aye.” 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, Iwanttoaskaquestion. Iam 
not in the habit of interrupting the progress of this business as 
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a rule, but I want to ask the chairman of thiscommittee whether 
it has become the rule of the committee to report favorably on 
bills pensioning persons who were not enlisted in the service of 
the Government, but who were mere laborers or employés of 
the Government? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 
directed to me. 

Mr. HEARD. Itis. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. 


I understand the question to be 


The rule of the committee and of 


this House has been in no instance to recommend a bill for a | 
| captious objection against this case, or any other ease, but I in- 


yension to any person who was not enlisted in the service of the 
Jnited States, unlesshe was killed or injured in battle. The 
circumstances of this case are not such as would bring it within 
that rule; it isone of those cases which, without precedent so 
far as I know, appealed to the sense of the committee that it 
wasproper to be submitted to the House. 

Let me say one thing further. I think this bill would have 
been properly referred to the Committee on War Claims, but no 
point of order having been made on its introduction and not 
having been made on its report here, I do not see why the Com- 
mittee of the Whole should not act upon itas though it had 
come from the Committee on War Claims. I never heard of 
another case like this. It was a case where a laborer in the 
employ of the Government would necessarily take the risks in- 
cident to his calling. If he had been a blacksmith, he would 
have necessarily expected, in shoeing horses, to take the risk 
of being kicked, and possibly killed; but in this case it seems to 
me no one could think that he took, as a part of the risk neces- 
sarily incident to his calling, the liability trat while properly 
workingalong the‘railroad and stepping aside to let a train load 
of Union soldiers pass, he would be shot and killed by them. I 
say to the Committee of the Whole very frankly that I know of 
no precedents, but it is one which appeals to the sense of the 
Committee of the Whole without any precedents. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, | rise toa point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. This bill was laid aside with a favorable 
recommendation, as I understand. I submit that this debate is 
not inorder. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota is mis- 
taken about that. The bill was not laid aside with a favorable 
recommendation. The:gentleman from Missouri[Mr. HEARD] 
has the floor. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, some years ago I was asked to 
introduce a bill here to grant a pension to a man who had been 
killed while acting as a conductor in charge of a train of mili- 
tary supplies for the Federal Government in the State of Ala- 
bama, and the rule was enforced ‘against the applicant for that 
pension that the party was not an enlisted man and was there- 
fore excluded from the provisions of all pension legislation. 

Mr. Chairman, so far as concerns the argument made by my 
friend from Indiana[Mr. MARTIN] that this should be paid upon 
its merits as a war claim, I have only this to say: That had a 
claim of this character been presented to this House from the 
Committee on War Claims I would not have lifted up my voice 
against it or uttered oneobjection. Butitdoesoccur to me that 
this establishes a precedent (for the gentleman from Indiana 
says there has been no case like this before), and it sets the dan- 
gerous precedent of pensioning people who were not enlisted. 
Now, I Some had a taousand applications since I have been in 
Congress from people employed in different capacities, touching 
in some way or other the Federal service, to get pensions for 
them. I have been obliged to report to them that it was im- 
no gene that they were not entitled to pensions; that they 

ad been employed simply under contract; that they had the 
privilege of quitting the service at any time, and that the obli- 
gation existing between enlisted men and the Government did 
not obtain in their cases. 

Mr. McETTRICK. I would like to ask the gentleman where 
the responsibility for the death of this man should be placed? 

Mr. HEARD. I understand on the Federal Government, if 
anywhere; I do not know of any other place. I understand he 
was killed while in the employ of the Government. 

Mr. MCETTRICK. By an agent of the Government. 

Mr. HEARD. By an agent of the Government? 

Mr. MCETTRICK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEARD. What do you mean by an agent of the Govern- 
ment: 

Mr. MCETTRICK. A soldier in the service is certainly an 
agent of the Government. 

Mr. HEARD. He is not an agent for the 
people in the employ of the Government. 

Several MEMBERS. OH, yes. 

Mr. MCETTRICK. One agent was shot by the other. 

: as HEARD. He was not employed as an agent to kill the 
aborers. 


purpose of killing 
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Mr. McETTRICK. But he wasanagentof the Government. 

A MEMBER. But killed the wrong man. 

Mr. McETTRICK. Suppose he had been employed by a pri- 
vate corporation would he not then 

Mr. HEARD. If my friend from Massachusetts will allow me, 
Mr. Chairman, I only want to say that 1 am not going to make 
any argument against the liability of the Government upon that 
ground, but it is not under any obligations to grant a pension to 
any individual who only sustains the relation ofa hired man 
in the employ of the Government. [am not here to make any 


sist that we ought to apply the same rule that has been applied 


| since the foundation of the Government, so far as I know. that 


men not enlisted as soldiers are not entitled to pension as sol- 
diers. 

[f the representatives of this decersed man have any claim 
for compensation against the Government let them make it in 
the right way; but if you establish a precedent of pensioning 
employés of the Government, teamsters and other employés, I 


| say there is a brood of those cases to come before Congress such 


as you never yet had to consider, for there are thousands of peo- 
ple who have been injured in the service in one way or another. 
There are thousands who have been disabled, and who will claim 
pensions on account of disabilities incurred in the service while 
employed by the Government. Therefore, it seems to me that 
this a bad precedent. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
a question? 

Mr. HEARD. 
man from Texas. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Isimply want to makean inquiry. What 
will you do with the case of the Ford Theater disaster, where 
the parties were injured by reason of the falling of that building? 

Mr. HEARD. I will say to the gentleman from Texas that I 
have never given any consideration to the basis of those claims. 
But, Mr, Chairman, we have rested all applications for pensions 
to soldiers on enlistment in all times past. 

In what I should say about that case, I certainly would not be 
governed by any precedents in pension cases. I have submitted 
all that I have to say, Mr. Chairman. I have no captious tight 
to make on this case. I desire, however, to call attention to the 
fact that you are about to enter upon a course of legislation that 
you do not nor will not see the end of for a good while, acourse 
of legislation which will put upon every member here and every 
member that comes after us the burden of explaining to every 
teamster and every other employé of the Government in his dis- 
trict why a pension can not be obtained for him. Sofar asl am 
concerned, I have discharged my duty by entering a protest 
against broadening the application of the pension law to cover 
cases of this kind. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that it would bea 
very bad precedent to establish to pass a bill like this. The 
pension laws as they now exist are extremely liberal, and, with- 
out any criticism on the committee that reported this bill, I con- 
fess I wassurprised when I read the report. Itisa proper thing 
for the Government to do to pension soldiers whoare legitimately 
entitled to pensions by reason of their service in defense of their 
country. But what is the case that is presented to us here? It 
is not the case of a soldier applying for a pension. Here is a 
man who was at work on a railroad; a passing train came along 
from which was fired a shot that struck him—— 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Would the gentleman be willing 
to yield to permit me to ask unanimous consent that this bill be 
reported back to the House with the recommendation that it be 
referred to the Committee on War Claims? 

Mr. STALLINGS. I made that motion a while ago and objec- 
tion was made. 

Mr. KYLE. My statement will bo very short and I[ desire to 
conclude it. The case presented, I say, is not that of a soldier. 
This man, according to the report, was never enlisted as a sol- 
dier. He was engaged as a laborer on a railroad, when a train 
came along from which was fired a shot that unfortunately 
struck him, Four years afterward he died, and there is no proof 
to show that his death was the result of the wound then re- 
ceived except the naked statement made in the report. 

‘Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Was itasoldier who shot 
him? 

Mr. KYLE. Nobody knows who shot him. 

Mr. McETTRICK. Read the report. 

Mr. KYLE. I have read the report, and it does not say that 
he was shot by a soldier. 

Mr. McETTRICK. It does. 

Mr. AITKEN. And that he died from the wound. 

Mr. KYLE. The report does not state it in thatway. It 
says that he was shot from a passing train, but it does not show 
that he was shot by a soldier. The report ina general way 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 


Certainiy. I yield with pleasure to the gentle- 
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does sav that he died of the wound, but there is no testimony of 
any physician to show that his death was the result of that 
wound. 

Fvom this report no one here can tell whether this man pro- 
voked the shot that resulted in his death or no. He may have 
been engaged in some unlawful act at the time; he may have 
provoked a difficulty with some manonthe passing train by some 
act of hisown. I submit that if ever there was a case presented 
here which, in my humble opinion, ought not to receive recog- 
nition from this House this isone. 1 can not conceive of any 
rule of justice to the old soldiers of this country, of any rule of 
right to the peopleof thiscountry that would justify the passage 
of a bill like this. It is no argument to say that this widow is 
poor, when there are thousands of poor widows all over the 
country who are as needy as this one. 

Mr. HICKS. Their husbands were notkilled by United States 
soldiers, though. 

Mr. KYLE. And you do not know whether this man was 
killed by United States soldiers or not. 

Mr. HICKS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. MARTIN ofindiana. I willstatethat theevidence before 
the committeeshowed that when the train camealong the soldiers 
were engaged in random firing,and this man, by direction of the 
foreman, undertook to seek shelter behind some object, butwas 
too slow and was shot. The report, Igrant, is not quite:as ex- 
plicit as it might be on that point, but the evidence was clear 
and distinct. Now, if the gentleman from ee iwill yield 
to me, I will ask unanimous consent that this bil eo reported 
back to the House with the recommendation ‘that it be referred 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


MARY STAHL. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was a bill 
(H.R. 5097) to increase the pension of Mary Stahl. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the roll the name of Mary Stahl, 
widow of Joseph Stahl, deceased, late a private in Company D, Twenty-first 
Regiment, Iowa Infantry Volunteers, at the rate of 830 per month in lieu of 
her present pension, certificate numbered 86103, ee month, she being 
without means, 70 years of , crippled and incapacita 
and ha depen t upon her for support andattendance a son of said de- 
a soldier, aged 38 years, helpless and imbecile since infancy from ‘epi- 

epsy. 

Mr. STALLINGS. 1 ask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. LACEY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom'was referred the bill (H.R. 
5097) to increase the pension of Mary Stahl, submit’the fol) report: 

Mary Stah) is the widow of Joseph Stahl, late of oe D, ty-first 
Towa Infantry, and:she.is aow a under cer No. 86103. 

She is drawing $12 a month under the old law. She has a 40 

ears, Who is helpless and imecile, and has been from.infancy. ‘Mrs. Stahl 

about 70 years of age and very poor. 

The act of June 27, 1890, it was —e sup , would apply to such 
cases SO as to increase such pensions ® per month to widows having depend- 
ent and helpless children over 16 years of ; but under the construction 
placed upon that law by the Commissioner of Pensions and the Secretary of 
the Interior the increased rate does.not apply to cases where the child was 
over i6 years of age at timeot age of theactof 1890. © into consid- 
eration the age and poverty of the widow and helpless ty of her-son, 
we think the pension ought to be increased by the addition of 82.a-month on 
account of said son. 

: Your committee recommend that the bill do pass after being amended as 
ollows: 

Strike out the words “place on the pension rolhthename of” in line4,and 
insert in lieu thereof the words “ grant.an increase of the, — 

i a out the word **thirty”’ in line’?, and insert-in lieu thereof the word 
‘ourteen.” 

Strike ont the words ‘“‘of twelve dollars month’ in line 9. 

Add at the end of the bill the words * increase of pension to continue 
so long as her son shall remain dependent upon her." 


Mr. STALLINGS. Who introduced this bill? 

Mr. LACEY. It was introduced by the gentleman from Iowa, 
Mr. UppeGRaFr. I prepared the report. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Mr. Chairman, as I understand from the 
reading of the bill, the ground fer giving ‘this woman this ad- 
ditional pension is the fact that she has a.son who is disabled. 
Now, the Government is under no obligation to this.son; he was 


never a soldier. Moreover, this women is drawing exactly the 
same amount of ion that hundreds and thousands of widows 
all over this ‘are drawing who are a8 poor -as.she is, 


anc Isee no reason why there should an ‘increase of 82 a 
month granted in this particular case. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Do you ebject to the inorease of $2:a:month 
on account of the helpless imbecility of her son? 

Mr. STALLINGS. The statute gives to her $12:a:month; it 
gives to all such widows the same amount, and Ido 
reason etated in this report why this woman : 
than is received by the widows of other soldiers all over ‘the 


country. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. If the gentleman will permit } 


me-— 
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Mr. STALLINGS. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. TAYLORof Indiana. I wish to submit to him that this 
bill does not propose to place this widow in any more favorable 
position than other widows where there is an imbecile son—— 

Mr. STALLINGS. I yielded only for a question, not for a 
speech. ; 

Mr.TAYLORofIndiana. Linterrupted the gentleman merely 
for the purpose of correcting him. At the time of the passage 
of the act of 1890, if the imbecile son was under 16 years of age, 
then the mother could obtain a pension in his behalf. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Youmean the widow’sson or the soldier’s 
son, not the imbecile son. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Well, he is an imbecile son, and 
he is also the soldier’s son. Now, if he was under 16 years 
of oge when that law was enacted, then the guardian or the 
mother, if she was the guardian, could draw $2 a month for 
thatson. That isthe provision now of the law of 1890. What, 
then, does the gentleman mean when he says that this bill 
would give to this widow a right not allowed to other widows? 

Mr. STALLINGS. The gentleman puts in an “ if’”—— 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I simply asked the gentleman 
what he meant by making an assertion of that sort. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Were the “if” taken out, there would 
not be any reason fora great-many.of these pensions. If there 
had been no trouble in this country from 1861 to 1865, we would 
not have needed any of these pensions. 

A MEMBER on the Republicanside. True. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Yes, very true. 

Now, take the:case of soldiers: who-served in the Indian wars 
or in the Mexican-war. They or-their widows can draw only $8 
a month. Those widows are ‘all more than 65 years of age. 
Their husbands served the country just-as faithfully as soldiers 
who were engaged in the war from 1861 to 1865. Now, Ido-not 
see any reason why this woman:should be. entitled to draw-any 
more from. the Government as compensation for her husband’s 
services than hundredsof thousands of other widows-whose hus- 
bands:served from 1861 to 1865. If,gentlemen can show me any 
reason except the reason.of poverty, which is put forth in this 
report, I am willing to consent to this pension. 

r. TAYLOR of Indiana. I-rose.tocorrect the gentleman’s 
statement. 

Mr. STALLINGS. But wher the gentieman rose to correct 
me, he undertook to interject a speech into mine. 

Mr. TAYLOR.of Indiana. Not at all. The gentleman said 
this bill would place this widow at an advantage as compared 
with other widows. 

Mr. STALLINGS. J -stillsay:so. 

— TAYLOR of Indiana. Well,.when you say that you are 
error. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Now, as I understand, the -widow of .a 
soldier in such a case.as this is entitled to $12 a month. 

Mr. TAYLOR. of Indiana. And for an.imbecile child is enti- 


tled to $2-a month. 


Mr. STALLINGS. Butthere is in.this:case no.imbecile.child 
under 16 years of . 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. That.is true. 

Mr. STALLINGS. The gentleman puts in a condition or hy- 
pothesis that does not exist. 

Mr. TAYLOR. of Indiana. Is.an imbecile child any less care 
when over 16 years of than before? 

Mr. STALLINGS. But the statute ae that the child 
shall not be over accertainage. This. has passed that ago 
and therefore doesnot come within the purview of the statute— 
does not come within the pensionable Saws. 
sight Sa aeeenen — : _ a oa these oe 

tmee not for purpose oO g spec 
ame for cases which the general law does not cover? 

Mr. STALLINGS. If the gentleman puts that question, I will 
sa; ‘hat in hundreds of thousands.of instances I think it would 
be better if we never had these night sessions at all. 

Now, there is no reason given here why this woman should be 
entitled to any more pension than she is now drawing—I mean 
no legal reason—no valid reason. Hundreds of thousands of 
widows are just-as poor as she is. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman means that no reason has 
been given sufficient to satisfy him. 

Mr. STALLINGS. And Ido not think any reason has been 
given that will satisfy the 65,000,000 people of the United States 
eT ‘should be granted. 

r. 


NEY. You misjudge them. 


Mr. STALLINGS. I do not think I do. 
Mr. LACEY. If the gentleman-will yield fora moment, I will 
— ive him a reason —— 
r. STALLINGS. I-would be very glad to hear some good 
reason 


Mr. LACEY. I propose to give a good reason. I.am mot 











1894. 


thinking so much about the 65,000,000 of people as I am of the 
gentleman, because if I can convince him they will be all right 
anyhow. 

Mr. STALLINGS. There are twoorthree hundred thousand 
of the 65,000,000 who I know are with me on this question. 

Mr. LACEY. The difficulty about this case is simply this: 
The act of 1890 was passed for the purpose of continuing the 

sion of $2 a month for a child after becoming 16 years of age 
if that child is an imbecile or an idiot or a lunatic or perma- 
nently helpless. 

Under the decisions of Gen. Raum and Secretary Bussey it 
was held that that law did not carry out the purposes for which 
the membersof this House and the Senate really intended it—in 
these cases where the child was over 16 years of age at the time 
that the mother became a pensioner. 

Mr. STALLINGS. If the gentleman will permit me, that is 
just the case here. 

Mr. LACEY. I know that. They also held that it did not 
apply to any case where the child was over 16 in 1890, when the 
law was passed. Since then, however, Secretary Reynolds has 
changed the construction of the law—— 

Mr. STALLINGS. Let me say to the gonitlemen that there 
is no difference between us on the statute. 

Mr. LACEY. Well, the only difference seems to be that you 
do not understand the statute, and I think I do. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Well, I thinkI do understand it. I have 
read it often enough. 

Mr. LACEY. Then, perhaps, I am wasting my time and had 
better talk to the other sixty-five millions. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I think it would be better, if you expect 
—_ anything by it. 

. LACEY. There has been a change, and the decision of 
Assistant Secretary Reynolds covers nearly all cases. Ninety- 
om per cent, I think, of all the cases are covered by the decision. 

ere are, however, a few where the imbecile or helplesschild 
was more than 16 years old when the mother became a pensioner, 
and therefore could not get the benefit of the law. 

Now, in this case it is manifestly justas hard upon the mother 
of the helpless child as if it had been younger at the time that 
the pension was granted. In other words, the child that was 
born since the war gets this dependent pension, whereas the 
child who was helpless during the war, was an imbecile, and was 
cared for by the mother with a great deal more labor and re- 

ility, is to be cut out by a technical ruling. By oe 

case the Committee on Invalid Pensions believe that it wil 

be doing simple justice. There are but very few of them, and 

we have vapacted several bills of this class giving = try 
& 





sum, allowing the benefit in all cases under this rul ist- 
ant Secretary Reynolds. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question isonagreeing to the amend- 
ment 


Mr.STALLINGS. Before that, I will suggest to the gentle- 
man that I think it would be better to withdraw this case. 

Mr. LACEY. Why? 

Mr.STALLINGS. Well, I understand that there are other 
bills to be called up. I think it had better be withdrawn. 

Mr. LACEY. Notatall. If it is to be voted down, let it go. 
There are ten or fifteen cases of this kind that the committee 
have reported, and we might just as well determine the matter 
now as at any other time. 

Mr. HICKS. Mr. Chairman,I desire to say a word in con- 
nection with this matter. This, it seems to me, is a very clear 
case. It impresses mo as being a ae one. My friend from 
Iowa [Mr. LACEY] has fairly explained how it is affected by the 
law, but I think the real objection of the tleman from Ala- 
bama is that this imbecile, unfortunately, is the son of a Union 
veteran—or at leass that seems to be the real objection. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I did not catch the statement of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsy!vania. 

Mr. HICKS. I said that the real objection seemed to be that 
this imbecile was the son of a Union veteran. 

Now, I think the line the gentleman from Alabama draws isa 
very slim one, and seems to me isno argument whatever against 
He says that this case is one that is not covered by 
eall knowthat. That is the very reason why the 
bill is here, because if it was covered by the statute there would 
be no occasion to have ht the bill before Congress at all. 
This young man, unfortunately, was over 16 years of age when 
the act was and therefore can not get the benefit of what 
is intended by the act without such legislation. 

{ trust, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman, in a case having so 
much merit as this, will not insist, on the objection. It certainly 
is a meritorous case, and the moderate sum of $2a month ought 
to appeal to his sense of tand generosity. It is asmall sum 
to pay to the widow of forthe care of an imbecile child. 
Let us be fair, and do justice if we can. 
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Mr. STALLINGS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman who has 
just spoken has lived in Pennsylvania so long that he is try- 
ing to measure everybody else’s corn in his own half-bushel. 
= view he takes of the matter is narrow, bigoted, and preju- 

iced. 

I wish to say to the gentleman and to the country, in all can- 
dor, that the people where I come from do not entertain any 
such feeling as he attributes to them. 3 

Mr. HICKS. Iam glad to hear it. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I wish to say that I do not know anything 
of the feeling the gentleman exp So far as the war is 
concerned, I was notin it; [I was notold enough, and know noth- 
ing about it; and for the gentleman from Pennsylvania to come 
up here and state that the one hundred and twenty or more 
Democratsfrom the South are opposed to pensions simply because 
they are for the benefit of Union soldiers, is preposterous and 
unworthy of this House. 

In the light of the facts before you here to-day, when these 120 
Democrats from the South have voted $151,000,000, more than 
$150,000,000 of which are for the purpose of paying pensions to 
Union soldiers, gentlemen should remember that we love the 
flag and the Union just as well as you do; and I think itisinthe 
poorest kind of taste for a gentleman to suggest that members 
whoobject toclaimsof this kind do sosimply because they have 
a prejudice against Union soldiers—especially, Mr. Chairman, 
when it looks as if it was for the purpose of gaining some polit- 
ical advantage. 

I am sorry that myfriend from Pennsylvania[Mr. Hicks] has 
seen proper to refer in terms of this kind to the Southern peo- 
ple, or to myself, as he has this evening. 

Mr. HICKS. Iam very glad toknow the gentleman was not in 
the Confederate army. Ido not believe that there is a Confeder- 
ate soldier here who would object to this pittance of $2 a month 
to this poor widow, to care for this imbecile son. I amglad to 
know the gentleman was not in the Confederate army. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I will not go any farther with the gentle- 
man on that subject. His last statement is a cheap bid for the 
vote of some old rebel here on this floor, if gentlemen wil! per- 
mit me to refer to them in that way. 

Mr. KILGORE. Ex-rebels. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Ex-rebels, yes. I stand corrected by my 
friend from Texas. Now, such a cheap bid as that, Mr. Chair- 
man, will not get the vote of an honest man. 

This woman is not entitled to the $2a-month. Ido not be- 
lieve that this House, in its daily session at any time, would 
ever say that she was entitled to it any more than other widows 
whose husbands served the Federal cause as honestly and as truly 
as the husband of thiswomandid. Lamopposed toit, Mr. Chair- 
man, and it will take a quorum to pass it. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Se chet, I introduced this bill. I 
know the parties and have knownthem for many years. Joseph 
Stahl enlisted in an Iowa regiment, and lost his life in the serv- 
ice. This woman gave her husband and two sons to the Union 
Army. Qne son lost his life and another came home with im- 

aired health, which has never been restored. These facts I 

ow personally. 

That woman has in her charge an imbecile son who has been ut- 
terly helpless from childhood. But for the sacrifices which the 
family made to preserve the Union, that imbecile son and that 
woman would to-day be surrounded by all the comforts of life. 
She asks, not for 32a month, butformore. From my standpoint 
she is entitled to much more than $2 a month from a grateful 
country, if there be gratitude left for the preservation of our in- 
stitutions. [Applause.] 

Iam directed to say this, Mr. Chairman, that the people of 
the patriotic community in which this woman lives, without re- 
gard to party, write to me urging me not to accept this sum. 
When I told them that the Committee on Pensions would not 
allow more than $2 a month, they wrote to me telling me to re- 
ject it, and saying ‘‘ We have enough inour little village to give 
that poor woman and that afflic boy while they live some- 
thing better than $2 a month, and we will not let them go to 
the poorhouse or accept pauper’s aid either.” [Applause.| 

Mr. Chairman, I have not heard from this poor woman her- 
self directly. Iam now in correspondence with her. If she 
authorizes me to withdraw the bill I shall be glad to do it, be- 
cause of its insignificance. Therefore I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill be passed over without prejudice until I canfurther 
correspond with the woman; for she is a high-spirited Ameri- 
can woman; and when this great country of ours, with its enor- 
mous wealth, offers to her $2 per month with which to support 
a puling idiot son, who is unable to do the least thing to sup- 
port himself or her—I say, when this Government can offer her 
no more than $2 a month, my feelings prompt me to reject the 
offer, but I am not authorized by this lady todoso. As soon as 
Iam, it will be my pleasure to decline it. 


esses. 
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Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, Mr. Chairman, I think the gen- 
tleman who has just concluded is laboring under something of 
an error. I think the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. STAL- 
LINGS| has also forgotten the precedents, not only in the past 
Congresses, but in this Congress. 

I call the attention of the committee to the fact that we passed 
a bill to pension Joel A. Walters, a boy of unsound mind. Then 
we aiso passed a bill in favor of George L. Frymire, the perma- 
nently helpless son of William C, Frymire. 

Now, let me say, gentleman, that we all recognize the fact 
just as fully as the gentleman from Iowa that $2 a month is a 
very small sum; but here is the fact. Under the act of June 27, 
1890, no difference what the age of the permanently helpless, 
idiotic, or insane child of the soldier who did die after ninety 
days’ service, who received an honorable discharge, the widow 
was entitled to the pension given her by that law and entitled 
to $2 a month not only for each child under 16 years of age, but 
also $2a month, regardless of age, to any childof unsound mind, 
idiotic, or permanently helpless. Now, this committee took the 
bill providing a pension of $24 a month for this widow and 
amended it soas to give her the amount granted under the law 
of 1880, and $2 a month additional, which was intended to be 
provided for by the law of June 27, 1890. 

Now, letme make another suggestion. You may ask me why 
that pension is not given directly to the child. In the first 
place to give to a child, an idiot, $2 a month wouldinvolve him 
or his estate in the expense of having a guardian appointed to 
receive that money, which would simply be wasting the mone 
altogether. In this case it is given to the mother, an old, al- 
most helpless woman; almost over 70 years of age, with whom 
during ail the thirty-eight years of life he has lived. He has 
been an idiot from birth. She has taken care of that child, be- 
cause under the law he is a minor, and has been a minor since 
his birth, and will be a minor all his life, until his eyes are 
closed in death. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, just one word more. This question was 
settled fully and completely in a case I had some hand in dis- 
cussing in the Fifty-second Congress, when upon a vote, after a 
full discussion, not only in Committee of the Whole but in the 
House of ee it was decided that it was the duty 
of the United States Government, having asked for and received 
not only the services but the life of the soldier, that when he 
died in behalf of the Government it was the duty of the Govern- 
ment to take care of the widow by —— her, and not only 
to take care of the children under 16 years of age by giving her 
$2. month for each of them, but to take care of the permanently 
helpless, the idiotic, or insane child of that soldier. 

Here is a child, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the commit- 
tee, who never has yet known his mother, unless it be the mere 
instinct of animal lifé® Here is a child, helpless, thrown upon 
the charities of the world, who can not care for himself, whose 
mother is not able to care for him, and who is to-day what he is 
because his father, without even being known by this child, 
gave his life that the old fag might be the flag of a united, un- 
divided country. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, let me say, in conclusion, this 
matter has been settled by precedent in this session of this Con- 
gress. It was settled, as [ have related to —_ on a full vote in 
the House of Representatives itself in the Fifty-second Congress. 
Let me ask if any one can conceive of a reason why this child, 
this old mother standing in his place as his natural guardian, 
should not have this small pittance from the United States 
rather than from the neighborhood in which he now lives? It 
was not alone for that neighborhood, not alone for the State of 
Iowa, but for the whole United States, that this soldier, the 
father of this idiotic child, gave his life; and I appeal to you, 
one and all, North and South, East and West, the representa- 
tives of the whole 65,000,000 of people, is not this right. [Ap- 
plause and cries of * Vote!” ‘ 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. It seems to me, Mr. 
Chairman, that this discussion has drifted rather into a new 
channel. It does seem to me that the intelligence of this House, 
the intelligence of the members of this Congress, ought to ena- 
ble them to discuss a question of this sort without entering into 
any party spirit or any partisan feeling whatever. It does 
seem, now that the war has been over for about thirty years, 
that the time has come when we should realize that the war is 
over, and that we should bury all animosities which at one time 
existed in this great country of ours, and come together and 
discuss this question of expenditures for pensionsand otherwise 
from a business standpoint, as business men, and not as - 
sans who wish to fight this war over which has been ended for 
more than twenty-five or thirty years. 

Now, let us look at this matter fora moment. It is true, and 
no one denies it, that this is a great and a grand and a glorious 

country. I'am proud of it. There is no telling its boundaries, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





May 11, 


As I heard a distinguished lecturer say some nights ago, it is 
bounded upon the West by one great ocean, upon the Kast by 
another great ocean, upon the North by the aurora borealis, 
and on the South by the Day of Judgment. [Laughter.] There 
is no end, no limit to it. It is great and grand in its resources; 
a country which, if itstands together, can whip the united world; 
a country that has whipped Great Britain twice; a country that 
has whipped Mexico, that has been talked about so much here 
to-night; a country which, as has been said, when it has a little 
leisure has gone out and whipped the Indians, and finally turned 
round and licked themselves, when the top and bottom of the 
map fell out in the late unpleasantness. [Laughter.] 

Let us come together now and discuss this matter from a busi- 
ness standpoint. The question here is not whether this old lady 
is poor and dependent, or whether her husband died in the war 
and was a true, eo and good soldier; the question is not 
whether her child is imbecile; the question is whether she is 
entitled to $2 a month more than she is now receiving, whether 
she isentitled to one single cent more. 

Iam sorry that gentlemen have let their blood boil over this 
little insignificant sum here to-night. It is not the amount that 
is involved, gentlemen of this House, but it is the principle that 
we must consider. Recollect that the great Revolutionary war 
was fought about the tax upon a single pound of tea. 

Gentlemen say this isa small amount. It is a small amount, 
but, my friends, if you continue to add these small amounts to- 
gether they will come, in the end, to a very tremendous amount, 
just as the little streams flowing together make the great Mis- 
sissippi, the Father of Waters, whose flow can not be stopped to- 
day. If you continue to heap up these little things you will be 
like the old antediluvian, of whom the story is told that when 
that great and good man Noah, whom [I learned about in Sun- 
day school, built his ark and took into it all the things and per- 
sons that God Almighty desired to have saved, when the foun- 
tains of the great deep were broken up and the rains dessended 
and the ark began to float, this old fellow swam up to the win- 
dow of the ark and said: ‘‘ Mr. Noah, please take me in there.” 
“No,” said Noah, ‘‘ it is too late; you can’t get in here now.” 
The fellow turned away and said: ‘‘ Well, you can go to hell; 
there ain’t going to be much of ashower anyhow.” { Laughter. | 
But, gentlemen, there was a good deal of a shower, and that man 
and all the other people outside were drowned. So I say to you 
to-night, from a business point of view, that if you open these 
doors and establish this-precedent, there will be a tremendous 
shower which will come down and possibly will be the means of 
adding still further bankruptcy to this great nation, which is 
said to be bankrupt to-day. 

I just wanted to say these few things and to draw attention to 
the fact that it is notthe amount that is in question here, but 
it is the principle. And let me say, Mr. Chairman, I am aston- 
ished at the eloquence that has been displayed here to-night in 
advocating this little pension, when I remember the petitions 
that have come up from all over this country, North and South, 
East and West, from the millions and millions of men who are 
out of employment, unable to earn bread with which to supply 
their wives and their children, and when I remember also that 
I have never heard a single eloquent speech delivered since I 
have been here in favor of the hundreds of poor people that are 
living all over this greatcountry of ours—I am astonished, I say, 
to hear so much eloquence about this little pension when I see 
the great industrial masses of this country come and ask you for 
a small assistance, and when “geen say to them: ‘‘Go back home! 
Get out of here! Stay out of politics! Work harder and you 
can take care of yourselves.” 

Now, sir, I am not willing to stand here and vote for this little 
pittance as you call it, because I believe it is not a proper — 
to grant. Iam opposed to it and I shall vote against it; but 
do stand here ready to vote for some measure which will give 
relief to the thousands of homeless people in the North and the 
South, in the East and in the West, and others who will soon 
be homeless without a chance, and I say that it is to the condi- 
tion of those — that the members of this House and the leg- 
islators at the other end of the Capitol must sooner or later turn 
their attention. 

And I want to say further, Mr. Chairman, as I have already 
said on this floor, that there are thousands and millions of r 
men and poor children in this country who need help and whom 
we can not reach by special legislation, as you are trying to 
reach ‘this r woman here to-night, but whom you may be 
able to reach by some wise, judicious tariff and financial legis- 
lation if you will but do it; and I want to say if the distresses 
and the appeals of these people are not heard and heeded there 





will come a time—it may bein the not far future—when an angry 
people will appear, not in a body of five hundred, but by the 
millions, demanding in person their justrights in a mode which 
may not be susceptible ta reason; for when the flag of wrath 
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and retribution is raised, it will be too late to reason. Heed 
this warning, and proceed to business. : 

I want to call attention to the demands of this class of people, 
whose condition concerns us all—not my districtor your district 
alone, but every district and the whole country. The people of 
this land need relief; and in their defense I shall stand here and 
cast my vote against giving this sum of $2 a month to this lady, 
not because I begrudge her this pittance, but because the prin- 
ciple is wrong and this = can not be granted without 
violation of principle, and I doit because she comes under the 
head of thousands of other poor all over the land. 

Having said thus much, I thank the committee for its atten- 
tion, and here will leave the matter with you to act as you may 
see proper in the premises, though not without entering my 
solemn protest. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment re- 
ported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be 
laid aside without prejudice until the widow herself can be con- 
sulted. 

Mr. AITKEN. I object. 

The question being taken on laying aside the bill as amended 
to be favorably reported to the House, there were—ayes 73, 
noes 5. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. No quorum. ‘ 

Tellers were ordered, and Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina 
and Mr. MARTIN of Indiana were appointed. 

The committee again proceeded to divide; but before the count 
by tellers was concluded— 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
no quorum. 

So the bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the 
House. 


I withdraw the point of 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CLANCY. Iask unanimous consent to call up a bill to 
which there will be no objection and which will occupy only a 
few minutes. These other bills excite objection and discussion. 
As I know my bill can pass without consuming any time, I ask 
that it may be read by the Clerk. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I do not like to object, but the next 
bill on the Calendar is one in which I feel a special interest. I 
have waited a long time for it to be reached, and I must insist 
on the regular order. 

SARAH ODDY. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5374) 
granting a pension to Sarah Oddy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at $12 per month, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah 
Oddy, of Eldorado, Butler County, State of Kansas, widow of William Oddy, 
deceased, late of Company —, First Regiment California Volunteer Light 
Artillery. 


Mr. KILGORE. I call for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. LACEY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 5374) 
granting a soon to Sarah Oddy, and submit the following report: 

Sarah Oddy, on May 27, 1874, married William Oddy, private of First Bat- 
talion Colored Volunteer Light Lemebemye She filed a claim (No. 5565141) for 
a pension, but it was rejected because the soldier had a previous wife, and 
although the death of the former wife is alleged, it is not proved, and the 
claimant is unable to prove it. 

The former wife returned to Englana in 1862, and is reported to have died 
there in 1863 ,but there is no competent evidence of her death. The soldier 
enlisted September 28, 1862, and served until May 22, 1865. The soldier was a 
pensioner at $20 4 month for impaired hearmg at the time of his death, 
and died July 9, 1892. Sarah Oddy and the soldier were married May 27, 1874, 
as above stated. The Pension Office does not recognize any presumptionof 
death arising from long absence beyond the seas. The former wife has been 
absent for more than twenty years, and at common law would be presumed 
to be dead. The former wife has not applied for a pension, and the fact of 
her failure to apply increases the probability of her death. We think that 
it ae only fair to presume her to be dead, but that this conclusion is irre- 
sistible. 

: fom committee recommend that the bill do pass, after being amended as 
ollows: 

Strike out the words “at $12 per month” in lines 4 and 5. 

Strike out the words ‘pension laws’’ in line 6, and insert in lieu thereof 
the words ‘‘act of June 27, 1890.” 

Strike out the words ‘‘company,” “ Regiment,” and “California” in line 8, 
and insert in lieu thereof the words *‘ Battery,” ‘‘Colorado.”’ 

Also add at the end of the bill the words: ‘‘Provided, That proof of de- 
pendence under act of June 27, 1890, shall be furnished to the Pension Office.”’ 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is onagreeing to the amend- 
ments of the committee as just read at the conclusion of the re- 


port. 

Mr. KILGORE. I could not understand from the reading of 
this reqees exactly how many times the beneficiary named in 
this bill was married; nor could I understand whether her hus- 
band for whose services she seeks a pension deserted the service. 
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Mr.CURTIS of Kansas. This soldier was married in the oid 
In 1862, just before 


he entered the service, his first wife returned to England. He 


entered the service in September, 1862, and served until 1865, 


when he was honorably discharged. His first wife, as has al- 
ways been understood and believed, died in England about six 
months after she left this couniry. After the war was over he 
so informed his neighbors; and in 1874 he married the lady for 
whose benefit this bill is reported, and who desires to be per- 
mitted to establish at the Pension Office her right to a pension, 
without the necessity of proving the death of the first wife, 
upon which point this lady has no positive evidence, although 
the neighbors of the soldier say that it was common report just 
after the war that the first wife was dead. 

Mr. KILGORE. How long after the first wife was reported 
to be dead before the date of this remarriage? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. She is reported to have died in 1883, 


and he remarried in 1874. 


Mr. KILGORE. How long did he live after his remarriage? 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Until 1892. He drew a pension of 


$20 a month during that time. 


Mr. KILGORE. And she would be entitled to a pension as 
his widow, but for the want of proof of the death of the first 
wife? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. That is correct. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Has the first wife never been 
heard of? 

_ Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. It was the common rumor that the 
first wife died some years before his remarriage. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thequestion is onagreeing tothe amend- 
ments. 

i The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 

oO. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House, 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


_ MARY LEVANS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


5925) granting a pension to Mary Levans. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Mary Levans, widow of 
Jacob Levans, late a soldier in the Indian war of 1817 and 1818, and allow her 
&@ pension rated at $20 per month, the said Mary Levans being now an in- 
mate of the poorhouse of Carroll County, Ga. 


Thecommittee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ment: 


In line 7 strike out ‘‘twenty ” and insert in lieu thereof “fifteen.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. KILGORE. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. MOSEs) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8925) 
granting a pension to Mary Levans, have had the same under consideration, 
and respectfully report as follows: 

Mary Levans is the widow of Jacob Levans, who is shown by the records 
of the Second Auditor's Office, Treasury Department, to have served from 
November 28, 1817, to January 31, 1818, in Capt. John F. Mapp’s company, 
First Regiment Georgia Volunteers, in the Seminole Indian war of that 
pi This war was conducted under the direction and authority of the 

Jnited States Government, but no general law has ever been passed grant- 
ing pensions to the survivors of the same or to their widows. 

Mrs. Levans is now an inmate of the Carroll County (Ga.) poorhouse, and 
is so old_and infirm that she is entirely unable to do anything to assist in 
her support, and she requires the constant care and attention of others. 

The passage of the bill is respectfully recommended, with an amendment 
striking out the word “ twenty,’ in line 7, and inserting in lieu thereof the 
word ‘‘fifteen,”’ so as to fix the rating at $15 per month. 


Mr. KILGORE. I would like to inquire of my friend from 
Georgia if this is not the same bill which he asked unanimous 
consent to consider in the House some days ago? 

Mr.MOSES. Yes; and you objected on the ground that it 
had not been considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. KILGORE. And the newspapers gave me a “ turning 
over” about it. papel Now, another question—— 

Mr. MOSES. I will state, however, that when you found that 
the beneficiary wasin the almshouse, you agreed to let it be con- 
sidered the next day. 

Mr. KILGORE. Did I do that? 

Mr. MOSES. You did. 

Mr. KILGORE. I wish you would tell the newspapers about 
that. [Laughter.] But the question I want to ask is, why is it 
that she is not within the law which gives a pension to those 
whose husbands were engaged in these several wars? 

Mr. MOSES. This war was not included in the general pen- 
sion bill. This was the war from 1817 to 1818—the Seminole 
war. 

Mr. AVERY. I would like to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions why he makes a discrimination between the 
pensions of the widows of the soldiers of Indian wars and the 
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widows of the late war, granting her $15 a month and to the 
widows of the late war only $12 a month? 
Mr. MOSES. This is a very aged and infirm old lady—— 
Mr. AVERY. But there are thousands of aged oon infirm 
old ladies, widows of soldiers of the late war, who get but $12 a 


month. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Doyounot think Congress has 
been very liberal with the soldiers of the iate war? 


Mr. AVERY. Ido. 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. 
helped to pay the expenses? 

Mr. AVERY. Certainly. 

Nr. WHEELER of diskone, Now, here is a Southern man 
es! a pension for a widow nearly 100 years of age from that 
sect 

_Mr. PICKLER. 


And the Southern people have 


Nebody objects here to her getting the pen- 


sion. 

Mr. AVERY. I am not objecting to the bill, but Iam only 
—_* an inquiry as to what theory the committee acts upon 
when ¢ grant a pension of $15 month in this case and a pen- 
sion of only $12 a month in the case of widews of the late war? 

Mr. MOSES. I will state to the tleman that I will voteto 
= $15.2 month to any widow of the late war who is as old, in- 

rm, and as helpless as this widow is. 

Mr. AVERY. There are plenty of them whoare just as in- 
firm and helpless. 

Mr. COX. But this woman is in the almshouse, I understand. 

Mr. AVERY. There are plenty who are as helpless, though 
not perhaps as old.as she. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying:aside the bill 
with a favorable recommendation. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 

G. 0. GREINER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5194) oeeeee G. O. Greiner, of Texas. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the of the Interior be,:and he is 


authorized and directed to place upon the roll the name of G 
Greiner, of Texas, a participant in the Mexican war, and allow hima pen: 
sion at the rate of bid per month. 


Mr. KiiGORE. Let the report be read. — 
‘The report (by Mr. Moss) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 5194) 
granting to G. O. Greiner, have had the. same under consideration 
lly report as follows: 


and res 

Gottlob O. Greiner was an orderly on the: staff of Col. Pierce M. Butler, = 
the South Carolina organization known in th 
war with Mexico, and served as ‘oude order! until Col.Butler was killed at 
EN aneD, when he (Greiner) accom the remains back to South 


At the time Mr. Greiner efitered the service ‘he was aE Set. ant tec 
tion having been raised to his enlisting he 


and attached himself to that his aos 
from & on the rolls of -conseq his serv- 
ice ts not a matter of record. Tt is on the of norecord of enlistment 
that the Pension Bureau has rejected ‘under the Mexican war 

service- on act of January 29, 1887. 
‘The 3. Martin Samuel Rersel, W. 3, corroborated by the testi- 
mony of J. J. Martin. Terrell, W. J. F. and H. 
These men eS eee ae and one of them 


ian He Suith) swears that h © accompanied Greiner back to South 
tina with the body of Gol oe battle of Cherubusco. 
‘he gentleman who introduced the bill in the House states that Mr. 


service ni 
nsion prayed = absolutely ni to his comfortable su 
eve Pp 7. en ~ ecessary — 
|M-KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, Ido not know who introduced 

is 

Mr. MOSES. It was introduced by the gentleman from Texas, 
Mr. CULBERBSON. 
anicn til saiea ais orate aa ot ae 

e firs up e apply to one, in- 
asmuch as the claimant was  eekionh. 

Mr. AITKEN. But he was in the service. 

Mr. CONN. How long was he in the service? 

Mr. KILGORE. The difficulty about his service is that hedid 
not a erform service under compulsion. He could ames out of 

= 0 eS ee Se He was 

onner no control of any officer of 
hia on the same footing as soldiers who 
actually in the service for sixty ee “i who, if they served for 
less than —e Gays, had been in ba 


ae Af Wines <n ho Eetee hepsi Gabveiiie 
Mr. KILGORE. ‘They say he was under: 
Mr. MOSES. [hope the gentleman from willallow me 
ee 
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Mr. KILGORE. I shall be willing to wait until m males 
from Texas returns. He is away on account of the ee 
wife, andI would not want to take anyadvantage of his aos 

Mr. MOSES. Let me explain the bill. I know fhe gentle- 
man will not object. 
¥ a KILGOR 

Mr. MOSES. I will state, Mr. Chairman, that this Greiner 
wasa boy 15 years of age. He ran away and went with Col. 
Butler, and was appointed by Col. Butler as his orderly, and he 
was standing by his side when Col. Butler was killed. The 
record shows that he acted as orderly all the way through. He 
— a good soldier. 

RE. Then he must be.on the roll in some way or 


Very well; let the gentleman explain the 


vinew 
Mr. MOSES. MNotasan enlisted man. He was a soldier, and 
here are the men of the same company who testify that he was 
with them, and when Col. Butler was killed he was detailed to 
macy his body back to South Carolina. 
tos Is there any record to show that he was.de- 
tailed b ee officer? 
OSES. The oo in the War Department show he 
ine detailed for ye 
ine KILGORE ow mah doss the bill propose to give 
m? 
Mr. MOSES. Twelve dollars per month. He has an aged 
wife ndent upon him. 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the bill will be laid 
— to be reported to the House with a favorable recommenda- 
ion 
There was no objection. 


JOHN A. JACK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 3032) to remove the charge of desertion from the record of 
John A. Jack. 

‘The bill was read at length. 

Mr.STALLINGS. Mr. ‘Chairman, I make the point of a 
4 — bill that it can not be considered in Committee of the 

ole. 

Bw ene . The Chair afew moments ago requested 

entleman from Indiana to withholda point of order against 
ofasimilar character. The Chair to examine the 
precedents in respect to the consideration of these bills at Fri- 
ay evening sessions. 
fr. STALLINGS. I ask that the bill be laid aside. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the impression that.a bill 
to remove the charge of desertion should be considered in fhe 
Honse, and not in the Committee of the Whole; but if there be 
no ———- this bill will belaid aside without prejudice, and the 
Chair will examine the question before the next Friday evening 
session. Is there objection’ 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. I shall have to object to that. 

‘The CHATRMAN. ‘TheChair simply desired thatthe matter 
be laid over until the next meeting that an opportunity might 
be afforded to examine the question of order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Lllingis. I simply want to say that the 
Committee on Rules have fixed this ev for the consider- 
ation of this class of bills, as well as on bills. There is no 
other time for their consideration. w, it is only fair to those 
who have these bills that they should dhould be conaidered in their 
regular order; and if the committee has got to rise in order to 

ive time to consider these bills in their order, I think itought to 
oso. I understand there are one or two other bills of this 
character. I have attended every evening meeting this session, 
in w feltinterested. I should 


tice all the time to consider these bills in 
the As we only have fifteen minutes re- 
I should like to have the bill considered. I do not 
want to take the time away fromthe chairman of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, but I think it is only fair to let the com- 
mittee rise. ‘There is another bill which has been passed over. 
as Lunderstand. I think these two bills should be con 
in the House. Let'the report be read and let fhe House seo 
a it isa meritorious bill. I move that the committee 
r 
enn apne ap eee state —_ a 
n the question, an res to have opportunity to examine 
a Me WILLIAMS of Illinois. That-course will give the Chair 


eee. 
The CHAIRMAN. Very well; the Chair will submit the bill 


| to the committee. 


Mr. KILGORE. I want to present another suggestion on the 


point.of order. 
‘TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 
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Mr. KILGORE. The rule which authorizes these evening 
sessions on Friday provides—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. I made the motion that the com- 
mittee rise. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not so understand the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. 
that. 4 

Mr. KILGORE. Bills of this character can be considered at 
Friday night sessions. . 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Ihave moved that the commit- 
tee rise. That motion is not debatable. 

Mr. KILGORE. But the rule also provides that only bills 
carrying appropriations or imposing some burden upon the peo- 
ple should be considered in Committee of the Whole. Now, bills 
of this character can be considered in the Friday night sessions, 
but not in Committee of the Whole, and the proper practice 
would be, where there are bills of this character, for the com- 
mittee to rise in time to consider them in the House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. That is just the motion I made. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, I wantit to get into the RECORD. 
[Laughter. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will again state that there is 
some doubt whether this bill ought to be considered in the 
House ata Friday evening session or in Committee of the Whole, 
but is disposed to submit the bill to the committee. The Chair 
so stated, and the Recorp discloses that fact. The gentleman 
from Illinois moves that the committee rise; therefore the Chair 
will submit that question. 

The question was put, and the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BROOKSHIRE hav- 
ing resumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DOCKERY, 
chairman of the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calen- 
dar, reported that that committee had had under consideration 
sundry bills and had directed him to report them to the House 
with various recommendations. 


JOHN A. JACK. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 
inguiry. What is the next bill on the Calendar? 
he SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk informs the Chair 
that the next bill on the Calendar is the bill H. R. 3032. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. I askthat the bill and report be 
read. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill =>. 3032) to remove the charge of desertion from the record of 
John A. ; 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove from the record of John A. Jack, late of Com- 
pany I, One hundred and twenty-eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, any 
charge of desertion that may exist against him as a private in said com- 

y, and issue to him an honorable discharge, subject to the laws and regu- 
ations of the War Department. 


The report (by Mr. MORGAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8082)) toremove the charge of desertion from the record of John A. Jack, 
have had the same under consideration, and report the same back to the 
House with the recommendation that the bill do pass, amended by adding 
the following: 

** Provided, That no pay, bounty, or emoluments shall become due by vir- 
tue of the passage of this act.” 

his bill passed the House in the Fifty-first Congress and was reported fa- 
vorably by the Committee on Military Affairs in the last Congress. The re- 
port — e in the last Congress is hereto appended and made a part of this 
report. 


Isupposed the Chair understood 





[House Report No. 2022, Fifty-second Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Military Affairs, having had under consideration the 
bill (H.R. 2516) to remove the charge of desertion from the record of John 
A. Jack, have carefully investigated the same, and submit the following re- 


rt: 
Penn A. Jack was enrolled September 26, 1862, and mustered into the serv- 
ice November 4, 1862, to serve t years in ares I, One Hundred and 
Twenty-eighth Illinois Infantry, at Camp Butler, Lil. 

The evidence shows that at this camp hecontracted the measles, and about 
December 20, 1862, was given a furlough to go to his home in Illinois on ac- 
commt of sickness. After reaching home he cont: 
Was not able to be out of hisroom at anytime till in ay , dur’ 
portion of which time he was unconscious. He remained very fee 


ed to grow worse and 
agood 
le and 


could not talk above a whisper until about the last of December, 1863. He 
continued in health, and at no time since has been fit for military serv- 
ice; is still in ve r health. 

In December, he was informed, for the first time, by John W. Todd, 
that his regiment had disbanded, and Todd then said to Jack, * I will see 
that you are d ” 


Your committee find that Jack's physical condition was such as to excuse 

ued absence from the service, and therefore recommend that the 

ee amendment noted in the bill. Thesame bill was re- 
ported ably and passed the House in the last Congress. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, Ido not de- 
sire to delay the House. I just rise to state that I have a docu- 
ment here that I think would threw some _—_ that ques- 
tion, and I ask unanimousconsent to have p S the RECORD 
only six columns of the second of a series of articles published | 
in the New York Times, which I hope will not be objected to. | 
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It bears somewhat on the subject, and I hope there will be no 
objection. There are only six columns of it, and as that will end 
the matter I hope nobody will object to it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I object. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
object. I am not doing this for buncombe. It will not hurt 
anybody. Letit go into the Recorpand that will be an end of 
the matter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Minnesota 
objects to the printing of this matter. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sota [Mr. TAWNEY]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. 


the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment recommended by the committee. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 
to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the en- 
grossment and third reading of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Division. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Let the division be taken on the 
passage of the bill, and not on the engrossment and third read- 
ing. 

Mr. TALBERT o 
for the division. 

The bill was read a third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the passage. 
of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nemeael that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 47, noes 3. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I withdraw the point of 
no quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
is passed. 

On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South Da- 
kota moves that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. PICKLER. I withdraw that motion. 


JOSEPH G. ODIEN. 


Mr. CLANCY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
consider the bill |H. R. 4671) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against the name of Joseph G. Odien. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
consideration of this bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr.CLANCY. Mr. Speaker, do I understand that is the next 
bill on the Calendar for the removal of charges of desertion? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that this 
bill has been taken up out of its order, which can only be done 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CLANCY. I understand the objection of the gentleman 
from Texas is on the ground that it has been taken up out of its 
order. If that is not so then the objection will not lie. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the 
bill was taken up out of its order, and therefore it requires 
unanimous consent. 


lL hope no gentleman will 


Who ovjected? 
ry’ re 
The gentleman from Minne- 


I move the previous question on 


south Carolina. I withdraw the demand 


The ayes have it, and the bill 


Is there objection to the present 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the previous question be considered as ordered on 
the ent, third resding, and final passage of the bills 
which have been just reported from the Committee of the Whole 
and that fifteen minutes debate beallowed on each side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana 
asks unanimous consent that the previous question be considered 
as ordered upon the bills which have been reported from the 
Committee of the Whole, to the engrossment, third reading, and 
final passage of the bills, and that fifteen minutes debate be al- 
lowed on either side. . 

Mr. KILGORE. What is the motion? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I asked unanimous consent that 
the previous question be considered as ordered on the bills 
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Whole. 

Mr. KILGORE. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pe tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. PICKLER. I make the point that the gentleman from 
Texas is too late with his point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman stated that he 
did not understand the question, and the Chair thought it was 
but fair to entertain the objection. 

Mr. PICKLER. But, Mr. Speaker, the motion was agreed 
to. I had made a motion to adjourn before the gentleman from 
Indiana stated his request again to the gentleman from Texas. 
Now, I insist that the gentleman’s objection came too late. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman was on his feet, 
and stated that he did not hear the request. 

Mr. PICKLER. I want to interpose the point and iet it stand 
at that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point. 

The motion to adjourn was then agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 30 minutes p.m.) the House 
adjourned. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
fromtheconsideration of thefollowing bills; which were referred 
as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs was discharged from the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 4919) to correct the military rec- 
ord of Charles W. Rinehardt, and grant him an honorable dis- 
charge, and the same was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

The Committee on Claims was discharged from the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 6030) to pay the administrator of the estate 
of Bluford West, deceased, for the Bluford West Saline, in 
Cherokee Nation; and the same was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

The Committee on Claims was discharged from the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 6031) to compensate J. M. Bryan for prop- 
erty taken from him at Choteau Station by the Cherokee Na- 
tion, and the same was referred to the Committee on Indian Af. 
fairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. APSLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
A bill (H. R. 6686) granting a pension to MelindaC. Howe. (Re- 
port No. 883.) ‘ 

Also, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 4490) granting 
a pension to Henry C. Field. (Report No. 885.) 

By Mr. MOSES, from the Committee on Pensions: A bill (H. 
R. 6650) granting a pension to Samuel Burns. (Report No. 871.) 

By Mr. STALLINGS, from the same committee: A bill (H. 
R. 6228) granting a pension to Adeline J. Props. (Report No. 
872.) 

By Mr. TARSNEY, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 
6902) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Susie Conway. 
(Report No, 873. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky, from the Committee on War 
Claims: A bill (H. R. 3864) for the benefit of J.C. Rudd. (Re- 
port No, 874.) 

By Mr. LUCAS, from the Committee on Pensions: A bill (H. 
R. 5588) to pension Willis Manasco. (Report No. 875.) 

By Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: A bill (H. R. 2920)for the relief of John Maholm. (Re- 
port No, 876.) 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri, from the Committee on Pensions: 
A biit (H. R. 2996) for the relief of Mrs. E. S. Luke, widow of 
John L. Luke, late a soldier in the Black Hawk war. (Report 
No. 877.) 

By Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
A bill (BH. R. 4935) granting a pension to Louisa C. Conwell. 
(Report No. re) 

By Mr. RYAN,fromthe same committee: A bill (H. R. 6941) 
poeine a pension to Mary Danahay, mother of Daniel Danahay, 
ate a private Company H, Eighteenth New York Cavalry. 
(Report No. 884.) 

By Mr. RYAN, from the same committee: A bill ~ R. 5703) 
for the relief of Johanna Gleason. (Report No. 886. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions: 
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which have just been reported from the Committee of the | A bill (H. R. 6585) granting a pension to Elizabeth Moore Eng- 





May il, 





lish. (Report No. 887.) 
By Mr. STRAUS, from the same committee: A bill (H. R. 
888 } ) to increase the pension of Grace Harrington. (Report No. 





PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 7053) re- 
lating to section 3 of act approved August 30, 1890, making ap- 
propriations for the sundry civil expenses of the Government, 
etc.—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H.R. 7055) to regulate 
fares and transfers upon street-car lines in the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: A bill (H. R. 7066) to amend an act enti- 
tled ‘“‘An act to provide for the protection of the salmon fisher- 
ies of Alaska,” approved March 2, 1889—to the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. MONEY: A resolution calling upon the Secretary of 
the Treasury for information concerning the purchase of a site 
- the mint at Philadelphia—to the Committee on Appropria- 

ons. 

By Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky: A resolution to fix the 22d 
day of May for the consideration of bill reported by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs—to the Committee on Rules. 





’ PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7058) for the 
relief of Mrs. A. C. Wagner—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. APSLEY: A bill (H. R. 7059) to pension Nancy E. 
Hardy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (&. R. 7060) for the relief of Stratton 
H. Benscoter—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7061) for the 
a of Mallory C. Carey—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 7062) to pension Mrs. Sarah 
Holland—to the Committe on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. R. 7063) granting-a pension to 
Minnie M. Freeman, invalid daughter of D. W. D. Freeman, 
late a captain of Company C, One hundred and first Regiment, 
Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 7064) granting a pension to Laura 
V. Swearer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7065) for the allow- 
ance of certain claims reported by the accounting officers of the 
be States Treasury Department—to the Committee on War 

aims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following phe eo and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BYNUM: Petition of B. C. Shaw, for payment of claim 
for $125—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of Thomas C. Clayton and 
others of Bowen, IIl., in favor of Government ownership of the 
telegraph and telephone lines—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of E. R. Crane and others of Central City, Iowa, 
in favor of Government ownershipof the telegraphs—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ENGLISH of California: Petition of citizens of Eliza- 
beth, Cal., relative-to the Manderson-Hainer postage bill—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: Petition of Amalgamated Society of En- 

ineers; Marine Lodge, International Association of Machinists; 

orse Collar Makers’ National Union; Electrical Workers’ 
Union No. 17; Coopers’ Union No. 54; Beer Drivers and Stable- 
men’s Union No, 38; Bakers’ Union No. 20; Detroit Lodge, No. 
82, Machinists’ Union; Carpenters’ Union No. 421; Bakers? 
Union No. 63; Iron Molders’ Union No. 31; Journeymen Stone- 
cutters’ Union; "Longshoremen’s Union, Local, No. 10; Stand- 
ard Lodge, No. i138, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen; Plas- 
terers’ Operative Union; Cigar Makers’ Union; Machine Wood 
Workers’ Union; Detroit Steam Fitters’ Union No. 8; Marine 
Engineers’ Benevolent Association; Shoe Cutters’ Union No. 
141; Iron Workers’ Protective Union; Bricklayers and Stone- 
masons’ Union; Carpenters’ Union No. 689; Brewers’ Union No. 


x 
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3; The Retail Clerks’ Union; Barbers’ Union; -Bookbinders and 
Hulers’ Union; Trunkmakers’ Union; Furniture Movers’ Union; 
Local, No. 98, of United Association of Journeymen Plumbers; 
Carpenters and Joiners’ Union No. 10; Brotherhood of Painters, 
No. 37; Detroit Division, No. 1, Brotherhood of Locomotive En- 
gineers; the German Typographical Union No. 21; Metal Pol- 
ishers’ Union No. 1; Detroit Street Railway Employés’ Associ- 
ation, and Machinery Molders’ Union, in support of govern- 
mental ownership of telegraphs—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, observations of Charles E. Miller, member of Columbia 
Typographical Union, No. 101, of Washington, D. C., on the 
same subject—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 


Also, protest of the following Evangelical Lutheran congre- | 


gations of Detroit, Mich.: St. Peters, Stepheness, Emmaus, 
Bethel, Zions, Trinity, and Bethany, against the proposed change 
in the preamble of the Constitution of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Lincoln Council, No. 1, Junior Order of 
United American Mechanics; Wolverine Council, No. 2, Detroit 
Council, No. 3, in favor of restricting immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HARRIS: Resolutions by the Butler County (Kans.) 
Alliance, in favor of right of petition—to the Committee on Re- 
vision of the Laws. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: Petition of Mallory C. 
Corey for pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McETTRICK: Petition of Nathan Hatch and others, 
that publications of fraternal societies or regularly incorporated 
institutions of learning shall be admitted to the mails as second- 
class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. MCRAE: Petition of J. A. Proctor, executor of J. B. 
Rumph, deceased, praying that his claim be referred to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MAHON: Petition of Methodist Preachers’ Associa- 
tion of Harrisburg, Pa., in relation to providing for chaplains, 
—* etc., for the Army—to the Committee on Military Af- 
airs. 

By Mr. FITHIAN: Petition of Boyd & Ward, editors and pub- 
lishers, Casey, Ill., protesting against an increase in postage on 
second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HARTER: Petition and resolution of the Union Vet- 
eran Legion urging the passage of the per diem service pension 
bill, to grant pensions for service in the Army, Navy, or Marine 
Corps of the United States—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HICKS: Petition of citizens of Kingwood, Pa., and 
vicinity, for the passage of House bill 5246, for restricting immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HUDSON: Petition of Lincoln A. Lockwood and 19 
others, Chautauqua County, Kans., against Wilson tariff bill— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition and resolution of State officers of Kansas, favor- 
ing the retention of Samuel Crocker as a member of a commit- 
tee to reapportion Oklahoma Territory—to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of W. G. Corthell, a citizen of 
Quincy, Mass., and Joseph B. Leonard and 2 other citizens of 
Avon, Mass., protesting against increasing the postage on books 
issued in serial form—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Preachers’ Meeting of Boston 
and vicinity, indorsing that section of the army appropriation 
bill relating to the employmentof chaplains at army posts where 
none are stationed—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of W. J. Smith, O’Leary, Iowa, 
and Kellion & O’Day, Danbury, Lowa, opposing increase of post- 
age onsecond-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: Petition of 104 citizens of Butler County, 
Pa., for the passage of House bill 5246, restricting immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SIPE: Petition of Flatwoods Council, No. 965, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Flatwoods, Pa., praying 
for passage of Stone’s immigration bill—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, memorial of letter-carriers of Newark, N. J., favoring 
the passage of House bill 5294, regulating tenure of position— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of Letter Carriers’ Association, No. 258, of 

ing, Pa., preferring the passage of bill 5294, relating to 
tenure of position, to 6685, relating to salary—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
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By Mr. SHELL: Petition of I. R. Marshall and others, citizens 
of Columbia, S. C., favoring the passage of the Manderson- 
Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Petition of 104 citizens of 
Pleasantville, Pa., in favor of the passage of House bill 5246, 
to restrict immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of Dyke & Olds, of Charles 
City, Iowa, against any increase in the rate of postage on news- 
papers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of P. J. Oswold, of Cresco, Lowa, against an in- 
come tax on national building and loan associations—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WISE: Petition of Richard M. Taylor and others, of 
Richmond, Va., to exempt beneficial societies from income tax— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, May 12, 1894. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. BYRON SUNDERLAND, D. D., of the city of 
Washington. 

The Vice-President being absent, the President pro tempore 
took the chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It being perfectly apparent 
that there is no quorum present, the Secretary will call the roll 
of the Senate. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Daniel, Hunton, Patton, 
Allison, Davis, Irby, Peffer, 
Berry, Dixon, Jones, Ark. Perkins, 
Call, Dolph, McLaurin, Sherman, 
Chandler, Frye, McPherson, Turpie, 
Coke, Hale, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Cullom, Harris, Morrill, White. 
Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, is the Senate ready to transact 
pusiness? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
business can be transacted. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed 
to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
execute the order of the Senate. 

Mr. MILLS, Mr. TELLER, Mr. COCKRELL, Mr. HOAR, Mr. 
ROACH, Mr. QuAY, Mr. SHOUP, Mr. MCMILLAN, Mr. JARVIS, 
Mr. PUGH, and Mr. VOORHEES entered the Chamber and an- 
swered to their names. 

Mr. HALE (at 11 o'clock and 20 minutes a. m.). 
call developed the presence of a quorum? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is sorry to state 
not quite. 

Mr. HALE. I notice that the seats on this side of the Cham- 
ber are quite full, and I supposed there must be at least a quorum 
here. 

Mr. ALLISON. Would it be in order to take a brief recess? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair holds that it is 
always in order to move a recess. 

Mr. BLACKBURN and Mr. PETTIGREW entered the Chamber 
and answered to their names. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate take a recess of, say, 
twenty minutes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope not. 

Mr. TELLER. [rise to a question of order. I do not under- 
stand that the Senate can take a recess without a quorum. We 
can do nothing but request the attendance of absent Senators. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the ques- 
tion of order, and was in error in answering the Senator from 
Iowa as the Chair answered, not thinking of the fact that we are 
proceeding without a quorum. It requires the Senate to takea 


No quorum being present, no 


The Sergeant-at-Arms will 


Has not the 


recess. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that the list of absentees be called. 
Fifteen or twenty minutes have now elapsed since the attendance 
of absent Senators was requested. 

The PRESIDENT os tempore. The Chair directs the Secre- 
tary to call the roll of absent Senators. 

The Secretary called the names of the absentees. 

Mr. BATE entered the Chamber and answered to his name. 

Mr. DOLPH. It is at some inconvenience that we come here 


so early, and there seems to be a loss of valuable time. Many of 
us would like to go out and view the fresh verdure and get the 
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fresh air. It is Saturday, also, and I move that the Senate ad- 


ourn. 
: Mr. CHANDLER. I think that would be a violation of the 
unanimous agreement. 

Mr. DOLPH. Idid not know we were proceeding under a 
unanimous agreement. 

, Mr. >: aneaecemeee lt is my impression that it would bea vio- 
ation of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ore- 
gon move that the Senate adjourn? 

Mr. DOLPH. If there is such an agreement it was made in 
my absence; but I do not wish to violate any agreement which 
has been made. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think it would be a violation of the 
agreement. 

Mr. DOLPH. If the Senator from New Hampshire insists 
nee, I will 





that it would violate an agreement made in my 
observe it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I may be mistaken, butI think the unani- 
mous agreement that the tariff bill should be taken up at 12 
o'clock will hold. The present occupant of the chair can state. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I hope the Senator from Oregon will 
withdraw the motion to adjourn. I think we shall get aquorum 
in » few moments. 

Mr. DOLPH. I can not resist the appeal of the Senator from 
New Jersey. 

Mr. HIGGINS and Mr. MANDEREON entered the Chamber and 
answered to their names. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore (at 11 o’clock and 25 minutes a. 
m.). Forty-four Senators have answered to their names. A 
quorum is present. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that further proceedings under the 
call be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is so ordered -if there be 
no objection. It is so ordered. The Secretary will read the 
Journal of the proceedings of yesterday. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
Tow.ss, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 5500) for the relief of William Gray; and 
a. bill (H. R. 5659) for the relief of Zimri Elliott, of Wilsey, 

cans. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enroYed bill (H.R. 6110) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Mississippi Riverat Red Wing, 
Minn.; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tem- 
nore. 

' INSIGNIA OF THE RED CROSS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tem laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing communication; which was read, and, with the accom- 
ying report, was referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
ations, and ordered to be printed: 
ASSOCIATION OF MILTTARY SURGEONS OF THE UNITED STATEs, 
Washington, D. C., May 11, 1894, 

Sre: I have the honor herewith to guamaneccey ot = of 
of the Association of Military Surgeons of the 
[sty Saad ot Congress for the protection of the insignia 

wnittee was appointed at the fourth annual mee of the associa- 
tion herd in this aiuy Guring the past week. origin be war elbaines to the 
association oe eee unanimously, the being on file among the 
records of the tion. 

A reference of the inclosed copy to the Committee on Foreign Relations 
is respectfully requested. 

have the honor to be, sir, res uy che servant, 
President Association of Military Surgeons of-the United States. 
To the Hon. PREsIpENT UNITED STATES SENATE, 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present a resolution of the Cincinnati 
(Ohio) Chamber of Commerce and Merchants’ Exchange, w 
de Very Sis SS CesSees She: Seiten Aaeeeneee Sree 
the Bailey bankruptcy bill. As the resolution of these 
goes into the wabtes comawhet Se. detell, I move that it be 
printed as a document and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a memorial signed by the stock- 
holders of the Madison Building and Lean Association, of Madi- 

aah the proposed tax on the in- 
and loan associations; which was ordered to 


Mr. CULLOM. I have received three separate letters ad- 
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dressed to me from William C. Ake and James T. Price, of 
Mount Erie, [l., and A. D. Mallory, of Batavia, Ill., in the na- 
ture of petitions, praying that the income tax on building and 
loan associations be stricken from the pending tariff bill. 1 pre- 
sent them as petitions, and move that they lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN presented petitions of the Hooper Building and 
Loan Association, of Hooper; of the Mutual Building ant Cane 
Association, of North Platte, and of the Madison Building and 
Loan Association, of Madison, all in the State of Nebraska, pray- 
ing that building and loan associations, national and local, be 
exempted from the “ae ge income-tax provision of the pend- 
ing tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Colo- 
rado, praying for the preservation of the prehistoric relics on 
the Ute Indian Reservation; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Durango, 
Colo., remonstrating against the issuance of bonds by the United 
States Government, and praying that every assistance be given 
the ‘“‘army of the commonweal;” which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a memorial of the Alameda Federa- 
tion of Trades, of Alameda County, Cal., remonstrating against 
the ratification of the proposed Chinese treaty; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Carpenters and Joiners’ Union, 
No. 304, Brotherhood of America, of San Francisco, Cal., praying 
for an increase.of the proposed income tax; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. PEFFER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Free- 
port, Kans., praying that fraternal society and college journals 

admitted to the mails as second-class matter; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FRYE pr ted a memorial of the Central Labor Union, 
of Portland, , remonstrating against the consideration in 
secret session of the proposed Chinese treaty; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. I present a petitioa of sundry citizens of Massa- 
chusetts praying for the suppression of the lottery traffic. 
There has been a bill repor from the Committee on the Ju- 
—_—— — this subject, and I suppose the petition should lie on 
the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will lie on the 
table, the bill having been reported. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is a supplemental statement pre- 

red by J. R. Garrison, late aes First Comptroller of the 
coun. in opposition tothe pro legislation toimprove the 
methods of accounting in the Treasury Department, and also 
giving an meee section 19.of House bill 6478. I move that 
the statement be printed as a miscellaneous document, and lio 
on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial of Cigar Makers’ Lo- 
cal Union, No. 233, of Sedalia, Mo., remonstrai against the 
ratification of the proposed Chinese treaty; which was ordered 
to lie on the. table. 

Mr. BRICE presented a petition of Champion Council, No. 2, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Springfield, 
Ohio, praying for the passage of House bill No. 5246, providing 
for the inspection of immigrants by United States consuls; which 
was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Trades and Labor Assem- 
bly of Canton, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the rovement of roads; which was referred to 
the Committee on r. 

He also presented a memorial of the Carriage and Wagon 
Workers’ Local Union, No. 23, of Cincinnati, Ohio, remonstrat- 
ing against the repeal of the so-called Scott-Geary laws, regu- 
lating Chinese nm; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign i 

He also ao a re of sundry oa buyers — 
dealers of o Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the 
adoption of Schedule K of section 1, and paragraph 685 of sec- 
tion 2, of the pending tariff bill, and praying that in the enact- 
ment of any tariff legislation a protection be accorded the 
w wers of the country, and that a just and reasonable duty 
be upon wool, in order that the woolgrowing and tho 
woo oe eee = ae ne 
may upon an equal footing, etc.; w: was ordered 


He also presented a memorial of Encampment No. 107, Union 






Veteran of Delaware, Ohio, remonstra a 
transfer of control of the National Home for ed Vol- 
unteer Soldiers to the War Department; which was to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 








1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


4655 





He also presented a memorial of the trades and labor coun- 
cils of Piqua, Ohio, remonstrating against the immigration of 


Chinese into this country; which was referred tothe Committee | 


on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of Mingo Lodge, No. 
mated Association of Iron and Steel Workers, of MingoJunction, 
Ohio, praying for the governmental control of the telegraph 


service; whi ref the Committ n Post-Offices | 
service; which was referred to oO ee on Post-Offices | omamdiieaat 


and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GORDON, I present resolutions of the Board of Trade 
of Columbus, Ga., in the nature of a petition, praying for immedi- 
ate action upon the tariff bill. I ask that the petition lie on 
the table, and I accompany it with the remark that I am receiv- 
ing a great many petitions of the same character,and I trust 
that our friends on the opposite side, in consideration of the 
great interests involved and the good effectof immediate action, 
will aid us in hurrying that bill to a final vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will lie on the 
table. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Watch and Ward So- 
ciety of Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to suppress the lottery traftic; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. BRICE, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5894) making appropriations for the 
Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

CHARLES T. RUSSELL. 


Mr. FRYE. {am directed by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1999) for the relief of 
Charles T. Russell, to report it favorably, without amendment. 
It is a very short bill, and it is very important that it shall be 
acted upon now. 

I simply desire to state that Charles T. Russell was consul- 
general at Liverpool, and an appropriation was not made for the 
relief of destitute sailors. e was obliged to relieve them to 
the extent of $3,100. He did so, and the Auditor could not al- 
low his account. Suit has been brought, but the Secretary of 
the Treasury has ordered a stay of proceedings until Congress 
can pass this bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and cted \o pay. out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to Charles T. Russell, of Connecticut, late vice-con- 
sul at Liverpool, England, $3,100, being the sum actually and necessarily ex- 
pended by him in the shipping department of that office. 

Sc. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, authorized 
and directed to apply the amount named in this bill to cancel and offset 
claim, or so much thereof as the United States may have against the sai 
Charles T. Russell, for any indebtedness due from him upon an unsettled 
account while consul as aforesaid. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. FRYE subsequently said: The Senate passed a bill this 
morning for the relief of Charles T. Russell. I see that he is 
described in the bill as vice-consul. He was consul. I ask 
unanimous consent to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed and the vote by which it was passed to its third reading 
and read the third time, that I may correct the bill by striking 
out the word ‘' vice.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BERRY in the chair). The 
Senator from Maine asks unanimous consent that the votes by 
which the bill was passed and ordered to a third reading be re- 
considered. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the 
bill is before the Senate and open to amendment. 

Mr. FRYE. In line 6 I move to strike out the word ‘ vice” 
before ‘‘ consul.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and 
was read the third time, and passed. 


COLUMBIA STREET RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. MCMILLAN. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia to report a joint resolution and to ask for 
its immediate consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 86) to require the Columbia Street 
Railway Company of the District of Columbia to carry out the 
provisions of section 10 of its charter relative to the equipment 
of said road was read the first time by its title and the second 
time at length, as follows: 
raetaloed by the Senate, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Co- 

and they are . to require the Columbia Street 
ae of the of Columbia to carry out section 10 of the 
company Gare on sail railway, with all modern im 
qrovemmaln ioe Uapacuaneet and convenience of passengers." 








SEo. 2. That within thirty days after the approval of this joint resolution 


the Commissioners of the District of Columbia shall report to Congress all 
proceedings under section 1 of this joint resolution. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 


22, Amalga- present consideration of the joint resolution? 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


| Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 


Mr. ALLEN. Ido notdesire to obstruct the passage of the 
joint resolution, but I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Michigan what steps have been taken, if any, to force a com- 
pliance with the acts that have passed Congress heretofore with 
reference to these street railroads. I understand that a year or 
more ago an.act of Congress was passed requiring the Metro- 
politan Street Railway Company to putin an entirely different 
motive power, to take off horses and put in probably a cable line, 
but that no compliance whatever has been made with that act. 
IT should like to know from the Senator from Michigan, who is 
a member of the Committee on the District of Columbia, if any 
effort whatever is being made by the District Committee or by 
the District Commissioners, or those in authority, looking toa 
prompt and rigid fulfillment of the act of Congress upon the 
subject? 

Mr. McMILLAN. I will state for the information of the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska that the road to which he refers is called 
the Metropolitan Railway Company, and the committe has now 
that matter in chargeand will report a bill very shortly to com- 
pel the company to do away with horses and use underground 
electric power. But the joint resolution which [ have just re- 
ported refers to an entirely different road. It refers to what is 
called the Columbia Road, running on New York avenue. The 
cars in use by that mney are so inferior, so dirty, and so com- 
mon that the attention of the committee has been called to the 
matter, and the joint resolution simply directs the Commission- 
ers to make the company carry out their original charter, that 
is, to put first-class cars on thatroad. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What road is this? 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Columbia Street Railway Company. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am inclined to think the joint resolution 
ought to pass. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It simply directs the Commissioners to re- 

uire the company to do what they should do, and what the 
Shorter compels them to do. 

Mr. ALLEN. Idid not rise for the purpose of objecting to 
the passage of the joint resolution, but I have noticed during 
the winter months that whenever the railroad companies here 
have failed to comply with some law or some regulation of the 
District a resolution has been introduced and sent to the Com- 
missioners of the District for information upon the subject. It 
strikes me that a more direct and effectual way of getting at 
the matter is to require the District prosecuting officer and his 
assistant to see that the laws are rigidly complied with rather 
than to ask the Commissioners of the District for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no amendment 
and no objection, the joint resolution will be ordered to a third 
reading. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 2017) for the relief of William 
Davenport, John B. Lacoste, William J. Locke, John Green, 
Theobold Monier, and William A. Wallace, citizens of the State 
of Texas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. McMILLAN submitted three amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. DOLPH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to thesundry civil appropriation bill; which was ordered 
to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Commitiee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. HIGGINS, it was 
Ordered, That Joseph H. Richards have leave to withdraw his petition 
and papers from the files of the Senate. 
REPORT ON FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES. 


Mr. TELLER. I ask anorder that Senate Report No. 377 be 
rinted for the use of the Senate. It is a report made by the 
lect Committee on the Five Civilized Tribes, and the order is 
asked because there is a demand for more copies of the report. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
order will be made. the Chair hears none, and it is made. 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. WOL- 
cort| has been compelled to leave the city, to be gone some time, 
on accountof ill health. I know the circumstances under which 
he has left, and I know the necessity of his leaving. He has 
gone by the advice of his physician, and he ought to have gone 

think a month ago. I ask that he may be granted leave of ab- 
sence by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, leave 
of absence will be granted to the Senator from Colorado. The 
Chair hears none, and leave is granted. 

MAJ. GEN. GEORGE 8. GREENE. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask unanimous consent to consider the bill 
(S. 1815) for the relief of Maj. Gen. George S. Greene, to which 
Tam sure there can not be anobjection. It passed the Senate in 
the last Congress. It is to place on the retired list an old soldier 
with a most admirable record, who is now 93 years old, and has 
the commendation of the best officers. The bill has been re- 
penn twice unanimously from the Committee on Military Af- 
airs. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Presi- 
dent to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, to sopemne George S. Greene, late brigadier and brevet 
major-general United States Volunteers, to the rank of first lieu- 
tenant of artillery in the Army of the United States, and to 
place him on the retired list of the Army as of that grade, the 
retired list being thereby increased in number to that extent. 
But no pension shall be paid to him, although this proviso shall 
be no bar to any claims for pension that the widow or children 
or other heirs may have after his decease. : 

Mr. PEFFER. I desire toask the Senator who has charge of 
the bill whether it proposes to increase the pay of this officer? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Gen. Greene served thirteen years in the 
regular Army. He resigned in 1836 and passed an honorable 
life on various public works of importance, the Croton aque- 
duct, and things of that sort. At 60 he went into the War of 
the Rebellion and make a very brilliant record for about five 

ears. He is now broken in health, 93 years old, and has buta 
imited income from a small —s ll the old officers want 
the old general to die in the Army on the retired list. 

Mr. HOAR. The bill merely proposes to give him the pay 
of a lieutenant in lieu of pension. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Nothing but the ordinary pay. The bill 
merely puts him on the retired list as a first lieutenant of artil- 
lery, the rule having been adopted by the Military Committee 
that anyone restored under such circumstances shall be restored 
to the rank he held in the regulars at the time he resigned from 
the regular Army. He gets only. the retired pay of a lieutenant 
of artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims: 
A bill (H. R. 5500) for the relief of William Gray; and 
A bill (H. R. 5659) for the reliel of Zimri Elliott, of Wilsey, 
Kans. 
WESLEY MONTGOMERY. 


Mr. ALLEN. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
1583) for the relief of Wesley Montgomery. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to permit 
Wesley Montgomery, of Adams County, Nebr., upon the pay- 
ment of the regular fees and commissions, to enter under the 
homestead law 160 acres of any of the unappropriated public 
lands of the United States, including public lands in Oklahoma 
Territory, not mineral nor in the actual occupation of any set- 
tler, in lieu of the northeast quarter of section 23, of township 
28 north, range 14 west, in ona County, [1l.; which land was 
entered by him February 20, 1874. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

HOUR OF MEETING. ‘ 

ThePRESIDENT protempore. Are there further resolutions, 
concurrent or otherwise? If none, the resolution submitted by 
the present occupant of the chair on the 10th instant, in rela- 
tion to the time of the daily meeting of the Senate, coming over 
from yesterday, if there be no objection will lie upon the tabie 
without action, holding its place. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the re five minutes of the 


morning hour will be devoted to the Calendar, and that we shall 
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get into the habit of going to the Calendar every morning be- 
ore the unfinished business is taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The action suggested by the 
Chair was regular morning business. The Chair now announces 
that the morning business is closed, and that the Calendar 
under Rule VIII is in order. The first bill on the Calendar 
will be stated. 

ALLEYS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The bill (S. 971) to open, widen, and extend alleys in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia was announced as first in order on the Calen- 
dar, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed its 
consideration. « 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is advised that 
this bill has been heretofore read at length and that the amend- 
ments reported by the Committee on the District of Columbia 
have been agreed to. If there be nofurther amendment the bill 
will be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


FORM OF DEEDS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The bill (S. 882) to simplify the form of deeds of conveyance, 
trust, and releases of land in the District of Columbia was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. FRYE. That bill will lead to a good deal of discussion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill will no doubt lead to a discussion, 
because a number of amendments will be made to it, and it ought 
not to be taken up in the absence of the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia[Mr. FAULKNER]. Let it go over without losing its place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over, hold& 
ing its place on the Calendar, if there be no objection. 


PENITENTIARY IN NORTH DAKOTA. 


The joint resolution (S. R. 41) relative to the erection of a pen- 
itentiary in the State of North Dakota, and for other purposes, 
was announced as next on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary informs the 
Chair that this bill has been read at length as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. PLATT. My recollection atiout the bill is that the last 
time it was under consideration the Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. HANSBROUGH] did not desire action upon it, as he had in- 
troduced an amendment upon the same subject and had it re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. think, therefore, 
the bill had better go over, at any rate, until the Senator frem 
North Dakota is present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over, holding 
its place on the Calendar. 

' CORPORATIONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The bill (S. 1305) to amend ‘‘An act relating to the incorpora- 
tion of certain corporations within the District of Columbia,” 
approved October 1, 1890, was announced as next in order on the 

endar. 

Mr. PUGH. Letthat bill goover. The subject is before the 
Judiciary Committee in another form. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire the 
bill to go over without prejudice or under Rule [X? 

Mr. PUGH. Without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over without 
rejudice. The hour of 12 o’clock having arrived, the Chair 
ays before the Senate the unfinished business. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other epee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 


JONEs]. 

Mr. \ LpRICH. Let the amendment be stated. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. _In line 10, on page 2, after the word “‘ tan- 
nin,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ thirty-five,” and insert ‘' sey- 
enty-five,” so as to read: 

Tannic acid or tannin, 75 cents per pound. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I modified that amendment yester- 
day by pertng sixty ” instead of ‘‘ seventy-five.” 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The modification suggested 
by the Senator will be made. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If I can have foramoment the attention 
of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], the chairman of 
the Committee on Finance, I wish to state that we have had 

laced upon our desks this morning Bulletin No. 2, which conse 
tains the replies to the tariff inquiries as to Schedule A, the 
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chemical schedule. AsI understand, Bulletin No. 1 contained 
the replies of the customs officers to certain inquiries made of 
them. This is not complete, and I understand there will be 
other matter in connection with this schedule, but it is very 
difficult to understand the replies, without having as a part of 
the bulletin, and of each bulletin as it shall come out, a copy of 
the inquiries that were made by direction of the Committee on 
Finance. I hope the Senatorfrom Indiana will see the necessity 
as to this and future bulletins of having printed on the first page 
a copy of the circular letter that was issued December 20, 1893. 
It is almost impossible to understand some of the replies with- 
out having access to the inquiries, and I hope the inquiries may 
be printed in connection with the bulletins. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator understand that the circular 
issued by the committee, to which he has referred, was the only 
circular that was used in these inquiries, and that the answers 
all appertain to but one circular? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am under the impression that that is 
the fact, but I know nothing of it. That is the bulletin I have 
received from the Finance Committee. 

Mr. HALE. [ask the Senator from Indiana whether itis the 
case that this one circular was preserved through all the action 
of the committee in seeking information from outside sources, 
and that the answers given apply to and fit that one circular, so 
that, if published, it will cover the circular used in the entire 
proceedings? How was that, Mr. President? 

Mr. VOORHEES. When the Senator gets through I shall 
answer. 

Mr. HALE, That is all I have to say. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I simply desire to state that, looking 
over the replies that are in this bulletin, many of them are of 
very great value and importance and throw light upon the sub- 
ject-matter of our legislation that is of oa moment; but, as I 
say, without having the questions to which these responses were 
made, it is very difficult to understand many of the answers; 
and I hope my suggestion will be adopted. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, when this subject first 
came up in the Finance Committee and assumed a very grave 
character we were confronted by a desire universally expressed 
in certain quarters for oral and verbal hearings before the com- 
mittee. At first I thought that to a certain extent that request 
might be complied with. It was found impossible upon further 
investigation. It was found that if an attempt were made to 
comply with the requests which poured in upon us from sources 
deeply interested in manufacturing, the time of the committee 
could be occupied, and most likely would bo, for a year to come, 
and I reluctantly was forced tothe conclusion that the requests 
had to be denied. I donot think the Republican members of 
the Committee on Finance—I shall not ask or expect them to 
make any statement upon the subject—believe that those re- 
quests could be complied with and the duty of the committee 
performed. Ae 

When it was found that the applications for oral hearings 
were impossible to be granted in view of the necessity for action 
as early in the future as possible, the substitute, as it were, was 
adopted of addressing communications to the manufacturing in- 
terests and to various other sources of information, asking them 
to make their statements to us, and notonly asking them to make 
their statements, but giving them all opportunity to lay before 
the Senate and the country their views upon these questions. 

I have heard it stated recently, as a criticism of this method 
and acriticism of thisside of the Chamber, that these answers are 
mainly in the interest of protection. I knew they would be; I 
expected they would be. Why should they not be? I knew, 
ani we all knew, that if we opened the door of the Finance Com- 
mittee and sat therefor the next six months we would have had 
to listen to what was in store for us, and we would have listened 
ninety-nine hundredths of the time to appeals in behalf of the 
doctrine of protection, because the appeals would come from that 
source. : 

I knew when these circulars were addressed what would be 
the character of testimony poured back uponus. Nevertheless, 
I felt, in the absence of the possibility to give these people oral 
a that to treat them fairly we should give them achance 
to put their views upon paper. I have had by private letters 
and in various other ways to tell committees and correspondents 
that we would receive their communications, treat them with 
all ible respect, read them if we could, and refer to them 
in discussion. 

It was under these circumstances, Mr. President—and I am 

ing a little more into detail than the Senator from Maine per- 
ee expected in direct response to his question—that these in- 
terrogatories or communications went out. It was in deference 
to the manufacturing interest. I will say that we addressed 
some of these circulars to other quarters. We addressed some 
of them to collectors of customs, to get their views in regard to 
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the different rates or the different modes of levying duties, 
whether by specific or ad valorem duties. 

To answer a little more directly the inquiry of the Senator 
from Maine, I will say that I think there was but one set of in- 
terrogatories sent out. They were sent to all sorts of people. 
This was notdone inacorner. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. AL- 
LISON ] sitting before me, the Senator from Ohio[Mr. SHERMAN], 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], and the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] all knew when these interogato- 
ries were prepared; they all knew when they were sent out. 
Whether it was a wise or an unwise measure I am not going to 
discuss now. I thought it was a measure of proper deference to 
a large mass of people whom we could not hear in person and 
whom we gave a chance to be heard on paper. 

As tothe manner in which they have answered, I know but 
little. I have not been very fortunate in health thisspring, and 
consequently have not been able toread all the letters which have 
been addressed to me. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] the other day 
it was stated in the papers, I see lectured me on the subject of 
good manners. Any lecture from him on that subject is whole- 
some, and I accept it as such. 

Mr. HOAR. I disclaim the idea 

Mr. VOORHEES. I think so. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I never should 
think of lecturing so hopeless a subject as the Senator from 
Indiana. 

Mr. VOORHEES. WhenI recall a lecture which the Senator 
himself received once from an eminent gentleman, now no more, 
a member of this body, I can bear what he says to me. I only 
referred to what he said the other day for the purpose of calling 
attention to the fact that he thought it would be a bright and 
witty thing to ask me what these correspondents in their an- 
swers said about the subject of acetic acid, which was under dis- 
cussion. Asa matter of course the Senator knew I had not read 
those letters, which have come in here sometimes at the rate 
of 1,500in aday. That is the reason I characterized the Sen- 
ator’s question as a ridiculous one, and I trust I did not show 
any irritation of manner, because I am accustomed to the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. We have known each other in both 
ends of this Capitol along time, and we have got up a school, 
not perhaps of mutual admiration, but certainly of mutual for- 
bearance with each other's faults and ways. So, when he asked 
me a question which had no reason in it, l answered accordingly. 
I only allude to the circumstance to show how utterly impossi- 
ble it is to be informed in regard tothese details. I repeat, these 
letters have come to my committee room at the rate of sometimes 
over 1,500 a day. 

Lhave detailed now to the Senate the reason why these in- 
quiries have gone out. I trust that good will come of them; I 
think good willcome. I think, whether those to whom the in- 
quiries are addressed answer correctly or incorrectly, they an- 
swer from their standpoint, and a great mass of information will 
be obtained for use hereafter. If it is not published and put out 
as fast as it might be under different circumstances, still it will 
be a permanent mass of knowledge. 

I would say to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]} 
that I know of but one class of interrogatories sent out, and 
they were sent to people who are in the chemical business— 
chemists, druggists; they were sent to woolen manufacturers; 
they were sent to iron and steel people; and each one would an- 
swer such interrogatories in the circular as seemed to be ad- 
dressed to him or his business. In that way the information has 
come back to us, and we are publishing it as fast as we can, and 
under very skillful, excellent, and reliable management. 

Mr.MANDERSON. Undoubtedly. My suggestion, however, 
if the Senator will permit me, is simply that this circular letter 
of inquiry may be printed with the answers, so that we may 
have them together. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ihadforgotten the Senator's point. There 
is no objection to his suggestion, and if the Senator, who is per- 
fectly familiar with printing, would see Mr. Durfee, who is editing 
and managing this work and is employed to do it by the Com- 
mittee on Finance, I have no doubt the matter could be arranged. 

.I beg pardon of the Senate for occupying so much time; but 
there has been so much said about the question of these inter- 
rogatories that I thought it well to show exactly what the ar- 
rangement was. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I did not propose to take any 
part in this discussion, and it certainly is too balmy and genial 
a morning for anybody to be provoked into a serious contro- 
versy with my very good-natured friend from Indiana [Mr. 
VOORHEES]; but I think, as he has appealed to me, I ought to 
say that so far as I know the history of tariff legislation, the 
Committee on Ways and Means in the House of Representa- 
tives and the Committee on Finance in the Senate have heard 
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the representatives of the principal industries of the country or 
any other industries generally to the satisfaction of the persons 
wanting to be heard. This is the first time in our legislative 
history, so far as I am aware, that another policy has been 
adopted. 

The Senator from Indiana says the committee sent out these 
circulars, and that they intended to read them as far as they 
could; and yet he thinks it is a very ridiculous question if any- 
body should ask him, the chairman of the Committee on Fi- 
nance, the person who reported the bill, whether, in regard toa 
particular interest which is to be struck down according to the 
opinion of the men engaged in that industry, he knows what 
those answers were. 

Now, the Senator comes in and says in one partof hisspeech that 
he would read the answers if he could, and inanother part thatitis 
impossible to read them, but that they are going to be very valu- 
able for reference hereafter. The Senator accompanies his prop- 
osition to do what we regard as striking a blow at certain indus- 
tries with a very earnest and savage denunciation of the men 
who are engaged in them. One member of the committee said 
that so far as they are protected industries a war of extermina- 
tion is going against them. The Senator from Indiana, in the 
speech with which he accompanied his bill, said that these men 
were greedy; all they wanted to do was to plunder the public; 
subject the consumers of the country to their greed at plun- 
der. Yet, making that charge, denying a hearing to the men 
against whom it is made, then writing them for their written 
statements as to their interests, he thinks it is ridiculous that 
he should be asked, before making that charge and asking the 
Senate to act upon it, to read what they have to say in their own 
defense. I am willing to leave that statement of the Senator 
right there, if he is. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I think that some response 
should be made to the suggestion of the honorable rman 
of the Finance Committee in regard to the attitude of the Re- 
publican members of the Committee on Finance about the hear- 
ings before that committee. 

lt is undoubtedly true that it would have been impracticable 
to have opened the doors of the committee to all the persons 
who desired to be heard without limit upon the pending legisla- 
tion before Congress. I think that the chairman of the com- 
mittee will agree with me that no suggestion was made in the 
committee as to unlimited hearings. [ felt personally, and I 
think that feeling was shared by all the Republican membersof 
the committee, that so long as there had been no hearings of 
any kind upon the bill which came from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, an opportunity should be given for a limited time to 
allow persons interested in the various industries to be heard 
befcre the committee? Several ees looking to that were 
made, and had the support of all the Republican members of 
thecommittee. 

We did not think then, nor do I think now, it would have been 
wise to have gone into this question in an unlimited way, because 
it would have taken much more time than the committee had at 
itscommand. At the time the question of hearings came up I 
think the Senator from Indiana and the other members of the 
majority of the Committee on Finance expected to make a report 
to the Senate much sooner than they finally did make it. Ob- 
stacles and circumstances over which they had no control—per- 
haps the Senator from Ohio [Mr. BRICcE}], now sitting in the rear 
of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES]—prevented the 
early action of the committee; and perhaps we should have been 
abie to hear these people without delaying the final report of the 
biil by the committee. : 

T only wish now to say, in behalf of the Republican members 
of the committee, or at least in behalf of myself, that we were 
not in favor of unlimited hearings. But we believed that the 
various representatives of these industries, the or ts ne 
the agriculturists, the manufacturers, and the importers shoul 
iawve had an opportunity to be heard before the committee. 

So far as these circulars are concerned, I think the answers 
te them will be valuable. They certainly will show the atti- 
tude of the various people imterested in the question of tariff 
legislation. [ understand perfectly well that the Senator from 
Indiana, iu the state of health in which he has unfortunately 
been since this subject has been under consideration, has cer- 
tainiy not had an opportunity, as none of us has had, toread the 
great mass of replies which have been made to these inquiries, 
and [ attribute to him certainly no lack of courtesy to the Senate 
for not being able to explain evérything which they contain. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say a word on the subject, rather 





rae re own behalf, as to the suggestion made by the Senator from 
iana. 

The circulars now alluded to were sent out with the full con- 
currence of all the membors of the committee, as stated by the 
Senator from Indiana. Indeed, they were prepared by the com- 
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mittee and amended by the committee in various ways before 
they were sent out. They were sent out, and were intended to 
be sent out, not only to manufacturers, but to merchants, im- 
porters, and business men having relations to this subject. So 
I think it must be said, in the absence of hearings, that it wasa 
wise and proper thing to send out these inquiries, which were 
intended to bring into the committee room every shade of opin- 
ion. I do not think we confined the circulars to manufacturers; 
we sent them also to importers. 

I wish to say in this connection that the details of this work 
were, as I understand, wholly given over to Mr. Durfee, who is 
an old and experienced clerk of the committee. I know for my- 
self that I suggested two or three prominent people in my own 
State who are interested in particular industries and gave him 
their names, so that the circulars might be sent to them, and 
Mr. Durfee stated tome that he was sending the circulars to 

ople of all the States so far as he could. For that reason, if 

or no other, it would be impossible either for the chairman of 

the committee or for any member of the committee to read the 
answers to the circulars and ascertain what is the general range 
of opinion on the subject. I think so far as that is concerned 
the committee only acted wisely. 

Now, I wish to say one thing more about hearings. I think 
we made a mistake in not having hearings on the bill. i donot 
attribute the mistake to any intense purpose on the part of the 
majority not to havehearings. I desired brief hearings for the 
purpose of instruction and information, as well as forthe purpose 
of hearing the views of interested persons one way or the other 
on the subject. We know perfectly well that there are two 

reat interests in this country, one interest connected with the 

mportation of articles and the other the interest connected with 
their production; and we also know that as to many of the items 
in the bill there is a certain technical knowledge which it is not 
expected the Committee on Finance can be in possession of with- 
out hearings. 

We are now upon thechemical schedule. It may be that some 
member of the Committee on Finance is familiar with every 
paragraph in the schedule and knows just how tannic acid, for 
example, is made, aes how much alcohol is necessary to make 
a pound of sulphuric ether, or what the duty should be upon al- 
coholic preparations, etc. Those are details which, when the 
bill reaches the Senate, ought to be in possession of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and not merely one member of the committee. 
At this moment we find that we are in a controversy here as 
respects tannic acid, some of us believing that the committee 
have already proposed a proper rate. Now, in a moment, as it 
were, a change is made here, affecting a great interest. If we 
had had before the committee some one expert able to give 
us accurate information upon the chemical schedule, and had 
spent, perhaps, a half hour or two hours upon the schedule, 
having an intelligent person to give us information, we would 
all come in the Senate with a consensus of opinion with regard 
to the question. 

That was my principal object in suggesting hearings. It was 
not my purpose in any sense to hear long dissertations, as the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] stated the other day, upon 
the principle of protection, if it be a principle, or the policy of 
protection, or free trade. It was merely to have such ane Med 
of the leading interests of this country as would enable us to 
act intelligently in this Chamber upon these details. That is 
what hearings were proposed for, and I think our judgmentupon 
that subject has been absolutely verified. 

Although we have not had such hearings, hearings have been 
had. The Senatorfrom Arkansas [Mr. JONES], the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. VEstT], and the Senators of the majority of the 
committee have had hearings. We know that perfectly well; 
and we have not had the advantage of the views and opinions 
of the men en in the various industries because the hear- 
ings have been private; they have not been held in the commit- 
tee room where all the members of the committee could have 
the advantage of what was said or done. 

There is another disadvantage connected with the hearings 
that were held, and that is that no record of them was made. 
We come in the Senate Chamber with perhaps one class of in- 
formation as to the items in the chemical schedule; while the 
Senator from Arkansas[Mr. JON®s] has another, and yet we can 
not refer to printed matter for the suggestions made by the gen- 
tlemen who have ap So, although the bill came to us on 
the 2d of February and hearings were denied, it is now about 
the middle of May, and we have had hearings from the 2d of 
February to the middle of May without any record being made 
as to whut are the opinions and views —_ these subjects of the 
people who were heard. I think, with all due respect to the 
ekonen of the committee and to the majority of the commit- 
tee, that if our original views for brief hearings before the com- 
mittee with» stenographer taking the testimony had been ac- 
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uiesced in it would have been much more satisfactory to both 
sides of the Chamber than the hearings that have been had upon 
the subject. 

My. CULLOM. By leave of the Senator from Iowa I wish to 
inquire whether I correctly understood him to say that the ma- 
jority of the committee have been having private hearings in 
reference to this measure? 

Mr. ALLISON. No; I did not mean to say that. 

Mr. CULLOM. I thought the Senator from Iowa made that 
remark. 

Mr. ALLISON. No. I only meant to say that in the prog- 
ress of the consideration of the bill it has been necessary fer 
members of the majority of the committee to hear people. They 
must acquire information relating to the articles in the various 
paragraphs, and they haveheard people. We know that per- 

‘ fectly well; but no minute or transcript of those hearings was 
taken, and therefore what was said and done rests in the mem- 
ory of the gentlemen who heard them. That is all I desire to 
say. While I believe what they have done is perfectly proper, 
I think the original proposition of the minority of the commit- 
tee would have been wiser and better. 

Mr. CULLOM. I supposed that when hearings are had by a 
committee or any portion of it, the whole body of the commit- 
tee would be expected to be present. 

Mr. ALLISON. That was my impression. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is the reason why 1 made the inquiry. 
I supposed there had been no hearings of gentlemen by a part 
of the committee without giving the whole committee an oppor- 
tunity to be present. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I had made up my mind not 
to take any part in the discussion of the details of the bill, be- 
cause [ did not have the usual opportunity which has been ac- 
corded to members of the Committee on Finance to get the neces- 
sary information. The chemical scheduleis Greek to me, as itis, 
Thave no doubt, tomany other Senators. Theseacidsandalkalis, 
matters that are used not only in the manufactures and in art, 
but in preserving the public health are such subjects as we ought 
to be familiar with before we deal with them. 

Now, I wish in all kindness to say here once for all (and per- 
haps I but repeat the criticism I have heretofore made in regard 
to the conductof the bill), that while perceiving and also under- 
standing the difficulties which surround our friends on the other 
side of the Chamber, in my judgment when the bill came to us 
we should have taken it up in the committee and gone over it, 
not so much for the information of the public as our own in- 
formation. I probably have gone over tables and tariff bills six 
or eight times in my experience, but what I learn at one consid- 
eration I forget before the next. 

It seems to me the proper way would have been to have had 
hearings, not to an unlimited extent, not to everybody who 
wanted to be heard. Ifa person approached us to give us in- 
formation upon a subject about which we were already informed 
we could have waived himaside. I know that in the considera- 
tion of tariff bills in times past, during the war, and especially 
in the great tariff bill before the war, which finally led to the 
passage of the Morrill tariff and on continuously in every tariff 
bill that came before us wherever it occurred, we always had 
long hearings, though very often the minority of the committee 
did not take part. 

I think it would have been better when we received the bill 
for the Committee on Finance to have taken it up and sent for 
experts. We have plenty of officersof the Government who are 
a our command to give us all the information that can be 
obtained from any source whatever about the chemical schedule. 
We could have sent for persons in the New York custom-house 
familiar with every item contained in the chemical schedule 
whocould have gone over it item by item,and have given us the 
information, so that each of us who chose to attend the commit- 
tee could have heard them. But that was notdone. That kind 
of information, which is easily obtained, was not procured. The 
committee, thinking they would not have time to go over the 
items in the usual course, undertook to gain information in this 
way. That was proper enough, and it wasfairlydone. The cir- 
culars were made up carefully, not with a view to party action, 
but for the action and the information of the whole body. But 
we never got this information until now. Here is the first vol- 
ume I have seen, and now for the first time I see here what 
acetic acid is; what all these various acids and these various 
things are; how much alcoho! is needed in the manufacture of 
certain articles, and how much for other articles,etc. We have 
the information. But if we had had this information communi- 
cated to us by experts in the employment of the Government, 
from whom we would have been able promptly to secure it, we 
would have had it in print before us. 

Mr, CULLOM. e would have had it a week or two ago. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And we would have had it from persons on 


whom we could rely. These people differ, and consequently we 
have to read over their replies, and we get the information only 
now. It will be impossible to print this vast amount of testi- 
mony and digest it as quickly as we could have doneif by a little 
more labor it had been taken before us. 

I do not wish to find fault with anybody; I do not wish to crit- 
icise anybody. I appreciate the urgency that the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] and others have had that the bill 
should be pushed forward in order to get a hearing. But I do 
say that the great mistake was that we did not take up the bill 
in commitiee and go over it item by item. 1 do notthink there 
would then have been anything like the discussion we will have 
upon these items. 

The great questions which are coming up before us in connec- 
tion with a bill which, for instance, while it actually destroys 
all the protection which has continued through all the history 
of our Government on the great article of wool, yet proposes to 
increase the duty on woolen goods at the same time, will create 
necessarily a great deal of contention anda great deal of debate— 
might have been disposed of better, it seems to me, in the com- 
mittee. So in regard to many other items. There are many 
schedules here with which every Senator is familiar because 
they relate to common articles of daily use like crockery and 
clothing and various articles of that kind. But as hearings 
have not been had we have to grope along the best way we can. 

So faras the chemical schedule is concerned I do not propose 
to bother the Senate atall. I do not know anything about it. 
Iam free to say that. Although I have heard the story over 
and over again on every tariff bill, I do not remember the de- 
tails, and I do not think any of us could remember them unless 
we were employed as clerks in drug stores or perhaps engaged 
in the manufacture of the articles themselves. I think it was a 


great mistake in the beginning that this information was not 
furnished first to the Committee on Finance by practical, sikill- 


ful men, and then we would have avoided all this delay. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

Mr. VOORHEES. WilltheSenator from Massachusetts allow 
me to make a report? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. VOORHEES. While the discussion has been going on 
another bulletin of replies to the tariff inquiries in regard to 
Schedule A, which is the chemical schedule, has been laid uvon 
my desk, and I report it for publication. 

Mr. SHERMAN. To what schedule do the replies relate? 

Mr. VOORHEES. To Schedule A,the chemical schedule. It 
is another bulletin in the same direction. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in the chair). With- 
out objection, it will be printed. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the bulletin No. 2, which we 
have this morning, isan illustration of the disadvantage I pointed 
out when I made some statements the other day in regard to the 
inquiries, and it shows how this system of having hearings ap- 
pears to delay progress. Nopublic hearings were held. There- 
fore the material which. would have been presented in those 
public hearings did not come before the public and before the 
Senate as it would have done. We on this side of the Chamber 
have had no information whatever from persons interested in 
the various schedules. On the other hand, the Senators on the 
other side who are making up the bill have the advantage that 
they had virtual hearings, that is, they called in experts, as 
they were obliged to do and as it was proper to do; they heard 
from the great leaders in these industries, and they got all the 
information which it is necessary to have for a proper consid- 
eration of the bill. Then they come in here with the bill and 
in possession of the information, aud when we ask them for the 
information they decline to give it. 

So we were cut off from every source of information until the 
appearance of the bulletin this morning, and of course it is not 
very easy to go through at once an elaborate series of answers, 
such as these are, and get out of them all that one wants. But 
a mere glance at them shows thatthey contain a great deal of most 
valuable material, and that although the circulars went to only 
acomparativelysmallnumber of persons interested in the various 
industries, still a good deal was collected of general interest and 
of great importance to a proper making up of a tariff bill. 

Now, [ have opened the document at hazard, and I see hore 
under No. 69 whatdoes not bear directly on the item under con- 
sideration, to which I will come later, but which shows the in- 
terest of these inquiries and the necessity of our having time to 
look at them, because they take the place of public hearings. I 
ind here No. 69, reply of William C. Gaudelet, a manufacturer 
of medicine, of 833 Washington street, Newtonville, Mass. The 
question concerning competition he answers as follows, andl 
think it is an interesting answer: 

Concerning com 
tariff bill took col 





tition, foreign and domestic, yes, sir. 
cash right out of my individual pocket. 


The McKinley 
Thus before the 
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above bill passed I paid $60 per 1,000 for domestic cigars to retail at 10 cents, 
three for 25 cents; now I pay 855 per 1,000 for the same goods and am obliged 
to sell them at the same price as before. Liebig’s beef extract, English, be- 
fore the McKinley bill, cost me $4 per dozen, now costs $4.50 and sells for 50 
eents each, same as before. Sugar of milk, arefuse product from Vermont’s 
cheese factories, which I am told costs 14 cents a pound to producers, took 
a jump upward of 14 cents (from 28 cents to 42 cents) as soon as the above- 
mentioned bill was passed raising the a on the Swiss product a few cents 
per pound, I am no politician and a Republican, but I vote against the party 
which proposes to take money directly from my pocket and try to make me 
believe it ‘comes out of the consumer.” 





Senators will see it is not perfectly clear how Mr. Gaudelet 
is going to vote, because he says he is against the doctrine that 
the duty comes out of the consumer, which is Democratic doc- 
trine, and at the same time he says the McKinley law took 
money out of his pocket, he being a manufacturer. 

Mr. DIXON, nd an importer. 

Mr. LODGE. And an importer also. 

Now, to return to the matter of tannic acid, I said last night 
in discussing the question, not having this full information be- 
fore me, that in the memorial of the Drug Trade Section of New 
York it is stated that the compensatory duty that is needed is 
40 cents, as I understood, of the increased duty on alcohol and 
that 20 cents additional protection would be enough. But Isaid 
I had no doubt that the subcommittee who prepared the bill on 
better information were correct in giving an additional pro- 
tective duty of 15 cents, making it 75 cents. I did not know on 
what the subcommittee acted until the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. JONES] quoted from Powers & Weightman, of Philade!phia, 
as the source of his information. -He had that information, but 
we did not have it until this morning. Now we have it, and I 
think their opinion as presented here is conclusive in favor of a 
duty of 75 cents a pound. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Massachu- 
setts allow me right here to make a correction which I should 
like to make? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yesterday J said that my recollec- 
tion of the statement of Powers & Weightman was that the cost 
of the alcohol consumed in the manufacture of a pound of tannic 
acid was 57 cents at the present rate of tax on alcohol. In that 
Iwas mistaken. In looking over the statement to which the 
Senator from Massachusetts now refers, I see that Powers & 
Weightman say that under the proposed tax of $1.10 it would be 
57 cents,and for that reason I am inclined to think the rate pro- 
posed by us is a little too high. 

Mr. LODGE, Then the Senator from Arkansas will observe 
that the rate originally proposed by him conforms to the re- 

uest of the Drug Trade Section also, if you analyze it, because 
they put thecompensatory duty at 40 cents, and then they say that 
20 cents more is qnough. But Powers & Weightman say that 
the compensatory duty must be 57 cents, and adding the addi- 
tional amount which the Drug Trade Section says is necessary 
would make a duty of 77 cents. That is the difference in the 
estimate of the amount of Ser duty needed. Powers 
& Weightman, under the head of ‘‘ Acid tannic, or tannin— 
(made of nutgall, in fine powder, and sulphuric ether),” say: 


Present duty, 75 cents per pound; House bill, 35. cents per pound; Senate 
bill, 8 cents per pound. 

The Senate rate of tax on distilled sp‘rits will make the tax on ether lost 
in making 1 pound of acid tannic, or tannin, about 57 cents per pound, while 
the customs duty suggested is but 35 cents per pound. 

The amount of ether required is somewhat variable, but the figures named 
we regard as a fair average. 

We consider 75 cents (the present rate of duty) on a pound of acid tannic 
of officinal quality as a reasonable and proper rate, and trust that it will be 
maintained, and that the 35 cents ~ be stricken out. 

When the bill known as the Mills bill was formulated there was entire 
were expressed to leave rates on all alcoholic preparations undis- 
tur in view of not changing the spirit tax, whereas in the present case 
the House advances the spirit tax 10 cents rf ion and reduces the cus- 
toms duties, and the Senate committee still further advances the spirit tax 
10 cents per gallon while allowing the reduced customs duties of the House 
bill to remain unchanged. 


That of course was before these lastamendments had appeared. 
Now comes a very important point: 


By reference to the tariff law of Great Britain you will find that duties are 
imposed on alcoholic preparations at least sufficient to countervail the in- 
land revenue tax, as, on chloroform, chloral rate, collodion, ether sul- 

huric, ether acetic, etc.,so that, inasmuch as Great Britain ts itec- 

ion to none, the question for consideration there was one of simple justice 
and consistency, and > on. 

That the excessive in revenue tax on alcohol is already burdensome 
enough to manufacturers we hardly think can be @ ; 

Thatitis but a measure of justice not to against manufactur- 
ers of your own country we are sure you will grant to be sound policy. 


Now, al] that isasked is that the manufacturers shall be given 
the 20 cents additional to the compensatory duty, and if the com- 

nsatory poy! is 57 cents, it is perfectly clear that they ought 
tS have 75 or 77 cents additional as the customs duty. 

There is another reply on the matter of tannic acid which 
shows that the expert information agrees on all these points. 
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This is from the firm of Drueding Brothers, of Phi'adelphia. 
They say: 

On tannin a specific duty of 60 cents per pound would enable us to suc- 
cessfully compete with foreign manufacturers, provided the internal-rey- 
enue tax on alcohol is not increased. 

That is precisely the same ground taken by Powers & Weight- 
man. They proceed: 

At present the internal-revenue tax on alcohol required to produce 1 
pound of tannin amounts to about 40 cents. 

That, Senators will see, agrees with the proposition of the 
Drug Trade Section of the New York board. So they all agree 
upon that proposition. 

And as the foreign manufacturers—— 

They continue— 


have free alcohol it will require additional protection to that extent for the 
industry to exist here. 


If duties were reduced one-third it would have the effect of killing the tan- 
nin and magnesia branch of our business. 

We desire specific duties on tannin on account of the high internal-reve- 
nue tax on alcohol. 

Then they go on with answers to the other questions, and they 
state that their selling prices have decreased since 1890 under 
this duty, so that there has been no loss to the consumer. On 
the contrary, their prices have decreased, and they say their 
manufacture would be killed by this reduction. Therefore the 
duty proposed in the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. JONEs] is evidently a just duty, and he had the superior in- 
formation, which we did rot have, which enabled him to judge 
accurately that that was what the industry should receive. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. JONES] in giving yesterday the reason why he proposed to 
change the duty which he had proposed upon tannic acid, from 
75 cents a pound back to 60 cents a pound, made the following 
statement: 

Iam perfectly willing to meet the objections of Senators on the other side 
and will modify my amendment by making it 60 cents. 

No one on this side of the Chamber that I know of objected to 
the rate of 75 cents a pound unless I did, and I certainly did not 
so object and do not now. The Senator from Arkansas stated 
in reference to aceticacid that he was willing to have a duty of 
2 cents a pound in order toallowtheindustry tosurvive. There 
I thought I saw a principle, the principle of protection embodied 
in the Senator’s amendment. esterday on tannic acid we find 
another principle of action developed by the Senator, and that is. 
that whatever his judgment may be as to what is a sufficiently 
protective duty, he will withdraw that duty if it meets with ob- 
jection on this side of the Chamber. 

I shall do the best I can to get on with whatever principles of 
action the Senator from Arkansas may choose to adopt, because 
I know that he is endeavoring to do his whole duty as he under- 
stands it; and, as I took occasion to say yesterday, he is laboring 
under many disadvantages and difficulties. The whole tenor of 
what I said was in the direction of encouragement to the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas. If I said anything to discourage him I wish 
to withdraw it, and to call his attention to the fact that there 
is no objection whatever on this side of the Chamber to a duty 
of 75 cents a pound upon tannic acid. If he adopted that rate 
upon the principle that it would allow the industry to survive, 
he need not withdraw it upon the other principle that Senators 
— this side of the Chamber object to it, because they do not 
object to it. 

ir. President, the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] appealed 
to me to vote with him on this duty because I had shown that a 
duty of 75 cents a pound was more than the druggists had asked 
for, and the Senator from Texas seemed to assume that I am as 
unwilling to vote for a duty that is prohibitive in its operation 
as he is to vote for any duty which gives any measure of protec- 
tion whatever. That is not the case. [am willing as a protec- 
tionist to vote now and then for a duty which is prohibitive. I 
am free to admit, as I showed to the Senate yesterday, that the 
existing duty of 75 cents a pound on tannic acid is virtually pro- 
hibitive, because we have not imported under the existing rate 
anything but an insignificant quantity of tannic acid, but I am 
not afraid of getting duties too a 
Iam not so afraid of getting duties too high that if the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] even by mistake should propose 
a duty here which would be higher than isnecessary toequalize 
conditions and would operate as a prohibitive duty I should de- 
cline to vote for the duty on that account. I su that I 
should prefer as much as the Senator from Galtfornia [Mr. 
WHITE] an ideal duty. The Senator from California has not yet 
developed what that ideal duty is, and I am afraid that the limi- 
tations which the other side are putting upon debate on the 
bill will prevent him from stating what his ideal duty is; or it 
may be that the Senator from California, seeing the very small 
number of his political associates who are doing the bill the jus- 


tice to attend in their places and to hear the debate on the sub- 
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ject, prefers to wait until the empty desks on the other side of 
the Chamber are full and then to give us the guiding principle, 
which I assure him we want in this case—his notion of an ideal 
duty. 

Mr. President, I am seeking for that ideal duty. I wish that 
it could be stated in reference to tannic acid, so that we may work 
out the principle which is to govern us, and proceed to use that 
principle in the further consideration of the chemical schedule. 

My own idea of an ideal duty is one that will equalize condi- 
tions. I do not insist upon a protective duty, but one of the 

rinciples upon which I think protection is advocated by its 
friends is that duties shall be placed upon articles which can be 

reduced in this country. It is not a principle of protection to 
impose a duty upon articles which are not produced in this coun- 
try, like sugar, tea, and coffee. 
articles is to seek to obtain a revenue, and it is not the Repub- 
lican policy to obtain a revenue in that way. It is the Repub- 
lican policy to obtain our customs revenues from duties upon prod- 
ucts of which this country is capable of furnishing a sufficient 
supply for our own needs. Therefore, when a duty is imposed 
for purposes of protection, the object being, whether directly 
or incidentally, to encourage the home industry, it is not ma- 
terial if a duty isso high that it wholly prevents the foreign 
importation. 

It only results in that case in giving the American producer 
the whole market, and,as the whole history of protection shows, 
whenever the whole home market is given to the home producer 
of a product that this country is capable of furnishing in suffi- 
ciert quantities, the uniform result has been that at last the 
price of the article produced has gone down under the influence 
of home production and competition until it has become very 


much cheaper to the consumer than it ever was under a system | 


by which the whole product was derived from abroad. 

So, Mr. President, I am not afraid of voting for a protective 
duty that shall be prohibitive. I should prefer a duty that only 
equalized conditions. 
dinary circumstances would give the home producer the home 
market, but which, whenever the article produced rises to an 


inordinate price in the home market, will not prevent importa- | 
tions from coming in, which will put the money received as | cient to meet the expenses of the Government shall be imposed, and that 


duties into the Treasury and will tend to prevent an extrava- | 


gant price for the article to the consumer. If the Senator from 


California desires my idea as tothe ideal duty I have given it to | 


him, and I give it to him in all seriousness, notwithstanding 
he has been disposed to treat this subject with a certain degree 
of levity. 

I say that is the ideal auty—not a prohibitive duty, notaduty 
that will not protect, but a duty that will equalize the condi- 
tions, and under ordinary circumstances give the home pro- 


ducer the American market. I learned my lesson upon this sub- | 


ject from the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], whois now in his 
seat, whom I have often heard describe the principle of protect- 
ive duties and set out witb clearness and distinctness the kind 
of duties which he believes should be imposed upon articles of 
imported merchandise which can be produced as a home indus- 

ry in this country. The Senator from Maine, like myself, is 
not afraid of occasionally having a duty so high that it will be 
prohibitive, but the duty he prefers is a duty that equalizes 
conditions under ordinary circumstances, so that when the price 
of the article is raised inordinately in value it will give us an 
influx from abroad and, with the revenue that will be derived 
therefrom, will tend to keep down the price. 

I certainly hope that as this discussion proceeds the Senator 
from Maine will aid in the search (which I think it is important 
to make and which ought to be made, I believe, in the outset of 
the discussion when we are beginning the debate upon the bill) 
for some principle upon which this bill may be constructed, and 
if not a principle upon which the other side will construct the 
bill, at least some principle upon which Senators on this side 
of the Chamber may criticise the bill as its passage is proposed 
by Senators upon the other side of the Chamber. 

It seems to me sometimes that the Senators upon the other 
side of the Chamber in the construction of this bill are in the 
condition of a good old man up in New Hampshire who was for- 
merly a Republican, but left the Republican party. He had been 
a postal clerk as an ardent epablican for about four years, and 
was very much delighted when he was informed that he could 
hold on four years longer. He said that if he could stay four 
years longer he would be satisfied, and would not ask to have his 
term of service prolonged. Eight years came around, and ander 
the operation of the civil-service reform he was unexpectedly 
continued in office for twelve years, when he said that most cer- 
tainly he would be content to go out at the end of twelve years. 
Twelve years came around. He had grown old, and did not 
make a good postal clerk, and it was necessary to change him, 
but he insisted upon being reappointed to hold for sixteen years. 


To impose duties upon those | 


I should prefer a duty which under or- | 
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| ciples of this Labor party of yours?” 


| of a principle that I think would content Senators upon th 





| be necessarily sufficientl 
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When he found that he must go at the end of twelve years, he 
immediately left the Republican party. He did not, however, 
at once join the Democratic party. He became a member of 
what was called the Labor party, and entered into an earnest 
campaign in our State to elect a Labor ticket. 

Some gentlemen were conversing with him about his party, 
and among other questions he was asked, ‘‘ What are the prin- 
‘*Principles!” he said, 
‘* Principles! Why do you ask such a foolish question as that? 
Why, we have not got into power yet. When we do get into 
power, a few of us will get together and fix up some principles 
that will be about right.” [Laughter.] , 


Now, Mr. President, that seems to me to be the condition of 
the Senators who are advocating this bill. When they are 


asked what are the principles of the bill they say, ‘ Princi- 
ples! Why, we have not got the bill through yet; but when wo 
get it through we shall get together, some of us, and for public 
consumption we will endeavor to fix up some principles that 
will be about right.” 

Nevertheless, it seems to moe that Republicans ought to try 
and find the principle, if a principle is to be found. I have dis- 
covered a statement made upon the other side of the Chamber 

is side 
of the Chamber. I do not know that it will. I did not find my- 
self yesterday in full accord with my political associates, who did 
not seem to have the same faith in the protection principles of 
the Senators upon the other side of the Chamber that I did, and 
IT am sorry to say that I am obliged to conclude they may have 
been nearer right than I have been, because the Senator from 
Arkansas in his new role did not hold out one whole day. Be- 
fore the day had closed he had withdrawn oue of his protective 
duties, and if we are to go on we do not know how many more he 
will withdraw—starting them in on the principle that the in- 
dustry is to live,and withdrawing them because he chooses to 
assume that there are objections upon this side of the Chamber. 

The junior Senator from Kentucky |Mr. LINDSAY], on the 27th 
day of April, as appears by the RECORD, stated a principle of 
the Democratic party. He said: 

It is the doctrine of the Democratic party that a tariff for revenue suffi- 
such a tariff will necessarily cover the difference between the wages of Amer- 
ican and foreign labor. 

I ask the attention of Senators to this principle. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What does the Senator read from? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Lread from the speech of the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. LINDSAY], who in answer, I think, to the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island was at last induced to develop a principle 
of tariff legislation. Seeking as I have been doing for the 
‘* pearl of great price,” a Democratic tariff principle, I think I 
have at last found one, and I read it again: 

It is the doctrine of the Democratic party that a tariff for revenue sufMl- 
cient to meet the expenses of the Government shall be imposed, and that 
such a tariff will necessarily cover the difference between the wages of 
American and foreign labor. 

Now, if the Senator from Kentucky was sincere, if the Sena- 
tors upon the other side of the Chamber are sincere and will 
adopt that principle in its whole length and breadth, I believe 
that we may then agree to go on with the construction of a 
tariff bill with a recognized principle which shall guide our 
action. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
mit—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in thechair). Does 
the Senator from New Hampshire yield to the Senator from 
Rhode Island? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Do I understand the Senator from New 
Hampshire to admit that a duty levied for revenue only would 
protective to-American industries? 

Mr. CHANDLER. ow, the Senator is picking flaws with 
what I thought was an extremely lucid statement of principle. 
Ido not know what mental reservation the Senator from Ken- 
tucky had. I have no reason to doubt his sincerity. The word 
‘‘only” is not here. He says this is the doctrine of the Demo- 
cratic party. If itis the doctrine of the Democratic party stated 
in two propositions, it is not for me to assume, I beg leave to 
say to the Senator from Rhode Island, that the Senator is in 
earnest in applying one of the propositions, and not in earnest 
in applying the other. He says that such a tariff will neces- 
sarily cover the difference between the wages of American and 
foreign labor, and therefore I infer that the Senator is willing 
to construct a tariff so framed that the duties imposed will 
cover the difference between the wagesof American and foreign 
labor. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island whether he doubts 
that that was the intention of the Senator from Kentucky and 
the intention of Senators upon the other side of the Chamber 
to-day in framing this bill. 


Does the Senator from New Hampshire ad- 








4662 


Mr. ALDRICH. As I understand the attitude of what is 
called the conservative Democratic Senators, especially the 
views of my friend from Alabama [Mr. PuGu], who is now sit- 
ting aivectie in front of me, the difference between themselves 
and ourselves upon the question of protection is simply a ques- 
tion of name. ‘They are in favor of protective duties that are 
called revenue duties; and we are in favor of protective duties 
that we are willing to call protective duties. My friend from 
Tennessee, for instance, might be willing to have a duty upon 
marble, which we would call a protective duty, but he would 
cali it a revenue duty. 

Thetwod iotiewaldhod Senators from Louisiana, I think, would 
be found willing to vote for some kind of a duty upon sugar, but 
they would insist upon it that it is a revenue duty, and we should 
call it a protective duty. If any one of these so-called conserva- 
tive Democratic Senators happens to have an industry in his 
own State that needs protection he is quite willing to go to the 
full extentof imposing duties of any magnitude upon that indus- 
try, but he is always sure to do it with a reservation that in that 
particular case the duty is a revenue duty. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator is impeaching the good faith 
of Senators upon the other side of the Chamber, which I do not 
think should be done. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator’s pardon; I am not doing 
anything of the kind. I am only—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I was afraid the Senator was going be- 
yond the line of legitimate debate in that direction. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow 
me toask the Senator from Rhode Island a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire vield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly; [I have no objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. Lask the Senator from Rhode Island if he 
does not think this a fair and proper definition of the position 
of the two teat ay The Democratic party favors a tariff for 
revenue with such incidental protection as a revenue tariff will 
give; while the Republican party favors a tariff for protection 
with such incidental revenue as a protective tariff will give. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from New Hampshire will 

rdon me further, I wish to say that the doctrine now laid 
Sore by the Senator from Tennessee in regard to the attitude 
of the Democratic party was the position taken by that party 
all through its history, I think, up to avery recent date, but 
in 1892 the party declared solemnly that all protective duties 
and all protection was a fraud and was unconstitutional. All 
through the early history of the Democratic party their doc- 
trine, as I have always understood it to be, was that they were 
in favor of a revenue sufficient to meet the wants of the Govern- 
ment economicallxadministered, and that in mag those du- 
ties incidental protection should be. given by discriminating 
duties upon products competing with American products. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? : 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. - 

Mr. HARRIS. Does not every duty imposed, no matter how 
small, protect to the extert of the duty? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say most emphatically no. 

Mr. HARRIS. TheSenator surprises me very much by the 
answer. Let it go on record. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think that is a matter very easily to be 
demonstrated. If it costs, for instance, a dollar to make a yard 
of woolen cloth in England and a dollar and a half to make the 
same yard of woolen cloth in the United States, owing to the 
different conditions, ek fin pe. | out of the a earnings 
of labor in the United States, and a duty is levied of 10 cents on 
woolen cloths, it is no more protective tothe American producer 
than no duty at all would have been. If a duty of 40 cents was 
added and the conditions remain equal, it is no more protective 
to American producers and to the persons who engage in the 
American industry than absolute free trade would be. 

A duty, as I have had occasion to say in the Senate many a 
time, is either protective or it is not protective. If it is protec- 
tive it matters not whether it is called a revenue duty or a duty 
levied for incidental protection or a protective duty. If the es- 
sence of the duty is the same the name is of no consequence 
whatever. A duty levied to equalize conditions between two 
countries, whether it is called a revenue duty or by any other 
name, is in effect a protective duty. That is the kind of dut 
every Senator sitting upon this side of the Chamber is for, an 
we are willing to come up and say courageously and frankly that 
that is what we are for. 

I know, as the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] said in the 
opening of this discussion, that there are many Senators sitting 
upon the other side of the Chamber (I have some of them in my 
eye at this moment) who are in favor of the same y, but 


ey are not quite willing as yet to call the duties le in this 
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manner protective duties. They say that they are for revenue 
duties because they are constitutional; but if they are protec- 
tive, whether itis the case of marble, or sugar, or cotton cloths, 
or woolen cloths, the effect is the same and the name should be 
the same. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President, I am not certain that if the 
Senators on the other side of the Chamber will condescend to 
discuss the question of principle, which discussion the Senator 
from Tennessee this morning seems willing toengage in, we may 
not before we finish reach a principle of tariff legislation. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion just at this point? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the other side of the Chamber will come to 
an agreement as toa day within any reasonable length of time 
upon which the final vote shall be taken upon this bill, 1 will 
promise him that this side of the Chamber will join the other 
side in debate; they would be very glad to joinin debate. But, 
in view of the immense time that has already been consumed in 
general debate upon the general principles of tariff taxation, 
we can not afford to aid the other side of the Chamber in mere 
time killing to prolong discussion, and in that way postpone the 
passage of the bill, if not defeat its passage altogether. 

Mr. TELLER. With the consent of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, I should like to suggest to the Senator from Ten- 
ee that I have not heard any propositions yet made to fix a 

ime. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should be very glad to make it now. We 
should be very glad to hear a ameTee: of any reasonable time. 

Mr. TELLER. I should think it would be well for the Sena- 
tors on the other side to confer with some Senators on this side 
and seeif wecan not agree onatime. I doubt whether it would 
be wise to attempt it now, because it would be better to confer 
with some members of the Finance Committee on our side. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should be very glad to confer. I may state 
that we have had some conference already that have resulted in 
no agreement and no suggestion of atime. [ should be very 
glad to confer from day to day with the members of the com- 
mittee on the other side. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I think it is nothing more than reasonable, if any 
suggestion is made that avote shall be taken upon the final pas- 
sage of this great bill, that the majority should at least for a 
comparatively short time put us in possession of the bill that 
we are todebate. Iam quite willing for one, with no intention 
of consuming time unduly, to join in a general debate upon the 
principles which have been considered as underlying the two 
parties; but I do not care to submit myself to that effort, to take 
the time of the Senate and of the country, if there is nothing 
substantial between the two sides of the Chamber. If we are 
going to agree upon a day for voting upon a bill that is growing 
nearer and nearer toward protection, the time can be better 
spent by the other side in passing their moments and their hours 
upon their knees in penitence and contrition and framing a bill 
that comes nearer and nearer to protection. That would help 
us out, let me tell the Senator from Tennessee, much better than 
to go on discussing general principles. 

y the way, the Senator has stated very clearly what he un- 
derstands to be the distinction and what is the cardinal propo- 
sition of the Democratic party about revenue and tariff duties, 
that it is duties which must necessarily be laid for the purpose 
of raising revenue, in order to gain revenue and not for protec- 
tion. That is a good definition. As the Senator from Rhode 
Island has said, that is not the Republican doctrine. But I am 
led by the documents before me to ask the Senator to give me 
some information. 

Taking the statement of what Democracy isand whatit means, 
let me ask the Senator from Tennessee whether that doctrine is 
carried out by the bill which I have before me, which was before 
the other House for between three and four months, and which 
came to us as the Wilson bill. I should like to ask the Senator 
whether that bill in itself is drawn in accordance with his prop- 
osition as to what the theory of the Democratic party is about 
the laying of taxes. 

Then, when the Senator has answered that question, I will 
ask him to take up another document, which I have here before 
me. . It is the bill called the Wilson bill, materially changed by 
the Senate committee in many places, and changed in a direc- 
tion involving the principles that underlie the two parties and the 
differences between them. 

Then, if the Senator tells me that that is a bill he would like 
us to fix atime u which we shall vote or upon which the time 
shall hasnt in discussion, I go a little furtherand take up 
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another document, adocument that I think by unanimous consent 
it has been agreed that the clerksshall use. 

Mr. PLATT (to Mr. HALE). Read the heading. E 

Mr. HALE. Yes, I will read what the document is, for if this 

greement is to be made and if the disposition of the Senator 

force some bill through is gratified we should know what it 
is that we are to talk about. Here is this last bill that we are 
to talk about first and then we are to vote upon. I want the 
Senator from Tennessee to see that I am proceeding in entire 
ood faith. I have directed his attention to two other bills the 
Wilson tariff bill, the Democratic House of Representatives’ tar- 
iff bill, drawn upon the theory, I suppose, that he has so clearly 
stated, and next the Senate Committee’s bill, immensely changed, 
subverted in many ways, and yet with some of its old linea- 
ments. I want the Senator to tell me whether the second bill 
is the measure we are to discuss and vote upon, or this last doc- 
ument. I will not say ‘‘ last,” because it is only the last up to 
this date. 

Now, let me read what the novice, what anybody in the coun- 
try—the whole country is interested in this subject—what this 
morning anybody coming to Washington and seeking for infor- 
mation as to what is before the Senate, would find on one of the 
bills that I want the Senator toanswer meupon. The title part 
of this bill reads: 

{Calendar No., 307. 
53d Congress, 
2d session. H. R. 4864. 

That, by the way, is about the only thing that remains of the 
old Wilson bill. [am willing to debate that if the Senator de- 
sires us to fix a day when we shall vote. We could probably 
come to accord on these first two lines: 

(Calendar No., 307. 
§2d Congress, 
2d session. 
Now, what next? 
WITH PROPOSED AMENDMENTS. 
In the Senate of the United States. 
February 2, 1894.—Read twice, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 
March 20, 1894— 

Then the bill emerges another bill— 

Reported by Mr. VOORHEES with amendments, viz: Omit the parts struck 
through and insert the parts printed in italics. 

If anybody will take that bill, which is covered by the date 
mentioned, he will find all through — almost every page the 
original bill struck through and clauses inserted in italics 
changing the Wilson bill entirely. We had got as far as that 
on March 20, 1894. Now: 


May 7, 1894.—Ordered to be reprinted with amendments reported and in- 
tended to be proposed. 


We had then the last emanation from the other side of the 
Chamber. So much time has been given presumably, if nobody 
who looks at the amendments that are reported, after fasting 
and prayer and repentance over what had been attempted to be 
done before, and this is how the text of these new clauses is 
found on this page of the bill. 


Text OF HOUSE BILL in roman type. 


This is very interesting, Mr. President, to anybody who is 
seeking to know what is before the Senate, what we are to de- 
bate, what we are to vote upon. 


TExT OF HOUSE BILL in roman type. 

That text makes very little figure in this bill. 

TEXT OF HOUSE BILL in roman type. 

FINANCE COMMITTEE ACTION: New matter in italics, omitted matter in 
Struck-through type. 

That is another description of what is left by the Senate com- 
mittee. 

JONES AMENDMENTS: New matter in small type— 

It is not small matter in new type [laughter}—not by any 
means. It is— 

New matter in small type— 


So much so, that the type was compressed in order to give 
room— 


omitted matter inclosed in heavy brackets. 


The new series of amendments put in this form is the farewell 
that is given to the old provisions, which are bracketed and put 
in black mourning, and Esineece with the old oft-repeated ad- 
— to let them go and thank God that we are rid of the 

ve, The Wilson billis consigned to brackets, held in mourn- 

ee cr eg But the novice, the layman who is seeking for 

ormation, as we must seek for it before we come to the propo- 
sition of the Senator from Tennessee, must go further: 


‘VEST AMENDMENTS: New matter in small type, omitted matter in hea 
brackets, but with explanatory note in light Drackess. - 
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Oh, Mr. President, we have had many tariff bills and they 
have been changed in one body with certain disagreements that 
involved distinctive attitudes upon propositions somewhat local 
in their tendencies. So House bills have been modified and al- 
ways will be; but never in the history of this country or of any 
legislative assombly was any poor bill so taken and deformed 
and split apart and amended and distorted, all its provisions and 
principles subverted, as this poor Wilson bill has been. Never 

I want to ask the Senator from Tennessee, before he puts to us 
so confidently a proposition that we ought to fix a date fora final 
vote, whether he ever knew within a week's time after the great 
cardinal propositions of a bill are submitted to the Senate any- 
body elso ever having the audacity to get up and ask xa 
time. 

Mr. President, this last bill that I have taken from my d& 
which contains the Jones and Vest amendments, with 
bracketings and omissions and the struck-out clauses, is 1 
a mere deviation in immaterial details or amendments in the 
direction of the principle of the bill, but it contains in its four 
hundred and twenty-eight amendments hundreds and hundreds 


SS Sa 


of cases where the two cardinal propositions of Democratic 
tariff legislation are abandoned absolutely. Propositions of ad 
valorem duties, to which the Senator from Texas|Mr. MiLus 
and the chairman of the committee [Mr. VOORHEES] have com 
mitted themselves, and which that side generally believe in, 
propositions of tariff for revenue only, in place after placeo—Lam 


glad to see it; I amglad tosce thissignof repentance; [ am glad 
to see our friends coming over to us—in place after place, clause 
after clause, duty after duty, the old provisions put in the Wil- 
son bill in the House of Representatives, propositions of ad va- 
lorem duties for the purpose of revenue only have been aban- 
doned and the provisions of the McKinley law itself put in. 

Now, when the Senator's party has been gradually coming 
over upon proposition after proposition, subject-matter after 
subject-matter, to our side of this question, and where we would 
welcome him—and the Senator from New Hampshire does wel- 
come him gladly—I wish there were more of these cases; I wish 
there were more of them—does he think that it is good parlia 
mentary management to propose within less than a week after 
this document has been printed that a time should be fixed? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was laid before the Senate yesterday 
morning. 

Mr. HALE. As the Senator from Rhode Island says 
laid before the Senate yesterday morning. 

Mr. President, we may as well have a little plain talk about 
this matter. Is this the programme? It has been intimated to 
a great many of us, and it has been intimated from sources not 
Republican but from high priests in the school of modern 
Democracy and free trade, tariff for revenue, that the only ob- 
ject of the last series of amendments embodied in the docu- 
ment which 1 hold in my hand, making practically a new bili, 
is, as I said the other day, to grease the way of the bill through 
the Senate and getit out of this body. Is that what the Sen- 
autor means, when, on the second day after tliis document has 
been submitted to the Senate, he comes in and asks us to fix a 
time when the final vote shall be taken on the bill? After 
having greased the wheels sothat the bill shall slide through, 
and after having on many industries abandoned their own 
ground and taken our ground, is it the plan of the Senators 
upon the other side and of the Finance Committee to get this 
bill through, to let it pass from the supervision and control of 
the Senate and throw it into a conference committee, with the 
tremendous power that such body has, representing apparently 
the two Houses, but having autocratic power, to then giveaway 
all of these things and treat us practically to the old Wilson 
bill? Is that what the Senator from Tennessee means when he 
proposes to shut up the mouths of everybody here and get this 
bill through? 

As I have said, we may as well have a few plain words on that 
point. There is no disposition to unduly debate this bill, or to 
filibuster, or to resort to any methods that will not be legiti 
mate as fair legislation; but if the last bill has been reported 
here, giving up apparently the Democratic ground in hundreds 
of instances for the purpose of getting it through the Senate, 
and it is intended that itshall then go toa conference commit- 
tée and that the final bill shall give all thisaway, and the coun- 
try, which has been to a degree encouraged by these instances 
of apparent penitence on the part of the Democratic party, is to 
be at last confronted with the old, murderous bill that came to 
the Senate from the House of Representatives, then I notify 
Senators that that bill can not go through. Then I notify Sena 
tors that they will find a spirit on this side of the Chamber very 
different from what is found now. You may have the power by 
a majority, after legifimatedebate upon every proposition in the 
bill, to crowd it through and take your risk with the country 
(and we will go to the country with you), but if by any device 
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such as I have intimated, if by what nobody would deny is a par- 
liamentary trick, or a party trick, the Senate is at last con- 
fronted with the old Wilson bill brought back and everything 
that has apparently been considered is shorn from it, then, Sen- 
ators, I take the liberty to notify you that no bill of that kind 
vill be allowed to go through. The minority will find ways to 
prevent it, 

Mr, CHANDLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Tennes- 
see|Mr. Harris], after stating his principle of tariff legisla- 
tion, to wit, incidental protection to American industry, sug- 
gested that he would be willing to continue to discuss the ques- 
tion of principle if Senators upon this side of the Chamber would 
agree upon a time to vote. I will deal frankly myself with the 
Senator. If a principle of tariff construction could be agreed 
upon, could be stated in words derived from Democratic plat- 
forms and Democratic speeches, which is satisfactory to the Sen- 
ators upon the other side of the Chamber, and satisfactory to 
Senators upon this side of the Chamber (and I do not despair of 
the hope that such may be the case), then individually I should 
be willing, if my associates upon this side of the Chamber would 
agree to it, that three monthsafter that principle should beagreed 
upon as a guide to framing this bill we should begin to vote upon 
the bill and amendments, and should conclude the vote within a 
week after we had begun voting. So much for my own individ- 
ual ae. I am not at liberty, however, to bind myself abso- 
lute y even in that direction until after there has been a Re- 
publican conference — the subject. 

Nevertheless, Mr. President, I insist upon pursuing the in- 
quiry, where is the principle? Can we find a principle? T think 
the Senator from Maine(and he willallow me kindly to say it to 
him as his speech was made in my time) has been premature; at 
least premature in imputing an intention of bad faith upon the 
part of Senators on the other side of the Chamber. In view of 
the noble attitude which the Senator from Arkansas[Mr. JONES] 
has deliberately adopted, why has the Senator chosen to dis- 
courage him by imputing to him an intention of securing all 
these amendments in the Senate and then abandoning them in 
a committee of conference? 

Mr. HALE. I hope that the Senator from New Hampshire, 
whom I know to be largely in sympathy with our friends on the 
other side in this matter, will not by what he says so well pre- 
vent me from getting, what I hope to get, an answer from the 
other side. I hope the Senator will not go on and answer my 
propositions and questions in so effectual a way that the other 
side will not have to answer them. I would rather have the an- 
swer from the other side. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I prefer that they should 
not answer until they hear me fully. I repeat—— 

Mr, ALDRICH. «Mr. President—— 

Mr.CHANDLER. No; I will not yield to the Senator. Im- 
putations of bad faith should be seldom and reluctantly at 
one political party against the members of another politi 
party when they.are on the high road to confession and repent- 
ance. 

Mr. HALE. [I agree with the Senator. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from New Hampshire al- 
low me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BERRy in the chair). The 
Senator from New Hampshire declines to yield. The Senator 
from Rhode Island is out of order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to get on with my argument. 
I must decline to yield. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire has declined to yield to the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, all this diverts my mind 
from what I want to keep it steadily fixed upon, the principle 
of tariff legislation, I can find that principle which i er ed 
will secure a vote upon this bill by agreement. I can find it in 
Democratic platforms, I can find it in the Democratic platform 
of 1868. J submit to Senators upon the other side of the Cham- 
ber and to Senators upon this side of the Chamber the declara- 
tion of the Seymour and Biair convention (and that was a Deto- 
cratic convention if there ever was one) in favor of ‘‘a tariff for 
revenue upon foreign imports: ” 


And such equal taxation under the internal-revenue laws as will afford in- 
cidental protection to domestic manufactures, and as will, without impair- 
ing the revenue, impose the least burden upon and best promote and encour- 
aging the great industrial interests of the country. 


That is the plank of 1868. I now turn to the platform of 1884, 
where the Democratic party declares its principle upon which 
tariff reduction is to be effected: 


The necessary reduction and taxation can and must be effected without 
depriving American labor of the ability to ae with for- 
e labor and without pagees lower ratesof duty than will be ample to 
cover any increased cost of production which may exist in consequence of 





the higher rate of wages prevailing in this country. 
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I ask Senators upon this side of the Chamber whether upon 
these two planks, one in the Democratic platform of 1868 and the 
other in the Democratic platform of 1884, we can not agree to go 
into the formation of this tariff bill with the Senator from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. JONES], the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], and 
the Senator from New — (Mr. MCPHERSON], and go on more 
amicably than we were likely to go on up to the time when the 
Senator from Arkansas came into the Senate and held out to us 
the olive branch of protection. I say when the Senators upon 
other side are willing to abandon and renounce and denounce 
the platform of 1892 and go back and aecept the platform of 1868 
and the platform of 1884, the two parties will be rapidly ap- 
proaching each other. If we can succeed in adopting those prin- 
ciples and in framing a tariff bill upon those principles, then we 
have arrived at the millenium, when this great economic ques- 
tion of a tariff shall be taken out of partisan politics. 

Mr. President, I understand that we have substantially reached 
that point if the position of the Senators upon that other side of 
the Chamber in charge of this bill is frankly accepted by Sena- 
tors upon this side of the Chamber; and therefore it was that I 
deprecated any imputation of bad faith in advance. Therefore 
it is that I insist we ought to go on and frame this bill in ac- 
cordance with the principles of protection. We ought not to 
be discouraged even because the Senator from Arkansas yester- 
day, having proposed a duty of 75 cents a pound, concludes to re- 
cede to 60 cents a pound. The Senator from Arkansas undoubt- 
edly has moments of timidity and hesitation, but I am convinced 
that if the Senators upon this side of the Chamber will be gov- 
erned by the spirit in which I propose to meet these conversions 
instead of that which I am sorry to say seems to me to imbue 
the Senator from Rhode Island a 0 yong and the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE], we shall get on with this bill much 
more satisfactory than we have any right to expect. 

I will state what I understand to be the attitude of the Senator 
from Arkansas and the Senators upon that side of the Chamber 
who are now handling this remarkable production of the human 
intellect which has been dissected by the Senator from Maine. 
In order to be precise I have written out the position which I 
understand them to occupy. 

First. They distinctly abandon the platform of 1892 that all 
protection is unconstitutional. 

Second. They adopt the platforms of 1868 and 1884, and de- 
clare as their governing principle that internal taxes and tariff 
duties shall be so adjusted as to encourage home industries, and 
that the duties shall be high enough to compensate ‘for the dif- 
ference between foreign and American wages, 

Third. They pledge themselves to revise the Wilson-Voor- 
hees bill upon the principles of the platforms of 1868 and 1884. 

Fourth. They pledge themselves not to abandon the protect- 
ive duties thustixed by surrendering them in a conference com- 
mittee of the two Houses of Congress. 

Fifth. They pledge themselves to treat these duties and the 
principles upon which they are based as a finality, and not to at- 
tempt to revert to the principles of 1892 as a basis of future 
legislation, if the Democratic party should be in power in future 
Congresses. Their renunciation of the 1892 declarations is full, 
final, and irrevocable, 

That is what I fairly understand to be the position of Senators 
upon the other side of the Chamber, and I deduce that from 
their whole conduct in the revisions of this bill which they have 
made since it first came from the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to state to the Senator from New- 
Hampshire that he will not find aay protection in the Demo- 
cratic platform of 1868 except what arises from internal taxes, 
that is, taxes on tobacco, liquor, etc. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that our friends on the other side 
of the Chamber ought to hear this statement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire ysl to the Senator from Rhode Island? 


Mr. CHANDLER. Ido. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I raise the question that there is no quorum 
present. 


The PRESIDINGOFFICER. TheSecretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: . 


Aldrich, Frye, McLaurin, ay, 
Allen, George, McMillan, om, 
n, Gordon, McPherson, Roach, 
Bate, Hal Manderson, Sherman, 
Berry, bse s, Martin, Shoup, 
Blackburn, Hawley, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 
Blanchard, Higgins, Morrill, Teller, 
Hoar, Pasco, Turpie, 
Call, Hunton, Patton, Vest, 
Chandler, Irby, Peffer, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Jarvis, Perkins, White. 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, 
Dixon, Jones, Nev. Platt, 
Dolph, Lodge, Pugh, 








1894. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-three Senators have an- 
sweredtotheirnames. A quorumispresent. The Senator from 
New Hampshire will proceed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from New Hampshire 
yield to me? c 

Mr. CHANDLER. I would prefer to go on, but I will yield 
to the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I sought to obtain the floor some time ago 
for the purpose of saying that I thought the Senatorfrom Maine 

Mr. HALE] was giving undue credence to the rumors which he 
ad heard as to the disposition or intention to give away all the 
Senate amendments in a conference committee. 

I hope the Senator from Ohio [Mr. BRICE] will not leave the 

Chamber at thismoment. I have seen a statement in the news- 


, papers (and I know how unreliable newspaper statements are) 


to theeffect that the so-called conservative Senators upon the 
other side of the Chamber who have gained the credit of having 
secured these changes have an agreement upon the other side 
that the bill is to become a law as the Senate passes it, without 
going to a conference committee. If that is true, of course the 
fears and apprehensions of my friend from Maine are ground- 
less. Iam sure that the Senate and the country would be de- 
lighted to hear some authoritative statement from one of the 
representatives of the conservative Senators on the other side 
as to the truth of that rumor. 

Mr. BRICE. Does the Senator make an interrogation? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I intended to do so. 

Mr. BRICE. What is the inquiry? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Maine has stated—I do 
not know whether it was in the hearing of the Senator from 
Ohio—that there was a purpose upon the other side of the 
Chamber to give anything in the away of amendments to this 
bill which would enable it to pass through the Senate, with an 
idea of giving it upin conference. I have seen a statement (I 
do not know to what extent it shouid be credited) to the effect 
that there was an understanding on the part of conservative 
Senators that this bill was to pass the other House exactly as it 
came from the Senate. 

Mr. BRICE. So far as I am concerned I have never heard of 
any such understanding. I have no such agreement with any 
Senator or Senators, and I know of no such agreement having 
been made. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does that apply to the statement of the 
Senator from Maine as well as to mine? 

Mr. BRICE. That applies to the statement made by the Sen- 
ator from Maine as well as to yours. I may say, further, that 
s0 far as I am individually concerned I have no arrangement or 
agreement as to the bill as a whole or as to any amendment or 
change contained in it or suggested to be made to it. 

Mr. HALE. Ina quiet way [I aided the Senator from Rhode 
Isiand inapprehending the Senator from Ohio before he escaped 
from the Chamber, because I hoped that his reply to the ques- 
tion would be in the direction of relieving my apprehensions. 
I regret very much that instead of relieving those apprehen- 
sions, for they are genuine in me, as to what will be the fate of 
all these amendments, that they will be given up in conference, 
the Senator from Ohio, who keeps a pretty bright outlook on 
things that are passing under his eye, is not able to give any 
assurance whatever; and unless in some way these apprehen- 
sions, which take their root and form from Democratic sources, 
are put at rest, Senators upon the other side and upon this side 
must expectto be met with more or less of prophecy as to what 
will be the result in the direction I have indicated. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I repeat, I am sorry the Senator from 
Maine has shown this distrust in advance. All theindications, 
until the Senator from Arkansas receded from 75 cents to 60 
cents, were in the direction of absolute good faith. If this new 
departure of Democracy means anything it means exactly the 
five propositions which I have setdown in writing, and towhich 
I contend the Democratic Senators upon the other side of the 
Chamber are committed as honorable gentlemen-—as honorable 
Northern gentlemen, as honorable Southern gentleman. We 
sometimes hear the expression ‘‘Southern gentlemen” used as 
if it implied a distinction between a Northern gentleman and a 
Southern gentleman, as indicating that there is a higher de- 

ree of honor in force among Southern gentlemen than among 

orthern gentlemen. 

Mr. President, when a tariff bill is being reconstructed upon 
these principles, and the four hundred amendments are brought 
in here by the Senator from Arkansas, and all these proposi- 
tions are 5 Remar gen from the position which they have 
nen I say it is unwise and premature to undertake to impute 


faith to the Senators upon the other side of the Chamber, 
or to say that they are either going to give away these amend- 
ments in conference, or to assert that they only want to get this 
bill through for this Congress and intend 


hereafter, if they are 


continued in political power, to revert to the repudiated plat- 
form of 1892. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire if, in mentioning the distinction between these dif- 
ferent gentlemen, he has the party to which I have the honor 
to belong properly classified? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I had for the moment forgotten the Sen- 
ator and his party. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALLEN. I supposed so. 

Mr.HALE. Let me ask the Senator—there were some of us 
who did not hear it—to read again his statement of what he un- 
derstands to be at this momentthe position of our friends on the 
other side in regard to this bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. They have nearly all gone out again, Mr. 
President [laughter], and they will see itin the REcorD. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator wilfread the statement once 
more. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will do so, but I dislike to burden the 
RECORD. Isuppose I might read itagainand yet not have it twice 
inserted in the RECORD. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator might save something in that way. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I shall read it. in order that I may be ac- 
curate in what I say. 

I am speaking of the Democratic leaders on the other side of 
the Chamber. I will make any exception which any Senator de- 
sires to have made, and I certainly and distinctly except the 
Senator from Nebraska |[Mr. ALLEN], who seems to be in some 
apprehension lest he shall be either forgotten or improperly 
classified. |Laughter.] 

First. They distinctly abandon the platform of 1892, that all 
protection is unconstitutional. 

Second. They adopt the platforms of 1868 and 1884, and declare, 
as their governing principle, that internal taxes and tariff duties 
shall be so adjusted as to encourage home industries, and that 
duties shall be high enough to compensate for the difference be- 
tween foreign and American wages. 

Third. They pledge themselves to revise the Wilson-Voorhees 
bill upon the principles of the platforms of 1868 and 1884. 

Fourth. They pledge themselves not toabandon the protective 
duties thus fixed by surrendering them in a conference commit- 
tee of the two Houses of Congress. 

Fifth. They pledge themselves to treat these duties and the 
principles upon which they are based as a finality, and not to 
attempt to revert to the principles of 1892 as a basis of future 
legislation, if the Democratic party should be in power in fu- 
ture Congresses. Their renunciation of the 1892 declarations is 
full, final, and irrevocable. 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow 
me, as I have not interrupted him before, and shall not now ex- 
cept for a moment to make a suggestion in the line of the re- 
marks he has been making? I feel no hesitation on the point 
of delay, because the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] him- 
self has opened up thediscussion of the general principles. The 
int I wish to make is that I notice the Senator from New 

manpenize several times has alluded to the retreat of the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] from 75 cents to 60 cents on 
tannic acid, and has spoken of it with regret, as showing a fall- 
ing off, but he seems not to have given due credit to the great 
advance which has been exhibited this morning, when the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee has declared it tojbe the principle of the 
Democratic party that we should have a tariff for revenue with 
incidental protection. 

That is an immense advance, because if incidental protection 
isconstitutional and right, the step togeneral protection, which 
is scientific as well as constitutional, is a very short one tomake 
for logical minds, such as are now engaged in the making up of 
this bill, and I knew the Senator from New Hampshire would 
be unwilling to omit that point as showing the rapidity with 
which we are advancing to the common ground which he is do- 
ing so much to bring us on. 

also want to say now, whileI am up, that I am very glad that 
he has deprecated the position taken by the Senator from Maine 
{Mr. HALE] on the question of a conference committee. The 
air is full of rumors, as every body knows, we hear it everywhere, 
that the moment these amendments are put on, they are all to 
be abandoned in conference, and the bill is to come out with all 
the industries which have been protected so carefully after due 
representation by persons who are interested in them aban- 
doned. Iam very glad that the Senator from New Hampshire 
deprecates any such imputation as that. 

r. CHANDLER. I was aware that the excellent neighbor- 
hood in which the Senator from Massachusetts finds himself 
eset and that the daily and hourly consultations which he 

as with the Senator at his right, have instilled good notions into 
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his head on many subjects; but I am sorry that he should have 
thought I was so dull and unimpressionable as either not tohave 
understood the Senator from Tennessee or not to have had my 
heart inspired with great joy at his declaration that he is in 
favor of a tariff which gives protection to American industry. 


[Laughter.] 


Mr. President, thus having established, as I conceive, the po- 
sition of Senators upon the other side of the Chamber, thus having 
discovered the principles which they, as honorable gentlemen, 
have laid down, I say that we have nothing todo but togoon with 
the revision of the bill, to goon with the itemsof the bill, if these 
principles are adhered to, and to make up a bill which, when it 
is perlected in accordance with those principles, shall go to a 
vote. 50 that we may reach our homes some time before the No- 
vember elections. 

I want to speak in the concrete. I want to state what will 
satisfy me. I am willing to be satisfied with the principle 
which the Senator from Tennessee has laid down, if it goes far 
enough. I shall not insist upon having the bill respond in every 

art of it to the principles which the Senator from New Jersey 

Mr. MCPHERSON|] laid down in December last, when he inter- 

rupted the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] to say that the 
Wilson bill as it came from the House of Representatives em- 
bodied the principle of tariff protection to a greater extent than 
any bill that had ever been framed in any Congress. I do not 
demand unreasonable things, Mr. President; I do not demand 
that the a of the Senator from New Jersey shall be the 
one by which we are to revise this bill. Iam content to take 
the principles of the Democratic platforms of 1868 and 1884 as 
reénforced to-day by the Senator from Tennessee. 

As one illustration of what I am willing to do with this bill 
I shall state what is before the Senate in reference to one item 
of it. Collars and cuffs had a duty under the McKinley act of 
30 cents a dozen, and I think 35 centad valorem. The House 
of Representatives, imbued with the spirit of tariff reform and 
the now Senatorially repudiated platform of 1892, provided that 
collars and cuffs should have only a duty of 30 per cent ad 
valorem. 

The Senate committee, when they first reported the bill, re- 
ported a duty of 50 per cent ad valorem. Now, under the Jones 
amendment, collars and cuffs are to have 30 cents a dozen andin 
addition 30 per cent ad valorem. That is entirely satisfactory 
as to collars and cuffs. If we assume that collars and cuffs are 
worth 5 cents apiece, and that 2} cents is 50 per cent specific 
duty, 30 per cent more ad valorem makes 80 per cent.ad valorem 
upon cellars and cuffs. I accept the principle of the other side, 
and I accept their application of it, and we have nothing to do 
but to goon and reconstruct all the items in the bill upon a 
collar-and-cuff basis, and it can be passed within thirty days. 
[Laughter. | ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to strike out ‘‘sixty” and rt 
‘‘neventy-five.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Arkansas to strike out ‘‘sixty” and 
insert ‘‘seventy-five.” 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope we shall get a vote on the amend- 
ment without laying it on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let us have the yeas and nays directly on the 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. If we can have a vote on the amendment Iam 
willing to let it come on that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. DOLPH, Mr. LODGE, and others called for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania ‘pe CAMERON], and I believe 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. WALSH], who is absent, is not 
paired. I transfer my pair to the Senator from Georgia, and 
vote sé n id 
Mr. OULLOM (when his name was called). I.am paired with 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. If he were present I 
should vote *' yea.” 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER}. If he were 

t I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). [announce now for the 
day that I am with the Senatorfrom Maryland [Mr..Gor- 
MAN], who is in execution of an order of the Senate. 
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Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the ere Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. If he were pres- 
ent I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. HUNTON (when his name wascalled). I announce for 
the day that I am paired with the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. GALLINGER], who is absent in the execution of an order of 
the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from New York [Mr. H1Lu], but I will trans- 
fer that pair, as I did yesterday, to the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. WoeLcorr], which enables both the Senator from Ohio[Mr. 
BRICE] and myself to vote. I vote ‘' yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELLof Wisconsin(when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY]. If 
he were present I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. QUAY (when his name wascalled). Iam paired withthe 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGaNn]. If he were present I 
should vote ‘*yea.” 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], and therefore withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I announce for the 
day that I transfer my pair with the Senator from Minnesota[Mr. 
WASHBURN] to the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LinpsAy], and 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. ‘ 

Mr. MANDERSON (after having voted in theaffirmative). I 
should like to be informed whether the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not. 

Mr. MANDERSON., I withdraw my vote, asI am paired with 
that Senator. 

Mr.CALL. Iam paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
PRocToR]. I will transfer that pair to the Senator from South 
Dakota |Mr. KYL}, and vote “‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. BATE. I observe that the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL), with whom I am temporarily paired, is not present. 
We agreed that either of us should be at liberty to vote on all 
occasions on the chemical schedule regardless of our pair. I 
shall therefore let my vote stand. 

Mr. GORDON. I desire to announce the pair of my colleague 
[Mr. — with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cam- 
ERON}. 

The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—16. 
Aldrich, Hawley, Lodge. Power, 
Allison, Higgins, MeMillin, Sherman, 
Dolph, Hoar, Perkins, Shoup, 
Hale, Jones, Ney. Piatt, Teller. 

NAYS—25. 
Allen, - Call, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 
Bate, Cockerell, McLaurin, est, 
Berry. Daniel, McPherson, Voorhees, 
Blanchard, George, Martin, White, 
Brice, Harris, Pasco, 
Butler, Irby. Peffer, 
Caffery, Jarvis, Pugh, 

NOT VOTING—44. 

Blackburn ©. Manderson, y, 
Camden, G r, . h, 
Cameron, Gibson, Mitchell,Oregon Smith, 
Carey, Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Squire, 
Chandler, Gorman, Morgan, Stewart, 
Coke, Gray. Morrill, Turpie, 
Cullom, Hansbrough, Murphy, Vilas, 
Davis, Hill, Palmer, Walsh, 
Dixon, Hunton, Patton, Washburn, 
Dubois, Kyle, Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Faulkner, Lindsay, Proctor, Wolcott. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum has voted. The 
Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. TURPIE. As no quorum has voted, may I record my 
vote? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is too late. No quorum is 
present. The Chair has announced the result, and under the 
rule, ex by unanimous consent, the Senator can not vote. 
be called. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allison, Dixo: Jones, Ark uay, 
Bate, Dolph, McLaurin, ean; 
Blanchard, George, McPherson, Sherman 
Brice, Manderson, ren 2 
Caffery, Hawley, ‘ , Wis Teller, 
Call, Higgins, Pasco, Turpie, 
Cockrell, Hoar, Peffer, Vest, 
Coke, Hunton, Perkins, _— 
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Mr. CULLOM (when Mr. PALMER’S name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. PALMER] is absent from the city by authority of 
the Senate to attend the funeral of a member of the other 
House. 

Mr. COKE. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. Minus] 
had to go home to-day, being attacked with achill. Heis quite 
ill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-seven Senators have an- 
swered to their names. <A quorum is present. The Secretary 
will again call the roll on the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONEs]. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name wasealled). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Pennsylvania | Mr. CAMERON] to the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. WALSH] and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR] to the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. KyYL&] and vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAy]. If he were 
present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from West Virginia |Mr. FAULKNER]. If he were 
present I should vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] as I have before stated, 
who is absent from the city by order of the Senate. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 
present I should vote ‘‘yea.” * 

Mr. COKE (when the name of Mr. MILLS was called). My 
colleague [Mr. MILLs] is paired with the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY], but I 
have reserved the right to vote to make a quorum; and I vote 
nay.” 

Me. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). 
with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN], but 
I reserve the right to vote to make a quorum. I vote * yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. QUAY. Iam paired withthe Senatorfrom Alabama[Mr. 
MorGAN]. I make this announcement for the day. 

Mr. HUNTON. [ask if a quorum has voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair can not state at this 
stage of the proceedings. Does the Senator from Virginia de- 
sire to vote? 

Mr. HUNTON. Ido. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 
name of the Senator from Virginia. 

The Secretary called the name of Mr. HUNTON, and he re- 
sponded in the negative. 

The result was announced—yeas 12, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—12. 


I am paired 
If he were 


Allison, Hawley, Perkins, Power, 
Davis, Higgins, Pettigrew, Shoup, 
Dolph, McMillan, Platt, Teller. 
NAYS—238. 
Bate, Cockrell, Jarvis, Pugh, 
Berry, Coke, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 
Blanchard, Daniel, McLaurin, Roach, 
Brice, George, McPherson, Turpie, 
Butler, Harris, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Caffery, Hunton, Pasco, Voorkees, 
Call, Irby, Peffer, White. 
NOT VOTING—45. 
Aldrich, Gallinger, Lodge, Sherman, 
Allen, Gibson, Manderson, Smith, 
Biackburn, Gordon, Martin, Squire, 
Camden, Gorman, Mills, Stewart, 
Cameron, Gray, Mitchell, Oregon Vilas, 
Carey, Hale, Morgan, Walsh, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Morrill, Washburn, 
Cullom, Hill, Murphy, Wilson, 
Dixon, Hoar, Palmer, Wolcott. 
Dubois, Jones, Nev. Patton, 
Faulkner, le, Proctor, 
Frye, dsay, Quay, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum has voted. The 
Secretary will call the roll. 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- | 


swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Brice, Coke, Dix 
Allison, Caffery, Cullom, Dolph, 
Bate, Daniel, Frye, 
Berry, Cockrell, Davis, George, 
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Gordon, Jones, Ark. Perkins, Teller, 
Harris, McLaurin, Platt, Turpie, 
Hawley, McMillan, Power, Vest, 
Higgins, McPherson, Proctor, Voorhees, 
Hoar, Martin, Pugh, White. 
Hunton, Mitchell, Wis Quay, 
Irby, Palmer, Roacl 
Jarvis, Peffer, Shoup, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-five Senators have an- 


ryyy 


swered to their names. There is a quorum present. The Sec- 
retary will again call the roll upon the adoption of the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas[Mr. 
JONES]. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a gen 
pair with the Senator from Delaware {Mr. GRaAy]. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). Iam paired witl 
the Senator from West Virginia/|Mr. FAULKNER]. If he were 
present I should vote ‘‘yea.’ 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). 1am paired with the 
senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]; but in order to 
make a quorum [ shall vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). On this questi 
I am paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILson]}. 

Mr. MCMILLAN (when his name was called). [I am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana[Mr. BLANCHARD]. If hy 
present I should vote ‘‘yea” and he would vote “nay.” 

Mr. PATTON (when his name wascalied). I have a pair wit 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gipson}. If he w 
present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BUTLER. I transfer the pair I have with the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] to the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. WALSH], and vote * nay.” 

Mr. COKE. I desire to announce the pair of my colleague 
[Mr. Mins] with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Gan 
LINGER]. 

Mr. GORDON. I have effected an arrangement with the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN] by which my pair wit! 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Wiuson] is transferred, and he will 
stand paired with the Senator from Louisiana[Mr. BLANCHARD]. 
Under this arrangement the Senator from Michigan and I will 
be at liberty to vote. 1 vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I vote “‘ yea.” 


The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—I*. 
Aldrich, Hawley, Morrill, Shoup, 
Allison Higgins, Perkins, Teller, 
Dolph, Hoar Platt, 
Frye, Jones, Nev Power, 
Hale, McMillan, Proctor, 

NAYS—28 
Bate, Coke, Jones, Ark Pugh, 
sorry, Daniel, McLaurin, Ransom, 
Brice, George, McPherson, Roach, 
Butler Gordon, Martin, Turpie 
Caffery, Harris, Mitchell, Wis. Vest 
Call, Irby. Pasco, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Jarvis, Peffer, White 

NOT VOTING—40. 

Allen, Dubois, Lindsay, Quay, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Lodge, Sherman, 
Blanchard, Gallinger, Manderson, Smith, 
Camden, Gibson, Mills, Squire, 
Cameron, Gorman, Mitchell, Oregon Stewart, 
Carey, Gray, Morgan, Vilas, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Murphy, Walsh, 
Cullom, Hill, Palmer, Washburn, 
Davis, Hunton, Patton, Wilson, 
Dixon, Kyle, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs upon the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas({ Mr. JONEs], 
which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, line 10,afterthe word “tannin, 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ thirty-five” and insert ‘‘ sixty:” so 
as to read: ' 

Tannic acid or tannin, 60 cents per pound. 


Mr. PLATT. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM. I havea general pair with the Senator from 
Delaware[Mr.GRAY]. Ishould vote “nay ” onthis amendment 
if I were not paired. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Maryland {Mr. GORMAN], but to make a 
quorum I shall vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 
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Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Iowa oo WILSON], but with the con- 
sent of the Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]I transfer 
that pair to the Senator from Louisiana[Mr. BLANCHARD], and 
vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the senior Senator from New York [Mr. HILu]}. 

Mr. PATTON (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gipson]. If he were 
present I should vote “ nay.” 

The roli call was concluded. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am paired with the senior Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], who is absent. If he were 
present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. GORDON. I desire to announce the pair of my colleague 

Mr. WALSH] with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania {| Mr. 

AMERON]. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam paired with the junior Senator from 
New York [Mr. MuRPHY]. 

Mr. TELLER. My colleague [Mr. WoLcoTT] is paired with 
the junior Senator from Ohio|[Mr. BRicgE]. Ishall not annouuce 
his pair on every vote, because he has a general pair. 

Mr. DOL? {after having voted in the negative). I shall 
change my vote to “‘ yea” on the principle that the amendment 
improves the bill, although it is not at ali the duty which ought 
to be imposed. F 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BUTLER. I desire to announce the pair between the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] and the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. WALSH]. I now make this announcement 
for the last time to-day. 

Mr. COKE. Iagain announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. 
MILLS] with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLIN- 
GER], 

Mr. DOLPH. I announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. 
MrrcHEeL. of Oregon] with the senior Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. VILAS]}. 

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 11; as follows: 





YEAS—33. 
Allison. Dolph, McPherson, Sherman, 
Bate, George, Martin, Teller, 
Berry, Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Turpie, 
Butler, Harris, Pasco, Vest, 
Caffrey, Hoar, Peffer, Voorhees, 
Call, Irby, Perkins, » White. 
Cockrell, Jarvis, Pugh, 
Coke, , Jones, Ark. Ransom, 
Daniel, McLaurin, Roach, 

NAYS—1i1. 
Aldrich, Hale, MeMiilan, Proctor, 
Davis, Hawley, Morrill, Shoup. 
Frye, Higgins, Platt, 

NOT VOTING—41. 

Allen, Faulkner, . Lodge, Smith, 
Blackburn, Gallinger, Mandeérson, Squire, 
Blanchard, Gibson, Milis, Stewart, 
Brice, Gorman, Mitchell, Oregon Vilas, 
Camden, Gray, Morgan, Walsh, 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Murphy, Washburn, 
Oarey, Hill, Palmer, Wilson, 
Chandler, Hunton, Patton, Wolcott. 
Cullom, Jones, Ney. Pettigrew, 
Dixon, Kyle, Power, 
Dubois, Lindsay, Quay, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will proceed 
with the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

6. Tartaric acid, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Committee on Finance pro- 
posed an amendment of 10 per cent, which has not been an- 
nounced by the Secretary. I hope the Senate will not agree to 
the amendment, but that it will be rejected, and the paragraph 
allowed to stand as read by the Secretary, at 20 per cent ad va- 


lorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will 
be reported. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out ‘‘ 20,” after the 
word “acid,” in line 12, and insert ‘‘10;” so as to read: 

6. Tartaric acid, 10 per cent ad valorem. é 

Mr. PLATT. I desire at this time to explain in a word the 
reason for my vote on the last amendment. 

The duty on tannic acid under the present law is 75 cents a 
pound. The committee when reporting the bill to the Senate 
proposed to reduce it to 35 cents per pound, Su uently an 


amendment was reported :naking the rate of duty 75 cents a 
pound, the same as the rate in the present law. An amendment 
was then proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES 
amending his amendment, so that the duty would be only 
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centsa pound. To that an amendment was proposed, on which 
we had a vote in the Senate as to whether the duty should re- 
main at 75 cents a pound, asunder the presentlaw. That amend- 
ment was voted down, and the vote occurred on the motion of 
the Senator from Arkansas to make the rate 60 cents a pound. 
I understood that a vote in favor of that proposition would be 
to reduce the rate of duty on tannic acid, and therefore I voted 


se na 7%? 

We were told thatthe tax which wasimposed upon the alcohol 
which is used inmaking a pound of tannicacid would be 57 cents, 
and the duty of 60 cents a pound, which was established by the 
last vote, leaves only 3 cents a pound to compensate the manufac- 
turers in this country for the differences which existin the manu- 
facture between this and other countries. I do not regard that 
as in any sense a protective duty or a duty which will allow the 
industry to exist; and although in the progress of this bill I 
may be called upon to vote upon amendments for duties higher 
than those proposed in the bill when it was first reported, if, in 
my judgment, those duties are still free-trade duties and not pro- 
tective duties, I shall not vote for them. 

Some Senators felt that when an amendment had been pro- 
posed by the Finance Committee of 35 cents a pound and another 
amendment proposed of 60 cents a pound, it was better to vote 
for the rate of 60 cents a pound, because that was not so bad as 
35 cents. I do not propose, Mr. President, in the votes I shall 
give on this bill to act on any such principle. I propose to vote 
only for those amendments which I think may bs in some sense 
or degree protective, by which I mean those amendments which 
will enable the industry to be continued in this country; and 
where there are two amendments, either of which will result in 
a destruction or a crippling of a particular business, I do not 
propose to vote for either. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The 
question is on the amendment proposed by the Cominittee on 
Finance. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I call for ae and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope the committee amendment 
will not be adopted. 

Mr. PLATT. The committee amendment is 10 per cent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The bill as it came from the House 
of Representatives provided for a duty of 20 percent. Thecom- 
mittee in its original report proposed to make it 10 per cent. 
Now we propose to recede from the committee amendment and 
allow the provision as it came from the House of Representa- 
tives of 20 per cent to stand. 

Mr. PLATT. So that, if the committee amendment is voted 
down, the rate will stand on tartaric acid as at first reported, 
20 per cent? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. At20 percent. Does anybody de- 
sire a roll eall on that amendment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

Mr. eee The committee ask that the amendment be 
rejected. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the rol] 
on the adoption of the amendment. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAy]. If he were present I 
should vote ‘ nay.” 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from “New York [Mr. HILL], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. MCMILLAN (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senatorfrom Louisiana{Mr. BLANCHARD]. If he were 
present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. COKE (when the name of Mr. MiLuSwas called). Iagain 
announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. MILs], who is absent 
on account of sickness, with the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. GALLINGER]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was called). Iam 
pine with the seniorSenator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS]. If 

e were here I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr.GORDON. With the consent of the Senator from Michi- 
gan [Mr. McMILLAN], I will transfer my pair with the Senator 
from Iowa (Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
BLANCHARD], with whom the Senator from Michigan is paired, 
and that will allow the Senator from Michigan and me to vote. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That will be satisfactory to me. 

Mr. GORDON. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. McMILLAN. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. SHOUP. Idesire tostate that my colleague [Mr. DuBotIs] 
is absent from the Senate, having been appointed to serve on the 
committee to attend the funeral of the late Representative from 
Maryland, Mr. Brattan. 
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Mr. DIXON. I am paired with the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia[Mr. FAULKNER], but lam assured by Senators on the other 
side that he would vote ‘‘nay ” on this question, if present, and 
therefore I take the liberty of voting. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MANDERSON. I again announce my pair with the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], and shall not announce 
it again during the day. He seems to be absent. 

Mr. HUNTON. Has a quorum voted, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quorum has not voted. 

Mr. HUNTON. Then, I beg leave to have my vote recorded. 
I vote “ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 0, nays 42; as follows: 


YEAS—0. 
NAYS—42. 

' Aldrich, Davis, Jones, Ark. Proctor, 
Allison, Dixon, McLaurin, Ransom, 
Bate, Dolph, Me Millan, Roach, 
Berry, Frye, McPherson, Sherman, 
Brice, Jeorge, Martin, Shoup, 
Butler, Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Turpie, 
Caffery, Harris, Morrill, Vest, 
Call, Hawley, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Peffer, White. 
Coke, Irby, Perkins, 

Daniel, Jarvis, Platt, 

NOT VOTING—43. 
Allen, Gibson, Lodge, Quay, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Manderson, Smith, 
Blanchard, Gray, Mills, Squire, 
Camden, Hale, Mitchell,Oregon Stewart, 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Morgan, Teller, 
Carey, Higgins, Murphy, Vilas, 
Chandler, Hill, Palmer, Walsh, 
Cullom, Hoar, Patton, Washburn, 
Dubois, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Faulkner, Kyle, Power, Wolcott. 
Gallinger, Lindsay, Pugh, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BERRY in the chair). No 
quorum having voted, the roll will be called. 

The Secretary called the roli, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Dixon, McLaurin, Proctor, 
Allison, Dolph, McMillan, Pugh, 
Bate, Frye, McPherson, Ransom, 
Berry, George, Manderson, Roach, 
Butler, Gordon, Martin, Sherman, 
Caffery, Harris, Mitchell,Oregon Shoup, 
Call, Hawley, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 
Chandler, Hunton, Morrill, Teller, 
Cockrell, Irby, Pasco, Turpie, 
Coke, Jarvis, Peffer, Vest, 
Cullom, Jones, Ark. Perkins, Voorhees, 
Davis, Lodge, Platt, White. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





Mr. COKE. AsI have before announced, my colleague [Mr. | 


MILLs] is absent on account of sickness, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-eight Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorumispresent. The question re- 
curs upon agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr.PLATT. Iaskthe consentof the Senator from Tennessee 
{[Mr. HARRIS] and the unanimous consent of the Senate to make 
a suggestion, whether the Senator from Tennessee might not 
well afford to move for an adjournment at this time. 

I desire to say a single word in reference to the suggestion. 
The absenteeism is confined to neither side of the Senate. It is 
Saturday afternoon; we have had a long and somewhat tedious 
week; we get but little opportunity for open air, and we are 
obliged to stay here, shut out from the sunlight and where we 
can breathe the open air of heaven. Besides, Saturday after- 
noon is a holiday by the laws of the District of Columbia. I 
think Senators who are absent are not absent by any desire to 
delay business or obstruct it; some of them have gone on busi- 
ness of the Senate, and I suggest whether, on this Saturday 
afternoon, with a very thin Senate and with the difficulty of 
getting a quorum on votes, we might not properly adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senate may dispose of a few of the 
amendments before adjourning. I quite apace the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Connecticut, and I should like to oblige 
him and every other Senator, and I should like to oblige myself 
on the same line; but I feel it my duty to try to dispose of some 
of the amendments. 

Mr. PLATT. Very well, then; let the roll be called. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Finance; upon which the 
oe and nays have been ordered. The Secretary will call the 
roll. P 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator from Rhode Island will ask 
unanimous consent to withdraw the demand for the yeas and 
os ve Every Senator, I believe, voted the same way on the last 
vo ° 


Mr. ALDRICH. I am quite willing to do that. 
The PRESIDINGOFFICER. If there be no objection, the de- 
mand for the yeas and nays will be considered as withdrawn. 


A669 


The question is upon agreeing to the amendment proposed by 
the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In order to preserve as far as possible the 
symmetry, if not the consistency of this bill, I move to strike out 
**20 per cent ad valorem” and insert ‘‘ 7 cents a pound;” so as 
to impose a specificduty which will be about equivalent to 20 per 
cent ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Rhode Island, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, line 12, after the word ‘ acid,” 
it is proposed to strike out “20 per cent” and insert ‘‘7 cents 
per pound;” so as to read: 

6. Tartaric acid, 7 cents per pound. 

Mr. QUAY called for the yeas and nays; and they were or- 
dered. 

Mr. PEFFER. Before the vote is taken, I wish to inquire of 
the Senator from Rhode Island how his proposed change would 
affect the ad valorem rate? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It would be about the same as the ad valorem 
rate proposed by the committee, and would be a reduction of 3 
cents a pound, or 30 per cent below the rate fixed by the exist- 
ing law. 

Mr. PEFFER. How would it compare with the:amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It would be just about the same rate. 

Mr. PEFFER. The only difference in the amendment would 
be to substitute a specific for an ad valorem rate? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, to substitute a specific for an ad va- 
lorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll 
on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island 
{[Mr. ALDRICH]. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAy]. If he were present I 
should vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. I shall not 
make this announcement again for the day. 

Mr. COKE (when the name of Mr. MILLS was called). [again 
announce that my colleague was compelled to leave the Cham- 
ber on account‘of sickness. He is paired with the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. 

Mr. PATTON (when his name was called). I againannounce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Grsson]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HUNTON. I understand no quorum has voted. There- 
fore I feel at liberty to vote. I vote *‘ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 13, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—13. 
Aldrich, Hawley, Perkins, Teller. 
Dolph, Mitchell, Oregon Platt, 
Frye, Morrill, Sherman, 
Hale, Peffer, Squire, 

NAYS—24. 
Bate, George, McLaurin, Ransom, 
Berry, Harris, McPherson, Roach, 
Caffery, Hunton, Martin, Turpie, 
Call, Irby, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Cockrell, Jarvis, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Coke, Jones, Ark. Pugh, White. 

NOT VOTING—48. 

Allen, Davis, Hoar, Pettigrew, 
Allison, Dixon, Jones, Nev. Power, 
Blackburn, Dubois, Kyle, Proctor, 
Blanchard, Faulkner, Lindsay, Quay, 
Brice, Gallinger, Lodge, Shoup, 
Butler, Gibson, Me Millan, Smith, 
Camden, Gordon, Manderson, Stewart, 
Cameron, Gorman, Mills, Vilas, 
Carey. Gray, Morgan, Walsh, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Murphy, Washburn, 
Cullom, Higgins, Palmer, Wilson, 
Daniel, Hill, Patton, Wolcott. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum has voted. The 
Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Dolpb, McLaurin, Pugh, 
Bate, Frye, McPherson, Ransom, 
Berry, George, Martin, Roach, 
Butler, Gordon, Mitchell, Oregon Sherman, 
Caffery, Hale, Mitchell, Wis. Squire, 
Call, Harris, Morrill, Teller, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Pasco, Turpie, 
Coke, Hunton, Patton, Vest, 
Cullom, Irby, Peffer, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Jarvis, Perkins, White. 
Dixon, Jones, Ark. Platt, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-three Senators have an- 
swered to their names. There is a quorum present. The Sec- 
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retary will again call the roll on the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PATTON (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBson]. 

‘The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GORDON. [again announce that I have transferred my 
pair with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD], who is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN], which will enable both 
the Senator from Michigan and myself to vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. McMILLAN. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—16. 
Aldrich, Hale, Pefter, Sherman, 
Allison, Hawley, Perkins, Shoup, 
Dolph, McMillan, Platt, Squire, 
Frye, Morrill, Proctor, Teller. 
NAYS—SB. 
Bate, Coke, Jarvis, Pugh, 
Berry, Daniel, Jones,-Ark. Ransom, 
Brice, George, McLaurin, Roach, 
Butler, Gordon, McPherson, Turpie, 
Caffery, Harris, Martin, Vest, 
Call, Hunton, Mitchell, Wis. Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Irby, Pasco, White. 
NOT VOTING—4I1. 
Alien, Faulkner, Lindsay, quay, 
Blackburn, Gallinger, Lodge, mith 
Blanchard, Gibson, Manderson, Stewart, 
Camden, Gorman, Mills, Vilas, 
Cameron, Gray, Mitchell, Oregon Waish, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Morgan, Washburn, 
Chandler, Higgins, Murphy, Wilson, 
Cuiiom, Hill, Palmer, Wolcott. 
Davis, Hoar, Pat 
Dixon, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, 
Dubois, Kyle, Power, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. .The Secretary will proceed 
with the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary read paragraph 7, on page 2 of the bill, as fol- 
lows: 

7. Alcoholic perfumery, including cologne water and other toilet waters, 
andalcoholic compounds not specially provided for in this act, #2 per gation 
and 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There will bs nocommittee amend- 
ment offered to that paragraph. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
next paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is acommitteeamendment to increase 
the ad valorem duty from 25 to 50 per cent. 

Mr. JONWS of “Aricansas. I gave notice of an intention to of- 
fer that amendment, but since the amendment-was agreed upon 
the raw material out of which this preparation is made has been 
put on the free list. That more than compensates for the differ- 
ence in the price of the alcohol, which the increase from 25 to 50 
per cent was intended to compensate. We think ii makes it en- 
tirely fair, and we are willing to let the paragraph stand as it is. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If that is to be the attitude this paragraph 
will certainly lead to prolonged discussion, and I suggest to the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] that if he is willing that 
we should take an adjournment now we might do it. It is cer- 
tain that we shall not be able to finish this item to-night. I 
supposed the committee were to offer an amendment to make 
the rate 50 percent. I move to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five ’ and in- 
sert ‘' fifty.” ; 

Mr. HARRIS. Question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon the 
amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island, to strike out 
‘* twenty-five” and insert ‘‘ fifty” in line 16, so as to read, ‘50 
per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. By another provision of the bill the internal 
tax on alcohol is increased 37.6 cents pergallon. ‘Che ey a 
alcohclic perfumery prior to the act of 1883 was $3 per gallon 
and 50 per cent ad valorem. By the provisions of the act of 1883 
the duty was reduced to $2 per gallon and 50 percentad valorem, 
and the same rate was maintained in the act of 1890. 

The imposition of the increased tax upon alcohol used in this 
industry, connected with the lower rate of duty now suggested 
by the Senate committee, would absolutely destroy a very large 
industry in the United States. If the article affected by this 
rate were a necessary of life or an article of common use; if it 
were an article of necessary use instead of a voluntary use, pos- 
sibly there might be some reason froma Democratic standpoint 
why the duty should be reduced. But here we have an article 
of pure luxury, used only by the rich people of the country, an 
article of entire voluntary use, upon which it is deliberately 

posed to reduce the duty below the existing law and reduce 
{to a rate which would be absolutely ruinous to the great in- 
dustry in this country. 
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Now, I can not understand upon what theory of taxation, upon 
what _araciole of tariff reform the amendment is suggested. 
Instead of reducing duties, the duties should have n in- 
creased to make the rate equal at least to the increased rate 
upon alcohol. I have before me a large number of statements 
made by various manufacturers of perfumery in the United 
States, going in detail into the cost. of these articles in other 
countries and this, and showing that the increased cost in the 
United States, partly growing out of the duties imposed upon 
articles which om use, issuch as to make it impossible to carry 
on this industry here if these rates are reduced. I had sup- 

osed, from the notice given by the Senator from Arkansas 

Mr. JONES] the other day, that the rate of 50 per cent was 
to be maintained. He says they have placed the raw material 
used by these people upon the free list. 

It is true they have proposed to place pomade, used to a con- 
siderableextent in the preparation of perfumery, upon the free 
list, but that willaffect toa very small extentthe cost of the pro- 
duction of perfumery in this country. I myself see no good rea- 
son why pomade should be placed upon the free list. "The com- 
mittee in 1888 considered that question very carefully, and we 
thought if there was anything in the bill or anything in our en- 
tire tariff law upon which a high duty should be levied, it cer- 
tainly was an article of luxury of this kind, and especially an ar- 
ticle of luxury in the composition of which the cost of alcohol 
played so important a part. 

If it is to be the principle of the Democratic party and of the 
majority of the committee in this Chamber that the duty upon 
luxuries is to be decreased for the purpose of furnishing an ex- 
cuse to increase the duties upon necessaries of life like sugar, 
then we had better understand it at once. We have been told 
very frequently in the past by Senators on the other side that 
it was their policy, and the policy of the party they represent, to 
remove the burdens from the poor people of the United States, 
from the common people of the United States, on everything 
which they buy and use; and I have supposed it has been their 
purpose to maintain taxes upon luxuries. 

Now, why is this change of policy? The revenues from this 
article will be decreased by every reduction in the duty. No 
man upon the other side of the Chamber will undertake to say 
that the amount of alcoholic perfumery imported will be de- 
creased or increased seveneitiiir by any changeof duty. There 
are certain people in the United States who would buy imported 
perfumery in all cases. It isa matter of taste and a matter of 
fashion largely. Are those the people for whom the bill is to 
pass, and this the class of reductions the Democratic party is 
pledged to bring about? I donot intend to-day, but on Monday 
whenthisquestion comes up again for consideration, I shallread 
the statements not of one, but of a dozen or twenty different 
manufacturers located in different parts of the United States, 
proving, as-I believe, conclusively, that the proposed reduction 
of rates will be ruinous to that industry. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senator from Rhode Island 
will consent to have a vote at once, I am inclined to agree to 
the amendment that was proposed originally by the committee. 
We doubt the necessity for it, but we should like to dispose of 
the question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Making the rate 50 per cent? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Fifty per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam ready so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I hope this will be conceded, because we 
have in our State a very—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If we can havea vote on the amend- 
ment, I am pomeeeral willing to agree to it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam willing to vote upon it, so far as Iam 
concerned. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, this vacillation in tariff 
reform is certainly destructive of all healthy legislation... If the 
Senator from Arkansas is to move an amendment to-day, putit 
in print, send it out to the world, try to catch the votes of Re- 
publican Senators, bring it in here, withdraw it, increase it, and 
manipulate it up and down according as he is or is not suited 
with the action of Republican Senators upon this floor, he ma; 
take all his four hundred amendments, so far as I amconcerned, 
and withdraw them at once; and I think -he had better do it. 
The Senator is supposed to be framing a tariff bill and moving 
amendments uponseme principle of action. Wecan notdiscover 
whatit is, but certainly the Senator from Arkansas, in moving 
to increase a rate of duty which he is presumed to do from a sense 
of public duty and from a sense of conviction as to what the rates 
ought to be, can not justify himself, when he is gaining converts 
to principle on this side of the Chamber, in saying to his al- 
lies over here, ‘‘If you will accept what we give you without de- 
bate you can have it; if you do not accept it without debate, we 
will withdraw it. Itseems to me the Senator from Ar 
puts himself in a most extraordinary attitude. He prints this 
amendment; it goes out over the country; it is presented to 
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Senators upon this side of the Chamber, and he gets up here The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 


and withdraws the amendment, says it is not necessary; it is 
debated, and he gets up and says, ‘‘Well, now I withdraw my 
withdrawal, and I revert to my offer if I can have a vote on the | 
question at once.” 
I respectfully submit, with all due deference to the Senator | 
from Arkansas, that this isno way to construct a tariff bill, and if | 
he goes on in this way I shall begin to doubt whether his -con- | 
version to the principles of protection is sincere. Atallevents, 


IThope no Senator on this side of the Chamber will purchase 
from the other side any higher rates of duty upon any article by 
giving up the freedom of debate upon the bill. I donot propose 
to follow the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] in any 
such arrangement. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I think there has been some misunderstand- 
ing in regard to this rate of duty. The House bill proposed a 
duty of 40 per cent upon perfumery, an article of extrava- 
gance, you may say. A gallon of perfumery imported, as shown 
by the tables before us, amounts to about $17. Twenty-five per 
cent upon that sum, together with the specific duty, would make 
the duty in the House bill stand $6.60 a gallon. It is only 40 per 
cent, and the duty proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH], and also as I understand by th8 Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. JONES], is only 60 per cent. Six per cent would 
not be an extravagant duty on an article which is purely an 
article of luxury, especially when it is largely composed of a 
spirituous liquor which isa subject of internal taxation. I think, 
thereforc, that a tax of 60 per cent on an article of this kind is 
not unreasonable, and I hope the Senator from Arkansas will, 
without any conditions whatever, agree to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AL- 
DRICH}. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will proceed 
with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. QUAY. I suggest that there is not a quorum present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The want of a quorum is sug- 
gested by the Senator from Pennsylvania, and the Secretary 
will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Cullom, Jarvis, Pugh, 
Allison Daniel, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 
Bate, Dixon, McLaurin, Roach, 
Berry, Dolph, McMillan, Sherman, 
Brice, Frye, McPherson, Shoup, 
Butler, George, Martin, Teller, 
Cafiery, Gordon, Pasco, Turpie, 
Call, Harris, Patton, Vest, 
Chandler, Hawley, Peffer, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Perkins, White. 
Coke, irby, Proctor, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER Forty-three Senators have an- 
swered to their names, and a quorum of the Senate is present. 
The Secretary will read the next paragraph of the Dill. 

The Secretary read paragraph 8, on page 2, as follows: 

8. Alumina, 10 percent ad valorem; alum, alumcake, patent alum, sulphate 
of alumina, and aluminous cake, and alumin crystals or ground, 20 per cent 
ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out the entire par- 
agraph and insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 8, on 
page 2, and insert: 

Alumina, alum, alum cake, patent alum, sulphate of alumina, and alumi- 
nous cake, and alum in crystals or ground, four-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to amend the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas by striking out ‘‘ four-tenths” and insert- 
ing ‘‘six-tenths.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
mentof the Senator from Rhode Island to the amendment of the 
Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. QUAY called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WiLsSoNn] to the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD], and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the cen from New York [Mr. HI], and therefore withhold 

vote. 
r. PATTON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Maryland (Mr. GrBson]. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name wasealled). I am paired with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. . 


yeas 11, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—I1. 
Aldrich, Hoar. Platt, Shoup, 
Allison, McMillan, Proctor, Teller 
Dolph, Perkins, Sherman, 

NAYS—26. 
Bate, Coke, McLaurin, Roach, 
Berry, George, McPhersen, Turpie, 
Brice, Gordon, Martin Vest, 
Butler, Harris, Mitchell, Wis. Voorhees, 
Caffery, Irby. Pasco, White 
Call, Jarvis, Peffer, 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Pugh, 

NOT VOTING—48. 

Allen, Faulkner, Jones, Nerv. Pettigrew, 
Blackburn, Frye, Kyle, Power, 
Blanchard, Gallinger, Lindsay, Quay, 
Camden, Gibson, Lodge, Ransom, 
Cameron, Gorman, Manderson, Smith, 
Carey, Gray Mills, Squire, 
Chandler, Hale, Mitchell, Oregon Stewart, 
Cullom, Hansbrough, Morgan, Vilas, 
Daniel, Hawley Morrill, Walsh, 
Davis, Higgins, Murphy, Washburn, 
Dixon, Hill, Palmer, Wilson, 
Dubois, Hunton, Patton, Wolcott. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. HARRIS. I shall not attempt at this late hour on Sat- 
urday evening to ask the Senate to send for absent Senators. I 
move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock and 53 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, May 14, 1894, at 11 
o'clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, May 12, 1894, 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
of Washington, D.C. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 


Prayer by Rev. J. T. Jonzs, 


SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana presented the credentials of 
Hon. Henry Warren Ogden, Representative-elect from the 
Fourth Congressional district of Louisiana; which were read 
and filed. 

Mr. Ogden appeared at the bar of the House and was sworn in. 

LIGHT-VESSEL, TRINITY SHOAL, GULF OF MEXICO, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury in relation to the discontinuance of 
the light-vessel on Trinity Shoal, Gulf of Mexico, and recom- 
mending the establishment of a light-ship in the Gulf of Mexico 
off the South Pass of the Mississippi River, on the coast of Lou- 
isiana; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE BRATTAN OF MARYLAND. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House resolutions of the 
Senate in relation to the death of the late Representative Brat- 
tan of Maryland; which were read and laid on the table. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. TARSNEY, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of ab- 
sence for one week. 


CLAIMS OF TENNESSEE VS. THE UNITED STATES AND 
UNITED STATES VS. TENNESSEE. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the Senate joint resolution (S. R. 61) 
providing for the adjustment of certain claims of the United 
States against the State of Tennessee and of the State of Ten- 
nessee against the United States. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Joint resolution providing for the adjustment of certain claims of the 
United States against the State of Tennessee and certain claimsof the 
State of Tennessee against the United States. 


Whereas it is claimed that the State of Tennessee isindebted tothe United 
States for railroad equipments and materials purchased for the Memphis, 
Clarksville and Louisville Railroad Company, the Edgefield and Kentucky 
— Company, and the McMinnville and Manchester Railroad Company: 
an 

Whereas the State of Tennessee claims against the United States certain 
abatements and reductions of said indebtedness by reason of excessive val- 
uations of said equipments and materials, and alsocertain set-offs and coun- 
terclaims, growing out of the use by the United States Government, for mil- 
itary and other purposes, of certain of the Tennessee railroads and for the 
removal and appropriation of the property, rails, bridges, etc,, of said roads, 
namely: The Memphis, Clarksville and Louisville Railroad Company, the 
McMinnville and Manchester Railroad Company, and the Winchester and 
Alabama Railroad Company; and 

Whereas said matters are of long standing and it is desirable that the 
same should be adjusted and settled: Therefore, 
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Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Attorney-General, Secre of the 
Treasury, and the Secretary of War be, and they are hereby, authorized 
and required to proceed to compromise, adjust, and settle with the State 
of Tennessee, through her duly appointed agent, all said matters, upon 
such terms ag to amount, allowance of interest, etc., as shall do equal and 
impartial justice to both parties; and if the result of such settlement shall 
disclose a balance due to the United States from the State of Tennessee, 
the said commission shall report such agreement, compromise, or settle- 
ment to the governor of Tennessee to be submitted by him to the Legis- 
lature of said State at its next regular session,and if the payment of such 
balance shall not be provided for at the next regular session of the Legis- 
lature of Tennessee, then the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
and required to proceed to collect same + appropriate proceedings in ac- 
cordance with the terms of the bonds held by the United States; and in 
the event the result of said settlement shall disclose a balance due the State 
of Tennessee, the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and 
directed to report the same to Conqvess with such recommendation as to an 
appropriation therefor as he may deem proper. 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request for the 
present consideration of this joint resolution? 

Mr.PAYNE. Reserving the right to object, I would like to 
hear some explanation from the gentleman asto the amountand 
character of these claims. 

Mr. COX. This joint resolution is presented here as it passed 
the Senate and came back to this House and was referred to the 
Committee on War Claims and reported favorably by that com- 
mittee. The question involved isabout this: The State of Ten- 
nessee became the owner of certain railroads there by virtue of 
statutes passed by the State. When the war closed the gov- 
ernor of Tennessee purchased from the United States a certain 
— of rolling stock, for which bonds of the State were is- 
sued, 

There is a claim on the partof the State of Tennessee that the 
United States was indebted to that State, by reason of the use of 
cortain of her roads and also by reason of the fact that a con- 
siderable amount of the rolling stock that was sold by the 
United States did not belong to the Government. These mat- 
ters are all in confusion, and this is to provide for a settlement. 
A letter from the Attorney-General accompanies the report, ex- 

laining the whole matter and earnestly urging that a settlement 

made. He refers to it also in hisannualreport. There isno 
money whatever appropriated by the joint resolution. 

Mr, PAYNE, ow much is involved? 

Mr. COX. When you consider the mutual accounts, the 
amount is considerable; but I do not think the balance will 
amount to much. It is more a matter of settlement than any- 
thing else. 

Mr. PAYNE. What isthe claim of the United States? 

Mr. COX. There were three bonds executed by the State, and 
I think that, without interest, they amount to perhaps $250,000. 
There is no question about the propriety of this joint resolution. 
The claims ofthe State of Georgia went through the same proc- 
ess. An act was passed authorizing this settlement with the 
State of Tennessee, but it lapsed. Effort after effort has been 
made to get asettlement, both by the State and by the General 
Government, and this is simply intended to put the matter in 
such a shape that we can handle it when it is reported back to 
Congress. : 

Mr. PAYNE. Why could not these matters be adjusted in 
the courts? 

Mr, COX. ' The diffculty about that is this. The bonds that 
were executed by the State of Tennessee authorized the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to take possession of the railroads 
upon nonpayment of the bonds. Now, if the Government goes 
down there and takes oa of the roads, the gentleman can 
see what confusion will be brought about, and the State of Ten- 
nessee is ready and ne to pay any sum that may be found 
due the United States on this settlement. 

‘na PAYNE. Why could not an action be brought on the 
nds? 

Mr. COX. You could bring your action, but what good would 
it do you to go down there and take charge of the roads? 

Mr. PAYWE. But if the amount were adjusted-—— 

Mr.COX. An adjustment is what we want, and whenever 
that is reached the State of Tennessee will pay atonce whatever 
may be due from her. 

r.PAYNE. It seems to me the courts ought to settle this 
matter. 

Mr. COX. It can not be settled in the courts. The United 
States tried to do that by bringing an action, which faiied en- 
tirely. The method of adjustment now proposed is the prac- 
ticabie and proper way. It can not do any harm to anyone. 

Mr. SAY I would like to ask this question for informa- 





tion: Is there any indebtedness due from the State of Tennessee 
to certain Indian tribes for whom the United States Government 
has acted as trustee, holding itself responsible for the indebted- 
ness to those tribes? 

Mr. COX. The Government of the United States, as I under- 
siand, holds obligations of the Stateof Tennessee for money bor- 
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rowed by the State out of Indian funds. But this resolution 
does not touch that matter at all. If it should turn out upon an 
investigation that the Government of the United States is in- 
debted to the State of Tennessee, then when the question of ap- 
propriation comes up in Congress the question with regard to 
such indebtedness on the part of the State can be brought up 
and a conclusion reached. 

Mr. SAYERS. With the permission of the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Cox], it occurs to me that if there is to be a set- 
tlement between the Government of the United States and the 
State of Tennessee in regard to matters covered by this resolu- 
tion, it would be well that the settlement should embrace all 
controversies between the United States and Tennessee. If it 
should be found that anything is due to the State of Tennessee 
by the Federal Government by reason of matters embraced in 
this resolution, why should there not be brought in as an offset 
whatever may be due to the Indian tribes for money borrowed 
by the State of Tennessee for which the Government of the 

nited States as trustee has made itself responsible? 

Mr. COX. So far as any obligation of the State of Tennessee 
with regard to the Indian funds is concerned, there is no con- 


‘troversy raised about that; nor does the Attorpey-General refer 


to it at all. . 

Mr.SAYERS. Let me ask this question: Has the State of 
Tennessee paid the interest upon those bonds annually? 

Mr. COX. I understand the Governmentof the United States 
does not claim the interest from the State upon those bonds, and 
that it has not been paid. 

Mr.SAYERS. Can the gentleman tell why the Government 
has not claimed the interest on those bonds? 

Mr. COX. Ihave never had any conversation with the At- 
torney-General upon thissubject. But if it should turn out upon 
investigation that the Government of the United States is in- 
debted to the State of Tennessee, then the question can properly 
be raised as to the liability upon those bonds. But the impor- 
tant point now is that we should be o to adjust this 
matter and keep the railroads out of the hands of receivers. It 
would tear the State to pieces if those roads should now pass 
into the hands of receivers. 

More than that, Tennessee is appealing to Congress to know 
whether or not she will be permitted to pay the obligations 
upon which she is bound to the railroad companies, because those 
obligations have been sold to innocent purchasers, and the mat- 
ter mightresult insome purchasers coming back upon the State. 
All that is asked is that a prompt adjustment be made. Then 
let Congress take such steps in the matter as may be deemed 
proper. Of course, if it should turn out that the State of Ten- 
nessee has paid tothe United States the amount of money which 
she has obligated herself to pay on account of the railroads, you 
would not then go to the railroads to enforce thatobligation fur- 
ther. Let us reach this adjustment. I give the gentleman tha 
assurance that there is no disposition whatever to avoid any 
obligations of the State of any kind. 

Mr. McMILLIN. My colleague [Mr. Cox] will permit me to 
suggest to the gentleman from Texas that if it should turn out 
upon an adjustment of these accounts that there is anything due 
from the Government of the United States to the State of Ten- 
nessee, the Government in the final settlement could apply that 
indebtedness to thefund due the Indian tribes. Thus the adjust- 
ment now Bo smeoa would be the shortest way oe at the 
matter. This proposition is simply for an ascertainment of the 
facts. 

Mr. SAYERS. I speak, of course, from information and sub- 
ject to correction; but my information is that from year to year 
Congress has been making appropriations for the support of 
those \ribes to cover the interest which is due upon the bonds 
to which I have referred. That is the information I have—it 
may be true or untrue. 

r. CURTIS of Kansas. It is true. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman from Kansas informs me that 
itis true. Now, my understanding is that the Government of 
the United States is responsible as trustee to these Indian tribes 
for the payment of the principal and interest of those bonds. I 
desire to know from the gentleman from Tennessee whether ha 
can furnish this House with information showing why the State 
of Tennessee has failed or refused to pay the interest on those 
bonds, or why the Government has not insisted on Pat 

Mr. COX. I consulted with the chairman of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs (whom I do not see in his seat) in order to 
reach that very question. This will be the best way of getting 
atit. If the State of Tennessee should prove to be indebted to 
the Government, then (as this resolution makes no ec. 
tion) the settlement‘of that indebtedness could readily be reached, 
and no appropriation made until the question in regard to those 
bonds had been dis of. 


Mr. SAYERS. ill the gentleman from Tennessee consent 
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to an amendment in the nature of a proviso—providing that the 
officials appointed to make the investigation shall also take into 
consideration the amount due to the several Indian tribes by the | 
State of Tennessee upon the bonds held in trust by the Govern- | 
ment of the United States, and for which the Government is re- 
sponsible? 

Mr. COX. I can show you the reason why it oughtonot to be 
incorporated in this legislation. 

Mr.SAYERS. It seems to bea very appropriate place for it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Let me suggest to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee that in view of the absence of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs perhaps he had better let this lie over 
for awhile. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CURTIS] 
can furnish the information as to the amount due on these In- 
dian trust bonds. I willask the gentleman from Tennessee if 
he will accede to my suggestion? 

Mr.COX. Let me explain the matter, so as to show the diffi- 
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culty that would arise by the adoption of such a proposition. 
The obligation of the State of Tennessee to the Government, 
outside of the Indian fund, is in the shape of three bonds exe- 
cuted by the State to the Government; and for what? Why, to 
pay for this rolling stock of these several railroads. Now, the 
ro!ling stock of the railroads has been sold by the State of Ten- 
nessee, and it has all gone into the hands of innocent persons, 
although the State stands pledged to protect the title. The mo- 
ment these three bonds now in the hands of the Government of 
the United States are settled, why the railroads are at once re- 
leased, but such release does not affect any claim that the Gov- 
ernment may have for the Indian trust funds at all. In case the 
State should turn out to be the creditor of the United States, 
and the United States owes the State money, then you can raise 
the question as to the bonds at once, that the balance shall be 
appropriated to the Indian trust fund. That is the reason. 

here is no debate about the bonds. The only purpose is to se- 
cure a settlement in some way of these questions that have been 
standing so long. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish to getfrom the gentleman from Kan- 
sas |Mr. CURTIS] the information which he possesses as to how 
much is due from the State of Tennessee on these Indian bonds? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. The amount is $314,666.46, upon 
which there is now due interest amounting to $501,115, or a total 
of $815,781 due on these bonds. 

I will say this, that in the Indian appropriation bill it is in- 
tended to ask the House for authority to offer these bonds for 
sale, so far as those held by the Government in trust are con- 
cerned, for these tribes. 

Mr. COX. I would have no objection to that. But that is not 
the question involved in the resolution that I am asking consid- 
eration for. I do not want these other bonds, executed by the 
State, to go out of the charge of the railroads and put us in the 
condition of having these roads in the hands of receivers, when 
we are begging for a settlement and will pay every dollar that 
we owe. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, this is too important a question 
to be considered in this way. We ought to have ample time to 
consider it in the regular manner. I shall have to object to its 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York objects. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill (H.R. 
442) for the relief of Francis L. Abbot, administrator. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the bill? 

Mr. STALLINGS. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. That.is equivalent to an objection. The 
Clerk will call the committees for reports. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. PAGE, the Committee on Manufactures was 
discharged from the further consideration of the letter of the 
Secretary of War transmitting report of the commanding officer 
of the Watertown Arsenal of tests of materials for industrial and 
other pu s made at said arsenal during the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30,1893; an@ the same was referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

INDUSTRIAL DEPRESSION. 

Mr. McGANN, from the Committee on Labor, reported in lieu 
of House joint resolution No. 169 a joint resolution (H. Res. 176) 
to roo for the appointment of a commission to investigate 
and report the cause of the present industrial depression: which 
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was referred to the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 169) was laid on the table. 


PROPERTY Y. M. C. ASSOCIATION, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. COBB of Alabama, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, reported as a substitute for the bill H. R. 5942, a bill 
(H. R. 7071) to exempt property of the Young Men’s Christian 
Association of the District of Columbia from taxation: which 
was referred to the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

The bill H. R. 5942 was ordered to be laid on the table. 


PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL CATHEDRAL, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Mr. COBB of Alabama, from the Committee on the District of 


| Columbia, also reported back the bill (H. R. 6838) to construe the 


act of Congress passed January 6, 1893, to incorporate the Protest- 
ant Episcopal Cathedral Foundation of the District of Colum- 
bia; which was referred to the House Calendar. 

REPRINT OF A BILL. 


On motion of Mr. FITHIAN, by unanimous consent, a reprint 
of the bill H. R. 2555, known as the free-shipping bill, was or- 
dered to be made. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of general appropria- 
tion bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of a bill the title of which the Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 6748) making appropriations for the naval service of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes. 


Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oregon submits an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word ‘‘navy,”’ in line 13, page 2, add the following: 

Provided further, That any officer within theregular retiring age of 62 years 
who has been transferred from the active list to the retired list, for disability 
possibly curable, shall be entitled, half-yearly, to examination, under Navy 
Department direction, as to ability to perform the duties of his existing com- 
mission; and if found thus able, and there be no further necessity for hig 
continuance as a supernumerary officer, he shall be ordered back to the 
active list, according to his existing commission, when the next vacancy oc- 
cursin that grade. 


Mr. CUMMINGS. I reserve the point of order on that. 

Mr. HERMANN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to pro- 
long the debate upon this amendment, but will content myself 
with merely calling the attention of the House to the provisions 
of existing law with regard to the retirement of naval officers. 

Any naval officer under the rank of rear admiral can now be 
retired upon arriving at the age of 62 years. He can also be 
retired upon his own application, after forty years of active 
service in the Navy. Hecan also be retired upon the proof of 
disability. and it is to this last proposition that 1 desire to ad- 
dress myself. 

Under the law providing for the retirement of an officer upon 
the ground of disability, there is no provision whatever as to 
the extent of that disability. It may be merely of a temporary 
character, not permanent in its nature, and yet that finding by 
the retiring board is sufficient to involuntarily retire him from 
active duty, hisname to be erased from the active list and placed 
upon the retired list. Now, it is by that provision, Mr. Chair- 
man, that I insist great injustice isdone. First, an injustice is 
done to the public service of the country, in involuntarily dis- 
pensing with the services of one who may possibly be of great 
service to the country. 

The disability may be of a temporary character, and after an 
interval of six months or a year it may entirely cease, and the 
officer be as capable as at any time in his life to perform any of 
the services appertaining to the duties of his rank. It isalsoa 
great injustice to the Government, inasmuch as it imposes upon 
the Governmert an unnecessary expense in providing half pay 
for an officer whose services can no longer be utilized, and in 
providing full pay for €n officer who is placed in the position of 
the officer retired. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
a question? 

r. HERMANN. Yes, with pleasure. 
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Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to ask the gentleman whether, when 
an officer is retired under existing law, there is not another 
officer who takes his place by promotion? 

Mr. HERMANN. There is; andI desire, in presenting to the 
House the injustice which is done by reason of this unfairness 
to the retired officer, to say that it also gives an undue advan- 
tage to the officer below him in rank. These officers lower in 
grade are constantly pressing forward for promotion, and the 
eagerly avail themselves of the present imperfect law, and will 
insist upon the retirement of the officer above them upon the 
slightest evidence of disability. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Now, what do you propose to do with that 
second officer, when you put the first one back to his old rank, 
upon recovery? 

Mr. HERMANN. The amendment provides aremedy in that 
case. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I had overlooked that. 

Mr. HERMANN. Iwill state to the gentleman from Tennes- 
sec 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If youdonot put the one whowas promoted 
back to his original rank, then, instead of economizing, you in- 
crease expenditures, because you have two officers of the same 
grade on full pay instead of one on full pay and the other on re- 
tired pay. 

Mr. HERMANN. Theamendment,as the gentleman will see 
if he will examine it, fully relieves it from the embarrassment 
to which he refers. It provides that there shall be a semiannual 
examination had as to all officers retired because of disability. 
And if it shall be found by the examining board that the disa- 
bility has ceased—is of a merely temporary and passing charac- 
ter—and that the officer is again restored to his usual health and 
vigor, and is as capable as ever to perform the duties of his rank, 
in that case he shall be restored to the rank from which he was 
retired, not at once, but when the next vacancy occurs. He is 
not arbitrarily placed back in his original rank meee 
upon the Soanethe examination in his case, but he must bide 

me. When a vacancy occurs, then he ean assume the same 
position which he occupied previously to his involuntary retire- 
ment. His restoration thus prevents the promotion of another 
to his place, and in this there isa saving to the Government. 

Having stated this much, Mr. Chairman, I think I have re- 
marked all that may be necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CUMMINGS] insist on the point of order? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I do, for the reason that this amendment 
opens up the whole question of rank and pay, which has already 
been referred by the House to a joint commission. That joint 
commission has this special matter now before it. I make the 
point of order that this changes existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. HERMANN. Just one word with tothat. While 
it is admitted that it does change existing law, yet at the same 
time it must be remembered that it reduces expenditures, and 
therefore the point of order made by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. CUMMINGS] is not well taken. 

It reduces expenditures in this respect, that it does away with 
thé necessity of the service of the promoted officer who now 
occupies the position of the retired officer. The retired officer, 
already on part pay and performing no service, isrestored to the 
active list, and takes the place of the one who under existing 
law would be promoted and draw the full pay of the position. 
Therefore the point of order is not well taken. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that an officer 
on the active list receives more pay than an oificer on the re- 
tired list, and I can not see how this reduces expenditures by 
transferring an officer from the retired list to the active iist. 

Mr. HERMANN. It is very apparent that one additional 
officer is paid for. At present increased cost is incurred. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains-the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


PAY, MISCELLANEOUS. 


For commissions and interest; t tation of funds; exchange; mile- 
age to — while ey es - rs calor, United on and for ac- 
tw rsonal expenses of officers while tra a 
for tlaveling expenses of apethecnrian, yeomen, and civilian yés, and 
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tachés and information from abroad, and the collection and classification 
thereof, and other necesssary incidental expenses; in all, $240,000. 


Dur the mens of the above 
er pine said: Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will finish the reading of the 


paragraph. 

ae Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the para- 
graph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The oa from New Jersey offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 5 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ corps,’’ in line 25, page 2, insert the following: 

‘And provided further, That the officers of each of the three higher grades 
by relative rank authorized by sections 1390 and 1476 of the Revised Statutes 

all be commissioned according to seniority." 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that aaa has already been passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
That section has been passed. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that I asked the 
gentleman for an opportunity to offer this amendment, and he 
promised that I should have it. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. You can have it later on. 

Mr. DUNN. Lask unanimous consent to return to the para- 
graph. I donot think the gentleman ought to object, because 
he promised me that I should have an opportunity; and in the 
discussion that took place and in the haste with which the Clerk 
commenced the reading, I had no opportunity to offer the amend- 


ment. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The gentleman asked me three minutes 
ago to give him an opportunity to offer an amendment, and I 
told him that when the gentleman from Oregon was through 
with his argument he could have an opportunity. [have noob- 
jection to ae the a to go back, but I do protest 
against back in bill and ens in an amendment 
before the committee when it is the gentleman’s own laches that 
he did not have an opportunity to do so at the proper time. 

Mr. DUNN. Not at all; it is not my own laches. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey asks 
unanimous consent to return to the bottom of page 2, for the pur- 
pose of offering an amendment. Is there objection? [After a 

.] The hears none. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After the word ‘‘corps,’’ in line 25, page 2, insert the follo ; 

“And provided further, That the of each of the three higher grades 
by relative rank authorized by sections 1390 and 1476 Revised Statutes shall 
be commissioned to seniority; that the commissions shall have 
written in them the corps title and the grade by relative rank as provided 
in section 1490 Revised Statutes, and in addition the dute of ence as 
determined in accordance sections 1485 and 1486 Revised Statutes; and 
that the President is hereby authorized, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, to issue such commissions acco: to seniority to all offi- 
cers of these grades, active and retired, who have not already been so com- 


Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against that. It changes existing law and does not retrench ex- 

nditures. 
wie. DUNN. I desire to be heard upon that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
New Jersey on the point of order. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Chairman, this bill before the House, as I 
understand it, is a bill formulated by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. In the very bill itself the committee has introduced in 
the raph before this absolutely new legislation. There has 
been no objection tothat whatever. Thislegislation issimply to 
define legislation already enacted. It has n over by 
the Department, On that matter I wantto say this: There is no 
new legislation in this proposition. It is wre stating in a 
single paragraph, clearly and without the slightest change of 
meaning, the rte oy of fivesections of the Revised Statutes, 
namely, 1390, 1476, 1480, 1485, and 1486, so far as they relate to 
three grades of chief engineers which are in them created and 
provided for as to commissions, rank, precedence, ete. The 
three ‘grades of chief oe are graded by relative rank. 
(Revised Statutes, Title , chapter 1, section 1390.) 
nn chief engineers of the Navy shall be divided into three grades by rela- 

ve ranks. 


Now, the law has clearly defined what should be the duty of 


the Navy Department in regard to commissions of this d. 
How far dove this einim didior from the provision it has itself 


inserted in the bill Seen Spee in the Navy? 
Is there any difference? they can to put in legislation 
giving citizenship in consideration of certain things and duties 
rformed, why we not have the right to defing what the 
w already is, or when it is in doubt settle it when it has not 

enforced because of the doubt, or when if has been evaded 
for a because of the doubt. I say that so far as new leg- 
islation is concerned, it simply refers to the different acts by 
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which the Navy Department is regulated in the matter of issu- 
ing commissions. There is no harm in the amendment, and a 
good deal of good. The three grades are, first, relative rank of 
captain; second, relative rank of commander; and third, rela- 
tive rank of lieutenant-commander or lieutenant. 

Now, the engineers of the Navy, when they goto Annapolis, 
have to serve a couple of years there just the same as the line, 
and they depart from the general studies of the line there and 
study for the engineer department. They are just ascompetent 
as the fellows who go into the rank of the Navy in the line, and 
this bill is to affirm the law which says they shall have equal 
commissions so far as rank and stability of their office is con- 
cerned, andthatis all. Asthe Department now proceeds, it sim- 
ply makes an appointment of an engineer just the same as it 
would make an appointment of a fireman or anybody, or any- 
one else in the service when the law distinctly says that they 
shall be commissioned. 

There is no commission issued. Why should not commissions 
be issued as the law requires? Merely because a certain body 
of men called, as I understand, the “line,” with its lobby, has 
the inside track. They havea power behind them, and I under- 
stand that they even have an association, and they come here to 
dominate this House. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I call the gentleman to order. He is not 
speaking to the point of order at all. He is speaking of the 
trouble between the line and the staff in the Navy, a matter 
which has been relegated by the House to a joint committee of 
the House and the Senate. 

Mr. DUNN. Ido not understand it to be the fact that this 
trouble, as the gentleman says, has been relegated to a commit- 
tee. Thereis a general resolution by which matters of this kind, 
but not this matter specifically, are relegated to a committee. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. If the gentleman will allow me, here is the 
language of the resolution: *‘ Whose duty it shall be to fully in- 
vestigate and consider the entire subject of the rank, pay, and 
all other matters relating to the personnel of the Navy.” 

Mr. DUNN. I asked one of the gentlemen on thatcommittee 
whether they intended to do anything in relation to this matter, 
which has got to be a grievous wrong, and which some day, 
when the crucial time comes, if the evil be not remedied, will 
result fatally to the effectiveness of the Navy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the pointof 
order if the gentleman from New Jersey has concluded. 

Mr. DUNN. I donot want to take up time, butI would like 
to have leave to extend my remarks in the RECORD if the chair- 
man of the committee has no objection. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I have no objection. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DUNN. There is no new legislation in this provision; it 
is simply stating in asingle paragraph, clearly and without the 
slightest change of meaning, the provisions of five sections of 
the Revised Statutes, viz: 1390, 1476, 1480, 1485, and 1486, so far as 
they relate to three grades of chief engineers which are in 
them created and provided for as to commissions, rank, pre- 
cedence, ete. 

The three grades of chief engineers are grades by relative 
rank. (Revised Statutes, Title XV, chapter 1, section 1390). 
The chief engineers of the Navy shall be divided into three 
grades by relativerank. (Navy Laws, Hogg, page 37, section 
1390, Revised Statutes. ) 

The — are, first, relative rank of captain; second, relative 
rank of commander; and third, relative rank of lieutenant-com- 
mander or lieutenant. (Revised Statutes, Title XV, chapter 4, 
section 1476.) 

That the three grades by relative rank are, relative rank of 
captain, relative rank of commander, and relative rank of lieu- 
tenant-commander, or lieutenant. (Navy Laws, Hogg, page 38, 
section 1476, Revised Statutes. ) 

> Be 6 ed mee eg my shall be poate wanes officers in which 

2 ° 
ion ne Stetaen” stated. (Navy Laws, Hogg, page 80, section 

These officers shall have new commissions issued to them ac- 
cording to seniority, in which commissions shall be stated both 
the title and grade of the officer. (Revised Statutes, Title XV, 
chapter 4, section 1480.) 

ese officers shall have precedence in their several corps, 
and in their several grades, and with officers of the line with 
whom they hold relative rank according to length of service. 
(Section 1485, Revised Statutes; Navy Laws, Hogg, page 81.) 

In estimating the length of service for such pur , the offi- 
cers of the staff corps shall respectively take precedence in their 
several and with officers of the line of the Navy with 
whom they hold relative rank who have been in the naval serv- 
ice six years or than such officers of said staff corps have 
been im said service, etc. (Revised Statutes, Title XV, chapter 
4, section 1486; Navy Laws, Hogg, page 81.) 
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These provisions of law have never been fully executed, and 
were almost entirely disregarded until more than six years after 
their enactment, when; under the applications and arguments 
of representatives of the three staff corps, a test case, that of a 
paymaster promoted to a pay inspector, or to the grade of the 
relative rank of commander, was submitted to the Attorney- 
General of the United States, from whose opinion the following 
extracts are taken: 


‘* Held,” accordingly, that a commission in the following form: “John 
Doe, a pay inspector from the —— day of ——— A. D. 187-, with the relative 
rank of commander,” gives the appropriate title and grade of the ofiicer 
named therein, and fully satisfies the requirements of section 1180, Revised 
Statutes, in that regard. 

That title is not necessarily expressive of grade appears from examining 
sections 1390 and 1476 (Revised Statutes). By these the title of chief engi- 
neer is given to officers who are divided into three distinct grades by the 


rank to which they areentitled by relation to the line of the Navy 

The concluding paragraph of theextended opinion of the At- 
torney-General states that in the case of chief engineers the form 
given is necessary from the fact that the grades are determined 
by the addition of the relative rank, Thisparagraph is in word 
as follows: 

I am, therefore, of opinion that a commission in the form proposed by the 
Secretary gives the oilicer by the word pay-inspector the titie and grade to 
which he has a right, and that the addition of the relative rank, while 
positively ——s by the statute, is eminently appropriate. Fspeciaily is 
this the case in view of the fact that with reference to certain officers of the 
staff corps (chief engineers) this would be necessary as their grades would 
be determined by the addition of their relative rank (sections i390 and LI7¢ 
Revised Statutes).* e 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
CHARLES DEVENS. 

To the PRESIDENT. 

(See Opinions of the Attorney-General, volume 16, page 415.) 

Remembering that this opinion was given in the case of a 
paymaster advanced or promoted to a pay inspector and refer- 
ring toits concluding paragraph, which is the gist of the opinion, 
it might be written in the following language without in the 
least changing its meaning: 

As the law positively requires the issue of commissions to each of the 
three grades of chief engineers in which the relative rank is written in order 
to determine each grade, therefore it ts eminently appropriate, though not 
positively required by the statute, that the relative rank should be so writ 
ten in the commission of a pay inspector. 

The Navy Department then issued a general order, of which 
the following is a copy: ; 

{General Order 232. ] 
OcToBER 15, 1877. 

In accordance with the provisions of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, “ the titles and grades ” of all staff officers of the Navy shall be in 
serted in their commissions; and the new commissions specified shall be 
issued as soon as practicable, as also required by said Revised Siatuies 

R. W. THOMPSON 
Secretary of the Navy 

(See General Orders and Circulars of the Navy Department, 
page 168.) 

After this some time was commenced the practice of issuing 
commissions to the three higher grades of the three staff corps 
in which the relative rank of each officer was written. Only a 
few new commissions were, however, issued to the three grades 
of chief engineers, but. instead the old commissions were taken 
in the Department, the relative rank interlined in them, and 
the records of the Department, where necessary, altered so as 
to suit the changed commission, and the late insane law officer 
of the Navy Department was always ready to do this for any en- 
gineer officer who was willing to hand his commission to him 
for that purpose. 

The practice of issuing commissions to the two higher grades 
of both the medical and pay corps has been continued, but very 
soon the writing the relative rank in the commissions of the 
two higher grades of chief engineers was discontinued and only 
commissions issued to the lowest grade of chief engineers; but 
in this grade there are possible to be two different ranks under 
the conditions imposed in sections 1485 and 1486, Revised Stat- 
utes, so that only the lowest rank of this grade would ever be 
written in the commission under the Department's claim. In 
this case the rank may change without a change of grade, and 
the simple notification of the officer By letter from the Secretary 
of the Navy would be sufficient; but not soin the case of the 
change of grade where it is positively directed that both the 
title and grade shall be written in every commission and that 
these shall benewcommissions. Yetthe Department has adopted 
the practice, in the face of the thrice-enacted law7j prohibiting 
the changing of the rank of an officer except by and with the ad- 
vice and consentof the Senate, of changing the rank and grades 





* Sections 1390 and 1476 Revised Statutes divide the chief engineera into 
ae by relative rank and name the grades. 

t The rank of officers can not be changed except by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate. (Navy Laws, Hogg, page 77, section 1506, 
Revised Statutes.) ix 

Notse.—This law was originally enacted in 1864; reénacted in 1865, andagaim 
reénacted 1878, 








4676 


of chief engineers by writting a letter of notification tothe officer 
and claiming that there is no change of grade. 

This practice of the Department has been kept up for some 
time against the 8 gw of the officers affected, until Chief 
Engineer George W. Melville was authorized to be advanced one 
grade, as a compliment for special services in the Arctic ex- 
pedition; the law authorizing the advancement one grade did 
not authorize any new grade for Melville, as the law already 
plainly provided two more grades to which he could be promoted, 
and authorized his advancement one grade, and there was but 
one thing that the Department could do, ana that was to recog- 
nize the three grades of chief engineers and issue to him a com- 
mission in the second grade, which it did. Now, this was a 
breach of the law, or the Department has broken the law in the 
case ofevery chief engineer of the two higher grades to whom a 
commission has not been issued. 

Besides Chief Engineer Melville, Chief Engineer Williamson 
was given a commission in the second grade, worded as follows: 

Thom Williamson, a chief engineer in the Navy, of the grade of comman- 
der, to hold relative rank as provided by law. 

The Department has exercised a great variety of practices in 
the matter of executing the laws in relation to engineer officers 
and they can not possibly be harmonized under the law, or in ac- 
cordance with the claim that there is but one grade of chief engi- 
neers. 

If this claim is tenable it would be poleveeas to have ex- 
lained the present position of Chief Engineer Melville. He be- 
ng a chief engineer,which is only one grade, is authorized to be 

advanced one grade, but there being only one grade he can not 
be advanced except he be bounced beyond the service; and yet 
the Department issued to him a commission in a grade author- 
ized by law, and still insists that there is no such grade. 

The Department bases something of its claim on the fact that 
the parent sections of the Statutes at Large, from which the Re- 
vised Statutes were derived, did not contain some words which 
are found in the Revised Statutes. Congress has carefully cov- 
ered this difficulty in the act authorizing the adoption of the 
Revised Statutes, as follows: 


{Extract from United States Revised Statutes. ] 


Sxo. 5595. The foregoing 73 titles embrace the statutes of the United States 
general and permanent in their nature, in force on the Ist day of December, 
1873, as revised and consolidated peg ee appointed under an act 
of Congress, and the same shall designated and cited as the Revised 
eee ree ah ee wane passed prior to said Ist day of December. 
1878, any portion of which Semtracea to section of said revision, are 
hereby repealed, and the sections applicable thereto shall be in force in lieu 
thereof. * 8 

Hence the Revised Statutes must be accepted in preference to 
the Statutes at Barge in this case, and it would hardly appear pos- 
sible to put the English language in plainer form than is used 
in the sections of the Revised Statutes referred to in the pro- 
posed provision, 

It is necessary in order to prevent such erratic action as has 
been pointed out, to secure the execution of the plain provisions 
of the law which have been defiantly disre. , and for a pro- 
tection to the officers concerned from such action as has been 
more frequently attempted than accomplished, but the constant 
dread of which is always before officers of the engineer corps of 
the Navy, and which they have reason to ——— rom their past 
experience as long as existing laws are evaded. 

here can not be an honest objection to this provision from 
any member who believes in the execution of measures which 
have been considered of sufficient importance to be enacted into 
law. If the lawis not good, then it should be repealed, and the 
proper way to object would be to offer a bill for the repeal of 
obnoxious laws. The officers interested and affected wish the 
laws fully carried out, and what oo there is to these laws 
comes from officers in no way affected by them, and only from 
= imagined féar of some coming of the Bogy man to devour 

em. 
The Navy Department should solve this problem at once. It 
be said that ‘it isa matter of sentiment,” but sentiment 
makes men brave or not, satisfied or dissatisfied, and where it 
_ ereates trouble and dissatisfaction the remedy should be —r 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Secre the N. 
is hoteby authorizes tq use, Le iis discretion, so miuch of the sam of $900 
propriated for building a submarine boat and cond experiments 
with by the act of March 8, 1893, as may be necessary for the construc- 
tion, armament, and equipment of a torpedo boat. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I make the t of 
order oo the provisions beginning after the word ‘‘dollars,” 
on line 18, 6, and extending to the end of the 
I make the point that it changes existing law without a 
expenditure. 

he CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the point of order, 
thore being no objection made, as it appears. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Naval militia: For arms and equipment connected therewith for naval 
militia of various States, under such regulations as the Secretary of the 
Navy may prescribe, $25,000. 


Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend by adding on page 8, line 2, after the word “therewith,” the words 
“and for the printing of necessary books of instruction.”’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Naval Home, Philadelphia, Pa.: For one superintendent, at %600; one 
steward, at $480; one matron, at €360; one chief cook, at $360; one assistant 
cook, at $240; one assistant cook, at $180; one chief laundress, at $192; four 
laundresses, at $168 each; four scrubbers, at $168 each; eight waiters, at $168 
each; eight Jaborers, at $240 each; onestable-keeper and driver, at $360; one 
master-at-arms, at ; two house corporals, at $300 each; cne barber, at 
$360; one carpenter, at 845; one painter, at $600; one engineer to run ele- 
vator, 8600; water rent and gas, 82,400; cemetery, burial expenses, and head- 
stones, $350; improvement of grounds, 8500; repairs to buildings, furnaces, 
ceases. ranges, furniture, and repairs of furniture, $5,000; muate in chapel, 

; transportation of indigent and destitute beneficiaries to the Naval 
Home, 8500; in all, $20,215; for support of beneficiaries, $57,100; in all for Na- 
val Home, $77,315, which sum shall be paid outof the income from the naval 
pension fund. 


Mr. MCALEER. Mr. Chairman, I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs to offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Page 17, line 22, amend by inserting after the word ‘‘dollars,”’ ‘‘ for recon- 
structing bulkhead of wharf property, 83,150, said sum to be immediately 
available;’’ and 

Page 18, lines 4 and 5, correct the total so as to read: ‘eighty thousand 
four hundred and sixty-five.” 


Mr. MCALEER. Mr. Chairman, after this bill had been re- 
ported to the House the Committee on Naval Affairs received 
a communication from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting an estimate for this work, with a communication 
from the Acting Secretary of the Navy, a letter from the gov- 
ernor of the Naval Home at Philadelphia, and one from the 
Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks; all of which I ask to 
a printed as a part of my remarks for the information of the 

ouse. 

The communications are as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, April 30, 1894. 

Srr: I have the honor to transmit herewith, for the consideration of Con- 
gress, an urgent estimate of appropriation submitted by the Secretary of 
the Navy, under date of 28th instant, for reconstructing bulkhead of wharf 
property atthe Naval Home, Pee Pa., which has fallen into the 
channel of the Schuylkill River, 83,142. 

y, yours, 
W. E. CURTIS, Acting Secretary. 

The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, April 28, 1894. 
Sir: [have the honor to inclose herewith for transmission to Co 
an estimate of an appropriation of 83,142.72 for reconstructing the bulkhead 
of wharf property at the Naval Home, Philadelphia, Pa., which has fallen 
into the channel of the Schuylkill River, said appropriation to be made im- 
mediately available. 
The necessity for this appropriation is — set forth in the letter from the 
governor of the Naval Home, a copy of which is appended to the estimate. 
I have the honor to be, sir, very respectfully, 
W. McADOO 
Acting Secretary of the Navy. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 
UNITED STATES NAVAL HOME, 
hiladelphia, Pa., April 18, 1894. 
Sir: I respectfully call the attention of the Bureau to the condition of the 
bulkhead of the See belonging to this Home, and the reason for 
its n to be rebuilt. 


By on of the Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks, letter No. 
1325-6, dated A 29, 1893, the said wharf property was leased to Robert K, 
Idler, of this city, from month to month, for the purpose of oe 
and boats laden with and gravel; and Idler, shortly after get S- 
session, sublet a portion of the said property to the Vulcanite Paviug Com- 

i this city, without the permission of my predecessor, so I am in- 


ormed. 

Sometime during the latter pete of last year we were notified by the har- 
bor master of this that the wharf or some considerable portion of it 
had gone out into the channel, and that the bulkhead would have to be re- 
= I was informed that the Vulcanite eee of which Dr. Filbert 

president, having in a measure caused the break in the bulkhead, by over- 
loading the same, would put the same in condition at once, but it was not 


one. 
Idler was dispossessed of the property in Jan last, the Vulcanite Com- 
Dropenty ts now leaped to Mr. John M 


ar ae ee oe the pro now . Mack, of 
s SS har mas called attention to the fact that 
this ead should be put in order, and there seems to me to be no other 
way of accom the work but through the Navy Department sending 
to the Naval of the House of ntatives an estimate for the 
necessary to be embraced in the for the fiscal year e June 
30, 1895, as there is noappro tion from which this amount could be taken 


and besides if the State or city government were to order the work done it 


would be very much more ve. 

I have had an estimate @ by a practical wharf builder for the work re- 
Sons npeaibeidhieen a oat netach I fespecetelly su matt for tae 

so tom ‘ormed, whic 
a of the Bureau. 
as P EDW. E. POTTER, 

Commodore United States Navy, Governor. 
CHIEF BUREAU_YARDS 


AND DOCcKs, 
Navy Department, Washington, D. C. 


APRESS SR tre 
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UNITED STATES NAVAL HomE, 
Philadelphia, Pa., April 25, 1894. 

Str: In reply to Bureau’s letter No. 1213-6, dated April 23, 1894, relating to 
“all repairs to balance of wharf front at the rate of $2 per linear foot,’ I 
have to state upon inquiry I am informed that the estimate of $3,142.72 is 
sufficient to cover all necessary repairs. 

There is about 75 feet of bulkhead that requires straightening up, and this 
is how the figure # per linear foot came to appear in the estimate. 


Very respectfully, 
ins . EDW. E. POTTER, 
Commodore United States Navy, Governor. 
CHIEF BUREAU YARDS AND DOCKS, 
Navy Department, Washington, D. C. 


Estimates of appropriations required for the service of the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1895, by the Bureau of Yards and Docks, Navy Department. 


Naval Home, Philadelphia, Pa.: 

For reconstructing bulkhead of wharf property at Naval Home, 
Philadelphia, Pa., which has fallen into the channel of the 
—- ll River, to be made available immediately. (Sub- 
aie Wuscnag aAcawithane peeksdincestuennegdsdutevepakhoudes des 


Respectfully submitted. 


$3, 142. 72 


E. 0. MATTHEWS, 
Chief of Bureau of Yards and Docks. Navy Department. 
April 27, 1894. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Navy-yard, League Island, Pennsylvania: For continuation of sea wall, 
#20,000; for completion of shear legs, $11,900; for an electric light plant, 
he by Segue east dry dock pier, $40,000, to be immediately available; 

N all, D1, . 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by strik- 
ing out in line 21 ‘‘ twenty thousand” and inserting “ thirty 
thousand;”’ so as to make the clause read; ‘‘ for continuation of 
sea wall, $30,000. 

I find in the report of the Secretary of the Navy, under the 
head of ‘‘ Bureau of Yards and Docks,” page 127, the recom- 
mendation of the Chief of that Bureau that $30,000 be appro- 
priated for the continuance of what is called the continuation of 
the sea wall. It has been the policy of Congress for years past 
to give a reasonable working appropriation for the continuance 
of that construction. Twoor three years ago Congress, in its 
river and harbor bill, as well as in the sundry civil bill, appro- 
priated several millions of dollars under a contract for the re- 
moval of islands in the Delaware River opposite. the city of Phila- 
delphia, Pa. 

That contract has been in operation forovera year. Itcovers 
the removal of 18,000,000 square yards of dirt from the islands, 
as well as of the deposit in the river, so as to increase the chan- 
nel, and directs that 8,000,000 cubic yards of dirt be dumped on 
the low land of League Island. League Island, it is not neces- 
sary me to say, asa navy-yard and as a station is the largest in 
area in the country, and in the estimate submitted by the Bu- 
reau of Yards and Docks years ago, $2,000,000 was estimated as 
necessary to do what is called the filling up of the low portions 
of that island, in order that they shall be above high-water 
mark. The construction of the sea wall has been found neces- 
sary, and to-day the island is being largely encompassed by a 
sea wall, and there has been a saving in the rehabilitation of 
that territory of upwards of $2,000,000 by this contract. 

Let me say to the gentleman in charge of this bill I think 
economy would be promoted, as well as safety with reference to 
the deposit which has recently been made and is being made 
upon League Island, if he would graciously approve this amend- 
ment increasing the appropriation for the sea wall from $20,000 
to $30,000 for the next fiscal year. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. The Committee on Naval Affairs has given 
all that the Secretary of the Navy thought was required for the 
continuation of this sea wall. Let me add that $20,000 was ap- 
per last year for the same purpose; and it seems to have 

en sufficient. I can see no reason for raising the appropria- 
tion this year $10,000. I call for a vote. 

Mr. BINGHAM. In the one minute, which I believe I have 
remaining, permit me to say with due deference and high re- 
spect to the present Secretary of the Navy, with whom I was 

ted for vears in this House, I put against his recommen- 
dation that of the gentleman who for years was at the head of 
that Bureau, Commodore Farquhar, who has frequently given 
personal examination to the League Island Navy-Yard. Allow 
me to add, the contract for the removal of the islands in the, 
Delaware River was not consummated until one year ago, the 
= contracts having failed because of the contractor having 
en unable to carry out the work. It isonly within a year that 
the dump of 8,000,000 cubic yards upon League Island has com- 
menced; and if $20,000 for the continuance of this sea wall was 
all that was necessary one year ago $30,000 and a great deal 
more must be st to-day, when millions of cubic yardsare 
being deposited upon the low lands of the island. 

The question being taken upon the amendment of Mr. BING- 
HAM, it was rejected. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move to amend by inserting after the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


AGT7 


word ‘‘ available,” in line 25, the words “for two new officers’ 
quarters, $20,000.” 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I make a point of order against this 
amendment that it is new legislation and does not reduce expen- 
ditures. 

Mr. BINGHAM. In reference to the point of order, allow me 
to state that in my view this is a continuing appropriation, be- 
cause it has been the policy of this committee to build ofticers’ 
quarters at this place. The amendment I propose is in continu- 
ation. It has been the policy of the committee to build officers’ 
quarters at this place: and this amendment is in continuation 
of that policy. Whether in view of legislation upon previous 
appropriation bills, the point raised by the gentleman should be 
sustained, is a matter, of course, for the Chair todetermine; but 
to my mind the rehabilitation of that yard under the appropri- 
ations in preceding naval appropriation bills would make thisa 
continuing appropriation. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Very well, I withdraw the point of order 
and submit the matter to the Committee of the Whole, simply 
saying that there is no estimate for this submitted from the 
Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. BINGHAM. In response to that suggestion, I will state 
that this amendment is in accordance with the recommendation 
of the chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks. For want of 
quarters such as my amendment proposes to build, the Depart- 
ment is now obliged to rent in thecity of Philadelphia buildings 
for acertain class of officers who, under the regulations of the 
Navy and the statutes, are entitled to quarters as a part of their 
allowance. It seems to me wise policy to equip that yard in all 
its requirements. The officers of the Navy when comfortably 
located in quarters of the kind here proposed are better placed 
with reference to their usefulness and the performance of duty 
than when occupying quarters rented by the Government. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, if this item be adopted we 
may as well allow all that the Chief of the Bureau of Yards and 
Docks has called for with regard to League Island. He calls 
for $1,331 ,043.23. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, that is not a fair statement. That isa 
statement of the amount necessary for the complete equipment 
of League Island to go on for years. Surely the gentleman will 
not dispute my statement. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The report of the officer shows what it is. 
I submit the matter to the Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment of Mr. BINGHAM was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Navy-yard, Mare Island, Cal.: For extending yard railroads, $18,332; for 


navy-yard roads, 8,000; for shed over galvanizing plant (C. & R.), #3,750; 
for cottage for electrician, $1,937; in all, $29,019. 


Mr. ENGLISH of California. I move the amendment which 
Isend to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word ‘“‘dollars,”’ line 4, page 20, add the following: 
‘For the construction of a steam tug at Mare Island navy-yard, Califor- 
nia,for use of said yard, $50,000.” 


Mr. ENGLISH of California. Mr. Chairman, I have a letter 
on this subject from the commandant of the Mare Island yard to 
the honorable Secretary of the Navy. I ask that it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


[No. 32.] NAVY-YARD, MARE ISLAND, CAL., April 13, 1894. 

Sir: 1. L respectfully and earnestly request that a yard tug be supplied 
for use at this navy-yard and station. 

2. Nearly two years ago the tug Ivy was condemned and sold, since then 
we have hadjto depend uponthe small navy launches toassist in handling, 
mooring, placing, dock ,and undocking ship. 

3. It has been our good fortune, rather than good management so far, to 
have succeeded in this work without serious accidents, although at times 
the chances have been greatly in favorof ships getting unmanageable owing 
to the tides and the small power we possess to handle them. 

4. Again, we have had for sometime passed comparatively small ships 
under oY this will not obtain when the Philadelphia, Olympia, and 
Oregon shall come here for repairs, docking, or completion. With these 
larger vessels our launches will be of little use. 

5. Other uses for a yard tug are varied and all very necessary, such as 
carrying freight and enlisted men; .and also of great value to the station as 
an additional protection against fire along the water front and on ships 
moored in the stream. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
H. L. HOWISON, 
Captain, United States Navy. 
Commandant Navy-yard and Station. 
The honorable The SECRETARY OF THE NAVY, 
Navy Department, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. ENGLISH of California. Mr. Chairman,a steam tug- 
boat at Mare Island is almost an imperative necessity. We are 
handling large men-of-war there costing several million dollars 
each, and are without proper facilities for doing so; so that 
every time we try to dock one of them we run the risk of a se- 
rious accident. Several minor accidents have already occurred, 
owing to the want of a suitable tug; and the Fiftieth Congress, 
realizing the necessity for such a steam tug. appropriated money 
for building one, which was built, but was never sent to Mare 
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Island, being utilized on this side. I think that this Congress 
should not hesitate to make the ore now asked. Be- 
sides, the appropriation in this bill for Mare Island is only $29,- 
000--a verysmali amount. As there is an absolute nesuntite for 
this tug, I trust that the committee will adopt this important 
amendment. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to state that there 
was no estimate submitted from the Navy Department to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs in regard tothis tug. Threeother 
tugs were mentioned, and I wish to give the House this infor- 
mation, that the Secretary of the Navy is now on his annual 
tour of inspection, during which he will take in the Mare Is- 
land navy-yard. If he thinks it absolutely necessary that the 
Mare Island yard shall have a tug, why the matter will come 
back from the Senate with that provision in the bill. But I 
would prefer to have the opinion of the Secretary of the Navy 
as to the necessity of this work before it is authorized by the 
House. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman speaksof three 
— cases where tugs wererecommended. Willhe state where 
they were? 

Mr.CUMMINGS. They are not new tugs, but boilers for tugs 
already in use at Annapolis and Norfolk. 

Mr. ENGLISH of California. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say, in 


- reply to the statement.of the gentleman from New York, that I 


spoke to the Secretary of the Navy myself, and found that he 
was not aware of the fact that there was no tugboat at the Mare 
Island navy-yard. Idid not get myseathere until recently, and 
had no opportunity of pressing this question before the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. But I wish to assure the committee that 
it is an absolute necessity. Anybody whoknowsanything of the 
navy-yard at Mare [sland will concede the absolute necessity of 
a tug to handle these immense ships. We used to have a float- 
ing dock, and utilized fhe tide for docking and undocking ships, 
but now we use the stone dock and have to go at right angles 
with the tide. We have had several minor accidents, as I have 
already said, from time to time, and we are liable at any time to 
have a serious accident. It will be a perfect outrage if this pro- 
vision is not embodied in this bill. 

The sum asked for is small and should be allowed. The com- 
mittee must see the necessity for a steam tug when I state that 
there is not a yard on the Atlantic coast but that has at least 
one. There is more necessity for a tug at Mare Island now than 
heretofore, owing to the fact that we are not only re ing the 
ships of the Pacific squadron, but those of the Asia’ Sak n 
as well. The work has increased in recent years at th —- 
I believe that there is more work being done there than at any 
of the other yards, except that of New York, and the necessit 
for a tugboat can not be questioned.. I hope the committee will 
adopt the amendment. 

Mr. PAGE. What is the cost? 

Mr. ENGLISG of California. Fifty thousand dollars. 

The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

NAVAL ACADEMY. 

4 ° Naval : Forone of math- 
etice Phelan nna one ok pales Sa Babs Se” tre atone 
(assistants), namely, one of French and and one of English st’ 
tant namely, one o 
English studies, history, and law, three of French, and one of drawing, at 
#1,00 each; one sword master, at $1 and two assistants, at $1,000 each; 
one boxing master and gymnast, at $1,200; oneassistant librarian, at $1,400; 
one secretary to the Naval Academy, at $1,800; two clerks to the superin- 
tendent, one at $1,200 and one at $1, 
mandant of cadets, at $1,200; one 


OS en at 31,200; one den- 
tist, at $1,000; one baker, at $600;one in “Siperintena 


oF 


che: . at 8790; one cook, at $325.60; one to the : 


ent, at ; One armorer, at $649.50; chief mate, at ; one 
quarter gunner, at $469.50; covkawain, at 8403 one seaman in the de- 
partment of seamanship, at 50; one in the of as- 


tronomy and one inthe department of physics ——Se 
six attendunts wt recitation rooms, library, store, chapel, 


h: bandmaster, at 3528; wremmanceee first-class musicians, at 
sack; seven second-class musicians, at $300 each; services of organist at 
chapel of Naval Academy, 9300; in all, $52,443. 

Mr. MADDOX. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding, after the word “dollars,” in line 6, page 35, the follow- 


: 


ing: 
* Provided, That no'part of the riation provided for in this bill shall | 
nthe course of study of 


inany way be expended or usedin or 
any Twat cadet Wie when ted was notan wietreainee °o 


trict or territory for which he or they were appointed to represent. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I make the pointof order upon theamend- 
ment. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have more 
than the five minutes allowed under the rule to explain this 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the tof order must be first dis- 
posed of. ‘The gentleman from New York willstate the point of 
ord: 


rt e dis- 
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Mr. CUMMINGS. That it changes existing law. These 
cadets have been sent there under the customary mode of pro- 
cedure for years past. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Georgia on the point of order. 

Mr. MADDOX. That is precisely what I wisi: to talk about. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. If the gentleman prefers to explain the 
amendment [ will reserve the point of order for the time being. 

Mr. McMILLIN. As the gentleman from Georgia has indi- 
cated that he would like to have a longer time than five min- 
utes, I ask unanimous consent that he be allowed fifteen min- 


utes. 

Mr. BAILEY. I would suggest to my friend from Tennessee 
that he do not limit the gentleman from Georgia. Let the time 
be indefinite, as this is an important matter. I know the gen- 
tleman from Georgia will not consume any unnecessary time. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I only made the request at the suggestion 
of the gentleman from Georgia himself. 

Mr.PICKLER. I think the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Texas is a good one, and I ask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman have time without limit. We are all deeply interested 
in this matter. 

Mr.McMILLIN. That is satisfactory to me. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think we had better not extend the time 
without limit. We ought to know what we are doing. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman says he only wants ten or 
fifteen minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair thinks the point of order ought 
to be first settled, 

Mr. BAILEY. Before passing from that I wish to say to the 

entleman from Maine that I am perfectly sure the gentleman 
rom Georgia will not require more than twenty minutes, un- 
less he shall be interrupted. This is a question as to what the 
law is and it is likely to provoke a numberof interruptions. Of 
course if the committee desires to limit the time to twenty min- 
utes, a would simply prevent a proper consideration of the 
question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then we might make it a half an hour if 
satisfactory. staal 

Mr. PICKLER. lLask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
have a half hour. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, before I commence my a 
ment, I desire to have read the sections of the statute which I 
have marked and sent to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read, the point of order 
being reserved. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Suc. 1514. The Secretary of the Navy shall, as soon after the 5th of March 
in each year as possible, notify, in writing, each ber and Delegate of 
the House of Representatives of any vacancy that may exist in his district. 
Thé nomination of a candidate to said vacancy shall be made upon the 
recommendation of the Member or a if suck recommendation is 
made by the Ist day of July of that year; but if it Is not made by that time, 
the Secretary of the Navy shall fill the vacancy. The candidate allowed for 

of Columbia and all the candidates appointed at large shall be 
selected by the President. 

Sxc. 1517. Candidates allowed for Congressional districts, for Territories, 
and for the District of Columbia must be actual residents of the districts or 
Torri ate are nominated. And all candi- 
dates must, at time of their exam nm for admission, be between the 
ages of ag 18 years, and pl sound, well formed, and of robust 


tw 
siatibe applied tote stmyoe tay muda sppeinted tberise Shak 
in strict conformance with the provisiors of this chapter. 
Pt MADDOX. Now, Mr. Chairman, the statute provides 
ae 
No money appropriated for the su of the Naval Academy shall be 
of mi o than in 
Sonformenceitn te potions ofthseoapeas, 
Now, it will be remembered that a few days ago I introduced 
a resolution into this House declaring a vacancy in the Seventh 
district of Georgia, the district I have the honor to represent. 
That resolution was referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, which committee reported the resolution back adversely, 
but at the same time admitting in their report, as gentlemen 
will find by examining it, that this cadet was appointed under 
what they conceived to be a misinterpretation of the law. 
Now, by that report, we find that thereare about forty cadets, 
not more than thirty at the present time, in the 


or p 
Naval A who are not residents of the districts which 
they profess to t in the Academy, which makes about 


t I have sent to the Clerk’s desk. 

About eight of them have been — by the present Sec- 
retary, about six by the Secretary ed him, and these 
Secretaries j themselves, not by the law, but they say they 
have been acting in accordance with preeedents set by former 
Secretaries of the Navy. Now, why these gent)emen make their 


thirty of the Representatives in this House interested in the 
amendmen 
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mistake is in this: The statute provides that each Representa- 
tive may recommend, by the Ist day of July, a cadet to be ap- 
pointed, and then the Secretary nominates that cadet. 

In theevent that the Representative fails to recommend, then 
it is the duty of the Secretary to appoint. Now, the Secretaries 
ave construed the law to mean that they can appoint these 
cadets at large from any portion of the Union. That is where 
they have made their mistake. The scheme and intention of 
the framers and makers of this law was that this school should 
be a national one, and that every district inthe United States 
should be represented, as well as every Territory, and it is just 
as much a requirement of the law that the cadet should reside 
in the district he represents and for which he is appointed, as 
any other requirement in regard to the appointment of that ca- 
det. Now, I call attention to the statute: 

Candidates allowed for Congressional districts, for Territories, and for 
the District of Columbia, must be actual residents of the districts or Terri- 
tories, respectively, from which they are nominated. And all candidates 
must, at the time of their examination for admission, be between the ages of 
— 18 years, and physically sound, well formed, and of robust constiti- 

They must be actual residents, between the ages of 14 and 18 
years, and of robust constitution; and I insist that the require- 
ment that the cadet shall be an actual resident of the district 
for which he is appointed is just as binding, just as mandatory 
as any other tion of the law. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman read the section which 
givesauthority to the Secretary, when a member fails to recom- 
mend. , 

Mr. MADDOX. That is the preceding section. I am glad 
the gentleman called my attention to that: 


. The Secretary of the Navy shall, as soon after the 5th of March in each 
Year as possible, notify, in writing, each Member and Delegate of the House 
of Representatives of any vacancy that may exist in his district. The nomi- 
nation of a candidate to fill such vacancy shall be made upon the recom- 
mendation of the Member or Delegate, if such recommendation is made by 
the ist day of July of that : butif it is mot made by that time the Sec- 
retary of the Navy shall fill the vacancy. 


Then it goes on and prescribes the requirements of the cadet, 
or, in other words, as the statute expresses it, the qualifications 
of the cadet; and one of the qualifications is that the cadet shall 
live in the district, shall be an actual resident of the district; 
and there is no provision of law for any person to appoint a ca- 
det at large, except the President of the United States. And 
the idea is that, if the Representatives fail to recommend, as 
many Representatives have failed todo, it is the duty of the 
Secretary to appoint an actual resident of the district, to be 
represented in the Naval Academy. 

ow, you can examine the intent and spirit of the law, which 
shows that it was intended that this should be anational school. 
The whole country at large is taxed to keep up this school. 
Now, the Secretaries have departed from the — beaten path 
of the statute. They have gotten out of the big road and taken 
to the woods. 

Now, the gentlemen of the Committee on Naval Affairs in 
their report on my resolution admit that it is a misconstruction 
of the law; but they say it will not be a benefit to the country, 
because there are so many of these cadets who are now at the 
Academy. Yet here we have this statute staring them right 
squarely in the face, which says: 

No money appropriated for the support of the Naval Academy shall be 
es to the support of any midshipman appointed otherwise than in 
strict conformity with the provisions of this chapter. 

Yet we have thirty-odd cadets, according to your own report 
and admission, who have been appointed in violation of law. 
My amendment simply requires that no more of this money 
shall be spent for that purpose, because it is actually in oppo- 
sition to law. 

Mr. EVERETT. Will the gentleman kindly read that pro- 
vision relating to cadets at large? 

Mr. MADDOX. There is nothingin myamendmentabout the 
President's oe ee 

. Mr. EVERETT. Will you kindly read that provision relating 

to the cadets at large? 

Mr. MADDOX (reading): 


The Secretary of the Navy shall, as soon after the 5th of March in each 
year as possible, notify in writing each Member and Delegate of the House 
of Representatives of any vacancy which may exist in his district. The 
nomination of a candidate to fill said vacancy shall be made upon the recom- 
mendation of the Member or Delegate, if such recommendation is made by 
the Ist day of July that year; butifit is not made by that time, the Secre- 
fice ofGolumbis and all tun tanites append at Inge sea Se Selec 

e ates a) 8 lect 
by the President. _ ” — 


Mr.EVERETT. Yes, but is there any provision or clause 
providing for how many shall be appointed at large? 
Mr. MADDOX. None whatever. 
- Mr. BAILEY. If the gentleman will permit me, I will state 
that the law formerly provided that each year ten should be a 
pointed from the country at large. That was saiboognentir 
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amended so that there should not be more than ten cadets from 
the country at large at any one time in the Academy. 

Mr. EVERETT. And this is a mode of virtually addiag to 
the cadets at large. 

Mr. MADDOX. Precisely; and applicants are .n the habit 
of sending in their names in the hope that there will be failures 


to appoint from from the districts, and then they may come in 
in the appointments at large. There are men from Texas rep- 
resenting New York, and from Georgia representing some dis- 
trict in Ohio. How these things are regulated I do not under- 
stand. I would just like for the benefit of the committee to get 
the Clerk to read this list of cadets at Annapolis now and where 
they are from, and who they are supposed to represent. It will 


give you some information about this matter. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Secretary's appointments to the Naval Academy, going back from 189 


Name. From— | Appointed to represent—| Year 


































B. L. Brockway. .... Alabama... ... ..--| Fifth South Carolina 1893 
R. C. Bagby -...-..-..- Virginia ...............| First Missouri ' 1893 
a a a a Twentieth Ohio | 18938 
N. J. Shelton........| Maryland vide cen iiiel Fifth Nebraska ........- 18u8 
O.S. Eskridge ...... PN dh i canssirn ead Twelfth Texas............| 1898 
A. Bronson, jr ...... / Third Nebraska | 1893 
D. McC. Emory -....}...... a Sixteenth Illinois | 1893 
LA =e District of Golumbia__| Sixth Alabama. ...... | 1998 
D. C. Ogden .........] Pennsylvania -........ Twentieth Onio......... |} 1892 
AS ae eS Third Indiana..-_.... .--| 1892 
J.K. Sanford ....... New York ............./ Fourteenth Missouri ....| 1892 
C.S. Buford.........) Iilimois ................}| Sixteenth Ilinois......../ 1892 
E. T. Fitzgerald ....| New York .............] Second Texas............ 1892 
A. MeArthur......../ District of Coluibia../ Sixth Wisconsin ......... 1892 
H.C. Mustin .. Pennsylvania - First Tennessee. --.| 188 
W.1I1. Stout.._.......] Nebraska. ... Third Nebraska......... 1892 
W.G. Groesbeck....| Ohio -. SS. ee 1891 
J.D. Sayers, jr -..--  iiipinunancgmenedwd Tenth New York......... 1891 
H. V. Butler, jr ...-.- New Jersey -......-.... Sixth New York ._.. : 1891 
F. L.. Mackay -.....- Massachusetts _.......| Eighth Michigan ‘ 1891 
E. H. Watson ....... Caliiounis ............. | Tenth Kentucky.........| 1891 
W.J.Rucker........ Illinois ................| Eleventh Illinois......_. | 1891 
H.T. Baker ..__.__.- New York .............| Fifth Ohio................ | igo 
H. J. Sedgwick... ...  — _ SR | First Tennessee..........| 1800 
R. A. Palmer ........| South Carolina........| Second North Carolina 1890 
ov. Weee.......... Massachusetts ........ | Pisth Obio........c...-...| 1600 
N. E. Stallworth....| Alabama .............. | Second Georgia ......._..| 1890 
S.C. De Kay ........ Now York ............. | Ninth New York.........| 1890 
G. L. P. Stone..._...| District of Columbia._| Seventh Georgia . 1890 
E. H. Watson ......-  daenceintn eds Eleventh Kentucky - 1890 
I ii ing cal tale Me Bite sieindoninnes Fifth Texas Gahan Ge 
ss & aaa Michigan ..............| Second Pennsylvania 1890 
H. M. Walker _......| Wisconsin --............ South Dakota... ........| 1890 
A. M. Proctor ....... i dcticnasnbied | Sixth Kentucky .... |} 1889 
J. Y.Y. Blakely____. Pennsylvania -......... | Third Pennsylvania : 1888 
Poe ED © ccdcnal DEE UNE 6 cconcaccecen | Twentieth Illinois _......| 1888 
C. T. Pollard ........ SIG iti. csdclboanthias | Third Texas._............| 1888 
J.E. McDonald _.... aes | Seventeenth Llinois. .. 18s8 
Wy SIS a nase sccs PERT a nccccncccsnn | Eleventh Massachusetts! 1887 
E. S. Kellogg ....... New York .............| Fifth New York........ | 1888 
P. Symingtcn ...... Maryland ..............| Third West Virginia-__..- 1888 
a PN one cntns New York .............| Eighth Texas a > 
J.R. P. Pringle ..... North Carolina. ....... | Eleventh Kentucky ..... 1887 
WwW. H. Ford.........] New Jersey............ | Sixth Iowa. ........ ..-| 1887 
H.G. Macfarland...| District of Columbia_.| Thirteenth New York...) 1887 
23. ae New Jersey............ | First Nebraska.......... 1887 
J. Y. Meyers.......- District of Columbia..| Ninth Georgia............} 1887 
R. R. Belknap....../ California _............| First Arkansas... a 1887 
J. H. Sypher........ District of Columbia...) Arizona ..................| 1887 
W. G. Harrison....| Virginia ............... | Second West Virginia. =| 1886 
P. Chandler........ i cnanitinniottiesle Eleventh Missouri...... 1886 
W. P. Kalkman....| Maryland..........---. |.) re | 1886 
G. B. Pegram...- 20 eee | Second Texas............ | 1885 
C. M. Bunker. --. Minnesota... .....- .| Eighth Wisconsin. . | 1885 
C. N. Offiey_........| District of Columbia..| Second Indiana--..- | 1885 
P. Williams........ .| First Vermont. . | 1885 
¢. R. Lowndes.....| North Carolina.......| Sixth Michigan..........| 1885 
ite WF Ue 4 tac anin IID. Hcentiiinnwinns Fifth New York..........| 1885 
E.C. Clement.......| District of Columbia..| Eighth Kentucky......-. 1884 
eS no Ton ane inponeonccescod | First Illinois.............| 1884 
By Ok PRS, cnet db anatOn nwo aden docsscs] SU SDINSIDOS.......2. 1884 
L. H. Moses......... Meow Week. ............ | Ihird Louisiana.........| 1884 
BP. DEGRPOO.... cccccuxs District of Columbia..| Sixth Iowa..............- 1884 
J. W. Collins.......| Mississippi-.........-- | Fourteenth Missouri....| 1884 
ko SSepese New Hampshire......| Arizona -..........-. Eodeséil 1883 
O. O'D. Friek.......| Maryland -............| Ninth Georgia... ........ 1883 
J. F. Riley._........| Nebraska..............| Second Nebraska...... 1883 
G. N. Griswold... New York.............! Eighth Wisconsin....... 1882 
if ae: District of Columbia So Pennsyl- 1881 
vania. 

Cc. K. Luzenburg...| Louisiana _............; Fourth Ilinois-...... i88t 
A. H. Dutton....... Districtof Columbia... Twelfth Indiana | {984 
F. Parker...........| Massachusetts ........ Fourth Iowa...........-. | 1876 


Mr. MADDOX. Now, Mr. Chairman, the point of order was 
raised on my amendment. I think I might reply, and say the 
oint of order might very well be made on the pending bill, if 
am correct in my conclusions, and I have yet to meet a lawyer 
with whom I have discussed this question anywhere or at any 
time, except the Secretaries of the Navy, who do not agree with 
me in my construction. Youare changing existing law, and not 
me by my amendment. In other words, you propose by a mis- 
construction of the law to educate 3) men when the statutes 
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directly forbid you from appointing men except from districts 
in which vacancies have occurred. 

Mr. MONEY. I did not make the point of order. 

Mr. MADDOX. The gentleman from New York made the 
point of order, Youare now educating thirty odd cadets under 
this misconstruction of the law, when the statutes say that not 
one cent ‘shall be applied to the support of any midshipman 
appointed otherwise than in strict conformity with the provi- 
sions of this chapter.” This thing has been going on for some 
time right in the very face of the laws of the country. Why, as 
a matter of course, the Secretary has the right to appoint. It 
is made the duty of the Secretary to appoint under the limita- 
tions, but in making the appointment the cadet must reside in 
the district in which the vacancy occurs. Thatis as much a 
limitation as that which states that he must be ‘“‘between the 
ages of 14 and 18 and he shall be of robust constitution.” That 
is what I claim—‘‘ that he shall reside in the district in which 
the vacancy has occurred.” The Secretary of the Navy says 
himself that he wants this question settled. 

Mr. PICKLER. There is no dispute about your proposition 
of law by anybody, is there? 

Mr. MADDOX. It has not been questioned by anybody. 

The report of the Committee on Naval Affairs is in substance 
that this ought not to be done because it would turn out twenty or 
thirty men from the Naval Academy. Well, sir, does that de- 
privethem of any right? Every dollar that they have got from 
this Government they have got in disregard of the statute, in 
disregard of the laws of the country. My district has been de- 
ve of its right, and is deprived of it to-day by reason of this 

alse construction of the law, and twenty or thirty other dis- 
tricts have been placed in the same position. do not see 
howit can be contended that to give a man a four years’ term of 
education to which he is entitled is any hardship. Some of these 
men improperly appointed have graduated and are occupying 
positions, having been educated in part at the expense of dis- 
tricts which have had no representation in the Academy owing 
to this misconstruction of the law. Howis it ahardship to give 
a man that to which he is not entitled? My district has been 
wronged, and at least thirty others in this country are in the 
same condition to-day, and I say that this House ought to re- 
fuse to ans a dollar and ought to ea a strict com- 

liance with the statute. That would probably be a sufficient 

int to the Secretary of the Navy as to what the law means, ap- 
he would then proceed to declare vacancies and let these and 
pointments go where they belong. 

Mr. COX. AsI understand the gentleman from Georgia, his 
construction of the law is, that where the member fails to make 
the recommendation the Secretary of the Navy may make the 
appointment, but must make it from the district from which 
the member would have made it. 

Mr. MADDOX. That is the law. 

Mr. COX. One more question. When the President comes to 
make his appointments from the country at large he is limited 
to ten, and can not exceed that number? 

Mr. MADDOX. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX. So youare in the position that the Secretary of 
the Navy is making appointments where the members fail to 
make recommendations and selecting them from districts dif- 
ag from those from which they should be made under the 

aw. 

Mr. MADDOX. Exactly. Now, one word, Mr. Chairman, in 
regard to the point of order. I say, in the first place, that the 
statute makes a positive requirement that the Secretary of the 
| shall nominate whomsoever the Representative recom- 
mends by the Ist of July. That is, the Representative is to be 
notified as carly as possible after the 5thof March, and if, by the 
ist of July, he fails to make a recommendation, then the Secre- 
tary has the right to appoint. Imakethe further point thatone 
of the requirements of the statute is that the cadet, even when 
meee! by the Secretary, shall be an actual resident Of the 
district which he proposes to represent in the Academy. 

I make the further point that the statute also provides that no 
money appropriated for this Academy shall be applied to the 
benefit of any cadet unless the statute has been strictly complied 
with in the appointment. Therefore I say that my amendment 
is entirelyin order. In other words, it is substantially the law 
to-day, and if the Secretary of the Navy would give the exist- 
ing lew the proper construction no amendment would be neces- 
sary. In fact, no amendment is necessary, but the Secretary 
scems to want the question settled, and therefore I ask this 


House to settle it for him and let it be known that our districts 
must be represented in that Academy, and that when a int- 
ments are made they must be made in accordance both with the 
letter and the spirit of the statute. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I will say to the gentleman that I with- 
held the point of order. I do not make any point. 
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Mr. MADDOX. ThenI beg the gentleman’s pardon. I mis- 
understood him. 

Mr. PICKLER and Mr. MONEY addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the gentle- 
man from South Dakota desires tospeak on the same side as the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. MADDOX]. The Chair therefore 
recognizes the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. MONEY]. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is the point of order reserved, Mr. Chair- 
man? 

Mr. MADDOX. No. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Well, I reserve it. 

The CHAIRMAN. What point of order does the gentleman 
reserve? 

Mr. DINGLEY. The point with respect to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. MADDOX]. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is rather late now to 
interpose the point of order. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I object, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understood the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. CUMMINGS] to reserve the point of order. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. He has withdrawn it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not understand that the 
gentleman from New York had undertaken to withdraw the 
point of order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is whatI wasendeavoring to ascertain. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I reserved the point of order to allow the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. MADDOX] to state his case. He 
seemed to think that I had already made it, and therefore when 
he sat down [ called his attention to the fact that I had merely 
reserved it, but I did withdraw it after he got through. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then, Mr, Chairman, I renew the point of 
order and reserve it for the present. 

Mr.LIVINGSTON. Mr.Chairman, I wish the gentleman from 
Maine would state what his point of order is. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That the amendment changes existing law. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. CUMMINGS] stated the 
point, and I reserved it. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask to have read the bill 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., Thatsection 1514, chapter 5, Title XV, of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States is hereby amended so that it shall hereafter read: 
The Secretary of the Navy shall, as soon after the 5th of March in each year 
as possible, notify in writing each Member and Delegate of the House of 
Representatives of any vacancy that may exist in his district. The nomi- 
nation of a candidate to fill said vacancy shall be made upon the recom- 
mendation of the Member or Delegate, if such recommendation is made by 
the Ist day of July of that year; but if itis not made by that time, the Sec- 
retary of the Navy shall fill the vacancy by appointment of an actual resi- 
dent of the district in which the vacancy exists. The candidate allowed for 
the District of Columbia, and all the candidates appointed at large, shall be 
selected by the President. 

Mr. MONEY. Before I begin, Mr. Chairman, I will say that 
I may require more time than five minutes, and I ask unanimous 
consent that I be permitted to continue my remarks as long as 
| be necessary, as this is a very important question. 

; he CHAIRMAN. How much time does the gentleman de- 
8 


re! 
Mr. MONEY. Ido not know exactly, but I will be as brief as 


possible. 

Mr. PICKLER. What does the gentleman propose? 

Mr. MONEY. I want to explain this matter and to show that 
the bill that I have had read meets the difficulty. _ 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That bill has not been passed? 

Mr. MONEY. No. 

ah idea at And you have no assurance that it ever 
w f 

Mr. MONEY. Oh, I am not answesing questions at this time. 
I ask the indulgence of the committee until I can finish the re- 
marks which I desire to make. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. We are considering the naval appropriation bill. The 

ntleman from Georgia Mr. MADDOX] offers an amendment. 
The gentleman from Mississippi {[Mr. MONEY] sends up a bill to 
be read at the Clerk’s desk. Now, what I want to know is what 
parliamentary position we are in here. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ag the Chair understood, the purpose of 
the gentleman from Mississippi was that the matter should be 
read as t of his remarks. 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly, as — of my remarks. 

Mr. COX. Is not the proposition sent to the desk simply the 
existing law, just as it now stands in the statutes? 

Mr. MONEY. If so, why do you suppose I would offer the 
proposition here? 

Mr. COX. Lask you the question. © 

Mr. MONEY. It seems to be a totally unnecessary question. 

Mr. COX. If the proposition is not the existing law, do you 
propose to change the law by an amendment of this kind? 
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Mr. MONEY. The proposition by its very terms proposes to 
amend the provision of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. COX. Then it is a change of existing law? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly it is. 

Mr. COX. Does the gentlemanmean that it actually changes 
the existing law, or a. changes the language? 

Mr. MONEY. What is the difference? 

Mr. COX. I simply want to know what the gentleman pro- 

ses to do. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is what I am trying to find out. 

Mr. MONEY. If gentlemen would keep their seats and listen 
a while they would probably find out what proposition I am ad- 
vocating. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi asks 


, unanimous consent that he be allowed toaddress the Committee 


of the Whole without limit. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. The gentleman from Mississippi will proceed. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Chairman, I have had that bill read to 
show that the Committee on Naval Affairs have met the ques- 
tion raised here as far as they could, by preparing and submit- 
ting to the House an amendatory bill which is now on the Cal- 
endar and which, if enacted, would forever put an end to the 

ractice which has prevailed since the foundation of the Navy 
Dosertnant--te practice of appointing these cadets at large 
when the appointment from a particular district lapses by rea- 
son of the failure of the Representative of that district toname 
the appointee. In other words, it proposes to add to section 
1514 of the statutes, providing that the Secretary of the Navy 
may fill a vacancy, the words ‘‘an actual resident of the dis- 
trict.” This language if incorporated into the law would pre- 
vent any further mistake or misapprehension on this point; and 
this, in my view, is the gas way for the House to settle this 
question. That bill will be brought before the House for con- 
sideration whenever the Committee on Naval Affairs shall have 
an opportunity to do so. 

Now, in reply to the gentleman from Georgia |Mr. MADDOX], 
let me say that he has presented precisely the arguments which 
the committee took into consideration in preparing this meas- 
ure. There is no question in my mind and I believe there is 
none in the mind of the committee that the law does require the 
Secretary to appoint an actual residentof the district. The law 
requires, first, that the nomination shall be made by the Repre- 
sentative of the district; and to show that this appointment is 
not intended to be a perquisite or privilege of the Representa- 
tive, but a right of the district itself, it is provided that the 
nominee shall be an actual resident, and in order that this re- 

uirement of residence in its true meaning shall not be evaded, 
the certificate which is to be signed must specify that the nomi- 
hee is a bona fide resident as well as an actual resident. 

Mr. MADDOX. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. I want to help the gentleman as 
much as I can. 

Mr. MADDOX. I understood the gentleman to say that the 
Representative is required to ‘‘nominate.” In that respect the 
gentleman departs from the languageofthestatute. Itdoes not 
[a that the Representative or Delegate shall nominate, but 

at he shall recommend a candidate to the Secretary, who shall 
nominate. Words mean a great deal when you are construing 
a statute. 

Mr. MONEY. Iam not here+o split hairs or quibble about 
words. Weall know what the language means, that the Rep- 
resentative shall name the man, and the Secretary shall appoint. 

It was the unanimous opinion of the committee that from 
the foundation of the Department to this day the practice in 
this matter, which has been absolutely uniform, has been wrong 
and has proceeded upon a misconstruction of thelaw. The gen- 
tleman says that the Secretary of the Navy wants this point 
settled. He does not, however, want it settled by ejecting from 
the Naval Academy forty young men, some of whom have almost 
completed their education at the expense of the Government. 
T will say to the gentieman from Georgia that if he wants this 

uestion settled as a matter of legal construction, the courts of 
the country are the tribunals to settle questions in regard to the 
construction of statutes; and either by mandamus or injunction 
he could long since, while he has been sleeping on his rights, 
have secured a judicial construction of the statute. 

Mr. PICKLER. As I understand the gentleman, there are 
now about thirty cadets in the Academy in consequence of the 
practice which has prevailed in reference to these appointments. 
anne There are about forty there now, as a matter 

act. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then, according to the gentleman’s pro 
sition, although these cadets may not have resided in the dis- 
tricts from which they have been appointed, those districts will 
be deprived of any representation in the Academy until these 
men graduate. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


4681 


Mr. MONEY. Of course. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does the gentleman think that fair? 

Mr. MONEY. No. 

Mr. PICKLER. Why can we not declare these positions va- 
cant and then make this provision 

Mr. MONEY. The gentleman runs ahead of me: he antici- 

ates what Iam about tosay. If I can be permitted to go on 
or five minutes without interruption—— 

Mr. PICKLER. I have not the intuition to know what the 
gentleman is going to say. 

Mr. MONEY. But the gentleman, without waiting for me to 
state my position, anticipates me. [was coming to the point 
which the gentleman raises. 

Mr. PICKLER. I shall be very glad to hear what you are 
going to say in regard to districts that are now misrepresented. 

Mr.MONEY. I propose todonothing with them. The thing 
for the House to do is to stop the practice which has prevailed 
by amending the law so that nobody can misconstrue it. 

Now, I want to say further, Mr. Chairman, that the Secretary 
of the Navy does not misconstrue thelaw. He contends that he 
has properly construed it. He says that he did not do this be- 
cause of the precedents in favor of it, but because in his judg- 
ment it was a proper construction of the law. 

I want to say that [ differ with the Secretary as widely as does 
the gentleman from Georgia in thatregard. lam satistied that 
both the present Secretary and his predecessors have miscon- 
strued the law. And ina case of that character the Naval Com- 
mittee do what they think they have a right to do—that is, to 
bring in a proposition to amend the law, ask the House to adopt 
it, and put it in future beyond the power of any Secretary to mis- 
construe it. We say that the present construction is wrong. 

Mr. Chairman, in my mind there is no question whatever but 
that these cadets ought to be nominated as actual bona fide res- 
idents of the districts from which they come. In my mind the 
Secretary of the Navy has no power to nominate a man from 
elsewhere than from the district which he represents. Not only 
do I believe‘ that to be true, but the law absolutely requires it. 
But it has been done, these nominations have been made, these 

oung men are at the Academy, many of them have nearly fin- 
shed their course. Still, the Secretary has no right to do that 
which the Representative would have no right to do in regard 
to such nominations. What does the Representative do? He 
appoints a man who is an actual resident of the district, and 
therefore I repeat the Secretary had no power to go outside of 
the district to make the nomination. But they have been made. 

Mr. MADDOX. May] interrupt my friend from Mississippi 
to say that there is no power, in my opinion, under the statute 
as it stands to go outside of the district. There is no power to 
appoint any but an actual resident, according to your own ad- 
mission. 

Mr. MONEY. Well, that is not an admission. I am simply 
making a statement. 

Mr. MADDOX. What TI mean is that in strict conformity to 
the law there is no such power. 

Mr. MONEY. The gentleman from Georgia is in the diffi- 
culty that everybody is placed in who undertakes to beg the 
question. The gentleman is assuming a thing to be settled 
which is not settled. You have the opinion of the Naval Com- 
mittee; you have my opinion, and you have your own opinion; 
but that does not settle the matter of construction. The Secre- 
tary of the Navy would not depend upon our construction of it. 
He depends upon his legal advisers. There is but one tribunal 
to settle it, andthatis the courts. The gentleman from Georgia 
has unfortunately slept on his rights, if he wanted this question 
absolutely settled. 

Now, the gentleman from Georgia, in order to correct what he 
says are these illegal appointments of the Secretary, proposes 
to oust forty young men from the Academy, who are there pur- 
suing their course of studies, some of whom may be a credit to 
the Navy, and so far as we know their education may be nearly 
completed. 

Now, sir, there isanother thing in connection with this matter. 
The gentleman from Georgia, who offers this amendment, did 
not represent that district when this appointment was made. 
His predecessor made no complaint as faras Iknow. He hadno 
grievance to allege against the Secretary. ° 

Mr.MADDOX. Willthegentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. MADDOX. [suppose the gentleman from Mississippi is 
acquainted with the Hon. Judson C. Clements’s signature? 
Here is a letter from Mr. Clements stating the facts in connec- 
tion with this appointment, which in plain English means that 
the Secretary robbed him out of the appointment. 

Mr. MONEY. Well, that is news to me, I admit. 

Mr. MADDOX. I tried to have it read the other day here, 
but they objected to it. 
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Mr. BRETZ. Have it read now. 
Mr. MONEY. Well, it is not worta while. I will say that 


Mr. Clements did all in his power to prevent the appointment. 
It does not alter the case at all. I only said, as far as I know, 
that there has been no controversy over the appointment here- 


tofore. Certainly there was no complaint e to the commit- 
tee. They had the matter under consideration for some weeks, 
and the gentleman from Georgia did not press the point—— 

Mr. MADDOX. Will the gentleman allow mo just there? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. MADDOX. You will admit this to be true; you said, 
yourself, that the committee would report adversely upon it, and 
therefore I did not go before the committee. 

And now let me correet you on another point. You said to 
me when I first made the suggestion that you did not think the 
courts would have any jurisdiction of the matter. 

Mr. MONEY.. I do not recollect that, but I will say that it 
is true. itis nota point that I care to speak upon. It has no 
material bearing upon the facts of the case. The only — I 
desire to make is that the committee had provided, by bill, to 
amend the law, so that there shall be no possibility of mistake 
in the future, either on the part of the members themselves or 
of the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 
him a moment? 

Mr. MONEY. Yes, with pleasure. 

Mr. PICKLER. There seems to be some confusion about the 
language of the law. The present Secretary does not say it is 
not the law to make these appointments, but he says that it is 
the custom of former Secretaries, and he considers himself as 
being warranted in what he did, because of the fact that it was 
done heretofore. 

Mr. MONEY. Oh, I think not. 

Mr. PICKLER. The Secretary of the Navy concedes, as to 
the point the gentleman from Georgia makes, that itis the law. 

Mr. MONEY. I beg your pardon, he does not. 

Mr. PICKLER. He does not dispute it. 

Mr. MONEY. Yes, he does dispute it. 

Mr. PICKLER. I callattention tothe langnage. All he says 
is that no Secretary heretofcre hes considered himself obliged 
to nominate from the district. 

Mr. MONEY. I understand he that. 

Mr. PICKLER. He does not combat the law at all. 

Mr. MONEY. ButI wantto say to the gentleman from South 
Dakota that I have had several conferences with the Secretary 
about this very matter, and he does state to me, in discussing 
this question, I being on one side and he being on the other, that 
he has rly construed the law. 

Mr. PIC We do notany of us wish to attach any blame 
to the Secretary of the N avy, either the present one or his prede- 
cessurs. All we desire to do is to get our districts represented. 

Mr. MONEY. We understand that, but the gentleman — 
that the Seeretary concedes he has misconstrued the law. e 
does not concede anysuch thing. 

Mr. PICKLER. The Secretary does not in his letter say the 
law is different from what the gentleman says, and w the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. MADDOX} says; but all he says in 
justification of his appointment is that no Secretary heretofore 

as considered himself obliged to takea cadet from the district. 
So he virtually concedes the law. 

Mr. MONEY. That is no concession, no admission whatever. 

Mr. PICKLER. He does not.say that the law is otherwise. 

Mr. MONEY. But he has said so to me. 

Mr. PICKLER. He ought to have said so in his letter. 

Mr. MONEY. It is not necessary for him to put everything 
into one letter. 

Mr.PICKLER. But this is an official letter tothe committee. 

Mr. TYLER. On page 3 of the re you will see that the 
Secretary vertainly takes the ground that his action is legal. 
He speaks in regard to the statute, and he says: 

The law is broad, and simply provides that the Secretary of the Navy shall 
fil) the vacancy. 


That sentence alone is sufficient to show that he took the view 
that he was acting in accordance with the law. 
Mr. PICKLER. He says: 
id si provides that the of the Navy shall 
ded = sae snes bien to do so, and itisad Which, 
80 far as I know, has been performed to > seme or less extent every 
Secretary of the Navy; and such searchof records as I have been able to 
Spe ti os Eine os vasvery tr an'taval hentaa os sulpi 
ge te the district on account of Walch the vacanery had 
Mr. EVERETT. I rise to a question of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. EVERETT. Gentlemen are add each other as if 


him to 


ressing 
in private conversation, and it is impossible to hear what they 
are saying. ; 
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The CHAIRMAN. The sa of order is well taken. The 
Chair can not hear the debate, and when a point of order is 
pending it is important for the Chair to hear. Gentlemen will 
suspend until order is restored. 

Mr.MONEY. The gentleman fromSouth Dakota is certainly 
generous in his offer to represent the Secretary, and tell us 
what the Secretary’s opinions are. ButI will read now what 
the Secretary says, and let the Secretary speak for himself. 

Mr. PICKLER. I quoted from his letter. 

Mr. MONEY. He says: 


Every Secretary of the Navy, as far as I know, has acted upon the suppo- 
sition that it was his duty under the law to appoint to vacancies existing on 
the Ist of July of each year by reason of the failure of Representatives in 
Congress to nominate. 


Mr. PICKLER. Of course it is his duty to make an appoint- 


ment. 
Mr. MONEY (reading): 


And no Secretary has ever felt that he was bound to appoint a candidate 
from the district represented by the member who had failed to nominate. 


Mr. PICKLER. That is just what I quoted. He says that no 
Secretary ever so construed it. 

Mr. MONEY. Exactly, and neither did this Secretary; and 
et you said he conceded the law to be as you claim it is, when 
e insists upon the contrary. 

Mr. PICKLER. Certainly the gentleman from Mississippi 
will not contend’ that when this ome of law was up before 
the Secretary, if the Secretary believed the law was different 
from what these gentlemen say, that he would not have said so 
directly. All he saysisexactly what the gentleman quotes, and 
what I have quoted, that no preceding Secretary has felt him- 
self obliged to take a cadet from the district. He merely stands 
on what the precedent has been, and not upon the law af¢ all. 

Mr. MONEY. Thatis a very hardy statement for the gen- 
tleman to make. Here is the language of the Secretary which I 
have just read, and he states just the opposite to what the gen- 
tleman states. 

Mr. PICKLER. The more you read it the more it conforms 
to what I oe 

Mr. MONEY. Itsimply contradicts you, that is all. 

Mr. PICKLER. Not at all. 

Mr. MONEY. Oh, well, I will not endeavor to settle the con- 
struction of the law between the Secretary of the Navy and the 
gentleman from South Dakota. 

Mr. COX. Will = let me bother you for one moment? 

Mr. MONEY. ou can bother me just as much as you 
want to. 

Mr. COX. Let-us come down to this point. ager a mem- 
ber of a should fail to recommend the appointment of a 
cadet, and it becomes the duty of the Secretary to make the ap- 
pointment; I ask you, as a lawyer, if it is not his duty, under 
the law, to appoint the cadet from the district where the mem- 
ber has failed to make the recommendation? 

Mr. MONEY. That isa very strange question for you to ask 
me, when I have reported a bill stating that very same thing. 

Mr. COX. Well, tell me as a lawyer, do you not think he is 
required to ore int from the district? 

Mr. MONEY. [stated that asa lawyer when I made the re- 
port in favor of that bill. 

Mr. COX. Do you not believe that the existing law requires 
him to appoint the cadet from the district where the vacancy 
has oceurred? ; 

Mr. MONEY. I have stated it in twoor three distinct reports 
and resolutions. : 

. Mr. COX. And if that is the law why do you want any more 
aw? 

Mr. MONEY. I say that there has been a misconstruction on 
the part of the Secretaries. There is no difference between 
them in the construction of the law. They have gone on mis- 
construing it for eighty years past; and is it too late to correct 
it? We are not trying to convince you; we are trying to con- 
vince the Secretary that ours is the proper construction of the 
law under which he has the authority to appoint. 

Mr. COX. Do I understand the gentleman to say that the 
construction of the law by the Secretary of the Navy is that he 
can make the appointment from any part of the United States? 

Mr. MONEY. I have stated what his authority is in two or 
three reports. The gentleman did not read the reports nor the 
bill that we have reported. 

Mr. COX. You do not know what I have read. 

Mr.MONEY. [ that I do not think you have read them, 
because Id o not think if you had, agentleman of your intelligence 
would have asked these questions. 

Mr. COX. That is very easy thing tosay, but what I wasask- 


ee MON EY 2 oe said so in this report. 


Mr. COX. -Then why do you need any more law? 
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Mr.MONEY. Because the Secretary does not construe it as I 
do, and because nootherSecretary hasever construed itas | have. 
I want to take it out of the reach of a constructfon of a Secre- 
tary. I want to compel him toappoint a cadetfrom the district 
in which the vacancy occurs. They have been appointing them 
from wherever they choose, and that has been the uniform prac- 
tice for all these years. Itis to prevent their doing so, and to 
settle this question, that we have reported this bill. Weare 
not discussing the law with you. It would not do to allow gen- 
tlemen to construe the law for themselves and to say that other 
people shall take their view of it, especially when the other 
people have the power to appoint. 

These executive officers have to construe the laws for them- 
selves. We can not go to them as Congressmen and tell them 
that they must construe the law in this way or that. We can 
construe the law for them in our legislative capacity, but not in 
our individual capacity. The bill that we have on the Calendar 
will prevent the recurrence of just such cases as these. I agree 
entirely with the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. MADDOX] in 
everything he said. The facts he has given are contained in 
these reports; and he has taken his argument and his facts very 
largely from these reports. 

Mr. COX. One word more; and I am not going to go off on 
any tangent. Is not the law sufficient as it is, as you construe it? 

Mr. MONEY. No; and that is the reason why in this meas- 
ure we have reported we have added to clause 1514. Where it 
says — 

But if it is not made by thattime the Secretary of the Navy shall fill the 
vacancy. 

There is a period; but we add to that this language: 

The Secretary of the Navy shall fill the vacancy by appointment of an act- 
ual resident of the district in which the vacancy exists. 

Mr. COX. Now, the previous section provides that when a 
member does not-recommend a man, that the Secretary shall 
make the appointment “‘ from the district.” 

Mr. MONEY. It does not say so in plain terms, and now we 
ee to make it specific. 

r. COX. It does. 

Mr. MONEY. 

Mr. PICKLER. 
useless to repeat it. 

Mr. MONEY. The vacancy is where it stops. 

Mr. PICKLER. It would be tautology to put that in the sec- 
ond section. ‘ 

M~. COX. Now, here is what the law provides—that a mem- 
ber shall recommend a man and the Secretary shall nominate 
that man as a cadet for that district; and if the member fails to 
do that he shall fill the vacancy. 

Mr. MONEY. That is it. 

Mr. COX. Now, what vacancy? The vacancy caused by the 
failure of a member to recommend a man. 

Mr. MONEY. That is where they stop—at the vacancy; and 
we report a proviso saying that he must fill the vacancy by the 
appointment of a man who is an actual resident of the district. 

ey have heretofore been appointing themfromelsewhere. It 
will be impossible for him to misconstrue that language. 

Mr. PICKLER. The first sectiondeclares that the cadet shall 
come from the district that istobe represented. Of course the 
definition of thatis, heis to be aresident of that district. There 
is no need of repeating it in the next section, it seems to me. 
Now, the question would return to the gentleman’s proposition 
that forty districts are not represented. 

= EVERETT. Mr. Chairman, [f rise to a parliamentary in- 

uiry. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. EVERETT. Is the point of order as originally reserved 
by the gentleman from New York and subsequently by the 
gentleman from Maine, being considered or are we discussing 
the merits of the question? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemen who had the floor are 
discussing the merits, and the gentleman makes the point of 
order that gentlemen who have the floor are discussing the 
merits and not addressing themselves to the point of order. 

Mr. EVERETT. If the point of order is still under discus- 
sion, [ desire to be heard on it. 

PR. CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi still has 
€ floor. 

Mr. MONEY. L yield to the gentleman from Iowa for a ques- 


on. 
Mr. HEPBURN. I should like toask the gentleman from 
ppi [Mr. Money] whether an amendment of this kind 
would not cover the entire difficulty: 

Provided, That the number of cadets at the Naval Academy shall tem- 
Jo ee be so enl as to authorize the appointment of a cadet from 
each of the Co onal districts from which the Secretary of the Navy 
have a ited a cadet who was not a bona fide resident of the Con- 
gressional district in which the vacancy existed, and to fill which vacancy 


I beg your pardon. 
The first section says so, and it would be 
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the Secretary has made the appointment: And provided further, 1 


hereafter every appointment to the Academy shall be 2 bona fide resident 
of the district in which the vacancy exists. 


Mr. MONEY. There is objection to that. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, I am in entire sympathy with the gentleman from Georgia 


Sb 


[Mr. MADDOX] and with every other gentleman whose district 
is not properly represented in the Academy according to my view 
of the law, but we can not discharge some forty young gentlemen 
from the Academy, some of them being in their last year, ready 
to be graduated in June, young men whose education is paid for 
and who are there without knowledge of any error committed in 


their behalf. They are there in conformity with the uniform 
construction of the law that has been made by the several See- 
retaries of the Navy for years past, and to dismiss them in the 
way proposed by the gentleman from Georgia is not the way to 
remedy the difficulty. 

Now, as to appointing forty more, wo can not utilize all tho 
young gentlemen that are graduated from the Academy now. 
There are not places enough for them. We have only nineteen 
ships in the Navy to-day, and the result is that we have to make 
selections from the foremost of these graduates and have to let 
the others go into civil life, paying them a thousand dollars. 
In other words, there are too many of them graduated every 
ear. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I will ask the gentleman whether he 
would agree to this amendment to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. MAppox]: In line 10, after the word 
‘*who,” strike out the remainder and insert ‘‘shall be appointed 
after this date not an actual resident of the Congressional dis- 
trict or territory in which the vacancy occurs.” That affects the 
matter simply in the future. 

Mr. MONEY. There is no better way than this bill that I 
hold in my hand of settling the matter. It settles the whole 
question for the future. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. But this settles it now. 

Mr. MONEY. I understand the anxiety which gentlemen 
feel to identify themselves with this measure, but I think this 
bill is the best solution of the difficulty. It has been carefully 
considered by the committee, it is very brief, and it makes it 
impossible that there shall be any mistake of this kind com- 
mitted hereafter. 

Therefore, why incorporate things in this hill that are out of 
order when here is a plain enactment which will cover the 
whole case? But what the gentleman from Georgia proposes is 
not to correct tue law; he wants to discharge those who are in 
the Academy now contrary to law. 

a LIVINGSTON. Lam not proposing to discharge one of 
them. 

Mr. MONEY. I was referring to the other gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. MADDOX]. Now, Mr. Chairman, I submit to the 
good sense, to the judgment, to the wisdom of this House whether 
it is expedient to discharge forty young gentlemen from this 
Academy simply because of a difference about the construction 
of the law under which they have been appointed. These young 
men have had great careers opened to them by appointment to 
the Academy. Thedesire to serve one’s country is an honor- 
able one; there can be none higher. These young gentlemen 
have volunteered to become your naval officers in the future. 
As far as we know they are young men of character and intelli- 
gence fitted to adorn that profession. It isnot their fault if 
there has been a misconstruction of the law under which they 
have been appointed. 

This question isa new one. It never was raised before this 
Congress. The practice of which complaint is made has gone 
on for years, and some of the brightest stars in the firmament 
of the Navy are men who entered the Academy under such ap- 
pointments. 

Mr. PICKLER. We all confess the hardship of turning out 
these young men, but on the other hand it isa great hardship 
to these forty districts not to be represented. 

Mr.MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, would not this be fair, that where, for 
example, a Texas man has been assigned to an appointment 
which belonged to a New York district, then when a vacancy 
occurs in that Texas district let an appointment be made from 
the New York district? 

Mr. MONEY. I would hardly like to be a party to legislation 
looking to a shuffling around like that. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is not shuffling around. The shuffling 
around is in the present practice. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Can the gentleman from Mississippi tell us 
about what it costs the Government to graduate a cadet at the 
Naval Academy? 

Mr. MONEY. I think it costs about $2,000 or a little more, 
Then after he is graduated he goes afloat for a few years. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Can it be true that if you divide the entire 
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cost of the Academy for six years by the number of graduates 
the cost will be only $2,000 for each individual’ 

Mr. BINGHAN. Oh, no; itis more than that. 

Mr. MONEY. I thoughtthe gentleman’s question referred to 
the allowance and pay of the cadet. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No, I meant the total cost of graduating a 
cadet. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It has been charged in the newspapers 
that the cost of educating each cadet is $70,000. 

Mr. MONEY. I have not examined thequestion particularly. 
I presume that the result the gentleman states has been reached 
by taking the Naval Academy with all its appurtenances and its 
various items of expense, and dividing into that aggregate the 
number of cadets. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from oye is dis- 
cussing the point of order, it seems important that the Chair 
should hear him, which it is impossible to do when he turns his 
back upon the Chair and carries on a conversation with gentle- 
men near him. 

Mr. MONEY. Ofcourse, I meant no disrespect to the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. A. point of order is pending which the 
Chair would be glad to have discussed. But the debate so far 
has ranged over the merits of the proposition. 

Mr. PICKLER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman indulge the Chair 
while making this statement? 


Mr. PICKLER. I only wish to say that no point of order has 
been made; the point was simply reserved. 
The CHAIRMAN. It seems to the Chair that the question of 


order should be settled. The pointof order is made, asthe Chair 
understands, that this amendment is not in order because it 
changes existing law. The gentleman from Mississippi, so far 
as the gentleman has been able to gather from his remarks, takes 
the ground that the amendment does not change the existing 
law; and if so, the amendment would be in order. 

But the difficulty with the Chair is this: This. law for thirty 
or thirty-two years has been receiving a uniform construction 
from the different Secretaries of the Navy, and that construc- 
tion, as the Chair understands, is in contravention of the po- 
sition taken by the gentleman from Mississippi and other gen- 
tlemen, that a cadet can not be appointed exceptfrom the district 
in which he resides. Now, what the Chair desires is that the 
question of ordershall be first settled, because unless this amend- 
ment is in order no amendment to it can be entertained. The 
Chair hopes, therefore, that the aa from Mississippiand 
other gentlemen will let us first hear from them on the question 
of order so that that question may be disposed of. 

Mr. PICKLER. Tho the Chair will not rule—— 

The CHAIRMAN. e Chair has made no ruling whatever. 

Mr. PICKLER. The point of order was simply reserved; it 
has not yet been made; and by consent of the Committee of the 
Whole we have gone into a discussion of the merits of the prop- 
osition. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. MADDOX] —_ for 
thirty minutes, and the gentleman from Mississippi[Mr. MONEY] 
has been allowed unlimited time. It was the understanding of 
members here that the point of order should be reserved, and 
that meanwhile we might discuss the merits of the amendment. 
Some of us who have not yet spoken desire to be heard for a few 
minutes. I hope no point of order wiil be pressed. 

The CHAIRMAN, But no discussion of the merits of the 
amendment, however meritorious the proposition may be, can 
affect the question of order. 

Mr. PICKLER. The Chair knows, however, better than I do, 
that it is saener customary to reserve a point of order and 
then discuss the merit’ of a proposition. That is what we are 
doing in this case. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The point of order having been with- 
drawn by the gentleman from New York who first made it, was 
renewed by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], as dis- 
tinctly stated by him. 

Mr. PICKLER. It was reserved. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No, sir; the point after being withdrawn 
by the gentleman from New York was renewed by the gentleman 
from Maine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I simply renewed the reservation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question of order, as the Chair un- 
derstands, is the only question pending, 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Chairman, have I the floor? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Mississippi has the 
floor. The Chair wanted simply to request that the gentleman 
address himself to the question in such a way that the Chair 
might hear the debate. The Chair has not been able to hear 
much of what the gentleman has said, and consequently was 
unable to tell whether the gentlemen was discussing the merits 
of the question or the point of order. 

Mr. MONEY. I desire to say very respectfully to the Chair 





that I was not discussing the point of order. I was speaking to 
the merits of the amendment, for I did not understand that any 
point of order had been made. My understanding was that the 
point had simply been reserved. Consequently I may have 
shown the Char an apparent but certainly unintentional lack 
of deference by turning round to answer the questions of gentle- 
men behind me. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the confusion it has been almost im- 
possible to follow the proceedings intelligently. As the Chair 
understands, the point of order is pending. 

Mr. MONEY. If the Chair rules there is a point of order 
pending I will take my seat. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I did not intend to do anything more than 
simply renew the reservation of the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the Committee of the Whole desires to 
discuss the merits of the question while the point of order is 

nding, the Chair has no inclination or desire to interfere. 

he gentleman from Mississippi has the floor. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Chairman, I have very little more to say. 
I have encouraged questions from all sidesof the House because 
I want it distinctly understood that I am thoroughly in sympathy 
with these gentlemen who have felt themselves aggrieved in 
this matter. I am just as positive as they are in regard to what 
should be the construction of the law. I believe as heartily as 
they that the Secretary of the Navy and his predecessors have 
been wrong in their construction. But that does not settle the 
question. And the right way to settle it is not toeject from the 
Naval Academy forty gentlemen who are now there in accord- 
unce with the law as the executive officer of the Government 
has construed it, and as he has a right to construe it until some 
authoritative judicial tribunal shall construe it otherwise, or 
until we adoptan amendment of the law. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman pardon me a moment? 
It being the fact that all the Secretaries of the Navy, the execu- 
tors of the law on this subject, have for thirty-two years con- 
strued it as meaning one thing, is not that fact to be taken by 
the House as giving a practical construction of the law until 
it shall be authoritatively construed by the courts or amended 
by Congress? 

Mr. MONEY. Exactly. In other words, there is not a soli- 
tary exception. It has been the uniform construction of it; and 
not only that, but the Secretary of the Navy believes to-day that 
he has the right to doexactly what he did. He claims that he 
properly construed the law, and that he exercised the authority 
vested in him by the statute. As the law stands the Secretary 
claims (andevery one of his predecessors has given to it the same 
construction that he has given) that he has simply done his duty 
in connection with the matter in construing the law as he did 
construe it; and none of the Secretaries concede that there is any 
mistake about it. 

‘But the bill reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs 
puts that construction upon the law which gentlemen seem to 
desire, and which I think the proper one. I think there is 
sound public policy in declaring that every Senatorial and Con- 
gressional district in the United States shall have representa- 
tion in the Army and in the Navy.- The policy is so sound and 
so obvious that I will not undertake to waste the time of the 
committee to argue it; and it is so obvious that nowhere is the 
gentleman who represents a district permitted to go outside of 
the district to make his selection for those appointments. Itis 
not a perquisite of the member from a district, but it is a right 
inherentin the district itself. And my friend from Georgia, and 
no other gentleman on this floor, can go farther than [ would 
go to assert the right of a district to the exercise of that privi- 


lege. 

But I do submit to the good sense of my friend from Georgia, 
and of the committee, that we are not doing a wise or a proper 
thing, nor a creditable thing, to discharge from the Naval 
Academy forty young men, appointed through no fault of their 
own, or on the part of the Secretary of the Navy, of no fault on 
the part of mated. who have almost, some of them, completed 
their education, and upon whose training up to this time thou- 
sands upon thousands of public money have beenspent. I donot 
think it would be wise to eject them. That, however, is the 
meaning of the amendment of the gentleman from Georgia. It 
means to withhold every dollar appropriated for their support. 
It means to discharge them instantly; thatis to say, on the pas- 
sage of the bill; and the country is to be deprived of their serv- 
ices and to lose every dollar of the money that has been paid for 
their education. ad 

I hope, Mr. Chairman, that my friend from Georgia will, when 
he considers the question fully, withdraw the proposition. It 
can not be of any service so far as promoting the efficiency of 
that establishment goes. It does not do any good to anybod 
at present. The bill that the committee report makes provi- 
sion to avoid a repetition of this in the future. The Secretary 
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will no longer have the power, or claim the agua to range 
throughout the Union and select a man to fill a vacancy ina 
Congressional district. I can not see that the amendment will 
do any good to the service, or to ourselves, or to anybody else 
by its adoption. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr.Chairman, the parliamentary situation is 
such that it is permissible to discuss the amendment which has 
been offered by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. MADDOX] or 
the point of order which has been reserved against it by the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]. 

But as I understood the Chair to indicate a moment ago a de- 
sire to have the point of order debated, I shall therefore uddress 
myself mainly to that. I do this upon the suggestion of the 
Chair, and also for the reason that the point of order necessarily 
involves the question of the legality of the course pursued by 


‘the Secretary of the Navy, because if he has had the right to do 


what he has done, then it must beadmitted that the amendment 
proposes a change of existing law; while, on the other hand, if 
the Secretary of the Navy has transcended his power, the amend- 
ment is simply an effort to enforce the existing law, and the 
point of order must be overruled. 

Before entering upon this, however, I desire, in reply to my 
friend from Mississippi[Mr. MONEY], to say that it appears to 
me strangely inconsistent for him and the other friends of the 
Secretary to combat the appointment of additional cadets to rep- 
resent the unrepresented districts with the argument that we 
already have more graduates from the Academy than we can 
provide positions for, and then in the next breath to contend 
that we ought not to turn those out who are wrongfully 
there because we may hereafter need their services. I can 
not perceive any possible eee in vacating their appoint- 
ment. We have been educating them at the Government’s ex- 
pense and in violation of the law, and they can not be hurt 
and can have no right to complain if we displace them and put 
in their stead those who are entitled to these appointments. 
They had no right to be sent to the Academy in the first place, 
and they now have no right to remain there. I would not hesi- 
tate any more to turn them out and to put in their place young 
men rightfully entitled to these appointments than I would, as 
the judge of a court, to order a trespasser to surrender possession 
of a house to itsowner. It is certainly a greater hardship to 
exclude those who are entitled to these appointments than it is 
to turn out those who are not entitled to them. 

Passing now from this mere glance at the merits of the con- 
troversy and coming to the law, we find the whole question cov- 
ered by chapter 5of Title XV of the Revised Statutes. I venture 
the assertion that there is not a lawyer of respectable attain- 
ments in America who, after having carefully examined this 
question, would give it as his written opinion that under the 
law the Secretary of the Navy has the right to do what he and 
his predecessors have been doing for thirty years. Whether 
they have acted in ignorance of the law or in willful violation of 
it, they are no less culpable. It was their duty to follow the 
requirements of the law, and it was their duty to know what 
those requirements were. 

There is certainly no sufficient defense for wilfully disregard- 
ing the law, if they knew what it was, and there can be no good 
excuse for misunderstanding it, because any lawyer of ordinary 
capacity can familiarize himself with all the statutes relating to 
the Navy Departmentinsix days. Itcomes, therefore, with very 
bad grace from the friends of the Secretary of the Navy to say 
that while it is true he has transgressed the law and made ap- 
pointments in violation of it, yet Congress in deference to his 
single opinion ought to make plainer that which is already per- 
fectly plain. I assert that the law needs no amendment, and if 
I can have the attention of the committee I feel confident that 
I can satisfy every member of it that this is true. 

The first section of chapter 5 of Title XV of the Revised Stat- 
utes provides that— 

The Naval Academy ‘shall be established at Annapolis, in the State of 
Maryland. 

Section 1513 provides that— 

There shall be allowed at said Academy one cadet midshipman for every 


Member or Delegate of the House of Representatives, one for the District of 
Columbia, and ten appointed annually at large. 


This section was subsequently amended, and the appointments 
at —_ were restricted so that only ten cadets appointed by the 
President should be in the Academy at any one time. 

Section 1514 provides: 


The Secretary of the Navy shall, as soon after the 5th of March in each 
year as possible, notify, in writing, each Member and Delegate of the House 
of Representatives of any vacancy that may exist in his district. Thenom- 
ination of a candidate to fill said vacancy shall be made upon the recom- 
mendation of the Member or Delegate, if such recommendation is made by 
the Ist of July of that eee but if it is not made by that time the Sec- 
District of Columbia and allie candidates appointed at iarge shall be 30 

© can a a 8 se- 
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These three sections provide for the establishment of the 
Academy, for the number of cadets, and for the manner of their 
appointment. Those from the country at large and from the 
District of Columbia are to be appointed by the President; those 
allowed for each Member and Delegate in Congress are to be 
nominated by the Secretary of the Navy on the recommendation 
of the Member or Delegate, provided the Member or Delegate 
makes his recommendation within the time specified in the law. 
If the Member or Delegate fails to do this, then it becomes the 
right, and perhaps the duty, of the Secretary of the Navy to fill 
the vacancy. This section simply and only determines who may 
make the appointments. q 

We come then to section 1517, which determines who may be 
appointed. Section 1517 provides: 

Candidates allowed for Congressional districts, for Territories, and for 
the District of Columbia must be actual residents of the districts or Terri 
tories, respectively, from which they are nominated. And all candidates 
must, at the time of their examination for admission, be between the ages 
of i. and 18 years, and physically sound, well formed, and of robust consti- 
tution. 

This section clearly fixes the qualifications of all cadets with- 
out the slightest reference to the manner in which they are ap- 
pointed, and I beg the committee to observe that the law says 
**candidates allowed for Congressional districts, for Territories, 
and for the District of Columbia must be actual residents of the 
districts or Territories, respectively, from which they are nom- 
inated.” In other words, the law plainly and sensibly says that 
a cadet for a district shall be from that district, without refer- 
ence to the manner of his appointment. 

In order now that we may comprehend the whole question in 
a single view, let me restate the several provisions of the law: 

Section 1511 establishes the Academy; 

Section 1513 apportions the cadets, allowing one for every 
Member or Delegate of the House of Representatives, one from 
the District of Columbia, and ten from the country at large: 

Section 1514 provides the manner in which the cadets allowed 
by Section 1513 shall be appointed. 

Section 1517 provides the qualifications of the cadets. 

These several sections are distinct and entirely independent 
of one another, each dealing with its own subject; and it is ut- 
terly impossible for me to comprehend how any gentleman can 
suppose that the manner of appointing a cadet under section 1514 
can possibly affect the question of his eligibility as fixed in sec- 
tion 1517. Upon what theory can any gentleman contend that 
the qualification as to residence must be observed when the ap- 
pointment is made on the recommendation of the Member or 
Delegate, and yet can be ignored when made without the recom- 
mendation of such Member or Delegate. 

The qualifications required of each cadet appointed to repre- 
sent a district or Territory are, first, he must be an actual resi- 
dent of the district or Territory from which he is nominated; 
second, he must be at the time of his examination for admission 
between the ages of 14 and 18 years (which has since been 
changed to 15 and 20 years); and, third, he must be physically 
sound, well formed, and of robust constitution. 

Thus we have the three tests of eligibility—residence, age, and 
physical condition—all entirely disconnected with the method 
of appointment, and I submit to the judgment of this committee 
that the Secretary of the Navy has no more right to disregard 
the qualification of residence than he has to disregard the quali- 
fication of age or physical condition, because they are all in- 
cluded in the same section and stand precisely alike. 

Besides this, Mr. Chairman, how can it be supposed that the 
law intended to limit the choice of the Representative or Dele- 
gate to hisown district, and yet permit the Secretary of the Navy 
to make his choice from any place he pleases. Cadets are al- 
lowed for the district, and such a restriction would most prob- 
ably be unnezessary in the case of a Representative or Delegate, 
because his senseof duty to his people would always confine him 
to the district which he represents. 

Such a restriction, however, is entirely proper and, as experi- 
ence has shown, is absolutely necessary when the appointment 
is lodged with the Secretary of the Navy. He is not responsi- 
ble to the people of the district, whose right to be represented 
at this Academy is guaranteed as well by law as by the justice 
of the fact that they pay taxes to support the institution. 

Mr. Chairman, instead of this proposition being subject to 
the point of order that it changes existing law, it simply de- 
clares, and attempts to enforce, what everybody except the Sec- 
retary of the Navy concedes to be the law. I take it that he has 
been too busily engaged with other and possibly more impor- 
tant affairs to understand the law which regulates his Depart- 
ment. Possibly he has been so much occupied in assessing dam- 
ages against people who have supplied the Government with 
defective armor plates, or in taking excursions, or in giving 
dances on the Government's vessels, that this matter of appoint- 
ments to the Naval Academy has been remitted to has subordi- 
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nates. Ido not excuse him on that ground. It was his duty to 
know the law. Thelaw is binding upon every man in thiscountry 
irom the President down to the humblest citizen, and a Cabinet 
officer who is too dull to understand it, or too arrogant to obey 
it, needs the discipline of Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Texas now, un- 
less it interrupts him, permit the Chair te submit a question to 
him? 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman makes the law quite plain; 
but the question is whether an improper construction, if it be 
said it was an improper construction or a wrong construction of 
the statutes for thirty years by the Secretary of the Navy, 
would have the effect of making a law, or rather would it estab- 
lish a custom so that it would become a law in contravention of 
the statute? The Chair would be glad to hear the gentleman 
from Texas discuss that. 

Mr. BAILEY. The conclusive answer to the Chairman’s sug- 
gestion is thatcustom may make but itcannotunmakealaw} In 
other words, a custom may make a law where none exists, but 
a custom can not prevail against am express statute. The ques- 
tion with which we have to deal is not what has been the prac- 
tice of the Department, but what is the law of the land. If Iam 
correct in contending that the Secretary has no right to nom- 
inate a cadet from one district to represent another and a dif- 
ferent district, then, sir, Congress can not — the public 
moneys to support the cadets thus improperly appointed without 
making us a participant in the Secretary's wrongs. Indeed, the 
law forbids the use of money for such a purpose. Section 1518 
provides that— 

Yo money appropriated the su f the Naval Academy shall be 

No money appropria for th pport of the Naval ee eS or 


applied to the support of any midshipman appointed otherwis 
rect conformance with the provisions of this chapter. 


Now, sir, if it be true that a cadet appointed for a district who 
is nota resident of that district, is not appointed in conformance 
with the law, then the statute prohibits the use of a dollar of the 
public money for his support. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. May Iask the gentleman, Is not the prin- 
ciple of the amendment offered by my colleague simply just what 
the law is? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. It is to compel the enforcement of 
the law against the will of the Secretary of the Navy. He has 
not only disregarded the law, but he has refused to respect a 
resolution of this House on this subject. We adopted a resolu- 
tion declaring that an og eres made from Alabama to rep- 
resent a district in South Carolina was without the authority of 
law and void. He still refuses to heed either our judgment or 

_ the statute, and this amendment ought to be engrafted on this ap- 
propriatior® bill, thus virtually compelling him to do so. 

Mr. Chairman, whatever importance we may attach to this 
question on its merits, I take it that there is an aspect in 
which it is ey important, and that aspect is that in a 

vernment like ours every officer ought to yield a cheerful obe- 
Sionee to the law. It was a maxim in the Roman Republic that 
“the safety of the state is the supreme law,” and many crimes 
were committed inthe nameofthepublicorder. Butourfathers 
were wiser than the lawgivers of e, and when they founded 
this Republic they builded it upon the broader and the safer 
maxim that the ‘‘ supremacy ofthe law isthe safety of the state.” 
It is the patriotic duty of every manin the nation, high or low— 
and the higher he rises the more solemn becomes his obliga- 
tion—to res the law, not as he thinks it ought to be, but as 
the lawmak gg has written it in the statute books. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mz. Chairman, I desire to say a word on this 
subject because my State has been one of the sufferers. Before 
my colleague [Mr. LucAs] and I came here my predecessor made 
a nomination, but the candidate failed to pass the examination, 
and, as I remember, the appointment, was made by the Secre- 
tary from the State of Wisconsin. I do not care to discuss the 
point of order, but simply to say a few words as to the merits of 
this question. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILey], last 
upon the floor, in his fine argument, did, it seems to me, injus- 
tice to the Secretary of the Navy, and so did the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. Money], in claiming that the Secretary 
contended that this was the law. 

I refer to the Secretary’s letter, and I say the present Secre- 
tary of the Navy does not contend that this is the law. He does 
not contend that he believes that it is the law. I desire to call 
attention to a paragraph in his official letter in regard to this 
matter, written, as I understand, in res to an inquiry by 
the Naval Committee, and included in report on the resolu- 
tion of the gentleman from Georgia[Mr.Mappox]. Now, what 
does the Secretary say on this point? He says: 

The law is broad, and that the 
which, so far ast ka stimu’ itn io do oo, ana ina duty 
every Secretary of the Navy 
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Of course, tho law is mandatory that the Secretary shali fill a 
vacancy when it exists. The Secretary says further: 


And such search of the records as I have been able to make shows that no 
Secretary has ever construed the statute which enjoined upon him the fill- 
ing of a vacancy to the Naval Academy as obliging him to go to the district 
on account of which the vacancy had occurred. 


Now, here is the strongest position that the Secretary takes, 
and I beg attention to this because I say gentlemen do the present 
Secretary injustice when they claim that he believes that this is 
the law: 

Every member of Congress is presumed to know the law which authorizes 
him to appoint a cadet to the Naval Academy from his district, and if he 
has failed to make a recommendation the law does not seem to the Depart- 
— an require the Secretary of the Navy to go to that district tofind a can- 

There is the strongest position that the present Secretary 
takes, that it “does not seem” to the Department. Now, cer- 
tainly that can not overturn a direct statute. The gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] has well and forcibly put this matter 
in saying that it is the other section which defines the qualifica- 
tions of the cadet. The other section defines the qualifications 
of the cadet, and this one says that when the member fails to 
nominate, then the Secretary shall make the nomination, but 
the Secretary must make it from those who are qualified under 
the statute; and, as the gentleman further said, no custom ever 
overturns a direct statute, yet that is what has been attempted 
in these cases. 

Now, as to what is exact justice in this case, I confess it is 
rather difficult to arrive at it. It would seem to me that if these 
young gentlemen are to be kept in the Academy, each of the un- 
represented districts should be allowed to have another appoint- 
ment. The man appointed to represent my district came from 
pee me and was in the Academy about three years, and was 
anxious—— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I will ask the gentleman which is the 
greater hardship—to rob the districts of this country of their 
rights under the law, or to take these boys out of the Academy 
— ae given them from one to three years’ gratuitous edu- 
cation 

Mr. PICKLER. LIagree with the gentleman that it is a very 
much greater hardship to deprive the districts of their rights, 
but I coneede that there are some strong arguments against put- 
ting these young men out. It would not break up the Govern- 
ment to declare vacancies and put in young men trom these un- 
represented districts. I think it would be fair, although the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. MONEY] objected to it awhile 
ago, that when a boy from my State, for instance, is appointed 
to represent a district in another State, then when a vacancy 
occurs in my district, that other district should be given the 
benefit of that vacancy until] it had got from my district what 
mine had previously got from it. That would be only fair, and 
it would even up matters and do no injustice to anybody. 

Another point that I desire to call attention to is this: These 
vacancies occur very frequently. It is the policy of the powers 
that be to make the examinations so exacting and difficult that 
agreat many of the candidates fail to pass, it goes to the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to make the appointments where there are 
vacancies. There is altogether too much strictness in these ex- 
aminations. It has become almost impossible for a young man 
to pass the physical and mental examinations that these boards 
impose. Me rs here know that they have had to make two, 
three, or four nominations before they have been able to get an 
acceptable candidate. Therulesare too strict, and I believe they 
are made so purposely in order that there may be a greater num- 
ber of tunities to help somebody’s favorites. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does the gentleman mean to intimate that 
ifthe cadet whom, under the law, I have a right to nominate 
fails, and his alternate also fails, that appointment does not next 
year revert tome? Does he assume that it reverts to the Sec- 
retary of the Navy? It does not. 

Mr. PICKLER. I assume that when there is a vacancy from 
my district, if I fail to nominate, the Secretary of the Navy puts 
in a cadet. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That was not the gentleman’s statement. 

Mr. PICKLER. I think it was. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman's statement was that the ex- 
aminations are so severe that vacancies occur, and thereby the 
Secretary is allowed to make the appointments. In point of 
fact, the power of appointment remains with the membe, unless 
he fails to indicate a candidate. 

Mr. PICKLER. Ah! that is just the point. The examina- 
tions are, as I have said, too severe; and when the nominee 
comes upfor examination and fails, the member who named him 

know about the matter, whereupon a vacancy is 
Gocened, the Secretary of the Navy makes an appointment, and 


the is filled. 
on LIVINGSTON. That has happened in a number of in- 
stances. 
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Mr. PICKLER. It has. f 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is another proposition. _ , 

Mr. PICKLER. Although the member may exercise his right, 
yetif, by reason of the rejection of the nominee, there is a vacancy 
on a particular day, the Secretary makes the appointment. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is owing to the laches or neglect of the 
Representative. 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir; sofaras lamindividually concerned, 
IT have never lost an appointment. But Isay these examinations 
are extremely rigid; and a young man nominated by me may be 
thrown out, and I, living perhaps 2,000 miles away, may never 
know of the matter. And if at a given time a vacaney exists, it 
is immediately filled by the Seeretary of the Navy. That is the 
practice. 

Mr. Chairman, I am glad the gentleman from Georgia has 
brought this matter forward. Let us settle it one way or an- 
other. There are plenty of young men in my district desirous 
of receiving an education at the Naval Academy; and they are 
entitled to their fair opportunity, whenever there is a vacancy 
from my district. A boy from Wisconsin or New York or some- 
where else should not in such a case be thrust into the place. 
Every district has its boys anxious for these appointments, and 
they ought to have their fair chance. I hope this question will 
be settled. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Chairman, as I understand the propo- 
sition now before the House, it is that some thirty or forty ca- 
dets now at the Naval Academy shall be deprived of the benefit 
of the appropriations which we are about to make for the com- 


ear. 

Mr. MADDOX. About twenty. 

Mr. MALLORY. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
MoNEY] has stated that there are about forty of these young 
men; but the number is not material. Suppose, as the gentle- 
man from Georgia|Mr. Mappox] suggests, there areonly twenty 
who are to be affected by the amendment, how will it rate? 
To deprive them of the benefit of this appropriation. which has 
been enjoyed in the past without question by these cadets, who 
are in the Academy under a practice which has received the 
sanction of the executive department of the Government for 
thirty-two years. 

These young men went to the Naval Academy on the faith of 
the pledged word of the United States Governmeni%, given to 
them through an executive officer authorized to make that 
pledge. They have given up the pursuits of civil life, which 
they might have followed; and many of them are to-day doubt- 
less upon the vergeof manhood. The proposition of the amend- 
ment is to throw them out upon the world and to say that they 
shall not avail themselves of the benefits which were tendered 
them by the Government—a tender which, even if it may have 
been a mistake, was made by the legitimate authority of the 
Government; to tell them that they must go back to private 
life, and that the devotion they had given to special lines of 
study shall be made comparatively valueless in their subsequent 
pursuits. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Are they not in better condition to stem 
the tide of life Ry ason of having been at the Academy? 

Mr. MALLORY. It may be that to some extent they are. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Have they lost anything? 

Mr. MALLORY. But by reason of the faith they have re- 
— in the Government of the United States, they have been 

nduced to turn their minds in this particular direction, when 
they might have been engaged in other pursuits. 

{ have listened to the arguments presented here as to the con- 
struction, to be placed upon thislaw, I am free to say that I be- 
lieve that if the law does not now mean that each member of 
Congress should have the right to name a person from his dis- 
trict for the Academy, and that no one have the right to 
make the nomination for him, then the law should be so framed 
as to cover that point and put the matter beyond question. 

But when we bear in mind the fact that for thirty-two years 
every Secretary of the Navy has held the same opinion—that 
these officers vested with the right to determine this question 
have acted consistently upon it—it is a grave question whether 
we should in this way, upon an appropriation bill, undertake to 
put upon the law a construction not only in variance with that 
put upon it by the officers authorized to do so, but in disregard 
of the rights of some twenty, thirty, or forty individuals now in 


Mr. LIVINGSTON - Does not the amendment of the gentle- 

man from Georgia simply follow the language of the statute, and 

vide that no money shall be expended under this bill except 
accordance therewith? 

Mr. RY. If the gentleman will wait a minute, I will 
undertake to show that there is at least a question about that. 
I do not think it is asclear as the gentleman from Georgia seems 

i as the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] has 
ently made it, in the minds of most of those who heard : 
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because there is a question, and though I think it ought to be 
so and I think that it was the intention of Congress to make it 
so when it passed the act, yet I do not think it is conclusive, as 
I shall undertake to show in afew moments. 

I call the attention of the gentleman from Georgia to the lan- 
guage of the act itself, and he will find that the appointment to- 

ay of a cadet to the Naval Academy is vested in three distinct 
powers. He will find that membersof Congress have the power 
to appoint or nominate 

A. MEMBER. To recommend. 

Mr. MALLORY. Well, to nominate or recommend is about 
the same—to the Secretary for appointment. He will find that 
the President has power to appoint one from the District of Co- 
lumbia and ten at large, and he will find that in the event the 
member of Congress fails to exercise the power vested in him 
up to a certain date, then the power is vested in another author- 
ity entirely, and is without limitation. 

Mr. KYLE. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

Mr. MALLORY. Certainly. 

Mr. KYLE. Suppose a nomination is made by the Represent- 
ative, and the applicant goes on to stand his examination, but 
fails; does the Secretary of the Navy then go forward and make 
the appointment? 

Mr. MALLORY. No. 

Mr. EVERETT. He asks the Representative to nominate an 
other, 

Mr. MALLORY. That is my understanding. 
sentative is invited to make another nomination. 
occasion to do something of that kind myself. 

Mr. KYLE. Then this controversy grows out of the fact that 
the Secretary of the Navy nominates some one where the mem- 
ber of Congress has failed? 

Mr. MALLORY. Yes; has absolutely failed to make a recom- 
mendation, and I wish to read now in this connection the sec- 
tions of the statute which have been quoted by the gentleman 
from Texas, afew minutes ago, and call attention of the commit- 
tee to the peculiar wording of the two sections. Omitting the 
first part of section 1514, it provides: 

The nomination of a candidate to fill said vacancy shall be made upon the 
recommendation of the Member or Delegate, if such recommendation is 
made by the 1st day of July of that year, but if itis not made by that time 
the Secretary of the Navy shall fill the vacancy, ete. 4 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, Lask the attention of the gentle- 
man from Florida as a lawyer, for information, to this peculiar 
phraseology, ‘‘said vacancy.” 

Mr. MALLORY. Idonot stand on that. I know there has 
been some point made on the omission of the word “said ” be- 
fore ‘‘ vacancy” in that connection. But I wish to be under- 
stood as not arguing that this is the correct view. All I con- 
tend for is that there is a shadow of reason at least for the posi- 
tion taken by the Secretary of the Navy; and when we under- 
take to put legislative construction upona statute in an appropri- 
ation bill, we are doing violence to every rule and precedent 
established by Congress. It is not for us to interpret the stat- 
utes or to put construction upon them. That is for an entirely 
different body of men who are authorized to give construction to 
the law. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. 
him for a question? 

Mr. MALLORY. Certainly. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. The question is this: Whether this amend- 
ment is obnoxious to paragraph 2, of Rule XXI, which reads: 

Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto changing 
existing law be in order, etc. 

Now, do you think that under that rule, and when that ques- 
tion is raised, the House is not to construe the law? If that is 
the case, and if we are not to construe the law, how are we to 
enforce such a rule? 

Mr. MALLORY. We have not come to that yot. 
necessary to cross the bridge until we reach it. 

Mr.GOLDZIER. But the gentleman made a statement that 
it is not our province to construe the law. I claim, under these 
circumstances, that it is our province,and ours alone. When 
the question is raised as to whether a certaim measure changes 
existing law, the House must decide it for itself, and no other 
body ean do that for us. 

Mr. MALLORY. Undoubiedly in most instances that is the 
case. But that has no relevancy just here, because the ques- 
tion we are considering is as to the effect when a member of 
Congress fails to make a recommendation and the Secretary ap- 
points some one, not from his district, to fill the vacancy. 

Mr. COX. Now, what do you mean by the word “‘ vacancy?’”’ 

Mr: MALLORY. I mean a vacancy caused by the failure of 





The Repre- 
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Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 


It is not 


a member of Congress to make the nomination in the usual way; 
and I will say to the gentleman that if it rested on that section 
alone there is nothing to limit the member even to his own dis 
trict in making the appointment. 
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Mr. COX. Now, as to a vacancy occurring on account of the 
member failing to make the recommendation for a cadet in his 
own district, is not that the vacancy that the Secretary is to 
fill? 

Mr. MALLORY. The whole power that is given toa member 
of Congress to make an appointment comes from that section, 
and I defy the gentleman to find anything in that section which 
limite the appointment to the district of the member of Con- 
gress. 

Mr. COX. Is there anything that authorizes the Secretary to 
go beyond the district? 

Mr. BAILEY. Isay that the qualification is fixed in a sub- 
sequent section. There is nothing in this section that limits it. 

Mr. MALLORY. I call the attention of the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. BAILEY] to the section which he is now mentioning. 
We have it then established that there are three appointing 
powers, so far as naval cadetships are concerned. We have the 
member of Congress who is not required, by the section which 
gives him the power, to limit his appointment to his own dis- 
trict. It simply says: 

There shall be allowed in said Academy one cadet-midshipman for every 


Member and Delegate of the House of Representatives, one for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ten appointed at large. 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. Read the next section. 
Mr. MALLORY. The next section says: 


The Secretary of the Navy shall, as soon after the 5th of March in each 
year as possible, notify in writing each Member and Delegate of the House 
of Representatives of any vacancy that may exist in his district. 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. ‘‘In his district.” 

Mr. MALLORY. But it does not say he shall appoint from 
that district. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Oh! 

Mr. MALLORY. Well, I am not quibbling about the words. 

Mr. COX. Weare. 

Mr. MALLORY. Yes, I think that the gentleman is. But 
coming now to section 1517, which has been dwelt upon as hav- 
ing so much weight in determining what is the meaning of this 
language of section 1514, we find this language: 

Candidates allowed for Congressional districts— 


Those ire candidates recommended by the Representatives of 
the Congressional districts-— 





Mr. COX. Why do you make that distinction? 
Mr. an - Donotinterrupt me. Let me get through 
with this. 


Mr. COX. Allright. 
Mr. MALLORY. The section says: 


Candidates allowed for Congressional districts, for Territories, and fr 
the District of Columbia must be actual residents of the districts or Territo- 
ries, respectively, from which they are nominated. 

Not a word is gaid there about those who are appointed by the 
Secretary of the Navy in the event that the member of Congress 
fails to fill the vacancy. 

Mr. BAILEY: Right on that point I want to direct the gen- 
tleman’s attention to the fact that the law does not say that the 
Secretary of the Navy ever appoints, but he nominates. The 
very words used in that section which fixes the qualification are 
that they shall be actual residents of the district from which 
they are ‘‘ nominated "using the word which applies to the ac- 
tion of the Secretary of the Navy. If the member recommends, 
the Secretary nominates on the recommendation of the member, 
butif the member does not make the recommendation, then the 
Secretary nominates, but still in either case he nominates, and 
the same word applies whether the cadet is nominated on the 
recommendation of the member or whether he is nominated 
without that recommendation: 

Mr. MALLORY. Now, I call attention to the fact that we 
have here specifically designated three distinct classes of can- 
didates allowed, for Congressional districts, for Territories, and 
for the District of Columbia, who must .be actual residents of 
the district from which they are nominated; but not a word is 
said about those who in the event of the failure of a member of 
Congress to make the recommendation, shall be appointed, or 
the vacancy filled, as the language of the law is, by the Secre- 
tary of the Navy. Then immediately after that, as if in contra- 
distinction of the expression that is used in the first partof that 
section, we find the language: 

And all candidates must, at the time of their examination for admission, 
be between the ages of i4 and 18 years. 

Mr. BAILEY. ‘That means those nominated by the Secretary 
of the Navy and those appointed by the President. That in- 
cludes them all. 


Mr. MALLORY. It draws a distinction, in other words, be- 


tween these appointed by the President, those recommended b 
Members of Congress and Delegnee, and those ap 
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pointed by the President shall all conform to a certain require- 
ment, namely, that they shall be residents of the districts from 
which they are nominated; whereas immediately following you 
have the other requirement, that they must be of certain age 
and certain physical ability. It says they all must have these 
qualifications, as contradistinguished from those three peculiar 
classes designated just preceding. Now, as I say, Mr. Chairman, 
Iam not insisting that that is so. 

Mr. BAILEY. Oh! 

Mr. MALLORY. I donot believe that is the proper construc- 
tion. [agree with the gentleman from Texas; but what I do say 
is that it isnot so clear that the Secretaries have had no founda- 
tion to stand upon, as has been argued here, as has been con- 
tended; and in view of the fact that they have, for the past thirty- 
two years—because this law was enacted in 1862—been following 
one straight line of decisions in this matter; in view of the fact 
that rights have accrued, that young men have given up other 
pursuits in life, and have accepted the invitation of the United 
States Government and dedicated their lives to its service at 
Annapolis and thereafter—I say, in view of these things, in view 
of what may be said in behalf of the view taken by Secretaries 
of the Navy, that this is an improper and most drastic effort on 
our part to correct an existing evil, if it be an evil, and that we 
should go very ar before we put into effect the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. MADDOX]. 

r. EVERETT. Mr. Chairman, I wish before this question 
is settled by the Chair to say a few words as to the point of 
order which is raised and not on the merits of the question. The 
point of order has been reserved, as I understand, that this is 
new legislation, and therefore must not be incorporated in an 
appropriation bill. It seems to me that this point of order is 
of the same character us one that was raised in the considera- 
tion of the Post-Office appropriation bill, when, it will be re- 
membered; an amendment was introduced declaring that cer- 
tain postal matter should be regarded as second-class matter, 
contrary to the rulings of more than one Postmaster-General. 

The point of order was then made by the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. HENDERSON], chairman of the Committee 
on the |Post-Office and Post-Roads, that that was new legisla- 
tion, and consequently must not be introduced in an appropria- 
tion bill. It was argued on the other side that it was not new 
legislation, but conformed to the law as it existed, and that the 
law had been misconstrued by the Department itself. The 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] declared that all leg- 
islation was new legislation, because if the existing law oper- 
ated in a given way there would be no need of an enactment; and 
any enactment must be considered as a change of existing law. 
I made the point then, and it was sustained by the Chairman of 
the committee at that time[Mr. HATCH], that anact of Congress 
need not necessarily be new legislation, but might be declaratory 
legislation, and when the law had been misconstrued by the 
Executive Departments it was the right of Congress to declare 
what the law really was, what was the true construction; and 
that that was not new legislation. 

That point was approved in Committee of the Whole; the 
Chairman introduced the word ‘declare” in his opinion de- 
ciding the point of order; and therecan be no doubt about it. 
All men who are lawyers will agree to that; and I am = a 
member of the bar, which is not always the same thing as be- 
ing alawyer. [Laughter.] 

r. GOLDZIER. What bar? 

Mr. EVERETT. Of the Suffolk County bar of Massachu- 
setts, I would state to the gentleman from Illinois. No doubt 
the enactment declaring the law and its construction is valid, 
and that has been held to be so in parliamentary history even 
after the judges of the realm have pronounced the law one way 
and Parliament declares that the law was otherwise. 

Now, as to the merits of this question, sir; whether it would 
be proper to turn out these young men, between one or two 
score of them, I do not pretend tosay. I should be inclined to 
follow the gentleman from ree a member of the Naval 
Committee; but I do submit that if Congress chooses in an ap- 
— bill to declare that the construction put upon exist- 

ng law by the Secretary of the Navy is illegal, it has the = 
to do so; and that such declaration can not be ruled out as being 
contrary to the rule has been settled. Of course, a construction 
that has been acquiesced in for thirty-two years is something of 
anauthority; and yet there is reason for believing, Mr. Chairman, 
that the older a bad custom is the worse it becomes. 

Mr, COX. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee de- 
sire to speak on the point of order? 

Mr. COX. Yes, sir. And in order to speak to the point of 
order, I do not see a better way to get to the pointof order than 
the construction of the law as it does exist at the present time. 
The point of order raised upon the question presented by the 
amendment offered by the gentleman on the committee, the gen- 
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tleman from Mississippi, is simply a construction of the law as 
it exists at the present time; and if the law is as the amendment 
sroposes to construe it, I can not see what is the necessity for 

aving a construction of the law that is palpably plain to every 
member of this committee. Now, one moment. Section 1514 
of the Revised Statutes provides: 

The Secretary of the Navy shall, as soon after the 5th @ay of March in each 
year as possible, notify in writing each Member and Delegate of the House 
of Representatives of any vacancy which iaay exist in his district. The 


nomination of a candidate to fill the said vacancy shall be made on the rec- 
ommendation of the Member or Delegate if such recommendation— 


‘‘ Provided that it.” I put that in— 
is made by the Ist day of July of that year; but if it is not made by that 
time the Secretary of the Navy shall fill the vacancy. The candidate al- 
lowed for the District of Columbia and all the candidates appointed at large 
shall be selected by the President. 
‘ Now, take that in connection with section 1517: 


Candidates allowed for Congressional districts, for Territories, and for the 
District of Columbia must be actual residents of the districts or Territories 
respectively from which they are appointed. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, one word. Does the last section I have 
read mean to apply to members alone. Suppose they do not 
nominate. Suppose they do not recommend. Then comes this 
section which says that whoever is nominated or recommended 
‘* must be a resident of the district” from which he is recom- 
mended or nominated. Now, what you are trying to construe 
this law to be is, that if a member does not recommend and does 
not nominate (for I am not quibbling about these words) that the 
Secretary of the Navy must recommend or nominate, and then 
the latitude is extended to him to select from any part of the 
United States. 

Now, the meaning of this law is too plain to permit of any 
quibble. If a member neglects his duty, does not nominate or 
recommend a candidate from his district, then the duty is im- 
posed upon the Secretary of the Navy todo what? To selecta 
eadet from that district. And when you cofne to look at the 
reason of the thing this is perfectly plain, because it is in- 
tended that all the districts shall be, as far as possible, repre- 
sented in the Naval Academy, and where the member from a 
district fails to do his duty the Secretary is authorized to supply 
the defect. Suppose that fifty members of this House should 
fail to reeommend cadets from their districts and the Secretary 
of the Navy should come to the conclusion that in default of 
recommendations from the members, he would appoint fifty ca- 
dets and would exclude all representation from the districts for 
which the members had failed to recommend, do gentlemen think 
that that would be in accordance with the law? 

The plain meaning of the law is that it is the duty of a mem- 
ber to recommend a cadet. from his district, and if he fails todo 
his duty then the Secretary has authority to fill the vacancy, 
but he must fill it from the district. That is the law. There 
can be no question about it. I do not see how there is any pos- 
sibility of a different construction. But now, suppose that ca- 
dets are put into the Academy by a construction on the part of 
the Secretary of the Navy that he can take John Smith, who 
lives in Iowa, and appoint him as a cadet from a district in the 
State of Virginia. Virginia isinjured by thatconstruction; and 
while it isa hardship on the young man who is wrongfully put 
in there to put him out, is it not an equal hardship, or a greater 
one, for the State of Virginia to be deprived of its proper rep- 
resentation in the Academy. And now what shall we do about 
it? Goon and tolerate the wrong and permit these young men 
who have been improperly appointed to go into the cadetships 
to the exclusion of those who are entitled to the places? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want to ask the gentleman's attention 
to two words in section 1518, chapter 5. That section provides: 


Sec, 1518. No money appropriated for the support of the Naval Academy 
shall be applied * * * otherwise than in strict conformance— 


In strict conformance with what? It does not say in strict 
conformance with the section authorizing the Secretary to ap- 
point, but— 
in strict conformance with the provisions of this chapter. 

Mr. COX. I understand that; and that was put there by the 
careful legislators to prevent any Secretary from violating the 
law. The Secretary must take the responsibility, and if he dis- 
regards this law and violates the requirement that every district 
in the United States shall be represented by a cadet, then the 
appropriation shall not be made. 

ow, Iregret that any young men should have been sent to 
the Academy under a mistaken construction of the law, break- 
ing up their plans and arrangements; but, while that is so, I do 
insist that every district should have its proper representation 
in the Academy, even if it is necessary to exclude those who 
have got the benefit of the appointment under this false con- 
struction of the law. 

There isnota lawyer in this House who willassert that the Sec- 
retary of the Navy—I do not care how long the practice has pre- 
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vailed—has the right to select a cadet from one district to repre- 
sent another district, and to appropriate the money to his use 
in violation of this plain statute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule upon the ques- 
tion, unless the gentleman froin Maine | Mr. DINGLEY] desires 
to be heard on the pointoforder. [A pause.] The Chairthinks 
the point of order should be overruled. The amendment of the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. MAppox] does not change exist- 
ing law, as the Chair understands it, but isexactly in conform- 
ity with existing law. It may be conceded that the Secreta- 
ries of the Navy have construed the law ina different way for 
the past thirty-two years, but the Chair is inclined to think that 
their rules have been in direct contravention of the statute; 
therefore the Chair holds that this amendment is not contrary 
to existing law, but is simply declaratory of it. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the substitute for 
the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The proposed substitute was read, as follows: 

That section 1514, chapter5, Title XV, of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States is hereby amended so that it shall hereafter read: 

“That the Secretary of the Navy shall, as soon after the 5th of March in 
each year as possible, notify in writing each Member and Delegate of the 
House of Representatives of any vacancy that may exist in his district. 
The nomination of a candidate to fill said vacancy shall be made upon the 
recommendation of the Member or Delegate, if such recommendation is 
made by the Ist day of July in that year; butif it is not made by that time 
the Secretary of the Navy shall fill the vacancy by the appointment of an 
actual resident of the district in which the vacancy exists. The candidate 
allowed for the District of Columbia and all the candidates appointed at 
large shall be selected by the President.”’ 

Mr. MADDOX. 
that substitute that it changes existing law. 
proposes to amend the existing statute. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. But it is really only explanatory of the 
existing law; and if the amendment of the gentleman from 
Georgia is in order I can not see why this is not in order. 

Mr. MADDOX. The very language of your substitute states 
that it proposes to amend the existing law. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. But it is only explanatory of the law. 

Mr. MADDOX. Then, Mr. Chairman, I make the point that 
if it does not change existing law there is no necessity for it, 
because it is already the law; and ifit does change existing law, 
it is not in order under the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. Would not the same objection apply to 
the amendment of the gentleman's own amendment? 

Mr. MADDOX. Oh, no; my proposition is simply declara- 
tory. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I suggest that there is this difference 
between the two amendments—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. MAp- 
DOX] has the floor. 

Mr. MADDOX. I want to be heard—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. MADDOX. On the merits. 

The CHAIRMAN. Not on the merits, but on the point of or- 
der. The gentleman makes a point of order on the amen Iment; 
and the Chair prefers that the point should be first settled be- 
fore the discussion on the merits proceeds. 

Mr. MADDOX. I will withdraw the point of order if I can 
be heard for five minutes on the merits. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws the point. The 
question is on the amendment of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. CUMMINGS]. 

Mr. MADDOX. Now, I want to be heard before the question 
is put. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman on 
the nierits. 

Mr. MADDOX. The effect of this amendment, asI under- 
stand, is simply to give the Secretary of the Navy instructions 
as to what he is todo hereafter. Now, the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi, in his eloquent appeal to this House, turned to me and 
asked me to withdraw my amendment, and he based his appeal 
upon the ground that there are some twenty of these cadets now 
at the Academy who, if my amendment be adopted, will have to 
be discharged. I say there are not more than twenty, because 
if gentlemen will read the report they will find that a number 
of young men appointed in this way have graduated and are now 
in the avy. This construction of the law began in i876; it has 
not been running on, as gentlemen here say, for thirty-two years. 

But I am urged to withdraw my amendment because of the 
great wrong which, it it is said, will be inflicted upon these 
twenty young men who are now in the Academy. Now, I wish 
to appeal to the sound judgment and equity of the House in be- 
half of my proposition. I say that the Seventh district of Geor- 

ia, which I represent, has never had but one graduate at the 

aval Academy. We have been deprived of our right in this 
matter almost ever since the Academy was organized. Yet my 
district has to pay its proportion of taxation for the support of 
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that institution. And there are forty districts, a from 
Wew York to Texas, that are in the same condition in this re- 
spect as mine. 

Now, is it right that the people of these districts should be 
taxed to support those cadets, when we are not allowed our 
proper representation in the ous There are eleven ca- 
dets there from the District of Columbia—placed there as rep- 
resentatives of our various districts: and because the Secretary 


of the Navy has misconstrued the law our people must pay for 
educating these young men during a term of four years. I ap- 
peal to this House for justice to the I will 


ople I represent. 
not withdraw my amendment nor ae my opposition to the 
misconstruction of this statute so long as I have the honor to 
represent the people of the Seventh district of Georgia. 

Ir. DOOLITTLE. Has not the gentleman and his predeces- 

sors had the opportunity to nominate cadets just as they have 
been nominated from other districts? Has not the same oppor- 
tunity been open to the Representatives from that district as 
to the Representatives of other districts scattered through the 
country? 
Mr. MADDOX, I thank the gentleman for the suggestion. 
The consideration he suggests does not affect this question, but 
I will answer it. I have a letter here from the Hon. Judson C. 
Clements, showing that when his nominee for appointment to 
the Academy failed in the physical examination the Secretary 
of the Navy promised him that the time for a new nomination 
should be extended until the 5th of March, yet within thirty 
days after that promise the appointment for that district had 
beer made by the Secretary of the Navy, though the fact was 
never found out for nine months. That is the treatment that 
our Representativereceived. Wefeel justly indignant over such 
a proceeding. I ask at the hands of the House that my district 
be accorded its rights. To simply turn out twenty or thirty 
men who have received the benefit of four years’ education at 
the expense of the Government, to which they were notentitled, 
wiil not right the wrong of the taxpayers of my district and of 
forty other districts that have been in this matter deprived of 
their rights. 

Mr. PICKLER. What would the gentleman think of a propo- 
sition or agreement of this kind, that rather than turn out the 
men who are already in, we declare vacancies in these districts, 
which vacancies shall be filled by representative appointment 
running through three years, one appointment from a district 
being made each year, thus distributing the thirty or forty ap- 
pointments, and keeping in the cadets who are already in the 
Academy? , 

Mr. MADDOX. That would be subject to a point of order. 

Mr. PICKLER. This is too deep a question to be ruled in or 
out on a pointof order. Iagree inthe main with thegentleman. 
It seems to me the Naval Committee has not yet proposed any 
reparation to the districts which are in the condition of the 
gentleman's district. 

Mr. MADDOX. None whatever. 

Mr. PICKLER. There should be some fair arrangement 
adopted with reference to such districts. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. The Naval Committee proposes to give to 
Representatives the nomination of these cadets. 

Mr. PICKLER. Why not do the fair thing by allowing the 
young men already in the Academy to remain there and gradu- 
ate, while socuring the rights of the respective districts in the 
manner I have proposed? 

Mr. MADDOX. If such a proposition is acceptabie to the 
House, it would be satisfactory tome. 

Mr. PICKLER. It seems to me the Naval Committee has 
proposed no reparation to districts which have been deprived of 
their rights in this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. MAppox]has expired. The question is on the amendment 
of the gentleman from New York. . 7 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, it strikes me that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York is rather crude. It at- 
tempts to amend the present law, but is not sufficiently guarded 
in defining the qualifications of the persons who may be nomi- 
nated. It only states, with reference to those who shall be 
nominated by the Secretary, the qualification as to the question 
of rosidence, but makes no reference to the other qualifications, 
such as age or physical capacity. 

Mr. BRETZ. That is stated in another section. 

Mr.BYNUM. I know; but the Governmentprovides the qual- 
ifications now, and if you undertake to make an exception you 
ought to be certain that you are not changing the law. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. It does not apply to the other sections. 


Mr. BYNUM. If the gentleman w the amendmen 
co .as to provide for covering all of the q cations of the ca- 
dete, there will not be any objection to it. It may be construed 


cations. 


as repealing all of the present qualifi 
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Mr. CRAIN. I rise to a parliamentary inguiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CRAIN. AsI understand, the amendment of the gentle- 
man from New York provides for a change in the existing law— 
the open line in that direction. I desire to know from the 
Chair whether an amendment is in order which changes exist- 
ing law, unless if reduces expenditures, by the reduction of the 
number of officers or employés of the United States, or by reduc- 
ing the amount of the appropriation? 

The CHAIRMAN. It would not, if the point of order had 
been made. 

Mr. CRAIN. I think the point of order was made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia stated the - 
point of order, but withdrew it, and the matter has been dis- 
cussed. It is now too late to make the point of order. 

Mr. CRAIN. Has the amendment of the gentleman from 
Georgia been withdrawn? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not. 

Mr. CRAIN. The amendment of the gentleman from New 
York tothe amendment is in the nature of a substitute? __ 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. CRAIN. And is subject, I believe, to one amendment 
under the rule? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis.. 

Mr.CRAIN. I offerthe amendment I send to the desk to ihe 
substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Incase a Representative fails to make a recommendation, then the va- 
cancy shall not be filled by the Secre of the Navy, but shall remain until 
the Representative shall make a recommendation of an eligible person for 
appointment to fill it. 

Mr. CRAIN. The object of the amendment is to deprive the 
Secretary of the Navy of the power to take from a district the 
appointment to which it is entitled upon the recommendation 
of the Representative from that district. 

I can conceive the case, Mr. Chairman, where there may be 

rsons who are eligible to appointment excepting in one qual- 

fication. That may be the qualification of age. In other words, 
there may be a number of young men residing in a Representa- 
tive’s district who possess all of the necessary qualifications un- 
der the law to make them — to —s except the 
mere fact that they are not oldenough. Now, if the Secretary 
of the Navy has power, as he has to-day, under the law to fill 
such vacancies, these young menare deprived of the right to be 
appointed to the Academy. I think the vacancy should remain 
until the Representative makes hisselection, so that every young 
man in the district shall have an opportunity to compete for the 
appointment. That is the object of the amendment. 

Mr. COMMINGS. I make the point of orderthat the amend- 


ment clearly c es existing law. 
The CHAIRMA The gentleman is too late in making the 
point of order. 


Mr. CUMMINGS. I was waiting an opportunity to offer the 
point of order, but the gentleman from Texas wenton to discuss 
the matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order must be made before 
the debate commences, and the Chair thinks it is now too late. 

Mr. CRAIN. I beg to say that I believe it to be — ad- 
mitted that a great number of young gentlemen who graduate 
from the Naval Academy, as well asfrom the Military Academy, 
are not assigned to duty for the simple reason that there are no 
places to be filled either in the Army or Navy. I do not under- 
stand how there can be any injury done to the service or to the 
country, therefore, by the amendment I propose, which will 
withhold the filling of any vacancy except in the manner pro- 
vided by the amendment. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I hope the gentleman from Texas will 
withdraw his amendment. I think the gentleman from Indiana 
{[Mr. BYNUM] will offer one that will be acceptable. 

Mr. CRAIN. Very well, I withdraw it for the present. 

Mr. PICKLER. In view of the importance of this matter, 
and in view of the strong desire on the part of the committee to 
do justice to all parties, [ hope the chairman of the committee 
will ask unanimous consent to let this section go over for the 


resent. 
’ Mr. CUMMINGS. The: gentleman would do so, but knows 
very well that he can not get unanimous consent. Now I give 
way to the gentleman from Indiana to offer ah amendment to 
the substitute. 
= BYNUM. Ioffer the following amendment to the sub- 
stitute: 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Insert, after the word “exists,” in line 15 
qualification under the law as now provided 
Mr. CUMMINGS. Now, I wish to say that I accept that 
amendment. 


page 2, the words ‘‘ of the legal 
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Mr. PICKLER. I desire to offeranamendment to the amend- 
ment. 
Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman—— 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wiil recognize all gentlemen. 


substitute so as to include the words offered by the gentleman | offered by the chairman of the committee, 


from Indiana. 
Mr. PICKLER. Now [ desire to offer an amendment to the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York. 
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Mr. MALLORY. Iwill offer it in amy way in which it can 
getin. 


Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman from Florida will pardon 


; n. | me, I desire to suggest that this new substitute, or amendment, 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. CUMMINGS] modifies his | whatever he may call it, accomplishes the same thing as that 


, and I ask him 
whether it would not be better to withdraw this and let us have 


| a vote on the other. 


| 
| 
| 


Me. MALLORY. 


I do not think the substitute offered by the 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota offers | chairman of the committee accomplishes the same thing. 


an amendment to the substitute, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read Mr. PICKLER’S amendment, as follows: 


Provided, That every member of Congress whose district is now unrepre- 
sented at the Naval Academy shall be permitted, on or before the Ist day of 
July, 1894, to recommend a candidate for appointment as cadet at the Naval 
Academy, and the Secretary of the Navy shall nominate such candidates for 
appointment to the Academy, subject to qualifications now prescribed by 
law. Such cadets, when appointed, to be in addition to the number of cadets 
now allowed by lav. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
PICKLER], as the Chair understands it, proposes this as an 
amendment to the substitute. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I make 
changes existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the point of order. 

Mr. CRAIN. I renew my amendment. 

Mr. MALLORY. I wish, Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Florida [Mr. MAL- 
LORY] is recognized. 

Mr. MALLORY. 
stitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida [Mr. MAtL- 
LORY] proposes an amendment to the substitute, which the Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. MALLORY, as follows: 

Strike out all of the amendment and insert the following: 

‘*Hereafter, in the event ofthe failure of a member of Congress to recom- 
mend a cadet from his district, and the Secretary ofthe Navy proceeds under 
the law to make an appointment to fill such vacancy, the said vacancy shall 
be filled by appointment of a cadet from the Congressional district of the 
member of Congress who so failed to make a recommendation.” 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Chairman, that is not a change of any 
existing law. It is in conformity with existing law, and simply 
declaratory of it. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
will dispose of that as we go along. 
which the gentleman makes? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I reserve it. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the Chair prefers to have it acted 


upon. 

oar. CUMMINGS. I did not understand the reading of the 
amendment. Iask that it be reported again. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
again. 

The amendment was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CUMMINGS] make the point of order against this amendment? 

Mr.CUMMINGS. After hearing it read, I do not. 

Mr.MALLORY. I have little more to sayin addition to what 
I have already said on this subject. The object of this amend- 
ment is simply to establish the law as a large number of the 
members of the House of Representatives undoubtedly construe 
it to be, and at the same time to avoid the necessity which is 
imposed by the amendment of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Mappox] of actually turning out some twenty young men, many 
of whom may, by their standing at the Naval Academy, be enti- 
tled to appointments in the Navy. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. What does the gentleman mean by the 
language, ‘‘ Strike out all of the amendments? ” 

Mr. MALLORY. It is anamendment to the amendment, sim- 
ply striking out the whole of the amendment of the gentleman 

om Georgia. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then you mean yours as a substitute? 

Mr. MALLORY. Yes. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then, Mr. Chairman, I make the point 
that there is already one substitute pending. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from 
Florida [Mr. MALLORY] to offer it as an amendment to the sub- 
stitute? 

Mr. MALLORY. 


the point of order that that 


The Chair will be compelled to sustain 





I wish to offer an amendment to the sub- 


I reserve the point of order. 
What is the point of order? The Chair 
What is the point of order 


It is an amendment to the substitute, in 


that sense. 
Mr. CUMMINGS. [I certainly can not see the difference be- 
tween amendment to the substitute and the substitute. 


The CHAIRMAN. There is one substitute already pending, 
and unless the gentleman offers it as an amendment to the sub- 
stitute, it would not now be in order. 


| 


Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. MALLORY. 
ent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question, then, is on the substitute 
offered by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I would like to hear the amendment 
read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman ask for the reading 
of the amendment or the reading of the substitute? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I ask for the reading of the amend- 
ment or the substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of 
the gentleman from Georgia, and then report the substitute of 
the gentleman from New York. 

The amendment offered by Mr. MADDOX was read. 


It is precisely the same in effect. 
Then I withdraw my substitute for the pres- 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the substi- 
tute offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The substitute was read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the substitute. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, there is one trouble 
about this amendment, or this substitute, and it is this: When 


a member of Congress makes a recommendation for a cadet and 
he is examined and fails to pass, then there is a vacancy, and 
the Secretary of the Navy can make the appointment. 

Mr. BINGHAM. No; he can not. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. That is what he does under the law now. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. The amendment ought to go far 
enough to provide that in case a member recommends to a cadet- 
ship, and on examination there is a failure. there ought not to 
be an appointment by the Secretary of the Navy until the mem- 
ber of Congress is notified that his cadet has failed to pass an 
examination and he shall have had an opportunity to present 
another name. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. 
law. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Suppose it does change existing law. 
If the desire and purpose of this is that every member of Con- 
gress may recommend a cadet from his district and have it in 
his control, why then if he fails on an examination should not 
the member have an opportunity to present another name? The 
gentleman from Georgia who first spoke says that is his partic- 
ular case. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
the district. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Yes. Now,I think if a member fails 
to recommend a cadet, or if the cadet fails to pass an examina- 
tion, that the member ought to have something to say as towho 
shall take the place of the one who had not the capacity to fill 
the place. That is the point. I think we all agree that the 
member representing the district ought to recommend the ap- 
pointment of the cadet, and I presume the gentleman from New 
York has no objection to it. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I have no objection; but your proposition 
is clearly against existing law. 

Mr. WILSONof Ohio. Butsuppose itis against existing law, 
and this committee is willing to waive the point of order, can 
not we have it amended in that way? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Itissubject tothe pointof order. Iwould 
like to get a vote on the amendment, and Iam really anxious to 
go on with the bill and get through with it to-night. 

Mr. DAVIS. I wouldask the gentleman if that is the law now? 

Mr.CUMMINGS. It is; and my amendment is simply ex- 
planatory of the present law. The Secretary of the Navy, in 
the opinion of the Committee on Naval Affairs, has misconstrued 
the law in making his appointments, and other Secretaries be- 
fore him have done the same thing for over twenty years. Iam 
not much of a lawyer, but I do—— 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I supposed I had the 


That is always done. 
Your proposition would change existing 


It is not so much the member as it is 


floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemansuspended his speech, and 
the Chair recognized the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. I submitted to a question. 
yield toa speech by the gentleman. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman, if he 
desires it. 


[ did not 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. ibe. it is not true that if this amend- 
ment passes a member of Congress can recommend a substi- 
tute for a cadet who has failed, because this is the very ques- 
tion just now—that is, after a recommendation has once been 
made and the cadet does not pass, it becomes the duty of the 
Secretary of the Navy to appoint a cadet from that very district. 
lf this amendment passes, and lrecommend a cadet from my dis- 
trict, and upon examination he shall fail, that is the end of my 
power, and the Secretary of the Navy immediately has entire 
control over the appointment from my district. I say that ought 
not to be permitted. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Do‘you hold that when your cadet 
fails to pass en examination, provided you have made a recom- 
mendation at the proper time, that then the Secretary of the 
Navy can fill that vacancy? 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. I say that under the amendment as 
proposed by the gentleman from New York the Secretary of 
the Navy would have the appointment to fill the vacancy which 
was occasioned by the failure of your cadet to pass an examina- 
tion. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, with the permission of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WiLson], I will make a brief state- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
expired. 

Mr. BINGHAM, ThenI will makeit in my ownright. Itis 
the practice and the unbroken rule of the Navy Department 
that when your candidate has failed to pass the required exam- 
ination you are duly notified and informed that the next year 
you may fill the vacancy. That, I say, is the unbroken practice 
with reference to the naval service. With reference to the 
Army, the Secretary of War has no such power as is given by 
this statute to. the Secretary of the Navy. The Secretary of 
War can fill no vacancies. Now, to come directly to the gentle- 
man’s point. He will find in that statute this provision: 

The nomination of a candidate to fill said vacancy shall be made upon the 
recommendation of the Member or Delegate, if such recommendation is 
made by the Ist day of July of that year— 

Now comes in the power of the Secretary— 
but if it is not made by that time— 

What? 
the Secretary of the Navy shail fill the vacancy. 

Your candidate goes before the board and is rejected. You 
have complied with the law. There is no vaéancy that the Sec- 
retary of the Navy can fill, because you have made your recom- 
mendation. It is not a question as to the failure of the candi- 
date.. The law simply gives the Secretary the power to fill the 
vacancy when you have failed to make your recommendation; 
but if you make the recommendation and if your candidate fails, 
the vacancy in your district continues. You are notified that 
your cadet has failed, and that at the next year, or the next ex- 
smination, you will be entitled to fill the vacancy. Now, the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York conforms to the 
verbiage of that statute in every line save that when he comes 
to the point of questionable construction, as to filling the va- 
cancy, his amendment declares that the vacancy, if filled by the 
Secretary of the Navy, shall be filled from the district wherein 
the vacancy exists. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I move to close debate on 
the pending paragraph. ’ 

The motion wus agreed to. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to offer an amendment to the substi- 
tute of the gentleman from New York. 

The amendment was read, as follows: | 

Provided, Vnat where a district is now represented by a cadet not appointed 
as a resident from that district the member representing said district shall 
nominate a cadet from that district, and such cadet shall be appointed by 
the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. PICKLER. That would do justice to everybody, and set- 
tie this whole matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is notdebatable. Debate 
on this paragraph is closed. 

The amendment of Mr. PICKLER was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the substitute of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. CUMMINGS]. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr.Chairman, I ask that it be again reported. 

The amendment was again read, with the modification adopted 
at the suggestion of Mr. BYNUM. 

The question was taken on the substitute, and the Chairman 
declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MADDOX. Task for a division. 
The committee divided, and there were—ayes 62, noes 41. 
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Mr. MADDOX. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being made, the 
Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from New 
York, Mr. CUMMINGS, and the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. 
MADDOX. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I suggest to the gentlemen in 
charge of the bill that there is no quorum here, and that the 
committee may as well rise. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I will test it. 

The committee again divided, and the tellers made a partial 
report, showing—ayes 81, noes 56. 

Mr. MADDOX (pending the count by tellers). Mr,Chairman, 
I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

Mr. PICKLER. I renew the point of no quorum. 

Several MEMBERS. Do notdo that. Wearegoing to rise and 
adjourn. 

Mr. PICKLER. ThenI will not make the point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being withdrawn, 
the ayes have it, and the substitute is agreed to. 

Mr. MADDOX. No, Mr. Chairman; I withdrew the point 
with the understanding that the committee would rise and that 
there should be no announcement of the vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the Chair is compelled to announce 
the vote. 

Mr. MADDOX. Then I renew the point of no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman does not withdraw the 
»0int? 

Mr. MADDOX. I do not. 

The tellers resumed their places. 

Mr. CUMMINGS (during the count). Mr. Chairman, I move 
that the committee rise. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, I make the point that that 
can not be done at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itcan bs done. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee reported from 
the Committee of the Whole that they had had under consider- 
ation the bill H. R. 6748, the naval appropriation bill, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

The House then, on motion of Mr. CUMMINGS (at 4 o’clock 
and 25 minutes p. m.), adjourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. COBB of Alabama, from the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, reported the bill (H.R. 
6975) for the relief of the heirs and creditors of Elizabeth Town- 
send; which, with the accompanying report (No. 893), was or- 
dered to be printed and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House; : 


PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H. R. 7057) to amend the laws 
applicable to national banks, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. 'KIRT: A bill (H. R. 7068) providing for a survey of a 
route and to ascertain cost of constructing a ship canal to con- 
nect Lake Erie and the Ohio River—to the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 7059) to entitle muailable 
matter of the second class to transmission through the mails free 
er the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


8. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 7070) to reduce the postage on books trans- 
mitted by mail—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 7072) to 
amend section 3816 of the Revised Statutes —to the Committee 
on Printing. 

By Mr. BALDWIN: A bill (H. R.7073) to regulate the laying 
and repairing of sidewalks in the city of Washington, D. C.—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as foliows: 

By Mr. CHICKERING: A bill (H. R. 7074) granting relief to 
Mrs. Ruth M. Symonds, mother of the late Chester H. Symonds, 
of the United States Life-Saving Servic:>—to the Committee on 


Claims. : 
By Mr. FITHIAN: A bill (H. R. 7075) granting a pension to 
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Elizabeth A. Hoover, widow of James Hoover, deceased—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 7076) to execute the find- | 


ings of the Court of Claims in the matters of the claim of John 
J. Shipman—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCULLOCH: A bill (H. R. 7077) for relief of M. B. 
Woodyard, Mrs. Alice N. Rush, Mrs, Sue T. Smex, and Joseph 
N. Woodyard, heirs of Col. Humphrey M. Woodyard--to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEILL: A bill (H.R. 7078) for relief of F. B. Toms and 


Sallie T. Harris—to the Committee on War Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 
. Under clause lof Rule XXTI, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Resolutions adopted at a meeting 
of citizens of Durango, Colo., relative to present depressed con- 
dition of affairs, the commonweal army, and in favor of free 
coinage of silver at 16 to 1—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. COOPER of Florida (by request): Four petitions of 
citizens of Florida in favor of governmental ownership and con- 
trol of the telegraphs—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: Evidence in support of a bill to relieve 
James Phelan, collector of internal revenue, Detroit, Mich., 
from ioss by burglary—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of citizens of Atlantic, Iowa, and 
vicinity, for a governmental system of telegraph—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. LACEY: Affidavitof John Farrell, toaccompany House | 


bill 2132—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of letter-carriers of the city of Yon- 
kers, N. Y., John Foley, chairman, in favor of passage of House 
bill 5294, relative to removal of letter-carriers—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SIPE: Petition of 1,000 citizens of Pittsburg, Pa., 
in favor of government:l ownership and control of the telegraph 
system —to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of 2,900 masons, bricklayers, and citizens of 
Pittsburg and Allegheny, Pa., in favor of governmental control 
of the telegraphic system—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of the National League for the 
Protection of American Institutions, for the adoption of a per- 
manent policy for advancing education among the Indians on 
the basis of the American free common-school system—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of Diamond Glass Company, of Royers Ford, 
Pa., for legislation respecting convict labor and sale of prison- 
made goods—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. WILSON of Washington: Petition of 550 citizens of 
the State of Washington, for the establishment of a govern- 
mental system of telegraphs—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
MoNnDAY, May 14, 1894. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBuRN, D. D. 

The Vice-President resumed the chair. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 

INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in response toa 
resolution of the 7th instant, a report of the former Assistant 
Attorney-General in charge of the defense of Indian depredation 
claims under the act of March 3, 1891; which, with the accom- 
panying report, was referred to the Committee on Indian Dep- 
redations, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. HOAR presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of the 
Congregational ministers of Boston, Mass., Monday, May 7, 1894, 
favoring the enactment of legislation to suppress the lottery 
traffic; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 95 citizens of Summit 
and Por Counties, Ohio, praying for the passage of House 
bill No. 5246, to restrict immigration; which was referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

Mr HARRIS. I present resolutions adopted by the Memphis 
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(Tenn.) Cotton EXthange, favoring the international exposition 
to be held at Atlanta, Ga., in September, 1895, recommending 
that a Government exhibit be made thereat, and pledging that 
exchange to the support of the exposition. I move that the 
resolutions be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon presented a memorial of Inter- 
*, of Portland, Oregon, remonstrat- 
ing against any change being made, either by treaty or statute, 
in the existing Qhinese exclusion laws: which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PEFFER presented a petition of Lodge No. 367, Ancient 
Order of United Workmen, of Freeport, Kans., praying that fra- 
ternal society and college journals be admitted to the mails as 
second-class matter; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a memorial of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Cincinnat?, Ohio, remonstratinge against the abolish- 
ment of the Statistical Bureau of the Agricultural Department; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Wholesale Grocers’ 
Association of Boston, Mass., praying for the passage of the 
Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SQUIRE presented the petition of E. O. Graves, presi- 
dent, and H. W. Castleman, secretary of the Washington Na- 
tional Building, Loan and Investment Association, of Seattle, 
Wash., praying that building and loan associations, national 
and local, be exempted from the proposed income-tax provision 
of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Ezra W. Clark; M. D. Ballard, 
president National Bank of Commerce; L. C. Whitford, M. D.; 
A. Chilberg, president of the Scandinavian-American Bank, and 
M. F. Buchler, cashier Washington National Bank, praying for 
the re*nactment, and its application to the presentcalendar year, 
of theact approved November 3, 1893, entitled ‘‘An act toamend 
section numbered 2324 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, relating to mining claims;” which was referred to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. 

He also presented the petition of Francis B. Kellogg and 
other citizens of the United States, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to suppress the lottery trailic; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Ellsworth Post, No. 2, Depart- 
ment of Washington and Alaska, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Vancouver; of Gen. J. L. Reno Post, No. 47, Department of 
Washington and Alaska, Grand Army of the Republic: of Spo- 
kane and of Stevens Post, No.1, Departmentof Washington and 
Alaska, Grand Army of the Republic, of Seattle, all in the State 
of Washington, praying for the early and favorable considera- 
tion of the resolution setting aside the 12th day of February of 
each year as a national holiday in commemoration of the birth- 


| day anniversary of Abraham Lincoln; which were referred to 


the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. BRICE presented a petition of Encampment No. 35, Union 
Veteran Legion, of Mount Vernon, Ohio, praying for the passage 
of a per diem service pension bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Spring- 
field, Ohio, remonstrating against the abrogation of reciprocity 
treaties with any foreign countries, especially with Spain and 
Brazil; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the passage of the Torrey bank- 
ruptey bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, remonstrating against the abolishment of the 
statistical division of the Agricultural Department; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Knights of Labor, Local As- 
sembly No. 469, of Zanesville, Ohio, praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing good roads throughout the country; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Medical Association of 
Toledo, Ohio, praying for the enactmentof legislation providing 
for the removal of certain disabilities of late acting assistant 
surgeons in the late war, etc.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry packers and dealers in 
leaf tobacco, of Preble County, Ohio, praying for a specific rate 
of duty of 50 cents per pound on all unstemmed leaf tobacco; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Central Trade Agricultural 
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Union, of Miami County, Ohio, praying for the enactment of 
legislation regulating the employment and discharge of seamen 
in the merchant marine; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, 

He also presented a memorial of the Medical Association of 
Toledo, Ohio, remonstrating againstareduction of theappropria- 
tion for the maintenance of thelibrary of the Surgeon-General’s 
Office; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented memorials of Central Labor Council, of Cin- 
cinnati: of order of Knights of Labor, of Zanesville; of Cigar 
Makers’ Union, No. 45, of Springfield; of Central Labor Union, 
of Cincinnati; and of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 96, of Akron, all 
in the State of Ohio, remonstrating against the ratification of 
the proposed Chinease treaty; which were ordered to lie on the 
the table. 

He also presented the petition of Frank C. Osborn, secretary 
of the Civil Engineers’ Club, of Cleveland, Ohio, praying that 
fraterna! society and college journals be admitted to the mails 
as second-class matter; which was referred to the Committee on 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented memorials of E. E. Lowry, of Rose Hill; of 
Calvin P. Godfrey, of Ottawa; of C. N. Gaumar, of Mansfield; of 
G. H. Mains, of Wakeman; of F. K. Pauly, of Clayton; of-L. S. 
Ellis, of Logansville; of S. V. Hinkle, of Jackson; of W. E. Mc- 
Christie, of Cincinnati; of W. H. Wheelock, of Chagrin Falls; 
of O. J. be Wolfe, of Fostoria; of the Champaign Democrat, of 
Urbana, and of 4 citizens of Folsom, all in the State of Ohio, re- 
monstrating against the proposed increase of postage on second- 
class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. COKE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1827) to define the boundaries of the three 
judicial districts in the State of Alabama and to regulate therein 
the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States and the powers 
and duties of the judges thereof, and for other purposes, reported 
it with an amendment. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1952) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Washington and Great Falls 
Electric Railway,” reported it with an amendment and submitted 
a report thereon. - 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
reforred the bill (S. 1500) granting an increase of pension to 
Helen L. Dent, reported it with an amendment and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the biil (S. 1539) granting a pension to Josephine 
Foote Fairfax, reported it without amendment and submitted a 
report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1956) granting an increase of pension to Mary Doubleday, 
widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Abner Doubleday, reported it without 
amendment and submitted a ry ey thereon. 

Mr. VEST. I am instructed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6610) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri River, at some point 
within 1 mile below and 1 mile above the present limits of the 
city of Jefferson, Mo., to report it without amendment. Senate 
bill 1742, which makes the same provision, has been reported 
from the Senate Committee on Commerce with an amendment. 
I will merely ask that this bill go upon the Calendar for the 

resent. 

hn VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2018) to pro- 
vide for making returns to the clerk’s office of marriage service 
in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WALSH introduced a bill (S. 2019) to protect United 
Ss mails; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 

é Committtee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a biil (S. 2020) supplementary to an 
act approved April 6, 1894, for the execution of the award ren- 
dered at Paris, August 15, 1893, by the Tribunal of Arbitration 
constituted under the treaty between the United States and 
Great Britain, concluded at , February 29, 1892, in 
relation to the preservationof thefur seal; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred tothe Committee on Relations. 

Mr. BRICE introduced a joint resolution (5S. R. 7} authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of War to donate stone of an lock 
at Harmar, Ohio, to the New Century Historical Society, of 
Marietta, Ohio; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 


accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
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AMENDMENT TO REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. DAVIS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes; which 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


AMENDMENTS TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. DIXON submitted anamendmentintended to be proposed 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; whic was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. QUAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. . 

Mr. HIGGINS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commercs, and ordered to be 
printed. y 

REPRINT OF MARITIME CANAL BILL. 


On motion of Mr. MORGAN, it was 


Ordered, That Senate bill No. 1481, to amend the act entitled “ An acttoin- 
corporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” approved February 
20, 1889, be reprinted. ' 


JOHN FINN—BILL RECOMMITTED. 
On motion of Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, it was 


Ordered, That Senate bill No. 1063, to authorize the Third Auditor of the 
Treasury to audit certain quartermasters’ vouchers belonging to John 
Finn, of St. Louts, Mo., be recommitted to the Committee on Claims. 


SULPHUR RIVER BRIDGE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business has closed. 

Mr. BERRY. ILask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
consider at this time the bill (H. R.5771) authorizing the Tex- 
arkana and Shreveport Railroad Company to bridge Sulphur 
River, in the State of Arkansas. It isespecially important that 
the bill should be passed as early as possible. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I think it was rather understood Saturday 
that we should go to the Calendar during the space that was 
allotted before 12. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [I dislike to object to anyone’s bill, but I 
have quite a number of bills here, and think we should proceed 
with the Calendar regularly. 

Mr. BERRY. I have been makinganeffort to call up the bill, 
this is the third or fourth time, and it has been objected to, when 
bills called up by other Senators were passed without objection. 
I regret that the Senator from Ohio feels it his duty to object. 
This is a bridge bill and it is peculiarly important that it should 
be passed at an early day. The work is delayed. But of course 
if the Senator objects the bill will have to go over. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Asthe Senator from Arkansas has a kind 
of an inning, I will let this bill go through, but I must insist on 

oing on with the Calendar in order after it is disposed of. 

Mr. MANDERSON. And it is a House bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, it is a House bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the Sena- 
tor from Ohio to withdraw his objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I withdraw my objection to this bill, but I 
shall insist upon going on with the Calendar when it is dis- 

osed of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill called up by the Senator 
from Arkansas will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

Mr. BERRY. Insection 1, line 19, after the word ‘‘ opening,” 
I move to add “‘and distance above high-water mark;” so as to 
read: 

That said bridge shall be a drawbridge with a draw over the main channel 
of the river at an accessible navigable point and with such clear width of 
opening and distance above high-water mark as may be prescribed by the 
Secretary of War, and, as nearly'as practicable, said opening shall be ac- 
cessible at all stages of water. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BERRY. In section 1, line 21, after the word ‘‘ water,” I 
move to strike out down to and including the word ‘‘ bridge,” in 
line 24, in the following words: 

And the spans shall be not less than 10 feet above extreme high water as 
understood at the point of location to the lowest part of the superstructure 
of the bridge. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 

ts were concurred in. 
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The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. ; 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
FORM OF DEEDS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Now, I hope the arrangement will be car- 
ried out, and the Calendar will be proceeded with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first bill on the Calendar un- 
der Rule VIII will bo called. 

The bill (S. 832) to simplify the form of deeds of conveyance, 
trust, and releases of land in the District of Columbia, was an- 
nounced as first in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope that bill will be permitted to go over. 
It was under discussion several days,and the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is not in the Chamber this morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection tothe suggestion 
of the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr.SHERMAN. The bill goes over on the objection of the 
Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
on the Calendar? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that to be 
the request of the Senator from Nebraska. Without objection it 
will be so ordered. 


NORTH DAKOTA PENITENTIARY. 


The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (S. 
R. 41) relative to the erection of a penitentiary in the State of 
North Dakota, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PLATT. Let that go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be passed 
Over without prejudice. 


CORPORATIONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The bill (S. 1805) to amend ‘“‘An act relating to the incorpora- 
tion of certain corporations within the District of Columbia,” 
approved October 1, 1890, was announced as next in order on the 
Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, and is open to amendment. The 
bill has been heretofore read at length. 

Mr. VEST. Let it be read again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

Mr.MARTIN. Idonotcareto have thatbill considered now. 
Let it be passed over for the present, retaining its place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 


ENLISTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. 1209) to regulate enlistments in the Army of 
the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has been reported by the 
Committee on Military Affairs, with amendments. The amend- 
ments will be stated. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before thatis done, I should like to have the 
Senator in charge of the bill state, as nearly as practicable, the 
amount of additional cost which will result annually from the 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. BATE. I cannot, in reply tothe Senator from Iowa, state 


[ suppose it will keep its place 


at present the exact amount that would be involved by the pas- | 
The bill, however, has been consid- | 


sage of the pending bill. 
ered by the Committee on Military Affairs and met with its ap- 
proval. It makes no very large increase; it only increases the 
compensation of a soldier who has been in the Army for a cer- 
tain number of years. He is then to receive $1 per month addi- 
tional, and then there is another increase for similar reasons of 
$2 per month. The main object of the bill is to repeal the pro- 
visions of the act of February 27, 1893, relative to the reénlist- 
ment of men who have been in the service for 10 or 20 years or 
more. I think the bill is calculated to elicit some discussion, 
and perhaps ought to go over. The Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. Procror], I believe, antagonizes it, and I see that he is 
not in his seat. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think the bill as amended will not be 
antagonized by the Senator from Vermont. I hope the Senator 
from Tennessee will allow the bill to goon. Itisone that has 
received most careful consideration, not only in the Committee 
on Military Affairs, but in the War Department, as the chair- 
man of the committeo is fully aware.. I do not think that the 
ehange my nga from the existing law adds any appreciable 
amount to the cost of maintenance of the Army, and the bill is 
| aap in its provisions that it certainly ought to become a 


Mr ALLISON. I gathered from the reading of the bill that 
&.certain classof enlistments after three years would be entitled 


to $1 a month in addition to the compensation now authorized 
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by law, and after a certain other period $2 a month. I think it 
ought to be stated, in round numbers, at least; about how much 
will be added to the cost of the maintenance of the Army if this 
bill should become a law. 

Mr. BATE. I desire to sayin that connection, that I can not 
give at this moment exactly the information asked for by the 
Senator from Iowa. My attention has not been called, as chair- 
man of the committee, to that particular fact which must de- 
pend somewhat on the number of réenlistments; butthe bill has 
the approbation of the Secretary of War and of the General of 


the Army, and it is one upon which the Army seem to have a 
great deal of feeling and much solicitude for its repeal 

The purpose of the bill is to repeal the law which was passed 
more than a year ago, which has been almost univer 
demned by the Army, and its repealdemanded. The law which 
it is proposed to repeal, I think, was introduced and passed 


principally on the recommendation of the Senator from Ver- 
mont, late Secretary of War. Not seeing the Senator here, I 
doubted the courtesy of proceeding with the consideration of 
this bill withoutaffording him an opportunity to be heard: butas 
[have heard from him through the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
MANDERSON], I withdraw that suggestion and ask thut the bill 
may be proceeded with, and passed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Idesire tocall the attention of my col- 
league on the committee, the chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, to the fact that on page 10 of the report ac- 
companying this bill the existing law is given by which it is 
clearly shown that these extra allowances are now paid for ex- 
ceptionally long enlistments under the present law. This bill 
simply proposes to add to that chief musicians of regiments, 
artificers of artillery and infantry,and wagonersof artillery and 
infantry. No reason appears why these men should ever have 
been discriminated against. The bill exempts from this pro- 
vision the extra pay of what are known as the service clerks and 
the messengers. Thatis the reason for my statement that there 
is hardly an appreciable increase to the pay of the Army because 
of this proposed law. 

The important feature of the bill, however, is that it repeals 
the law providing that there shall be but ten years’ service in 
the Army. 

[ hope the bill will go on: and [ will say that if the Senator 
from Vermont shall be found to have the least objection to the 
bill, either the Senator from Tennessee or I can at once enter a 
motion to reconsider the bill, so that it may be taken up here- 
after. 

Mr. BATE. I should like very much to have the bill take 
that course. ° 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments reported by the 
Committee on Military Affairs will be stated. 

The first amendment reported from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs was in section 2, line 4, after the word ‘ faithful,” 
to strike out: 

And in time of peace no person who is not a citizen of the United States, 
or who can not speak, read, and write the English language, shall 
listed in the Army for the first time: Provided, That the foregoing r 
ments as to enlistments in time of peace shall not apply to the enlistment 
of Indians. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to inquire of the chairman of the 
Military Committeeif this amendment prohibits the enlistment 
in the regular Army of persons who are not citizens either by 
birth or naturalization? 

Mr. BATE. No, sir: Ido not think it doesin those words. 
The original bill certainly does not. The amendment as read 
speaks for itself. I have not, however, seen the bill as amended 
for some time, and it is now unexpectedly put before us for con- 
sidersation. 

Mr. ALLEN. 
amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment will be again read. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move to amend the amendment so that it 
will read, ‘‘that no person who is not either a citizen by birth 
or acitizen by naturalization shall be enlisted in the regular 


be en- 


I wish the Secretary would again read the 


Army.” 
Mr. MANDERSON. Will the Senator kindly repeat his sug- 
gestion. Nota word could be heard here. 


Mr. ALLEN. The suggestion I make is that the amendment 
be soamended that no person who is not acitizen either by birth 
or naturalization at the time of his enlistment shall be enlisted 
in the regular Army or any branch of the military service. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is the present provision exgept as 
to Indians. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understood from the reading—I do not know 
that I caught it exactly—that no person who is not a citizen or 
re can not read or write the English language, shall be en- 

ted. 


Mr. MANDERSON. That is the provision. He must not 
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only be a citizen of the United States, but he must be able to | Senator from Delaware [Mr. H1cGrns], asked that the bill might 


speak and write the English language. 

Mr. ALLEN. He must be a citizen either by birth or natu- 
ralization at the time of the enlistment, as I understand it? 

Mr. MANDERSON. He must be a citizen either by birth or 
naturalization. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is better. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is onagreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out sections 3,4, and 5, as 
follows: 

Seco. 3. That every soldier who, having been honorably discharged, reén- 
lists within three months thereafter, shall be entitled, after five years’ serv- 
ice, including his first enlistment, to receive, for the period of five years 
next thereafter, #2 per month in addition to theordinary pay of his grade; 
and for each successive eS of five years of service, so long as he shall 
remain continuously in the Army,a further sum of $1 per month. The 
past continuous service of soldiers now in the Army shall be taken into ac- 
count, and shall entitle such soldiers to additional pay according to this 
rule; but service rendered prior to August 4, 1854, shall in no case be ac- 
counted as more than one enlistment. 

Sec. 4. That totheordinary rates of pay of enlisted men of the Army as pro- 
vided by existing law, $1 per month shall be added for the third year of en- 
listment, and in cases of soidiers who reénlist within the term specified in 
the preceding section, $1 more per month for the fourth year of service, and 
#1 more per month for the fifth year, making in all 83 increase per month for 
the fifth year of service of each reénlisted man. But this increase shall be 
considered as retained pay, and shall not be paid to the soldier until his dis- 
charge from the service, and shall be forfeited unless he serves honestly and 
faithfully until the date of his discharge: Provided, That soldiers serving a 
five-years’ enlistment shall be entitled during the third, fourth, and fifth 
years thereof to the additional amounts herein named. 

Sec. 5. That enlisted men who, having been honorably discharged, have 
reénlisted or shall reénlist within three months thereafter, shall, after five 
—, service, including their first enlistment, be paid at the rate allowed 

n section 4 of this act to soldiers during the fifth year of continuous serv- 
ice: Provided, That $1 per month shall be retained from the pay of reénlisted 
men, of whatever grade, from and after the beginning of the sixth year of 
their continuous service, to be paid to the soldier on his discharge, but to be 
forfeited unless he shall have served honestly and faithfuily to the date of 
discharge. 

And insert: 

Sno, 3. That the period within which soldiers may reénlist with the bene- 
fits conferred by sections 1282 and 1284 of the Revised Statutes be, and the 
same is hereby, extended tothree months; and hereafter every enlisted man 
in the Army, excepting general-service clerks and general-service mes- 
sengers, shall be entitled to all the benefits conferred by sections 1281 and 
1282 of the Revised Statutes: Provided, That to entitle to the additional pay 
authorized by section 1281, for men serving in the third, fourth, and fift 
years, the service must have been continuous within the meaning of this 
section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BATE. 1 understand that there is another amendment 
to the bill. I should like to know if the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] is em- 
bodied in the bill or amendment? I observe the Senator from 
New Hampshire is here, and he can state whether or not it is 
included, orif he is content with the bill and amendmentas it is. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I did not know that I ever offered an 
amendment to this bill. I introduced a bill in the Senate, I re- 
member, excluding aliens from holding office under the Govern- 
ment, but that bill is before some other committee, as I recol- 
lect; I think the Committee on Civil Service and Retrench- 
ment. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That has nothing to do with this meas- 


ure, 

Mr. BATE. Then the Senator's measure embodies the senti- 
ment that is in this bill, and I believed it to be an amendment 
to it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I suggest that the word ‘‘ them” should 
be ingerted on page 4,line 9. There seems to be aclerical omis- 
sion. After the word “entitled,” I move to insert ‘ them; ” so 
as to read: 

To ertitle them to the additional pay. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The dill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ESTATE OF HENRY H. SIBLEY. 

The ill (S. 914) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Henry H. Sibley, deceased, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask that that bill may go over. 
It would lead to discussion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill willgo over without prej- 
udice. 

SOUTHERN RAILROAD ASSOCIATION. 

The bill (S. 754) for the relief of the Southern Railroad Asso- 
ciation, lessees of the Mississippi Central Railroad Company, 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. PEFFER. I think that bill had better go over. The 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], in connection with the 


go over when reached on a former occasion. 


Mr. GEORGE. That is a proposition to pay somebody $4,000? 
Mr. PEFFER. It is; and I think it had better go over. 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes: it had better go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 


LENNES A. JACKSON. 


The bill (S. 1215) for the relief of Lennes A. Jackson, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to appropri- 
ate $270 to refund in full to Lennes A. Jackson the amount paid 
to James H. Stone, collector internal revenue, Detroit, Mich., 
which amount was stolen from the vaults of the Coldwater Na- 
tional Bank, at Coldwater, Mich., on March 2, 1892. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

W. L. ADAMS. 

The bill (S.117) for the relief of W. L. Adams, of Oregon, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay 
to W. L. Adams, late collector of customs at Astoria, Oregon, 
$461.02, found to be due him as such collector on the settlement 
of his-accounts in the Treasury Department. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

A. P. H. STEWART. 

The bill (S. 1325) for the relief of A. P. H. Stewart was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue to reéxamine and settle the claim 
for tax on bagging and rope wrongfully paid on Government 
cotton, alleged to have been illegally assessed and collected, 
and proposes to pay the amount of taxes so found by the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue to have been illegally and im- 
properly assessed and collected, to A. P. H. Stewart, not to ex- 
ceed $185.69. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to beengrossed fora third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

HEIRS OF LEWIS SMITH, DECEASED. 


The bill (S.288) for the relief of Clara A. Graves, Lewis Smith 
Lee, Florence P. Lee, Mary S. Sheldon, and Elizabeth Smith, 
heirs of Lewis Smith, deceased, was considered as in Committea 
of the Whole. It proposes to pay to Clara A. Graves, Lewis 
Smith Lee, Florence P. Lee, Mary S. Sheldon, and Elizabeth 
Smith, heirs of Lewis Smith, $2,317.77, being their father’s and 
grandfather's portion of prize money as first lieutenant of the 
brig Warrior, due and unpaid on or about July 17, 1815. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There ought to be a verbal amendment 
made in the bill. In line 4, ‘‘outof any money in his hands” 
should read “‘outof any money in the Treasury.” The Secre- 
tary of the Treasury has no public money ‘‘in his hands.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment suggested by the 
Senator from Ohio will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 4strike outthe words ‘‘ his hands,” 
and insert ‘‘ the Treasury;” so as to read: 

Out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM R. STEINMETZ. 


The bill - 812) for the relief of William R. Steinmetz was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Presi- 
dent of the United States toappoint Capt. William R. Steinmetz, 
United States Army, retired, a major on the retired list of the 
Army, with the rank and pay of that grade from February 26, 
1891, under the provisions of sections 3 of ‘‘An act to providefor 
the examination of certain officers of the Army, and to regulate 
promotions therein,” approved October 1, 1890. 

Mr. HARRIS. In line 4, after the word “ advice,” I move to 
insert ‘‘and consent;” so as to read: 

By and with the advice and consent of the Senate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendinent was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ESTATE OF S. W. MARSTON. 


The bill (S. 198) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
settle the claims of the legal representatives of S. W. Marston, 
late United States Indian agent at Union Agency, Indian Terri- 
tory, for services and expenses, was considered as in Committee 
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of the Whole. It proposes to pay $448.10 to the — represent- 
atives of S. W. Marston, late tinited States Indian agent at 
Union Agency, Indian Territory, for services rendered and ex- 
nses incurred by him in the months of July, August, Septem- 
r,and October, in the year 1878, which claims were trans- 
mitted to the office of Indian Affairs about November in that 
ear. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE BUILDING. 


The bill (S. 1462) to provide additional accommodations for 
the Government Printing Office was announced as next in order. 

Mr. VEST. Let that bill go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 


PUBLIC LAND ENTRIES. 


The bill (S. 67) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief 
of certain settlers on the public lands, and to provide for the 
repayment of certain fees, purchase money, and commissions paid 
on void entries of public lands,” was announced as next in order 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let that bill go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will goover without preju- 
dice. 

ESTATE OF GEORGE K. OTIS. 


The bill (S. 1063) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
George K. Otis, deceased, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It directs the Postmaster-General to allow to the legal 
representatives of George K. Otis, deceased, late contractor for 
the New York mail messenger and transfer service for the con- 
tract term ended June 30, 1885, pro rata increase of compensa- 
tion upon the original contract pay for all increase of service 
which may have been performed thereon during the period from 
October 1, 1883, to June 30, 1885, in excess of 50 per cent of that 
which was required to be performed by his immediate prede- 
cessor during the corresponding period. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 12 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes; the pend- 
ing question being on the amendment proposed by Mr. ALDRICH 
to the amendment of Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 

The amendment was to strike out paragraph 8, on page 2, of 
the bill, in the following words: 


8. Alumina, 10 per cent ad valorem; alum, alum cake, patent alum, sulphate 
+3 Ap pee and aluminous cake, and alum in crystals or ground, 20 percent 
ad valorem. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 

8. Alumina, alum, alum cake, patent alum, sulphate of alumina, and alumi- 
nous cake, and alum in crystals or ground, four-tenths of | cent per pound. 

The améndment to the amendment was to strike out ‘‘four- 
tenths” and insert ‘‘ six-tenths.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Upon agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to 
the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. LODGE. I understand under the ruling made the other 
day, a quorum not having voted when the vote was taken, that 
the amendment is still open todiscussion. Idesire tosay a word 
upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the amendment of the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] proposes to increase to six- 
tenths of a cent the duty given by the Jones amendment, which 
is four-tenths of a cent per pound. Of course, the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas is in the nature of a 
oes amendment, and therefore the only question for the 

nate to consider is one of degree and not one of kind. The 
oer of protection in the duty being conceded, all that we 

ave before us to consider is whether that protection is sufficient 
for the needs of the industry. 

I have been examining the replies of two of the firms whoare 
interested in the manufacture of alum in regard to this point. 
One of them, No. 126, in bulletin No. 2, is the reply of Martin 
. Kalbfleisch’s Sons & Co., of Fulton street, New York, manufac- 
turers of chemicals. This is a very large company, with a capi- 


talengaged in business of something like a million and aquarter 
dollars. As theystate in their reply, they are strong Democrats; 
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they are tariff reformers; they believe in a tariff for revenue, 
and they hope for ultimate fres trade, but 1 gather from their 
statement that they hope the free trade will be very ultimate 
indeed, because when it comes down to the specific question as 
to what shall be done in regard to their own industry, they say: 


We had been prepared for a reductionin our protection of one-third from 
the present tariff, on the assumption that there would be a similar reduction 
along the whole line. But we find that the Wilson bill not only places our 
principal product, sulphuric acid, upon the free list, but takes two-thirds of 
the protection off alum, another raost important product. 

Again they say: 

It is evident that there comes a point in the reductionof the tariff onevery 
— article where reduction is equivalent to entire abolition We be- 
ieve that that point has been reached and passed in the proposed reduction 
of the duty on alum from 60 cents per 100 pounds or 60 per cent ad valorem 
to 20 per cent ad valorem. 

They then goon and ask fora discriminating duty against 
Canada in regard tosulphuric acid. Soit will be seen that their 
tariff reform views areof the most modern character. They say 
they think they can get along with four-tenths of a cent per 
ag which is the rate proposed by the Jones amendment, 

ut when they come down to the specitic questions of the com- 
mittee, they say: 

The duty upon alum and sulphate of alumina atthe present time is six- 
tenthsof acent per pound. This is equivalent to about 60 per cent or more 
ad valorem. Weshould be willing to see one-third of that duty abolished, 
and should be content with a duty of four-tenths of a cent per pound. We 
decidedly prefer a specific duty. If an ad valorein duty were capyble of ab- 
solute enforcement, it would need to be at least 45 per cent in order to pro- 
tect us properly. 





So, although they are reformers for others, they apparently 
desire protection to a certain extentfor themselves. They then 
give the facts and figures from the English lists which seem to 
them to make as muchas that necessary. 

I will quoteat this time what they say in regard to ad valorem 
duties, as it isa subject which causes a great deal of discussion 
here: 

Ad valorem duties incite foreign manufacturers to conspire with our im- 
porters to undervalue. Thisisa notorious fact and a danger to which we 
in the alum trade would be mure exposed than most others. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Massachusetts please 
state what he is reading from? 

Mr. LODGE. [am reading from the return of Martin Kalb- 
fleisch’s Sons & Co. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is a very important statement, and I 
hope the Senator from Massachusetts will either read it in full 
or have it put in full in the RECORD, as it states the case so 
clearly. 

Mr. LODGE. I will putitin the Recorp. Iam now merely 
calling attention to the principal points in it. An interesting 
fact in it, as the Senator from Rhode Island no doubt has ob- 
served, is that this firm describe themselves to be ardent Demo- 
crats and in favor of a tariff for revenue only, and yet they de- 
mand protection in their own industry, and they also demand 
the most extreme form of protection, in a discriminating duty 

‘ against Canada on sulphurie acid, which I will take up later. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the number of their reply? 

Mr. LODGE. Itis in bulletin No. 2, and I read from return 
126. It begins on page 93. A further interesting question is 
raised by their answer. Alum and the various products are 
made, as is known, from bauxite, a species of clay, which has 
been developed in the Southern States of Georgia and Alabama 
by the building up of these alum factoriesin the North. They 
say here: 

We do, however, use bauxite from Alabama and Georgia. This is used in 
making alum. The Southern article is better than the foreign and we can 
afford to pay a little higher price for it. If the alum industry in this coun- 
try is killed at one stroke by the proposed taking off two-thirds of the present 
protection, this Southern bauxite industry will be absolutely killed also. 
There are large “a of bauxite in Europe, and these only are used there 
in making alum. Thus the removal of ——- on alum will kill two in- 
dustries at once—alum manufacture and Southern bauxite mining. Much 
money has been laid out of late years ithe bauxite business in the South. 

So it appears, according to the testimony of this firm, who 
profess themselves to be Democrats, anxious for an extremely 
ultimate free trade, but for immediate tariff reform and neces- 
sary protection, that the effect of Fang oem in this country on 
this industry has been first to build up the alum industry and 
in that way to open the bauxite mines in Georgia and Alabama 
and thus create a second industry. 

There is a reply here from the Merrimac Chemical Company, 
of Woburn, Mass., also manufacturers of alum. They say they 
can get along with 40 cents per hundred pounds on alum: but 
the reason which they give for the necessity of this protection 
is worth consideration, because it illustrates the wisdom of a 
protective duty in this case. They say the reason of the neces- 
sity of this protection is— 

The great difference in wages between this country and Germany, Den- 
mark, and Russia. Able-bodied men doing as much work as ours get in 


German chemical works 60 to 75 cents a day, and in Russia 8 cents aday, 
against our wages of $1.75 and &2 a day. 
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On acid they ask protection against the Canadian manufac- 
turer. 

We think 

They say— 
we might bs able to stand a reduction of one-third in the duty on alum, but 
not in that on acid from Canada. 


The rest of their testimony relates to the dotails of the busi- 
ness. 

Mr. President, these are two very large manufacturing con- 
cerns, and their evidence is that they can get along with 40 per 
cent or four-tenths of a cent per pound as proposed by the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES]. As I said in 
the beginning, I freely admit that the rate proposed by that 
amendment has very great merit. In the first place, it is an 
abandonment of the ad valorem duty and a recognition that a 
specific duty is the correct one. In the second place, it is arec- 
ogniticn of the need of a protective duty, for the committee have 
taken the rate, avowedly for protection, which is advocated by 
these two large manufacturers. But, my opinion is that that 
rate does not go far enough, for these two great firms, especially 
the Kalbfleisch firm, with its capital of a million and a quarter, 
has a great advantage over smaller concerns; and I believe that 
it is an injustice to the smaller concerns to make the proposed 
reduction. I have here another letter from a manufacturer of 
these articles, at Somerville, in my own State, in which he says: 


Alums made on the British Isles and the continent of Europe are extracted 
from three ores, viz: Alum stone, found in thesouthern part of the Continent, 
containing a}! of the ingredients of a crystal tash) alum; alum slates and 
shales, to the aluminous sulphates obtained from which an alkaline base, 
potach, ammonia or soda isadded. The last two ores are first roasted, and 
the shales furnish largely the fuel for this part of the process. Sulphate of 
aluminais also prepared in England and Germany from the residual alumina 
resuiting from the extraction of soda from cryolite, a fluoride of soda and 
alumina, rained in Greenland. It is also prepared from bauxite, a mineral 
rich in alumina, and which yields it freely under the acid treatment. 

The natural condition of the alum stone, slate, shales, and bauxite, and 
the cheapness of the by-product alumina from cryolite, together with that 
fact disheartening to every American who has a true heart for the toillers, 
when he contemplates the possibilities of free trade here, viz: wages that 
barely keep soul and body together, and if so, neither beng hardly recog- 
nizable as Romea. makes it possible, under existing tariff, for manufactu- 
rers in these countries to share the market with our own manufacturers. A 
quarter of a century ago they were very largely supplying the paper manu- 
facturers of our country with an inferior sulphate of alumina, used in pre- 
cipitating rosin from its condition of saponification by alkali, for the sizing 
of papers; but by protection several plants for the manufacture of sulphate 
of alumina have been established in this country, the product of them being 
very yoo f pure and satisfactory in all ways to the consumer, at prices 
much below what was formerly paid for the imported article. 

The alumina of the American product is, in the main, extracted from 
bauxite, China clay, or other clays or earths in which this base is not too 
strongly locked up by the affinities of oxygen and silicon, and which are 
apres long distances to the places of present manufacture. Such 
have been the obstacles in the way of this industry that one concern, cen- 
trally located, has, under the existing tariff conditions, been forced to aban- 
don the enterprise. In round figures, the sulphate of alumina now made in 
the United States, and consumed by paper-makers alone, amounts to £2,- 
000,000. The cost of this product does not in any sppecaese degree affect 
the living expenses of the masses, that being divided up among the paper 
manufacturers, the dealers, and the publishers. Should the manufacturers 
of sulphate of alumina and alums fn the old country, by the removal of the 
existing specific duty, and the substitution therefor of an ad valorem duty 
of 20 per cent, as is proposed by the framers of the Wilson bill, get posses- 
sion of our market, closing the works here, there is, based on the common 
experience of mankind, great reason to fear that the imports would soon 
be of inferior quality, as formerly, and of Lange incre: price. 

We might naturally expect that they would bill their products to their 
agents here at very low figures,on which an ad valorem duty would be 
levied, and once past the custom-house they would be sharp competitors 
in our market, until the American product could no longer be made under 
conditions here, including reasonable wages to American workmen, and 
then they would make their own prices, to the disadvantage of American 
consumers. 

In the interest of the capital invested and the intelligent workmen em- 

oyed in the mining and transportation of the raw material, in the manu- 

acture of the product and its trahsportation to the consumers (this leads 
up to the consideration vf the whole range of manufact interests in 
the nited States) you are earnestly requested to see that the larger inter- 
ests of cotton, tron, coal, and wool are not allowed in debate to overshadow 
the merits of protected alum manufacturing. The present specific duty 
should be maintained, 
Very truly yours, 


FRANKLIN, F. PHILLIPS. 


That is, he urges the retention of the present specific duty of 
six-tenths of a cent a pound. 

Now, it will be observed, Mr. President, that in all the testi- 
mony from all these industries they do not expect by any reduc- 
tion, or any addition of duty, to have it make much difference 
in price totheconsumer. Alumisused chiefly by manufacturers 
of wall paper and other papers incom tively small quantities 
to the amount of their production. It is also used in medicine 
and in various other ways, and none of these manufacturers ex- 

t that the reduction in duty will have any marked effect upon 

e price to the consumer. It is not an article which would 
reach the great body of the people with any reduction of price by 
a reduction of duty. Therefore the question, as it seems to me, 
for ee hereis oe _ shail a ve erage 
not merely to protect the co w are 
in this manufacture, like the Kalblleisch Company, at Buffalo, 
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N. Y., but whether we shall not also continue it at a sufficient 
point to enable the smaller firms to continue the manufacture. 

That insures a domestic competition. It will tend to prevent 
the concentration of the industry in the hands of a single great 
firm, and it will enable all these small firms to continue in the 
business. The ne condition of that business not only 
gives wages to a large body of working people, but it also main- 
tains a large mining industry in the Southern States. It is 
therefore an industry deserving the consideration of Congress 
and of our laws. And, Mr. President, when we are asked very 
wisely by the Senator from Arkanses [Mr. JONES] to put on a 
specilic duty, and a duty which is a protective duty, as admitted 
by the manufacturers, it seems to me that, if we can do it with- 
out injury to the consumer, it is clearly for our interest to make 
thatduty ample for the protectionof the entire industry, whether 
the manufacture be large or small; that we should make it suffi- 
ciently high to give them all a proper protection against what, 
they all say, is the danger which threatens them, the competi- 
tion with lower labor costs abroad which they can not meet 
under American rates of wages. 

I do not think that a fair consideration of the evidence before 
us can lead to any other conclusion than that we ought prop- 
erly, in the interests of judicious protection and of the main- 
tenance of these two industries of alum manufacture and bauxite 
mining, and in the interest of both these industries, to give the 
rate proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island in the amend- 
ment now pending before the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I am looking for information and 
I desire to ask the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] a ques- 
op the Chair first have the parliamentary position 
stated? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is upon the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH] to the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. JONES]. 

Mr. HALE. Now, what is the amendment of the Senator 
from Arkansas? Where does it come in in the bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “alumina” in line 18 on 
page 2, it is proposed to strike out ‘‘10 percent ad valorem;” 
and after the word ‘‘ ground,” .in line 20, to strike out all of the 
remaining portion of the paragraph and insert in lieu thereof 
**four-tenths of 1 cent per pound.” 

Mr. HALE. Whose amendment is that, Mr. President? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is the amendment of the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. JONES], to which the Senator from Rhode 
— {Mr. ALDRICH] proposes the amendment which will be 
read. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out ‘four-tenths” and insert ‘‘six- 
tenths.” 

Mr. HALE. There must be some mistake about the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Arkansas. In looking over the list of 
the 428 amendments reported by the Senatorfrom Arkansas, and 
which we got the last of last week, I do not find anything about 
alumina. I do not find that any amendment in reference to the 
subject-matter which is found in the bill is reported. I wish to 
ask the Senator from Arkansas if this last proposition that is 
brought in as the new tariff bill is undergoing revision now? 
Are still other amendments coming in besides those? 

Do I understand that the Senator from Arkansas has now 
moved an ameadment changing ad valorem duties to specific 
duties that was not included in the 428 amendments he reported, 
or what is the explanation of this amendment? Is it possible 
that the last amendments, which we took as the final revision 
of the committee, and which has only been before us four or five 
days, are undergoing still further revision, and that there are 
new lists of amendments to come in from the committee chang- 
ing ad valorem dutiestospecific duties? If that is true, all that 
has been said heretofore about the confusion we are in and about 
the difficulty of knowing what it is that is to be presented to us 
is being added to greatly day by dayand hour by hour. I think 
the veteran Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], who knows 
how important deliberation must be, will realize that neither 
this side nor his side nor the country can realize or understand 
what it is that we are to act upon and vote upon. Tho Senator 
the other day proposed or accepted a suggestion with reference 
to a final vote on this bill. Here is an important matter, and a 
new proposition that was not even before the Senate at that 
time. 

I do not want to seem to be arraiguing Senators for any lack of 
industry or failure to attend to their duty, but certainly rs 
upon the other side must see that wecan make no progress, that 
we can not intelligently treat this subject, that we can not de- 
vote ourselves to the items of the bill if, after having six differ- 
ent bills before us, when we come in here in the morning a new 
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thing is te be brought forward. It seems to me that ii another | 
revision is going on there ought to be some notice of it given. | 
The air is thick with rumors that there are provisions in the 
bill which are simply put in in terrorem over the grreat industries 
of the country in order to bring them here, that they may come 
here and clamor fora changeand then be accommodated. If 
from day to day and piecemeal the bill is to be subverted and 
changed, we may as well look the thing squarely in the face. 

There are six oreight appropriation bills which must be passed 
between now and the Ist day of July that lie in the Committee on 
Appropriations, and not one of them can be brought before this 
body. If the bill is to be presented to the Senate after this fash- 
ion, then it would bé much better business for us to postpone its 
consideration for fifteen, or twenty, or thirty days, and let the 
committee get together and consider all these subjects-matter, 
and give us a bill that we can depend upon. If it isa bill tha 
we can vote for, we will vote for it and go home; if it is a bill 
we have got to fight, we will know what it is. 

In view of what was an unexpected thing to me, that here is 
an important matter brought in anew, not touched in the four 
hundred and twenty-odd amendments, and with the expectation 
that on most important matters in the bill the same thing is to 
be done, I suggest to the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], 
who is in charge of this bill, and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
CocKRELL], who isincharge of the appropriation bills, that they 
have asquare, honest conference together as to the business of the 
body, and out of it I should hope that the Senator from Missouri 
would bring in hisappropriation billsand give the Finance Com- 
mittee of the Senate an opportunity to get together and give us 
a bill that we can understand we are to consider. 

Mr. BUTLER. What is the trouble about the amendment 
now, Mr. President? I do not see any. 

Mr. HALE. The trouble with the amendment, about which 
the Senator from South Carolina asks, is that we have been in 
the habit of regarding the amendments that were offered by 
the Senator from Arkausas last week as the last document on 
the subject, and here is an entirely new matter that is not con- 
sidered in that document at all. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that it was unanimously agreed 
the other day, upon the request of the Senator from Tennessee, 
to consider the bill now on the desk. 

Mr. HALE. This amendment is not in that print. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not understand— 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator from Maine allow me a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. This is a new amendment, I understand. 

Mr. BUTLER. Precisely. 

Mr. LODGE. The first committecamendment was 30 per cent 
ad valorem. This, I understand, is a new amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Aldrich amendment is pending. Has 
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intelligence enough to understand what thatamendment is with- 
out demanding an explanation at every step of the discussio 
from the Senator from Arkansas. So it seems to me. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from South Carolina fails to under- 
stand what is the difficulty. 

Mr. BUTLER. Nota bit, Mr.! 

Mr. HA if the committee is 
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Mr. BU’ Oh, yes, it can 

Mr. HALE. The Senate has no cha » to understand them 
Here entirely nuw matter is sprung upon tho Senate, and that 
is likely to be the case hereafter. I[ again call attention t 
necessity, if this is to be done, of bringing for d the ro 
priation bills, and let u onsider and pass them, ar i 
meantime let the committee give us a bill that we can co 
as the committee’s bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President 


Mr. BUTI [f the Senator from New Hampshire will pe: 
it +, | will state that if that were done the Senate would bi 
deprived of the very brilliant performances of our friends onthe 
other side for the purpose of killing time. We have been very 
much entertained by it, and for one I am not willing to consent 
that we shall be denied the great privilege of hearing our | 
on the other side kill time, for that is all this means 

Mr. CHANDLER. Killing time is a great deal better 
killing industri 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido not know about that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshi 


| has the floor 


not any Senator a right to offer an amendment at any time? | 
How does that create suchconfusion? ‘T'heonly confusion which | 
has arisen has been created by the Senator from Maine, the Sen- | 


ators from Rhode Island, the Senator from Massachusetts, and 
theSenatorfrom New Hampshire. The object is perfectly plain. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have not said a word on this amend- 
ment. I intend to do so, however. 

Mr. BUTLER. Of course the Senator will. 

Mr.CHANDLER. ButI had notsaid it. I hope the Senator 
will not censure me in advance. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am not censuring anybody, but I am trying 
to clear up the intellect of the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator himself has contributed a valuable 
suggestion, which had not occurred to me before, that the other 
day the Senate agreed to consider the committee bill with these 
amendments added to it, making it a new bill. My whole point 
is that we are not considering that bill. Here the committee 
comes in with still a new revision. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do notunderstand the committee does it; the 
Senator from Arkansas brings itin. The Senator from Rhode 
Island exercises his right to offer an amendment, and possibly I 
might do the same thing. Is there anything extraordinary in 
that? Most certainly a Senator has that right. 

Mr. HALE. The Senate understands that when the Senator 
from Arkansas submits this document containing 428 amend- 
ments, whether he says so in terms, he presents it as the organ 
of the Finance Committee or the Democraticside of the Finance 
Committee. Everybody understands that he does so. 

Mr. BUTLER. But what is the difference? 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Arkansas can not submit an 
amendment here that will simply have the effect that an indi- 
vidual Senator’s amendment does. He is understood to be the 

an of the committee. 
r. BUTLER. Suppose he is, and suppose he brings in a 
fresh amendment every morning, the Senator from Maine has 


Mr. CHANDLER. I disclaim any intention to kill time or to 
disturb or damage any Senators upon the other side of the Cham- 
ber. The Senators upon thissideof the Chamber have attended 
in larger number than Senators upon the other side of the 
Chamber, and have been giving diligent consideration to the 
bill, and I suppose, unless some agreement has been made tha 
bas not been communicated to Senators upon this side of th 
Chamber, every paragraph of the bill is open to fair discussion 
[ certainly do not intend to engage in any unfair discussion. 
Now, I feel inclined to criticise again the Senator from Main 
[Mr. HALE], because this amendment, however it got here, isan 
amendment that we are in favor of; that is to say, we are in 
favor of the proposed change from ad valorem to specific duties. 
I am not in favor of the amount of four-tenths of a cent per 
pound. Weare in favor of six-tenths of a cent per pound. 

But the Senator from Arkansas has moved to change the rate 
from ad valorem to specific. We expected to contend in argu- 
ment against an ad valorem duty upon alum and kindred prod 
ucts. We were ready todoit. We were notified to doit by the 
House bill and the Senate committee amendments and by th 
amendments of the Senator from Arkansas. The Senator from 
Maine is correct when he says that we had no notice until Sat 
urday of an intention on the part of the Senator from Arkansas 
to concede to us a specific duty upon this product. 

The Senator from Maine, Isuppose, does not complain that th 
change is to be made from ad valorem to specific, he complait 
that we were not sufficiently early notified that it was to be con 
ceeded. I think I can discover why the Senator from Arkans 
on Saturday concluded to make this change toa specific duty, 
and I find it in Bulletin No. 2 of the Fifty-third Congress, first 
session, Report No. 368, giving the replies of importers, man- 
ufacturers, and others to the tariff inquiries of April 25. | 
find the reason which has influenced the Senator from Arkansas 
in this pamphlet, and I say here is another illustration of the 
wisdom of insisting upon having those answers printed. 

There is now in the hands of Senators the reason why the Sen- 
ator may have moved to give a specific duty instead of an ad 
valorem duty on aluminaand alum. Here is avery interesting 
document from Martin Kalbfleisch’s Sons & Co., of 55 Fulton 
street, New York, manufacturers of chemicals, to which the 
Senator from Massachusetts |Mr. LODGE] alluded. They are 
wholesale manufacturers, and they are Democrats; they are 
famous manufacturers, and they are distinguished Democrats; 
and | say they are Democrats, and am at liberty to say so be- 
cause they take great pains to tell ussoin their circular. They 
have undertaken to advertise their politics in their answers to 
these business circulars; and having done so, they state to the 
Senator from Arkansas what they want, and the Senator con- 
cludes to give it tothem. This is what they say on page % of 
Bulletin No. 2: 


In the accompanying documents we have given the reasons why we be 
eve that a tariff of at least four-tenths of a cent per pound, or 40 per cent 
ad valorem, should be given usonthatarticle. Wedecidedly favor a specific 
duty to an ad valorem duty, for reasons set forth in our answer to question 
11, the principal of which is that different qualities of alum having the same 
outward be ee ne: vary 80 much in value and that the differences can only 
be detected by chemical analysis, a mostslow and expensive method. Inthe 
absence of analysis it would be easy for importers to defraud. 
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Mr. President, they have given very excellent reasons why 
there should be a specific duty, and the Senator from Arkansas 
on Saturday, doubtless having seen the reasons, concluded to 
yield a specific duty. But now see the course of reasoning by 
which Martin Kalbfleisch’s Sons & Co. back up their request; 
see the course of reasoning which they adopt to reconcile the 
process that is now going on in connection with tariff reform 
to the principles of the Democratic party as enunciated at Chi- 
cago. They begin by saying: 

We believe in a tariff for revenue. We have felt that most industries at 
the present are overprotected and that the interests of the people at large 
demand a reduction of that protection and its gradual extinguishment. 

There, Mr. President, I begin to take alarm. If this process, 
which is begun upon the other side of the Chamber under the 
direction of Martin Kalbfleisch’s Sons & Co., is not one that is 
to give a duty that will allow the industry permanently to sur- 
vive, but is only astep in the direction of the ultimate extin- 
guishment of protection and of the entire extinguishment of 
the industry, then I begin to lose faith in the complete con- 
version to Republican principles of Senators upon the other 
side of the Chamber. But these gentlemen say, nowithstanding 
they believe in the gradual extinguishment of protection: 

But we read the declarationof the Democratic platform in favor of a tariff 
for revenue as referring only to the ultimate aims of the party and not to 
an end to be obtained at one stroke. 

There, Mr. President, is danger; danger lurks in that sentence. 
If Senators upon the other side of the Chamber are only grant- 
ing a little protection to allow this industry to survive, if they 
are only making specific duties as a temporary measure with a 
view to the ultimate extinguishment of all protection, then I 
think we should take alarm lest the conversion of our friends to 
itepublican principles is not entirely sincere. These gentlemen 


- continue: 


That is all that we ask of this Congress for our protection as manufac- 
turers, and if Congress in its wisdom shall see fit to follow up such changes 
as these, with a provision providing for the gradual extinguishment of all 
protective duties in from ten to twenty years, we as Democrats and as be- 
levers in ultimate free trade would give such a proposition our hearty sup- 
port. 

There, Mr. President, are the reasons given by the Democratic 
manufacturers of chemicals why they believe that for the pres- 
ent a duty of four-tenths of a cent a pound upon these articles 
will be sufficient; but in the very circular which they send to 
the Committee on Finance, and which is adopted by the Senator 
from Arkansas as the basis of his present concession of specific 
duties instead of ad valorem duties, they go on to say that this 
is a distinct movement in the direction of the ultimate extin- 
guishment of all duties, and they declare that, as Democrats, 
they are in favor of ultimate free trade. 

I trust that the Senator from Arkansas, in accepting the duty 
which these Democratic manufacturers say will satisfy them, 
does notaccept the principles of action upon which they are pro- 
ceeding. I trust, instead of adopting those principles of these 
Democratic importers, the Senator will continue to adhere to 
the platform which I believe he inténds to occupy, and that is 
that neither shall these duties be given away in conference com- 
mittee, as the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] is afraid they 
will be, nor will he treat this process, which he is now going 
through with, as not a surrender to the protective principle by 
the Democrats of the Senate and the country, but only as a step 
towards ultimate free trade. 

Mr. President, if that is the spirit that is to creep back again 
into this Chamber, when I thought that it had been exorcised 
and driven out from it by the 428 amendments of the Senator 
from Arkansas, then we are n6t making that very harmonious 
progress towards taking the tariff question out of politics that I 
had felicitated myself we were making. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to lay the aziendment of the Senator 
from Rhode Island to the amendment of the Senator from Ar- 
kansas on the table. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Icall for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. PRocTor], but I will transfer that 
pair to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE] and vote 
‘Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], who is absent 
from the Chamber. He desired me to announce that on all the 
amendments increasing rates, he would vote against. I should 
vote for them if I had the privilege of voting. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I inquire if the 
senior Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] has voted 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 
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Mr. GEORGE. Iam paired with that Senator, and decline to 
vote, unless my vote be necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from New York [Mr. Hit]. I 
have transferred that pair to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
WoLcoTt], who is paired with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
BRICE], and that will allow the Senator from Ohio and myself 
to vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. PATTON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gipson]. If he were 
present I should vote ‘* nay.” 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN], or I should vote 

yea.” 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. If he were present I 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Idaho[Mr. SHovup]. I donot see him in the 
Chamber, and shall withhold my vote for the present. 

The rol) call was concluded. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I am paired with the Senator from Mon- 
tana [Mr. POWER]. If he were present I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam paired with the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. CAMERON]. If he were present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HALE (after having voted in the negative). I withdraw 
my vote, as I am paired with the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. RANSOM], who is not present. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were present I should vote 
“na Pad 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to state that the junior Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. KYLE] is absent on account of the transac- 
tion of committee work. He has not been able to be here for 
several days, but will return within a day ortwo. I understand 
his pair has been transferred, so that he now stands paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then, under that arrangement, I am at lib- 
erty to vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] 
transferred his pair with the Senator from Vermont |{Mr. PRoc- 
TOR] a few moments agoto the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
KYLE], who is now absent. 

Mr. BUTLER. ThenIcan not vote, and my pair with the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania will stand on this vote. 

Mr. WHITE. With the consent of the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. HALE] a transfer of pairs can be effected. I am paired with 
the Senator from Idaho[Mr. SHOUP]and the Senator from Maine 
is paired with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM]. 
We will transfer our pairs, which will enable the Senator from 
Maine and myself to vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HALE. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam paired with the junior Senator from 
New York [Mr. MURPHY]. 

The result'was announced—yeas 29, nays 19; as follows: 





YEAS—29. 

Ailen, Daniel, McLaurin, Roach, 
Bate, Faulkner, McPherson, Turpie, 
Berry, Harris, Martin, Voorhees, 
Blanchard, Huntor, Morgan, Walsh, 
Brice, Irby Palmer, White. 
Call, J arvis, Pasco, 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark Peffer, 

ke, Lindsay, Pugh, 

NAYS—19. 
Aldrich, Hansbrough, McMillan, Quay, 
Allison, Hawley, Morrill, Sherman, 
Davis, Higgins, Perkins, penis, 
Dixon, Hoar, Pettigrew, Teller. 
Hale, Lodge, Platt, 
NOT VOTING—37. 

Blackburn, a TS Manderson, Smith, 
Butler, Gallinger, Mills, Stewart, 
Caffery, George, Mitchell, Oregon Vest, 
Camden, Gibson, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 
Cameron, Gordon, Murphy, Washburn, 
Carey Gorman, Patton, Wilson, 
Chandler, Gray, Power, Wolcott. 
Cullom, Hill, Proctor, 
Dolph, Jones, Nev. Ransom, 
Dubois, Kyle, Shoup, 


So the amendment to the amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to strike out ‘‘four” in the amend- 
_— of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] and insert 
" five.” 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to lay that amendment to the amend- 
ment on the table. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have not yielded the floor yet. 














; 
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Mr. HARRIS. I waited to see the Senator sit down, and, if | been, until we took this bill up day before yesterday, of neces- 
~ he will pardon me, I saw him sit down. sity merely an academic discussion. We never haé an absolute 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iwas merely waiting until the amendment | measure before us. There was debate going on all the time, 
should be reported from the anak: but it was not debate in the Senate. There were settlements of 


Mr. HARRIS. I have no desire to cut the Senator off. great issues for the people of this country, but it was notin this 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendmentto the amendment | forum; it was not being done here, and the Republicans were 
will be stated. shut out from any participation in that contention. It was left 


The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment by | to the Democratic side of the Chamber alone to make up their 
striking out ‘‘ four-tenths” and inserting ‘‘ five-tenths.” minds as to what they would do and finally arrive at some propo- 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— sition waich they could put before the country, until at last they 
Mr. HIGGINS. Will the Senator from Rhode Island yield to | did arrive at some ultimate point of the road they have been 
me? | traveling. Not tillthen were we calledupon to act. Soitseems 
Mr. ALDRICH. I will. | to me to be quite gratuitous, to say the least, to impute to us any 
Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, before the motion to lay on | disposition to kill time or to say that we are not fully justified 
the table was made by the Senator from Tennessee | Mr. HARRIS] | in the amplest discussion of the items of the bill when they 
on the last amendment, I had intended to say a word upon the | come up. 
intimation of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] Mr.ALDRICH. Mr. President, I notice with regret and more 
that what was said upon this side of the Chamber was being | or less of surprise, that the Senators from Georgia and Alabama 
said to consume time. I do not know that that Senator bearsin | voted to lay my amendment fixing the rate of duty on aluminous 
mind the actual status of this bill. Everything that was stated { products at six-tenths of a cent a pound upon the table. These 
by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] inrespect tothe novelty | products amount at the present time to 75,000 tons per annum, 
o! the amendments introduced by the Senator from Arkansas | and is constantly increasing. The material bauxite comes en- 
[Mr. JONES] wastrue. More than that, the bill itself isa novelty. | tirely from the two States of Georgia and Alabama. [If this in- 
In the only form which makes it intelligible, it was laid on | dustry is to be destroyed or crippled, the producers of tho-e two 
our tables only on last Friday, which, leaving out Sunday, adies | States are to suffer. 
non, practically means day before yesterday. Until that time | The foreign manufacturers of alum rely entirely for their ma- 
we did not know what the measure was upon which we were | terial upon foreign deposits, and the American manufacturers 
called to legislate. Only upon Saturday, speaking legislatively | or producers have come to rely entirely upon the domestic prod- 
only yesterday, was the first installment laid on our tables of the | uct. In fixing this rate of duty the majority of the Finance 
testimony which has been taken with regard to the bill and its | Committee have followed the advice apparently of a manufac- 
schedules. | turer of alum in the city of Brooklyn, who announces in advance 
Take this matter of alumina, which is before the Senate now. | that he is a Democrat and a tariff reformer. He states that the 
It is to be presumed that these volumes, which have been laid | industry will probably survive ata rate of four-tenths of acenta 
on our tables, contain valuable information with regard to that | pound. 
article. I observe in one of the bulletins which we have this I desire to call the attention of the Senate, and put into the 
morning, a copy of the letter which was addressed by the Fi- | RECORD, a statement of the actual differences in cost between 
nance Committee to representatives of various industries of the | producing crystallized alum in the United States and in Ger- 
country. It is dated as early as the 20th of December, two | many, for the purpose of showing that four-tenths of a cent a 
months before the bill was brought to the Senate, and presum- | pound is not sufficient to equalize the actual difference in cost 
able the letters in response were received a long time ago; yet | of the production of those two articles. 
they are not introduced until this time. Senators, in considering this question, should remember that 
If youtreat the pending bill as an attack upon the great fabric | we are legislating under very exceptional conditions at the pres- 
of American industries, they have not been treated with the short | ent moment. The Committee on Finance have, I think, univer- 
consideration which is given to the commonest criminal. He, | sally, in seeking information to fix rates, asked the representa- 
at least, knows what the bill of indictment is before he is called | tives of the various industries what was the lowest rate of duty 
upon to plead to it; he has a chance to confront the witnesses | at which they could live. So faras I know there has been no 
against him and to produce his own witnesses; but not until | exception to that rule of inquiry, and they have fixed the rates, 
Friday was the pending bill laid before the members of the Sen- | after conference, eitherat the point of mere survival or at some 
ate, so that they could understand what they were to pass upon, | place below that point. 
and not until yesterday did we have this important testimony Senators should remember that there has been a reduction of 
introduced. I have looked through these volumes this morning | wages in the country ranging from 10 to 25 per cent since Septem- 
vainly endeavoring to see what has been said upon alumina by | ber or October, 1892, and that the resulting cost of domestic pro- 
those whoare interested in that subject. - In fact, Mr. President, | duction has been reduced from 10 to 25 per cent on account of 
it is practically and substantially condemning the American in- | these reductions of wages. The rates in this bill, so far as they 
dustries first, and then indicting them and producing the testi- | are fixed on a protective line, and whenever they equalize con- 
monyafterwards. Youfirst hang the man,and then youtry him. | ditions, will make it necessary that this reduction of wages shall 
This would be bad enough; it would do violence to every tra- | be maintained or that further reductions shall take place. 
dition of our jurisprudence if we dealt with a single individual, Senators upon the other side of the Chamber have contended 
but what shall we say when this is an attack which is leveled at | heretofore for revenue duties. It is only within the last two 
the imperial fabric of the industries of America, freighted,as | or three or four or five or six days, as the case may be, that 
they are, with all of human happiness, of human hope; carrying | any of them have assumed the position that they are willing to 
with it, as this attack does, misery to households all over the | impose rates of duty which would equalize the costof production 
land, carrying desolation in its path, sending ‘‘ armies of the | between this and other countries, and so far as I can judge from 
unemployed” upon Washington, and bringing about a condition | the pending amendments, they have only taken this position in 
of desolation the like of which is without precedent in this | very exceptional cases, when urged, as they have been in this 
country in any of the great panics and depressions which have | case, by men whoare at the same time producers of the article 
heretofore occurred. Yet we are asked and expected to go/| and tariff reformers or Democrats. 
ahead and legislate as if this matter had been before us with an The idea I wish to enforce in this case is, that if four-tenths of 
opportunity to consider it, and as if this evidence had been be- | a cent a pound at the present moment was equivalent to the dif- 
fore us. ference in cost between this country and Germany, that it rep- 
I presume it was intended for some serious purpose when this | resented a cost of production in this country at greatly reduced 
information was asked. 1 doubtmnot it will be saidupon the stump | wages. Do the Senators upon the other side wish to continue 
next fall that full information was given to the Senate and Con- | that condition? So far as I am concerned—and I think I can 
gress in passing upon the pending measure. No heariags were | speak safely for Senators on this side of the Chamber—I will 
accorded to the various industries of the country; the doors of | say that we do not intend toconsent to rates which will continue 
the Finance Committee room were shut ia their faces. If the | this state of affairs. 
members of the Finance Committee were accessible at all, it We are desirous, and intend so far as we can by legislation, to 
was only by the elbow in the lobbies. No hearings were given | restore the conditions which existed prior to the election of 1892 
to the people who came either in person or by their representa- | and prior to the threat which was then made of a radical revo- 
tives to be heard. These letters were responses or the substi- | lution in tariff legislation. 








tutes for hearings, and are here brought in lagging at the elev- I have before me the figures in detail of the difference in cost 
enth hour. of production in the United Statesand inGermany. The figures 


The fact is, it is perfectly apparent and it is beyond disputes | for this country are taken from the books of a concern whose ap- 
that so far from the discussion on this side of the Chamber being | pliances and methods are, without doubt, as well advanced as 
to take up time or being for the purpose of killing time, it has | any in the United States, and they snow the actual cost in the 
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year 1892 of producing a thousand tensof alum. This statement 
shows— 

Bauxite— 

From the mines of Georgia and Alabama— 


Amortization of plant and maintenance against depreciation........- 
Maintenance ot office, salary of chemist, and sales expenses .......... 


#2, 550 

II ca vn0 6 ty exes taternwerssstemningiiinneidbiieiaenas ae 
Coal for steam power, evaporation, 6tC......~ 2.2. 2. one eee ees eo e 1, 365 
Wages for manufacturing and for repairs, including plumbers’ work.. 3,785 
SERGE, CURED OE NNER cect cere cect suuetindsieestntinepeaneneine 9, 465 
OT IIIS...» ota, accusmninee hirdpaanadali weet niaiadnnmsaae 95 
Weer CSS, WE SIO CUO on ccc iicte ence vi cewerusbvécuytedbounedéas 142 
SND ix: nnarembiocnihhicouimmnwne stb qiattnakbbnehoimntitinmbemeeanlind 250 
Packages aiid 905 
875 

845 
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I beg to call the attention of my friend from New Jersey [Mr. 
McPHERSON] to the results shown by this etatement as to the 
direct labor cost in producing alum. The amount paid for labor, 
for the actual wages of operatives, is a little less than 13 per 
cent, or about 13 per cent of the total cost of the product, and, 
according to his theory, this rate of duty of four-tenths of a 
cent a pound, which is 45 per cent upon the foreign cost of 
crysiallized alum, as now proposed by the majority of the Fi- 
nance Committes, is about four times as great as the percent- 
age of the labor cost in the production of thisarticle. Itis very 
evident to me that either the theories of the Senator from New 
Jersey and the Senator from Kentucky in regard to the labor 
cost cf production are entirely valueless as a practical factor to 
be applied to actual practical tariff legislation, or else the rate 
of duty proposed by Senators upon the other side is four times 
as great as it should be. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Is not this a reduction from the existing 
law? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It isa reduction, certainly. 

Mr. McCPHERSON. I suppose the Senator from Rhode Island 
will feel bound by his own platform made in 1892, that the pro- 
tection upon all these articles should equal the difference in 
labor cost, and will therefore be bound to vote with the Senator 
from Arkansas and me for this reduction. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I had supposed until this discussion com- 
menced that there wassome argument, or some principle, or some 
theory of tariff construction which Senators upon the other side 
contended for inthe preparation of the bill. I have heard both 
the Senator from Kentucky and the Senator from New Jersey 
State that any rates which were equal to or in excess of the 
labor cost of production must be, of necessity, protective in their 
character. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I will answer the Senator. So far as I 
am concerned, as a member of the Committee on Finance, and 
asa Senator upon this floor, I have never yet asked for an in- 
crease of duty or for a duty upon any article in these tariff laws 
which I believed exceeded the labor cost in the goods. What 
I have been and am in favor of is protection to American labor 
to the extent of the difference in wages between American labor 
and foreign labor in competition. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Without regard to revenue? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, that I believe to be all 
the protection which is fleeded in this country. I would give 
notliing to capital; I would give nothing to plant; I would give 
nothing to the manufacturer. There is where I have s all 
along the line. 1am ready to vote for a bill which will give the 
difference in the labor cost here and abroad; but this bill, as it 
was reported to the Senate by the Finance Committee, gave 
even greater protection than that. It gave in all the great 
schedules the entire labor cost as a measure of protection. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from New Jersey believe 
he would be justified in voting for a duty of 45 per cent upon an 
article where the labor cost of production was only 124 per cent 
of the total cost? 

Mr. McoPHERSON. I want to say to the Senator that I am 
not at nt trying to justify myself in all things. 

Mr. LDRICH. No: I should rather think not. 

Toshow the absurdity of this talk about the percentage of la- 
bor cost to the totai cost of oe, there could not bea bet- 
ter illustration than the table which I hold in my hand. While 
this table shows that the actual sum paid for direct wages was 
but 12} per cent of the total expenditure in the production of 
this article, it also shows the expenditures in detail for various 
items which enter into that total cost, and every one of these 
items represents labor and nothing else. For instance, take 
bauxite ees. the Georgia mines. hat gives this its value at 
establishments in Philadelphia or in Brooklyn, where itis con- 
verted? The labor in taking it from the ground, in transport- 
ing it, and in preparing it. 


The next item is sulphuric acid. Whatenters into the cost 
of sulphuric acid? What makes up the sum paid for that item? 
Labor, and labor alone, in various stages of the processes by 
which the sulphuric acid is produced. 

The next item is for coal. What gives coal value except the 
wages paid to the miner, to the transportation companies, and 
to various other persons employed in collateral industries 
around the coal-mining industry? 

The next item is sulphate of potash. What is it that makes 
up the value of potash salts but labor, and labor alone, in the 
various processes by which it is produced? 

So it is with the packages, the cases in which this article is 
inclosed and sent to the market. What is it that makes up the 
value of the packages from the time the wood is cut in the for- 
est until it becomes a finished product in the boxes in which this 
article is sent forward to the consumer? Can the Senator sug- 
any value inany of these that does not represent labor? 

here may be, of course, other insignificant items like the sum 
= for stumpage in the forests of Maine, New Brunswick, or 

ichigan. The value of every item included in the list, in the 
last analysis is labor, the earningsof people in the United States 
connected with the production of those articles either directly 
or indirectly. 

It is the fact that in all of these industries, not alone that of 
ae alum, but in every other industry and in every col- 

ateral employment in the United States, we pay much higher 
wages than are paid anywhere else in the world that makesme 
a protectionist, and makes me willing and desirous of imposing 
rates Of duty in the pending bill which will equalize the cost of 
production between thiscountry and competing countries abroad. 

I do not ask or expect any Senator upon either side of the 
Chamber to vote for a rate of duty which will do more than that; 
but I say that these differences in labor and differences in the 
cost of production should be taken, not under abnormal condi- 
tions as at present, but under such conditions as existed prior to 
the election of 1892, conditions that we hope by the votes of the 
people of the United States to restore through protective legis- 
tion as soon as this Administration shall go out of a 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, what then does the Senator from 
Rhode Island mean when he says that the cost of labor in this 
article is only 10 per cent of the cost of the article? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I say that the table itself shows that the 
ne paid for direct wages in manufacturing this ar- 
ticle—— 

Mr. FRYE. From what form to what form? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Taking these various articles, bauxite, sul- 
phuric acid, and sulphate of potash as finished products, and 
making from them crystall alum. It represents, of course 
but one of the many processes necessary from the raw material 
to the finished product. I was striving to attract the attention of 
the Senate to the absurdity of the claim of the Senator from New 
Jersey and ofher Senators, that you could undertake to fix a 
tariff rate by taking into consideration solely the wages paid in 
any one of the infinite number of processes by which raw ma- 
terials are made into a finished product. 

Mr. FRYE. I will ask the Senator if the same does not apply 
to the statement made by the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] 
the other day in the long list of labor cost—whether it was not 
the labor cost simply of converting one form into another form, 
and in no instance does the labor cost go back to the original 
forest or mine or anything of that kind! 

Mr. ALDRICH. The statement of the Senator from Maine is 
undoubtedly correct. 

Mr. FRYE. Then the statements of labor cost are of no use 
in considering this question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. AsI have tried to show many times to the 
Senate, they are absolutely of no use. 

This statement further shows that the cost of making crystal- 
lized alum in Ge , for a thousand tons, is $18,740, as against 
$28,467 in the United States. 

If Senators upon the other side are willing to admit the prin- 
ciples for which we contend, and which were, I think, fairly set 
forth in the Democratic platforms of 1868 and 1884; if they are 
willing to come to an understanding that duties shall be imposed 
that are equal to the difference in the cost of production between 
our own and competing countries, a difference which growsout of 
the greater earnings or the of labor here, then we shall 
be glad to meet m and ean agreement which would 
really take the tariff question out of politics. Are they willing 
todothat? If they are, then we will commence by making the 
rate on alum sufficient to equalize the cost between this country 
and Germany. 

This table shows the difference to be 49 cents per 100 
ees. The estimate here given of the German cost is an ex- 

me one, as I will demonstrate that by baying that this esti- 
mate shows a cost of 93 cents per 100 pounds, while certain Ger- 
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man manufacturers are offering crystallized alum to-day at 85 
cents a hundred pounds. ae 

Why, if Senators on the other side are to surrender the princi- 

les—not the principles, but the theories—which they have 

eld in the past in regard to ad valorem rates, if they are to 
surrender the idea the duties are to be laid solely for revenue, 
why not make this duty protective? Why not make it equal to | 
the exact difference in the cost of production between these | 
two countries? The cost of production must be—— 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Just a moment. 

Otherwise the cost of production must be reduced in the 
United States. How will you reduce it? By decreasing wages 
below their present point. [t can be done in that way, and in | 
that way alone. 

Now I will hear the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island what 
is the exact difference in the cost of alum in Germany and in 
the United States? I do not ask the price. 

Mr. ALDRICH. This table, which has been carefully pre- 
pared, shows that it is 49 cents on the hundred pounds, or 
nearly half a cent a pound, substantially the figures I have 
placed in the amendment. 

Mr.PALMER. Mr. President, I have no faith in estimates | 
of this sort, and I want at this point to acquit myself of adhering 
to either of two absurdities. The Senator from Rhode Island | 

Mr. ALDRICH] characterized the view of the Senator from New | 

ersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] as an absurdity. The position of the 
Senator from Rhode Island, I think, is absurd, because I do not 
believe it possible to reach the point which the protectionists 
claim to have reached. Conditions change every day and every 
month andevery year, and all such estimates must be approxi- 
mate, falling short in many instances and going beyond in many 
others that which would be the rate to-day. Owing to the 
changes in business and the inventionsthat are constantly being 
made, the cheapening of transportation and of methods of | 
manufacture, the framing of any rule on such a subject is ab- 
solutely impossible. 

Mr. President, I do not know any higher evidence of arro- 
gance—Luse the word ‘‘ arrogance” deliberately—than that any 
gentlemen shall profess themselves able and propose by law to 
take the administration of all the business in this great country, 
manufactures, agriculture, and every branch of business, into 

session of the Government, and administer it so as to di- 
vide out the proportion of wages that labor shall have and 
the return that capital shall have upon any principle of justice. 
There is no method by which it can be done. The pretense is 
an absurdity. It is not possible. 

What is it that the Senator from Rhode Island pro s? It 
is that Congress shall take the absolute control of all the busi- 
ness interests of the country. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I did not understand the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island to make that claim. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I made no such statement. 

Mr. ALLISON. That certainly would be avery absurd claim. | 

Mr. PALMER. I grant it is absurd; but that is the absurdity | 
Iam seeking to escape from. I am protesting against any at- 
tempt at committing me to the doctrine that Congress can, by 
its wisdom, exercise this tremendous power that is claimed. 
What is claimed? Protectionists say by legislation they can | 
give to manufacturers a fair profit; they say that they can pro- 
vide labor a fair remuneration and steady employment; they say 
that they can give to agriculture fair prices for all its products; 
they say that they can, inshort, by legislation secure prosperity to 
the country and maintain prosperity in thecountry. If they do 
not mean that, what do they mean? 

What is all this talk of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hic- 
GINS] this morning of desolation following in the pathway of 
the legislation proposed? If his proposition isnot that the other 
policy would be productive of the greatest possible advantage, 
while this would bring desolation, what is the claim set up by 
those who advocate protection? It is that we can give to the 
nea” and we can give to labor steady employment. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Will the Senator yield to a question? 

Mr. PALMER. With great pleasure. 

Mr. HIGGINS. [ask if the labor of this country did not have 
absolutely adequate employment throughout all its length and 
breadth up to the time when the threat of tariff reduction par- 
= the scheme and plan of every man who employed labor? 

r. PALMER. [understand the Senator+to have so claimed, 
that tariff legislation gave prosperity to the labor of the country; 
thatit gave to labor remunerative wages and steady employment; 
that it gave to labor prosperity. That is his statement. That, 
T understand, the Senator claims can be done law; that is, 


b 
oo Congress by ingenious interferences at this point and at 
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by modifications here and high duties elsewhere, by way 


} ment. 
| without depriving American labor of the ability to compete successfully 


of bounties paid to some industries, has the power to give to the 
country presperity; or does the Senator from Delaware mean 
that the prosperity he claims can be secured to labor by a proc- 
ess of legislation? 


Mr. HIGGINS. If the Senator from Illinois has asked that as 


| a question, I will state that it is prosperity for capital as well as 


labor and all who are dependent upon each and both. 

Mr. PALMER. Congress then possesses a power that it has 
not exercised, the power to give universal prosperity. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Iwill state to the Senator, if he will allow 
me, that Hamilton thought we could do it. 

Mr. PALMER. Hamilton thought so? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Yes. 

Mr.PALMER. Yes;andsodolesser lights. [Laughter.] I beg 
pardon. 

Mr. HIGGINS. 

Mr. PALMER. 


And lesser lights disagree, also. 
Hamilton never asserted more than the Sen- 


| ator from Delaware asserts, that by legislation Congress can give 


prosperity to labor and to capital; that it can be done by law. 
But the Almighty has not seen proper to do that. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to call theattention of the Sen- 


| ator from Illinois to what I have herein my hand, which is Dem- 


ocratic authority. 


Mr. PALMER. I should be very glad to hear how it can bo 


| done. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Shall I read for a moment? 

Mr. PALMER. If the Senator pleases. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is good authority; it is the Democratic 
platform only ten years old, and one only six years old is quite 
as good: 

The Democracy pledgesitself to purify the Administration from corrup- 
tion, to restore economy, to revive respect for law, and to reduce taxation 
to the lowest limit consistent with due regard to the preservation of the 
faith of the nation to its creditors and pensioners. 

Mr. PALMER. Up to that point I go right along. 

Wr. HAWLEY. Weall agree to that. We are after cach 
other's corruption all the while. 

Knowing full well, however, that legislation affecting the operations of 
the people should be cautious and conservative in method, not in advance of 
public opinion, but responsive to its demands, the Democratic party is 
pledged to revise the tariff in a spirit of fairness to all interests. 


Mr. PALMER. That is true. I stand by that. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It proceeds: 

But, in making reductions in taxes, it is not proposed to injure ony do 
mestic industries, but rather to promote their healthy growth. 

Mr. PALMER. That is good. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator is with me so far. 

From the foundation of this Government taxes collected at the custom 
house have been the chief source of Federal revenue. Such they must con 


tinue to be. Moreover, many industries have come to rely upon legislation 
for successful continuance, so that any change of law must be at every step 


| Tegardful of the labor and capital thus involved. 


Mind, you are dealing with thousands upon thousands of mil- 
lions of dollars and millions of working people. 


The process of the reform must be subject in the execution to this plain 
dictate of Justice— 


Mr. PALMER. 
Mr. HAWLEY— 


all taxation shall be limited to the requirements of economical govern 
The necessary reduction and taxation can and must be effected 


Lagree with that. 


with foreign labor and without imposing lower rates of duty than will be 
ample to cover any increased cost of production which may exist in conse 
quence of the higher rate of wages prevailing in this country. 


That is Democratic doctrine, and you could not make us so 


happy by anything you could do in this world as by living up to 
it in making the pending tariff. 
Mr. PALMER. That is what is called the Democratic 


straddle, I suppose. 

Mr. HAWLEY. No, sir; I believe it was honestly adopted; 
and it is the platform upon which Grover Cleveland waselected. 
But, then, we will take another one. ; 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Illinois discredit it? 

Mr. PALMER. Dol discredit the platform? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; does the Senator from [Illinois dis- 
credit either the platform or the sentiment. 

Mr. PALMER. Oh, by no means. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will say one thing and then I shall not 
trouble the Senator from Illinois further. I will come down to 
1888. It was not necessary to make so long and fine an argument 
as they did before, because I believe they reaflirmed all their 
previous platforms, free trade and all: 

Our established domestic industries and enterprises should not and need 
not be endangered by the uction and correction of the burdens of taxa 
tion. On the contrary, a fair and careful revision of our tax laws, with due 
allowance for the difference between the wages of American and foreign 
labor, must promote and encourage every branch of such industries and en- 
terprises by giving them assurance of an extended market and steady and 
continuous operations. 
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That is the Democratic platform, as you see, giving work to 
labor by offering opportunities to them and fencing out unjust 
competition. 

Mr. PALMER. Yet by the doctrine of the protectionists, I 
repeat, as I said a few days ago, protection is the object and rev- 
enue the incident. The assumption by protectionists that they 
can secure prosperity by Congressional legislation is one of those 
shocking absurdities from which the country is recovering very 
rapidly, and the time is not distant when higher views will be 
presented to the American people. The time will come when 
we shall forget our slavish fear of Great Britain, and we shall 
assume that position among the nations of the world that we de- 


‘serve to maintain. We will seek the commerce of the world, 


and we shall do so by the largest freedom of trade. That isthe 
future of this country. 

Years ago the manufacturing industries of the country were 
diffused everywhere, and the farmer found in his midst, at his 
home, the manufacturer ready to furnish that which he needed, 
and took from him in exchange that which hehadtosell. That 
was one condition. That was the condition in the early days of 
the Republic. But now the manufactures of this country have 
passed under the control of capital, and capital has maintained 
the protection that it has enjoyed. The Republican party be- 
ing in possession of both branches of the Government, legisla- 
tive and executive, the act of 1890 was passed, which I under- 
stand was passed by the protectionists. They passed a bill that 
met their own views exactly. It was protective as the protec- 
tionists understand protection. It was maintained by the pre- 
tense that it was in the interest of labor, notwithstanding the 
fact is that all the manufacturing industries of thiscountry have 
passed away from the people. 

In two counties in Illinois—the one in which I live and the 
other in which I had my home some years ago—there area half 
dozen woolen manufacturing establishments which have been 
converted to some other purpose. I passed the other daya very 
flourishing town in Illinois where parties had built up a woolen 
factory. The |glass is out of the windows, and the business is 
abandoned. Organized capital has collected and now controls 
all the great productive industries of the country. It has had 
its own will in reference to protection. It has maintained itself 
by the miserable pretense that this legislation is intended for 
the benefit of labor, without any ve to divide and fix the 
share of the protective advantages that labor is to have. 

If I believed in protection at all I should, in addition to the 
rate of duty, fix by law the rate of division. I should give to 
capital its proportion, and I should insure to labor its fair share 
of the earnings. I should not leave labor to the tender mercies 
of capital. I should not allow that pretense, by which these 

reat industries have all sed into the control of these power- 
ul capitalists and organizations, to be employed to deceive. 
Talk about American labor! Capital has no habitation. It is 
money that belongs to the world. It operates on a principle di- 
rectly opposite to that of the waters of the ocean, which seek 
the lowest level. Capital seeks the highest level. It goos wher- 
ever it can find profit, and it invites an American Senate into 
this very difficult and impossible duty. I say difficult; impos- 
sible is the word. 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], whoI under- 
stand to bethe representative of protection and protectionists, 
ultraprotectionists, by any name which you choose to assign to 
them, is undertaking now to estimate the proportions that labor 
shall have; how much Congress will give to labor, and how much 
it will give to capital, although I believe it is understood that 
capital can take care of itself anywhere and a does, and 
our sympathies are simply called out for labor. The Senator 
understands now that Congress mustin some way in the passage 
of the pending bill see to it that labor is provided with employ- 
ment and with remunerative wages. That is the work he has 
undertaken, and I repeat that work is an impossibility. It is 
as foolish as it would be to attempt to stimulate the human body 
by the administration of stimulants and thus develop its en- 
orgy. It is impossible, 

en, what is the true line? The true line is that Congress 
shall exercise its power to lay and collect taxes for the purpose 
of revenue, leaving the business of the country to go in its own 
natural channel. You can not benefit it, you can not cure it, 
you can not improve it. 1t will be found in the end while you 
may stimulate a particular industry that you do it at the ex- 
pense of other industries. 

Who does pay all these wages that we are talking about? 
Where does the money come from which the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] intends shall oe the pockets 
of labor? ois to furnish the money? the manufac- 
turer furnish it? Oh,no. He does perhapsin the first instance 
but upon whom does he levy? here does it come from 
Somebody must furnish the money out of which these bounties 
are 
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Senators have never undertaken to tell us who furnishes it. 
Somebody furnishes the money. You want to impose a duty 
that will give to labor engaged in the productionof a particular 
article remunerative wages. Then somebody must furnish the 
money to pay those remunerative wages. Who does this? It 
is obvious Ido not; and we do not propose to furnish it. It 
must fall somewhere. Upon whom does it fall? That is one of 
the difficulties of this subject—you can not tell upon whom it 
falls. You know it falls upon somebody; and the protectionists 
have never been able to trace the source of that spring from 
which the money is to be drawn. They say, ‘‘Adopt our policy 
and we will give to labor fair wages;” but [ insist as answer to 
that proposition that you levy upon somebody else. I myself 
claim no power to take the control of the property of my coun- 
try and appropriate it to any special use. If they choose to be 
benevolent let them be benevolent with their own. If they can 
= carry on one* business profitably, let them engage in some 
other. 

It is very easy to see where a large portion of these burdens 
falls. Senators refer to the prosperity of the manufacturing 
States. Let them visit the aavivelters States and see how com- 
potas they are exhausted by this effort to maintain high wages. 

here is no prospect of maintaining high wages for agricultural 
laborers. The laborers on the farms are remembered as it was 
said the Queen was remembered by the great lawyers in the case of 
Queen Caroline. Itwasinsisted that she should not be prayed for 
as Queen, and the eloquent lawyer said, ‘‘ May it please the court, 
she is not prayed for as Queen, but she is prayed for as one of 
the desolate and the oppressed.” So, in this view, the provision 
made for increased wages to agricultural laborers is remote; it 
is impossible. There is no consideration of them, and they are 
never taken into account in all these elegant schemes for high 
wages. The money must go through the hands of protected 
manufacturers, and it must leak out to labor in just such pro- 
portion as the capitalists will determine. 

Mr. President, I did not mean to occupy so much time. I do 
not intend, however, to be responsible for this theory. It is 
not possible, I repeat, and this meddling with the business o' 
the country brings about disaster and distress, and can not de 
otherwise. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the Senator from Illinois has 
spent a long time in undertaking to answer an argument which 
I have not made, and which I have never heard made by any 
advocate of protection. JI beg to ask him to return to the sub- 
ject now under consideration by the Senate and to the concrete 

uestion involved in these amendments. I stated that I was 
destrous of levying duties in the bill which would, so far as pos- 
sible, equalize the difference in the cost of production of those 
articles in this and in competing countries, so far as that differ- 
ence grows out of the greater earnings and wages paid to peo- 
ple engaged in these and collateral industries in the United 
States. 

Now, is the Senator from Illinois willing to goto that extent? 
If it costs 90 cents a hundred pounds to make alum in Germany 
and $1.40 to make it in Chicago, there being no natural disad- 
vantages to prevent or increase the cost of its production in the 
United States and the difference grows solely out of a difference 
in the earnings of the people employed in the industry, is he 
willing to give a duty of 50 cents a hundred pounds? 

Mr. PALMER. Iam not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Thatisright. Is he willing to give a duty 
of 40 cents? 

Mr. PALMER. I am willing to give a revenue duty. If I 
yield more I would do it because of necessity. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Under what necessity is the Senator acting 
at the present time? 

Mr. PALMER. Because the country is under the terrible 
scourge and burden of the McKinley law. If we can not get 
rid of it we ought to mitigate it. That is the process that gov- 
erns me. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Was the Senator a protectionist prior to the 
adoption of the McKinley law? 

Mr. PALMER. Never. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What was the Senator? 

Mr. PALMER. What was I? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Has the Senator changed his views at all in 
this regard? 

Mr. PALMER. Not to my knowledge, except to acquire more 
extensive views. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator was a tariff reformer in 1890, 
prior to the Ist of October, and he is now a protectionist to the 
extent of the rates of the McKinley law, minus 5 cents, as the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. ae said the other day, what has 
made the change? The McKinley bill did not become a law 
until 1890. If the Senator was a free trader or a tariff reformer 
before that time, why does he not advocate the same doctrines 
now? Itis not the existence of the McKinley law which hag 
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caused this change to come over the spirit of his dreams and 
make him willing to vote now for a protective duty which is 
only a little less obnoxious than the rate imposed by the act of 
1890, 

Mr. PALMER. I may be allowed to say it is just that much 
reduction which commends it to me. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is what I understand to be the attitude 
of all the Senators upon the other side. Heretofore they have 
been for tariff reform, because they believed in it, because they 
thought there was an essential principle involved, because they 
thought that duties could be levied constitutionally only for rev- 
enue. Now it is a question of the act of 1890, and whether you 
can reduce rates by a fraction of 1 per cent, perhaps, below the 
rate imposed by that act that they are considering. 

All the theories they have had in the past, all the doctrines 


‘which have commended themselves to the people who voted 


their ticket, have been forgotten or discarded. No more tariff 
for revenue only; no more free trade; no more talk about liber- 
alizing the commerce of the United States. You are willing to 
vote for any rate, however protective or prohibitive it may be, 
so long as it is by the fraction of acent below the rates imposed 
by the act of 1890. I have heard eloquent discourses upon the 
other side of the Chamber in these previous years in favor of 
lower duties, arguments made long before the act of 1890 was 
passed, but there seems now to be a complete abandonment of 
these old theories. 

It is true that the distinguished Senator from Texas [Mr. 
MILLS], whol regret is not now in his seat, keeps up adesultory 
fire outside the breastworks in behalf of free trade or of lower du- 
ties, but there is not a man in the United States who does not 
understand that these sporadic efforts of his have no meaning 
whatever; that he has already been surrendered, with the re- 
mainder of the army who do not keep up an appearance of fight- 
ing, to the cause of protection, and that his line of retreat to the 
bombproofs of the Democratic castle are constantly kept open. 
Now, I wish to know if the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] 
is in favor of u tariff for revenue only. If he is not in favor of 
equalizing the difference in conditions between this country and 
abroad, why does he er the amendment now proposed by 
the majority members of the Committee on Finance? 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PALMER. I should like to inquire—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BERRY in the chair). The 
Senator from Tennessee has the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to lay the amendment of the Senator 
from Rhode Island to the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Tennessee to lay upon the table the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Rhode Island to the amendment of 
the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a second? {A pause.] 
The Chair thinks there is no second. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask for a division. 

Mr. PLATT. I suggest that there is no quorum present. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The absence of a quorum being 
suggested, the Secretary will call the roll. 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- | 


swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Frye, Mills, Shoup, 
Alison, Gallinger, Mitchell, Wis. Squire, 
Bate, George, Morgan, Stewart, 
Berry, Harris, Morrill, Teller, 
Butler, Hawley, Palmer, Turpie, 
Caffery, Hunton, Pasco, Vest, 
Call, Irby, Patton, Vilas, 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Peffer, Voorhees, 
Coke, Lindsay, Perkins, Walsh, 
Daniel, McLaurin, Platt, White. 
Davis, McMillan, Pugh, 

Dixon, McPherson, Quay, 

Faulkner, Martin, Roach, 


The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Forty-nine Senators having an- 
swered to their names, a quorumis present. The question re- 
curs on the motion of the Senator from Tennessee|Mr. HARRIS] 


to lay the amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. | 


ALDRICHJon the table, upon which the yeas and nays have been 
demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. PRocTor]. I transfer my pair to 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE], and vote * yea.” 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his named was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. Mis]. If he were 
present he would vote ‘‘ yea” and I should vote ‘' nay.” 
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the senior Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpu]. I have a right 
to vote to make a quorum, but I decline to vote now. If I would 
vote I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming | Mr. CAREY]. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH]. He is not 
present, I believe, and [ withhold my vote. 

Mr. PATTON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gipson}. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. VEST. [ am paired with the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. WASHBURN], but I can vote to make a quorum. I vote 
** yea.” 

Mr. GEORGE. I discover it is necessary for me to vote to 
make a quorum, and [ vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I have reserved the right to 
vote to make a quorum. [I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 14, as follows: 

YEAS—29. 


Bate, Faulkner, McPherson, Turpie, 
Berry, George, Martin Vest, 
Blanchard, Harris, Mitchell, Wis. Voorhees, 
Caffery, Hunton, Morgan, Walsh, 
Call, Irby. Pasco, White. 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Peffer, 
Coke, Lindsay, Pugh, 
Daniel, McLaurin, Roach, 
NAYS—I4. 

Aldrich, Hawley, Perkins, Shoup, 
Allison, Higgins, Platt, Squire. 
Davis, MeMillan, Power, 
Dixon, Morrill, Quay, 

NOT VOTING—42. 
Allen, Frye, Jones, Nev. Ransom, 
Blackburn, Gallinger, Kyle, Sherman, 
Brice, Gibson, Lodge, Smith, 
Butler, Gordon, Manderson, Stewart, 
Camden, Gorman, Mills, Teller, 
Cameron, Gray, Mitchell, Oregon Vilas, 
Carey, Hale, Murphy, Washburn, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Palmer, Wilson, 
Cullom, Hill, Patton, Wolcott, 
Dolph, Hoar. Pettigrew, 
Dubois, Jarvis, Proctor, 


So the amendment to the amendment was laid on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
JONES]. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the amendment be stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out paragraph 8, page 2 of the bill, 


“in the following words: 


Alumina, 10 per cent ad valorem; alum, alum cake, patent alum, sulphate 
of alumina, and aluminous cake, and alum in crystals or ground, 20 percent 
ad valorem. 

And in lieu thereof insert: 

Alumina, alum, alum cake, patent alum, sulphate of alumina, and alumi- 
nous cake, and alum in crystals‘or ground, four-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave noargument to make, but I want to call 
the attention of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] 
to Bulletin No. 2, page 101. He made the statement, of course 
inadvertently, that we had put up this duty at the instance of 
the manufacturing firm of the Martin Kalbfleisch Chemical 
Company. He will find that February 10, 1894, the producers of 
bauxite in Alabama and Georgia for whom he has such a solici- 
tude, the manufacturers, Martin Kalbfleisch Chemical Company, 
the Buffalo Chemical Works; the Bayonne Chemical Works; the 
Southern Bauxite Company, and the Georgia Bauxite Mining 
and Manufacturing Company, S. L. Jones, secretary and treas- 
urer, filed before our committee the following agreement: 

The bauxite miners ask no duty on their article; we ask none on sulphuric 


| acid— 





Mr. ALDRICH. What page is the Senator reading from? 

Mr. VEST. Iam readingfrom page 101, Bulletin No.2. Now, 
I will proceed: 

The bauxite miners ask no duty on their article; we ask none on sul- 

huric acid; all that either of us ask is that alum, the article into which 
aunty of these raw materials enter, be left with two-thirds of its present 

The present duty is six-tenths of 1 cent. We reduced it to 
four-tenths, and yet the Senator comes in and asks for more than 
either the producers of the bauxite or the manufacturers ask. 
First he proposes to put it back to six-tenths and then to five- 
tenths. They themselves, who certainly know what are the ne- 
cessities of their business, will be pexfectly satisfied with the 
rate that we propose. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The statement read by the Senator from 


Mr. GEORGE (when his named was called). I am paired with | Missouri is the statement of one company, because all those 
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firms are practically one company under different names. It is 
a large combination with a million dollars capital, who are en- 
gaged in the production of this article. It does not include the 
thousand and one smailer producers in the United States, for 
whom I am speaking. 

Mr. VEST. Ithoughtthe Senator wasspeakingfor the bauxite 
miner, and here are the two great companies of the South who 
dig all of it, who say they concur in this statement. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam not contending for a duty to be placed 
on the raw material. 

Mr. VEST. IL understood the Senator to appeal to the Sena- 
tors from Alabama and Georgia to join him in putting up this 
duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Lappeal to the Senators from Georgia and 
Alabama to save an industry which is absolutely necessary for 
the continuance of the mining of this raw material in their own 
States. 

Mr. VEST. Here are the companies engaged in it, and they 
say they are satisfied with the duty we propose. Who are the 
best judges, the Senator from Rhode Island or these gentlemen 
in Georgia who have their money invested in this business? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I say those people represent only one of a 
large number of producers in the United States. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator refers to these two companies in the 
South? 

Mr. ALDRICH. They ask for a rate of duty based upon ex- 
isting conditions. All other producers ‘ask for a larger rate, 
and state that the rate now proposed does not equalize the dif- 
ference in the cost of the production. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, it seems to me that it is about 
time to see if we can not stop fencing on different sides of the 
Chamber and have an understanding as to what this bill really 
is. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] and 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] have been ap- 
pealing for two or three days past tothe Democrats seated on 
the other side of the aisle as protectionists, claiming that they 
have brought in here a protection bill in the main, and asking 
thein to be consistent and make all duties which they propose 
»rotective. The Senator from New Hampshire wants to estab- 
fish a principle, and so do I, for this is a bill without principle. 
There is no theory or doctrine or argument which has ever been 
made by any en in the United States which may not be ap- 
pealed to with reference to some articles in this bill. But the 
protective theory has always been that protection if good for 
uny was good for all, and that it was wrong, that it was favorit- 
ism of the worse kind, that it was class legislation of the worst 
kind to make a protective duty upon one article and leave other 
articles to the tender mercies of free trade. 

Now, this is nota protective bill. It is not in any sensearec- 
ognition of the doctrine of protection, high or low. It is nota 
bill for revenue with incidental protection. It is a bill (and the 
truth may as well be told and told in the Senate of the United 
States) which proceeds upon free-trade principles except as to 
such articles as it has been necessary to levy protective duties 
upon to get the votes of Democratic Senators to passthe bill. I 
insist that never before in the history of this country has such 
a spectacle been presented in either branch of the National Leg- 
islature, and I pray to God it may never occur again. 

Tho bill as it came from the House of Representatives was 
mainly free from such a charge, but reaching here it was dis- 
covered that there was not a majority upon the Democratic side 
of the Chamber to pass it. There was.a body of conservatives, 
as they were called, estimated at from five to fifteen, who were 
charged ail over the country in-Democratic newspapers with be- 
ing traitors to the Democratic party, and in great headlines 
Democratic newspapers called = the Democrats in the Sen- 
ate who stood by the Chicago platform and ae earn to pass a 
tariff bill which should not be objectionable to the charge that 
it was robbery, to read the conservatives out of the party. It 
wasmore of a task than the sy of the Democratic Senators 
desired to undertake. Consequently they surrendered to these 
conservatives, and the price of their votes appears in the pro- 
tective duties which the bill contains; and there are no other 
protective duties in it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Would it interrupt the Senator if I should 
interject a word? 

Mr. PLATT. Not at all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The communication which has been read in 

rt by the Senatorfrom Missouri contains a deliberate sentence 
. the first part which I desire to read in this connection. It 
says: 

The rate now approved by the Committee on Ways and Means, 40 per 
cent— 

That is the present rate— 
will permit of fmportations without killing the American industry. 

That is the sort of duty these gentlemen are asking for. 


, ames VEST. What communication is the Senator reading 
rom 

Mr. ALDRICH. The same one from which the Senator from 
Missouri read. 

Mr.PLATT. Consequently we find, as I have said, protective 
duties and even a few prohibitive duties in the bill. We find 
another class of duties, a few of them, which are not protective 
in the sense that the industries can be carried on in this coun- 
try with the same wages which are now paid to operatives, but 
are protective in the sense that with large reductions of wages 
the industries can still live in thiscountry. However, the great 
majority of the items of the bill are still destructive of indus- 
tries, whether wages are reduced or not; and that I understand 
to meet the approbation of the Senator from Illinois[ Mr. PALMER]. 
He is to be commended for his frankness. He does not believe 
in protective duties of any sort, high or low. He believes that 
wher an article produced in a foreign country can be brought 
from that country and purchased here at a cheaper cost than it 
can be manufactured in this country, with the scale of wages 
whichare or can be paid in this country, there ought to be onl 
such a revenue duty upon it as will get the most revenue possi- 
ble from it. 

That is Democratic doctrine. That is the doctrine of the Chi- 
cago platform. That is the doctrine of the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. MILLS], That is the doctrine which we heard upon every 
stump in the United States in the campaign of 1892 from Demo- 
cratic orators. If a Democratic orator had said upon the stump 
that the duty on sugar was to be restored and that a duty was to 
be given to the sugar refiner practically equivalent to the duty 
in the McKinley law, the result of the election would have been 
different to say the least. Yet we have just that strange anom- 
aly here. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] talks 
about a revenue duty with incidental protection. I suppose he 
refers to the sugar duty as an instance of a revenue bill with in- 
cidental protection. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] 
said something about the sugar duty after having said: 

On the subject of sugar the McKinley law is a juggle and a fraud, and was 
eee i as such; it was framed to deceive, and in thoughtless minds it has 


But he says: 


In this connection, however, arises a very proper demand to know the ex- 
act nature and effect of the measure Po in its place and stead. I pro- 
pose to the best of my ability to meet atdemand. The duty on sugar as 
placed in the bill now pending before the Senate may be sta at 1 cent per 
— on raw sugar, and one-eighth of | cent per pound additional on re- 

ned sugar. 

* x 2 & * * a 


On the subject of refined sugar, the committee courts the closest scrutiny 
into its methods and its motives, and into everything it has done. Under 
the McKinley law the duty on all refined s above No. 16 Dutch stand 
ard in color is one-half of | cent per pound. the pending bill we have re- 
duced that duty to one-eighth of 1 cent Pt pound, thus ae out three- 
fourths of the entire amount and would gladly have wiped it all out. If 
tosome peculiar winds this action of the committee appears to be a com- 
pliance with the demands of the sugar trust, it must also be apparent that 
the demands of that institution were of the most extraordinary character, 
demands for a very deep cut in its rates of duty, for a strong downward 
siope in its profits, and for an almost total annihilation of all the protection 
it ever had. 

But, Mr. President, that was on the 3d of April. Now, not- 
withstanding all that the chairman of the Finance Committee 
said, notwithstanding that he would giadiy have wiped out all 
the protection to refined sugar, we have a bill which practically 
restores the McKinley tariff on refined sugar. It is clothed in 
language that it requires an expert to determine, but it was suf- 
ficient to put up the price of common sugar stock in New York 
$15 ashare. It is enough to prevent the introduction of refined 
sugar into this country, and anybody who has studied this mat- 
ter knows it, whether he be Senator or whether he be specula- 
tor in Wall street in sugar-trust stock. 

Now, I agree that we have not only protective duties in this 
bill, but we have prohibitory duties, and here is one of them. 
The bill has been changed, increasing the proposed duty — 
refined sugar simply because it could not be passed unless that 
concession was made to the sugar trust. It is high time to find 


upon what principle the Democratic party is constructing this 
1 


There are other duties that have been raised in the bill from 
the bill as passed by the other House to a point where it is pos- 
sible for the industries to exist by a severe reduction in wages. 
The coal duty and the iron duty are instances of this kind. 
They had not thestrength of the sugar trust behind them. They 
had not the negative votes that could be cast against the bill 
which the sugar trust had; but they had power enough to make 
the Democrats throw to the winds the cherished doctrines and 
proclaimed principles of the Democratic party for “free raw 
materials” and to put a duty upon these two articles which, in 
the of the Senator from Arkansas, will enable those 
industries tosurvive. How? Byreducing wages of miners, and 
the men who thronged the doors of those Democrats who were 
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revising this bill told them that with a duty of 40 cents per ton 
upon coal and upon iron ore they could not carry on the business 
without a reduction of wages. But when we come to the great 
bulk of the articles in the bill they are as destructive to-day as 
they were when the Wilson bill was sent over from the House 
of Representatives to the Senate Chamber. 

I want to refer to only one, for I am simply illustrating how 
generally devoid of principle, how utterly lacking of principle 
this bill is in its construction, how complete a surrender it is to 
those Democratic Senators who have said ‘‘stand and deliver.” 
Mr. President, I insist that if the industries are to come here 
and through the mouths of the Democratic Senators demand 
and receive protection, low, or high, or prohibitive, the same 
rule ought toapply to those industries whose representatives have 
no influence to exert through Democratic Senators who threaten 
to vote against the bill. Paragraph 177 is an innocent looking 
paragraph. It reads: . 


Manufactured articles or wares, not specially provided for in this act, 
com d wholly or in part of any metal, and whether partly or wholly 
manufactured [thirty-five] thirty per cent ad valorem. 


Thirty-five per cent ad valorem duty asit came from the House 
of Representatives: 30 per cent as it is reported by the Commit- 
tee on Finance, with no further amendment proposed in the re- 
cent amendments which have been offered. 

Now, think of it foramoment. Take the States of Connecticut, 
Massachusetts, New York, and New Jersey, and a large portion 
ofthe metal-manfacturing industries there have no protection, no 
duty imposed upon the articles by any special paragraph, of the 
bill, but are lumped in this general clause, which is called a bas- 
ket clause. Under the McKinley law the duty is 45 per cent. 
Under the act of 1883 the duty was 40 per cent I donot know 
how much it was under the Mills bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was not changed, I think. 

Mr. PLATT. I believe the bill reported by the Senator from 
Texas, the Mills bill as it was called, did not change the duty. 
but left the rate at 40 per cent. Now, at least three-quarters of 
all the small articles which are made of metal of any description, 
are dutiable under this clause and nowhere-else. It comprises 
alarge portion of the industries of the Eastern States, and a 
very considerable portion of the metal industries of the West- 
ern States. The duty is 45 per cent ad valorem in the McKin- 
ley law. it was cut down in the House of Representatives to 
35 per cent upon the plea and with the excuse that the manu- 
facturers had been given free coal, free iron, and greatly re- 
duced duties on ali the coarse forms of iron, to the point where 
iron or steel form the raw material of the manufacturers who 
turn out the final product. They were told to look at the free 
raw material and at the reduction of the duty upon material 
which they used, and to be content with 35 per cent. But this 
bill comes over to the Senate. 

The duties on iron ore are partially restored to 40 cents per 
ton. The duties on coal are restored to the extent of 40 cents 
per ton. The duties on all the coarser forms of iron and steel 
manufactured are largely increased. Why? For the very rea- 
son which I stated before, that it became necessary to do it in 
order to secure the votes of certain Democratic Senators. The 
bill could not be passed if it was not done, and accordingly all 
the duties on the forms of iron, and pig iron, and blooms, and 
billets, and bars, and rods were raised by the committee—no, 
not by the committee, but by those who had charge of the re- 
vision of the Wilson bill as reported by the committee. 

But what is done in the meantime to the manufacturers who 
use the iron which ae are told was going to be free, and upon 
which they were told that duties were so largely reduced that 
they could afford to stand a reduction from 45 per cent ad va- 
lorem to 35 per cent ad valorem upon their manufactures? We 
find the rate still further reduced in the billas now reported to 
30 per cent ad valorem. 

on, no, Mr. President, the men who have little factories on 
the streams in New England or New York, of small capital, with 
few hands, making up this motal into tens of thousands of arti- 
cles —— to the use of mankind have no power here. They 
have no influence or no voice which reaches this committee, and 
they stand with a reduction of 15 per cent ad valorem upon their 
manufactures when iron and coal and pig iron and blooms and 
billets and bars and rods have all been largely raised from the 
bill as passed by the other House. 

It is about time, Mr. President, that we did understand upon 
what principle this bill was constructed. The people are be- 
ginning to understand it. 

It iss e, passing strange, that Senators who say they do 
not believe in protection, that Senators who say that the Mc- 

bill was the most infamous measure that was ever d, 
sh be found voting for duties ae to the McKinley 
some of those matters which most closely touch and 


rates 
affect the interests of the people of the United States. Nosuch 
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marvel has ever been seen under the sun as all the Democratic 
Senators, with the possible exception of the Senator from Texas 
— MILLS], giving way to this demand of the sugar trust. 
{ow ‘this Chamber has rung with denunciations of the sugar 
trust! How the ears of waiting and listening multitudes in 
Democratic political meetings have been vexed with reiterated 
denunciations of this sugar trust! And here every Democratic 
Senator, with one exception, is ready to vote for a prohibitive 
duty upon refined sugar! 

I make no complaint of a proper protective duty upon refined 
sugar, but I should like once more for a moment, if for no longer, 
to see in the consideration of this bill something of what has al- 
ways been appealed to when votes were to be secured, as ‘‘ Demo- 
cratic consistency.” Howare you who have denounced this duty 
upon refined sugar, this concession to the sugar trust, going to 
vote for it now? How great must be the compulsion which 
obliges Senators thus to swallow not only the words but the 
opinions of years and vote for a prohibitive duty upon refined 
sugar! 

We were told the other day by one of the Senators in charge 
of the bill that the Democratic doctrine after all was not that 
protection was unconstitutional, that Republican protection was 
a robbery and a fraud, but it was that of a revenue tariff with in- 
cidental protection. I wish to read it. It is short. The Sena- 
tor from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] wanted toask a question of the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. It was this: 

Mr. HArgrs. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island if he does not think this 
a fair and proper definition of the position of the two parties: The Demo 
cratic party favors a tariff for revenue with such incidental protection as a 
revenue tariff will give; while the Republican party favors a tariff for pro- 
tection with such incidental revenue as a protective tariff will give. 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] said he did not 
think that was the doctrine of the Democratic party, and then 
the Senator from Tennessee desired to ask him a question: 

Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does not every duty imposed, no matter how small, protect 
to the extent of the duty? 

Mr. President, I wish to say just one word upon this idea of 
incidental protection. There is no such thing as incidental 
protection as a principle. If by incidental protection you mean 
that the metal-working industries of Connecticut and the other 
Eastern States are to be absolutely slaughtered and destroyed 
by the bill and that the sugar trust is to have a prohibitive 
duty upon refined sugar, you will find plenty of it in the bill; 
but I had not supposed that was the doctrine of the Democratic 
party. If you would make duties all along the bill protective, 
there would be no ‘‘ incidental” protection in it; it would be 
deliberate protection. If you reduce the duties all along the 
bill below the protective point, there will be no “incidental ”’ 
protection. You can not so construct a bill; it is impossible. 
You might as well attempt to make two and two make five as 
to construct a bill upon the principle that you will impose duties 
for revenue which, while they do not protect, have incidental 
protection with them. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Connex 
to ask him a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Connecticut yield to the Senator from 
Tennessee? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. The question I wish to ask the Senator is 
whether he thinks it wise or unwise to reduce from a half cent 
to one-eighth of a cent per pound the protection on refined 
sugar given to the refiner, or the sugar trust, as the Senator is 
pleased to say, by the McKinley law, for which the Senator 
voted? 

Mr. PLATT. The pending bill does no such thing. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then all the experts who have mathematized 
the proposition are wide of the mark, and the Senator from Con- 
necticut alone knows how it is. 

Mr. PLATT. Lam not alone, Mr. President. There is nota 
man connected with the sugar trust, as a stockholder or specu- 
lator in New York, who does not understand it; there is nota 
Senator who has demanded it on this floor who does not under- 
stand it. The duty as it stands under the bill will not be less 
than three-eighths of 1 cent, and it will fluctuate, according to 
the price of sugars, from three-eighths to one-half of 1 cent per 
pound. I appeal to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], 
whom we regard as our chairman of the Committee on Finance, 
to know if I am out of the way in this statement. 

Mr. ALLISON. . I do not wish to enter into the discussion of 
the sugar clause at this time, but by the ad valorem provision 
in thé bill and the great difference between the value of raw 
sugar and refined sugar there is on the average importations of 
sugar aprotection of certainly three-tenths of a cent before you 
reach the one-eighth of a cent. 


cticut allow me 
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Mr. PLATT. Then there is an addition of one-eighth of a 
cent upon certain grades in addition to the three-tenths. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir; uponcertain grades. I donot care 
to argue the question at this time. 

Mr. PLATT. Then I am not far out of the way. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Connecticut will permit me, 
do not both Senators overlook the fact that by the McKinley 
law the sugar trust have their raw material free, while under 
the pending bill there is a 40 per cent ad valorem duty upon it? 

Mr. ALLISON, Will the Senator from Connecticut yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. The raw sugar pays an ad valorem duty. 
The average on raw sugars, as stated by those who are familiar 
with it, is now, say 92°, costing from 2+ to 28 cents per pound in 
Cuba and elsewhere where it is purchased. Now, granulated 
sugar, which is the refined sugar, sells in London and Hamburg 
all the time at 34 cents a pound. Soasarule, taking the aver- 
age, there is a difference of a cent a pound between the raw 
sugar and the refined sugar. That being true, 40 per cent on 
the raw sugar as compared with 40 od cent on the refined sugar 
will make a difference of three-tenths of a cent a pound at least. 

Mr. VEST. That is not the point, though, if the Senator 
pleases. Underthe McKinley act all the raw sugar came in free, 
and the manufacturers received their raw material absolutely 
without any tax at all. Now they will semen ed pay 40 
per cent on the rawsugar, leaving out the differentiation, which 
does not attach to this question at all. 

Mr. ALLISON, That would make a difference of sixty days’ 
or thirty days’ interest upon the cost of the duty. 

Mr. VEST. I say tothe Senator from Iowa that the presi- 
dent of the trust filed a written paper before our committee, and 
he stated absolutely and over and over again that the lowest duty 
which the trust, or the manufacturers as he expressed it, could 
possibly take was 334 per centad valorem and one quarter differ- 
entiation. 

Mr, CAFFERY. Mr, President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Con- 
necticut yield to the Senator from Louisiana? 

Mr. PLATT. Iwill yield in a moment. We have heard in 
times past from the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] that he 
‘would not believe one of these protected manufacturers, but now 
it seems that he believes implicitly in what the head of the 
sugar trust says. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not think I have ever made such a state- 


ment. 

Mr. PLATT. Ican find itin the REcorpD. 

Mr. VEST. Ishall be obliged to the Senator from Connecti- 
cut if he will. 

Mr. PLATT. I remember—— 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Connecticut means tosay that 
I stated that I would not believe any man engaged in manufac- 
turing, he is absolutely stating what is not true. Some of the 
best friends I have in the world are manufacturers. Possibly I 
have said here in the way of argument that they, like other peo- 

le, make exaggerated statements in their own interest; but I 
4 id not mean. to say that they were absolutely without veracity, 
as the Senator imputes the statement to me. 

Mr. PLATT. hat the Senator from Missouri has said and 
always has said is that he would place no reliance upon what a 
protected manufacturer said when he came here and made state- 
ments to try to get a duty on his material. 

Mr. VEST. Ishould take it with great allowance, for it is to 
his interest to make exaggerated statements. 

Mr. PLATT. Now, I yield to the Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I desire to know whether, upon the basis of 
2% cents per pound at 92° test, as I understood the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] to state, he made any calculation for the 
amount required to advance sugar from 92° to 100°, refined 


sugar. 

Nr. ALLISON. Some small loss may be attributed to that 
circumstance, but the great body of the sugars that come into 
this country are centrifugal sugars, testing 96 and 92; and there 
would be no great loss on those. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Senator based his statement at 92° test, 
and said the price was 2% cents per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ninety-six. I have the prices in New York 
city within a week at 2% cents, testing 96. 

Mr. CAFFERY. It would require about a thirty-second of a 
cont for every degree up to the refined point, so that will have 
to be deducted in the computation. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not knowas to that. The Senator from 
Connecticut appealed to me, and I simply gave him my opinion. 

Mr. PLATT. I donot desire before we get to the s ues- 
tion to go into the intricacies and the tangles and the la ths 
of that clause which puts a duty upon sagar,rawand refined. It 
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is enough for my purpose to know that since the bill was reported 
to the Senate by the Finance Committee there has been a change 
made in favor of the sugar refiners which put up the stock in 
New York 815 a share. : 

Mr. MORRILL. The rise was greater than the Senator from 
Connecticut states. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Vermont says that I have 
understated the rise of the stock since the reporting of the new 
amendment. These are facts which the people will look at. 
They will never study out the intricacies and the juggleries 
which are contaihed in the clause fora sugar duty, but they will 
know the fact. If when this duty takes effect no foreign refined 
sugar comes into this country they will understand that, too. 

ow I wish to know upon what theory the bill is constructed, 
if it be not upon the theory which I have stated here, that when 
a Democratic Senator would not vote for a duty unless it was 
raised, it wasraised by the committee and raised toa point which 
would secure his vote, and there it stopped. If that made it 
prohibitive, well and good; if it made it fairly protective, well 
and good; if it made it ae protective by the severe reduc- 
tion of the price of labor in this country, well and good. But 
where no Democratic Senator was found to say that he would 
not vote for the bill unless certain duties were raised, the duties 
stand as they were in the Wilson bill, or as in the case of the 
items I have referred to they are reduced from the duties as 
they stood in the bill as it came to the Senate. This is “ inci- 
dental” protection with a vengeance—a revenue tariff with ‘ in- 
cidental ” protection to the industries that can find Democratic 
= to “hold up” the Senate, and free trade as to the 
others. 

I am glad to know that the Senator from Illinois[Mr. PALMER] 
will have none of it; that he does not believe in it; that he stands 
by the Democratic doctrine of the Chicago platform; that he 
does not care for labor; that he does not care for the manufac- 
turers; that he does not care for the industries of the country. 
But where a product can be manufactured cheaper in any other 
country than this, in order that he might buy the product 
cheaper, he would not have the industry continued in this coun- 
try, and he will vote for those duties which have thus been 
forced upon an unwilling Democratic Senate merely because 
there may be some little relief in them from the McKinley du- 
ties. Like the Senator from Texas[Mr. MILLs], a 5 cents relief 
will still his conscience and enable him to vote for such protec- 
tive duties as the sugar trust demands. 

Mr. VEST. No one who has seen the report of the labor com- 
missioner of Connecticut can express any wonder at the position 
of the Senator from that State. The whole country isin astate 
of unprecedented depression. My constituents are now selling 
their wheatat 35 cents a bushel at the depot, and all the balance 
of the agricultural products are depressed in the same relation. 
I have here the last report of the commissioner of labor sta- 
tistics for the State of Connecticut, and [ find that upon chemical 
products, the very schedule we are now considering, the net 
profit on oo for 1893 was 26.29 per cent. 

Mr. PLATT. For all industries? 

Mr. VEST. No; on capital in chemical industries. On forg- 
ings it was 20.57 per cent and on a great many other products or 
manufactures it rangesfrom 12 to 17 and 18 percent. Does any- 
one wonder that the Senator from Connecticut stands here and 
advocates protection and denounces in outrageous terms all of 
us who want to reduce the rates of the McKinley act? He wants 
to knowthe principle upon which we acted. I will tell him the 
principle. We are trying to reduce the enormous, unjust, and 
robbing peeee that were forced upon the people of this country 
by the McKinley statute, and because we can not reduce them 
as much as we want we are taking exactly what we can get. No 
tariff bill was ever passed through Congress that was not passed 
in the same way. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr.ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Missouri think prices 
of products in the United States are at the present time too low 
or too high? 

Mr. VEST. That is not the question. Prices have fallen ali 
over the world. Itis a fraud for the Senatorfrom Rhode Island © 
to stand here and put that old stump question to me. I have 
heard that until it is enough to nauseate any honest man. I 
have heard se 5 stump speakers calhto an old farmer and 
ask him, ‘‘ Uncle Billy, whatdid you pay for thatcoat?” ‘I paid 
85.” “ What would it have cost you twenty years ago?” ‘ Fif- 
teen dollars.” ‘Look at the result of protection! k, Uncle 
Billy, what you have made by the McKinley act!” Why did he 
not state what that coat would have cost abroad? Why did he 
not tell us what it would have cost in England, or France, or 
Germany, or somewhere else? Thatisthe test. Manufactured 
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products have gone down all over the world, but we are made to 

y more in order to pay these enormous profits to New Eng- 
fond manufacturers, and the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH] stands up and wants to know the principle upon which 
we act. 

My principle is to protect the consumers of this country. 
“Oh,” but our friends say, ‘‘ we are doing it in the interest of 
labor.” Weare doing this in the interest of labor. Now look 
at these enormous profits to the manufacturer. From the same 
report I will read a short extract. The commissioner takes 
seventeen towns and cities in Connecticut, the population of 
which ranges from 8,000 to 100,000. Here is the condition of 
the people, the laborers and the operatives, not the manufactur- 
ers with their 26.29 per cent profits. He says: 

In these seventeen cities and towns there are 81,253 families, or almost 
one-half the total number of familiesin the State. Of these, 57,932, or 71.30 
per cent, hire, and 23,321, or 28.70 per cent, own their homes. 

Two-thirds of them are renters. 

Of the number owning, 11,990, or 51.41 per cent, are liable for mortgages, 
while 11,331 families, 48.59 per cent, have no debt upon their homes. On the 
average, in 100 of these city home families, 71.31 hire, 14.76 own with in- 
cumbrance, and 13.94 own without incumbrance. 
ee that is what protection does for the operatives and la- 

rers. 

Mr. PEFFER. From what does the Senator from Missouri 
read? 

Mr. VEST. I read from the official report of the labor com- 
missioner of Connecticut, formerly amember of Congress, a man 
of as fine character as any I know of in the country (and I have 
in my committee room the report of the labor commissioner of 
Massachusetts), showing that these chemical producers, or man- 
ufacturers, in whose interest the Senator from Rhode Island has 
been speaking here, make over 20 per cent net profit. The 
farmers in my State to-day see mortgages growing upon their 
lands, while they can not meet ordinary family expenses, can not 
send their children to any except to the common schools, and 
are loaded down with debt from year to year, and we are told, 
‘show the principle upon which you want to reduce those taxes.” 

Mr. President, these are figures, not rhetoric; these are facts, 
not imaginings; and I wish them to go to the people of the coun- 
try, together with the speech of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. PLATT]. 

Mr. FRYE. I should like one little item to go at the same 
time. The superintendent of the inspectors of what is known as 
the Black Belt in England, where there is more manufacturing 
done than there is in the whole State of Rhode Island, on being 
inquired of bya Parliamentary committee as to how many work- 
men in the Black Belt, in his opinion, own the houses in which 
they live, replied under oath that, in his opinion, there is not a 
workman in the entire Black Belt who owns a plank or a board 
of the house in which he lives, or one inch of land. 

Mr. VEST. There is a land tenure in England which we do 
not have here. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri has 
taken the report of the present labor commissioner of the State 
of Connecticut and read someof hisconclusions. Thereport was 
made up by the present commissioner from data, complete and 
incomplete, turned over to him by the outgoing labor commis- 
sioner of the State of Connecticut, who did not have the oppor- 
tunity to complete his report and has to take another commis- 
sioner's statement as to what his figures and tables show. He 
feels that he has been foully treated in the report. ButI donot 
make any point upon that. The Senator from Missouri has 
picked outone industry, chemical products, which showsa profit, 
according to these figures, of 26.29 per cent. He has taken an- 
other, forgings, - which shows 20.57 per cent profit. There isa 
capital of $438,000 in chemical products and $778,000 in forgings; 
the total capital of industries reported is $140,587,839.44, and 
the average profit is10.13 percent. Now, let us take someof the 
larger industries, woolen goods, with a capital of $13,000,000, the 
per cent of net profit on capital is 9.57. 

Mr. FRYE. How much? 

Mr. PLATT. Nine and fifty-seven one hundredths per cent. 

Mr. VEST. Net profit. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not believe it. 

Mr.PLATT. Iwillcometothatafterawhile. Silver plating, 
10.27 per cent profit, with a capital of $10,000,000; rubber goods, 
with six millions and a half capital, 5.64 per cent profit; paper 
mills, with nearly $3,000,000 capital, 12.09 per cent profit; organs 
and pianos, with a millionand a quarter of capital invested, 9.31 
per cent profit; general hardware, with $10,000,000 capital, 11.3 
per cent ee cotton goods, with $23,000,000 capital, 5.35 per 
— ero t; brass, with $21,000,000 capital, 9.65 per cent net 
Pp \e 

So it will be seen that the two items which the Senator from 
Missouri picked out did not give a fair idea of the profit as 
stated in these tables upon Connecticut industries, but a largely 
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exaggerated idea of such supposed profits. But tables are one 
thing; figures are one thing; they can not be disputed, the Sen- 
ator from Missouri says, and yetif he will go into the State of 
Connecticut and make inquiries, if he will go to the bottom of 
things, he will find that not one of the industries reported in 
those tables made any such profits inthe year ending some time 
in 1893 as those tables represent. They do not include many 
things which must be charged in the cost of production and the 
marketing of goods. I have not time to go into that now. 

I called the attention of an expert to these tables. I could 
show if I had the time, and I will show before this discussion 
ends, I think, howfar from the fact the representations in these 
tables are. Manufacturers know whether they are making 
money; the communities in which they are know whether they 
are making money; and it is a great slander upon the manufac- 
turers of this country to say that they make any such profits as 
those given in the tables. There is where this idea of tariff re- 
form, which is another word for tariff destruction, rests. It was 
started in 1885 by the message of the Chief Executive of this 
nation, who talked about the ‘‘immense profits” of manufac- 
turers and substantially, if not in terms, told the workmen that 
they were not getting a fair share of the wealth which the manu- 
facturers made and which they made for the manufacturers, and 
that the tariff upon manufactured goods could be greatly re- 
duced and yet in the readjustment manufacturers could afford 
to pay as good or even better wages than they were paying to 
laborers. 

From the introduction of that firebrand into our social order 
to the present day the Democratic party has been appealing to 
the workingmen of the country, telling them that they were being 
robbed by the manufacturer, and trying to excite their hostility 
against him. ‘They have been appealing to the people of this 
country and telling those who were not engaged in manufactur- 
ing that they were robbed by the manufacturer and his work- 
men. The fruits of that demagogy can be seen all over the land 
to-day in the organization of ‘‘ armies,” as they are called, and 
‘*communes,” under ‘‘generais” and ‘‘ captains,” marching on 
the Capitol to demand of the Democratic party in power that 
they will give them the relief which they promised them when 
they wanted their votes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have been extremely in- 
terested in the discussion as to the particular policy of the pend- 
ing bill—-whether it be a protectionist or a revenue measure— 
and I think it may be well for us for a few moments to pursue 
the inquiry a little further. I made a collection a few days ago 
of Democratic opinion from the leading newspapers of the coun- 
try on this very point, but it is not at hand; and hence I can not 
give our Democratic friends the benefit of it; but from newspa- 
pers which have come to my desk to-day I have made some clip- 
pings which I think are of sufficient interest to go into the REc- 
ORD, so that our Democratic friends may read them and, possi- 
bly, be governed somewhat by them. 

The New York Sun of this morning, admittedly the ablest 
Democratic newspaper in the country, has an editorial under the 
caption of ‘‘ Up to Date,” in which it says: 

Everybody knows what the Democratic tariff platform was in 1892. 
amended by the facts that platform to-day reads thus: 

‘*We believe in the robbery of the great majority of the American —_ 
for the benefit of the few, and also of the few for the benefit of the majority. 

‘* We believe in a tariff for protection with incidental revenue. 

‘* We cordially indorse the principle of the McKinley tariff while reserv- 
ing to ourselves full liberty toalter the scale and distribution of the protec- 
tion it affords to American industries. 

‘*We believe that protection is constitutional and that the Constitution is 
protectionist. 

‘We point with pride to our general treatment of such trusts as are dl- 
rectly dependent upon protection. 
or we point with pride to the income tax as the culmination of class legis- 


‘“We hereby warn all persons against harboring the Star-eyed Goddess, as 
we shall hereafter pay no debts on her account.”’ 


Then the New York Sun says: 


All this change in less than two years! 
falling down the elevator shaft. 


In another editorial in the same issue of the New York Sun 
of this morning, I find the following: 


Looking back from this elevation of enlightenment to the proceedings 
since December of last year, they will now see that the President’s initial 
betrayal of the Democratic principle of revenue only, in his last annual 
message to Congress, down to his submission of these last amendments to 
the Senate bill, through the medium of the financial officer in his Cabinet, 
Secretary Carlisle, all tariff business, whether steered by WILSON or VOOR- 
HEES, has been mere protectionist roughandtumble in which no professing 
Democratever showed his head. Talk abouta tariff bill that should ‘conform 
to the Democratic platform,” or ‘‘redeem the pledges of the Democratic 
party,” has been humbug from the start. There has been nothing but a 

uabble in the protection nest between its owner and the cuckoo about the 
disposition of the stuffing, and nothing more or different has been visible 
at any stage of the game of fraud and bluster set a-going by the last annual 
message from the White House. 


Turning to the Louisville Courier-Journal, acknowledged to 
be one of the leading Democratic newspapers in this country, the 
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editor of which great sheet has been an ardent and uncompro- 
mising advocate of tariff reform for revenue only, I find the fol- 
lowing in its editorial column: 


If inthe Democracy of this country there is a depth of contempt which 
had not before been stirred by poner alleged representatives in the 
Unitrd States Senate within the past six months, it has certainly been 


react ed by the action of the Finance Committee inthe latest “compromise "’ 
tariff bill agreed on. 

It would be as profitiess as it would be humiliating to multiply words on 
this miserable betrayal of a cause for which years of struggle had been 
given, and for which the most signal of political triumphs had been won. 

intrusted with a mission whose faithful performance meant the political 
policy and material welfare of 70,000,000 of people; directed by a chart as 
clear as sunlight and as authentic as their own commissions; empowered 
by a popular verdict as regular as the judgment of a court of law and as 
scvereign as a revolution, these senile or invertebral agents of the people 
will shrink at every shadow, dodge at every chaps, and can not surrender 
too quickly whatever and whenever a Democratic renegade or a protection 
freebooter demands. 

The result is weary months wasted to the business world and tothe party; 
and, after itall, instead of a bill redeeming the pledges they were commis- 
sioned to redeem, a mongrel piebald of patches and pusillanimity, a gro- 
tesque hodgepodge of pretense and pettifogging, a nondescript abortion of 
incormpetency, selfishness, cowardice, and treachery. 

Then we take up the Baltimore Sun, one of the ablest Demo- 
cratic papers in the Middle States, and we find an article no less 
pronounced and no less denunciatiory as regards the position of 
the Democratic party in this contest. The Baltimore Sun says: 

Se is not the word that properly describes what the Democratic 
majority in the Senate is now invited to do with the tariff bill. Surrender 
is the only word that fits the situation. And no such abject surrender of 
agreat party * * * has ever been proposed or even contemplated in any 
previous American Congress. 

The four hundred amendments proposed to the Wilson tariff bill, which 
had already been subjected to impor:ant modifications in the interest of 
conciliation and harmony, will, if they are enacted into law, be, with a string 
of exceptions inserted as a blind, a virtual abandonment of the Chicago 
platform of 1892. They can not be defended on any other principle than the 
&\me which underlies the McKinley tariff itself—protection pure and simple; 
not such moderate protection as may be properly given to American indus- 
tries as an incident in the raising of needed revenue, but protection for pro- 
tection’s sake, regardless of revenue. The passage of such a tariff bill as a 
fulfillment of the piedges of tariff reform which the Democratic party has 
given to the people in every national campaign for twenty years past, and 
which it renewed with more explicitness and emphasis two years ago than 
it had ever previously given them, will be at once a legislative flasco, a party 
humiliation, and a national misfortune. 

Then we go down to Massachusetts, and take the leading Mug- 
wump organ of that great State, a paper which through thic 
and thin as defended Mr. Cleveland and the views of Mr. Cleve- 
land on so-called tariff reform. Listen to the Springfield Re- 
publican: 

Incompetency inconceivable continues to mark the steps of the Democratic 
tari’ revisers inthe Senate. It is now many weeks since the Wilson tariff 
bill was received by them from the House. They gave it over to a sub- 
committee which sat in the dark and for days worked at reductions of 
rates. Then an alarm was sounded, and the subcommittee h 

ted the bill in a hotch-potch state to the full Finan: 

ored it uggene more, and on other notes of alarm hastily reported it to 
the Senate. on followed caucuses of Democratic , threatsand re- 
volts from the ‘‘conservatives,’’ further changes to suit the mal- 
contents, a final giving over of the bill to experts to be doctored 
uP anew wnder the supervision of Secretary C lo. And now after this 
dilly-dallying of weeks, during which the business interes 
have waited and fretted, and burned with impatience, and wasted away wit 
uncertainty, we have ted another bill which may or may not be what 


the majority can get together upon. 
There is no record in the whole history of Congress parallel to thisdisplay 
ts forces on the part of the party 


of incom oy and inability to unify 
charged by the people with the enactment of a specific reform. 

Mr. President, those are quotations from newspapers which 
have come to my desk since the Senate conve at 11 o’clock 
to-day, and they are samples of the utterances which I find in 
all the great Democratic newspapers of the country in refer- 
— to the present status of the bill which is now before tho 

nate. 

It is not to be wondered at, under the conditions the Demo- 
cratic party finds itself in to-day, that ER of 
Ohio—and I do not violate the rules of the Senate in calling at- 
tention to his utterances, because they were not given on the 
floor of the House of Representatives, but in a letter which he 
recently wrote—Mr. HARTER of Ohio, one of the ablest defenders 
of tariff reform, a man so able and so eloquent that whenever 
Harvard College wants to present a en of the oo 
tariff reformers of the country to the pupils of that great insti- 
tution he is always invited to perform the service—Congressman 
HARTER a few days ago broke out in a letter to the Secretary of 
the Minnesota State committee, under date of April 12, as 


follows: 
Howse OF REPRESENTATIVES, Washington, April 12. 
Dear Mr. SMALLEY: What with Coxe free silver, protection, anti- 
option, and other crazy weare to a pass where the Ameri- 
can will spew us out of its mouth. * * I can not blame the peo- 
peek ee aya S ee with an incompe- 
ty. * * * Heaven d us, aS a , from such leaders; 
and it now looks as if next httey heme wy oR Dyed 
so-called majority 
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Mr. President, I remarked that the question as to whether 
this is a protectionist or a revenue reform measure was an in- 
teresting discussion. A little incidentoccurred in my own State 
a few years ago which may illustrate. We had a noted charac- 
ter there known as Sailor Stevens. One day, while in a state of 
utter inebriation, he undertook to saddle a horse, and he had 
the pommel toward the horse’s tail. I called the gentieman’s 
attention to it, when he looked at me in utter disgust, and, with 
great indignation in his voice, said, ‘‘ Mind your own business, 
sir; how do you know which way Iam going to travel?” [Laugh- 
ter.] So with this Democratic reform protection measure, 
which is now under consideration, I confess, for my part, I can 
not determine which way the Democratic party is traveling in 
its efforts to save the country from the spoliation and the rob- 
beries and the unconstitutionality of the McKinley tariff law. 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] and my col- 
league from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] have been ina 
great deal of distress in their efforts to find out upon what prin- 
ciple this bill is constructed. Principle, Mr. President! Who- 
ever suspected the Democratic party of having a principle un- 
ae any legislation which they offered to the American 
people? 

p in my State in 1892—and my colleague will remember it— 
the Democratic party concluded for the first time in their history 
that they would run a virtuous political campaign, and so they 
advertised to the world that they would not spend a single dollar in 
the purchase of votes, a kind of merchandise which the Demo- 
cratic party was in the habit in my State of purchasing at every 
election. 

It wentalong until afew days before the campaign closed, when 
up in the town of Franklin, where one of the leading Democrats 
oi my State resides, a little community on a hill out from the 
manufacturing town, every one of whom had been in the habit 
of being given a certain amount of money for his vote at every 
election in my State, had sent acommittee to this distinguished 
Democrat and asked him what he was going to do for them. 
The reply came back, ‘‘ We are not going to spend a single dol- 
lar in the election this year.” So that little company of 
Democrats called a caucus or a convention the night before the 
election, discussed the question with a great deal of gravity, 
and, after a time, the leader of the party offered a resolution 
which was passed unanimously, as follows: 


Resolved, That if the Democratic leaders of New Hampshire do not pay us 
the same amount for our vote that they have been in the habit of paying, we 
will vote the Republican ticket on principle. 


[Laughter.] 

So, ‘Mr. President, it occurs to me that there is just as much 
principle underlying the present tariff discussion and the bill 
which is under consideration as there was in the minds of the 
Democrats in Franklin in the year 1882. 

I have endeavored to address myself to the amendment which 
is now under discussion, and have said all I care to say upon it 
at the present time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
pro d by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES]. 

r. CHANDLER. I think we ought to have a quorum here 
before the voting begins. Therefore I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Dixon, Jones, Ark. Perkins, 
Allen, Dane. Lin ; Platt, 
Allison, Faulkner, anenee” Power, 
Bate, ete cMillan, Pugh. 
Berry, . McPherson, . 
Blanchard, George, Manderson, Roath, 
Butler, Gordon, Martin, Shoup, 
Caffery, Harris, Mitchell, Oregon Squire, 
Call, Hawley, Mitchell, Wis. Teller, 
er, Higgins, er, ie, 
Cockrell, Hoar, Vilas, 
Coke, Hunton, Patton, Voorhees, 
Davis, Jarvis, Peffer, White. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-two Senators have answered 


to their names. A quorum is present. The question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senatorfrom Arkansas [Mr. JONES]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to amend the bill by the in’ 
sertion of what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After line 20,on page 2, it is proposed toin- 
sert as a new paragraph the following: 

9. Ammonia, carbonate of, 20 per cent ad valorem; muriate of, or sal am- 
moniac, 10 per cent ad valorem; sulphate of, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is onthe amendment 

by the Senator from Arkansas. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE- T. The reading of the bill will pro- 
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The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill, as follows: 
9. Blacking of all kinds, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment after the 
words ‘‘ad valorem,” to insert: 

Bone char suitable for use in decolorizing sugars, 20 per cent ad valorem 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The questionison the amendment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will resume the 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before proceeding to the next paragraph, I 
move after line 26, on page 2, to insert, as a new paragraph: 

Blue vitriol, or sulphate of copper, l cent per pound. 

I do not know that there will be any objection to that amend- 
ment, which is in line with the other articles in the schedule. 

‘The present duty is 2 cents a pound, or about 39 per cent ad va- 
lorem. The amendment I propose will give to this article a 
duty of about 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JON@S of Arkansas. 1 think the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Iowa should not be adopted. The article 
to which it refers is insignificant. It comes into this country in 
yery small quantities. The total value of the whole importa- 
tion during the year 1893 was only $363, and the duties were 
$178. For this reason, it seems to me, the Senate ought not to 
agree to the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. This is an article of very large use and pro- 
duction in the United States. It is true that during the last year 
there was a very small importation, but it is a matter of very 
great interest to many manufacturers in the United Siates 
whether blue vitriol shall be produced in this country or whether 
it shall be imported. The duty is now 2 cents a pound, and I 
have before me the average rate of duties at 2 cents a pound for 
the year 1893, at 49.26 per cent; for 1892, at 28 per cent; for 1891, 
at 21 per cent, and so on. So that my amendment proposes a 
lower rate of duty for this essential article of commerce and con- 
sumption than the rates of duty generally adopted in this scheme 
for chemical products. 

This is an important article of production in this country, I 
think amounting to 20,000 tons per annum. It may be that the 
duty of 2 cents a pound is too high; but certainly a duty of 1 cent 
— which is all I propose, or a reduction of one-half, is not 
a high rate. 

I do not care to go into any long argumentupon this question, 
but I hope the Senator in charge of the bill will consent to the 
insertion of the paragraph which I propose. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator will allow me. There was 
so much confusion in the Chamber when the paragraph was 
reached that I did not hear what it was, and, therefore, I could 
not understand the application of the remarks of the Senator 
from Iowa. Will he be kind enough to repeat just what his 


peice was, and to what it applied? 
r. ALLISON. I propose to insert a new paragraph on page 
2, after line 26, to read: 

Blue vitriol, or sulphate of copper, 1 cent per pound. 


That is one-half of the existing rate, which is 2 cents a pound. 
; Rg CHANDLER. Where is blue vitriol now—on the free 
Mr. ALLISON. It is on the free list. 

Mr.CHANDLER. I would ask the Senator whether the other 
amendment on page 2, lines 25 and 26, has been adopted? 

Mr. ALLISON. As to blacking? 

Mr. CHANDLER. No; the amendment in lines 25 and 26 as 
to bone char. 

Mr. ALLISON. That amendment has been agreed to, as I 
understand. 

Mr. FAULKNER. It has been agreed to. 

Mr.CHANDLER. DoestheChair understand that the amend- 
ment in lines 25 and 26 has been agreed to? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has been agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Iowa tell me why 
bone char, which is used in the decolorization of sugars, has been 
made duitable at 20 per centad valorem? Isuppose it indicates 
-— that substance is taken from the free list and made dutia- 


Mr. ALLISON. I suppose it was done to secure a revenue 
and at the same time to protect the bone char manufacture in 
the United States. I know of no other reason. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will ask the Senator to deal seriously 
with the subject, if he can, and give us historically the fact, has 
bone char been hitherto upon the dutiable list or upon the free 


Mr. ALLISON. It is on the dutiable list at this moment. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Is it dutiable under the present law? 
Mr. ALLISON. It is dutiable under the present law. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Can the Senator point it out to me? 
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Mr. ALLISON. It is to be found in our pamphlet copy on 
page 2. 


Bone char, suitable for use im decolorizing sugars, 25 per cent ad valore 

It has been reduced by the committee’s amendment to 20 per 
cent ad valorem. 

Mr. CHANDLER, It is 25 per cent ad valorem under the ex- 
isting laws. The bill as it came from the House of Representa- 
tives placed it upon the free list, and now the Senator pro- 
poses . 

Mr. HARRIS. I rise to a question of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his stion 
Mr. HARRIS. My point of order is that it is not in order to 
debate a paragraph which has been amended and passed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam debating the blue vitriol amendmen 
I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. HARRIS. I thought the Senator was taiking about the 
paragraph which has just been passed over, as to which the 
Senator desired to know whether or not it had been agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The view take of blue vitriol may depend 
entirely upon the explanation I get from the Senator from lowa 
in response to the question [ have asked him 

Mr. HARRIS. Iwas not aware the Senator was thinking of 
blue vitriol. He was talking about another thing. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to know what rule the Senator 
from Tennessee invokes? 

Mr. LODGE. I was going to ask whether under the rules a 
Senator may be prevented from returning toa paragraph after it 
has been passed over or whether it is open to amendment? 

Mr. HARRIS. The consent rule, the Senator will allow me 
to suggest, under which we are acting and have been acting, is 
that when a paragraph is reached, if there is a committee amend- 
ment it is to be first acted upon, and then that paragraph is open 
to amendment and may be amended; but when it is passed and 
another paragraph is reached, it is not legitimate to return to 
that paragraph as in Committee of the Whole while we are 
eonsidering the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Idid not know that that was the construc- 
tion of the consent rule. I do nctcareanything about it myself, 
but [ certainly think that, in debate upon any paragraph of this 
bill, it is competent to recur to any paragraph which has been 
passed over and to discuss it, because the decision that has been 
reached upon one paragraph with the reasons for reaching the 
decision may determine the votes of Senators upon another 
paragraph. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from New Hampshire will al- 
low ne, as I want no misunderstanding or doubt about the mean- 
ing of the consent rule, I will say that I am confident that both 
the Senator from Rhode Island | Mr. ALDRICH] and the Senator 
from Lowa [Mr. ALLISON] will agree with my construction as to 
what the consent rule was; andI should bs glad for them to state 
what they understand it to be. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My understanding of the rule, [ imagine, 
would be quite like that of the Senator from Tennessee, that the 
bill is to be taken up by paragraphs and considered by para- 
graphs; but under the precedents of the Senate I suppose the 
Senator would hardly be willing to say that the Senator from 
New Hampshire should be precluded from alluding to another 
paragraph which is not now under consideration. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course, the right of debate is broad. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

Mr. HARRIS. ButIunderstand theSenator from New Hamp- 
shire as proposing to return to a paragraph, which had been 
passed over, when the Senator from Iowa was offering another 
amendment, and that was the pending question. 

Mr. HOAR. I put the question when the understanding was 
reached—I do not know whether it was in the form of an agree- 
ment—whether it would be in order for a Senator to go back, 
after a paragraph had been passed and move an amendment 
that he had forgotten or that he thought of under some new 
light; and it was distinctly answered that it was not intended to 
cut off that right. I do not understand, therefore, that that 
right was taken away. 

Mr- HARRIS. I can not now repeatall that was said pro and 
con with regard to the consent agreement; but the distinct un- 
derstanding that I had was that the paragraphs should be read, 
and that we should dispose of them as they were reached, and 
not return to them while we were going on and considering the 
bill as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no doubt about it being the under- 
standing that we should consider the bill by paragraphs, taking 
the paragraphs up successively, but after that is done of course 
any Senator can then go back—— 

Mr. HOAR. That is all I meant to say. 
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Mr. ALLISON. 
chooses. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not speak nowof the right to deal with the 
bill all over again in the Senate; but if, when the bill has been 
completed paragraph by paragraph, something occurs to me to 
move an amendment to the first section, I conceive myself to 
have the right to do it, because I asked that question at the 
time the agreement was made, and was so answered by the Sena- 
tor who was making the proposition. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator mean when we have gone 
through the bill paragraph by paragraph? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. HARRIS. I am notatall certain that the Senator is not 
right in that statement. 

Mr. HOAR. : That is all I contend for. 

Mr. HARRIS. But here in the midst of the consideration of 
paragraph after paragraph, when we are on the second page of 
the bill, I should deny that it was legitimate to return to a par- 
agraph that we had gone over. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The Senator from Tennessee certainly 
does not desire to be understood that under the unanimous-con- 
sent agreement the Senator from Iowa would be out of order in 
introducing anew paragraph, as he has done at this time? 

Mr. ALLISON. Not atall. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ofcourse not. Nothing that I have said could 
indicate any such idea, 

Mr. MANDERSON. IwasafraidI might have misunderstood 
the Senator in that regard. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Who has the floor, Mr. President, may I 
ask? . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER(Mr. BUTLER in the chair). Two 
Senators seem to have the floor just now. 

Mr. ALLISON. I yielded to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER] while I was offering an amendmentabout 
bone char. If the Senator desires the floor, I will yield to him. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I was not certain whether the Senator 
had taken his seat and whether I had the floor in my own right 
to make an inquiry. 

Mr. ALLISON. I took my seat curing the colloguy. Iam 
not certain whether the Senator stood all the time or not, but I 
supposed I had the floor, and I only desired to make one or two 
observations. I will yield to the Senator now, or I will yield 
when I have concluded. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will wait with pleasure until the Sena- 
tor concludes. 

Mr. ALLISON. [If there is any article in the chemical sched- 
ule, whether it be for revenue or for the purpose of protection, 
caring for an industry of great fmportance in our own country, 
the amendment I pro applies to such an article. We pro- 
duce very largely in this country this article of sulphate of cop- 
per. We have all the elements for its —— here, and 
there is no reason whatever why it should be placed upon the 
free list, unless everything is to be placed upon the free list. 
We produce of this article 20,000 tons in the United Statesfrom 
copper and from sulphuric acid. I believe that is the usual 
method of producing blue vitriol. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to suggest to the 
Senator that the official reports of the Treasury Department 
show that the foreign price of this article is 4 cents a pound, it 
having been reduced in the last two years from 6 or 8 cents a 
pound to 4 cents; and that while the foreign price is 4 cents a 
pound, Powers & Weightman, of Philadelphia, in a statement 
they give out, put the domestic price at 3 cents. I ask if that is 
not a sufficient reason for not putting a tariff upon this article 
and for putting it on the free list? 


And move to insert any paragraph that he 


Mr. ALLISON. That may be at this moment a reason why 


none will be imported, but it is an equal reason for retaining the 
duty, I submit to the Senator. It is an article of gs ak ag oor 
tion and large consumption in the United States. I know that 
we have exported this yeara considerable amount of blue vitriol. 
But these trade conditions may not always remain, and Isubmit 
that it is not a reason for putting the article — the free list; 
that, as a matter of fact, the price here is not higher than the 
price abroad. So I answer the Senator by saying it is a reason 
why we should retain a small duty upon this article while we 
are retaining duties upon other articles of similar production. 

Mr. President, as Senators seem to contest this matter, I shall 
be glad to have a portion of the statement which I hold in my 
hand read, which describes the method of production of blue 
vitriol and the elements which enter into it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What portion of the communi- 
cation does the Senator desire to have read? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will ask the Secretary to read until I indi- 
cate the point at which I desire him to stop. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the paper, but before con- 
cluding was interrupted by— 
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Mr. ALLISON. I only desired a portion of the statement to 
~o to show the complicated method of manufacturing blue 
vitriol. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Iowa that the 
entire paper be printed in the RECORD, because it is avery valu- 
able and interesting document. 

Mr. ALLISON. I merely want to call attention, in addition, 
to the fact that there are large factories in New Jersey, New 
York, Ohio, Colorado, and wherever copper and sulphuric acid 
are procured. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It can be produced cheaper here 
than anywhere else in the world. 

Mr. ALLISON. I had not intended originally to ask thatall 
of the document be printed, though it is a very interesting 
me 0 but if there be no objection, I shall ask that it be 
printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment a sed 7 the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. FRYE as consent given to the printing of the paper 
presented = the Senator from Iowa? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair heard noobjection. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ofcourse, if the Senator from Iowa desires, 
it may be printed. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Iowa asked that it might be 
printed, but no notice was taken of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No objection was made to the 
seueeth, and the Chair, of course, considered that it was agreed 

0. 
The paper is as follows: 


SCHEDULE A.—CHEMICALS, OILS, AND PAINTS. 
Blue vitriol or sulphate of copper, free. 
Insert: 


Blue vitriol or i of copper, 2 cents per pound. 
Quantity imported during the year ending June 30, 1893, 3,911 pounds. 
Average ad valorem rate of duty, 49 per cent. 


SULPHATE OF COPPER OR BLUE VITRIOL. 


Blue vitriol, a chemical combination of 31.79 per cent oxide of copper and 
$2.14 per cent of sulphuric one Sees in mines containing Copper ore as 
a natural product, either crys or in its stalactitic forms. Plinius, 
in his Hist. Natur. Libr. 36, cap. 32, describes blue vitriol works in Spain 
where the Romans already precipitated metallic copper by means o old 
iron, inserted in the liquor contataing copper in solution. 

In the Middle Ages, copper was precipitated in the copper mines in Neu- 
sohl, H . by means of iron. Galenus was the first one who dis- 
covered the chemical nature and composition of blue vitriol. 

The process of manufact' blue vitriol can be carried on in many dit- 
ferent ways; the mode adop depends upon the material to be had, and 
the price of fuel and labor needed for its production. 

Metallic copper is soluble in concentrated sulphuric acid, by moderately 
heating copper and acid together in a closed vessel, whereby one-half of the 
acid combines with the copper; the second half of the acid transports one- 
third of its —— to the copper, forming oxide of copper, and the balance 

oes off as sulphurous acid, consequently one-half of the sulphuric acid is 

ost entirely in this - 

Although this method is expensive, and to some extent dangerous, it is 
sometimes carried out when large quantities of silver are to be separated 
from copper; but generally this process is superseded by the following mode 
of manufacture, used extensively in the United States, England, Germany, 
and other parts of Europe: 

Dissolving of copper in dilute sububarte acid. Finely granulated copper, 
or copper in turnings uced for with machinery, from co 

r ingots, are trea under admission of heated air and steam, with di- 

uted sulphuric acid. The acid runs on the copper granules at intervals, so 
as to give the heated air time to oxidize a thin film of the copper into sul- 
phate. film is dissolved and washed down by the next splash of acid 
ving a new metallic surface for the air to oxidize,and soon. A numbero 
eep, tub-like vessels lined with lead are used for this oxid process. 

The first runs of blue vitriol liquors are yet very sour; that is, they have 
a large excess of sulphuric , and are therefore pumped up into a second 
series of oxidizers, where the same process is gone through, and a further 
neutralization of the free acid takes place. Generally a third and fourth 
series of oxidizers are needed to produce a perfectly neutral solution of blue 


vitriol. 
The blue vewrtel Menene obtained by this oxidizing process must be concen- 
trated in large, lead-lined tanks to the eet Pa where they are 
withdrawn from the boiling tanks into similar lead-lined tanks for sett ing. 
The 
with a large number of vertically 

t blue vitriol crystals will form. Another partof thecrystalsadhere 
bo Ge widen of the vate, Bee oes tals on bottom of the vats must be taken 


back to the process again, lived, boiled down, settled, and crystal- 
The good crystals from sides and hangers are put on large shallow tables; 
perforated at the bottom, tightly encased under the bottom, and a c % 
of dry, heated air forced through them by a fan driven by an engine. “iter 
drying for forty-eight hours the crystals are screened and packed. A 1 
portion of the crys so screened and dried are not marketable; all the 


through a screen of oa meshes must go back 
isso , toge a 


to the 1 

tals of the crystallizing vats. The mother liquors from the crystallizers 
ate ee and run through the oxidizers, together with fresh diluted 
8 


The metallic copper used in this process were contains 
impurities, iron, antimony, arsenic, zinc, etc. ese impurities will ac- 
cumulate in the course of and to se’ te them from the ae isa 

erally the copper rema 


very difficult and expensive operation. ng in 

the mother liquors containing these impurities must be precipitated with 

iron, whereby all the sulphuric acid in them is lost, and the cement copper 

must go aGIES S ORE T NS [eoetes Te TEERRAED, GS OS QoNRee C08. 
Aauee objection to this process is the enormous stock of metallic co 

w must be carried in the oxid tubs all the time, amounting, by a y 

production of about 15,000 pounds blue vitriol, to 350,000 and 400,000 pounds 
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of metallic copper. The plant for a daily production of 15,000 pounds blue 
vitriol is also very expensive and requires much space—36,000 square feet of 
ound floor are necessary. and about 10,000 square feet on second and third 
oors. For its construction, excluding the building, 300,000 feet of lumber 
and 500,000 pounds of sheet lead are necessary. 

For a plant of 15,000 pounds blue vitriol daily capacity are required: 

A. Twenty-eight oxidizers 3 feet square and 7 feet deep, with pipes. sputs, 
etc., heavily lead-lined, each one supplied with a grate on which the granu- 
lated copper is resting, with steam pipes underneath the grate to force 
aes rand steam through the copper; a large number of steam cocks 
and fittings. 

B. Four erepcestine ae 25 feet by 8 feet, and 5 feet deep, with steam 
heating and evaporating appliances. 

C. Four settlers of same size and heating facilities. 

D. Ten liquor boxes, 10 feet by 10 feet, 4 feet deep, with pumps, siphons, 
heating worms, e¢tc., all lead lined. 

E. One large sulphuric acid tank, 30 feet 
pipes to the different parts where acid is used. 

. Sixty crystallizing vats, 11 feet by 12 feet and 3 feet deep. 

G. Two drying tables, lead lined, 36 feet by 12 feet each. 

A large amount of lead and steam pipes, spouts, pees. siphons, etc. 

Oxide of copper dissolved in sulphuric acid. This method requires the 
metallic copper to be oxidized before treatment with sulphuric acid, which 
is done by heating scrap copper, copper turnings, or 7 ings in a suitable 
furnace, where the copper is burnt or oxidized to a black powder. This 
powder is dissolved in diluted sulphuric acid, settled and crystallized. 

The process is very simple, requires no large stock of copper, but is very 
expensive and unhealthy. The fine copper dust when withdrawn from the 
furnace poisons anyone working at or coming in contact with it, besides 
the loss of copper by dusting, also the carrying off of copper in the flues and 
cleanings is very considerable, and the consumption of fuel and additional 
labor very high. 

Blue vitriol from copper sulphide. Scrap copper of any kind is heated in 
& suitable furnace to the —— point of sulphur. Then the furnace is luted 
air-tight in all its openings; only a small hole is left, through which a quan- 
tity at sulphur—enough to convert all the copper in the furnace into copper 
sulphide—is thrown on top of the heated ore. After cooling the copper, 
the oxidation of the copper sulphide is carried out inthesame furnace, when 
= of the sulphide will be oxidized into sulphate of copper; after with- 

rawing fro’s the furnace, the roasted material is treated with the necessary 
quantity of dilute sulphuric acid ina lead-lined vessel. After settling, blue 
vitriol is crystallized. The loss of copper is not so large as in the previous 
process, but requires much fuel and labor, and the oxidation is very in- 
complete, so that large quantities of copper have to pass the process re- 
peatedly, making the same troublesome and expensive. 

Inall ore mines exposed to water and air, part of the copper sulphides 
are oxidi and leached out by rain, or water of the mines, the liquids so 
gathered are evaporated and crystallized, but the crystals contain in most 
cases too great a quantity of iron, which can only be gotten out by repeated 


en 

arbonate of cop r—malachite—almost chemically pure from the Ural 
Mountains, Russia, is used to some extent for blue vitriol. The same min- 
eral from Kaerthen, Austria; Chessy, France; Cornwall, England; Bembe, 
on the west coast of Africa, and in a great aay eee in the United States; 
Cornwall, Lebanon County, Pa.; Taneytown, .; also in Wisconsin and 


ba if properly selected and cleaned, can be used, and is used for blue 
t 


12 feet and 6 feet deep, with 


ol. 
By the ‘‘ Sindings ’’ method in Norway, the copper ore or iron pyrites con- 
taining copper, is roasted; the roasted ore extracted with water, and the 
copper contained therein ro gee a sulphureted ——— as a 
sulphide of copper. After thorough washing and drying the sulphide is 
roasted very carefully into sulphate. The necessary quantity of weak 
sulphuric acid is added, the mass dissolved in a lead-lined vessel, settled and 
crystallized into blue vitriol. 
large quantity of blue vitriol is produced by the separation of gold from 
silver. The gold-bearing silver is treated with strong ao acid (oil of 
vitriol), whereby the silver is dissolved as sulphate of silver, and the gold 
remains in the metallic state. The solution of silver sulphate is brought 
together with metallic copper; the copper is dissolved and the silver is pre- 
cipitated in a metallic state. The dissolved copper is crystallized, forming 
very pure crystals of blue vitriol. 

Blue vitrioi is also produced by means of sulphurousacid andsteam. The 
sulphurous acid, produced Ld roasting sulphurous ores, is introduced at the 
bottom of a tower filled wit coppers clippings. The interior of the tower 
is heated by steam to about 212°. The sulphurous acid will oxidize the 
copper, and the water or condensed steam will wash down the blue vit- 
riol produced, The liquids are pom up to the top of the tower repeat- 
edly and flow at the bottom over lead-lined platforms, where the blue vitriol 
crystallizes in small powder-like crystals, which are drained, dissolved in 
hot water, and recrystallized in crystallizing vats. 

The successful production of blue vitriol depends on cheap copper, cheap 
sulphuric acid, and cheaplabor, none of which we have in the United States. 
To show a comparison of this branch of our chemical industry with the 
same on the European continent, we will examine the source of material 
and the mode of productionin certain partsof Europe, viz, Spain, England, 
and Germany. 

SPAIN 


In the southern part of Spain, west of Gibraltar and south of Seville, are 
situated the mines of Huelva, mines which were worked by the Romans 
thousands of years ago, and which are to-day almost as inexhaustible as 
they were two thousands years ago. 

@ cuprous ore of these mines occurs in immense masses several thou- 
sand feet in length, from 300 to 800 feet in width, and in depth to an as yet 
unknown distance. Itis a mass of solid pyrites, without a speck of any 
other rock in it, and consists mainly of iron and sulphur in about equal pro- 
portions. It contains besides about 2to4 per cent of copper, with asmall 
quantity of silver and traces of gold. 

Two companies are mining and partly ypaies these ores on a very 
extensive scale—the Rio Tinto Company, of London, and the Tharsis Com- 
pany, of Glasgow. 

Each of these great companies owns extensive tracts of land which con- 
tain deposits of ore of the quality above described. Each compere forms 
a community by itself, owns its railroads to the port of Huelva, its own 
workshops, stores, houses, etc. The managers, chief assistants, and the 
heads of the various departments are nearly all English or Scotch, but the 
subforemen and workmen are natives of the country. 

The saaaine of the huge masses of ore is carried out in a oe of open 
quarrying: the covering masses of stone and earth above the ore are re- 
mo to the full width of the body of the ore, the sides sloping down to the 
surface of theore. The extent of the quarries is such that 2,000 men can 


work in them without crowded, and half a dozen locomotives may be 
seen moving at the same e Within the excavation, taking out trains of 
loaded cars, while the em usually run back by gravity. 

The solid ore rock is and blasted; a many bilast-holes are ex- 
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ploded at the same time, so that one blast will loosen and break about 3,000 
tons or more. The Romans worked these mines solely for copper, but the 
present generation has produced the skill required to extract and utilize 
the constituents of the ore. Those parts of the broken pyrites suitable for 
the manufacture of sulphuric acid are shipped in bulk, mostly in large 
steamers. 

Nearly all the sulphuric acid manufactured at present is made from iron 
pyrites, and a large quantity of it in the United States is produced form py- 
rites of the mines described abdve, 

For the manufacture of sulphuric acid from these pyrites they are crushed 
in powerful crushers to the size of small eggs, or walnuts, and burnt in 
suitable kilns or ovens, when the sulphur is expelled as sulphurous acid 
guna, which are converted in large chambers of sheet lead into sulphuric 
acid. 

These lead chambers also require a large amount of capital. To roast or 
burn off the — from 25,000 pounds of this ore per day, and convert the 
sulphur intosulphuric acid, requires a plant costing about 885,000. 

The roasted ore is ground fine, mixed with common salt, and roasted a 
second time in large expensive furnaces, to make the copper contained 
therein soluble, so that it can be extracted with water, and the copper pre- 
cipitated outof the liquid by means of iron. 

All these processes are necessary to get out of the 25,000 pounds of ore 350 to 
500 pounds of copper, a quantity sosmall thatit will scarcely ped for machin- 
ery, fuel, and labor, etc., for its production. A very large portion of the ore 
blasted in the mines is not suitable for sulphuric acid, except with in- 
creased expense, being too small and fine. 

To extract the copper from this part, the fine ore is spread out in large 
flat layers several feet in thickness and ignited, the sulphur it contains 
forming the fnel. The heaps are smoldering for months until most of the 
sulphur is burnt off, the sulphurous acid fumes of these burning masses of 
ore destroying every trace of vegetation for miles in every direction of the 
mines. The burning of these large quantities of fine ore is generally done 
on the hillside, covering every available —_ in the vicinity, the ore being 
spread over hundreds of acres of surface and amountingin the aggregate to 
several millions of tons. 

After being burned out, it is systematically leached out with water on its 
original storage place, intervals of dryness being allowed to render fresh 
parts of oxidized copper soluble in water. The cuprous liquors flowing at 
the foot of these piles, together with all waters of the mines, are heavily 
charged with copper and are conducted through a long series of shallow ca’ 
nals filled with scrap or pig iron. As the chemical affinity of sulphuric acid 
to iron is greater than itis to copper, the sulphuric acid of the copper solu- 
tion will unite with the iron to form sulphate of iron, or copperas, and me- 
tallic copper is precipitated. This socalled cement copper, after washing 
and drying, only needs smelting down into ingots of copper, which is done 
to some extent at the mines. A large amount of the cement copper is 
ship to England, is there smelted, and produces metallic copper in ingots 
or sheets, or blue vitriol at a very small cost. 

A aoe quantity of the cement copper produced at the mines is there 
smelted and granulated and made into blue vitriol direct, with sulphuric 
acid, also produced at the mines, of the samecrude material, pyrites. 

But Rio Tinto also produces a large amount of ore so rich in copper that 
it is only roasted partially in heaps, and the whole mass smelted into copper 
matte, which is also shipped to England. 

Even the immensequantities of partially decomposed ore, orschist, laying 
at these mines since thousands of years, highly impregnated with copper, 
and so easily mined by the quarrying process, are leached out with almost 
no cost, and treated for copper, to a large profit, as they require no roasting, 
and yield a large amount of copper by simple precipitation of the same with 


‘on. 
The aes facilities at these —_— companies are excellent; thousands 
of tons of the ore pass daily over their railroads to the port of Huelva, where 
the ore runs from the cars directly into the vessels—vessels leaving every 
day to the sulphuric acid works of the world. 

6 amount of ore produced by the Rio Tinto Company’s mines alone foots 
up to 1,400,000 tons a year, of which over 400,000 tons are exported for the 
manufacture of sulphuric acid, and the balance is treated at the mines for 
copper, sulphuric acid, and blue vitriol. 

he annual production of copper from the Rio Tinto mines is over 20,000 
tons, which is produced at a cost excluding competition. 

Of late Rio Tinto has to some extent adopted the chlorination process, to 
avoid the enormous quantities of sulphurous acid formed in the roasting 
process and at the same time facilitate the leaching out of the large heaps 
of fine ore laying there for years. For this purpose the heaps are sprinkled 
over with sea water, or salt water of any kind, and with the sulphate of iron 
liquors formed by precipitation of copper with iron, chloride of tron is 
formed, which attacks only the aoe sulphide in the ore without dissolv- 
ing any large amout of iron sulphide. 


ENGLAND. 


England produces large quantities of cnet from Spanish cement copper 
and excellent ores from Australia and Chile, as well as from its mines in 
Cornwallis, North Wales. etc., but most of it is worked up into blue vitriol 
or other combinationsof cones. , 

The cheapness of coal and labor enables the English manufacturers of cop- 
per and blue vitriol to compete successfully with American manufacturers. 

The working up of cement copper es asimple smelting process, 
but for the working of the ores English manufacturers use almost exclu- 
sively the “open-hearth furnace,”’ which allows a much quicker manipula- 
tion and better quality copper than the “shaft furnaces” of the continent, 
although the cost for fuel and labor is higher for the open-hearth furnace 
than forthe shaft furnace. Both methods follow the same chemical princi- 
ples, resting on the greater aMinity of copper to sulphur, rather than to oxy- 
gen, whereas most of the other metals, arsenic, antimony, zinc, iron, etc., 
are following the contrary principle. 

The ores are therefore, as the first step, roasted in shape of a coarse pow- 
der, where all other sulphides but the copper will part with their sulphur 
and produce oxides, =e with the fluxes inthe reducing fire, slags, and 
the copper will concentrate its sulphur, either as a copper sulphide, or oxi- 
dized as sulphate of copper. After separating in this way most of the other 
metals in the slags, the sulphur is further oxidized until all of it passes away 
as sulphurous acid. This requires four or five different manipulations in 
—— e, or in several fiue furnaces, until the copper attains its required 

ty. 
. The same evil which we have seen in Huelva, sulphurous acid, destroying 
all vegetation shows itself more or less also in the copper districts in Eng- 
land and the Continent. Everywhere the energy and skill of the mining en- 
gineers are directed toward the abandonment of this evil, and new appa- 
— cones to use the sulphurous acid for the production of sul- 
PD ic acid. 

The new methods are in successful operation in some parts of England; 
in Mansfield, Freiberg, Oker, in Germany, where roasters of different con- 
struction have taken the piace of the old open roasters in use before, for ex- 
ample, those of Spencer in England, Gerstenhofer and Hasencleser in Ger- 
many, Perret in France. 
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, GERMANY. ‘ 

Germany's copper mines are prineipailly situated in the Harz Mountains; 

Freiberg, Mansfield, Oker, where copper ——— in agreat ——— minerals, 
rites, co 


such as arseniate of copper, antimoniate of copper, copper r 
nickel, etc., mixed with a variety of other metals, zine, iron cobalt, etc. The 
ores are in a much more impure state, not forming such masses of solid 
rock as the Spanish or English mines; their treatment is, therefore, differ- 
ent from tha$ stated for Rio Tinto, or English ores, although a large 
quantity of the better quality of the mixed pyritic ores is also used for the 
manufacture of sulphuric acid. 

Often repeated smelting in the shaft furnace, with a variety of fluxed,is 
necessary to accomplish the finishing of pure copper. 

A large quantity of poor ores, which in former timescould not be utilized, 
particularly ores containing smali quantities of oxide or carbonate of cop- 
per, aresuccessfully worked up inourday. Thecheapnessof mineral acids, 
sulphuric and muriatic, enable the manufacturer now to use them for the 
extraction of ores containing only a small percentage of copper. 

The ores are treated with moderately warm sulphuric or muriatic acid, 
— = bring most of the metallic oxides and someof the earthy matter 

n solution. 

‘The copper solution, after settling or filtering, is treated either with me- 
tallic iron to precipitate the copper, or it will be precipitated by sulphu- 
reted hydrogen as a pure copper sulphide, which is, after washing, care: 
oxidized into & ee of copper. After dissol in water, with addition 
of some dilute sulphuric acid, the liquid sulphate of copper is settled, evap- 
orated to the necessary density, and the blue vitriol crystallized. 

Since the rapid development of electrical processes in the past few years, 
electricity is used now to a great extent for the wey or ge of copper out 
ofits solutions. The copper produced by electricity isthe purest obtaina- 
bie, as it contains onl lute ti 8 of impurities. 

Blue vitriol has ous uses; it is used largely in telegraphy—in the cells 
of telegraphic apparatus. 

Colors of various kinds are produced from it, either alone or in combina- 
tion with other motallic oxides, such as Sheele’s green, avery beautiful but 
poisonous combination of — and arsenic. tenet te ‘pt 

Caaselman’s = @ nonpoisonous composition, produ y precipitat- 
ing: &% boiling solution of blue vitriol with acetate of soda, drying and pow- 
e 


Bronswick ‘green, made by precipitating a solution of blue vitriol with 
ae of soda, and mixing with barytes, or zinc white, to the desired 


shasdle. 

Bremen blue, produced by grinding together about equal parts of blue 
vitriol and common salt to a paste. Enon wasting: cunts Geptean tb tn ened. om 
a& beautiful blue water color. 

Por dyeing woolens and woolen yarns a deep fast black with aniline 

Blue vitriol is also use to a large extent for a ons 
and for giving other metals a copper covering, such as iron and arti- 
cles of iron or zinc. 

A variety of other colors are prod fr 

Reyptisn bime, a combination of about 70 per cent of silica with 16} percent. 
of oxide of copper, well known and used by the Egyptians many thousand 
Genial’ 

Gentele's green, stannate of copper, produced by tation of blue 
vitriol in solution with stannate of soda, washing, =, A nonpei- 
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with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MmLs]. If he were 
here I have nodoubt he would vote ‘‘nay.” Ishould vote “ yea.” 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
er Senator from Iowa[Mr. WILson], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). Lam paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom]. 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the Senator from New York [Mr. H1Lu], but I make the same 
transfer that I did this morning and change the pair to the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcoTT], which will enable the Sen- 
ator from Ohio[Mr. BRicE] and me to vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I again an- 
nounce my pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACK- 
BURN]. If he were present I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr.Carry]. If he 
were present I should vote *‘ nay.” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota[Mr. HANSBROUGH]. If he were 

nt I should vote “nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BUTLER. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] to the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
WALSH, which will enable me to vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. Lam p with the Senator from Vermont | Mr. 
PROCTOR], but I transfer that pair to the Senator from South 
Dakota a KYLE] and vote “nay.” 

Mr. GEORGE. Lam paired with the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. DoupH). If he were present, I should vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. GRAY (after having voted in the negative). I havea 
general pair with the senior Senator from Ilinois{[Mr.CULLOM], 
and will withdraw my vote unless [ can effect an exchange of 
pairs with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Set 
who is paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. MURPHY 
If we can exchange pairs, the Senator from Illinois will stand 

red with the Senator from New York, and the Senator from 
ew Hampshire and I will be at liberty to vote. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I consent that my pair with the Senator 
from New a MURPHY] may be transferred to the Sen- 

[Mr. CuLLoM]. [ vote “yea.” 








go eo head peotestten Mr. GRAY. I will let my vote stand. 
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articles are put upen the free list. I ask that this may be 
changed so far as copperas is concerned. I shall make no fur- 
ther remarks on the amendment. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison theamendment. 
apenel Spee Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morrriu], which 
be 








ment of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], which will be 
stated. 


The SeersraRy. It is proposed to insert an additional para- 
graph after line 26, on page 2, as follows: 
Bs i Blue vitricl, or sulphate of copper, 1 cent per pound. 
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Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Pennsylvania|Mr.CAMERON] to the Sena- 
tor from Georgia [Mr. WALSH], and vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. CHANDLER (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. MurPHy] to 
the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM}, and vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH]. If he were present I 
should vote ‘‘ nay.” 7 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM]; but as that pair has 
been exchanged to the Senator from New York [Mr. MURPHY], 
I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM}. 

' Mr. PALMER(when his name was called). I announce again 
my pair with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANs- 
BROUGH]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. LODGE. Linquire of the Chair if the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. BRICcE] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio has voted. 

Mr. LODGE. I announce again the same transfer of pair I 
announced before, and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. [I desire to announce again that I am 
paired with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. Mrs]. If he 
were present he would vote ‘‘nay” and I should vote ‘ yea.” 

Mr. GORDON. I am paired with the junior Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. My colleague [Mr. WALSH] is paired 
with the Senator from Pennsylvanis {Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I desire to announce that my colleague 
[Mr. SmiTH] is paired with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. )vu- 
BOIS]. If my colleague were present he would vote ** nay.” 

Mr. VEST. I am paired with the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. WASHBURN]. If he were present I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr.PALMER. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
CULLOM] is absent on account of the serious illness of a member 
of his family. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 31, as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Aldrich, Hawley, Mitchell, Oregon Power, 
Allison, Higgins, Morrill, Quay, 
Chandler, Hoar, Patton, Shoup, 
Davis, Lodge, Perkins, Teller. 
Dixon, McMillan, Platt, 

NAYS—31. 
Allen, Cockrell, Jarvis, Peffer, 
Bate. Coke, Jones, Ark. Pugh, 
Berry, Daniel, Lindsay, Roach, 
Blanchard, Faulkner, McLaurin, Turpie, 
Brice, Gibson, McPherson, Vilas, 
Butler, Gray, Martin, Voorhees 
Caffery, Harris, Morgan, White. 
Call. Hunton, Pasco, 

NOT VOTING—S. 

Blackburn, George, Manderson, Smith, 
Camden, Gordon, Mills, Squire, 
Cameron, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart 
Carey, Hale, Murphy, Vest, 
Cullom, Hansbrough, Palmer, Walsh, 
Dolph, Hill, Pettigrew, Washburn 
Dubois, Irby, Proctor, . Wilson, 
aT. Jones, Ney. Ransom, Wolcott. 
Gallinger, Kyle, Sherman, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with 
the reading of the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘Before proceeding with the next paragraph 
I desire to call the attention of Senators to the fact that there 
are a number of pairs where Senators who are paired vote. I 
have understood that four Senators were permitted to vote in 
order to make a quorum, but a number of Senators have voted 
here, I believe the Senator from Missouri |Mr. VES] at the last 
moment voted. 

Mr. VEST. I did not vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. I noticed that the vote was largely in excess 
of a quorum. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator is utterly mistaken; I did not vote. 

= ALLISON... Then I beg pardon of the Senator from Mis- 
sourl. 

Mr. VEST. Iam very particular about pairs. 

Mr. ALLISON. I noticed that Senators did vote in other 
cases. Of course, it is perfectly proper to vote inorder to make 
@ quorum; | make no comment upon that; but I think pairs 
otherwise ought to be observed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with 
the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph of the bill, as follows: 


10 Refined borax, 9 per cent ad valorem. 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to insert before ‘“ Refined 
borax,” the words “ Borax, crude, or borate of soda, or borate 


of lime, 1 cent per pound,” and, after the words ‘Refined 


borax,” to strike out ‘20 per cent ad valorem,” and insert: 

Two cents per pound 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated by the Secretary. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert before the words 


‘* Refined borax,” line 2, page 

Borax, crude, or borate of soda. or bora »f lime, 1 

And after the word “ borax,” in line 2, page 3, to strike out 
**20 per cent ad valorem,” and insert 

Two cents per pound 

So as to read: 

Borax, crude, or borate of soda, or borate of lime, l cent per pound. Re 
fined borax, 2 cents per pound. 


Mr. PERKINS. The bill is now being considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, is it not? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator is correct. 

Mr. PERKINS. Afterit is reportel to the Senate then it will 
be open for amendment in the Senate, will it not? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. PERKINS. Then I hope the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas | Mr. JONES] will be adopted without de- 
bate, with the hope that when the bill is reported to the Senate 
Senators on the other side may have seen theerror that has been 
made and it can there be corrected. I favor the amendment of 
the Senator from Arkansas for the reason that I have vividly 
before my mind the paragraph which on Saturday last while be- 
ing discussed in the Senate, this side instead of increasing man- 
aged to reduce the rate upon boracic acid from 75 cents a pound 
to60cents. If I cannot doany good to the bill I surely do not wish 
to do any injury toit. Therefore I hope that the amendment 
proposed will be accepted without discussion on this side of the 
Chamber. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ishould be very glad to accommodate the 
Senator from California if it were consistent with my ideas of 
public duty todo so. I desire to call the attention of Senators 
upon the other side to the manifest absurdity of the rate fixed 
in this paragraph upon refined borax. The Senate, by a vote, 
has fixed the duty upon boracic acidat 2 centsapound. A pound 
of boracic acid will make 3 pounds of refined borax, and the 
duty on boracic acid should be 6 cents if refined borax is tostay 
at 2. There can be no question about that. Refined borax con- 
tains 33 per cent of boracic acid, and the duties upon borax, 
therefore, should be about one-third cf the duties upon boracic 
acid. Either the rates are too high upon refined borax or toc 
low upon boracic acid. 

Mr. LODGE. Iam sorry that I can not agree with the view 
expressed by 'the Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS]. It 
seems to me that if any conviction of error is to be brought 
home public debate is the better way to doit. I realize fully, 
however, the great strength of the arguments which have been 
made by one of the Senators from California, the results of which 
are obvious in the protection advances along the whole line of 
California products. I have no doubt that a continuance of the 
same lineof argument from the same Senator would bring about 
an improvement in the duties on borax, which I should be very 
glad tosee. But at the same time it seems to me that however 
valuable and effective private debate may be, public debate is 
on the whole better; and I particularly desire it in this case be- 
cause the statement put in this very valuable bulletin from the 
manufacturers of borax in Nevada strikes me as extremely per- 
tinent to the general question of protection, and for the further 
eer of that principle which we notice in advancing so rap- 

dly with the bill. The Columbus Borax Company, of Calmville, 
Nev., manufacturers of borax and boracic acid, say: 

We manufacture principally concentrated borax; we also manufacture 
boracic acid. We produced from 1887 to July, 1893, about 50 tons of concen- 
trated borax per month, and are, since January, 1894, turning out about 30 
tons monthly, the value of which is 7} cents per pound in New York City. 
We manufactured in 1889 about 20 tons boracic acid, which sold at 10 cents 
per pound, as the quality was not first class. 

We shut down work in July, 1893, and did not resume until within a few 
weeks, as, on account of the stagnation in business, sales fell off and the 
stock on hand was enough for the reduced demands. In order to place do- 
mestie products on an equal footing with the foreign products, we need a 
specific duty of no less than 3 cents per pound on borax. 

It is proposed to give this only 2 cents. 

Mr. ALLISON. One cent. 

Mr. LODGE— 

And 5 cents per pound on boracic acid— 

Which I believe has been cut to 2. 
get on with less than it is— 


alo a specific duty of at least i coatapes panee on borateof lime or borate 
of soda, out of which borax and boracic acid are made. 
Should the present duty on borax be reduced one-third, we need not re- 
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duce the cost of production for borax, but if boracic acid is reduced one-third, 
we would have to reduce the cost of Sosaeeen peepeeeaene. 

The domestic wholesale price for borax in 1894 ranged from 9 to 9} cents 
per pound; in 1890, 8 cents; in 1892, 7} cents, and at the present date, 7} cents 
per pound. 

& * * 7 o * ° 

The competition in borax has not increased much, but in boracic acid it 
has increased considerably. 

We desire a specific env. as we are thoroughly convinced that an ad va- 
lorem duty on borax and boracic acid would open the doors wide to fraudu- 
lent undervaluation, 


* ” * * * 2 * 

We think the depression in trade is caused by the agitation of the tariff 
question. When the latter is settled, trade may pick up again. 

* * . * - * . 

Reduction of duty on goods must be met. If the duty on borax and bo- 
racic acid is reduced to 20 per cent we would meet the reduction by closing 
our works and posing our entire investment. 

We employ about fifty men. Two women as cooks (they are the wives of 
the firemanand engineer). We rey common laborers (Chinese) from $1.50 
to #2 per day; the white men from 83 to 8 per day. 

7+ - a oO c oa * 

Concerning our recommendations of change of existing rates. If the 
present duties would be retained, it would be to the best advantage of the 
producers of and dealers in borax and boracic acid and tothe benefit of the 
nee We recommend the continuance of the present specific rates of 

uty. 

And they say that the changes proposed ‘‘ would bankruptall 
American borax manufacturers and would directly throw a large 
number of laborers, with their families, out of work.” 

Then the Desert Borax Company, of White Plains, Nev., man- 
ufacturers of borax, put the case very briefly indeed. They say 
their capacity is 10 tons per month. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Massachusetts kindly 
state the page from which he is ae 

Mr. LODGE. Iam reading from Bulletin No. 2, page 126. 
REPLY OF DESERT BORAX COMPANY, OF WHITE PLAINS, NEV., MANUFACTUR- 

ERS OF BORAX. 

Capacity, 10 tons per month. Now closed down on account of the Wilson 
bill putting borax on the free list, it being utterly popee to make even 
expenses should that bill becomealaw. Borax sells for 7 cents delivered in 
San Francisco, and must be a No. 1 white to bring that price. Freight is 
#10 per ton by carload of 12 tons. Profit on borax made from borateof lime, 
ulexite, is about 1 cents per pound. Take borax off from free list, leave 
the duty as it is, and we will proceed. Our salt works are a loss now, our 
last ditch is borax. Destroy that also, and a trip to the other side of Jordan 
is more desirable than living. Bearin mind that borax cost 35cents a pound 
before it was discovered in this State. Competition has reduced it to above 
stated price, and who will say that it is not cheap enough for all? 

That is, this company show that under the effect of Amer- 
ican competition, built up under a protective duty, they have 
succeeded in bringing down the world's price of borax from 35 
cents to 74 centsa pound. Surely the consumer has not suffered. 
And now these manufacturers, employing this labor, ask here 
in these returns to the inquiries, that they shall have a proper 
duty on borax and on the other products of their industry, and 
I see that instead of giving them what they ask, although there 
has been a great advance over the bill as passed by the other 
House, the duty has been cut to 1 cent a pound on one and on the 
other to 2 cents a pound instead of 3, which they ask. 

Mr. PERKINS. This is a cut to 2 and the other to 1. 

Mr. WHITE. If I understood the Senator from Rhode Island 
correctly—I may not have done so, there was considerable con- 
fusion here—he urged that the duty on refined borax ought to 
be more than 2 cents if 2 cents was a correct figure for boracic 
acid, Did I understand the Senator correctly? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from California understands ex- 
actly the copes of what I said. 

Mr. WHITE. What statement did the Senator make? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I said that if the duty on refined borax was 
2 cents a pound the duty on boracic acid ought to be 6 cents a 


und, 
te WHITE. We have settled on 2 cents for boracic acid. 
Then the objection of the Senator is that the rate is too high 
upon refined borax. That is the logic of the situation, I under- 


stand. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I wasstating that [did notthink these duties 


were ae eeee 

Mr. WHITE. s the Senator desire this rate reduced? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; I do not desire to interfere with the 
private transactions of the Senator from California with the 
committee by which, as I understand, he seeks to reduce the 

rice to the consumer and increase the price for the producer. 

Mr. WHITE. Iam very happy to find that the Senator from 
Rhode Island does not intend to interfere with my private trans- 
actions. Iam glad there is something he does not intend to in- 
terfere with. But as I understand his objection it is in the 
nature of one of those good-natured criticisms which we have 
heard, which is made for the purpose of being ineffective. I 
have nothing more to say about it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. WhatI said was what I think the Senator 
from California and everyone else who has any knowl upon 
this subject must understand to be a fact, that either the duty 


on boracic acid is too low, or the duty on refined borax is too 
high. The percentage of boracic acid in refined borax is about 
33 per cent of the product. 
4 Mr. VEST. May I ask the Senator from Rhode Island a ques- 
on? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 


Mr. VEST. Ifthe proportion is notcorrect in the present bill, 
why did the Senator maintain the same thing in the McKinley 
act? He had 5 cents on boracic acid under the McKinley act. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. 

Mr. VEST. And 5 cents on refined borax. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. WHITE. Precisely; 5cents on refined borax and 5 cents 
on boracic acid. The reduction is in the same proportion—60 
per cent in each case. 

Mr. VEST. I will read that clause in the McKinley act. 

Mr. WHITE. There is no doubt about it. 

Mr. VEST. ‘Boracic acid, 5 cents per pound;” and in the 
section in regard to refined borax it reads ‘refined borax, 5 
cents per pound.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. Upon examination,I think the Senator is 
right; but that does not change my views of the situation in 
regard to these rates. I ask the Senator from Missouri whether 
he does not agree with me that the statement which I have made 
is correct as to the percentage of boracic acid in refined borax? 

Mr. VEST. No; I can not agree with the Senator. Here is 
the statement in the Century Dictionary: 

One hundred parts of the purest acid, usually extracted from the lakes of 
Tuscany, contain only fifty parts of the real boracic acid, and yield no more 
* od utmost than one hundred and forty or one hundred and fifty of good 

Lhave given some attention to this matter, as muchas I could, 
and J understand that it takes about one hundred and forty to 
one hundred of boracic acid to make borax. 

Mr. ALDRICH. A statement found here on page 21 of the 
Tariff Hearings before the Committee on Ways and Means, made 
by Mr. Mather, whom I have understood is agreed to be an au- 
thority on this subject, confirms many other statements that I 
have before me, 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Rhode Island permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. Doesthe Senator, as the resultof his presenta- 
tion of this matter, desire to reach the conclusion feared by my 
colleague, to wit, a reduction of the tariff rate proposed by the 
committee? Is that what he is after? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator understand that that is 

what his colleague wants? I understand his colleague—— 
* Mr. WHITE. No; I said that my colleague feared that such 
a result might attend a discussion which the Senator from 
Rhode [sland would participate. The tendency of his argument 
seems to be to’ accomplish a result that followed the efforts of 
the eloquent gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] 
the other day, to wit, a reduction. 

Mr. ALDRICH. To continue the statement which I made in 
regard to the percentage of boracic acid in refined borax, I read 
from e 21 of the testimony taken before the House commit- 


tee. The chemical composition of borax is there given as fol- 

lows: 

NS SUD... inkacudipeanabhaetebedancabhedebetnan suncsdGéswns on ecttenns 36. 58 

TE schcthngh Shinar bask chectens pesantebeidhd onentaGudabatndadh wenn 16. 25 

Biborate of soda or anhydrous borax..................---...-----..---.- "52. 83 

Se hia cnn Silntnn cn cdsnndchaduhstonesecsctteascuderwadss 47.17 
Total (prismatic borax of commerce) .................-.---.-...-- 100. 00 


Ihave half a dozen other statements before me showing the 
same result. In other words, one-third of refined borax is bo- 
racic acid, and if the duty on refined borax is 2 cents a pound 
the duty on boracic acid should be 6 cents. WhatI desire to 
accomplish is to put the duty on both refined borax and boracic 
acid at such a point that they will be protected for the producers 
of California. I think the duty on refined borax should be at 
least 2 cents a pound. I prefer 3 cents. And the duty upon 
boracic acid should be at least 5 cents a pound. There can be 
no doubt about my attitude in regard the duties on theso 
articles, and if the Senator from California would be equally 
frank I think he would say to the Senate that he is desirous of 
securing as high a rate of duty as he can get from the majority 
members of the Finance Committee. . 

Mr.CHANDLER. The Senator from California on this side 
of the Chamber [Mr. PERKINS] expressed a hope that this par- 
agraph might pass with the adoption of a rate of 2 centsa pound 
upon borax without further debate. The Senator from Arkan- 
sas (Mr. JONES] made an offer to this side of the Chamber, I 
think upon alcoholic perfumery or some other subject, that they 
might have a certain rate of duty if they would accept it with- 
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out debate. Whence comes the disposition on this side to 
shorten debate I can not understand. It is very marked on the 
other side of the Chamher. It is a disease not of much speak- 
ing, but of much silence. That I can accountfor on well-known 
principles—a desire to expedite legislation. But how that dis- 
eas2 comes up on thisside of the Chamber I can not understand. 
Are the Senators on this side of the Chamber being gradually 
infected with the disease which prevails upon the other side of 
the Chamber? And is there any other way of getting protect- 
ive duties than by open debate in the Chamber? That is a 
curious question that is beginning to arise in the minds of men. 

Mr. President, far be it from me to interfere with any little 
arrangement which either Senator from California may have 
made on the subject of borax with the Senator who is in charge 
of the bill. Has the Senator from California, who asks us to 
pass this 2-cents-a-pound rate without further debate, any hopes 
that refraining from debate will result, before the bill is finally 
passed, ina higher rate? Has the Senator any understanding 
or any reason to believe that if we let this important product of 
his State go undebated any longer there will be an additional 
rate adopted before the bill passes the Senate? What was the 
reason why the Senator asked other Senators to refrain from 
debate upon this item? Will the Senator kindly tell me? 

Mr. PERKINS. I regret to say that I have no arrangement, 
expressed or implied, whereby the ce on boracic acid shall be 
restored to 5 cents a pound unless it is logical. I endeavored to 
show, to my satisfaction at least, and mentally to the satisfaction 
of some of my Democratic friends, that 5 cents a pound upon this 
industry was necessary in order for it tothriveand continue. I 
have no understanding, as I have before stated, but I have been 
hopeful that as this debate progressed, with the influence of the 
two Senators from Nevada, who are also interested in this in- 
dustry, our friends on the other side of the Chamber would per- 
haps come to our way of thinking. My friend from New Hamp- 
shire has quoted several hymns in this discussion, and I am 
reminded of a hymn that I learned in the good New England 
State where I first sawthe light. Ithinkitisoneof Dr. Watts’s. 
It goes something like this: 

While the lamp holds out to burn 
The vilest sinner may return. 

SoI have been hopeful that ere the debate closed, when the 
bill came into the Senate, our Democratic friends would not 
crush out the industry in the golden State that cast its electoral 
vote for the present Chief Magistrate of the nation and elected 
my distinguished Democratic colleague [Mr. WHITE] to the Sen- 
ate. While he is generally for the bill, I know that he is for 
California and for California industries. Yet, I feel that I am 
grateful to him for his sympathy in this case as I am to him for 
what he has done in having this industry protected by 2 cents a 
pound and by not pressing the argument, as the Senator from 
New Hampshire did on Friday upon tannic acid, when after talk- 
ing two or three hours it was reduced from 75 cents to 60 cents. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Because we tabked? 

Mr. PERKINS. Because we talked, think. There was cer- 
tainly no other argument used. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand the principle very ‘vell. 

Mr.PERKINS. Therefore, believing that the industry of the 
State which I have the honor to represent in part is of more 
interest to me than tohear even the eloquent words of my friend 
from New Hampshire, I am infavorof adopting the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

r. PEFFER. Without talk? 

Mr. PERKINS. Without talk. 


tory? 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is not very clear, Mr. President. The 
Senator now says that he hopes to prevail with the other side 
of the Chamber in the course of the debate, but his first sug- 

estion was that there should be no debate. He now seems to 
think that our best chance of getting more than 2 cents a pound 
is to submit to the admonitions of Senators upon the other side 
of the Chamber, ae quiet, and wait until in the course of two 
months, when the bill is put upon its passage, the Senators upon 
the other side of the Chamber may conclude to raise the rate 


on borax. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator permit me to makea sug- 
gestion? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I remember a phrase which became more 
or less historical several years ago. It ran something like this: 
‘Addition, division, and silence.” I do not know whether that 
is the principle which is to be adopted in the future discussion 
of this bill or not. I know that my friend from California, of 
course, can not be included in anything of that sort. 

Mr. GRAY. In adopting some of the principles of the Re- 
publican yes we have not jet gone so far, although we are 
going in that direction, 


Is this explanation satisfac- 
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Mr. CHANDLER. I do not know whether by silence the 
Senator from Rhode Island means that the last of these three 
nouns has been adopted as a description by him of the conces- 
sions upon the other side. There are a great many rumors as 
to what is going on. The newspapers are full of suggestions as 
to how things are being done, but ! desire to refrain from bring- 
ing them into this Chamber. I was struck, however, by the re- 
mark of the Senator from California. I was led to ask whether 
he or his colleagues had made any arrangement that if silence 
were kept upon this item there should be an increased rate of 
duty before the bill is adopted. I can not reconcile the action 
of the Senators in fixing this low rate of duty after the facts 
stated by Gen. Rosecrans in the letter which my colleaguo read 
the other day in the Senate. I can not understand how Sena- 
tors can argue that when 5 cents a pound is necessary for pro- 
tection 2 cents a pound should beenough. Of course if 5 cents is 
necessary 2 cents a pound is no protection at all, and the industry 
will be wiped out. 

Mr. President, I think the opinion of Gen. Rvsecrans ought to 
govern in this case. He seems to have investigated it. Heisa 
patriotic man. He isa man of studious habits and he has in- 
vestigated this subject. He tells us the rate of duty that ought 
to be imposed and that it should not be less than 5 centsa pound. 
Gen. Rosecrans is a Democrat, and he is very careful (as nearly 
all Democrats are who ask rates of duty) to state the principle 
upon which the duty can be raised consistently with the Demo- 
cratic platform. Gen. Rosecrans never for a moment in his ar- 
dent desire to protect an industry forgets that he is a Democrat, 
and so he says: 

From the foregoing it is clear that to fix the duty with just regard to reve 
nue and the incidental protection due to our native product, importations 
should be taxed in proportion to the boracic acid they contain. 

So Gen. Rosecrans accepts the protective principle of the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee, and he undertakes to applythat Democratic 
principle to borax. He comes out for 5 cents a pound, while 
Senators upon the other side of the Chamber in the administra- 
tions of the same Democratic principle come out for 2 cents a 
pound. It seems to me this is all wrong. It is.all illogieal. It 
does not stand upon argument. It does not stand upon common 
sense. I am afraid that both Senators from California, instead 
of undertaking to secure a 5-cent rate, or a] higher rate than 
2 cents by legitimate public argument in this body, are endeav- 
oring to secure that rate by kindly words in private to members 
of thiscommittee. Theyare smiling, Mr. President, at the com- 
mittee. They resemble the young lady of Lisle, whom all Sen- 
ators will remember: 

There was a young lady said how 
Shall I soften the heart of this cow? 


I will sit on the stile, and continue to smile, 
Till I soften the heart of this cow. 


[Laughter.] 

It is to be done by smiling in private conference with Sena- 
tors who control this bill. But when the Senator from Ver- 
mont([Mr. MORRILL] gets up here and moves a little rate of duty 
on copperas, and says that it is the only thing that is produced 
in Vermont that needs protection—except marble, which his col- 
league has been able to get protected, because Tennessee pro- 
duces marble—and the senior Senator from Vermont proceeds 
to smile as graciously as he can upoa Senators on the other side 
of the Chamber, yet because he smiles in public the request of the 
Senator for a little duty upon copperas is voted down by a unani- 
mous Democratic vote. 

Isubmit, Mr. President, this is no way to construct a tariff 
bill. I hope the Senator from California on this side of the 
Chamber—I have no right to admonish the Senator from Cali- 
fornia upon the other side of the Chamber—ought to confine 
himself in his efforts to protect the industries of his State to 
smiling here in public, and not to smile with any members of 
the committee upon the other side of the Chamber in some pri- 
vate conference, in some private room, in some secret place we 
know not where, and into which very few of us know how to get. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GRAY in the chair}. The 

uestion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Lekaneas. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 3, line 2, before the words “ re- 
fined borax,” insert: 

Borax, crude, or borate of soda, or borate of lime, 1 cent per pound. 

After the words “ refined borax,” in line 2, strike out “ 20 per 
cent ad valorem” and insert in lieu thereof: 

Two cents per pound. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas. |Putting the 
question.] The ayes have it, and the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to ask whether the whole para- 
graph is being voted on atonce? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The whole amendment was 
voted on. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for a division of the paragraph, so 
as to take a vote first on “‘ borax, crude, or borate of soda, or 
borate of lime, 1 cent per pound.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the 
Senator from New Hampshire that the whole amendment of the 
Senator from Arkansas was voted on, and declared adopted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from New Hampshire rose 
long before the Chair announced a vote and addressed the 


Chair. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iross before the Chair declared the re- 
sult, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. And asked for the yeas and 
nays? 


Mr. CHANDLER. I asked for a division of the question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not hear the 
Senator until after the result had been announced. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask foradivision of the question, so that 
the two amendments may be voted on separately. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
first division of the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas. 

The Secrerary. Add before the words ‘‘refined borax,” in 
line 2, page 3, the following: 

Borax, crude, or boraia cf soda, or borate of lime, 1 cent per pound. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the first division of the amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for a division of the Senate upon 
agreeing to the first amendment. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 17, 
noes 7; no quorum voting. 
«The PRESIDING OFFICER. Less than a quorum having 
voted, the Seeretary will call the roll. 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 
Aldrich, Dixon, Jones, Ark. Piatt, 
Allen, Dolph, Lindsay, Power, 
Allison, Faulkner, Lodge, Pugh. 
4 wre McLaurin, . 
Berry, ‘ ae linger = Sain 
Blanchard, orge, cPherson, . 
oo Gibson — ‘ Teller, 
ler, Gordon Oregon . 
fall. Gray. Mitcheli, Wis. Ves 
Camden, Harris, Imer, Voorhees, 
Chandler Hawiey, , White. 
Cockrell » Patton, 
Coke, Hoar, Peffer, 
Daniel, Hunton Perkins, 
Davis, Jarvis, Pet Ww, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-six Senators having an- 
swered to their names, a quorum is present. The question re- 
curson the first part of the amendment of the Senator from 
Arkansas. [Putting the question.] The “ayes” have it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I had called for a division. I supposed 
that, a quorum being present, another division would be taken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. After a quorum ap d by 
the roll call, the question recurred on the first division of the 
amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Chair may be right. Then I ask for 
a rising vote on agreeing to it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before that is done,I move to amend b 
adding after the word “one,” where it appears in the cma 
ment, ‘‘ one-half,” 50 as to make the rate 1} cents per pound, 
and on that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island to the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas. 

The SECRETARY. In line 1, page 3, after the word ‘‘one” 
in the amendment offered by the Senator from Arkansas, in- 
sert ‘‘and one-half;” so as to read: 

Borax, crude, or borate of soda, or borate of lime, 1} cents per pound. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Upon this amendment the 
yeas and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to eall the roll. 

Mr. CHANDLER (when his name was called). 
the transfer for the day of my pair and the pair of the Senator 
from Delaware (Mr. GRAY}, now in the chair, so that the Sena- 


tor from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] and the junior Senator from New 


York [Mr. Murpry] will stand paired. I vote “yea. 
Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). 
senior Senator from Maryland[Mr.GORMAN]. I shall notmake 
the announcement again t ; 
Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I will 
announce my pair with the junior Senator from Texas . 
MILLS 


am Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Carry]. Ifhe 


were present [ should vote “nay.” 
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Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I announee m 
with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBRouGH]. 
should vote “nay” if he were present. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MCLAURIN (after having voted in the negative). I in- 
a it the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon] has 
voted! 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
has not voted. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Then I withdraw my vote, unless it is nec- 
essary to make a quorum. 

Mr. GORDON. I wish to announce my pair with the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. WiLsoNn]. 

Mr. CAL I transfer my pair with the Senator from Ver- 
mont = PROCTOR] to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 


I am paired with the 


The Chair will state that he 


KYLE], and vote ‘‘ nay.” 
The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 31, as follows: 
YEAS—18. 
Aldrich, Hawley, Mitchell, Oregon gua '. 
Allison, ; Patton, ” om, 
— Hoar, = = Squire, 
Lodee, ettigrew, 
ph, McMillan, Power, 
NAYS—31. 
Alien, Camden, Harris, Pasco, 
Bate, Cockrell, Hunton, Peffer, 
Berry. Coke, Jarvis, Pugh, 
Blanchard, Daniel, Jones, Ark. Roach, 
Brice, Faulkner,_ Say, Turpie 
Butler, \ McPherson, Voorhees 
Caffery, Gibson, te. 
Call, Gray, Morgan, 
NOT VOTING—36. 
Blackburn, Gorman, Mills, Smith, 
Cameron, Hale, Mitchell, Wis Stewart, 
Carey, Hansbrough, orrill, lier, 
Cullom, Hill, Murphy, Vest, 
Dixon, Irby, Palmer, ilas, 
Dubois, Jones,-Nevada Piatt, Walsh, 
Te yle, tor, Washburn 
Gallinger, McLaurin, b Wilson. 
Gordon, Manderson, Sherman Wolcott 


So the amendment of Mr. ALDRICH to the first division of the 
amendment of Mr. JONES of Arkansas was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 
first division of the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. JonEsS]. 

The first division of the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is upon 
agreeing to the second division, which the Secretary will state. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “borax,” in line 2, para- 
graph 10, on page 3, strike out the words ‘‘twenty per cent ad 
valorem” and insert in lieu thereof the words “two cents per 
pound;” so as to read: . 


Refined borax, 2 cents per pound. 


The second division of the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
next Paragra hh of the bill. 

Mr. JO of Arkansas. Imove toinsertasanew paragraph, 
to be numbered 104, the words: 

Camphor, refined, 10 per cent ad valorem. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. Add as a new paragraph the following: 
10}. Camphor, refined, 10 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Imove toamend theamendment of the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas by striking out ‘10 '¢? cent ad valorem ”’ 
and inserting “‘4 cents a pound,” which is the present rate. 
Four cents is a =eeee rate, and it is practically equivalent to 
10 per centad valorem. If weare to give specific rates upon the 
other items in the schedule we cer ly ought to do so upon re- 


fined camphor. 

The P IDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island to the amend- 
ment the Senator from Arkansas. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out the words “10 per cent ad va- 
lorem ” and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘ 4 cents per pound.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. DoI understand the Senator from Rhode 
Island to state that the proposed specific duty will be the same 
as = ad valorem rate which the Senator from Arkansas pro- 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is ly the same. 

Mr. CHANDLER. is the duty under the present law? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Four centsa 

. CHANDLER. Under the law of 1883 it was 5 cents a 
pound. As the bill came from the other House camphor wae 
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free,and now the duty is restored to the rate of 1890, an ad va- 
lorem rate,and the vote now to be taken is todetermine whether 
it will be a specific rate or not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island to the 
amendment of the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On that [ ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). 
from Texas | Mr. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon}], 
with the privilege of voting to make a quorum if my vote does 
not change the result.. I vote ‘‘nay,” and shall withdraw my 
vote if it should change the result. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I again an- 
nounce my pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACK- 
BURN], and I shall not announce it again during the day. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY}. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the Senator from North Dakota[Mr. HANSBROUGH]. 
If he were present I should vote “‘nay.” 

Mr. PATTON (when his name was called). I desire to an- 
nounce my boy a with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GrBson]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. 
SMITH] is paired with the Senator from Idaho | Mr. DusBots]. 

Mr. BUTLER. I announce for the last time to-day the pair 
between the Senator from Pennsylvania |[Mr. CAMERON] and the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. WALSH]. 

Mr.SHOUP. I announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. Dvu- 
BOIS] with the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 31; as follows: 


I am paired with 


YEAS—2l1. 
Aldrich, Higgins, Pefter, Quay, 
Ghandi Lodg Pettigre Squire 
er, ea, ‘et ew, . 
Davis, Menfilian, Platt, 
Dolph, Mitchell, Oregon Power, 
Hawley, Patton, Proctor, 
NAYS—31. 
Allen, Cockrell, Hunton, Paseo, 
Bate, Coke, Jarvis, Pugh, 
Berry, Daniel, Jones, Ark. Roach, 
Brice, Faulkner, Lindsay, le 
Butler, George, McLaurin, Vilas, 
Caffery, Gibson, McPherson, Voorhees 
Call, Gray, Martin, White 
Camden, Harris, Morgan, 
NOT VOTING—33. 
Blackburn, Gordon, Mills, Teller, 
Blanchard, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Cameron, Hale, Morrill, Walsh, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Murphy, Washburn, 
Culiom, Hill, Palmer, Wilson, 
ixon, Irby, Ransom, Wolcott. 
Dubois, Jones, Ney. Sherman, 
ete Kyle, Smith, 
Gallinger, Manderson, Stewart, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs upon the 
oe by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES]. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President, I desire to state tothe Sena- 
tors on the other side of the Chamber who have charge of the 
bill and who insist upon an ad valorem rate instead of a specific 
duty, that in my belief the effect of the ad valorem rate of 10 

r cent instead of 4 cents a pound will be the great increase of 
fmportations of refined camphor. At the present specific duty 
of 4 cents a pound there is a gradual increase in the importation 
of refined , and the change merely from a specific to an 
ad valorem duty will result in injury to if not the destruction of 
the business of refining camphor in this country. There ought 
to be a return to the specific rate of 5 cents a pound which ex- 
isted under the law of 1883. In 1890 it was reduced to 4 cents 
apound. The other House propose to make refined camphor 
ro co a ameening & duty ob the vate of 4 cents 
a pound the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] proposes a 10 
| mot ama ad valorem rate, which theoretically is equivalent to4 
a 


Mr. WHITE. oe the Senator from New Hampshire permit 


es 
7 Certainly. 
Mr. WHITE. DolI understand the Senator from New Hamp- 
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shire to say that 4 cents a pound is equivalent to 10 per cent ad 
valorem? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam informed bythe Senator from Rhode 
Island that it is substantially the same. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Sénator from New Hampshire will per- 
mit me, I will state that according to the statement contained 
on page 91 of Imports and Exports, a work which is published 
here, the ad valorem equivalent of 4 cents a pound is 12.20 per 
2.20 





per cent higher. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘It is substantially the same. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I accepted the fact from the Senator from 
Rhode Island, who said the proposed ad valorem rate and 4 
cents per pound would be about the same. But I call attention 
to the statistics as to the quantity and value of importations 
since 1890: 





Crude. ; Refined. 
: t— So eer erro 
Year. | Ds oe Value per | ee | Value per 
| Pounds. Value. pound. | Pounds. | Value. soumle 
— * tneriend cereale 
} enés. | } Cents 
I atic 2, 061, 370 $421, 385 20. 4 | 87 | $37. 75 | 43.0 
1891 - 1, 665, O74 468, 025 28. t 53 | 16. 23 | 20.6 
Ss nan- | 1,955,787 | 447, 634 22.8 56,820} 173. 61 | 30.5 
1, 723, 425 446, 548 25.9 156, 291 | 
{ 


512. 29 | 30.2 








duction of | cent a pound, the importation of crude camphor be- 
gan rapidly to increase, and that the business of refining eam- 
phor in this country is gradually bringing the price of refined 
camphor down in value. I predict that under the ad valorem 
rate the importations of refined camphor will continue to in- 
crease. Camphor is refined in Europe and Japan, as well as in 
this country. The wages paid workmen in the United States 
engagedin this business are $1.75 a day, in Europe about 80 cents 
a day, and in Japan not over 15 cents a day. The rate of duty 
imposed by the tariff of 1890 is insufficient. It ought to be re- 
stored to 5 cents a pound, and if Senators are not willing to have 
that done they certainly ought to be wiiling to take the rate of 
4 cents a pound instead of exposing refined camphor to al! the 
contingencies which are involved in the collection of ad valorem 
rates of duty. I wish the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs] 
would take this point into consideration while he is considering 
the subject of increasing the duty on borax from 2 cents a pound 
to 3 cents a pound, and perhaps before the bill is finally voted 
upon will conclude not only to give a specific rate for refined 
camphor, but make that rate 5 cents a pound, which is necessary 
in my judgment in order to preserve the business of refining 
camphor to the workmen of this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg to call the attention of the Senator 
from Missouri[Mr. VEST] to the fact that by the act of 1846, 
which according to Democratic doctrine was a model tariff, the 
duty on refined camphor was 40 per centadvalorem. It was re- 
duced in 1857 to 30 per cent, and by the act of 1842 the rate was 
placed at 20 cents a pound. By the act of 1862 it was 40 cents a 
pound. The rate even as now suggested isavery great reduc- 
tion from any of the rates which have been imposed by any of 
the tariff bills which have preceded the pending bill. The re- 
fining of camphor has become a large industry in Japan, and 
this accounts for the large increase in importations, to which 
attention has been called by the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. CHANDLER]. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Is camphor manufactured in this country? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Refined camphor is manufactured here. 
Crude camphor is imported to the extent of about 2,000,000 
pounds per annum. If an ad valorem rate is placed on refined 
camphor the price in Japan will certainly go down ecither in the 
invoice or in fact to such a point that, in my opinion, it will be 
impossible to refine camphor in the United States. Whatever 
the rate isit should be specific, and as the Senators upon the other 
side of the Chamber do not seem to take kindly to the rate of 4 
cents per pound, I move to make tho rate 3} cents per pound in 
place of 10 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. In addition to what has been said by the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], I wish to state that 
crude camphor loses about 10 per cent in transportation from 
Japan to this country. So really 4 cents or 3} cents per pound 
is no protection. Crude camphor comes in bags in a loose way 
and of course loses, as we all know, by evaporation. Therefore 
4 cents or 3} cents per pound, as is now suggested, will only 
— our producers upon an equality with the producers in 
, because the article loses in transportation as much as the 
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whether the -_ should be ad valorem or specific, and I think 
it is worth consideration in fixing the duty. All the manu- 
facturers here make the same point as to the loss of crude cam- 
phor by transportation. H. J. Bakex,& Bro., of Jersey City, 
manufacturers of refined camphor, state that— 

Were it not for the very moderate Guty which is at present imposed on 
the article, the American industry in this country would be completely ex- 
tinguished, and all the refined camphor used in this country would be made 
abroad, The duty— 

They say— 
on refined camphor should therefore be at least 4 cents per pound, in simple 
justice, that being the present rate. 

The competition in refined camphor from Japan has —_ originated in 
the last few years, and these refiners have lately been making strenuous 
efforts to drive out American manufacturers from American markets. 

They further say: 

A specific duty is preferable on refined camphor. It would be more sulit- 
able, as the wide fluctuations would, otherwise, sometimes make a duty one 
amount, and sometimes another, and the people of the eastern countries are 
sometimes such inveterate ‘cheats ” that the invoice price, under an ad va- 
lorem duty, would be apt to be falsified. We have, at times, received tubs, 
paid for and invoiced as camphor, some of which turned out to be filled with 
salt with a little camphor on top of the salt. 

The same is the testimony of the East India Chemical Works 
of New York City, also manufacturers of refined camphor. They 
discuss the business of refining in Japan, and show that they 
have to meet the competition of labor in Japan at 15 cents a 
day, whereas they pay their men an average of $2 a day, which 
of course is a hopeless competition without the discrimination 
of the duty. They further say: 

We there foremost respectfully suggest that simple justice to American 
manent would dictate the retention of the present duty of 4 cents per 
pound. 

The same isthe testimony of West & Jenney, of Boston, Mass., 
and then we come to the very instructive testimony of Gribble 
& Nash, of New York City, importers of refined camphor. They 
say: 

We represent the Japan Camphor Company, Kobe, Japan. 

We import refined camphor. 

They say further: 

We ask that refined camphor be admitted free. * * * Owing to the 
present duty, we find it very hard to compete with the domestic refined 
camphor. 

That is, the duty is the only thing that protects the American 
manufacturers. This isa firm which has transferred an estab- 
lishment and refining plant to Japan, where they pay wages of 
15 cents a day to their men. The wages are paid in Japan, the 
camphor is refined there, and they ask thatit shall come in free 
because, under the duty, they find it hard to compete with the 
American manufacturer. So, if you give them a lower duty, 

ou close up our manufacturers here, who are employing Amer- 

can workmen, and expending their money in this country, and 
you build up the factory in ee. 

The same is the testimony of Charles Pfizer & Co., of New York. 
They make the same statement saan that other American 
manufacturers make, showing that e American industr 
would be destroyed unless a suitable duty is put on the refine 
camphor, asking, of course, that the crude camphor shall be 
free. They say in the same language that in common justice 
the duty should remain as now imposed, namely, 4 cents per 


und. 
we. PALMER. I wish to place before the Senate proof of 
the utter unreliability of all the rer: we have on this sub- 
ject. I read Bulletin No.2, page 131, the reply of Gribble & 

ash, of New York City, N. Y., importers of refined camphor. 
These importers say: 

No reduction of w: is necessary in the United States to continue the 
refining of camphor this country to compete with what we refine in 
Japan. Our'fixed charges there are heavier per pound of camphor refined 
in Japan than those of the refinery here, owing to the cost of sending — 
to that country, maintaining it there, and paying for American skilled 
labor sent from here to work the factory. 

Refined camphor has never been exported from this country to Japan to 
our knowledge. 

That is the statement. 

Wages paid: Two hundred and fifty dollars per month for manager; $2 to 
60 cents per day for labor. 

fe = ” n * 

Our imorts last year were abo ut $50,000 in value. 

I desire to remind the Senate that all the testimony that we 
have has come from interested sources, and itis all, in my judg- 
ment, utterly unreliable, as this contrast between the testimony 
of the importer and that of the resident manufacturer demon- 
strates. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let me call the attention of the Senator from 
Illinois to the fact that crude camphor loses 10 per cent in its 
~areecenen from Japan to this country. That is acknowl- 
edged to be true; and if it be true, then in order to equalize con- 
ditions will it not be necessary, in order that we may refine cam- 
phor here at all, that there shall be a small duty u it, or 
would the Senator from Illinois prefer that we should have no 
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introduction of crude camphor and wholly import refined cam- 

phor from Japan? That is thequestion. It isnot a question of 

wages or protection. It is a question of equalizing the duty as 
respects the article itself. 

r.PALMER. Theamendmentof the Senator from Arkansas 

Mr. JONES] proposes a small duty, a duty of 10 per cent ad va- 

orem. That seems to be apoint on which we might well agree. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, instead of 10 per cent ad valorem, the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] moves to amend the 
amendment by inserting 34 cents a pound, which is less than 10 
per centad valorem, but making the duty specific, inorder that 
there may be easy administration of the duty by simply weigh- 
ing and not py valuing the commodity. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Illinois{Mr. PALMER] called 
attention to the return of the importers, Gribble & Nash, of New 
York, to which I have already alluded. They are not merely 
importers, but manufacturersalso, They manufacture in Japan, 

they ask that the duty shall be taken off and refined cam- 
phor come in free, because under the existing duty it is hard 
work for them to meet the competition of American manufactur- 
ers. 

In other words, they, being manufacturers in Japan, where 
they make all their expenditures and all their outlay, ask us to 
encourage them tothe detriment of the American manufacturer 
who manufactures here. They are both manufacturers; they 
are both interested. The only difference is that these manufac- 
turers and importers are making their product in Japan, with 
Japanese labor. The expense that they speak of is a first cost, 
and not a continuing one. They have a population in the Jap- 
anese who can easily be taught to manufacture, and whose rates 
of wages are much lower than those paid in this country. They 
ask that refined camphor shall be free, because in that way they 
can make a suecessful competition with the American manufac- 
turers. Moreover, on the specific and ad valorem points all the 
American manufacturers agree that the specific is the only fair 
duty, because under the ad valorem duty there are frauds in in- 
voices as there are in all similar cases. 

Mr. VEST. The equivalent of a specfic duty of 10 per cent 
would be 3.3 cents, so that we are spending all this time about 
seven-tenths of a cent upon a pound of camphor, whiclris an ar- 
ticle of general consumption. 

Mr. ALDRICH. To make the rate 3} cents a pound is the 
last amendment I have proposed. 

Mr. VEST. Thedifference between us, then, is the difference 
between three-tenths and five-tenths of a cent, or two-tenths of a 
cent. Camphor ought to be on the free list. That is the truth 
in regard to it. Those people who have gone over to Japan from 
New Jersey and started a manufactory said to us that they car- 
ried the laborers from this country, and that they took the plant 
from this country. As a matter of course they must pay the 
same wages if they took the labor from here. The plant cost 


‘them the same, with a added,and they pay the dif- 
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ference in transportation in order to import the camphor into 
this country and compete with our manufacturers here. If their 
statement true, then that is unquestionably the fact. We 
proposed in our bill originally to give to the manufacturers here 
their raw material free, which ought to be done. 

Mr. ALLISON. This is not the raw material. 

Mr, VEST. This en I know is 10 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Crude camphor is raw material and refined 
camphor is the manufactured product. It may be raw material 
to some other industries. 

Mr. VEST. Refined camphor is used as a raw material in 
manufactures. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. VEST. We heard from these manufacturers upon the 
subject, and the only parties who seemed to take much interest 
in the matter was the manufacturers in New Jersey. The dut; 
of 10 per cent was considered a fair adjustment of the matter, 
and it is only now a matter of two-tenths of a cent between the 
proposition of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] 
and the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONEs]. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not understand the Senator from Rhode 
Island to object toa 10 per cent duty. He only asks, and I be- 
lieve the people who refine camphor only ask, that they may 
have equality of position as respects wastage and evaporation in 
the manufacture of camphor here. 

Mr. VEST. I do notcare to go into an argument as to the 
difference between ad valoremsand specifics. If I were disposed 
to retaliate [could point to the next paragraph of the bill as it 
is in the McKinley act, chalk preparations, 30 - cent ad va- 
lorem; and I can turn to the McKinley act and show nearly a 
whole schedule with ad valorem duties. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator must know that there is a dif- 
ference between chalk pre tions and camphor. There is a 
great variety of chalk and chalk preparations. 
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Mr. VEST. The truth is that neither party has been consist- 
ent as to specifics and ad valorems, and nobody knows the reason 
why better than the Senator from Iowa. We understand that 
giatter, whatever the public may know of it. The McKinley act 
is full of ad valorems, and I suppose those ad valorems were = 
in the act about as we put the specifics in the pending bill, be- 
cause certain interests come and plead for their lives, saying if 
they do not get a specific they are bound to close, and in the 
other cases, I suppose, in making the McKinley act they came 
and said they must have ad valorem duties. Neither party has 
been consistent about it. It seems to me that an ad valorem 
equal to 3.3 cents is a fair adjustment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Asthe Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON} 
has said, there is a great difference between levying an ad val- 

_orem duty upon chalk, of which there are thousands, perhaps, 
certainly hundreds of varieties, and levying an ad valorem duty 
upon refined camphor, of which there is but one description. 
What I insist upon in this connection is that refined camphor is 
made in eastern countries and will be made by eastern labor, 
and that therefore a specific rate ought to be placed upon it so 
that there will be no undervaluations in the importations. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] says that certain gen- 
tlemen have gone to Japan to produce refined camphor and have 
taken their workmen with them. Does anyone who knows any- 
thing about the character of the Japanese believe that it will 
be necessary for those gentlemen to employ New Jersey me- 
chanics or operatives for any considerable length of time? The 
Japanese are the one people in the world who can produce any- 
thing after a while through their great imitative skill and 
knowledge. I venture the prediction that within six months 
from now this New Jersey manufacturer will be employing Jap- 
anese labor entirely, at a cost not one-fifth of what he has now 
to pay the New Jersey people whom he has taken out there to 
run his factory temporarily. 

There is not much difference involved here except a difference 
in giving a duty which will be some protection to those people 
and giving them one which will afford no protection. 

Mr. VEST. As the Senators say—itis not a matter of much 
importance—there is a vast difference between camphor and 
chalk. If they will turn to the McKinley act, Schedule N, on sun- 
dries, they will see that they have made an ad valorem rate nearly 
all through the schedule. Here are brushes, etc., 40 per cent 
ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator knows that there are hundreds 
of varietiesof brushes. It is absolutely impossible to fix a specific 
rate upon brushes. 

Mr. VEST. Here are buttons and button forms, 10 per centad 
valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The same is true about that item. 

Mr. VEST. ‘‘ Buttons commercially known,” etc., 25 per cent 
ad valorem, ivory, vegetable ivory, etc.,50 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ivory buttons? 

Mr. VEST. Shoe buttons, lcentpergross. Coal, bituminous, 
etc., 80 pounds, etc., coke, 20 per cent ad valorem. It runs all 
through this schedule. One duty will be a specific and the next 
will be a pure ad valorem, and then possibly a compound duty; 
and so it runs all through the McKinley act. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I rise tomove anamendment by striking 
out ‘10 percent ad valorem ” and inserting ‘‘3 cents per pound.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have an amendment to the amendment 
pending. I propose to make the rate 3} cents a pound. 

Mr. GALLINGER. ThatI did not understand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH] to the amendmentof the Senator from peer 


JONES]. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I shouid like to have the amendment 


read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 4, onpage 3, strike out ‘‘ 10 per cent 
ad valorem” and insert ‘‘3+ cents per pound;” so as to read: 

Camphor, refined, 3} cents per pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask for the yeas and nays on agreeing to 
the amendment to the amendment. 

The yeas andnays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs]. 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). 


Iam paired 


I have a gen- 


eral pair with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Dixon}. I 
will vote ‘ sy or my vote is necessary to make a quorum. 

_ Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY]. 


r. PALMER (when his name was called). I again announce 
my Boal with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANs- 
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Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAvis], and withhold 
my vote for the present. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GORDON. I am paired on this question with the Sena- 
tor from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 31; as follows: 





YEAS—20. 
Aldrich, Hawley, Mitchell, Oregon Platt, 
Allison, Higgins, Patton, Proctor, 
Chandler, Hoar, Peffer, Quay, 
Dolph, Lodge, Perkins, Shoup, 
Frye, McMillan, Pettigrew, Teller. 

NAYS—31. 
Allen, Camden, Harris, Pasco, 
Bate, Cockrell, Hunton, Pugh, 
Berry, Coke, Irby, Roach, 
Blanchard, Daniel, Jarvis, Vilas, 
Brice, Faulkner, Jones, Ark. Voorhees, 
Butler, George, Lindsay, Walsh, 
Caffery, Gibson, Martin, White. 
Call, Gray, Morgan, 

NOT VOTING—S. 

Blackburn, Gorman, Mills, Squire, 
Cameron, Hale, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Morrill, Turpie 
Cullom, Hill, Murphy, Test, 
Davis, Jones, Nev. Palmer, Washburn, 
Dixon, Kyle, Power, Wilson, 
Dubois, McLaurin, Ransom, Wolcott, 
Gallinger, McPherson, Sherman, 
Gordon, Manderson, Smith, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion recurs upon the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [{Mr. JONES]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with 


| the reading of the bill. 


The Secretary read as follows: 


il. Chalk, paawre:. precipitated, French, red, and all other chalk prepara- 
tions not specially provided for in this act, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. ALDRICH. After the word * red” I move toinsert ‘1 
cent per pound.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Rhode Island will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. [In line 5, page 2, after the word ‘‘ red,” it 
is proposed to insert ‘1 cent per pound;” so as to read: 

11. Chalk, prepared, precipitated, French, red, 1 cent per pound, ete. 


Mr. HALE. I call the attention of the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to the fact that in the pending bill, up to 
this time, this clause is the only portion of it which the com- 
mittee itself has let alone. Up to this time everything else 
which has been before the Senate has been changed and broken 
up, and as we have at last reached one paragraph of the bill 
where the committee itself has been content withits own delib- 
erate conclusions, has notinterposed objections, has not provosed 
new duties, and has not sprung new mines on the Senate, per- 
haps, as a tribute and as a token of respect to the labors of the 
committee the Senator from Rhode Island might be willing to 
withdraw his amendment, and let this one clause go as a monu- 
ment of the sincerity and consistency of the committee en this 
subject. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. And I would suggest that the criti- 
cis of the Senator from Maine ought to stand as a monument 
of th.. inaccuracy of most of the criticisms on the other side, as 
the very first paragraph of the bill passed without any sugges- 
tion of an amendment on the part of the committee. 

Mr. HALE. My criticism was based upon the fact that look- 
ing at the bill—the one now under consideration—I discovered 
that all the other items had been submitted to this black mark, 
with, as the Senator says, the single exception of the first item 
of acetic or pyroligneous acid—alithe rest of them have been 
submitted to the pruning knife. We have got now to paragraph 
11, and I think my friend from Rhode Island perhaps had better 
let that alone as a monument of spared mercy. 

Mr.. JONES of Arkansas. As the Senator admits that the 
first paragraph was not touched, and says that is the only one 
that was not, I call his attention to the fact that paragraph No. 
9 was not touched. 

Mr. HALE. Inthe text I have before me [ find that there is 
an amendment proposed of: 

Bone char suitable for use in decolorizing sugars, 20 percent ad valorem. 

Which was not in the original provision, but which has been 
taken from the free list and put here. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It was an addition put there by the 
committee, and is not amenable to the criticism of the Senator 
from Maine. 
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Mr. HALE. Thereby changing it. Item No. 9 does not by 
any means stand as reported by the committee. The only item 
up to the present time is the single first item, which created no 
dlsenasion or discussion; all the rest have been made memorable 
by these black marks, which show the assaults which have been 
made upon them. 

Now, we come to prepared chalk, item No. 11, which is the 
first one, with the exception of acetic acid, which is found in 
this way; and I think the Senator from Rhode Island, in its con- 
sideration, had better let this one item go through. Noone can 
tell whether any other item will go through. Some time or 
other we ought, out of deference to the committee, let one item 
go through just as they reported it originally. This is a very 
good item and will not harm anybody very much. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Ithink I discover the reason why the com- 
mittee concluded to let this item alone. Bulletin No. 2 comes to 
a sudden end on page 133, with the plaintive appeal of Louis 
Bertsch, of 145 Elm street, manufacturer of tailors’ chalk. I do 
not know whether Louis is the only man who has been heard 
fromornot, Possibly the subsequent pages of the bulletin, when 
we get them, will add tothe number of manufacturers of tailors’ 
chalk somebody else besides Louis Bertsch; but I can not help 
concluding that this plaintive appeal softened the heart of the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] when he read it. 

It seems that Louis had no idea that tailors’ chalk would stand 
here, as the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] suggests it will 
stand, as showing a spared monument of the mercy of the Sen- 
ators upon the other side of the Chamber. I do not think that 
Louis had any such expectation when he made this return, and 
he made his return in rather a doleful spirit. 

As to decrease in working time during past two years: Haven't been do- 
ing anything for the last bon 

As to domestic wholesale prices of goods in 1884, 1890, and 1892: 1884, 30 cents 
per gross; 1890, 25 cents per gross; 1892, 22 cents = oe. 

Coneuening Comnperyicn, foreign and domestic: Both domestic and foreign 

As tooutput of goods now, compared with 1892: Business is dull. 

Concerning tendency of wages during past twelve months: We have been 


running half tinie. 
As to difficulties in construing existing law: 


They wanted Louis to give a legal opinion. 

As to difficulties in construing existing law: I prefer high tariff. 

Although Louis does not know much about the law, he knows 
what he wants to enable him to keep on making tailors’ chalk in 
this country. 

Our raw materals are clay. 

And I am afraid his idols on the other side of the Chamber 
will turn out to be made of clay before we get through with the 
Jones amendments. 

Our goods are a necessity. 

We never borrowed any money. 

Concerning the effect of immigration: It has none. 

As tolabor: Anybody can do the work. 

Now, we come to the crucial test, the question the answer to 
which sank into the heart of the Senator from Arkansas so that 
he concluded not to undertake to destroy Louis’s business: 

As to the effect of reduction of duty on goods: Don't know; 1 suppose I'll 
have to close up. 

Lemploy 6 men. - 

Our hours of labor are fifty-nine week when working full. 

We do not export any of our ; 

Selling prices since 1890 have decreased. 

Wholesale prices have been as follows: 1884, 30 cents per gross; 1890, 25 
cents per gross; 1892, 22 cents per gross. 

There, Mr. President, is the brief and touching statement of 
Louis Bertsch, showing ihe lamentable condition to which his 
business has fallen since the election of the present Administra- 
tion to power; and when he made theap to the Senator from 
Arkansas not to reduce the duties on h because, if he 
did, he would have to close up, the Senator could not resist the 
nee and has concluded to let the duty alone as it stands in 
the existing law. 

Mr. PLATT. Oh, no; but as it stands in the Wilson bill. 

Mr.CHANDLER. As it stands in the Wilson bill? 

Mr. PLATT. It is a large reduction from the present law. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I have madea mistake in the whole 
spirit of my argument. [Laughter.] I , Mr. Presi- 
dent, that I was os So and the whole country 
on the fact that we were re g the duty in the present law. 
Then I have made a mistake, and Louis Bertsch is to be de- 
stroyed—this poor little German in New York City, who is en- 

d in making tailors’ — chalk out of clay, when any- 
Cr can do the work, with a little group of five men 1 
there to maintain his industry, is to be obliged to closeafter all! 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from New Hampshire is not 
entirely wrong atter all. As to one-half of this paragraph the 


duties are retained, that is ‘‘all other chalk not 
specialiy provided for in this act 20 percent ” lam 
not sure whether tailors’ chalk is specially provided for. I do 
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not think it is; but I think, after all, the Senator's ment 
was the correct one, that the rate retained in the pen bill 
is the rate in the present law. I sought to impose a specific 
duty of 1 cent a pound — prepared, precipitated, French, and 
red chaik, because I think that isa fair duty to be imposed to 
preserve the consistency, which I have been trying more or less 
to maintain, of imposing specific rates in this chemical sched- 
ule, and I hope the Senator from Arkansas will accept my 
amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I suggest tothe Senator from Maine 
to withdraw his objection as to the amendment of the Senator 
from Rhode Island and support it. In this backing and filling 
there is no reason why Senators upon the other side of the 
Chamber should have a monopoly. Therefore I hope the Sena- 
tor from Maine will withdraw his objection; and I join with the 
Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS] in this one case in ex- 
pressing the hope that we may have a vote on this amendment 
without any further debate. [Laughter.]} 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion ison the amendment 
pro d by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

r. HIGGINS. Let the amendment be reported. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 5, on page 3, after the word ‘‘ red,” 
it is ae to insert ‘‘1 cent per pound.” 

Mr. HIGGINS. That, I understand, restores the present law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; in both divisions of the paragraph. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs]}. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM]. 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon]. If he 
were present I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAvis], but I have reserved 
the right to vote if it be necessary to e @ quorum. 

Mr. VEST (when his name wascalled). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota[Mr. WASHBURN]. 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was calied). Has the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. VILAS. ThenI withhold my vote, as I am paired with 
that Senator. If he were = I should vote “ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. TURPIE. In the absence of a quorum, | vote “ nay.” 

Mr. MCLAURIN. I vote “nay” to make a quorum. 

Mr. GORDON. In order to make a quorum I vote “‘ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 33; as follows: 


—-. 





YEAS—14. 
Aldrich, Hawley, Patton, Quay, 
Allison, Higgins, Perkins, Shoup. 
Chandler, Lor, Pettigrew, 
Dolph, MeMillan, Platt, 
NAYS—33. 
Allen, Cockrell, Irby, Pugh, 
Bate, Coke, Jarvis, 
Berry, Daniel, Jones, Ark. Turpie, 
Blanchard, Faulkner, Lindsay Voorhees, 
B George, McLaurin, Walsh, 
Butler, Gibson, McPherson, White. 
Caffery, Gray, Morgan, 
Harris, Pasco, 
Camden, Hunton, Peffer, 
; NOT VOTING—38. 
kburn, Gorman, Mitchell, Oregon Squire, 
Samenen. Hale, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Morrill, Teller, 
Cullom, Hill, Murphy, Vest, 
Davis, Hoar, Palmer, Vilas, 
Dixon, Jones, Nev. Power, Washburn, 
Dubois, Kyle. Proctor, ~ Wilson, 
arye. Manderson, Ransom, ~ Wolcott. 
Gallinger, Martin, Sherman, 
Gordon, Mills, mith, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

a VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be con- 
ued. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Tennessee that 
the next item I think will take a few moments, and I want to 
make an inquiry about it. 

Mr. HARRIS. What dol uw-derstand the suggestion of the 
Senator to be? 
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Mr. ALLISON. I understand that some Senators want an ex- 
ecutive session. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wish to suggest, as wo are just 
now beginning to get along pretty well with the bill, that we re- 
main in session for another hour. It seems to me that there 
oughtnot to be any objection tothat. It iscomparatively early. 

Mr. HIGGINS. We can not do it to-night. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ordinarily, I should be inclined to adopt the 
suggestion of the Senator from Arkansas, but in view of the 
fact that the other side of the Chamber has consumed not more 
than an hour in the discussion of this great and vitally impor- 
tant question, to which the eyes of the people of the whole Re- 

ublic are directed with such intense interest, as to what shali 
the rate of duty on chalk [laughter], I think we ought to take 
a rest soon thereafter. 
Mr. ALLISON. I think so, too. 
Mr. HIGGINS. If the Senator from Tennessee will pardon 
I can not be interrupted just now. 


ent 

Mr. HARRIS. I will be 
through in a moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee de- 
clines to be interrupted. 

Mr. HARRIS. I can not adopt the suggestion of the Senator 
from Arkansas, nor can I adopt the intimation of the Senator 
from Iowa. 1do not want to set a bad example, and so I think 
we ure entitled to an immense amount of credit on our rate of 
progress to-day; and about 6 o'clock, or a little thereafter, if I 
can get the floor, I shall either move an executive session or an 
adjournment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


12. Chloral hydrate, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have an explanation from 
the Senator from Arkansas in charge of the bill, as to what 
change this provision makes in the existing rate, and why it is 
put into the bill? 

Mr. VEST. It makesnochanges in the rate. If the Senator 
will refer to the Tariff Hearings, page 55, he will see an explan- 
ation of why this clause is inserted. 

Tt seems that there was some question at the custom-house in 
regard to the existing law. The courts have held chloral hy- 
drate dutiable at 25 per cent ad valorem under paragraph 59 of 
the bill as a medicinal preparation, the appraisers holding that 
it should come in under the preceding section, as a preparation 
in which alcohol was used at 50 cents per pound. It is named, 
without change of rates, inorder to put the matter beyond ques- 


n. 
Mr. ALLISON. Is alcohol used in the manufacture of chloral 
hydrate? If itis, it seems tome the rate of duty should be higher 
than 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
the time. 

Mr. VEST. That is the same rate that has been put upon it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Chloral hydrate, as I understand, is not spe- 
cifically mentioned in the existing law, but there is another 
clause, the basket clause, so called; which taxes all alcoholic 

ations 50 cents a pound. If alcohol is used in making 
chloral hydrate—I am not aware of what the facts are in relation 
to it; and that is why I wanted the Senator from Tennessee to 
_— this paragraph over until to-morrow, so that I could look 
it——if alcohol is used in the manufacture of chloral hy- 
drate, 25 per cent ad valorem is not sufficientduty; and the duty 
is only levied under what is known as the basket clause, of 25 
per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. Iam not expert enough to say whether actually, 
as a matter of fact, alcohol is needed in the manufacture or not; 
but the courts have decided that there was no alcohol init. The 
question was presented by a firm in St. Louis, who are interested 
in the matter, and one of the members from St. Louis brought 
us the paper. The court decided that there was no alcohol in 
chioral hydrate, and that it was subject, not to the duty which 
the a sers had put upon it under paragraph 74 of the law, 
but s to a duty of 25 per cent, and we took the court’s de- 
cision left it at 25 per cent, or rather we put in a new para- 
graph with 25 per cent in it. 

r. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from Missouri misap- 


That is the same rate it has had all 


Pp. 


prehends the attitude and opinion of his constituents in Mis- 
a asIreadit. I quote from the letter to which the Senator 
ers: 


Prior to the act of 1890 it was dutiable at 25 per cent ad valor but un- 
der that act its classification has not been accurately determined, the Treas- 
wey Sepeeenees and the United States courts holding it to be dutiable at 25 
per ad valorem and the Board of United A toand 


States jpraisers prior 
to the decisions of the courts holding it tone dutiable at 50cents 


d 


which is equal to 100 per cent ad valorem. 
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It seems that there is a difference of opinion between certain 
experts of the Treasury as to what duty should be levied. Tho 
duties have been levied under the decision of the Board of Gen- 
eral Appraisers at 50centsa pound. Under the provision in re- 
gard to medical preparations containing alcohol, it has been 
held by the courts that the duty should be 25 cents a pound. 

I suggest that the matter go over until to-morrow morning so 
that we may have a chance to examine the decisions of the court 
and the decision of the general appraisers, and if possible to fix 
a proper rate. Certainly the rate ought to bo fixed, if this prep- 


aration is dutiable and is an alcoholic preparation, at 50 cents a 
pound. 
Mr. VEST. We stand by the decision of the United States 


courts. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator read that decision? 

Mr. VEST. I have not the decision with me. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator must have an abstract of it. I 
should be glad to know how it is the courts differ from the Board 
of General Appraisers, all of whom are experts, and whose judg- 
ment and knowledge of classifications are certainly entitled to 
great weight. If they decide that this is an alcoholic prepara- 
tion, or that alcohol is used in it, then manifestly 25 per cent ad 
valorem is not a sufficient duty for any purpose. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. As I understand, there is no de- 
bate about the fact that this article was taxed at 25 per cent be- 
fore 1890, steadily and all the time, and the question came up 
after 1890 whether it should be taxed under the other clause at 
50 per cent. If 25 per cent was an adequate tax up to 1890, it 
seems to me there can be no doubt that that would be a proper 
tax to be continued now, and there is no reason for it being re- 
turned to 50 cents. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not necessarily, I suggest to the Senator 
from Arkansas. The act prior to i890 levied the same rate of 
25 per cent ad valorem upon medicinal preparations, whether 
they contained alcohol or whether they did not. In the prep- 
aration of the act of 1890 that fact was called to the attention 
of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], myself, and the other 
gentlemen then engaged in the preparation of the bill, and the 
manifest injustice was pointed out to us of levying the same rate 
of duty upon preparations containing alcohol and those which 
did not contain alcohol. 

On account of the internal-revenue tax upon alcohol in the act 
of 1890, we divided, as the Senator will remember, these medici- 
nal preparations into two classes, upon one of which we levied 50 
cents a pound, upon the theory that that was to offset the tax upon 
the alcohol, and upon the others we laid the same rate that was 
fixed by the act of 1883, namely, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

It seems to me this is an indirect attempt to take out of the 
alcoholic pS meyer a single preparation, and fix upon it a 
low rate of duty; and it seems to me, as at first devised, a very 
improper rate of duty. I wouldsuggest that this matter go over 
until to-morrow morning that we may be able to ascertain accu- 
rately what is the state of affairs. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am satisfied with it now. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move thatthe Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, May 15, 1894, at IL o'clock 
a.m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonpDay, May 14, 1894. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. W. H. Mit- 
BURN, D. D., Chaplain of the Senate. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION, INDEPENDENT TREASURY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, submitting an estimate of deficiency in 
the appropriation for salaries of special agents, independent 
treasury, 1894; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


INDUSTRIAL CHRISTIAN HOME OF UTAH. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communication 
from the First Comptroller in relation to the sum expended by 
the late disbursing agent of the Industrial Christian Home As- 
sociation of Utah for sundry repairs to the building for said 
home; also submitting a proposed amendment to the general de- 
ficiency bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 
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ELY MOORE AND DANIEL WOODSON. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communica- 
tion from the Second Comptroller, with inclosures, certifying for 
an appropriation the amount found due Ely Moore Daniel 
Woodson under the joint resolution approved April 2, 1894; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

WAR CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House copies of the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the following-named cases; which 
were severally referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed: 

Administrator of Mary Powell, deceased, vs. The United States. 

Administrator of E. M. Hale, deceased, vs. The United States. 

A. B. and William Shumate and T. O. Terry vs. The United 
States. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, on page 3473 of the RECORD it 
appears that on the 5th of April leave of absence was granted 
to myself for one week on account of important business. The 
fact is that on the Saturday previous I prepared a request of 
that character and left it with a colleague to be passed to the 
desk on Saturday. I went away on that Saturday for the pur- 
pose of attending to some important business about the Ist of 
April at my home. By some mishap the request did not reach 
the Speaker’s desk until after my return. I returned to the 
House on Wednesday, the 4th of April; and the RECORD of that 
day shows my name recorded on a yea-and-nay vote. On the fol- 
lowing day, the 5th, while in my seat, I heard the request read 
at the desk; and I did not correct it then, because of its total 
lack of consequence and because of my disinclination always to 
interrupt the proceedings. My attention has recently been di- 
rected to the matter; and as since that date circumstances have 
supervened which give some importance to the oy I thought 
it proper to make this statement that it may go into the RECORD. 


RESIGNATION OF HON. BARNES COMPTON, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following, which 
was read: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., May 12, 1894. 
My DEAR Sie: I hereby inform you of the fact that I have resigned my 
seat asa member of the Fifty-third Congress, to take effect on the 15th in- 
stant. Iam, 
Very truly, yours, 
BARNES COMPTON. 
Hon. CHARLES F. CRISP, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
7 Mr. CAMPBELL, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. CLANCY, for two days, on account of illness in family. 
To Mr. PAGE, for ten days, on account of sicknessin his family. 
To Mr. Epss, for six days, on account of sickness in Iris family. 
Mr. BRANCH, for one week, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee, for ten days, on account of sick- 
ness. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask indefinite leave of absence for my 
colleague, Mr. GRIFFIN, on account of sickness. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 


Cc. P., GOOUH. 


Mr, COOPER of Texas. [ ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which IT send to the desk. 

The bill (H. R. 3334) oherent one directing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay to C. P. h certain money due him 
for carrying the mail was read. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Is that one of those old cases——. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Yes, sir; butI trust my friend from 
Illinois will withhold his objection—— 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I shall have to object to it. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I trust the gentleman will withhold 
his objection until he can see the testimony. I would like the 
Clerk to read a letter and affidavit connected with the matter. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Well, Mr. Speaker, this belongs 
toa class of claims which I think ought to be considered at 
another time than in the morning hour and in another way than 
by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects. 

BRIDGE OVER MONONGAHELA RIVER. , 

Mr. DALZELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill (H. R. 6123) authorizing the construction of a bri 
over the Mo ahela River, at the foot of Dickson street, in 


the borough of Homestead, in the State of Pennsylvania, was 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from = arcane present consideration of the bill? 
There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amend- 
ments recommended by the committee were agreed to, and the 
bill as amended ordered to be engrossed and read the third time; 
and —_—! engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


On motion of Mr. DALZELL, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 
BENJAMIN F, POTEET. 
Mr.BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, Iask present consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 6969) for the relief of Benjamin F. Poteet. 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 
The bill was read at length. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like the gentleman to make an expla- 
nation of the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. BRYAN. This is to remedy a mistake made by one of 
the officials of the Land Department. A piece of land was sold 
and the first payment of $80 was made uponit. When, nine 
years afterwards, thesecond payment was made, instead of cred- 
iting the purchaser with the payment first made, the full amount 
was collected with interest from the time of the sale. 

Mr. SAYERS. The records show that? 

Mr. BRYAN. Yes, and I havea letter here from the Land 
Department which recognizes the right of the party to secure 
this repayment. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. LOUD. I object. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE COLUMBIA RIVER. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask present consideration 
of the bill (S. 1759) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to author- 
ize the Oregon and Washington Bridge Company to construct 
and maintain a bridge across the Columbia River between the 
State of Oregon and the State of Washington, and to establish 
it as a post-road.” 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. BYNUM. I object. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. 

TheSPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports. 

The committees were called; when reports were submitted and 
severally referred, as follows: 

_DAM ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS, from the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, the bill (H. R. 82) to authorize the Missouri River Power 
Company of Montana to construct a dam across the Missouri 
River—to the House Calendar. 

PREVENTION OF COLLISIONS AT SEA. 

Mr. FITHTAN, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, the bill (H.R. 6977) to amend an act approved August 
19, 1892, entitled ‘‘An act to adopt regulations for preventing 
collisions at sea”—to the House Calendar. 

ADJUSTMENT EIGHT-HOUR ACCOUNTS. 

By Mr. McGANN, from the Committee on Labor, the bill (H. 
R. 6072) noe for the adjustment and payment of the ac- 
counts of laborers and mechanics arising under the eight-hour 
a the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 


PROPERTY YOUNG MEN’S CHRISTIAN ASSOCIATION, DISTRICT 
OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I eall for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This being the second Monday, business 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia is in order. 
med i gentleman from Missouri indicate what bill he desires 
to up? 

Mr. HEARD. I desire to call up first the bill (H. R. 7071} 
to exempt the ne rty of the Young Men’s Christian Asso- 
ciation of the District of Columbia from taxation. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is inthe Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HEARD. The Committee on the District of Columbia 
ask that this bill be conside~ed ‘n the House as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

It is an application on the part of the Colored Young Men's 
Christian Association to have their association put on the same 
basis, as far as its property is concerned, as that occupied by 
the white men’s Chris Association, in regard to taxation, 


- 
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The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair 


will ask for objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the propery known as sublots 4 and 5, square 336, 
being houses numbered 1607 and 1609, Eleventh street northwest, in Wash- 
ington City, D. C., owned and occupied by the Young Men's Christian As- 
sociation of the District of Columbia, be, and the same hereby is, exempt 
from all taxation, subject to the provisions of section 8 of the act approved 
March 3, 1877, providing for exemptions of church and school property from 
taxation so long as the same is so occupied and used; and the taxes which 
have accrued and become due on said property on and after July 1, 1892, be, 
and the same are hereby, released, also subject to the provisions of said act. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 


tleman from Missouri to consider this bill in the House as in 


Committee of the Whole? 


Mr. BOWERS of California. I object. 


Mr. HEARD. Then I will pass over this bill for a moment 


until the gentleman from Alabama, Judge CoBB, who reported 
the bill is present. 


The SPEAKER. The bill is withdrawn for the present. 


STREET RAILWAY TICKETS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration the 
bill (S. 443) to provide for the sale of new tickets by the street 
railway companies of the District of Columbia. 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act no street 
railway ticket received for fare on any street railway in the District of Co- 
lumbia shall again be sold to any passenger, but shall be canceled by the 


company issuing such ticket. 

Src. 2. That any street railway company doing business in the District of 
Columbia which shall violate the provisions of this act shall be liable to a 
fine of not to exceed $10 for each offense, to be recovered in any court of com- 
petent jurisdiction. 

The Committee on the District of Columbia recommend the adoption of 
the following amendments: 

Strike out section | of the bill and insert: 

‘*That from and after the passage of this act, each street railway and street 
herdic transportation company in the District of Columbia shall issue its 
own tickets, and sell no tickets issued by any other company. Such tickets 
shall be printed and sold in sheets of six ticketseach, and after having been 
once used shall be canceled by the company which issued the same: Pro- 
vided, That all street railway companies and herdic transportation com- 
panies doing businessin the District of Columbia shall receive and exchange 
tickets with each other, and said companies shall make monthlysettlements 
with each other, and shall redeem in money any tickets in excess of the 
number of tickets exchanged.”’ 

Also, in section 2, after the word ‘“‘railway,”’ insert the words ‘‘or street 
herdic transportation.” 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, this is a Senate bill which was 
amended by the House, and which when returned to the Sen- 
ate, was further amended by that body. One of the amend- 
ments which it was intended to adopt, and which I supposed 
was adopted by the Senate, provided for the insertion, after the 
word ‘‘after” of the words ‘thirty days from,” so as to make 
it read ‘‘that from and after thirty days from the passage of 
this act,” etc., with a view of giving to the herdic transporta- 
tion company, which heretofore has not printed any tickets, 
thirty days in which to provide for the printing of tickets. 
I move therefore that that insertion be made as an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the proposed amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 7, page 2, after the word ‘‘after,” insert the words “thirty days 
from;” so as to read, ‘that from and after thirty days after the passage of 
this act,”’ ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

-Mr. DINGLEY. I should like to make an inquiry of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri per. HEARD]. I notice that this provides 
that these tickets shall be sold in sheets of six. Would it no 
be desirable to provide a uniform price, inasmuch as it is pro- 
posed to exchange tickets from one road to another? 

Mr. HEARD. I think that law already applies to all alike. 

Mr.DINGLEY. Why notinsert the words “six for 25 cents ”? 

Mr. HEARD. I think that is the lawnow. I think itapplies 
to all the companies in the District. 

a DINGLEY. If that is the law now, that answers my in- 
quiry. 

Mr. HEARD. I am quitesure that the law now compels every 
company in the District to sell six tickets for aquarter. 

Mr.DINGLEY. Unless the gentieman is certainon that point, 
would it not be well to insert those words, ‘‘ six tickets for 25 
cents ”’? 

Mr. HEARD. If the gentleman desires it, I will not object. 
It will make it necessary, however, to send the bill back to the 
Senate, and I am sure that is already the law. 

as If that is the law, it is not necessary to re- 
pea’ . 

Mr. HEARD. I am quite sure it is the law. 
company in the District but what does it. 

The te amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, and was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


There is no 
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On motion of Mr. HEARD, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL CATHEDRAL FOUNDATION. 

Mr. HEARD. I now ask for the consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 6838) to construe the act of Congress passed January 6, 1893, 
to incorporate the Protestant Episcopal Cathedral Foundation of 
the District of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eic., That the act of Congress entitled, ‘“ An act to incorpo- 
rate the Protestant Episcopal Cathedral Foundation of the District of Co 
lumbia,” approved January 6, 1893, shall, in respect of the powers of the cor- 
porators and of the trustees therein named, be deemed and construed to 
mean that when the board of trustees therein provided for shall have been 
duly chosen by the corporators said board shall succeed toand exercise all the 
powers of the corporation of whatever name and nature and all the powers 
of the said trustees as contained in the said act, subject to all the provi- 
sions and limitations in said act contained. ! 

Sec. 2%. That this act may be amended or repealed by Congress atany time 
at its pleasure. 


Mr. HEARD. 
is very short. 

The report (by Cops of Alabama) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 6838) ‘‘ To construe the act of Congress passed January 6, 1$93, to incor- 

orate the, Protestant Episcopal Cathedral Foundation of the District of Co- 

umbia,’’ report the same back with the recommendation that the same do 
pass. 

The object of this billis merely to make certain the provisions of the ex- 
isting law with reference to the management of said Foundation. Its pas- 
sage is requested by the corporators of the said Foundation, as appears from 
the following extract from the minutes of a meeting of said corporators: 
[‘*Extract from minutes of proceeding at meeting of incorporators of Prot- 

estant Episcopal Cathedral Foundation of District of Columbia, held April 

16, 1894. } 


* * * “And thesubject of proposed legislation was then taken up and 
the draft of proposed bill to construe the act or charter of incorporation ap- 
proved January 6, 1893, was then read. After debate and amendment it Was, 
on motion, ordered that a committee of three be appointed by the chairman 
to secure the enactment of the following bill. (Here follows copy of bill, 
marked A.) 

“The chairman then appointed Messrs. Glover, Britton, and Parke mem- 
bers of the above-named committee. 


Mr. Speaker, lask that the report be read. It 


“JOHN G. PARKE, Secretary.” 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

HEIRS OF ELIZABETH TOWNSEND. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 
6975) for the relief of the heirs and creditors of Elizabeth 
Townsend. 

The SPEAKER. 
mittee? 

Mr. HEARD. It has been reported, by the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. COBB]. 

The SPEAKER. There seems to be no Calendar bill at the 
desk. 

Mr. HEARD. I will send to the Clerk’s desk a copy of the 
bill, with the report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That all real estate lying in the District of Columbia 
heretofore ear by and conveyed to Elizabeth Townsend, otherwise 
known as Elizabeth Moore, and possessed by the said Elizabeth Townsend, 
otherwise known as Elizabeth Moore, at the time of her death, be relieved 
and exempted from the operation of an act entitled “Anact to restrict the 
ownership of real estate in the Territories to American citizens,’ approved 
March 3, 1887, and all forfeitures incurred by force of said act are, in respect 
to such real estate, hereby remitted. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the report be read. 
It is very short. I desire to state very briefly that the objectof 
the bill is to relieve the heirs of Elizabeth Townsend, who died 
in this District, from the operation of the statute which prohibits 
aliens from holding real estate in the Territories. The report 
made by my colleague [Mr. Coss of Alabama] explains the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

The report (by Mr. Coss of Alabama) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia have had under consideration 
the bill (H. R. 6975) for the relief of heirs and creditors of Elizabeth Town- 
send and report the same to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Elizabeth Townsend, otherwise known as Elizabeth Moore, was born an 
alien. At the date of her death she was possessed of certain interests in 
real estate lying in the District of Columbia and owed certain debts. Atthe 
time of her death she was a widow. It is not certain that her late husband 
Was ever a naturalized citizen; at least itis now difficult toobtain the proof 
of his naturalization. 

Under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1887, entitled “An act to re- 
strict the ownership of real estate in the Territories to American citizens,” 
it is claimed that the property of Elizabeth Townsend should escheat to the 
United States. To establish this claim protracted and expensive litigation 
would be necessary. Some portions of this property have been sold, and 
the fact of Mrs. Townsend having been born an alien affects harmfully the 
title and also affects the rights of certain creditors. 

As the possible interest of the District is inconsiderable and of doubtful 
character, the committee think the bill should pass. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 


Has this bill been reported from the com- 
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being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. ; " 
On motion of Mr. HEARD, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
WASHINGTON, ALEXANDRIA AND MOUNT VERNON RAILROAD. 
Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I now desire to call up the bill 
H. R. 7006. 
The title was read, as follows: 


A bill (HL. R. 7006) to authorize the Washington, Alexandria and Mount 
Veraon Electric Railway Company to extend its line of road intoand within 
the Disérict of Columbia, and for other purposes. 


The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimousconsent that the 
bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER.- The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that this bill be considered in the House as inCom- 
mittee of the Whole. Is there objection? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before that is done I would like to ask the 
gentieman if, in the provisions for allowing this railroad to ex- 
tend its track into the city, the usual restrictions are made. 

Mr. HEARD. I would say to the gentleman that they are; 
and so far as the bill is concerned, it has the approval of the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia, exceptas to its termi- 
nalat Fifteenth street, and its use of Fourteenth street southwest 
tothe Long Bridge; and that is matter of detail to be disposed of 
by the House. The bill in general has the approval of the Dis- 
trict Commissioners. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This bill does not allow it tocome in with the 
overhead trolley? 

Ra 1 er sat Notatall. All these restrictions are put in 
the bill. , 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
this bill in the House as in Committee of the Whole? [After a 
pause.| The Chair hears none. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I think the consent was that 
this bill should be considered in the House as in Committee of 
the Whole, and that would involve the reading of each section 
for amendment. 

The SPEAKER. [ff no gentleman desires to debate the bill 
the quostion will be on the third reading of the bill. 

Mr, RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I would say tothe gentle- 
man from Maine that nearly all of thesesections are in the iden- 
tical language of every street railroad bill passed. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The only inquiry I desire to make, so far as 
Iam concerned in the matter, is this: I understand, in response 
to my question, and I observe from the reading of the bill, that 
no overhead wires are permitted within the city limits. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is so. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to ask if any additional tracks 
will be constructed under this bill in the streets northof Penn- 
sylvania avenue? . 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No t of these lines 
touch Pennsylvania avenue. It is all south of Pennsylvania avy- 
enue. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is all I desire to ask. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I would like to ask one 
question for information. I see by referring to section 6, that 
the gentleman from Maine has referred to, it says: 

That no overhead wires shall be constructed or used within the limits of 
the city of Washington. ' 

I do not seo that there is any portion of this road in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, as when it leaves the city it also leaves the 
District. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is no part of itin the 
city; but that section is one, | would remind the gentleman from 
New Hampshire, that appears in all the street railroad bills, and 
is put there by the District Commissioners possibly by inadvert- 
ence, and if left out it would do no harm. It does no harm, be- 
cause the moment you leave the city limitson this line leave 
the District of Columbia limits also; but there is no objection to 
having it stricken out. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Ido not see that there is 
any use for section 6 at all. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think there is no objec- 
tion to this bill. It isrecommended by the District Commission- 
ers and by everybody, so far as [ know. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. It goes into Virginia when | did 


it leaves the city, and we have no ju in that State on 
this subject. 


Mr. McHiARDSON of Tennessee. This bill obliges the con- 
stituents of the gentleman from are (Mr. MEREDITH 

r. TERRY. Mr. Speeker, this isa important and 

has some very inaportens provisions in £h atieting tine Sights of 
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the public. I would like to inquire of the gentleman who pre- 
sents this bill, what is the effect of section 10, which reads: 

That it shall also be lawful for said corporation, its successors or assigns, 
toerect and maintain at such convenient and suitable point along its lines 
a8 May seem most desirable to the board of directors of said corporation 
and subject to the approval of the said commissioners an engine house or 
houses, er houses, etc. 

I would ask if the effect of that would not be to authorize this 
corporation to put these buildings on any of the public grounds 
that — be convenient? 

Mr. MEREDITH. No, no. 

Mr. TERRY. I would like to know that. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I should say, certainly not. 

Mr. TERRY. When you allow them to go through the prin- 
cipal streets without cost and without giving compensation, I 
would like to know why, on the same principle, it would not 

} rmit them to occupy any of the public grounds along their 
ine? 

Mr. MEREDITH. It would be impossible for this road to 
poses: its cars unless it had the necessary power, as it would 

ave to use the underground electric system; and it would be 
necessary to have such power houses as are needed for the opera- 
tion of the line, and they can not touch the public grounds in 
this city. There is nothing in the bill that would authorize 
them to do it. 

Mr. TERRY. The point I make is this: When the Govern- 
ment of the United States says it shall be lawful for this com- 
pany to occupy any ground along its right of way on which to 
put up itsstructures, it occurs to me that its legal effect will au- 
thorize them to use public ground of the United States just the 
same as it authorizes them to use the public streets. 

The Government owns the streets, and when it gives them the 
right of — that means that they can go through those streets 
without making compensation. Furthermore, in regard to the 
payment of taxes, it occurs to me that the rights of the public 
would be better protected by requiring them to pay so much per 
car. This imposing of taxes upon their earnings is very uncer- 
tain, because it is always very difficult to find out just what the 
earnings of those corporationsare. Another thing that I object 
to is this provision for the condemnation of private property; 
that it shall be done ‘‘under such regulations as the District 
court may provide.” I think it ought to be done under such 
regulations as Congress may provide; and, furthermore, I have 
always believed that the rights of the citizenshould be protected 
by giving him a jury trial in 7 case where the condemnation 
of his property is pooner I will therefore offer an amendment 
to section 21 providing that any property owner whose property 
it is proposed to condemn shail e entitled to the right of trial 
by jury upon any such issue. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That amendment in that 
section would hardly be of any use, because the road does not 
run through any private lands in the city, and the land that it - 
runs through in the State of Virginia—— 

Mr. TERRY. Let me read the gentleman what the section 


says. 
Mtr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have it before me. 
Mr. TERRY. This is what it provides: 

That in theevent the company should not be able tocome to an agreement 
with the owner or owners of any land through which the said road may be 
located or pass, proceedings for the condemnation for the use of the com- 
pany of so much of said land as may be required, not exceeding 150 feet in 
width, may be instituted in the usual way in the supreme court of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, under such rules and regulations as said court may pre- 
scribe for such purposes. : : 

Now, I do not believe in that sort of legislation. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is the method of 
making condemnation in this District in all cases I believe. 

Mr. TERRY. Why should not the citizen whose property is 
proposed to be condemned have a right to demand a jury trial 
as to the value of his property? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This section provides, as 
the gentleman has just read— 

That in the event the a should not be able to come to an 

owner or owners of any land through which the said r 








t 
may be 
pany of so inuch of vata land as snay ‘Se required * © * on ay be instituted 
regulations as said court may prescribe for such purposes. 7 

Now, that is the form adopted in all casesin this District, and 
I do not see the point of the gentleman’s objection to it. Any 
party who desired could go into court and have a jury trial. 
Mr. TERRY. S the regulations prescribed by the court 
not for a iu trial? 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The law provides for it, 
with the law. Ae T unteeuinal; olther party Udigent bas €e 

th the law. un either e 
right under the law to demand a jury 

r. TERRY. it makesno difference what the law is now. If 

you pass this bill this becomes the law, and you provide here that 
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this condemnation shall be made under such regulations as the 
court may prescribe. I do not care what the law now is. The 
question is what this section would allow the court to do. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, sir, this section has 
been drafted by the District Commissioners, and a like provi- 
sion is found in every bill that has been passed chartering a 
—s company for at least six years, and it has worked well. 

here has been no complaint about it, and the Commissioners 
a the draft of this provision, and they say it is satis- 

actory to the people of the District. 

Mr. TERRY. While Iam on the floor I desire to offer another 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Before the gentleman can do that it must 
be understood that general debate is exhausted, and that the 
pill shall be read by paragraphs. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I ask unanimous consent 
to dispense with the reading of the bill by paragraphs, and that 
any gentleman desiring to offer an amendment may be permitted 
to offer it to the section to which it applies. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee that the reading of this bill by para- 
graphs he dispensed with? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. How is this bill being considered, 
Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. In the House as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. TERRY. I ask that the bill bs read by paragraphs. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made to dispensing with the 
reading of the bill by paragraphs. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk, reading the bill by paragraphs, read as follows: 


And the said company is hereby authorized and empowered to construct 
and maintain at the foot of E street and New Hampshire avenue, and on 
Analostan Island, the necessary landings and slips for the operation of a 
ferryboat or transfer steamer, said landings and slips to be constructed on 

S approved by the Secretary of War. The necessary land at the foot of 

‘ew Hampshire avenue and E streetfor ferry slipand landing may be leased 

to said company by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia on such 

$ as said Commissioners may agree upon with saidcompany. Thesaid 
company is also authorized and empowered to construct, maintain, and 
operate, subject to the approval of the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia, a double-end steamboat or transfer barge for the transfer of its 
cars. These routes may be modified or extended at the will of Congress and 
the said railway company shall comply with such modifications or exten- 


Mr. DINGLEY. What land is referred to by the language, 
the necessary land at the footof New Hampshire avenue and E 
street * * may be leased to said company by the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Cnlumbia on such terms as the Com- 
missioners may agree upon,” etc.? 

Mr. MEREDITH. That is wharf property. The Commis- 
sioners claim that the wharfs belong to the city government, 
and in order to get some revenue from that source they propose 
to lease them to whatever companies want to use them. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. ‘' The necessary land at the foot 
of New Hampshire avenue and Estreet;” howmuch land is neces- 
sary? 

Mr. MEREDITH. One hundred and fifty feet. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Why notsayin the bill, then, ‘not 
to exceed 150 feet?” 

Mr. MEREDITH. That is what the law authorizes. 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. There is no such limitation here. 

Mr. MEREDITH. It means whatever amount is necessary to 
make the landing of this barge there. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Suppose itshould be claimed that 
10 acres were necessary? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Ido not know just how 
much would be necessary, but it is left entirely in the discretion 
of the Commissioners, aud they would not be likely to lease any 
more than was actually necessary, nor would the company be 
likely to ask for more than they really needed, because they 
would have to pay for it. 

I think the provision is sufficiently guarded. I have no ob- 

, of course, to any reasonable amendment; and I suppose 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MEREDITH] wil! not object. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is it intended that any rental shali be paid 
to the District for the use of this land? 

Mr. MEREDITH. Certainly, that is the meaning. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. As I understand, the pur- 

is to lease the land for whatever it may be worth. That 
was intended to be left in the discretion of the Commissioners. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But might not the District Commissioners 
under the provision as it stands in the bill lease this property 
to the railroad company on some terms which would not provide 


for the payment of a money rental? 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Of course, they might do 
es they would not. 
. DINGLEY. Is it really intended that the railroad com- 
matter? 


1894. 





il pay a fair money rental, or is it to besimply a nominal | 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understand it is to bea 
fair rental value. However, the gentleman from Virginia, who 
has been more immediately connected with this matter than I 
have, can possibly explain it more fully. I understood, and now 
understand, that a fair rental value is to be paid—not merely a 
nominal sum. 

Mr. MEREDITH. It was thought by the District Commis- 
sioners that they ought to receive rental for the use of the wharf 
at which this boat will have toland. Heretofore, I understand, 
the District has received nothing from these wharves. Some of 
them have been claimed by individuals: but the Commissioners 
claim that they belong to the Government. This railroad com- 
pany, of course, does not want anything from the Government 
or the District without paying for it. At the suggestion of the 
District Commissioners this clause was inserted; and under it 
the Commissioners wil! have authority to charge such rental as 
they may think just and proper. 

Mr. DINGLEY. My reason for making the suggestion is that 
in the past when railroad companies have been permitted to 
come into this city and take possession of city land under such 
terms as the District Commissioners might arrange, we have 
not as a matter of fact received rent; and now the railroads in 
some instances are almost insisting that they own the land by 
right of possession. I thought it desirable, therefore, that in 
this instance the rights of the Government should be protected, 
and that it should be understeod that this property of the Gov- 
ernment should be leased for such rental as might be agreed 
upon from year to year. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Ido not see how the interests of the Gov- 
ernment could be better protected than by the officers of the 
Government who have this matter incharge. It seems to me 
they may be trusted to protect the interests of the Government 
which are in their keeping, and not allow those interests to 
suffer. Ido not know any better way to protect the interests 
of the Government. 

Mr. TERRY. If the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MerRE- 
DITH|] is correct on that point, we need never have any regula- 
tions by law on matters of this kind, but may simply trust the 
officersall the time. In my view it is our business to protect the 
rights of the people as far as possible by law. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. In response to the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] as to a 
leasing from year to year, I would suggest that it might be a 
great disadvantage to this company if they should be obliged to 
come in and make a new agreement every year. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Would there be any objection to inserting 
after the words “ District of Columbia,” in line 34, the words 
‘fat such rental and,” so as to read, ‘‘ may be leased to said com- 
pany by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia at such 
rental and on such terms as said Commissioners may agree upon 
with said company ” ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is no objection at 
all to that. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Nota bit. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Anything that“secures 
the rights of the Government will not be objected to. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move the amendment which I have just 
stated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 6. That if the said railway be operated by overhead wires the corpo- 
ration shall furnish and maintain such 4 o~ along its line as the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia may direct without cost to District of 
Columbia; but no overhead wires shall bs constructed or used within the 
limits of the city of Washington. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I wish to inquire of some mem- 
ber of the committee what portion of this road which is now 
being chartered lies outside of the city of Washington and within 
the District of Columbia? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No part of it, I believe. 

Mr.GROUT. Then what does the language of section 6 mean? 

Mr. MEREDITH. I think I can explain. Within the Dis- 
trictof Columbia may be embraced Analostan Island and a marsh 
over which this road will have to pass when it passes over that 
island.to the Virginia shore. 

Mr. GROUT. But is not that within the city limits? 

Mr. MEREDITH. In crossing the river the road strikes An- 
alostan Island, and then has to cross over a little marsh on the 
Virginia side. That may be within the District of Columbia or 
it may not be; but certainly it is not within the limits of the 


city. 
Mr. GROUT. But here is a provision in section 6— 


That if the said railway be operated by overhead wires the corporation shall 
f maintain such lights along its line as the Commissioners of the 
of Columbia may direct without cost to District of Columbia. 


Mr. MEREDITH. That was meant to apply simply to that 











4728 


portion of the road before they reach the river. 
use the overhead wires inside of the city limits. 
Mr. GROUT. The section provides, in lines 5 and 6, as fol- 
lows: 
But no overhead wires shall be constructed or used within',the limits of 
the city of Washington. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
dulge me for a moment? 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This section is drafted in 
conformity with all bills of this character heretofore passed, al- 
lowing railroads to come within the city limits, placing this 
matter within the jurisdiction of the District Commissioners. 
The same principle is applicable in all cases. In this case the 
gentleman knows as you go north you get into the District after 
you leave the city limits, and the line runs through District ter- 
ritory. -Thisis intended to guard all of the District territory up 
to the limits of that line. But when you go south, after you 
strike the Potomac River, you leave the city limits and the Dis- 
trict beth. Asa matter of fact, the section had just as well be 
stricken out, for it does no good, although at the same time it 
does no harm. 

Mr. GROUT. i would object to striking out the whole sec- 
tion, for the last part of it provides that no overhead wires shall 
be used, as I have just stated, inside of the city limits. ButI 
was unable to understand from the reading of the paragraph 
what was intended by it, and I must confess my inability to do 
so now, even after having heard the explanations. I had sup- 
posed that when this road crossed the river, at the point that 
the charter authorized, it would come directly within the limits 
of the city of Washington. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I think I can explain the 
matter tothe gentleman. There is, I believe, an unsettled ques- 
tion as to whether the State of Virginia owns only up to the ex- 
treme western bank of the river between Virginia and Analos- 
tan Island, or whether its boundary is at the main channel of the 
Potomac, north and east of the island. A decision might put 
half, or some portion of the island, into the State of Virginia. 

Mr. MEREDITH. That is correct. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. If the gentleman will take 
a por 7 will notice that right at the farther end of the Aque- 
duct Bridge there is, or used to be, a causeway, extending away 
to the island. The question has not been decided as to whether 
the boundary line should run along that old channel or on the 
Georgetown side of the island. If that boundary line runs on 
the Georgetown side of Analostan island this clause is unneces- 


sary. 

Mr. MEREDITH. That is right. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
other side it would be necessary. 

Mr. GROUT. Then, let it be specifically stated that on Ana- 
lostan Island these overhead wires may be used and the lights 
provided, etec., as specified. 

Mr. LACEY. Let me suggest to my friend from Vermont in 
this connection that I think it necessary to leave this provision 
asitis. Suppose a subsequentact is passed permitting the build- 
ing of a bridge over the river within the citylimits. The ques- 
tion wou!d then arise as to that partof the river. This is the 
same provision that is employed in all of the acts—the general 
act volun to the construction of railroads in the city. It can 
do no harm, and while it may be of no special value here it may 
be useful after awhile. 

Mr. GROUT. In reply to my friend from Iowa, I will state 
that when legislation interposes, providing for a bridge and the 
moée of transfer for the railway, then these matters can be pro- 
vided by legislation as to the use of overhead wires if it be 
deemed desirable. : 

But I do not like the character of this section, and I move to 
strike out all of the section except lines 5 and 6; and also move 
to add these lines to the end of section 5. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment pro- 

d by the gentleman from Vermont. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike cut in section 6— 

‘Sec. 6. That if the said railway be operated by overhead wires the cor- 

hts along its line as the Com- 
rect, without cost to District 


They can not 


Will the gentleman in- 


Whereas if it goes on the 


poration shall furnish and maintain such 1 
missioners of the District of Columbia may 
of Columbia” — 
and add to section 5 the following words: 

** But no overhead wires shall be constructed or used within the limits of 
the city of Washington.” 


The amendment was adopted. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Src, 7. That nothing in this act shall prevent the District of Columbia at 
any time, atits option, from altering the e of any avenue, street, or 
highway occupied by said railway, or from altering and i streets, 
avenues, and hways, and the sewerage thereof; in such event it shall be 
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the duty of said company to change its said railway and the pavement soas 
to conform to such grades and improvements as may have been established. 

Mr. TERRY. I move to amend by inserting after the word 
company,” in line 6, the words, ‘‘atonce.” Ihave known cases 
in which, after a corporation had been directed to change the 
grade of its road, there were unnecessary delays. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is no objection to 
the amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 8. That it shall be lawful for said railway company, its successors or 
assigns, to make all needful and convenient trenches and excavations in 
any of said streets or places where said company may have the right to 
construct and operate its road, and place in such trenches and excavations 
all needful and convenient devices and machinery for operating said rail- 
road in the same manner and by the means aforesaid. But whenever such 
trenches or excavations shallinterfere with any sewer, gas, or water pipes, 
or any subways or conduits, or any public work of the kind which has been 
ordered by the Commissioners, then the expense necessary to change such 
underground constructions shall be borne by the said railroad company. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I notice that this section 
provides in lines 6 and 7— 

tig operating said railroad in the same manner and by the means afore- 
said. 


I do not find in the bill any means aforesaid provided for 
operating the road. There are provisions that it shall not be 
operated in a given way, but none that I can see providing how 
it shall be operated. 

Mr. MERIDITH. Look at section 12—— 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. That is not aforesaid. I 
move to strike out the word ‘‘ aforesaid” and insert ‘‘ herein 
provided.” 

Mr. MEREDITH. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to call the attention of the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill to the fact that this company is author- 
ized to make all ‘‘ trenches and excavations in any of the city 
streets,” and so on, where necessary. Now, should there not be 
some limitation on this? They may make them whenever they 
please and a whatever time they please under this pro- 
vision. Should they not first obtain permission from the Com- 
missioners of the District? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If the gentleman will per- 
mit me, they have to do that now. All of these lines are con- 
structed under the direction of the District Commissioners. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This seems to be, however, a blank authority 
given to make all the trenches and excavations without limita- 
tion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The general provisions of 
the bill make it all subject to the oversight and under the care 
and direction of the Commissioners. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Would that apply to this particular pro- 
vision of the bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It would. 
not tg 5 to limiting it in every direction. 

Mr. DINGLE I move to amend in the second line by in- 
serting after the word ‘‘ assigns” the words, ‘‘ having first ob- 
tained the permission of the District Commissioners therefor.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That isall right. There 
is no objection to that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iask the Clerk to take down that amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 2, of section 8, after the word ‘assigns,’ insert the words, “ hav- 
ing firstobtained the parmission of the District Commissioners therefor.”’ 


Mr. DINGLEY. I suppose there is no objection to that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. None atall. I think itis 
the law now. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TERRY. I move to amend by inserting after the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New Smmehinn [Mr. BAKER] the 
following: 

But shall at once restore the street to like good condition as it was before. 

A great many of the streets are torn up in that way now, and 
it is sometimes weeks before they are restored, and then not re- 
stored to as good condition as they were before. Those things 
ought to be ioe for. 

Mr. MEREDITH. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. They are obliged todo that 


anyway. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please reduce the amend- 
ment to writing. 
. ae TERRY. It is tocome in after the word “ provided,” in 
ne 7. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please reduce it to writ- 
ing. The Chair can not submitan amendment of that character 
ess it is reduced to writing. It avoids confusion. 
Mr. DINGLEY. [I suggest that instead of the words “ atonce” 
the word ‘‘forthwith ” be used. 


But'I would 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 7, after the word “provided,” in the amendment of\/Mr. BAKER 
of New Hampshire, insert “but shall at once forthwith restore the streets 
to a like g condition as it was before.” 


Mr. DOCKERY. I suggest that the words ‘it was” should 
be stricken out and the words ‘‘ they were” inserted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must reduce his amendment 
to writing. The Clerk will report the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Every motion made to the House and entertained by the Speaker shall be 
reduced to writing on the demand of any member, and shall be entered on 
the Journal, with the name of the member making it, unless it is withdrawn 
the same day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair requires gentlemen to conform 
to the rule, and gentlemen offering amendments will please re- 
duce them to writing and send them up. 

Mr. TERRY. I willstate that it has been the practice of the 
House ever since I have been here for the Clerk to reduce short 
amendments like this to writing. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman sees the confusion that 
arises. This amendment as now reported is not grammatical. 

Mr. TERRY. The Clerk should leave out the words “at 
once” and put in the word ‘‘ forthwith,” which I have accepted 
at the suggestion of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]. 

The amendment was reduced to writing. 

TheSPEAKER. TheClerk wiilagain report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by inserting, after the amendment of Mr. BAKER of New Hamp- 
shire, the following: 

“But shall forthwith restore the street to like gool condition as it was 
before.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follows: 


SEc. 10, That it shall also be lawful for said corporation, its successors or 
assigns, to erect and maintain, at such convenient and suitable points along 
its lines as may seem most desirable to the board of directors of the said 
corporation, and subject to the approval of the said Commissioners, an en- 
gine house or houses, boiler house, and all other buildings necessary for the 
successful operation of a cable motor, electric, pneumatic, or other railroad. 

Mr. TERRY. I move to strike out section 10. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out section 10. 


Mr. TERRY. Under section 10, left unguarded as it is, this 
company can go and put these houses anywhere they please, and 
under my construction of the section, it will authorize them to 

ut them on property belonging to the Government of the 

nited States. Now, if the committee will make a proper 
amendment there, limiting it to their own property, I shall not 
object. Ican not draft the amendment at this moment, and I 
move to strike out the section unless it is amended. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think that amendment 
iswholly unnecessary. I do notthink the House of Representa- 
tives will vote out so important a section as that. If there is 


any reasonable limitation necessary to be put upon the company, | 


we are willing to put it on. 

Mr. LACEY. I offera substitute for the amendment of the 
gentleman from Arkansas, which I send to the desk. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Anamendmentto the text would take prece- 
dence of a motion to strike out. ‘ 

Mr. LACEY. Let my proposition be reported? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can offer his amendment as 
an amendment to the original text. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word “maintain” in line 
grounds.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Now the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
TERRY] moves to strike out the section. 

Mr. TERRY. I now withdraw the motion to strike out the 
section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 12. That the said eer may run public carriages ae by 
cable, electric, or other mechanical power; but nothing in this act shail 
allow the use of steam power in locomotives: Provided further, That for the 

urpose of making a continuous connection the said company shall have 

he right to cross all streets, avenues, and highways that may be deemed 
n for this purpose: Provided, That whenever the foregoing route 
or routes may coincide with the route or routes of any duly incorpor- 
ated street railway company in the District of Columbia the tracks 
shall be used by both companies, which are hereby authorized and em- 
wered to use such tracks in common, upon such fair and equitable 
as sale agreed upon by said companies; and in the event the 

said com fail to 


ouree upon equitable terms, either of said com- 

es fa eee nat petition the supreme court of the District of 
lum bia, 8 , 

ing of all interested, and 


provide for proper notice to and hear- 
conditions upon which and the 


9 
“y 


the words, ‘“‘upon private 


have power to determine the terms 
regulations under which the company 





hereby incorporated shall be entitled so to use and enjov the track of such 
other street railway company, and the amount and manner of compensation 
to bejpaid therefor: And provided Jurther, That neither of the companies 
using such track in common shall be permitted to make the track so used 
incommon the depot or general stopping es to await passengers, but 
shall only be entitled to use the same for ordinary ——— ofits cars, with 
the ordinary halts for taking up and dropping off passengers: Provided, 
That this shall not apply to or interfere with any station already established 
on any existing lines; that said corporation is authorized and empowered 
to propel its cars over the line of any other road or roads which may be in 
the alignment with and upon such streets as may be covered by the route 
or routes as prescribed in this act, in accordance with the conditions here- 
inbefore contained; and that this corporation shall construct and repair 
such portions of its road as may bs upon the line or routes of any other 
road thus used; and in case of any cisagreement with any company whose 
line of road is thus used, such disagreement may be summarily determined 
upon the application of either road to any court in said District having 
competent jurisdiction. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire what is 
intended by the clause commencing in line 4, after the words 
‘provided further:” 

That for the purpose of making a continuous connection the said company 
shall have the right to cross all streets, avenues, and highways that may be 
deemed necessary for this purpose. 

Is that intended to give the right to go anywhere except such 
as specifically stated here? 

Mr. MEREDITH. Certainly not. 

Mr. GROUT. Then I move that that clause be stricken out. 
We do not want any blind and uncertain plunge taken in this 
city in a matter of this kind. 

Mr. MEREDITH. They have to cross the streets and alleys 
between the points marked out. 

Mr.GROUT. But it does not say ‘‘alleys.” 
avenues, and highways.”’ 

Mr. HEPBURN. They are authorized to do that in the first 
section. 

Mr.GROUT. Theyshould specify where they want to go, and 
have it distinctly stated in the bill. I do not think that that 
clause ought to remain in the bill. I move that the clause be 
stricken out from ‘the word ‘‘ provided,” in line 4 down to and 
including the word ‘ purpose,” in line 7 of this section of the 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the language pro- 
posed to be stricken out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided further, That for the purpose of making a continuous connec- 


tion the said company shall have the right to cross all streets, avenues, and 
highways that may be deemed necessary for this purpose. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, Mr. Speaker, the 
reason I do not think this amendment ought to be adopted is 
that that language is language, asI have explained before, that 
is inserted in all these bills. It may not be necessary in this 
particular bill, but at the same time I do not think it ought to 

stricken out. The line of this road is definitely settled in 
the first section of the bill, beginning with line 9: 

A main line commencing on B street between Sixth and Seventh streets 
northwest, at a point to be designated by the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, thence westward along B street to Seventeenth street. 

Well now, of course you would cross all the streets between 
Band Seventeenth. Thatis the beginning point. These words 
which the gentleman moves to strike out simply authorize the 
company, in pursuing the line designated for its route, to cross 
any streets that the line crosses. That isall: 

For the purpose of making a continuous connection the said company 
shall have the right to cross all streets, avenues, and highways that may be 
deemed necessary for this purpose. 

For what purpose? Simply for the purpose of making the line 
continuous and along the route designated. I donot think it is 
any broader than that. It is not intended to give them any 
power except along the lineof streets mentioned in the first sec- 
tion. 

Mr. GROUT. Very well, then; I think this provision ought 
to go out of the bill. Here is a sort of blind provision that may 
mean much or little. Another fact; without a map set before us 
or intimate knowledge, no one can certainly tell what it does 
mean. It is sucha provision as should not be put in any charter 
of this kind, it seems tome. If this corporation know where 
they want to go with their tracks, they should be able to come 
here and tellus. Iam not willing that they should have this 
sort of- provision—to allow them to go at will between certain 
fixed pointsso as to make a continuous line, and to complete the 
connection without specifying definitely whersa they are to go. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not think it is in- 
tended to do that, if the gentleman will allow me. 

Mr. GROUT. It may be that, andit may not be that. If it is 
not that, it does not mean anything, Mr. Speaker, because the 
line is professed to be specifically marked outin the first section 
of the pill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 


Itsays ‘‘ streets, 


It is. 
We should know 


Mr. GROUT. And itshould be designated 
just where it is to go. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
gin, { admit. ; 

Mr. GROUT. Precisely so. And I think the gentleman 
ought to amend the bill so as to let that section go out. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Let me. ask the gentle- 
man, who has had a great deal of experience on this committee, 
having beon chairman of it, and having served on it for a num- 
ber of years—I do not know when that provision came into 
these bills, but it is put in them all, as I understand. 

Mr. GROUT. Just one word there.’ I am not aware, Mr. 
Speaker, of that being a standard provision of these bills. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Perhaps not; but I am 
under the impression that it was. 


There ought to be no mar- 


Mr. GROUT. If it is, it is not within my knowledge. It is 
new to me. 

Mv. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I want toask the gentle- 
man this question. I think I know what his answer will be, as 


soon as | get his attention. 

or instance, the first section calls for a beginning on D street 
between Sixthand Seventh. Letus assume, then, that the road 
begins there and runs along D street to Seventeenth street, 
which is the line marked out. Now, is there any doubt in the 
gentleman's mind that in following that line, if this charter be 
granted, the company would have the right to cross Eighth 
street, Ninth street, Eleventh street, and so on up to Seven- 
teenth street? 

Mr. GROUT. Of course not; because that street crosses all 
those streets. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
guage in the bill is necessary. 

Mr.GROUT. Then let it go out. I donot wish foramoment 
to be suspected of making opposition to this charter. I want to 
see it granted, and I want to see this corporation build its road 
rp into the city and give people an opportunity to go down to 

ount Vernon by electric railway, but at the same time I think 
the charter ought be properly guarded. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I think this provision extends 
the powor of this corporation beyond the limits prescribed else- 
where in the bill. 

Mr. GROUT. I do not say that it does, but I think it may. 

Mr. HUNTER. ‘ That for the Pre of making acontinual 
connection the said company shall have the right to cross all 
streets, avenues, and histtoaee that may be deemed necessary 
for this purpose.” That language, I think, might cover streets 
that are not included in the general route. I agree with the 

entleman from Vermont that it should be stricken out of the 
ii} 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessse. While I agree with the 
S——— from Vermont in his argument, I think we can amend 
he language so as to meet the difficulty which the gentleman 
suggests. The language of text is, ‘‘ That, for the purpose of 
making acontinuous connection, the said company shall have the 
right to cross all streets, avenues, and highways that may be 
deemed necessary for this purpose.” Now, I propose to amend 
by inserting in line 5, after the word ‘‘ connection,” the words 
‘over the route herein described and designated.” _ 

Mr. GROUT. I see no objection to that modification. It is 
certainly an improvement upon the language as it now stands. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move 
to amend the text in that way. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by inserting, in line 5, section 12, after the word “connection,” the 
words “ over the route herein described and designated.” 

Mr, GROUT. I sup the gentleman means also to strike 
out the words now in the sentence following the word ‘‘ connec- 

on. 

Mr, RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I propose tomake it read: 
‘That for the purpose of making a continuous connection over 
the route hereinbefore described and designated, the company 
shall have the right to cross all streets,” etc. 

Mr.GROUT. I do not like the latter part of that sentence, 
Mr. Speaker, ‘‘ that the ay shall have the right to cross 
all streets, avenues, and highways that may be deemed neces- 
sary for this purpose.” Iam not in favor of granting any such un- 
certain poweras thas. 
here distinctly defined. If the gentleman will agree to strike 
out all after the word ‘‘ connection ” and insert the words which 
he has suggested, I see no objection tothe provision when modi- 
fied in that way. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move 
to further modify the text by striking out the words “ 

for this purpose,” and inserting “on said line.” 

Mr. GROUT. If the gentleman will say “along the desig- 
nated streets,” I shall have no objection to 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. ‘On said line” is the 
same, is it not? 


T can not see how this lan- 
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Mr. GROUT. It is not as satisfactory tome. Iprefer ‘along 
the designated streets.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then I will modify it in 
that way, and I ask that the text so modified be now read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided further, That, for thep of making a continuous connection 
over the route hereinbefore described and designated, the said company 
shall have the right to cross all streets, avenues, and highways that may be 
along the designated streets. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Vermont with- 
draw his motion to strike out. 

Mr. GROUT. Yes, sir. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 16. That said company shall, on or before the 15th of February of 
each year, make a report to Con through the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, of the names of all the stockholders therein and the 
amount of stock held by each, t ther with a detailed statement of the re- 
ceipts and expenditures, from whatever source and on whatever account, 
for the oes year ending December 31, and such other facts as may be 
required by any general law of the District of Columbia, which report shall 
be verified by the affidavit of the president and econ of said com y, 
and, if said — is not made at the time specified or within ten days there- 
after, such failure shall of itself operate as a forfeitureof the privileges and 
—— hereby granted to said company, and it shall be the duty of the Com- 
missioners to cause to be instituted proper judicial proceedings therefor; 
and said company shall pay to the Distrket of Columta, in lieu of personal 
taxes upon oa property, includ cars and motive a each year, 
4 per cent of its gross earnings in the District of Columbia, which amount 
shall be payable to the collector of taxes at the times and in the manner that 
other taxes are now due and payable, and subject to the same penalties on 
arrears; and the franchise and property of said company, both real and 
personal, to asufficient amount may be seized and sold in satisfaction thereof, 
as now vided by iaw for the sale of other property for taxes; and said per 
cent of its gross earnings shall bein lieu of all other assessments of personal 
taxes upon its ere used solely and exclusively in the operation and 
management of said railway. Its real estate shall be taxed as other real 
estate in the District of Columbia: Provided, That its tracks shall not be 
taxed as real estate. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend that section by 
striking out the proviso at the end of it: ‘‘ Provided, That its 
track shall not be taxed as real estate.” 

TheSPEAKER. Ifthere beno objection, the amendment will 
be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
that amendment, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, the track of this company is a 
part of their real estate. When they undertake to estimate the 
value of their railroad property they will estimate the track as 
a part of it, and I see no reason why they should not be taxed 
— that as well as upon other real estate. In a great number 
of the States of this Union the railroads are asses and have to 

y taxes on the value of their tracks, bridges, etc. 

Mr. MEREDITH. In those cases the railroad company owns 
the land; in this case the Government owns the land. 

Mr. TERRY. But you put in the cost of the equipment of 
your track as part of the value of your property; and many of 
the States impose a tax upon the value of the tracks and bridges 
of railroad yee 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It would be a very unu- 
sual thing to make street railroads in the city of Washington 
pay taxes upon the street over which they run—on the real es- 
tate in the middle of astreet. That belongs to the city. 

Mr. TERRY. My amendment does not provide for taxing 
the company upon the street. The tracks include the steel 
rails and other things that make up the tracks—not the street. 

Mr. MEREDITH. Those are not real estate. 

Mr. TERRY. If they are not real estate, why put in this pro- 
viso having relation to real estate? If these are not real estate 

our proviso means nothing. I insist they are real estate. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I was about to remark 
that it would be an unusual requirement to make a street rail- 
road pay taxes on the streets of the ry 4 of Washington. The 
streets belong to the city; and all thatthe railroad company en- 
joys is a mere easement—the right of way over the city’s prop- 
erty, for the use of which it is taxed in this bill 4 per cent on all 
its rine 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Its gross earnings? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Its gross earnings. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Thatisin lieu of all other taxes 


There is no objection to 


I want to have the grant which we make |'or burdens, except the maintenance of its tracks and the pave- 


ments? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes,sir. The company 
is required to keep the street in good order, not only between 
its tracks, but for 2 feet outside of the rails. Now, the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. TeRRyY] would in ef- 
fect put title to this street property in the railroad company, 
for certainly you would not tax them for something they do not 
own. For the easement, as I have already stated, they pay a rea- 
sonable taxation. If they own any real estate, any car house or 
power house, etc., or if eo estate for any pur- 
poses of their own, they pay tax on it just as the owner of any 
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other real estate pays tax. But, Mr. Speaker, I do not think 
is House will undertake to single out one railroad among all 
railroads in the city and require it to submit to the unusual 
and extraordinary burden of being taxed upon the street itself, 
over which the railroad has simply a right of way. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. he gentleman from Tennessee 
has spoken of a provision requiring the payment of 4 per cent 
tax on the gross earnings. Does that provision apply to exist- 
ing railways—the Washington and Georgetown, for instance? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It applies to every rail- 
road in the District of Columbia. Last year the Washington 
and Georgetown road paid, as4 per cent tax on its earnings, 
something like $40,000; the Metropolitan road $16,000 or $17,000. 
This tax is paid every year. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If I understand the matter cor- 
rectly, this company proposes to cross theriver by ferry, and to 
extend its road from Alexandria to Mount Vernon? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is correct. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It seems to me that the District 
and everybody in the District and out of it, are interested in the 
construction of thisrailway. And while I believe thatall proper 
guards should be provided in this bill, and that this road should 
pay taxation the same as the other roads do, Ishould very much 
regret to see imposed upon this road an undue burden which 
might prevent its construction. It seems to me that for many, 
many years tocome, this company will have to wait for dividends. 
I should be much more in favor of putting a 10 per cent tax (if 
we had the power) on the earnings of the Washington and 
Georgetown road than putting additional burdens upon a new 
venture like this, running through a sparsely settled country. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennesse. The gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] has made my speech more clearly than I 
could make it. I will only say in addition that this amendment 
would imposea very unusual and unjustrequirement. We allow 
the Washington and Georgetown road to occupy Pennsylvania 
avenue from one end to the other. That road pays no such tax 
as this amendment proposes. We permit the Metropolitan road 
to occupy I street, one of the best thoroughfaresin the city; and 
that railroad pays no such tax as the gentleman from Arkansas 
advocates. The road which this bill proposes to charter is de- 
signed really as an accommodation to the people who wish to 
visit Mount Vernon or the National Cemetery at Arlington. 

If the amendment is meritorious, and if Congress should de- 
cide to enforce the policy of compelling these roads to pay taxes 
on the streets over which they run, I suggest that this ought to 
be done by a general bill, taxing all the railroad companies 
alike. We should not make this taxation bear solely upon this 
little weak road which we are now proposing to charter. Ap- 

ly it toall roads alike, and ifit is theright policy let my friend 
ntroduce a bill and send it to the committee, and I will undertake 
to say for the committee that it will have careful consideration. 

Mr. TERRY. My friend from Tennessee produces confusion 
by his use of terms. He confuses the track of a railroad com- 
pany with its right of way. I am not proposing to tax the right 
of way given through the streets of the city; notat all. But 
there is a clear, well-settled, and judicially-ascertained distinc- 
tion between the right of way and the track of a railroad; and 
I say, sir, that in a number of the States of the Union railroads 
are taxed upon their tracks and their franchise as well. 

Now, this proviso does notsay provided they shall not be taxed 
on the right of way, but it says that they shall not be taxed on 
the tracks. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 

Mr. TERRY. Oh, yes. ; 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No; but that the tracks 
pe not be taxed as realestate. They pay 4 per cent on the 

8. 

Mr. TERRY. Oh,no; onthe gross earnings, not on the tracks. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But they can notearn any- 
thing without the track. It is simply a definition of terms pro- 
viding that the track shall not be regarded as real estate. 


It does not say that. 


Mr. TERRY. Does the gentleman from Tennessee consider 
the tracks as part of the gross earnings? 
Mr. RIC ON of Tennessee. No—— 


Mr. TERRY. That is the inference to be drawn from the gen- | 


tleman’s statement. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No; but the tracks are the 
medium by which they make gross earnings. 

Mr.T Y. That may be; but they are no part of the gross 


a. Their tracks are a part of their assets cutside of the 
— wa . 


LACEY. Mr. Speaker, if this corporation acquires real | 


estate in the city and lays tracks in connection with it, in the 
absence of this proviso they might be compelled to pay double 
taxes, because track may be regarded as pertaining to the 


real estate in the city. This provision is intended to require 


them to pay only a tax on the gross earnings, just as the other. 
railroad corporations in the city pay. It is to provide that 
there shall be no discrimination as against one road and in favor 
of another. 


_ The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
‘fayes” seemed to have it. 

Mr. MEREDITH. [ demand a division. 

The House divided, and there were—ayes 20, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LACEY. lLagsk unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, to re- 
turn to section 12 for the purpose of correctiig a clerical error 
in theamendment adopted to that section. I move tostrike out 
the word ‘‘streets”” in the last line of the amendment to this 
section and insert the word ‘' route.” 

There being no objection, the amendment was considered and 
agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 18. That the said company shall have at all times the free and unin- 
terrupted use of the roadway, and if any person or persons shall willfully, 
mischievously, and unlawfully obstruct or impede the passage of cars of 
said railway company with a vehicle or vehicles, or otherwise, or in any 
manner molest or interfere with passengers or operatives while in transit, 
or destroy or injure the cars of said railway, or depots, stations, or other 
property belonging to the said railway company, the person or persons so 
offending shall forfeit and pay for each such offense not less than $25 nor 
more than $100 to said company, to be recovered as other fines and penalties 
in said District, and shall remain liable, in addition to said penalty, for any 
loss or damage occasioned by his or her or their act as aforesaid; but no 


suit shall be brought unless commenced within sixty days after such offense 
shall have been committed. 


_ Mr. HEPBURN. _I move to insert after the word ‘‘ roadway” 
in line 2 of this section the words ‘“‘subject to the rights of the 
public;” so that the section will read: 


That the said company shall have at all times the free and uninterrupted 
use of the roadway subject to the rights of the public. 


Mr. MEREDITH. We will accept that amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is no objection to it. 
The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 21. That in the event the company should not be able to come to an 
agreement with the owner or owners of any land through which the said 
road may be located or pass, proceedings for the condemnation for the use 
of the company of so much of said land as may be required, not exceeding 150 
feet in width, may be instituted in the usual way in the supreme conrt of 
the District of Columbia, under such rules and regulations as said court may 
prescribe for such purposes. 


Mr. TERRY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I offer the amendment that 
I suggested sometime ago to this section. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of section 21 insert: “Provided that any property owner 
have the right of trial by jury in such issue.” 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Theamendment is accept- 
able to the Committee. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 2%. That the tracks and ferry of said company shall be deemed and 
taken to be a public highway, to the extent that they may be freely used for 
the passage of cars by the Falls Church and Potomac Railway Company 
from such point as sald company may connect with the Washington, Alex 
andria and Mount Vernon Electric Railway Company, and may run its cars 
to the eastern terminus of said latter-named company’sroad. And the cars 
of said Falls Church and Potomac Railway Company shall be propelled over 
the said line, from said junction to said eastern terminus, by the motive 
power of said Washington, Alexandria and Mount Vernon Electric Railway 
Company, and the said Falls Church and Potomac Railway Company shail 
have the right to collect fares on its said cars us fully as if operating that- 
— of the line in its own right. But said Falls Church and Potomac 

tailway Company shall make just compensation for the use of said track, 
ferry, and motive power; and in case any dispute should arise concern- 
ing such compensation or manner of use any party in interest may apply to 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia, which court is hereby em- 
powered to fix the amount to be paid for such use and motive power and the 
mode in which such use may be enjoyed: Provided, That the limitations, 
requirements, and restrictions imposed by this act upon the Washington, 
Alexandria and Mount Vernon Electric Railway shali apply to the Falls 
Church and Potomac Railway Company; andthe said Falls Church ana Poto- 
mac Railway Company shall be subject, in case of any violation of the limi 
tations, requirements, and restrictions aforesaid, to the same fines, penal- 
ties, and forfeiture of the privileges and rights herein granted as the Wash- 
ington, Alexandria and Mount Vernon Elictric Railway is subject to. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, in line 25 of this section and also 
in line 31 I move to amend by inserting after the word ‘‘rail- 
| way” the word ‘‘company.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr.GROUT. Iwouldlike toinquireof thecommittee whether 
| they have considered the question of the right of Congress to 
| legislate with reference to the Falls Church and Potomac Rail- 
| road Company and its connection with this company outside of 
| the District of Columbia’ Let me also inquire what the motive 
| power of the Falls Church and Potomac Railroad Company is to 
, be? 

Mr.MEREDITH. [twill have toconform to the motive power 
of this road. That is a road that has not yet been built. It has 
been chartered, however. 

Mr. GROUT. Chartered by the State of Virginia? 

Mr. MEREDITH. Yes. 


noes 32. 


shall 
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Mr. GROUT. Now, this provides for a junction in the State 
of Virginia between these two roads, mit understand it pro- 
vides certain methods by which the rights of the two corpora- 
tions shall be adjusted. As to so much of the two lines as lie 
within the limits of the District of Columbia of course there 
can be no question as to the right of Congress to exercise juris- 
diction over them. But let me ask if there is any attempt or 
any proposition to fix the place at which the union between these 
two roads shall be effected? 

Mr. MEREDITH. On the Virginia side? 
to do with that. 

Mr. GROUT. Yousay you have nothing to do with it, but it 
is provided for in the bill. I think we have no right to deal 
with these corporations outside the District lines except in in- 
terstate commerce. 

Mr. HEARD. If my friend will allow me, there were two bills 
pending before our committee, one on behalf of the company we 
are now seeking toincorporate and the other on behalfof the line 
from Falls Church to come into the District, and they both 
sought ferry crossings, that is, the privilege of crossing the 
river at about the same point, and after consultation between 
the representatives of the two companies and the District Com- 
missioners they agreed that they should come in by the same 
ferry, using the same ferry privilege, and then to occupy the 
same track in the city to get to the same focal point; and that 
provision to which the gentleman refers was designed to sub- 
ject the Falls Church road when it should come into the District 
to all the restrictions and regulations which this bill imposes 
upon the Washington and Mount Vernon road. 

Mr.GROUT. Letmeask the chairman while ha is on his feet 
if he does notthink there should be a limitation of that authority 
to so much of these lines as lie within the District of Columbia? 
This assumes to provide for the use of these tracks in the State 
of Virgivia owned by these different corporations, one of which 
is already chartered by the State of Virginia and the other of 
which is being incorporated by Congress within the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. You might add after the 
word ‘‘tracks” in the first line of section 25, the words “ within 
the District of Columbia.” There is no objection to that. I 
think the gentleman’s criticism is correct. f course we could 
not deal with the rights of the two corporations outside of the 
District. We should be limited to the District, whether we say 
60 or not. 

Mr. GROUT. 
yond that. 

Mr. HEARD. Would the amendment suggested by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] be acceptable to the 
gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout]? 

Mr. GROUT. Yes; I think so. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
amendment: 

After the word ‘‘company,” in line 1 of section 25, 
words ‘‘ within the District of Columbia.” 

The SPEAKER protempore. TheClerk will report the amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Tn line I of section 25, after the word ‘‘company,”' insert the words ‘‘ within 
the District of Columbia; ”’ so that it will read: ‘‘That the tracks and ferry 
of said company within the District of Columbia shall be,” etc. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is correct. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I move the previous ques- 
tion on the amendments, engrossment, third reading, and pas- 

e of the bill. 

he previous question was ordered. 

The question was taken on ordering the third reading of the 
bill as amended, and the Speaker protemporeannounced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 60, noes 2. 

Accordingly the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was read the third time. 

The question was taken on the passage of the bill, and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused, only four members voting 
therefor. 

Accordingiy the bill was a 

On motionof Mr. HEARD, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. s 


STREET RAILWAY TICKETS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, laboring under a misa hen- 
sion this morning with regard to thestatus of the bill (S. 443) to 


We have nothing 


Of course; but the section assumes to go bo- 


Then I offer the following 


insert the 


provide for the sale of new tickets by the street railway com- 
panies in the District of Columbia, I stated that an amendment 
which had been agreed upon did not appear to have been passed 
by the Senate, and therefore I moved to insert that amendment 
and pass the bill, which was done. [ find that the amendment 
was inserted by the Senate, and the bill passed in that way. I 
therefore ask unanimous consent torescind the action taken this 
morning upon the bill. and toconcur in the Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
{Mr. HEARD] asks unanimous consent to rescind the action of 
the House this morning in respect to the bill (S. 443) to provide 
for the sale of new tickets by the street railway companies in 
the District of Columbia, and to concur in the Senate amend- 
ments. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ALLEYS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I call up the bill (H.R. 
7054) to open, widen, and extend existing alleys in the District 
of Columbia. This bill is on the Calendar of the Committee of 
the Whole House en the state of the Union, but I ask unanimous 
— to consider it in the House as in the Committee of the 

ole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. RICHARDSON] asks unanimous consent to consider this bill 
in the Heuse as in Committee of the Whole. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be wt enacted, etc., That the act of Congress approved July 22, 1892, entitled 
“An act to provide for the opening of alleys in the District of Columbia,” 
be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to authorize the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia, under the terms and condition of said actin re- 
gard to the opening, extending, widening, orstraightening of alleys, toopen 
minor streets in said District of a width not less than 40 feet nor more than 
60 feet, to run through a square from one street to another, whenever, in the 
judgment of said Commissioners, the — interests require it. 

Sec. 2%. That the words ‘‘one copy of which (plat) shall be filed with the 
recorder of deeds and the other in the office of the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia,”’ in section 3 of said act, be, and the same are hereby, 
amended so as to read; ‘‘One copy of said plat shall be filed and recorded in 
the office of the surveyor of the District of Columbia and the other in the 
office of the Commissioners of said District.” 

Sec. 3. That the words ‘six dollars for the services of said marshal,” in 
section 5 of said act, be, and the same are hereby, amended so as to read, 
“twenty-five dollars for the services of said marshal.”’ 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, this bill has 
been considered in the Senate and passed the Senate unani- 
mously. Lask unanimous consent to ask to substitute Senate 
bill 971 for the House bill, and put the Senate bill before the 
House. The Senate bill is identical with the bill that has just 
been read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the Senate 
bill will be substituted for the House bill. [After apause.] The 
Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
with the reading of the Senate bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I ask that the report of 
the House committee be read. 

The report (by Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee) was read, as 
follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia have considered the bill (H. 
R. 3295) “to open, widen, and extend existing alleys in the District of 
Columbia,” and report the same to the House with the recommendation 
that a substitute therefor be adopted and passed. This bill has been con- 
sidered by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, who, after a full 
consideration thereof, returned it to this committee with the recommenda- 
tion that the substitute mentioned take its oe. The Commissioners are 
of the opinion that the object of the bill will be best accomplished by the 
adoption of the substitute, and your committee fully concur with them in 
this conclusion. 

The proposed substitute is herewith presented with this report, and its 

recommended by the committee. The committee recommend that 
the o. bill do lie on the table. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. One word. A few days 
ago, when that bill was being considered in committee, it was 
thought advisable to offer an amendment which I have in m 
hand, and which Isend to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 
Before the committee would indorse the amendment and give 
it its sanction, it required the amendment to be sent to the Dis- 
trict Commissioners. I want to state that they have considered 
the amendment and recommend its adoption and its insertion as 
a separate section of the bill. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Sxc. 4. That section 3 of an act a ved August 30, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act 
making appro tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year June 30, 1891, and for other p A? not be con- 
strued to apply to the nation of land for public highways, nor to re- 
on chapter 11 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the 
trict of Columbia in regard to public highways, roads, and bridges. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment. ; 
The amendment was agreed to. 


I now ask to dispense 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 7071) to exempt the property of the Young Men's Caristian 
Association of the District of Columbia from taxation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill is in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I now renew my request that this 
bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
asks unanimous consent that this bill be considered in the House 
as in Committee of the Whole. Is there objection? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I still object. 

Mr. HEARD. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the purpose of considering this bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. [suggest to the gentleman 
from California that this is a request to consider the bill in the 
House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman withdraw 
his objection? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Yes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there further objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the property known as sublots 4 and 5, square 336, 
being houses numbered 1607 and 1609 Eleventh street northwest, in Washing- 
ton City, District of Columbia, owned and occupied by the Young Men's 
Christian Association of the District of Columbia, be, and the same hereby is, 
exempt from all taxation, subject tothe provisions of section 8 of the act ap- 
proved March 3, 1877, providing for exemptions of church and schoo! property 
from taxation so long as the same is so occupied and used; and the taxes 
which have accrued and become due on said property on and after July 1, 
1892, be, and the same are hereby, released, also subject to the provisions of 
said act. 

Mr. BOWERS of California, Mr.Speaker, this bill ought not 
to pass. It is a continuance of vicious legislation, the most dan- 
gerous that this Congress and this country ever entered upon, 
that of relieving property from taxation, and particularly that 
of church organizations. The history of the world shows what 
that has led to and what this cuuntry is coming to. I protest 
against it. They say this bill ought to pass. Why? Because 
an organization of whites of the same kind and character has 
property which is already exempt from taxation, and we are told 
that we ought to allow this bill to pass because some colored 
men have the same kind of an organization, and we ought to put 
them on an equality. That is to say,that two wrongs make 
a right; that ovine entered upon a wrong system, we must 
continue it. Ido not believe init. I do not know what success 
I shall have, but I propose to try and geta bill before this House 
sepening these laws exempting property from taxation. [have 
only to remind those here who have read the history of the 
French Revolution as to what is meant by this exemption of 
church property from taxation and what it led to in Krance. 
It led to the French Revolutionand to all the crimesand horrors 
of those days. It will lead to the same thing here, if permitted 
to goon. That is all wrong. Asan American g@itizen, I pro- 
test against this kind of legislation. The bill ought not to pass. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. This is simply a bill to exempt from 
taxation some property belonging to an organization of colored 
citizens in the District of Columbia known as the Young Men's 
Christian Association. A similar law, as my friend from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. BOWERS] has just said, has heretofore been passed 
with reference to an organization of the same name composed 
of white citizens. The Bill proposes toexempt no property from 
taxation which is used for any but the legitimate purposes of 
the organization, and 1 may say of the organization that it isa 
worthy one, so represented to us by both white and colored peo- 

le of this District. Its effort is to promote the social, intel- 
ectual, and religious interests of the colored young men of the 
District of Columbia, and there is a general consensus of opin- 
ion among those acquainted with its work that it is successful 
in its effort. Now, this organization ought to have the encour- 
agement which is offered by this bill, and if there is nothing 
else to be said, I ask for a vote; but I will first ask unanimous 
consent to correct a typographical error in the bill. I offer the 
amendment which T send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Line 8, after the word “same,” insert the word “is,” and after the word 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 168) instructing the Secretary of War ‘*hereby”’ strike out ‘‘is;"’ so that the clause shall read: * be, and the same 
to return to the State of Iowa the flag of the Twenty-second = 
Regiment of Iowa Volunteer Infantry. a amendment ‘tale ag ee oe : 

On May 12, 1894: e question was taken on the engrossment and third reading 

An act (H. R. 4419) to authorize the Commissioner of the Gen- of the bill, and the Speaker pro tempore declared that the ayes 
eral Land Office to issue a patent to Mace Clements’s survey, aaa aan ara at Cuitiecate: Teck tere dell 
numbered $86, in the Virginia military district of Ohio; and es De ge een 


The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Lask leave to have printed 
as a part of my remarksa letter from the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia and a letter from the District attorney, 
eae this amendment which has been added to the 

ill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection the leave to 
print will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

The letters are as follows: 


OFFICE OF COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, May 14, 1894. 
DEAR Sik: The Commissioners of the District of Columbia have the honor 
to recommend the immediateenactment of House bill 7053, ‘* Relating to sec- 
tion 3 of act approved August 30, 1890, making appropriations for the sundry 
civil expenses of the Government,” etc. They transmit herewith a copy of 
an opinion of the attorney for the District showing the necessity for the pro- 
a n 
Very respectfully, 
ae . JOHN W. ROSS, 
President Board of Commissioners District of Columbia. 


Hon. JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 
House of Representatives. 


WASHINGTON, May 12, 1894. 


GENTLEMEN: I have the honor to hand you herewith House bill 7053 (Fifty- 
third Congress, second session) to construe section 3 of the act of August 
30, 1890, in regard to the condemnation of land for public uses. The above 
section, as originally drafted, was intended to apply solely to land for asite 
for the Government Printing Office, and by inadvertence, and I say inad- 
vertence because Ican not think it was deliberately done, there was added to 
it a provision that thereafter the taking of land for public uses should be as 
therein provided for. Since the provisions of that act weredirected to the tak- 
ing of land for a public building, and comprehended the taking of all the land 
in aparticular lotor es leaving nothing to the owners to be benefited, it 
very properly provided that the measure of damage to the owner should be 
the market value of the land at the time of taking, but it was manifestly 
error to apply the same measure of damage for land taken for a public high- 
way, where the abutting owner is generally benefited and where the prin- 
ciple of compensation is different. This bill if enacted will relieve the em- 
barrassment under which we labor byreason of the act of August 30, 1890. 

Very respectfully, 


$$ 


S. T. THOMAS, 
Attorney, District of Columbia. 
Hon. COMMISSIONERS, etc. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection the House 


bili 7054 will lie on the table. 
There was no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills and joint resolutions 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 

A bill (S. 1999) for the relief of Charles T. Russell; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 86) to require the Columbia Street 
Railway Company of the District of Columbia to carry out the 
provisions of section 10 of its charter relative to the equipment 
of said road; 

A bill (S. 1513) for the relief of Maj.Gen. George S. Greene; 

A bill (S. 1583) for the relief of Wesley Montgomery; and 

A bill (S. 971) to open, widen, and extend alleys in the District 
of Columbia. 


SS 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, informed the House that the 
President had approved bills and joint resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

On May 11, 1894: 

An act(H. R. 3740) to amend an act entitled ‘An act regulating 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in the District of Columbia;” 

An act (H. R. 2688) for the relief of George W. Barnes; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 123) authorizing the wearing of the 
distinctive badge adopted by the Regular Army and Navy Union 
upon all occasions of ceremony. 





geen eee 


An act (H. R. 6110) to authorize the construction of a bridge ee ne meena are we in Com- 
a oe Missiosipnt iver ot Hed Wing, Mina. The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the House as in Committee 
YOUNG MEN’S CHRISTIAN ASSOCIATION, of the Whole. 


Mr. HEARD. I now call up for consideration the bill H.R. The House divided; and there were—ayes 31, noes 8. 
71. The bill was ordered te be engrossed and read a third time, 
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and being engrossed it was accordingly read the third time,and 
assed. 

, Cn motion of Mr. COBB of Alabama, a motion to reconsider 

the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


BELT RAILWAY COMPANY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker,I call _ the bill (H. R. 6596) to 
amend the act approved February 18, 1893, changing the name 
of the Capitol, North O Street and South Washington Railway 
Company to the Belt Railway Company, and granting additional 
powers to said company. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
~ — be considered in the House as in Committee of the 

10le. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I object. s 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the purpose of considering this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. CUMMINGS in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the poreens of considering the bill (H. R. 6596) to change the 
name of the Capitol, North O Street and South Washington 
Railway Company. 

Mr, RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch 
as this bill has to be read and considered by paragraphs, I ask 
unanimous consent that the first reading be dispensed with. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I object. 

The bill was read in full, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act incorporating the Capitol, North O Street 
and South Mb ae Railway Company, approved the 34 day of March, 
1875, the name of which corporation has been chunged to the Belt Railway 
Cempany by act approved the 18th day of Febr , A. D. 1893, be, and the 
Same hereby is, amended so as to authorize the said railway company to ex- 
tend its tracks and run its cars thereon through and along the followin 
named streets and avenues, to wit: Beginning at Florida avenue and 
street, thence west along M street to New York avenue, thence westerly on 
New York avenue to L street, thence westerly along L street, Eleventh 
street, and L street to Connecticut avenue, thence northwesterly on Con- 
necticut avenue to M street, thence west on M street to Twenty-sixth street; 
from Land Fifth street northwest east on L street to Eighth street east, 
thence north on Eighth street to Florida avenue, thence alo Florida 
avenue to starting point; also, beginning at Twenty-second and M streets, 
thence north to the end of Twenty-second street as now existing, or as may 
be extended, to S street, west on S street to Twenty-fourth street, north on 
a weeny Coan street to U street, cast to Twenty-third street, south to S 
strect. 

Suc. 2. That said company shall be, and it is hereby, authorized to aban 
don the operation of its cars over, and to remove iis tracks from, the follow- 
ing streets and avenues, to wit: E street, between Ninth and Eleventh 
streets northwest; from Ninth street and Louisiana avenue westerly to 
Twelfth street, and south to E street south; aiso on Fourth street, between 
New York avenue and O street northwest; on New Jersey avenue, from O 
to P streets northwest; on O and P streets northwest, between New Jersey 
avenue and Eleventh street northwest: Provided, That where said company 
thus abandonsits tracks the ome shall remove from the streets the 
raiis, cros-ties, and other devices of the abandoned part, and shall cause 
the spaces thus disturbed to be paved with material as good as the pave- 
ment contiguous thereto, in accordance with ications prepared by the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia. said corporation fail 
to comply with the orders of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
the work shail be done by the proper officials of the District of Columbia, 
nnd the amounts due from said corp ration shall be collected as provided by 
section 5 of the act entitled “An pooner e> permanent form of govern- 
ment for the District of Columbia, approved June Li, 1878.’’ 

Sxo. 3. That whenever the foregoing routeor routes may coincide with the 
duly authorized routeor routes of any other d incorporated street rafl- 
Way company in the District of = companies 
same tracks, upon such fair and equitable ao may Se ogress noee Sy 
said companies; and in the event said companies fail agree upon 
equitable terms, either of said companies — y by petition to the su- 
preme court of the District of Columbia, which s and a 
amoant o charge 


thematter in due form of law and adj to the proper 
compensation to be paid therefor. ——- sh 

not exceeding 5 cents fare for one continuous ride from point on its lines 
tothe terminus of its main line or any of its branches: ‘Provided, That the 
construction of said railroad on any street where there are or may be any 
mains, fixtures, or other apparatus pertaining to the Washington Aqueduct 
shall be subject to such conditions as may be approved by the Secretary of 
War, which conditions must be obtained and accepted in writing by said 
company before commencing any work on such street; and no steam cars, 
iocomotives, or passenger or other cars for steam railroads shall ever run 
on the tracks of said ocmapeny over any such main, fixture, or ion 
The said company shall, before comme work on said street, deposit 
onan uch oe cee Reape f ar may consider necessary ts de- 

Ob, 8 sum as the oO - 
fray all expenses that may be incurred by the United States in connection 
with = penny ¥ ———. of said railroad on a ao Ss in _ 

ng g any damages done by said company or work, or 
contracting agents, to any of its mains, fixtures, or me 
_ as the Secretary of War may deem necessary, 
said company may neglect or refuse to ar t 

of War may consider necessary for the safety of said 
paratus; and the said company shall also d t, as af 
sums for anis perce atsuch times as the tary of War may consider 
eer , That the said sums shall be disbursed like —anere 
Spprope ated for the Washington Aqueduct, and that whatever shall 

deposits at the end of one year after the 
in such street shall be returned to said company on 
wey * a an non of their disbursement in — 
also, Tnuat disbursemen said deposits shall, exceptin caseof emergency, 
be made on the order of the Secretary of War. The exercise of the rights 


of such railroad 
order of the Secre- 
And provided 
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by this act granted are to terminate at the pleasure of the Secretary of War 
in case of nt neglect by said company, or by its successors, to make 
deposits, or to comply with any of the cond requirements, and regu- 
lations aforesaid. 

Sec. 4. That said company is authorized to increase its capital stock or to 
issue bonds for such amount as may be necessary to pay the actual cost of 
constructing and equipping the several extensions hereinbefore authorized: 
Provided, That the question as to the amount to be provided for in connec- 
tion with each extension and the method of SS for the same, whether 
by issuance of stock or bonds, shall be decided by a majority in value of the 
stockhoiderg at a meeting to be called for the purpose after reasonable 
notice; and authority is hereby conferred upon said company in case of is- 
suance of bonds to make due conveyance of its corporate franchises and 
property for tue pu:ypose of securingthesame: Provided, however, Thatany 
such conveyance by wsy vf mortgage shall be subject to the prior lien 
already created by deed of trust dated July 31, 1891, and recorded in liber 
1605, folios 197 and following, of the land records of the District of Colum- 
bia, which conveys all the real estate and franchisesof said railroad, as well 
as all the line of said railroad now existing and such additions thereto at 
any time made, located, extended, or constructed. 

Sc. 5. That such extension of said railroads shall be constructed on such 
grade and in such manner as shall be approved by the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia. 

Suc. 6. That it shall be lawful for said railway company, its successors or 
assigns, to make all needful and convenient trenches and excavations in any 
of said streets or places where said company may have the right to construct 
and operate its road, and place in such trenches and excavations all needful 
and convenient devicesand machinery for operating said railroad in the same 
manner and by the means aforesaid. But whenever such trenches or exca- 
vations shall interfere with any sewer, gas, or water pipes, or any subways 
or conduits, or any public work of the d which has been ordered by the 
Commissioners, then the expense necessary to change such underground 
construction shall be borne by the said railway company. 

Seo. 7. That whenever the roadway of any street occupied by the said rail- 
way company, along the route or routes herein authorized, is authorized 
by Congress to be widened, one-half of the cost of widening and improve- 
ment of such widened partshall be charged to the said railway company and 
collected from said company in the same manner as the cost of lay or re- 
pairing pavements | between the exterior rails of the tracks of street 
railways, and for a tance of 2feet from and exterior to such track or 
tracks on each side thereof, is collectible under the provisions of section 5of 
the act entitled “An act providing a permanent formof government for the 
District of Columbia,"’ approved June 11, 1878. 

Sxc. 8. That the said Way com shall be constructed in a substan- 
tial and durable manner; and all rails, electrical and mechanical appliances, 
conduits, stations, and so forth, shall be of 2 pattern. 

Sxo, 9. That the said c ration shall atall times keep the space between 
its tracks and rails and 2feet exterior thereto insuch condition as the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia or their successors may direct, and 
whenever any street occupied by said railway is paved or repaired or other- 
wise improved the said corporation shall bear the expense of improving 
the spaces above cescribed. Should the said corporation fail to comply 
with the orders of the Commissioners the work shail be done by the proper 
officials of the District of Columbia and the amounts due from said corpora- 
tion shall be collected as provided by section 5 of the act entitled “An act 
pro a@ permanent form of government for the District of Columbia,” 
approve June 11, 1878. 

Sec. 10. That the said company shall furnish and maintain passenger 
houses as required by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, and 
shall place first-class cars on said railway, with ali the modern improve- 
ments for the convenience, comfort, and safety of passengers, and shall run 
cars as often as the public convenience may require; the time-table shall be 
approved by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. Every failure 
to comply with the conditions of this section shall render the said corpora- 
tion le to a fine of $50, to be recovered in any court of competent juris- 
diction at the suit of the Commissioners of said District. 

Sec. 11. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia may make 
such regulations as to the rate of speed, mode of use of tracks, and removal 
of ice and snow‘as, in their judgment, the interests and convenience of the 

ublic may require. Should the servants or agents of said company will- 
ully or a violate such an ordinance or regulation as aforesaid 
said company be liable to the District of Columbia for a penalty not 


exceeding . 

Sno. 12. That said company shall, on or before the Ist day of February of 
each , make a to Congress, through the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, of the names of all the stockholders therein and the 
amount of stock held by each, er with a detailed statement of the re- 
ceipts and expenditures, from ver source and on whatever account, 
for the ing year December 31, and such other facts as a be 

Uy 0 Quantal lnwr of thn Destriet of Dotumnbia, which report # be 
verified by the affidavit of the president and secre of said ee. and 
if said report is not made at the time specified or within ten days thereafter, 
such failure shall of itself operate as a forfeiture of this charter, and it shall 
be the duty of the Commissioners to cause to be instituted proper judicial 


eae 

Sxre. 13. at said company shall receive a rate of fare not exceeding 5 
cents passenger; and the said com may make arra ments with 
all ting railway companies in the District of Columbia for the inter- 
change of tickets in payment of fare on its road: Provided, That within the 

limits of the District of Columbia six tickets shall be sold for 25 cents. 
, tall plans relating to the location of said rail shail be 
subject to the approval of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia or 
andall work shallat all times be subject to their supervision. 
tion shall from time to, time deposit with the collector of 
ct of Columbia, such amounts as may be desmed necessary by 
said Commissioners to cover the cost of inspection, supervision, payment, 


and repairs. 
Src. 15. That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this 
act. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman make some explana- 
tion of this bill? : 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, this bill 
has received the careful consideration. of the District Commit- 
tee and has been reported by that committee after having been 
recommended by the Commissioners of the District. The ob- 
ject is to make a cross-town line of street railroad as far north 
as it is deemed wise to go. This line, if constructed, will begin 
in East W at Florida avenue and Ninth street. It 
will run along street to New York avenue, and down New 
York avenue one block to the junction of L and Fifth streets. 
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There it will diverge from M street and run westward on L | tive power can be changed at any time when Congress may re- 


6treect. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Where is to be the western termi- 


nus? 
Mr.RICHARDSON of Tennessee. At Kalorama Heights. The 
line will follow L street westwardly from Fifth street to Twen- 


tieth street; thence it will runnorth on Twentieth streetone block | 


to M street; thence west on M to Twenty-second street; thence 
north to S street; thence west on S to Twenty-fourth street; 
thence north on Twenty-fourth street toU street, east to Twenty- 
third street, and south to S street, and up to Kalorama Heights. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Is it to run down Massachusetts 
avenue extended? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No, sir. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. Can not the committee get some- 
body to build a road that will runup as far as the Naval Observ- 
atory and across to the Tennallytown road? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This line might be ex- 
tended in that direction. The promoters of this line did notask 
for an extension up to Kalorama Heights, because, although that 
is a handsomely laid out part of the city,it isnot yet much built 
up. They did not want to go up there, but the Commissioners 
deemed it advisable to have the line extended into that neigh- 
borhood, and they made a recommendation that that should be 
inserted in the bill. 

Now, I do not want tooccupy time unnecessarily, but I do want 
tosay that it seems to me absolutely necessary, if we are to con- 
sult the convenience of the people of this city, that there shall 
be a cross-town road as far north as L street. Let me give my 
own experience. I live on Sixth street northwest, near M. If 
I want to go over to the Hamilton House or the Cochran, on 
Fourteenth street, only seven blocks from my residence in a di- 
rect line, I must either walk the entire distance or take the 
Seventh street line and come south to Pennsylvania avenue, 
about 1 mile; then I must take the Pennsylvania line west to 
the Treasury, a considerable portion of another mile, and when 
I get there | am a good deal farther from my destination than I 
was when | left home, although I have traveled nearly 2 miles. 
Then I have to take the Fourteenth street line and travel nearly 
another mile. 

In other words, in order to make a distance of about half 
a mile I have to travel pretty nearly 3 miles. There is no 
other way by which people living in the portion of the city where 
I live can get up into the northwest, which is a very per 
section,and which I sometimes have occasion to visit. I might 
go by the New York avenue line to the Treasury Department 
and there change cars, but with the rapid transit on the avenue 
you can make the entire distance by that route about as quickly 
= you can make the shorter distance by the New York avenue 

ine. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What motor is to be used on this road. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The motive power will be 
such as is prescribed by the District Commissioners. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It is contemplated that it will be either 
cable or underground electric. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It will have to be, if the 
Commissioners so decide, as I understand. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Itis not the purpose of the committee to 
allow the use of horses on this road, is it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Not unless the law per- 
mitsit. Iam notsureaboutthatmatter. I think the idea would 
be to adapt this road to rapid transit, and to use the underground 
electric power. The face of the bill does not specify. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Why did not the committee require that 
in the bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That has not been re- 
quired except in two instances; it has been required in the cases 
of the Washington and Georgetown road and the Metropolitan 
road; but not in the cases of any other roads. If the gentle 
will examine the line as shown on the map he will find that one- 
third of this line on the east isalmost suburban; and then onthe 
west possibly one-fourth is suburban. So that about one-half of 
this road would be in the country. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does not this road pass through the most 
populous residence part of the city? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. A portion on L street 


oes. 
Mr. HEPBURN. For more than two-thirds the entire dis- 


tance? 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think for about half, 
bly, the road would pass through the most populous por- 
or as populous as any portion of the city. But the remain- 
is almost suburban in its character. 
- The question of motive power will be at all 
to the control of Congress. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Unquestionably. The mo- 


quire it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the committee accept an amendment, 
to add at the end of section 1 this language: 

Provided, That cable or underground electric motor only shall be used. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. We are not ready for 
amendments. We are now in generaldebate. Iam not author- 
ized to speak for the con:mittee on that point. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iam simply trying to get the gentleman's 
idea as to the purposes of this bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. [I am not prepared to 
speak on that point at this time. When we get to the period for 
offering amendments, I will discuss that. I wish to discuss, first, 
the general features of the measure, and afterward the details. 

Mr. CANNON of IUinois. Will the gentleman allow me a 
word at this point? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If this bill is properly guarded, as I 
presume it is, it seems to me the desirability, | might say the 
necessity of a road (if anybody will construct it) somewhere 
about the line which the gentleman designates, needs no arcu- 
ment. It seems to me that everybody will assent to that propo- 
sition. 

As to the motive — in my view no road ought to be con- 
structed that is to depend on horse power or animal power. I| 
know thata great many people object to the overhead trolley: but 
for my part, I wish that on Pennsylvania avenue we had a well 
constructed overhead trolley instead of the cable system. 

A great deal of nonsense is indulged in, [ think, in the way of 
objection to this system and its dangers. If a company can not 
afford to put in an underground trolley equipment or a cable sys- 
tem, I have no doubt that a well-constructed overhead trolley, 
with iron posts in the center of the street 100 feet apart, is im- 
mensely safer and immensely better in every way than animal 
power or (for that matter) the cable system. I hope, therefore, 
when the gentlemancomes to perfect the bill, he will dosoalong 
such lines as will enable these people to build that railway and 
give to that section of the city rapid transit. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I was about 
to add a word in reference to the necessity of this line. The 
Committee on the District of Columbia has had before it a large 
number of petitions asking for a cross-town line. Propositions 
have been made looking to the occupation of Q street, and other 
streets; but the District Commissioners, after fully considering 
these propositions, decided that it was better for all parties to 
— this line on L street. Ihave here their report. It states 

at— 


The Commissioners are of the opinion that such a line— 


That is, a line running east and west in the northwest section 
of the city— 

That such a line, especially if extended through northeast Washington, 
and made to include a north and south line in the extreme northwest and 
Kalorama Heights, is desirable for the public convenience. The new terri 
tory named is at present without street railroad facilities. 


They state that all the streets running east and west from K 
to Q have been carefully considered in the sélection of such a 
routeas would be freest from objection and to give accommodation 
to the greatest number; and they say that the route which comes 
nearest to fulfilling these conditions is from Florida avenue and 
M street, as I described, to New York avenue, and then on L 
street ina western direction. I have no doubt that this is the 
best route that can be devised for this road. 

Mr. GROUT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him when 
this substitute bill was reported to the House? This bill I see 
is inlieu of House bill No. 5933. When was it brought in? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The indorsement upon it 
shows that it was brought in on the 6th of April. I donof re- 
member—— 

Mr. GROUT. The bill you are now considering? 

Mr. RICHADRSON of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. GROUT. That is when the other bill was introduced and 
referred, was it not? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have not the record be- 
fore me, but the bill H. R. 6596 was introduced, or reported in 
lieu of House bill H. R. 5933, as I find by the date indorsed upon 
it, on the 6th day of April. When the committee went to con- 
sider the original bill they decided to report the substitute which 
the House has now before it. 

Mr. GROUT. But when was it reported to the House? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. As I have said, onthe 6th 
of April. Itwas then reported and referred to the Calendar. 

Mr. WISE. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WISE. I wish toask the gentleman if there were not a 
large number of residentsliving along the proposed line of road, 
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on L street, particularly between Fourteenth street and Con- 
necticut avenue—along which it is proposed to run the line— 
who are very bitterly opposed to this proposed road? I am in- 
formed by some of them that they made an effort to be heard 
defore your committee, but failed. I have been told that on one 
occasion you appointed a time when they might be heard, but 
that this bill has been reported to this Mouse without affording 
an eee’ of entering their protest against the line estab- 
lished. Is that correct? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Not at all. 
heard. 

Mr. WISE. Iam informed that they had no hearing. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Thatisa mistake. They 
were heard more than once—there were a number of hearings. 
Petitions were presented and considered by the committee. e 
acted upon all those matters as they were presented, and there 
was no undue haste in the matter. This case took its usual 
course, and the committee fully considered the question for and 
against the adoption of this line. 

Some gentlemen appeared before the committee or addressed 
a communication, if I remember correctly, to myself, as I had 
charge of the bill, and I replied telling them that they should 
have a hearing. There was some correspondence in connection 
with the matter, in which they said they had received the re- 
sponse to their communication too late to appear before the 
committee. But they were present on that day, and submitted 
their objections to the proposed line. 

My memory is refreshed by a letter which I hold in my hand 
from one of these gentlemen, and I have no doubt that it is one 
of the same gentlemen referred to by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, who addressed his communication on the 6th day of April, 
the day of the filing of the report. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me a 
moment? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Touching the rights of parties 
living along streets where street railways are proposed, it seems 
to me that after they are constructed—thore meg be any amount 
of kicking beforehand—the universal testimony is that after the 
roads are constructed along the streets the dwellers along the 
line are generally exceedingly sorry that it was not done earlier. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I agree with the gentle- 
man from Illinois in that regard. There is almost always ob- 
jection at the time, and we Sear complaints that it is going to 
aval or impair the value of property. I venture to say that 
there is no man within the sound of my voice or in this city that 
will come before the committee and testify that his property has 
been impaired in itsmarket value by the construction of a street 
car line in its vicinity. 

Mr. COMPTON. Let me ask the gentleman if it is not true 
that these persons who object have the right toavail themselves 
of consulting the Commissioners upon the subject? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is no question but 
that they have. Due notice was given by the Commissioners 
and full hearings were had, which is always the practice in such 
cases. The parties pro and con against the road appeared be- 
fore the Commissioners and argued the question; and it was 
done in this case before the Commissioners reported upon the 
bill to the committee. 

Now, you can not get the indorsement of all of the oo 
ing along the line of a contemplated route. You will always 
find that there are some persons who make objections to street 
railways. But the general good of the public must be consid- 
ered in all such cases. I hold in my hand a petition asking for 
this line signed by a nee number of people who claim to live 
along the line of the road. 

Me. TATE. Are they a de J holders? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There are about eight 
pages of legal-cap paper filled with signatures asking for the 
construction of thisroad. [I do not know whether they are prop- 
erty owners or not, but I think they are. I do not know them 
personally; they claim to live along the line of the road, and 
own property; and all of them ask for the construction of the 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman tell us 
upon what part of the line those gentlemen reside? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I can not tell it, unless the 
petition discloses it. 


The undersigned property owners, who reside ajone the route of the 
posed extensions of the Belt Railroad Company, having been convin by 
personal experience of the necessity for such extensions to meet the de- 
mands of the public convenience, especially to afford across-town street 

and to connect portions of the city of Washington and its sub- 
urbs which are now without such communicati oer Sect da eae 
that your honorable committee will recommend of tracks 
of the railway over the following route: 





They were 


That is the route which I have designated. This petition 
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ue the names of the petitioners, their residences, and in some 
nstance3 their business. 

Mr. BAKERof NewHampshire. Has the gentleman a protest 
from property owners on L street? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understand that there is 
a protest, but I have not possession of it. I have heard that 
there was a protest signed by a number of gentlemen, and [ 
think it is published and laid on the desks of members to-day. 
There is such a protest in existence. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina, Is this the same bill that 
was considered some time this spring in the Senate? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No; this bill has not been 
considered in the Senate. It has not been considered in either 
House before. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the eastern terminus of this road will be 
at Florida avenue, as I have stated. At this point is located the 
Deaf and Dumb Asylum, andall of its property. It will bring the 
property and the people there into direct communication with 
the street railroads of the city if this charter is granted, and 
it will also bring the people of Georgetown who wish to come 
in a westward direction into direct communication with thet 
institution and with the Convention Hall, with the K Street 
Market, and other public places along the route. 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that I need not take more time. 
I do not wish to weary the committee with debating it, but there 
seems to be an earnest demand and pressure for this road from 
people living along the line, and the committee thought that 
this demand ought to be met by a recommendation for acharter. 
I will say that there is no cross-town line in this city north of 
New York avenue, and from New York avenue where it crosses 
Seventh street, which is at K street, there is no line running 
across town from that point to the boundary, as faras W street. 
There is a territory of more than a mile, from K street out to 
the boundary, which has norailroad facilities whatever to accom- 
modute the people who wish to go east or west. 

I have no interest in the matter. I simply want it disposed of 
in a way that will meet the demands of the people. The public 
want the road, or at least a large number of people want it. 
Those immediately along the line, in some instances, object to 
it; but the greatest good, it seems to me, is to be considered in 
these matters, and I think the greatest good demands the con- 
struction of this railroad. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow a ques- 
tion right there? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I have not looked at your bill, but 
I should like to know if any provision is made for asséssing dam- 
ages that the road would inflict upon the adjoining property, and 
for paying the parties before the road shall be constructed? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The law is that if a man 
is damaged in his property, he has aright to be compensated for 
> I do not know that there is any special provision in this 
bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. There is no general law of that 
kind in the District of Columbia? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If aman’s property is dam- 
aged “—S corporation, he can recover damages for it. 

Mr. HEARD. That is the common law. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Ishould think it would be 
the law anywhere. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. My understanding is that itis not 
in this District, unless there is some provision in the bill itself 
that the ws adjoining the line shall receive compensation, 

Mr. HEARD. My friend from Illinois is mistaken in that. 
There is achurch in the southwestern part of the city which 
has three or four times recovered damages against the Balti- 
more and Potomac Railway Company on account of damage te 
the use of its property by the occupation of Maryland or Vir- 
ginia avenue by said railroad company. 

Mr. GROUT. But that was upon the ground that it was a nui- 
sance. This is upon an entirely different ground. 

Mr. HEARD. Well, it is for damages occasioned by the use 
of the street with locomotive engines, etc. 

Mr.GROUT. Yes; butuponadifferent ground. This is upon 
the ground of an invasion of the rights of the property owner 
where the property itself is not taken, but is injured by the oc- 
cupation of the ground near it. 

r. HEARD. Would not that be the case with a street rail- 
road? No part of this individual property is taken. 

Mr. GROUT. That is what I say. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Thatis the point I am making, 
and because no part of the property is taken there must be some 
provision in the bill fixing it so that the adjoining property 
owners may be compensated. 

The illustration given by the gentleman does not meet the 
question at all, bocause my understanding is that the railroad 
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charter in that case provided that the railroad company must 
pay for whatever damage is done by the location and operation 
of the road. . / 

Mr. HEARD. I apprehend the gentleman will not find that 
to be the fact. I think it is under the common law. i 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Oh, no; itis expressly provided 
in the charter. , 

Mr. HEARD. If so, I did not knowof it; but in any case, the 
right to an action would subsist. ; , ; 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa point 
of order. I want to hear what is going on, and even after hav- 
ing moved from the outer territory, I can not hear the gentle- 
man. If they expect us to vote upon this bill, gentlemen ought 
to speak so that wecan hear what is going on. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, L street, 
‘as I understand, is 90 feet wide. One of the objections made to 
this line is—— 

Mr. GROUT. What street is that? 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. L street. 


Mr. GROUT. How wide did the gentleman say it was? 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Ninety feet, asI have the 
figures. 


Mr. GROUT. Thirty-two feet are paved. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I am not sure about that. 

Mr. GROUT. The balance of it is parking. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I am not sure. 

Mr. GROUT. But I know. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not know but that is 
so. WhatI was going to say is this, that the objection is made 
that it interferes with the water main on Lstreet. I want to 
answer that objection before I conclude. The water main, by 
actual measurement, as the figures have been furnished me, is 
31 feet from the south building line of the street. Now, if the 
street be 90 feet wide, 45 feet would be the distance to the mid- 
dle of the street; andas the track only takes up 14 feet, or 7 feet 
from each side of the center, there would be a space of 7 feet be- 
tween the outside rail and the line of that street main, so that 
the street main would not be interfered with if so near the sur- 
face even as to be ordinarily interfered with where tracks crossed 
it. In this case it would not be interfered with because of the 
distance from the outside of the track. 

Mr. WISE. Will the gentleman from Tennessee allow me 
simply to allude to that petition which he has referred to in 
favor of the construction of this road? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WISE. I have looked over that petition and I do not find 
there a solitary name of a party living in that section atall. I 
refer to L street, between Fourteenth and Connecticut avenue. 
Now, I understand there is avery strong protest from the people 
living in that neighborhood against the construction of this road. 
I find upon your petition, if you will permit me to say so, the 
names of some persons living in other localities, whom I suspect, 
from what I know of them, are a little interested in this road be- 
cause they think eae it will be of profit to themselves. 

Now, I do not think the members of this House ought to adopt 
or pass this bill against the protest of the property owners along 
this line simply upon the petition of men who expect to make a 
profit and whose property is not to be injured by it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, Mr.Chairman, I do 
not know what evidence my friend has that those gentlemen who 
have signed the petition expect to make profit. I do not know 
what profit they expect to make; but if it is by an enhancement 
of the value of the property on this line, I do not know that it 
will Nave that effect, butif it does it will benefit those who own 
the property. If it will improve the value of the property the 
will get the benefit of it. These matters, Mr. Chairman, are al- 
ways resisted. AsIsaid, a man does not always want a street 
car in front of his own house, but wants it in front of his neigh- 
bor’s house, where he will be near enough to be able to get on it 
and keep out of the mud. He is very glad if it is in front of his 
neighbor’s house and not in front of his own. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman yield to 
me for a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I hold in my hand what pur- 
ports to be a protest against the building of this road on L street, 
and it contains some statements concerning the truth of which I 
would like to make an inquiry of the gentleman from Tennessee. 
I find here this statement: 


L street is only 32 feet from curb to curb. Allowing 16 feet for double 
tracks, and the projection oi the cars, there wouldonly be 8 feet available on 
each side of the Way, Houses have been built with reference to the park- 
op eet if that were taken in tne street, as the bill seems to contemplate, 

trees would have to be cut down and the eligibility and value of the 
residences would be greatly im. . The posed } tion makes no 


paired 
vision for obtaining 
ee tora ae the consent ofthe abutting owners or compensating 
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I would like to ask the gentleman if, according to his knowl- 
edge of the matters, these two statements are correct? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I can not answer, Mr. 
Chairman, as to all the matters. I have no doubt that the state- 
ment is true, because the gentleman from Vermont asserts that 
the street between the curbs is only 32 feet. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. One further question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Onemoment. Let meex- 
plain that. The curbing is oftentimes set out in these streets 
and the pavement made broad so as to cheapen the expense of 
concreting the street. They do not wantso much space left for 
concreting, and therefore they extend the parking with that 
view, in order to prevent having that much more pavement to 
make and having that much lessconcrete. In that way they 
make the street not so wide, reducing the width so far as the 
concreting is concerned. But the street, as I have said, is 90 
feet between the building lines. It is as wide as F street, and 
that has a double car line and is one of the most crowded streets 
in the city. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. One more fact or purported 
fact as stated in this protest which is big with meaning, if true, 
and that I would like to call the gentleman’s attention to: 

There is a large distributing main on L street, which would be under the 
railway, and could not be reached without taking up the railroad. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. T answered thata moment 
ago, but I fear the gentleman was not paying attention. That 
water main is 31 feet from the south building line of L street by 
actual measurement. Now, the street being 90 feet wide, 45 feet 
is the central point. The center of the track, therefore, would 
be 14 feet from the water main. If you allow 14 feet for the 
width of the parking, 7 feet from the middle line, the track 
would be 7 feet away from this water main, and therefore it 
would not affect it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Ninety feet from the build- 
ing line is not the width of the street. The people who make 
this communication say that the street is only 32 feet widefrom 
curb to curb. 

Mr. WISE. That statement is correct. 
between the curbs. e 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is conceded. 

Mr. WISE. And, in order to get your 90 feet, you have tocut 
down all the trees and destroy the parking. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The point I want to em- 
phasize is that the water main is 14 feet from the center of the 
street, and as this car line would only occupy 7 feet from the cen- 
ter it would be 7 feet away from the water main. 

As to the reduction in the parking, I do not know just what 
that would amountto. Ido not know how much it would affect 
the trees, but I venture to say that the widening would not have 
to be done, for with the improved grooved rail that is now in 
use you do not have to widen the street. 

Mr. GROUT. There is provision made for widening the 
street, is there not? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
upon the railroad company. 

Mr. GROUT. Who has the power to determine whether the 
widening shall be done? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. My impression is that that 
is given to the Commissioners; but I will look at the bill and see. 

Mr. GROUT. Supposeit were notwidened. Thestreet being 
32 feet wide from curb to curb, and the whole width from the 
lines of private ownership 90 feet, that would give 2° feet in 
sidewalk and parking on each side, and would carry the main 
only a few feet from the curd on the south side. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. [did not accompany the 
gentleman in his calculation, but it is 14 feet from the center of 
the street. 

Mr. GROUT. If 16 feet were occupied by the railroad, that 
would bring the water main within 1 foot of the southerly track 
of the railroad, as I understand. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have not made myself 
clearly understood. The water main is 31 feet from the building 
line. From the building line to the center of the street is 45 
feet; therefore the water main is 14 feet from the center of the 
street. Now, the street-car line is to occupy only 7 feet from 
the center, 14 feet in all, and 7 feet from the center in the direc- 
tion of the water main would leave the water main still 7 feet 
away from the track. I believe, Mr. Chairman, that I have 
nothing further to say. 

Mr. GROUT. I asked the gentleman from Tennessee a mo- 
ment ago who was to be given power to determine whether this 
parking should be torn up. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of T'ennessee. I will read the provision 
on that subject, which is contained in section 7. 


SEc. 7. That whenever the roadway of any street occupied by the said rail- 
Way company, along the route or routes herein authorized, is authorized by 


It isonly 32 feet wide 


Yes; and it is to be taxed 














of such widened part shall be charged to the said railway cOmpany and col 

lected from said company in the same manner as the cost of laying or repair- 
ing pavements lying between the exterior rails of the tracks ofstreet railways, 
and for a distance of 2 feet from and exterior to suck track or tracks on each 
side thereof, iscollectible under the provisions of section 5of the act entitled 
“An act providing a permanent form of government for the District of Co- 
lumbia,”’ approved June 11, 1878. 


Mr. WISE. Mr.Chairman, a moment ago I asked the gentle- 
man whether the property ownersalong L street had been given 
an opportunity to be heard by the committee, and the gentleman 
stated that they had been. Now, I want to read what is stated 
in this protest: 

That on the 5th of oo your petitioners and others made application for 
a hearing before the House Committee on the Districtof Columbia, and that 
one of your petitioners received notice by mail next day, April 6, about 9 
o'clock, that a hearing would be granted at 10:50thatsame morning. Owing 
to the shortness of the interval, however, it was Ey oe for the persons 
who were to sppesr and speak for your petitioners to be notified and to be 
present at the time designated. 


The gentleman will see from that statement that these parties, 
although notified that they might appear before the ommittee, 
received the notice only one hour before the time appointed and 
were unable to attend, so that they have never had a ae 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Those gentlemen had had 
their hearing before the Commissioners of the District. The 
Commissioners had advertised to give a full and complete hear- 
ing to everybody concerned. They had advertised it for three 
weeks in the city papers. Those gentlemen went before the 
Commissioners and submitted, I suppose, everything they had 
to say, and the Commissioners recommended, in response to the 
demands of the public, that this road should be located on L 
street. 

Mr. WISE. Ih their protest these people state that they have 
not been heard, either by the committee or by the Commission- 
ers. They say, ‘‘ Your petitioners had no opportunity to appear 
before the District Commissioners, upon whose recommenda- 
tion it was that the proposed cross-town road, as designated in 
an earlier bill, was changed from M street to L.” e gentle- 
man sees, therefore, that they have not had an opportunity to 
be heard, either before the Commissioners or before the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No, I do not see that.., 

Mr. WISE. And I do not think this House ought to this 
bili without giving these people, who are more interested than 
anybody else, an moog ng, bee be heard before either the Dis- 
trict Commissioners or the District Committee of this House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gontleman assumes 
that they have not had a nent I assume that they have. 

Mr. WISE. They have not. I know some of these people. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman who wrote 
that statement may not have been heard, but others were. 

Mr. WISE. I will say to the gentleman from Tennessee ihat 
I know these people individually, and they are property owners 
along that route. - 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I know that. 

Mr. BAKERof NewHampshire. And they are men of stand- 


ing. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is no controversy 
about that. 

Mr. WISE. They are substantial business men, and they 
ought to be heard. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. We know how easy it is 
to get petitions signed. The law requires the Commissioners to 
give public hearings in cases of this kind, and they do so in 
every case. They had such hearings in this case, extending 
through three weeks, as everybody knows. These gentlemen 
opposing the bill, inasmuch as it was in my charge, came to me. 
I met them and conferred with their committee—three of them 
atone time. I told them to come before the District Committee 
and make their objections, if they had any. 

T hold in my hand a letter oo by one of those three gen- 
tlemen, and addressed tome. It is dated ‘‘ Washington, April 
6, 1894,” and it says: 

ved r note, after 9 o’ morning, 5a t 
committee would Bear us as 10:30 this moraing. re 

They had had an interview and a hearing the day before. 
This gentleman states that he received my note too late for him 
to appear that day with his full committee. But acco to 
his own statement he had my note at 9 o’clock that m . 
and he was the representative of the others; he was the one who 
asked permission to appear for these property holders along that 
street. He continues: 

You will see it is clearly impossible to gather these gentlemen together by 
that hour. 


Of course, he could not gather one hundred or two hundred to- 
gether—that would be impossible; nor would the committee have 
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Congress to be widened, one-haif of the cost of widening and improvement heard that number if they had come. Butthe three gentlemen 
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representing those people were heard by myself. 


They are business men of characterand verymuchinearnest. We do not 
wish to unnecessarily delay your action, but— 

I ask the attention of my friend from Virginia to this remark, 
because he seems to think we have been doing these gentlemen 
injustice— 
you have been so courteous to us that we feel sure that you will grant ug 
time (a day or two) to notify these gentlemen. 

We treated them with perfect courtesy—never thought of do- 
ing anything else. 

Mr. WISE. I did not mean to say that you had been guilty 
of any discourtesy-— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I thought they had had 
all the hearing er wanted. 

Mr. WISE. Still the fact is that, although you meant to be 
courteous, they have never been before your committee; have 
never been heard. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Oh, thatisamistake. We 
have their petitions, we have their protests, which we notified 
them to file. They did so. Those remonstrances are here now; 
and they are in substance the same as others that we had before 
us. Some of these persons who object did not want the line on 
that street. That is the whole of it. The public at large want 
it there; and it ought to be put there, itsesms tome. The Dis- 
trict Commissioners who have charge of the interests of the city, 
and who certainly have its welfare close totheir hearts, say that 
it ought to be put upon L street. 

Mr. HEPBURN obtained the floor and said: I yield ten min- 
utes to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMs]. 

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. r. Chairman, the protest 
which I hold in my hand was intrusted to me bya colleague who 
did not want to oppose this bill, and for that reason (thinkin 
that this paper ought to be communicated to the House an 
knowing that [ would oppose this bill because I oppose all bills 
of this character upon general principles) placed the paper in 
my hands. I op any measure of special legislation granting 
a charters to street railway companies, because I think 
there ought to be a general law under which all companies seek- 
ing franchises or enlargement of franchises should be incorpo- 
rated upon terms of equality, the corporate rights being con- 
wares to the highest bidder or bidders for a term of years, the 
bid to be based upon a percentage of the gross income of the 
corporation. 

There are some ——- in this paper which the House ought 
to know. These petitioners state that at the date of this let- 
ter to the committee asking for a hearing they were notified an 
hour and a half before the time that they would be heard, when 
it was of course out of the question that they could come and be 
heard at all; that an application subsequently made for a hear- 
ing and @ postponement of the biil for one or two days received 
no attention; and that the report of the House committee on 
the bill was dated on that identical day—the 6th of April—on 
which the petitioners were invited to S present, from which 
itseems that the report must have been prepared prior to the 
invitation. 

The statement that I have already called attention to in the 
course of my interruptions of the speech of the gentleman from 
es r. RICHARDSON], about the width of the street and 
the necessity of cutting down all of the shade trees on one side 
of the street in order to widen it, as being absolutely necessary 
in — to enable this line to be constructed, I need not further 
dwell upon. ° 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I shall leave this petition to be dealt 
with by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. W1s5] and others. I 
wish to just this: that it seems that the attitude of this bill 
itself is a demonstration of the soundness of the general position 
I have assumed that this Congress one just as soon as it can 
do so, to wash its hands of this special charter business alto- 
gether. We ought to fix ourselves as soon as ible in an at- 
— where all of these roads can be chartered under a general 

aw. 

We ought to evens all of the corrupting influencesand all of 
the suspicion of corruption, which are much ter in effect 
—_ the public mind than the corruption itself, by simply put- 

ng it outof the power of this y to deal with these fran- 
chises, corporation by corporation, as they are now dealt with. 
As I understand, a member of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia says that the committee will bring in a general law 
after awhile covering this point. But meanwhile it has not yet 
been done and there seems some doubt about it. In the mean- 
time corporation after corporation is coming in, ‘‘deadbeating” 
themselves into rights of and franchises in this city. I hope 


in view of these facts dust the cemani¥ies will soon get ready to 
report the bill, for if the matter is delayed very much longer 
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there will be nothing to operate on, for everybody will have a 
franchise. . F 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman permitan interruption? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Certainly. 

Mr. HEARD. I think the reference of the gentleman from 
Mississippi to the fact that there is a bill proposed to be brought 
in by the Committee on the District of Columbia is based ona 
remark of the gentleman from Tennessee |Mr. RICHARDSON]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman assumes, from the remark of 
my colleague, that the committee have a bill in preparation. I 
think he misunderstood what was said in that respect. There 
is a bill pending in the Senate, and my colleague hoped that it 
would soon reach the House, and that ii will receive the favora- 
ble action of the House. 

Mr.WILLIAMSof Mississippi. I misunderstood the gentleman 
from Tennessee, and am under the impression that he said the 
bill was pending in the committee. 

At any rate, Mr. Chairman, we have here a demonstration of 
‘the fact that we are not a competent body to deal with this class 
of legislation. Wedo not know from any information that is 
before us whether the people along the line of L street, where 
you propose to charter this new road, want it or not. Here isa 
protest from persons who are said to be property owners and 
residents on that street who say they do not want it. On the 
other hand, here is a petition from other people on other parts 
of the proposed line, saying it would be a great public benefit, 
and so on. 

It seems to me that there is nothing for us todo, except to de- 
feat each one of these separate railway franchises as it is pre- 
sented at the doors of Congress, and in that manner force the 
committee to bring in a general bill. 

That is all [ desire to say on this question. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chskanhe, this bill professes to be a 
bill ‘‘to amend the act approved February 18, 1893, changing 
the nameof the Capitol, North O Street, and South Washington 
Railway Company to the Belt Railway Company, and granting 
additional powers to said company.” There is no semblance of 
an amendment, or scarcely a reference to the actof February 18, 
1893. The whole of this bill is to be found in the last clause of 
the title, ‘‘and granting additional powers to said company.” 
Thatis a very peculiar title that these gentlemen have adopted 
for their bill—a bill to amend an act that ne Sees a name 
and simply provides that there shall be no abatement of suits 
then pending, because of the change, with no reference what- 
ever of any kind or shape toeither the change of name or to the 
abatement of the suits. The whole bili is devoted to granting 
‘‘other privileges” to the corporation. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Does my friend from Iowa 
know of an ee against the company? 

Mr. HEPBURN. No, I do not. 

There is no reference in your bill, as the title would indicate, 
to any suit or to any abatement. I say why is this peculiar title 
eT = when you do not amend in any way the act of February 

9 

9 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, If the gentleman will per- 
mit me, I do not know just what the point of his objection is. 
This is asubstitute for the original bill which amended thechar- 
ter of the Belt road, permitting them to use a part of the line 
and permitting them to abandon a part of the line. When that 
bill was sent to the Commissioners it was amended in the man- 
ner that I have justexplained and as shown by this bill. Ontheir 
report this bill was introduced to carry out their recommenda- 
tions. The Commissioners themselves wrote the substitute which 
is now under consideration. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Let me read the original bill: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the name of the Capitol, North O Street, and South 
Washington Railway ar be, and the same is hereby, ¢ to the 
Belt Railway Company: ovided, That said change shall not affect pending 
oe against said company, nor the enforcement of any contracts with said 


That is all of the bill. Now, the title of this bill is to amend 
that act and grant additional powers to said company. The 
int I desire to call the attention of the committee to is this: 

t looks as if there was something deceptive in it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Notat all. 

Mr. HEPBURN Peeing). It seems to me as if this wasa 
measure proposing to amend a bill entirely innocent in itself 
by introducing what 4 be harmful and injurious legislation. 

Now, Mr. Chatenen, am willing to agree that that railway 
line is and proper; that one in that part of the city 
ought to be built— that is, some general line in that direction; 
but I do not believe that it ought to be built upon terms such as 
the committee have seen fit to invest this railway company with. 

It has been the effort of this Congress for the last five years 
to compel the street railway corporations of this city to harmo- 
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nize themselves with the modern improvements for propelling 
their cars. One of these companies has obeyed. Another one 
has been contumacious year after year, and has refused to obey 
thecommands of Congress, although those commands have been 
distinct and explicit and often reiterated. 

Now, in view of this legislation, in view of this settled purpose 
upon the part of Congress, why should the committee authorize 
the construction of this important road and not compel the com- 
pany to harmonize their appliances to the modern improvements 
of the day? Why should you allow this company this privilege 
of continuing to build horse railroads? And I say that although 
the word “electrical” is once used, that there is no provision 
which compels this company to use anything else but the motive 
power that they are using to-day. There certainly ought to be 
a provision that would make this road, when completed, a mod- 
ern road, that would make it fit and competent to speedily and 
efficiently accommodate people who desire transit through this 
city. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill is objectionable for another reason. 
There is a provision in it that requires, in case of the widening 
of streets, that the company shall bear but one-half the expense. 
And yet throughout almost the entire length of this road, more 
than two-thirds of it, there is a confessed necessity for the widen- 
ing of Lstreet. Itis but 32 feat wide. Itis proposed to put 
double tracks in the center of the street, leaving a roadway of 
Tor 8 feet only between the passing car and the curb stone. 
You will have to widenthat street. That means the destruction 
of the parking. That means the destruction of the trees along 
the route. That means the infliction of aninjury upon every one 
of those abutting owners. There isa recognition that there 
will be some expense, but evidently the committee only contem- 
plate the expense of laying additional pavement. There is no 
provision of any kind for damages to these injured property 
owners. There is a provision, at least by inference, that it any- 
thing of that kind is to be done, the city shall bear one-half the 
expense of it. 

Ir. HEARD. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. 

Mr. HEARD. I desire to say the gentleman is probably aware 
that until this session of Congress, there has been no effort made 
to incorporate in any charter granted the provision to which he 
has just referred. That had its origin with the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia. Itis of their preparation. It is, 
I suppose, what they think would be the fair thing in case the 
necessity should appear for the widening of any street occupied 
by the road of thiscompany. That is allI have to say about it. 
It is the recommendation of the Commissioners, and the com- 
mittee thought it was perhaps fair. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman will permit me, it is sin- 
gular that the committee should think it fair. What possible 
reason can the chairman of the committee give for compelling 
the = to bear one-half the expense of widening L street, when 
the widening of L street is only made necessary because a part 
of it is to be appropriated to a corporation? 

Mr. HEARD. Will my friend permit me te answer that 
question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly; I desire the gentleman to answer 





it. 

Mr. HEARD. [say thai there is no necessary inference that 
the city is to pay a dollar of it. The language of the provision 
is that ‘‘ when Congress shall provide for the widening of these 
streets.” The act of Congress which provides for the widening 
of that street can just as well provide that it shall be taxed 
against these abutting property holders. 

These abutting property owners are to-day enjoying as private 
property nearly two-thirds of theoriginal street. It isnottheir 

ault, but by action of the board of public works years ago, the 
roadway was reduced, as my friend from Tennessee [Mr. RICH- 
ARDSON] has suggested, in order probably to save the expense 
to the municipality of keeping up that entire es but this 
state of the case results therefrom, that the people who bought 
property inside of the building line, and paid only for that 
property, got large additions to it which they are to-day using 
as private property, but which belongs to the public; and if 
Congress should decide that the wants of the whole public re- 

uire.that that road should be widened, that the right of way 
should be put back in part or in whole to its original bound- 
aries, then it is competent, and I hold proper, for Congress to 
decide whether the cost shall be assessed wholly against abut- 
ting property holders, partially against them, or against the 
District; but this is meant to provide that in any case the rail- 
road company shall bear one-half of the cost. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, Mr. Chairman, I know that the peo- 
ple along that line of road are now enjoying the use, as the gen- 
tleman says, of nearly two-thirds of that street. Why should 
they not continue to do it as against this corporation? 
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Why do you want to take it away from the people along the 
line of that road and vest it in this corporation without the pay- 
ment of a dollar of expense? That is the real question. 

Mr. HEARD. I will answer the gentleman’s question right 
now. The only reason is because we conceive, as the Commis- 
sioners believed, and as they have affirmed, that it is in the in- 
terest of the general public that the street should be used by the 
railroad company, and for no other reason could we justify it 
there or elsewhere. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The interest of the general public can be 
conserved and the railroad can be built in this place it seems 
to me, if this beneficiary, the corporation, that wili have large 
dividends from its operations, pay to the owners a consideration 
for that which they take away from them. 

Mr. HEARD. LIask the gentleman to be just enough to say 
that the general public, which will also be a beneficiary, should 
also contribute. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The general public ought not to be com- 
pelled to contribute, in my judgment, to the benefit of this local 
ee 

Mr. HEARD. Then you differ from the Commissioners. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The people are not asking for this road. 
Here is a protest against it. They asked for a neeene and 
they tell this House you have refused to allow them to be heard. 
As I said before, Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to the 
building of this road; but there is no provision fn this bill for 
taxation. , 

There is no provision in it to compel the payment of damages 
to abutting property holders. There is no provision limiting 
the railway company as to time. They can do as certain other 
railroads have done, get possession of the charter and sit quietl 
back and refuse to give to the community the neces facili- 
ties for travel. There is no provision in this bill requiring them 
to make a modern railroad, with the later and better improved 
methods for motor. So that it seems to me that this bill is dis- 
tinguished for the omissions of provisions taking care of the 
interests of the public. There are many provisions here for the 
benefit of the corporation. 

Mr. HEARD. ill the gentleman permit me to answer by 
saying that the reason why many of these provisions which he 
Says are necessary are omitted from this bill is because they 
= contained in the original charter of which this is amenda- 

ry! 

Mr, HEPBURN. I have not found them. 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman from Tennessee informs me 
oF are in the original charter. 

r. HEPBURN. There is a provision for taxation, I admit, 
in the original charter; but what provision is there in the origi- 
nal charter in regard to the ing ee of damages to the abutting 
owners? What provision is there in the original charter, 
passed in 1875, on the 3d of March, as to the time when they 
shall begin and when they shall complete this improvement? 

Mr. HEARD. Well, of course, at the time that charter was 
granted this line was not in contemplation. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The original charter gives them power to 
use horses. 

Mr. HEARD. If the gentleman will permit me, I will state 
to him that these matters which he deems to be errors in judg- 
ment were made on the part of the District Commissioners, for 
asa fact this substitute was prepared by the Commissioners. 
The District Commissioners, with their attorney, Mr. Thomas, 
certainly with the knowledge of what the present charter con- 
tained, presumably would put in what was necessary to add to 
the original bill by way of an amendment to properly protect 
the yo of the public. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does the gentleman state that this was sub- 
mitted to the Commissioners? 

Mr. HEARD. The substitute was prepared by them. The 
bill was sent to them, and it was sent back in the form of this 
substitute. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Did not the Commissioners refuse to give 
their assent to the abandonment of certain portions of the line 
now operated? 

Mr. HEARD. They certainly did, and so expressed in their 
report; and therefore this substitute does not provide for that 
abandonment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. You say there is no provision for abandon- 
ment. 

Mr. HEARD. That was put in the bill when it was referred 
to them, and they declined or refused to consent to the aban- 
donment; and therefore the substitute does not provide for such 
an abandonment. I think that in the substitute bill now being 
considered, provision is made for permitting the railroad com- 
pany to abandon tof the line which it desired to abandon. 

r. HEPB - Here is the real situation. Some one pre- 
pares a bill and the Committee on the District of Columbia send 
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it to the Commissioners. The Commissioners send back a bill 
containing certain changes in the line, a better bill than the one 
which the committee had approved, and thereupon the gentle- 
men of the committee, when their particular measure is assailed, 
throw themselves back under the protecting skirts of the Com- 
missioners and say: ‘‘ We have done nothing of this kind; this 
is the bill of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia.” 
The bill is no better for being the bill of the Commissioners. It 
ought to contain these provisions which I think the gentleman 
himself is ready to say ought to be in it-— 

Mr. HEARD. I say that my information is that the very pro- 
visions of which the gentleman speaks are incorporated in the 
original charter, and for that reason are not repeated in this 
bill, andI have aright to assume that that is so, because this 
bill is reported as a substitute by the Commissioners and has 
been prepared by them in consultation with their attorney. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Do you say that in the original charter 
there is any provision by which an abutting owner can recover 
for any injury done to his property? 

Mr. HEARD. I do not say anysuch thing, and I do not know 
that there ought tobe. I say that there is no such provision in 
any charter that has been granted in this District. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But ought there not to be? 

Mr. HEARD. I do not know that there ought to be, because 
the law is well established on that subject. The gentleman, as 
a lawyer, must be familiar with the decisions against the ele- 
vated railroad companies in New York, and a long line of simi- 
lar decisions in other States, going to the point that where an 
abutting property owner is injured by the occupancy of a street 
for any such purpose, the party so occupying the street is liable 
in damages. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is anentirely different case. The lia- 
bility of the elevated railroad accrues under the general incor- 
poration law of the State of New York, which gives a right of 
action to the cong | ey owner, and prescribes a tribu- 
nal before whom it shall be tried and the manner in which the 
assessment may be had. That is not the case here. You have 
no such general law in the Districtof Columbia. A corporation 
of this kind can not be interfered with until its occupancy of 
the property amounts to a nuisance. 

Mr. HEARD. Does the gentleman affirm that that class of 
judgments against the elevated railroad company of New York 
are based upon a specific statute of the State of New York? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will say that in nearly every State in this 
Union—— 

Mr. HEARD. You said that in the State of New York there 
was a specific statute. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is my understanding. 

Mr. HEARD. Well, you stated it as a fact,and I ask you now 
if you have the information to base that statement upon? 

r. HEPBURN. I understand that to be the case. 

Mr. HEARD. My information is that those decisions rest 
upon the common law right of the abutting property owner, and 
I am sure there have been similar decisions in many other 
States. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, if it is a common-law right, it will 
not be harmed by making it more definite and certain in this 


bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Inthe State of Illinois we have the 
common law practice, and up to the adoption of the constitution 
of 1870 the doctrine prevailed which is contended for by the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], that unless the oe 
was actually taken, the abutting ae owner could not re- 

the operation of that law 


cover damages; and so grievous 
become that in the constitution of 1870 there was inserted a 
special provision to protect abutting property owners along such 
routes as the one that is contemplated in this bill. 


Mr. REED. Ishouldlike to ask whether L street is not owned 
by the United States? 

Mr. HEARD. The street is. 

Mr. REED. Then, ifitis owned by the United States from 
building to building, how is anybody else going to get damages 
for injury resulting from the United States by the action of Con- 
gress, employing its streets, which it has paid for, for any pur- 
pose that suits it? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The position of the gentleman 
from Maine is absolutely correct, and these abutting property 
owners can not recover damages unless a provision is inserted 
in this bill authorizing it. 

Mr. REED. The United States to authorize somebody ~ £0 
upon its land, and then to tebe for damages for somebody 
else on some other land! at would be rather anomalous. 
Here is an absolute ownership of the land on the part of the 
United States, and yet it is proposed to subject it to an ease- 
ment that is to give the right to everybody that abuts on it to 
claim damages. 
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Mr. PAYNE. The United States own it onlyfor the purposes | 


of a street. 
Mr. REED. The gentleman is mistaken. 
simple. 


They own it in fee 


r. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I care not whether it is | 
The United States has sold to these abut- | 


|; houses than now exist. 


owned in fee or not. 
ting owners with the implied agreement that the street shall be 


used only for the purposes of ordinary traffic, and when it sub- | 


jects those streets to an added servitude it is bound in morals to 
do all it can to protect the abutting property owners. 

Mr. HEARD. Then, was it not a perversion of that use for 
the United States to provide that individuals might fence ina 
portion of that land to be used as their private parks, and that 
they might undermine the street and put theircoal cellars under 
them, thus using them as private property? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I carenotwhether that was a perversion or 
not. It was proper, in my judgment, and this grant to the rail- 
way that you propose is improper, and that is the difference. 
So, Mr. Chairman, I think this bill ought not to be permitted to 
pass in its present faulty condition. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Tennesses a 


moment ago, in answer to the objection that a road constructed | for a cross-town road running almost 


on this proposed route would cause injury to the water mains, 
ave hisown opinion. NowlI am going to send to the Clerk’s 
an and have read the opinion of an engineer of the District of 
Columbia, Mr. Stellwagen; and I ask the Clerk to read alsoa 
communication from ex-Senator Edmunds. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
[From the Evening Star.] 


AGAINST USING L STREET—MR. STELLWAGEN SAYS A RAILROAD WOULD IN- 
JURE THE WATER MAIN, 


The Commissioners have received a letter from Mr. Edward J. Stell- 
wagen in regard to the proposed use of L street by the Belt Line road. In 
the letter Mr. Stellwagen says: 

‘The subject of the proposed extension through L street of the Belt Line 
railroad being one of much public interest, I desire to state a reason why 
this franchise should not be anted. The large 36-inch water main, 
giving to the central portion of Washington its best supply, passes through 
this street for almost its entire length and is at many ints, according to 
the statement of the engineer officer in charge of the city’s water supply, 
only 4 feet below the surface of this street. 

«The extreme depth of the excavation necessary in the construction of a 
cable road such as the Washington and Geofgetown line is 4 feet 3 inches, 
andin the construction of an underground electric line, similar to that on 
U street, while the needed depth is not so great, yet itis sufficient to leave 
so little earth between the yokes and the water main as to make the main 

tically a part of the foundation for the yokes. 

“In either of the constructions above noted large quantities of concrete 
are used, so that from outer rail to outer rail there exists a mass of iron, 
cement, and broken stone, through which it would be most expensive, if 
even en to work, should any accident happen to the large main. Itis 
also likely that the main becoming incorporated in and forming a rt of 
the foundation of the road would naturally be injured by the travel of heavy 
cars over the tracks. Without being subjected to any such duty this main 
has already broken at a point west of Connecticut avenue, caused by settle- 
ment, due to a poor foundation, and as this same foundation exists to-day 
in many places it is only reasonable to look for such breaks in the future. 

-. “Ass g, therefore, that a yoke system can not be used on this street, 
there remains of the modern methods the overhead trolley alone. 

“In an exhaustive paper on the subject of the destruction of metallic 
street pipes on the lines of overhead trolley roads, read recently before the 
electrical convention held in this city, the facts stated remain uncontra- 
dicted, so that it is fair to assume that this destruction does take place, 
and that all mains, whether large or small, are more or less injured by such 
asystem. It is hoped that when the honorable Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia recommended the substitution of L street for the oneasked 
for by the railroad company, they did so without fully consider this 
point, and that you will reconsider the recommendation. The northwest 
section of yuan has but three east and west streets through which 
pass the large supp y mains, the 30-inch on K street, the 36-inch on L street, 
and the 48-inch on street. In addition tc any other reasons which may 
exist, is notthe presence of these large and needed city mains a greater 
reason why none of these streets should be given over to railroad occu- 


pancy?” 
[From the Evening Star.] 


AGAINST MORE RAILROADS—EX-SENATOR EDMUNDS OPPOSES USING CERTAIN 
RESIDENCE STREETS. 


Ex-Senator George F. Edmunds has written the follo interes let- 
ww pA the Commissioners concerning additional railr in the city of 

ashington: 

“ While in Washington last week I learned that several projects for more 


street railroads in the northwest part of the city were beng ressed for your 
ooueers. with the view of getting onal auth y for their con- 
8 . As you may remember, I have practically resided in Northwest 
Washington for twenty-five and have been a householder for nearly 
thattime. But I have never been an owner, or in ee interested in any 
real estate, or real-estate enterprises or speculation, her or other than to 
my own place, at No. 1411 Massachusetts avenue, and having sold that, my 
yeooes lace at 2111 Massachusetts avenue, nor have I been at any time in- 
ested in any street railway line. 

“I thus stand as one simple householder, and so my interests are the 
same as the great body of the residents of.that part of the city. I oo this in 
order that you know that I am under no particular bias. I eve itto 
be a fact beyond dispute that the house and land owners along the streets in 

to build these lines are in opposition. 
en is the reason for this continual urgency by the persons and 
corporations who are asking vileges? It is, evidently, not for the 
common good of the inhabitants of part of the city, unless the railroad 
companies consider themselves su judges in matter, and, as it 
eee er ceed Of the interests of le, and would do good to them in 
spite I must admit that idea 1s not very uncommon. I 

that the city authorities o 


ht not give any weight to 
And I suggest also that it 


@uc not just or good govern- 
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ment to injure the interest or impair the comfort of the people of one part 
of the District to benefit those who have lands to sell ond the city limits. 
“If the city were already overcrowded with population there might be an 


| excuse for spoiling the beauty of the avenues and streets in the northwest 


part of the city and diminishing the comfort and, to a degree, endangering 
the lives of the people there, But itis a fact of ocular demonstration that 
the northwest part of the city, to say nething of other sections, is, and will 
be for years to come, capable of containing probably 1,000 or 2,000 more 


“It is, I think, of vast importance to the future of our great and increas- 
ingly attractive capital city—never, I hope, to be a city of great trade and 
trafilc—that those parts of it already complete in its streets and walks, and 
settled by people wishing homes of quiet and safety, should be left un- 
touched by lines of monopolistic trafic, which in such a quarter are unnec- 
essary, and whose chief reason to be is the making of protits for railway 
speculators and investors." 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
ready for the general debate to close. 


One word more, and lam 
The necessity for a cross- 


| town railroad is, it seems to me, obvious, and ‘t is practically 


conceded by everybody. The gentleman from Virginia has 
presented here a protest signed by several gentlemen for them- 
I find that one of the names to 
Now, I have in my 
hand a bill introduced January 25, 1890, in which this same 
gentleman is named as one of the incorporators, and that billis 

parallel with this road, 
beginning at the very point at which this begins on Boundary 
and M. 

Mr. GROUT. But not passing through L street. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That road was to run on 
M street. This bill which proposes a road running for about 
half its route on M street proposed when originally introduced, 
as the gentleman from Minsour! Mr. HEARD] suggests, a road 
running the entire distance on M. It now proposes that the 
road run about halfway on M, the rest of the route having been 
taken from M by the District Commissioners themselves and 
put on L. 

My friend from Virginia refers to the water mains. Sir. the 
fact that the water mains are not in the way has already been 
conclusively shown. It is made still more manifest, if that were 
possible, by the fact that the Engineer Commissioner of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia recommends that this road be put on L street. 
He knows where the water mains are much better, I take it, 
than even citizens living on L street. 

Mr. WISE. But Mr. Stellwagen is an engineer. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. He may be an engineer, 
but he is not the Engineer Commissioner of the District, whose 
business it is to look after the streets. I cite against Mr. Stell- 
wagen, if he be an engineer—I do not know whether he is or 
not—the facts which I have already adduced, and the additional 
fact thatthe Engineer Commissioner, whose business it is to look 
after the water mains and protect them against any injury by 
street railroads, recommends that this road be put on L street. 
I think the fact is conclusively shown that the road will not in- 
terfere with the water mains. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I am acquainted with Mr. Stell- 
wagen, a most excellent gentleman, and probably one of the 
best real estate agents in this city. 

Mr. WISE. Does he not hold some public position? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Not atall, as I understand. Heis 
amember of the real estate firm of Fisher & Co., and is, I be- 
lieve, a most excellent gentleman. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. He is a real estate agent, 
as I understand, and was another one of the corporators in the 
bill which contained the name of Mr. Henry A. Willard, and 
which as far back as 1890 proposed to locate a cross-town line on 
Mstreet parallel with the route now proposed. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask that the general debate close. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. The gentleman will allow 
me to ask whether the citizens living on L street are unanimous 

nst this railroad or divided in opinion? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. They are by no means 
unanimous. I have presented petitions covering eight or ten 
pages of legal cap, and signed by persons living on that street, 
asking for this road. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
dents on L street? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Some may be. I can not 
read ali the names. Any gentleman can look at this petition. 
It covers eight or ten pages. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I wish to know whether 
the citizens residing on L street are unanimous against this 
route? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Not at all. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Then they are divided 
amongst themselves? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is no pretense that 
= are unanimous against it. 

r. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
portions they are for and against it? 


Are any of the signers resi- 


Do you know in what pro- 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No, I donot; but I think 
a large number are in favor of it. I do not know that, however, 
to be the fact, and I do not assert it. 

Mr. GROUT. Will the gentleman from Tennessee state 
whether there are any residents on L street who specifically ask 
that this road go along that street? . 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. [ understand that a large 
number of persons who signed this petition in favor of the road 
reside on L street. 

Mr. GROUT. Thatis the general petition for a cross-town 
road, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
ing this road on L street. 

Mr. GROUT. Do you know any actual residents on L street 
who ask that this road go through that street? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have not analyzed these 
names clesely enough to answer that question. Here is a peti- 
tion with the residences opposite the names of the signers. 
Some of them, I notice, live on L street. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It will add 25 per cent to the value 
of their property. Why should they not petition for it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Oh, Mr. Chairman, there 
is not a man on that street whose property will not be enhanced 
from 10 to 20 per cent the very moment this road is built, and 
ow know it. 

r. WISE. There were, let me say to the gentleman, afew 
people on L street who petitioned for the road—I mean who live 
on lL. between Sixth and Seventh streets and in that vicinity. 
But I can tell the gentleman from Tennessee that none of the 
residents of the street, between Fourteenth street and Connect- 
icut avenne, have askod for it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, between Fourteenth 
street and Connecticut avenue only a short distance—only a few 
blocks. It may be that they do not ask for the road. But if, on 
the other hand, the people living on the 3 or 4 miles of that 
street outside of that particular section want the road, it seems 
to me that these gentlemen who live in palatial residences, who 
own magnificent turnouts, who can drive bobtailed horses, and 
ride in fine painted carriages, with coats of arms all over them 
ought not to be able to stand in the way in a matter which is of 
necessity for the general public. They are not the people who 
use the street railways anyhow. It is the people, who are 
not able to drive fast horses, who have to ride on the street rail- 
ways, and who do not live in palaces either. It is very well for 
these people to sit up in their comfortable homes and object to 
what is really for the interest of the public, but it is.our duty 
to regard the common interests of all the people. 

Mr.CORAIN. Mr. Chairman, as I understand the parliamen- 
tary status of this bill, it-is a substitute which has been pre- 

ared by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia‘for a 
Bill pending before this House. 

T have listened with a great deal of attention to the discussion 
of the bill, both by the chairman of the committee.and by other 
gentlemen who have participated in the debate; and I trust 
that some gentlemen on che other side will do me the courtesy 
to hear what I have to say in connection with it. When I say 
‘the other side” I do not mean the other side of the Chamber, 
but I refer to those who are in favorof the bill as now reported. 
I ask their attention for a few minutes. 

It has been said by the chairman of the committee, or the gen- 
tleman who has charge of the bill on the floor, that the citizens 
living along the line of this proposed road had an a 
to come before the committee and discuss the merits of the 
proposition. I know it to be a fact, from the report of the com- 
mittee itself, that this bill is a substitute for the o al bill 
and that it was prepared by the Commissioners, witha few slight 
ae Am I right, I ask the gentleman in charge of 

e 

A Mamper. That is correct. 

Mr. ORAIN. Now, I quite agree with those who advocate 
the measure that railroads are a necessity not only for the poor, 
but for those who desire to avail themselves of the accommoda- 
tions and facilities which street car transportationaffords. But 
I deny the assertion or intimation of the gentleman in charge of 
the that the opponents of the bill who reside on L street 
are the men who reside in palatial houses and who drive hand- 
some and expensive turnouts behind docked horses. There are 
many persons on that street who live in humble homes who are 
bitterly opposed to this road. 

It has been urged, I believe, that this bill ought to be passed 
because the property owners all along the line presented a 
petition here before the committee asking for the construction 
of the road. A petition has been ted, it is true, by some 
persons indicating that they are infavorof it. Butwhathas the 
gentleman in charge of the bill to say in referenceto the protest 
which has been filed, as I 


No; the petition for locat- 
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ers living along the line of thesame road? Is not theargument 
advanced by him in favor of the road, based on the application 
of the owners of property residing along the line of the road, 
equally as strong in opposition to the bill when we find that 
there are property owners along the line who are protesting 
against its pee 

The gentleman from Tennessee has called upon the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. WiSE] to give some of the names of the pro- 
testing parties. 

I hold in my hand an excerpt cut from one of the city papers 
in this city, stating that the petitioners whose names are signed 
to the protest against the bill were denied a hearing by the 
committee. The gentleman in charge of the billstates that that 
is untrue, as I understand it. Thatthey were permitted tocome 
before the committee and present their protest. I think the 
gentleman must be mistaken in that, because the gentlemen 
who signed the protest would hardly put forward the statement 
which is embodied in the extract from the newspaper to which 
Ihave referred. I will read from it. It states: 


Property owners on L street are to present a petition to Congress to-day 
against the allowance of a charter to the Beit Railway Company to extend 
its road along thisstreet, as proposed, for a cross-town line. Bills haye been 
introduced into the House and Senate for this extension on L street from 
Connecticut avenue in the northwest to Highth street northeast. 

The petition sets forth that the House bill came up before the District Com- 
mittee, and that an opportunity for a neon was granted, but that the no- 
tice was so short after the application for a hearing that it was impossible 
for the persons that were to appear and speak to notified. The House 
committee reported favorably on the bill, and the petition states that it would 
appear as though the report was prepared before the invitation was extended 
to the property owners. 


Of this of course I know nothing. I simply state that it was 
so published in one of the newspapers circulating in this city. 
Again I read: 


The signers, seventy-seven property owners along L street, represent that 
the bills have not been response to any demands from the resi- 
dents of the streets of the northwest who object to the invasion of the quiet 
and npeee of this on of the city. T street, they say, is but 32 
feet wide, and double tracks would allow but 8 feet available on each 
side. To widen the street occupying a part of the parking, as the bill 
seems to contemplate, would necessitate the cutting down of the trees and 
the impairment of the value of residences. The bill makesno provision for 
obtain: the consent of abutting owners. 

said to t defects. It doesnot provide 


The b several importan' 
for any p kind of road, except in the exclusion of steam cars from 

over any of its tracks where there are ns, fixtures, or ap- 
paratus of the W ueduct. The road by this bill is to be con- 
structed on such grade and such manner as the Commissioners of the 
District shall approve. It does not prescribe any time for the beginning or 
the on of the work. 


The manner of motive power is very vaguely described in the right to 
make or along the route, and that the constructions shall 
be sub, to such condi where there are mains or fixtures or a 
ratus of the aqueduct, as the of War may prescribe. There is a 
futher provision that the company shall deposit a sum sufficient to cover 
the expense with the Treasurer of the United States to the credit of the 
W: Aqueduct, but specifies no time for this deposit. Other fran- 
chises W: the bill grants are committed to the control of the Secretary 
of War in absolute terms without prescribing any period for the perform- 
ance of the conditions. 

The bill also makes a provision for the wide of the street when Con- 

shall authorize it, but the petition asserts that the provision for de- 
half of the cost of the railway is inefficient. It is set forth that L 
street is too far south for a cross-town line, and should not be chosen for 


such a pape. 

Aan to the document are H. Clay Stewart, L. P. Graham, 
A.W. ,H. K. Willard, James M. Green, W. H. Trescot, and Frank N. 
Carver, all of whom have property of more or less extent along this 


Now, sir, I do not pretend to say that because these individ- 
those in united 


. with them in the formation and pr - 
sentation of the protest, are opposed to the passage of the bill, 
that it should necessarily fail of enactment. But it does seem 
to me, in view of the fact that these gentlemen, over their own 
signatures, have advised Congress that they have been denied a 
hearing in order to call the attention of the House to certain in- 

ustice done them or that would be worked upon their interest 

y the — of the bill in its present form, and in view of the 
fact that their protest points out defects in the bill which must 
be a nn sae ee read them in connection with 
the biil itself, that committee ought not to pass the bill in 
its present , but: that it ought to be recommitted to the 
Committee onthe District of Columbia for further consideration 
in order that those who feel themselves ae may have a 
reasonable unity to be heard on the subject of their griev- 
ances. As I said before, I quite agree with the gentleman in 


«charge of the bill when he states to this committee that the in- 


‘terests of the general public are to be considered, anc not the 
Soa that the passage of the bill might have on ‘private indi- 
Vv uals. 

There is hardly a bill of a general or local character which 
comes before ‘this House for consideration that does not in some 
way re — the rights and — areas = private 
parties; ‘ ‘maxim, * greates ‘possi good egreat- 
est possible number, subject, of course, to the dondifaretlien of 
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the minority, ought to prevail in this species of legislation, as 
in all others of a more general character. _ 

But it does seem to me that when we consider the advantages 
and benefits which necessarily accrue from increasing and rami- 
fying the lines of railroad over this town, the rights of private 
individuals to be protected as far as possible should be consid- 
ered. 

Now, there is not a bridge bill which passes this House, there 
is nota bill for the construction of public improvements of a 
general character that does not contain some provision with 
respect to the time of commencement and the time of comple- 
tion of the work, and which does not protect, as far as it is pos- 
sible for Congress to afford the protection, the rights of indi- 
viduals which may be affected by the passage of the bill. I do 
not believe, in view of the facts which have been elicited and ad- 
duced in this discussion, that this bill ought to pass in its pres- 
ent state. 

I am opposed on general principles to the practice which 
has obtained so largely in the legislation of both Houses of Con- 
gress, of submitting blindly and without due consideration to 
suggestions that come from the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia, from Secretaries of War, Postmasters-General, Sec- 
retaries of the Navy, and other heads of Departments, with 
reference to matters that come up in both Houses for consider- 
ation. The very first question that is asked with reference to 
one of these bills is, ‘‘ What does the Postmaster-General say 
about it?” ‘* What does theSecretary of the Treasury say about 
it?” ‘‘ What do the Commissionersof the District of Columbia 
say about it?” And it is almost equal to the defeatof a measure 
if the head of the Department affected by a bill sends into the 
House or into the Senate his objections to its enactment. 

It is right and proper that these several Departments, and 
even bureausof Departments,should be consulted with reference 
to legislation affecting those Departments and bureaus, but I do 
not believe we should go so far as it is proposed to advance with 
reference to this bill as to pass it blindly, simply because the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia have sent it down 
already prepared and formulated to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict ob doi umbia. . 

It is their duty, which they have performed well, I admit—in 
fact,I have no desire to deny it if I could—to consider all the in- 
terests which may be affected by any legislation that is brought 
to their notice in a formal way; but it is apparent that in this 
case there is certainly some misunderstanding between the com- 
mittee which hascharge of this bill and the signers of this pro- 
test against its —- I therefore repeat that, in my humble 
opinion, the bill that is now before this committee ought not to 
bé passed in its present shape; and not only dol suggest this by 
reason of the protest, but on account of the defects in the bill to 
which the attention of the Committee of the Whole is directed 
by the protest itself. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, the gentle- 
man from Texas who has just resumed his seat, has shown that 
the nena holders on L, street, amounting to some one hun- 
dred in number, have protested against the e of this bill. 
I have asked about that protest. Members of the Committee 
on the District of Columbia do not seem to have that protest in 
the House, and do not seem to have any particular knowledge 
of it. I think there is a discrepancy or oversight somewhere. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The protest is printed and 
lying on the desks of members. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The printed protest to 
which the gentleman refers is not the one to which I refer. 

Mr. HEARD. I will say to my friend that the protest is not 
in the hands of the committee, those who are opposed 
to the bill sent to me and requested its return, and they have 
taken the protest and got it printed. It was withdrawn from 
the committee. 

Mr. CRAIN. Wasitin the hands of your committee before 


you re the bill? 
Mr. HEARD. Iwas not present when the bill was considered; 
but these gentlemen claim that the protest arrived too late for 


consideration in the committee. 
Mr. CRAIN. Is that the fact? 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not know. 
—- If you gentlemen do not know, how can we 
w? 
Mr. HEARD. If the gentleman will permit me, I will finish 
my answer tothe gentleman from New icceebien [Mr. BaKER]. 


I only want to say I was not present in the committee when the 
bill was considered or two after | 


was I was not in the city. Ad 
its consideration I returned, and, when the bill n re-| 
ported, the o its of the measure came to me and said they | 
wanted the protest for their use, and I gave it to them and it is | 

rinted on the desks of members to-day, as I understand 


, 


ut at all events the protest is in the possession of its friends. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Before the gentleman 
from New Hampshire proceeds, I would like to say one word, if 
he will allow me. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The only protest I know 
anything about is the printed one, and it is signed by the gen- 
tlemen whose names have been read, Mr. Stewart, Mr. Graham, 
the two Messrs. Willard, Mr. Green, and Mr. Trescott, on be- 
half of themselves and over seventy protesting owners. Thatis 
the only protest I knowanything about. Itis here and has been 
before the committee all day. 

Mr. CRAIN. Butyou do not know thatitwas before the com- 
mittee when you reported the bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
bill was reported, but all the facts stated were before us. 
facts that appear in this protest were before the committee and 
before the District Commissioners. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, it may be 
that this printed protest which is in the hands of members of 
the House of Representatives is the protest which was signed by 
more than seventy gentlemen residing in that portion of Lstreet 
where this road is proposed to be built, but it does not contain 
the names of those people. It onlycontains the names of six peo- 
ple. WhatI was desirous of ascertaining was aresponse as to the 
amountof property which the other seventy owned on that street. 
It is not in the hands of the committee. It is not in the House. 
Of course it is impossible to determine that now. Members 
of the committee, however, during this discussion have admitted 
that they did not receive the protest in season to give it any 
consideration, or at least did not give it any consideration; and 
the protest that is gs is against the action of the District 
Commissioners and the House committee prior to the time of 
filing it. They say they had only an hour and a half’s notice to 
appear before the committee, and that that notice was given 
only toone ofthem. Itis evidently manifest that he could not 
notify all the others to appear that morning. The protest fur- 
ther says: 

An application for a postponement and for a hearing on one or two days 
notice received no attention. 

Now, as this bill seems to have been presented on the 6th day 
of April last, there seems to have been ample time to have 
heard them if there had beena disposition to hear them. Then 
the protest says: 

Your petitioners respectfully represent that the bills in question have 
not been put upon their passage in response to any demand from the resi 
dents of the streets in the northwest which it is proposed to surrender to 
the said company for its railway. 

Upon the examination of the petition which gentlemen have 
here in favor of the railroad it is discovered that there are no 
persons signing that petition residing on that part of L street 
which is to be surrendered to this road. 

Now, from the very southern point of the Columbia Railroad 
to L. street is four squares. From L to U street, where there is 
a partial cross-town road, is about nine squares. Now, as we are 
proposing to build a cross-town railway, why do we put it so 
near down town, when it should be so far up town as to accom- 
modate all the people of the city? The general propositions in 
regard to L. street have been so carefully and thoroughly exam- 
ined by gentlemen who have preceded me that I will not give 
| them <_ further consideration at this time; but I wish to ask 
| the consideration of the committee to some points that do not 
| seem to have been discussed. 

In section 2 two abandonments of parts of the road already 
built and already in use are authorized, to wit: “ E street, be- 
tween Ninthand Eleventh streets northwest.” Now, if I under- 
stand that section correctly, the people going down Eleventh 
street upon this railroad, wishing to go to the Center Market, 
will be dropped at the corner of ¥ and sleventh streets, and will 
have no cars by which to reach the Center Market. Am I cor- 
rect in that? Again,I find that another section of the road 
which is to be discontinued is ‘‘from Ninth street and Louisiana 
avenue westerly to Twelfth street, and south to E street.” If 
that a of the road is abandoned, how will the people in 
South Washington, coming up the road from South Washington, 
reach the Center Market. Itseemsto me that the abandonments 
provided for in this bill are just as bad as its extensions; and [ 
| can not for the life of me understand why any abandonments 

should be made of the road at this point. I would like to yield 
| tosome gentlemen on the committee to give an explanation. 
[After a pause.] But if they do not explain, we must take it for 
granted that no satisfactory explanation can be made. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have not been able to 
keep up with the gentleman in his statement as to the abandon- 
ments. I am not familiar with the portions of the road that are 
abandoned; but they have abandoned them with the consent of 
the Commissioners, and that portion of the road in South Wash- 
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ington is abandoned because there is no travel on it. Nobody 
has asked for tne abandonment, and if there was any travel the 
company certainly would hold the road. They are asking a 
charter for the construction of a road where somebody will ride, 
and they would not give up that portion of the road where there 
is n0 service except for the simple reason that there is no travel. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. If the gentleman asserts 
that there is no travel on the line of this road between Ninth 
and Eleventh streets on E street northwest—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. How is that? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. ‘E street, between Ninth 
and Eleventh streets,” is the language of the bill. If anyone 
having any knowledge of the railroad travelon this line, though 
it be short, says there is no travel between Ninth and Eleventh 
streets on that cross road, he must be misinformed. I certainly 
have not been able to so observe. No one having knowledge of 
the facts would assert that there is no travel over that portion 
of the road. 

Then another portion of the road that is extensively traveled 
now, especially in the morning, with reference to the market, 
is that very same section which I have already designated, 
‘from Ninth street and Louisiana avenue westerly to Twelfth 
street.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. They would not give up 
any part of their road that people want to ride on; but they are 
trying to get a road where people will ride. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. But the fact is that the peo- 
ple do ride on it. The fact is that it isone of the mostimportant 
parts of the line for the accommodation of the people of the city 
of Washington.- And if the committee has reported a bill in re- 
lation to this abandonment that they can not explain, I think it 
is time that the bill should be recommitted, in order that they 
aE get more information on the subject. 

r. EVERETT. Mr. Chairman, before the general debate 
closes I wish to comment upon a part of the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri |Mr. HEARD], the chairman of the com- 
mittec, in which he seemed to take the ground that the benefi- 
ciaries in such a scheme as this were the general public and that 
it was not right to speak of the company that obtained the fran- 
chise as receiving benefit from it. I have heard that kind of 
argument a good deal at home, Mr. Chairman. I have heard the 
street railway companies in the city of Boston claiming that be- 
cause they accommodated the general public, or said that they 
accommodated it, because =~ public traveled in their 
cars and made use of their roads, therefore the general public 
got the benefit of the franchise; and, in fact, the street railway 
companies there have argued that they were the — and that 
the people who lived along the streets had nothing at all to do 
with the public. 

The consequence has been, Mr. Chairman, in our city that 
' street after street, road after road, franchise after franchise, 

right after right has been surrendered for nothing, taken away 
from the general public and putin the handsof these companies 
that claim that because they carry the public, therefore they 
are the public. Then they have been consolidated into one vast 
corporation, and that great street railroad corporation has - 
the public by the throat. It is considered es having the city 


government by the throat and the Legislature 7 the throat 


doing exactly what-it pleases at all times and in all places; and 
when the public attempts to regulate it, when the public at- 
tempts to control it, when the public attempts to give competi- 
tive franchises, when the public attempts to put it under any 
sort of control, then that vast octopus, which has got the public 
by the throat and is choking it, bridles up and says, ‘‘ We are 
the public; we accommodate you; you travel upon our lines; 
therefore your rights are ours entirely; ” and, in short, the pub- 
lic has no rights that the West End road Company is bound 
to respect. 

I a, Mr. Chairman, that that may not be seen in the city 
of Washington, and I trust it may be understood not only that 
those who live along the lines of these railroads have rights as 
to what shall be done on the streets in which they live, but that 
the private railway corporation that is made the beneficiary of 
a franchise never ought to be confounded with the general public 
that travels in its cars. 

As to the theory of the gentleman from Tennessee, that this 
bill is a ton by the owners of palatial residences, who drive 
about in their magnificent carriages, if the gentleman will kindly 
walk along L street from Fourteenth street to Connecticut av- 
enue, 1 do not think he will see many tial residences. I 
think he will discover that the residences in that region are 
those of the humbler class of our citizens, and do not belong to 
our millionaires, 

Mr. Chairman, I hate to vote for any right to be given to a 
street railway company on any line of travel open to them which 
is not fenced with all and more than all the safeguards that are 
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ordinarily thought necessary. There has been a great deal too 
much in all our cities of giving away the rights of the public to 
corporations that have arrogantly assumed to represent the 
public, and I want to see some check put to it by the Congress 
of the United States. 

Mr. HEARD. I desire to say to my friend from Massachu- 
setts that the construction which he seems to put upon my 
remarks is not borne out at all by what I did say. I did not 
contend that this company would not be a beneficiary of this pro- 

sed legislation. The man who should take that ground would 

e little better than an idiot. When the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HEPBURN] spoke about the corporation being the benefici- 
ary of this bill, I having called his attention to the fact that the 
District Commissioners had recommended as applicable to this 
case and all similar cases the rule that when there should be an 
order made by Congress for the widening of any street occupied 
by a railroad the company should pay half the damages, [ said 
to him in substance: When you talk about this corporation be- 
ing the beneficiary of the bill and paying only one-half the dam- 
ages it may perhaps be poser to consider that the public also 
is a benefic ry and possibly should also pay half. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have no defense to make for the West 
End Railroad in Boston that my friend talks about. I have no 
justification to offer of its misconductif it has been guilty of any. 
I do not know anything about that, and 1 do not care anything 
aboutit. We aces this bill favorably, and I give it my sup- 
port because I believe it isa measure containing great merit, 
and because I believe the interests of the public demand it. I 
do not expect my friend from Massachusetts, or any other 
honest man on this floor, to vote for the bill simply because 
a corporation asks for this franchise. An honest man can 

ustify such a vote only upon the ground that he believes 
t will conduce to the public benefit to grant the franchise. 
I believe that in this case. I believe there has not been pre- 
sented by the committee this year a proposition containing 
more substantial merit. I believe there should be a road across 
the town in the locality here designated; and this route has 
been selected by the Commissioners, who are the direct and im- 
mediate representatives of the people, and who, as I believe, 
have conscientiously and wisely recommended that the road 
shall occupy the streetinquestion. I believe thatthe bill ought 
to pass; and because I believe it ought to pass for the sake of 
the benefits it will give to the public, I support it here, and for 
that reason only. 

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Chairman, I am sure that my friend 
from Missouri [Mr. HEARD] does not think I had any intention 
to misrepresent him. 

Mr. HEARD. Idonot. I think, however, from the remarks 
of my friend that he misapprehended my position. 

Mr. EVERETT. I meant just this, that I have heard pre- 
cisely the same reasoning in almost the same words used by the 
representatives of corporations who tried to make it appear at 
first that the general public would be almost equal beneficiaries 
with themselves in respect to the rights given to them, and then 
years afterwards when the public awoke to the consciousness of 
what had been given away without proper compensation (and it 
ee be that this half share is proper eee? the cor 
ration snapped its fingers in the face of the public and defied 
them to resume what they had rashly given away. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. t me ask the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts by what authority those Boston char- 
ters of which he speaks were granted—by the authority of the 
city of Boston or of the State of Massachusetts? 

Mr. EVERETT. They were granted, sir, by people who did 
not know what they were doing—both in the city and in the 
State. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then I know, if that is 
the case, they were not grantedin Boston. [Laughter.] Iwith- 
draw my question so far as relates to Boston. 

Mr. RETT. Iam sorry to say, sir, ‘‘ you can fool all the 

le some of the time.” [Laughter.] 

r. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, as the gentlemanfrom Mis- 
souri spoke a moment ago about a division of certain expenses 
gen 0a degherr an enlargement of the streets, I wish to ask him 
to what he referred? As I understand, there is no expectation 
ot widening any of these streets, so far as the building line is 
concerned. The only widening, I presume, is between the curbs, 
and I do not- understand from the gentleman that any of the ex- 
pense of the latter widening is tobe borne by the railroad com- 
pany under the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. HEARD. If the gentleman will refer to the section touch- 
ing that point he will find that the only ee ee 
by the bill is under its provisions to be paid one-half by the rail- 
Mr, HRP BO 

Mr. H RN. What widening is that? 

Mr. HEARD. The roadway, of course. 
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By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 7080) to reorganize the Union 
Pacific Railway Company and to readjust and secure the claims 
of the United States against said company—to the Committee 
on Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7081) to in- 
crease the limit of cost of the public building at Richmond, 
Ky.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 7093) toamend paragraph No. 
2 ofchapter 183 of the Revised Statutes of the United States— 
to the Committee’on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A resolution calling upon the Secve- 
tary of the Treasury for information as to the administration 
of the immigration laws—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. SAYERS: A resolution to amend the rules so as to 
make it in order to offer on general appropriation bills amend- 
— to sugar and sugar bounties—to the Committee 
on Rules. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Inowask that the general 
debate be closed, and the bill read by sections for amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I wish to make a motion to recommit; 
would that be prone now? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Oh, no; not now. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, general de- 
bate will be regarded as closed. The Clerk will now read the 
bo by sections for debate and amendment under the five-minute 
rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act incorporating the Capitol, North O Street 
and South Washington Railway Company, approved the 3d day of March, 
1875, the name of which corporation has been changed to the Belt Railway 
Compeng by act approved the 18th day of February, A. D. 1893, be, and the 
same hereby is, amended so as to authorize the said railway company toex- 
tend its tracks and run its cars thereon through and along the rane. 
named streets and avenues, to wit: Beginning at Florida avenue and } 
street, thence west along M street to New York avenue, thence westerly on 
New York avenue to L street, thence westerly along L street, Eleventh 
street, and L street to Connecticut avenue, thence northwesterly on Con- 
necticut avenue to M street, thence west on M street to Twenty-sixth street; 
from L and Fifth street NW. east on L street to Eighth street east, thence 
north on Eighth street to Florida avenue, thence along Florida avenue to 
starting point: also, beginning at Twenty-second and Mstreet, thence north 
to the end of Twenty-second street as now existing, or as may be extended, 
to S street, west on S street to Twenty-fourth street, north on Twenty-fourth 
street to U street, east to Twenty-th street, south to S street. 


Mr. HEPBURN. I move to amend by adding to the section 
just read the following: 


Provided, That all of the cars of said Belt Railway Company shall, after 
the ist day of January, 1896, be operated by underground electric or cable 
motive power. 


———— 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 7082) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mrs. John Fay, of Pueblo, Colo.—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Ses A bill ae 7083) for relief of James E. Mor- 
’ rill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HEARD. I move that the committee now rise. By Mr. BRICKNER: A bill (H. R. 7084) granting a pension to 

The motion was agreed to. Lewis Pape—to the Committes on Invalid Pensions. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having | By Mr. CAPEHART: A bill (H. R. 7085) to correct the record 
resumed the chair, Mr, CUMMINGS reported that the Commit- | of William Wilson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


tee of the Whole on the state of the Union had had under con- By Mr. CHICKERING: A bill (H. R. 7086) for tl lief 
sideration the bill (H. R. 6596) to amend the act approved Feb- | san ‘oel 13. Whitaker—to the Comaittes on Claw ee 
ruary 18, 1893, changing the name of the Capitol, NorthOStreet| By Mr. GORMAN: A bill (H. R. 7087) for the relief of John 
and South Washington Railway Company to the Belt Railway | 7, Davis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Company, and granting additional powers to said company, and | By Mr. LYNCH: A bill (H. R. 7088) to grant a pension to Ed- 
had come to no resolution thereon. mund La Londe, late a member of Company A, Eighteenth Wis- 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. consin Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: By Mr. TURNER of Virginia: A bill ( H. R. 7089) for the relief 
To Mr. CLARKE of Alabama, for ten days,.on account of im- | Of Samuel Good, Rockingham County, Va.—to the Committee 
portant business. on War Claims. 
To Mr. STRONG, indefinitely, on account of sickness. Also, a bill (H. R. 7090) to pension Sarah Wharton, a daughter 
To Mr. GEISSENHAINER, for two days, on account of sickness. of a deceased Re volutionary veteran— tothe Committee on Pen- 


To Mr. KRIBBS, for one week, on account of important busi- | §40ns. . : J 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7091) to pension Parmelia Glass, a daughter 


SS ieee tna a te 


ness. 
To Mr. STOCKDALE, for two days, on account of important busi- . a deceased Revolutionary veteran—tothe Committee on Pen- 
ness. sl1ons. 


REPRINT OF A BILL AND REPORT. By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 7092) for the relief of M. 


J.E - i » Claims. 
On motion of Mr. HATCH, by unanimous consent, a reprint ee ee ee ee ee 


was ordered of House bill 7007 and Report No. 845, the previous 
print being exhausted. PETITIONS, ETC. 


4. H. SEMPSON. Under clause lof Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 

On motion of Mr. CLARK of Missouri, by unanimous consent, | were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
the bill (H. R. 2433) for the relief of A. H. Sympson was taken | By Mr. BRICKNER: Resolution from the Chamber of Com- 
from the table and recommitted to the Committee on Claims. | merce of Milwaukee, Wis., against the antioption bill—to the 


FOREST RESERVATIONS. “— Committee on Agriculture. 


On motion of Mr. MCRAE, by unanimous consent, the bill (H. Also, memorial from the Chamber of Conimerce of Milwaukee, 
K. 119) to protect public forest reservations was taken from the | Wis-, praying for the amendment of the interstate commerce 
Calendar of the Committee of the Whole on the state of the | |aw—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
Union and recommitted to the Committee on Public Lands: and| .By Mr. CHICKERING: Petition of the clerical associations 

en ; of Oswego, N. Y., protesting against the reduction of commis- 

Mr. MCRAE, from the same committee, reported back with ror chaplains of army posts—to the Committee on Military 
amendments the bill (H. R. 119) to protect public forest reserva- yt a es 
tions; which, with the accom yoe report was referred to the |, By Mr. COGSWELL: Paper to accompany House bill No. 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered | 7049—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 





to be printed. By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition by E.C. Rogers 
And then, on motion of Mr. HEARD (at 4 o'clock and 55 min- and 6 others, of Springfield, Mass., in behalf of the Indians—to 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


By _ ees mpd pe enw es —— of Vermont, 
containing the names of 416 citizens of the State, favoring Gov- 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. ernment lephene and telegraph service—to the Committee on 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- | Commerce. 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H.R. | By Mr. HAUGEN: Memorial of the common council of the 
2040) granting a pension to Sarah Stoner, and the same was re- | city of Milwaukee, Wis., in favor of greater power of enforce- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims. ment of the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. HEARD: Petition of the Pastors’ Association of Se- 
dalia, Mo., in favor of the passage by Congress of the army 2p- 








PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- | propriation bill pending in Congress, and especially in favor of 
lo titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: | the provision against the reduction of the number of chaplains 

By Mr. QUIGG: A bill (H. R. 7079) to provide for the exten- | in the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
sion of letters —— for an improvement in insulating sub-| Also, remonstrance of the Lutheran Church at Mora, Benton 
the Committee on Patents. County, Mo., against the passage of H. Res. 120, proposing to 


marine cables— 
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amend the Constitution relating to recognition of the Deity in 
gaid instrument—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of citizens of Oregon, in favor 
of Government control of telegraph and telephone lines in the 
United States—to the Committee gn the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. HOUK: Affidavits of H. M. Hawley and John Early in 
supportof House bill 4363—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: Papers to accompany House bill 7060—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Protest of St. Luke’s Evan- 

elical Lutheran Church of the town of Poser, Yellow Medicine 
ounty, Minn., against any change in the preamble of the Con- 
stitution, signed by Rev. Ernst I’. Mueller, pastor, and Ludwig 
Preuse and Pellep Schmidt, elders, representing 221 communi- 
cants—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of Henry Newell, of Sibley, Iowa, 
against tax on incomes of building and loan associations—tothe 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: Petition of 70 citizens of Laurence and 
Mercer Counties, Pa., to aeeompany House bill No. 7063—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSK: Petition to accompany bill No. 7064, erealing 
a pension to Laura V. Swearer—to the Committee on Invali 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SIPE: Petition of letter-carriers of enenene, Pa., 
praying for the passage of H. R. 5294, relating to their position— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Printing Pressmen’s Union No.64, of 
Western Pennsylvania, favorin the passage of H.R. 473%, to 
create the position of foreman of presswork in the Government 
Printing Office Wresbingten, D. C.—to the Committee on the 
Post-Oflice and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Red Stone Council, No. 78, Junior Order of 
United American Mechanics, located at Brownsville, Pa., pray- 
ing for the passage of H. R, 5246, to regulate and restrict immi- 
gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SOMERS: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
the city of Milwaukee, Wis., against the ige of the substi- 
tute for H. R. 5653, knownas the antioption bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of the city of 
Milwaukee, Wis., asking for additional legislation so. as to give 

reater power of enforcement to the interstate-commerce law— 
fo the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition in favor of H.R. 4478, for Govern- 
ment ownership of telegraphs—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SWEET: Four petitions, containing the names of 235 
citizens of Idaho, favoring Government control of the tele- 
graphs~-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, May 15, 1894. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBuRN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of James E. Rolfe 
and 51 other citizens of Salem, N. H., praying that fraternal so- 
ciety and college journals be admitted to the mails as second- 
class matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of Grand Lodge, Ancient 
Order of United Workmen, of San F , Cal,, praying that 
fraternal society and coll journals be ad tted to the mails 
as second-class matter; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. DOLPH presented . a es tia eo eae mee uae, 
of Astoria, Oregon, praying that ts y the 
Government at the mouth of the Columbia River, to enable shi 
ping to pass in and out in the nighttime; which was referred 
the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. HOAR presented a memorial of 10 physicians and sur- 
‘Se 


ms of Massachusetts, remonstra’ 
© on for the library of rgeon-General’s Of- 


fice; which was referred to the emeaiione.te Sepeea ee 
Mr. VILAS presented the petition of Fred. Rohde and sundry 

other citizens of Mauston, Wis., —— fraternal 

and college journals be admitted to mails as 


matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of F. B. Waste and sundry 
other citizens of Mondovi, Wis., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to enable the States to enforce State laws regulating 
the sale of substitutes for dairy products; which was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CAFFERY presented the petition of E. H. Murrell, of 
Lynchburg, Va., praying for the repayment to him of moneys 
collected from the rents of his property in New Orleans, La., 
which were turned into the Treasury; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. QUAY presented the petition of William A. Arnold and 
87 other citizens of Berks County, Pa., praying that building 
and loan associations, national and local, be exempted from the 
propozed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a — of sundry Methodist Episcopal 
Churches, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the appointment of 
clergymen as chaplains at army posts where there is no regu- 
lar chaplain; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

He also pny a memorial of 456 citizens of Ingram, Craf- 
ton, and Idiewood, all in the State of Pennsylvania, remonstrat- 
ing against the admission of Utah, Arizona, and New Mexico, 
into the Union as States; which was referred to the Committee 
on Territories. 

Mr. GORDON presented a petition of the Dunlap Hardware 
Company, of Macon, Ga., and a petition of sundry hardware 
dealers of Columbus, Ga., praying for the immediate passage of 
the Wilson tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Savan- 
nah, Ga., remonstrating against the proposed reduction in the 
duty on rice; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Colum- 
bus, Ga., praying that an appropriation be made for a national 
exhibit at the Cotton States and International Exposition to be 
held at Atlanta, Ga., during the fall of 1895; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin introduced a bill (S. 2021) to 
amend an act entitled “‘An act to provide for the protection of 
the salmon fisheries of Alaska;” which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

Mr. ALLISON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2022) for + 
relief of certain property-holders in the city of ee py 
C.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Bor: 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DANIEL soe introduced a bill (S. 2023) to amend 
the chartef of the District of Columbia Suburban Railway Com- 
pany; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom 
nying paper, referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. PASCO submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; whieh 
— = erred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW submitted an amendment intended to be 
a by him to the Indian ae bill; which was re- 

—— the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
rinted. 
, Mr. SQUIRE submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
— ae oo to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
r . 7 
r. CALL submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 


PERSONS ENGAGED IN PROTECTED INDUSTRIES. 


Mr. ALLEN, I submit a resolution for which I ask present 
consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to inform the Senato of the total number of persons engaged in peehneee in 


Gunerien wheee skal are not, or will Rot, be affected by t 
and the of of the ee 
classifying 


) 
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naturalized citizens; and the total number of such persons who are 

siiena: and at what ratio, if any, alien mechanics and laborers have been 
taking the places of native and naturalized citizens of the United States in 
the protected industries of the United States. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the resolution may go over until 
to-morrow. I will take this occasion to suggest to the Senator 
rom Nebraska, by the unanimous consent of the Senate, that 

fore he asks for the passage of the resolution it would be well 
to ascertain whether the Secretary of the Treasury has the means 
of answering the inquiry. Iam afraid the Senator will find that 
there is no data from which an answer can be given. 

Mr. ALLEN. In answer to the Senator from New Hampshire, 
I will state that precisely the same information was furnished 
by the Secretary of the Treasury in 1886, based on the census of 
1880. The resolution is not a new thing by any means. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the resolution be printed and go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Itwill be printed and goover under 
the rule. 


DUPLICATE ENGROSSED BILLS. 


Mr. BLACKBURN submitted the following resolution, which | 


was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Represent- 
atives to furnish to the Senate duplicate engrossed copiesof the bills (A. R. 
6720) providing for the resurvey of Grant and Hooker Counties, in the State 
of Nebraska, and (H. R. 6956) to grant to railroad companies in the Indian 
Territory additional — to secure rights of way, depot grounds, etc., 
the originals having been mislaid. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I was requested by the Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. Davis] to ask that he be relieved from service upon 
the Committee on Claims, and that he be assigned to the Com- 
mittee on the Census. I was alsorequested to ask that the Sen- 
ator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN] be relieved from service 


upon the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, and that he be | 


assigned to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and that the va- 
cancies caused b 
from Michigan, Mr. Stockbridge, be filled by the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. The Vice-President a Mr. PATTON a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Claims, Indian Affairs, Epidemic Dis- 
eases, Railroads, and Agriculture and Forestry; Mr. PROCTOR a 
member of the Committee on Fisheries; Mr. DAVIS a member 
of the Committee on the Census; and Mr. MCMILLAN a member 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the amendmentof the House 
numbered 1 to the bill (S. 443) to provide for the sale of new 
tickets by the street railway companies of the District of Co- 
lumbia. 5 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 3032) to remove the chargeof desertion from the 
record of John A. Jack; 

A bill (H. R. 6123) authorizing the construction of a bridge 
over the Monongahela River, at the foot of Dickson street, in 
the borough of Homestead, in the State of Pennsylvania. 

A bill (H. R. 6838) to construe the act of Congress d Jan- 
uary 6, 1893, to incorporate the Protestant Episcopal Cathedral 
Foundation of the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 6975) for the relief of the heirs of Elizabeth Town- 
send 


INDIAN LANDS IN NEVADA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business has closed, 
and the Calendar, under Rule VIII, is in order. 

The bill (S. 99) to secure the relinquishment of the Indian 
title to a portion of the Pyramid Lake Indian Reservation in 
Nevada, and to the entire Walker River Reservation in said 
State, and for other purposes, was announced as first in order on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As the Senator from Nevada[Mr. Strw- 
ART], who reported the bill, is not present, I think it had better 
go over without prejudice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over without preju- 


OLIVIA AND IDA WALTER. 


The bill (S. 409) for the relief of Olivia and Ida Walter, heirs 


and children of Thomas U. Walter, deceased, was considered as 
Whole. 


in Committee of the 
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the death of our late associate the Senator | 


AGAT 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an 
amendment, inline 7, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out 
“twenty-five” and insert ‘‘ fourteen; soas to make the bill read: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to pay to Olivia and Ida Walter, heirs and children 





of Thomas U. Walter, deceased, out of any moneys in the Treasury not oth- 
erwise appropriated, the sum of #14,000, in full satisfaction of all claims 
against the United States for services rendered by the testator in connec- 
tion with any of the public buildings belonging tothe Government, whether 
superintendent, or otherwise. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate 

amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

the third time, and passed. 
DUNBAR R. RANSOM. 

The bill (S. 322) to place Dunbar R. Ransom on the retired 

list of the Army was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
| It authorizes the President of the United States, by and with the 
| advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint Dunbar R. Ransom, 

late captain in the Third Artillery of the Army, a captain in 
the Army: and to place him on the unlimited retired list. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
| gered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

WARM SPRINGS INDIAN RESERVATION. 

Mr. TELLER. I am loath to interfere with the Calendar, 
but there is a bill on the Calendar to confirm an agreement with 
certain Indiansand togranta rightof way toa railroad company 
across their reservation that will not give rise toany discussion. 
If itdoes, I will consent to withdrawitatonee. Itis ashort bill, 
and I ask unanimous consent that it may be passed. It was re- 
ported by the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I feel myself under a kind of an obligation 
to object to any bill being taken up out of its order. I dislike 
to object to the Senator's bill, but I think we had better proceed 
with the Calendar in order. I think by confining ourselves to 
the Calendar we shall in a short time reach all the bills upon it. 

Mr. TELLER. Weshall not reach the bill at the present ses- 
| sion that I desire to call up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
be stated. 

The bill (S. 123) defining and permanently fixing the northern 
boundary line of the Warm Springs Indian Reservation, in the 
State of Oregon, was considered as in Committee of the Wholo. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I desire to inquire of the Sena- 
tor from North Dakota |Mr. Roacs], who reported this bill, 
whether its provisions are in accordance with the report of the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs in regard to the boundary? 

Mr. ROACH. They are. 
| Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. All right. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
| dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
| and passed. 

NAVAL TRAINING STATION ON THE PACIFIC COAST. 


The bill (S. 488) providing for a naval training station on the 
Pacifie coast was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs with an amendment to strike out all after the en- 
acting clause, and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Navy is directed to establish a naval training 
station on the Pacific coast, and that he is directed to designate three offi- 
cers of the Navy who shall report on a suitable site on Government land for 
such naval training station on San Francisco Bay, or on Mare Island, in the 
State of California; the site so selected to be approved by the President. 

Suc. 2. That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized and directed 
to have constructed, by contract, after public advertisement, upon said land 
so selected such buildt , Wharves, and boathouses as may be necessary 
for a naval training station, the cost of such buildings, wharves, and boat- 
houses not to ex $100,000; and that $25,000 be, and is hereby, appropplated, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be imme- 
diately available for said purposes. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Naval Affairs, which has been 


amended, and the 


as 


as architect, designer, disbursing agent, 
| 
| 


The next bill on the Calendar will 





read. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, I notice this bill 
limits the location of a naval training station to two particular 
— both of which are in the State of California. I desire to 

quire of the Senator from California if it would not be a little 
more charitable, perhaps, to leave the matter open to the selec- 
tion of the naval board as to any point, which, after a careful 
examination on the Pacificcoast, may bedeemed most advisable, 
without confining them to any particular State. 

Mr. PERKINS. We have on the Pacific coast no naval train- 
ing station. Asthe Senate is aware, at Newport there is a naval 


training station, and the Chief of the Bureau of Navigation, in 
his report, asks for an appropriation of $170,000 for buildinga 
and improvements alone at that station. 
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Heretofore, and it is the custom now, when seamen in the 
East have enlisted in the Navy and they are assigned to vessels 
in the Pacific Ocean, their fare is paid across the continent to 
the ship on which they have been designated to serve, and when 
discharged, if in Bering Sea, or in Puget Sound, or the Sand- 
wich Islands, o~ must bo returned again to the port whence 
— were shipped. 

here are on the Pacific coast in the Pacific coast squadron 
and in the Bering Sea squadron, I thinksome fourteen or fifteen 
shipsof the Navy. It is eminently proper, therefore, that there 
should be a shipping station upon the acific coast for the ship- 
ment of seamen for the Navy, for the reason that our seamen on 
the Pacific coast, without disparaging others, are certainly 
equal in every respect to those anywhere in the United States. 

California has been designated in the bill for the reason that 
we have the only navy-yard on the Pacific coast at Mare Island, 
in that State, on one of the tributaries or arms of San Francisco 
Bay. The Government owns a large quantity of land at Mare 
Island, Alcatraz Island, Angel Island, and other islands in the 
bay of San Francisco, and knowing with what a jealous eye our 
friends in the East look upon us in the far West—I have but the 
spirit of emulation as I would call it—knowing that they would 
rather have these stations established on the Atlantic coast, I 
have eliminated from the bill the clause which was first in- 
serted that the land be purchased either in the State of Califor- 
nia orin the State of Oregon, represented by my friend from 
Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], who is now standing anxious to offer 
an amendment to this bill, and I have purposely named the Gov- 
ernment land in the bay of San Francisco, so as to obviate any 
objection that could possibly be offered to this bill on the ground 
of economy, because we have ample room and space in the bay 
of San Francisco for such a station. 

The time will come when the city of Portland will become a 
seaport, and when that time arrives it shall have my vote for 
the location of a naval station there. I will say also to my 
friend from Washington [Mr. a that I think we should 
have adry dock ay upon some place in Puget Sound; but 
on this simple proposition I feel assured I shall have the sup- 
port of my friends from Oregon and Washington in favoring 
this measure. When we shall accomplish this, and stop paying 
tribute to corporations for the transportation of sailors across 
the continent, then when the time comes my vote will be added 
to that of the Senator from Oregon in selecting a training sta- 
tion in that State; but I hope he will not object to this bill; on 
the contrary, if there is any opposition to the bill, I expect the 
Senator from Oregon to advocate it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I quite merce wie all the dis- 
tinguished Senator from eee eee S] has said in 
regard to the advisability of providing a naval station on the 
Pacific coast, but there can be no room whatever for argument 
between us in regard to that proposition. Inasmuch, however 
as the Pacific coast has but one representative on the Naval 
Committee of the Senate in the person of our distinguished and 
amiable friend from California, it does seem to me that the 
question as to the location of this station ought to have been 
left open to the naval board, whose business it would be to 
select the site. 

The Senator from Californi@ says that our time will come, 
that eventually we shall have a seaport at Portland. We, in 
our simplicity, have been laboring under the impression for 
sometime past that we already have a considerable seaport at 
Portland, Oregon. We have ships coming there from al wig 
of the world; from every port in the world ships come to Port- 
ae Oregon, and go from ‘there out to all the ports of the 
world. 

Then, again, we were under the impression that —— Sound 
had considerable commerce, and already Congress has estab- 
lished a naval station on the shores of Puget Sound. 

The Senator from California also says that the bill provides 
that the proposed training station shall be upon Government 
land in California at one or the other of the points suggested by 
him. I beg, in reply to that to say that the Government also 
has ample land lying at or near the ports of Portland, Oregon, 
and Tacoma, Seattle, and Port Townsend, on Puget Sound. 
Therefore, it does seem to me in all seriousness that the matter 
of the selection of this site under all the circumstances ought 
to be left open, and that it ought not to be restricted by the pro- 
visions of the bill to one particular State, and to two points in 
that particular State. 

I did not rise for the pe of moving an amendment, but 
for the purpose of appealing to the Senator from California, the 
representative of the Pacific coast on the Naval Committee, to 
himself offer an amendment by which the question of the selec- 
tion of the site shall be left open. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I do not desire to occupy the 
attention of the Senate at any great length on this wabiost, but 
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I feel like uniting with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Mrron- 
ELL} in appealing to the Senator from California[Mr. PERKINS], 

It is well known to the Senate that there is at present a dry 
dock being constructed on Puget Sound, or, as it is termed in 
the language of the Navy Department, a naval station. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, that this bill may not ob- 
struct the consideration of the Calendar, I will, with the con- 
sent of my colleagues on the committee, strike out the words 
‘in the State of California,” and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ the Pa- 
cific coast States.” 

Itseems to me, however, in all seriousness, that my friends 
from Oregon and Washington should not have raised that point. 
There is no navy-yard in Oregon, and the source of supply for 
manning the Navy should be near the navy-yard. However, I 
shall, with the consent of my colleagues, move tostrike out ‘‘in 
the State of California,” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
‘*the Pacific coast States.” 

Mr. SQUIRE. I thank the Senator. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I thank the Senator also, and in 
addition I would say that if California, after all, is the proper 
place for the location of the proposed naval training station, that 
will be a matter for the consideration of the naval board. 

Mr. SQUIRE, I would like to finish the remark on the point 
on which I was s — I was referring tothe facts in regard 
to the naval station on Puget Sound. The Government of the 
United States has a large amount of land there devoted to the 
purpose of such naval station and Government dry dock. The 
site for this purpose was selected by distinguished officers of the 
Government, two distinct and separate boards of officers hav- 
ing concurred in the selection of the site after a series of delib- 
erate, careful, and scientific examinations of various localities. 

Everyone who is acquainted with the waters of Puget Sound 
is aware that it is a marvelous body of water, fit for the naviga- 
tion of the largest vessels. In fact, it can accommodate all the 
navies of the world atonce, without being fully occupied. It has 
an ocean shore line in the State of Washington alone, on Puget 
Sound, Washington Sound, and on that ra of the Gulf of Georgia 
which is in the United States, of over 2,000 miles of deep naviga- 
ble inland sea, and affords the grandest and most remarkable 
facilities for all kinds of naval operations and purposes. 

The Government has appropriated alarge sum of money for 
the construction there of amammoth dry dock for ocean vessels, 
and the work of construction is rey. going on, so that it will 
probably be completed this year. This is the commencementof 
a great navy-yard; hence the region of Puget Sound is most suit- 
able for a naval training school, so far as the desirability of the 
connection of such school with a navy-yard is concerned. But 
there are other important reasons. The merchant marine do- 
ing business in these waters is already vast in extent, and the 
shipping business extends to every ~ of the navigable waters 
of the globe. This affords a splendid field for the enlistment of 
seamen. Three continental railroads have their termini here 
and a fourth has a transcontinental connection. The cities of 
Seattle, Tacoma, Port Townsend, and various other places are 
ports of entry and important shipping points. Vast forests, 
rich and valuable mines of coal, iron, and other minerals abound, 
insuring the rapid growth and development of this region in 
wealth and population. 

It seems to me it isa very proper question to be raised as to 
whether this training station should not be established on Puget 
Sound ‘in connection with the naval station there. I am very 
glad indeed that the Senator from California has kindly con- 
sented to allow this amendment to be inserted in the bill. I feel 
it would be unwise to confine the selection to any particular 
State on the Pacific coast, and instead of offering the amend- 
ment myself, Iam very glad indeed that it has been offered by 
the Senator from ifornia himself. The Government has 
many reservations of land on the islands and shores of Puget 
Sound aside from the body of land secured for the Puget Sound 
naval station at Port Orchard. Thusthere need be no outlay for 
additional land. 

Mr. CHANDLER and Mr. DOLPH addressed the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from New Hampshire. 

Mr. DOLPH. I beg leave to suggest that theamendment—— 

The VICE-PRESID - The Senator from New Hampshire 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CHANDLER. St 
make will obviate the necessity of the 
the Senator will allow me, I will go on. 

Mr. DOLPH. I was not aware that the Senator from New 
Hampshire had the floo:; but certainly if had the floorI should 
yieid to the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I take occasion to say that I understood 
that the Chair had recognized me. 

Mr. DOLPH. I did not so understand. 


the upeneticn I am going to 


nator’s suggestion. If 
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Mr. CHANDLER. 
menced speaking—— 
Mr. DOLPH. No. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Which, under ordinary conditions, would 
be agreeable to me; but I dubmit to the judgment of the Chair 
on principle. . 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has recognized the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire. , : 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I was in entire sympathy 
with the project of the Senator from California when he first 
began to prepare it. It was a project, then, for the enlistment 
of naval apprentices upon the Pacific coast and having them 
trained there and transferred from time to time to ships of the 
Pacific squadron and the Asiatic squadron. 

The apprentices in number some ten yearsago were about750, 
but so useful has been the system of apprentices that it has been 
aang 7. enlarged until I think the number allowed by law is 
now 1,500. There is no reason why three or four hundred of 
them, 350 say, should not be enlisted upon the Pacific coast, 
trained upon the Pacific coast, and utilized as seamen of the 
Navy upon that coast. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the Senator from New Hampshire will 
allow me, I will state that that is another proposition. Another 
bill is pending for that purpose, and it has no relation whatever 
to this measure. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That, however, is the only ideathat I had 
ever heard of in this connection. The project was never sug- 

ested to me as one that would involve any more Navy on land. 
Feequived some dozen years ago a very great prejudice against 
a land navy. It seemed to me that the direction in which the 
United States ought to point its energies was that of a navy on 
the water, and that we had more land owned by the Government 
and controlled by the Navy Department, more navy-yards and 
more of a navy in one way or another drilled on land and kept 
on land than we ought to have. The struggle in later years has 
been to develop a navy that would go to sea. 

I am entirely in favor of having three or four hundred of the 
apprentices now allowed by law enlisted upon the Pacific coast 
man trained there. I have no objection to having a os of 
the Mare Island navy-yard used fora shore station, if a shore 
station is necessary, so that the apprentices can Say go 
on shore; but here is a project to spend $100,000 in buying land 
and erecting shore structures. I believe there is nothing in the 
bill which suggests water except the word *‘ wharves,” and I am 
not prepared to-day toassent to that kind ofanexpenditure. Here 
we see at once the Senator from Washington, the Senators from 
California, and the Senators from Oregon engaging in honorable 
rivalry as to where this land shall be purchased for the Navy. 
I suggest to the Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS] that in- 
stead of directing his energies to procuring a piece of land, as 
he is proposing to amend the bill and as there is a controversy 
a. 3 where the land shall be bought, that he change the 
bill—— 

Mr. PERKINS rose. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the junior Senator from California 
is rising to make that suggestion. I suggest that the bill be 
changed so that instead of providing for the purchase of a piece 
of land it will provide for the purchase of a ship, a sailing ves- 
sel, or for the repair of some nee vessel of the Navy, so that 
boys can be enlisted and = upon the water and accustomed to 

t water and can there be trained to be seamen in the Navy. 
When such aship is procured all the difficulty of locality will dis- 
appear, because the ship with the boys on it can start from Cali- 
fornia, qe.ous the Golden Gate, and visit the waters of the Co- 
lumbia River and the harbors of Oregon, and go up to Puget 
Sound. The boys can be drilled and disciplined in those spa- 
cious waters and have attentions shown them by the Sena- 
tor from oe. SQUIRE] that they would appreciate. 
It seems to me the Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS] 
ought to let the bill go over and see if he can not compromise 
the whole question by getting a ship that will take the appren- 
tices and that will float on the salt water in accordance with the 
— idea of the apprentice system, instead of buying land 
and havin any more navy on land. 

Mr. DO - Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand the 
Senator from New Hampshire to object to the present consider- 
ation of the bill? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not object if any Senator desires to 
speak, but after Senators have spoken on the subject I shall ob- 
ject to its further consideration. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I suggest to the Senator from 
California that the amendment to carry out his pro d con- 
cession should be to strike out ‘‘on San Francisco Bay, or on 
Mare Island, in the State ot California,” and insert ‘in one of 
the Pacific coast States;” so that the bill will provide for the 





And then the Senator from Oregon com- 
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selection, upon public land of the United States in one of the 
Pacific States, of a site for a naval training station. I have no 
doubt—— 

Mr. PERKINS rose. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator &:om California will allow me to 
finish what I have to say. I have no doubt the bill is a meri- 
torious one and that there should be provided on the Pacific 
coast a naval training station, and if the choice of the commis- 
sion to be appointed shall fall upon a local site in the Staté of 
California I shall certainly have no objection. Butas the bill 
now stands, the site being located by the provisions of the bill 
upon San Francisco Bay and in California, it is an invidious dis- 
tinction in favor of the State of California and against Oregon 
and Washington. 

There are three Pacific coast States. We have about 1,650 miles 
of seacoastfrom the southern boundary of California to the Straits 
of Juan de Fuca. Then when we come to Puget Sound we have 
nearly 2,000 miles of coast line on Puget Sound alone in the 
State of Washington. The improvement of the mouth of the 
Columbia River has made that a safe harbor in which we have 
about 30 feet of water at low water, and vessels can enter at al- 
most any time of the year and during almostany kind of weather, 
and in sight of the mouth of the river there is a large fresh- 
water bay. The Columbia River bounds the State of Oregon 
for nearly 200 miles, and we have 300 miles of our western bound- 
ary on the Pacific Ocean. 

I shall notcomplain, I say, if after a fair examination by the 
authorities appointed to locate the site they believe that the ad- 
vantages in favor of the site in California are greater than tho 
advantages in either Oregon or Washington; but it seems to me 
that when a board is to be sent out for the purpose of locating 
the site of a naval station for the Pacific coast, the States of 
Oregon and Washington ought not to be ruled out in the first 
instance. 

Mr. PERKINS. Time is passing, and I should like to have 
the bill oe ofone way ortheother. Therefore, by consent, 
I ae withdraw the amendment and leave the original bill as it 
stands. 

Mr. DOLPH. I object to the further consideration of the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. I can give a thousand and one reasons why 
it should be adopted as it is. 

Mr. WHITE. I was about to say-—— 

Mr. DOLPH. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I object to the further consider- 
ation of the bill. 

Mr. WHITE. Well! 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I will withdraw the objection, 
however, if the Senator from California desires to speak. 

Mr. WHITE. I propose to be exceedingly mild and short. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. All right. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I was about to remark in my 
judgment the location of this station is correctly designated in 
the bill. I have no desire to get into any controversy with the 
Senators from Oregon or the Senator from Washington. I rec- 
ognize everything that they have said heretofore and would be 
ee to indorse what they may say hereafter, having a great 
deal of confidence in them with reference to the great resources, 
capabilities, and advantages of their States. But yet itappears 
to me because of the condition of San Francisco Harbor and the 
— location of the Mare Island navy-yard and the great 

acilities which are there offered that such a location would be 
preferable. 

Responding fora moment to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, who seems to be determined that the bill shall not be 

d even though the whole Pacific coast unite in asking it, 
desire to say that the location of a navalestablishment of the 
kind contemplated in the bill at the Mare Island yard (though 
of course I have not had the salt water experience of the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire, or any other experience equal to his) 
would be such as to afford the officers in charge ample opportu- 
nity of drilling those who might be put under their tuition and 
management, giving them an opportunity to seek contact and 
to have contact with salt water. 

The Senator from New Hampshire seems to be particularly 
anxious that we should have a naval training school at sea. [ 
presunre that the officers to whom the transaction of the busi- 
ness incident to this station would be given would see that the 
parties to whom they were endeavoring to instruct were taken 
to sea at proper times and thoroughly educated in the business to 
which they had devoted their time. 

Now, the Senator from New Hampshire seems to be opposed 
to the bill unless it is amended in some peculiar manner, and yet 
he does not offer any amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from California allow 
me a moment? 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir, a moment. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to say to the Senator, when he says 
I am opposed to the bill, and would oppose it if all the Pacific 
‘coast Senators should desire it, that such is not the case. I 
think I am in entire accord with his present idea. I have noob- 

'jeetion to the establishment of a training station at the Mare 
island navy-yard. 

Mr. WHITE. Then why does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire state that he will object to the consideration of the bill 
even though the Pacific coast Senators agree as to the propriety 
of leaving the location open? Why does he object? 

Mr. CHANDLER. For the reason that I shall object to the 
bill unless this station is located at the Mare Island navy-yard, 
because I am ee to purchasing any more land fora station. 

Mr. WHITE. I will state to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire that it seems to me the authorities and the Department 
will certainly so locate it, and for that reason rather than lose 
the bill I would consent to leave the location mn. I under- 
stood the Senator to object to the measure in its entirety. I 
agree that we should not go elsewhere to purchase land, but I 
o ——— it absolutely necessary to insert such a provision in 
the ‘ 

Mr. BUTLER. I will state to the Senator from California, if 
he will permit me, that when the bill wes under consideration 
by the Committee on Naval Affairs we were assured that the 
Government owns land enough in the neighborhood of San 
Francisco and the San Francisco Harbor. 

Mr. WHITE. That is correct. 

Mr. BUTLER. So that there would be no cost for the land. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The bill as it stands limits it to 
Government land. The oniy controversy is as to whether the 
site on Government land shall be left open to be considered by 
the board with reference to all the various points on the Pa- 
cific coast. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will ay 
Senator from Oregon that t 


in reply to the suggestion of the 
e committee gave a pretty full con- 


sideration to all the propositions made and ers mene 
e thought, 


— we selected the harbor of San Francisco. th ig 
under the circumstances, that that is the place where the building 
ought to be erected and a school established. I do not ae 
the committee would be very particular about having iton ‘ 
or whether it should be on board a training ship moviag from 
one point to another. I do not think really that makes a great 
deal of difference. 

Mr. WHITE. That would be left to the parties in judgment 


ony, wey I ens. 

r. SQUIRE. Ifthe Senator from California will pardon me 
a@ ntoment, ! desire to atate in this connection that there is a 
great deal of Government land in the State of Washington on 
the coast of Puget Sound now reserved by the Government that 
can be used for this purpose. It will cost the Government noth- 
ing for the land there. 

Lacecet SENATORS addressed the Chair. 

Mr. WHITE. I do not wish to yield the floor until the morn- 
ing hour expires. 

r. PERKINS. I will state to my colleague that the bill as 
it now stands, fixing San Francisco Bay or Mare as the 
proper place, meets the approval of the Navy Department. I 
think if we insist upon it all will agree to it. 

Mr. WHITE. In view of the statement of my coll e and 
my own judgment as to the fact that the training school should 
be located at Mare Island—not from any selfish view, because I 
do not think it makes any substantial difference to either State— 
I think we should adhere to the bill as now before the Senate. 
it = me a great deal of pleasure to know that in so urging 
adbesion to the measure as presented I find ees in a 
with the affable Senator from New Ham and I to 
withdraw any remarks I may have made preliminarily indicat- 
ing that his destructive tendencies were about to be invoked 
against this measure. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There ager een the bill goes 
over. The next case on the Calendar be called. 


WRECK OF UNITED STATES STEAMER DESPATOH. 


The bill (S. 1405) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck 
of the United States steamer Despatch on Assateague Shoals, 
Virginia, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to pay the officers and crew of the United States steamer 
Despatch, wrecked on Assateague Shoals on the 10th day of 
October, 1891 , for losses incurred by them, respec , in the 
wreck of that vessel, a sum equal to the lossessoincurred by them. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
THE REVENUE BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 12 o'clock = 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished . 
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The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with 
the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph of the bill, on page 3, 
as follows: 

12. Chloral hydrate, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I find upon an examination 

of this question that chloral hydrate is undoubtedly an alcoholic 

| preparation and should be dutiable as a medic preparation 

jn which alcohol is used. The last edition of Watts’s Dictionary 

of Chemistry, published in 1890, a standard authority upon this 
subject, says: 


Preparation: Chlori 

cooied frst, but afterwards may be heated 
talline chloral alcoholate formed is deco: 
acid and the liquid chloral rectified. 
Morley & Muir, London, 1890.) 

It will be seen from this that the effect of placing a duty upon 
chloral hydrate, as proposed by this paragraph, will be to re- 
duce the duty from 50 cents a pound to 25 per cent ad valorem. 
Tean see no reason why this alcoholic preparation should be 
selected for special treatment. If we are to select certain ar- 
ticles prepared from alcohol or in the productionof which alco- 
hol is used, to be given special rates, there are a long list of 
articles which are necessary in medicine, or in the arts, or in 
chemistry, that should also be given —— rates. It seems to 
me that the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] must have been 
misled more or less by the statements of his constituents as to 
the character of this article. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, just aword. If the Senator from 
Rhode Island had been entirely ingenuous he would have stated 
that the Watts Dictionary, which is the highest authority on 
chemistry, states that this article can be manufactured without 
using alcohol at all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Itcanunquestionably be manufactured with- 
out the use of alcohol, but the process isso expensive that I 
think it is never manufactured practically as a matter of fact 
except in the way I have suggested, by the use of alcohol. 

Mr. VEST. Itcan not possibly be as expensive without alco- 
hol in the manufacture as with it, because Watts gives the sec- 
ond process—the first one is by alcohol—as follows: 

2. By Cais seek phy PS Brees acid | ng gta _ 
sugar, Doualiy heated with7 ores of comme nydroc oric acid, eto. 

It seems to me that these ingredients would be as expensive 
as the high-taxed alcohol which we have put at $1.10 a gallon. 
Iam informed by druggists that the commercial price of this 
article is $2. Twenty-five per cent is about the equivalent of 
50 cents, and, therefore, I think that the duty is a fair one. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Missouri will see that the 
price is $2, and at 25 per cent the rate would be 50 centsa 

d 


un . 

Petr. VEST. I say 25 per cent would be equivalent to that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Sotherecan be no advantage in placing this 
special duty upon it unless there is to be a reduction of the rate. 
The constituents of the Senator from Missouri state in their 
communication, which was referred to yesterday, that the pres- 
ent rate of 50 cents a pound is about 100 percent ad valorem. If 
that is true of course 50 cents a pound would be the foreign price 
of the preparation. 

I did not intend to be understood as saying that chloral hy- 
drate made from starch or any other farinaceous substance was 
not a bility. What I intended to say was that the process 
of m g it is more expensive, and that the usual method of 
preparation is by the use of alcohol. I do not suppose there is 
any possibility of distinguishing chemically after the hydrate is 
made whether it was made by one process or the other. Itseems 
to me if a special rate is to be put on this article and the price 
is es pound it should be 50 cents a pound instead of 25 percent 
ad 


orem. 
Mr. VEST. Itis the same thing, only there is a difference 
in the form of taxation. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with 
the reading of the bill. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
23 cents per pound. 


13. Chloroform, y 
14. All coal-tar colors or dyes, by whatever name known, and not specially 
provided for in this act, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 13, on page 3, paragraph 14, 
I move to strike out ‘‘20” and insert ‘‘ 25.” 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amend 


of the Senator from Arkansas, which will be read. , 


absolute alcohol, which must be 
gradually to boiling. The crys- 
m by shaking with sulphuric 
(Watts’s Dictionary of Chemistry. 








1894. 
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The SECRETARY. On page 3, line 13, strike out ‘‘ 20,” and in- 
sert ‘‘ 25” so as to make the paragraph read: 


14. All coal-tar colors or dyes, by whatever name known, and not specially 
provided for in this act, 25 per centad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALDRICH. After paragraph 14, and after line 13, page 
3, I move to insert: 


All preparations of coal tar not colors or dyes, not specially provided for 
in this act, 15 per cent ad valorem. 


In this connection, I ask that the letter which I send to the 
desk may be read, as an explanation of the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will be read. 

The Setretary read as follows: 


{The H. W. Jayne Chemical Company, manufacturing chemists; oMce and 
works, Frankford. ]} 

7 PHILADELPHIA, May 12, 1894. 

DEAR Str: We desire to explain to you our position in ae to the pro- 

posed revision of the duties on coal-tar preparations, not colors or dyes. 

Under the present law we have a protection of 20 per cent on such prod- 
ucts, excepting the acids. This latter class of coal-tar preparations is a 
very large and important one, and as they are admitted free of duty we find 
that we can not manufacture them in competition with the large foreign 
makers. This in itself is aserious blowto ourindustry. If in addition they 
place all coal-tar products on the free list, we will surely be compelled to 
abandon their manufacture. This is all the more serious to us because our 
entire business is devoted to this one line, while other manufacturers, like 
Hert & Frericks, of St. Louis, and others, manufacture these products only 
in addition to an extensive line of other chemicals. 

Our S, outside of the few used by the drug trade direct, are 
mostly used by manufacturers, and as they buy in large lots we are directly 
ex d to the eager competition from the foreign makers, as the ocean 

tis small. We are compelled to use large amounts of caustic 
of course we have to pay, duty, and all other materials which 

Wwe useare much dearer here than abroad. 
workmen, We pay at least doubie the wages that the same class of men re- 
ceive in the and English works. Our repairs require a high grade 
of labor, such as masons, iron-workers, etc., and is at least three times as 
ve here as abroad. The item of repairs alone is one of our most im- 

t expenses, next to crude material and labor. 

We think that the proposed removal of the duties on these products has 
been done under the impression that coal-tar ucts were crude materials. 
They are not in any sense crude materials, t on the contrary the most 
highly refined products. Wedo not handle coal tar in any form, but only 

urchase crude benzols and light oils, crude carbolic acid, and naphthaline. 

‘e manufacture all grades of nitro bodies for making colors, and for ex- 
. Wemanufacture fully as much refined naphthaline 
or coal-tar camphor as is made in any works in Europe. 

We make a ades of benzols, for use both as solvents and 
chemical purposes, and prepare all grades of coal-tar disinfectants. Since 
this business was established in 1887 we have steadily increased our output 

to this year, and with a continuation of the present duty of 20 per cent 
industry would no doubt make great progress, and if it were possible, 
in addition, to have acids removed from the free list, manufacturers of re- 
fined coal-tar ucts in this country could no doubt in a few years manu- 
all of the more important products now im d. 
It is our impression that acids were — on the free list in 
order to allow the importation of the ord mineral acids, »ut of late 
years the coal-tar acids have become so numerous and important that most 
of the acids now imported belong tothis class. We can not understand wh. 
an acid should be free and its salts dutiable, and under the present classifi- 
cation many substances are admitted free as acids which are really not of 


m the testimony of our own 


i 


that nature, or are dyestuffs. 
Tf there is ythat youcan s est that we could do in this matter 
trust you advise us, as it is of the utmost importance to our indus- 


” Res’ tfully, yours, 
-” s Tne H. W. Jayne CHemicat Company, 
H. W. JAYNE, Treasurer. 


Mr. ALDRICH. It will be seen from the contents of this let- 
ter, what I suppose is well known to Senators upon the other 
side of the Chamber, that the action suggested by them would 
place a large number of very important manufactured products 
— the free list which are .now dutiable, and I see no reason 
why they should not remain dutiable. It seems to me that if 
we are to have any regard whatever for consistency in the con- 
struction of the bill a rate cf some kind should be placed upon 
these products, and I hope the Senator from Arkansas will allow 
the amendment to be made. 

Mr. VEST. AsI understand the amendment of the Senator 
from Rhode Island, he now proposes toput the raw materials 
that are used in these manufactures upon the dutiable list and 
which wehavemadefree. One of these gentlemen, Mr. Mathe- 
son, of New York, a chemical manufacturer, appeared before 
the Ways and Means Committee and said: 


Coal-tar dyes at nt pay a duty of 35 percent ad valorem. The Albany 
Coal-Tar Dye ‘and Chemical Gom, any I represent is one of the five compa- 
nies coal-tar dyes inthis country. We request that all raw 
material, that is, all coal-tar products not colors or dyes, designed for use 
ee ee ee ee eo es, be put on the free list, as per 
, bill, H. R. 167 (they now pay rcent ad valorem). Coal-tar 
colors or not otherwise Provided for, now paying 35 per cent 
ad valorem, could then) be uced to cent ad valorem without crip- 
pling this industry here. The Taw materials for coal-tar colors or dyes 
on the free list are aniline oil and arseniate of aniline, which products 


used in the alan of Sa eee as — and — 
and fuchsine agenta, and full 0 cen as been suf- 
tenes to enormously increase the of thee | here. 


There is another provision in the bill— 
All medicinal preparations, including medicinal coal-tar preparations— 


— ‘‘medicinal coal-tar preparations” being an amend- 


and medicinal proprietary preparations, of which alcohel is a component 
— or in the ———— of which alcohol is used, not specially provided 
or in this act, 50 cents per pound. 

So it seems to me that the amendment of the Senator from 
Rhode Island should be rejected. There is a large amount of 
testimony upon this subject in the evidence taken Wefore the 
tariff commission, but I do not think it is necessary to read it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The manufacturers of anilinedyes naturally 
would like to have all the products which they buy upon the 
free list. The selfishness of a certain class of manufacturers in 
this direction is shown repeatedly in the testimony taken be- 
fore the differert committees of Congress. There are a certain 
class of tariff réformers engaged in manufacturing who belieye 
that there should be no duty whatever upon the articles which 
they purchase, and a very high duty upon articles like those 
which they sell. The gentleman whose testimony the Senator 
from Missouri has read evidently belongs to this class of people. 

To say that the coal-tar products provided for in this para- 
graph are raw materials is certainly a very wrong use of the 
words, as the Senator from Missouri must understand as well as 
I. They are not raw materials in any sense. Coal tar itself is 
araw material and there is no duty now by existing law upon 
it, and no proposition to make coal tar dutiable. Not only is 
coal tar free, but very many of the materials which are used as 
a base of aniline colors are nowfree. The amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Arkansas does not propose to change that 
method of assessing duties. Aniline oil or arseniate of aniline 
and several of the bases of aniline colors are now upon the free 
list. The articles mentioned in this paragraph are manufac- 
tured products and under any theory of taxation are entitled to 
some duty. 

If the duty suggested by the amendment which [ have offered 
is too high, then reduce it; but it does seem tome that in fair- 
ness to the people engaged in this industry (and there are a 
large number of people engaged in it) a duty of some kind should 
be placed upon these products. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I do not see according to the 
testimony here that it makes very much difference whether the 
coal-tar preparations are put on the free list or not. The first 
manufacturers of coal-tar dyes, at the beginning of Bulletin No. 
3, the Schoelkopf Aniline and Chemical Company, of Buffalo, 
N. Y., state: 

We would recommend that the existing rate of 20 per cent on coal-tar 
preparations, not colors or dyes, should be abolished. This would enable us 
to make a new line of dyes, which can not be made at present on account of 
this duty. The coal-tar preparations we consume in the dyes we are at pres- 
ent making are already on the free list. Thus itis shown that even with 
free coal-tar preparations a duty of 35 per cent on coal-tar colors is neces 
sary. 

Now, if it is to be cut down, as the amendment just adopted 
cuts it down to 25 per cent, it is going, according to the state- 
ment here, to break up their industry inany event. So Ireally 
do not see thatitisof greatconsequenee. Nottoadopt the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Rhode Island simply strikes another 
industry. Again, the Heller & Merz Company, of Newark, N.J., 
manufacturers of ultramarine and coal-tar dyes, say: 

Ifalithe raw material we use were free, we could not manufacture or 
compete against European factories; the difference in the price of labor is 
too great, as in Germany, 83.75 against our $10 per week; in Switzerland, #3 
against our $10; in England, $4 against our $10. 

Of course, there comesin the difference in labor cost which 
makes it absolutely impossible to maintain the industry against 
the protection which ay feel is already inadequate. Theitem 
we have just passed cuts it down to 25 per cent, and it-seems to 
me not to adopt the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Rhode Island is simply to strike down the other industry as 
well. We might as well, if we can, save one of them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BERRY in the chair). The 

uestion is on the amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island 

r. ALDRICH]. 

Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. LODGE called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont (Mr. Proctor]. I will transfer my pair 
to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYL&] and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name wascallled). 
the junior Senator from lowa[Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). 


I am paired with 


I am paired with 


the senior Senator from New York [Mr. Hitt]. If he were 
present I should vote * yea.” 
Mr. McLAURIN (When his name was called). [ will an- 


nounce now, and I shall not announce it again to-day, that | 
have a general pair with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
Dixon}, with the privilege of voting if necessary to make @ 


quorum and it does not change the result. 
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Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I will announce 
my pair with the Senator from North Dakota[Mr. HANSBROUGH]. 
I should vote ‘‘nay ” if he were present. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. VEST (when bis name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN], or I should vote 
‘* nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I inquire if the junior Senator from New Jer- 
"i. SMITH] has voted? 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I suggest to the Senator from Mississippi[Mr. 
McLAURIN] to transfer his pair to the Senator from New Jersey 
{[Mr. SmiTH}), which will enable the Senator and myself to vote. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Allright. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. DUBOIS. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. CAMDEN. [ have a general pair with the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. I ask whether he has voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. CAMDEN. If he is not in the Chamber I withhold my 
vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—21. 


Allison, Gallinger, Mitchell, Oregon Sherman, 
Cameron, Hawley, Morrill, Shoup, 
Chandier, Higgins, Patton, Squire. 
Davis, Hoar, Peffer, 
Dolph, McMillan, Perkins, 
Dubois, Manderson, Platt, 

: NAYS—30. 
Allen, Call, Jones, Ark. Roach, 
Bate, Coke, Lindsay, Turpie, 
aor, Daniel, McLaurin, Vilas, 
Blackburn, Fauikner, McPherson, Voorhees, 
Blanchard, Gibson, b Walsh, 
Brice, Gray, Murphy, White, 
Butler, Irby. Pasco, 
Caffery, Jarvis, Pugh, 


NOT VOTING—34. 


Aldrich, Gorman, Martin. Smith, 
Camden, ale, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 
Carey, Hansbrough, M Teller, 
Cockrell, Harris, Palmer, est, 
Cullom, hill, Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Dixon, Hunton, Power, Wilson, 
Frye, Jones, Nev. Proctor, Wolcott. 
George, Kyle, ay, 

Gordon, Lodge, nsom, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. Will the Senator from Massachusetts al- 
low me to make a report from the Finance Committee? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I report Bulletin No. 5, Replies to Tariff 
Inquiries, and ask that it rinted. 

he PRESIDING OFFIC The report will be stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Bulletin No. 5. Committee on Finance, United StatesSenate. Replies to 

ariff Inquiries, May, 1894. Schedule A—Continued. Chemical Schedule. 
Numbers 898 to 474. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be printed. - 

Mr. VOORHEES. LIalso report from the Committee on Fi- 
nance: 

Fiftty-third Congress, second session. H. R, 4864. Imported merchandise, 
1893, with the rates and duties collected under existing law; Also, the rates 
and estimated revenues under bill as passed by the House of Representa- 
tives and with proposed amendments pending in the Senate May 7, 1894. 
Prepared under direction of the Committee on Finance, by Charles H. 
Evans, Treasury Department. 

I ask that the document be printed for the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Withoutobjection, it will be so 
ordered. The Senator from Massachusetts will proceed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish toask a question respecting the docu- 
ment justsubmitted. It isonthe basis of existing importations? 
It is the usual form that we have had hitherto, is it not? 

Mr. VOGRHEES. Yes. I thinkitis. I will submitit to the 
Senator if he desires it. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; but I wish to call the attention of the 
Senator to one thing which I should like to have some one take 
charge of, and that is an estimate of the revenues under this 
bill, taking into account increased importations or diminished 
importations. 

Mr. VEST. It can not be done. 

Mr. ALLISON. We were promised that some weeks ago, 
and think it is rather important that we should have it insome 
form. I should also be glad to have an estimate made of thein- 
crease, or — aaah of —_—— under the ae 

aa by tae Senator from Missouri respecting the changes 
fn e income tax. It seems to me, from such examination as I 


have been able to make of those amendments, that there will be 
a considerable increase in revenue if those amendments are 
adopted. I understand this proposed publication does take into 
account the Jones amendments so called. . 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of May 7? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Up to May 7. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand those are now embraced within 
these computations, but these are mere computations based upon 
existing law. I think some expert should give us an estimate 
of the effect of these changes upon the revenue as respects either 
increased or diminished importations, and also that we should 
have an estimate of the probable increase of revenue from the 
income tax. I a the increased revenue from the sugar 
duty will be found in the estimate now presented by the Senator 
from Indiana. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The point made by the Senator from Iowa 
is mainly embraced in this statement: 

The rates and estimated revenues under bill as passed by the House of 
Representatives and with proposed amendments pending in the Senate 
May 7, 1894. 

That covers the very thing the Senator is inquiring about. 

Mr. ALLISON. It does state that this report is based upon 
the importations under existing law? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Such reports have never been made 
otherwise by anybody anywhere. 

Mr. ALLISON. I must differ with the Senator from Arkan- 
sas on that point. Surely there can be some estimate made of 
the total amount of revenue that is likely to be derived from this 
bill if it should pass as now proposed; and that is what I should 
like to have some one who is an expert undertake. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
object to the printing of the document? 

r. ALLISON. rtainly not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be printed as requested. 
The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] has the floor. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, one single moment, if the Senator 
from Massachusetts pleases. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield? 

Mr. DGE. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. There is no necessity for any misunderstanding 
about this matter. These estimates are made, as they have al- 
ways been made heretofore, from the importations for the last 
year. AsI understand the Senator from Iowa, he wants us to 
make an estimate as to what will be the probable effect upon im- 
portations, as to increase or decrease, by lowering duties. 

Mr. ALLISON. Or increasing duties. 

Mr. VEST. That is simply a matter of conjecture. Very 
high authorities differ in regard to the effect of putting up the 
duty and of lowering the duty. Mr. Whitman, who is very high 
authority with the protectionists of the United States, says that 
the increase of duties necessarily increases the imports. That 
is his testimony before the Ways and Means Committee. On 
the other hand, Mr. Walker was of the opinion that the lower- 
ing of duties would necessarily increase eee But that is a 
question which can not be definitely made the subject of compu- 
tation. 

As to the income tax, it is almost impossible to say what will 
be the effect of the provision. The amendment ! have proposed 
on behalf of the committee does not change the result as to the 
tax uponcorporations; it simply changes the form in which the 
tax is levied. Under the proposed lawasit came from the House 
of Representatives the corporations took the tax out of the div- 
idends which were due to their stockholders and they were 
made simply collecting agencies for the United States. Under 
the amendment the tax is put directly upon the corporations. 
But the result I suppose would mathematically be the same. 
Does the Senator from Iowa expect us or any expert of the 
Treasury Department to find out what will be the amount of 
taxes under the proposed income law? itdepends entirely upon 
the administration of the law. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me amoment? Iam 
very glad to hear him say that he has not changed the method 
of assessing incomes except that it is to be done directly by the 
corporations. I understand from the amendment proposed by 
the Senator that he makes an entire newrule as respects the 
assessment of incomes upon corporations, allowing them only to 
deduct (as in the case of railroad operating expenses and as in 
the case of a bank or insurance corporation) the ordinary work- 
ing expenses of the office, not allowing them to deduct bad 
debts—not allowing them to exclude repairs to track, locomo- 


tives, etc., but a“ sue them to exempt ordinary operat- 


ing expenses. So supposed there was a change, but if the 
Senator understands his amendment to make no change as re 
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spects the income, of course, then, there will be no addition to 
the income. 

However, I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Missouri to the fact that the paper which is now presented is 
not an estimate, and it is unjust to callitanestimate. It is not 
an estimate at all. Itis an exact oo of the receipts 
under the proposed law based upon the importations under a 
former law, and there is no estimate connected withit. Itisa 
mere computation and nothing else. So if we are to have an es- 
timate of the revenues we must include in it increased and di- 
minished importations. 

Mr. BUTLER. You can not do it. 
mate it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts has the floor. 

Mr. LODGE. I yield to the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The bill, even as it now stands with the so- 
called Jones amendments, proposes the most radical change in 
the rates of duty that was ever made by any act or any bill pre- 
sented in the Congress of the United States. The Senators 
upon the other side who are responsible for legislation and re- 
sponsible for this bill must have some idea about the amount of 
revenue which is to be derived from the bill if it becomesalaw. 
If they have any ideas or opinions upon this subject, it seems to 
me very clearly their duty to present them to the Senate, that 
the Senate and the country may understand at least what their 
opinions are as to the effects of the measure upon the revenue. 

That some of the changes proposed by the bill will greatly in- 
crease importations there can be no question whatever. Itmay 
be that the Senator from Missouri will answer that it is impos- 
sible to state what the amountof that increase willbe. Itwould 
be undoubtedly impossible to state with mathematical accuracy 
just what the increase will be; but here is a measure which pro- 
poses to revolutionize the methods of tariff taxation in this 
country. The effect which this bill will have upon industries is 
a matter of argument here in the Senate and before the people 
of the country, but the effect which it will have upon the reve- 
nue certainly ought to be a matter of estimate upon the part of 
the majority of the committee who are responsible for this leg- 
islation. I hope that at some early day the Senator from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. JONES] or the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], 
who are familiar with the practical details of the bill, will favor 
us with a statement of their opinions as to the effect of the bill 
upon the revenue. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, I shall do noth- 
ing of the sort, unless in the way of argument when we reach 
that question, if there should be any further debate. The ex- 
perts of the Treasury Department give us all the information 
that it is possible to obtain without entering into the field of 
conjecture. When the McKinley act was here the Treasury 
Department furnished us with a book which I have in my com- 
mittee room, made up by this same gentleman (Mr. Evans), show- 
ing what would be the effect of increasing duties under that law. 
They have always done the same thing; it is done here now; 
and I shall not go into the domain of conjecture to enable Sen- 
atorsto filibuster on this bill. It is alrea Oe as distinctly 
as ne else that this bill is to be killed by delay if it is 

é. 


Mr. PLATT and others. Oh, no. 

Mr. VEST. Senators say “Oh, no,” yet their practice is 
against their word. They spend here a whole day on a single 
item in the chemical schedule, an insectiverous matter. Every 
intelligent man in this country knows the meaning of that. 
Some Senators on the other side tell us that they want to dis- 
pose of the bill in the interestsof the country, and there is a 
section of their colleagues, they say, who want to kill the bill 
by procrastination. Now, we have got but one thing to do, and 
we intend to do it. We intend to doit without wavering or 
hesitation. We intend to pass this billif it takes us until the 
snow falls next winter. e leave to the Senators upon the 
other side, if they can do it under the rules, the task of defeat- 
ing it by filibustering, and I shall not go into the field of con- 
jecture to help them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I am greatly surprised that 
the Senator from Missouri should be led into the kind of speech 
which he has just made in answer to a question of mine which 
was certainly a very proper and avery pertinent one. There is 
no disposition, there has not been, and there will not be, upon 
this side of the Chamber to do anything with the bill and its 

rovisions ——e to discuss it fair y and properly. There will 

no filibustering or attempt at filibuster on the part of 
the ae of this measure. 

So far as the answer made by the Senator from Missouri to my 

gestion is concerned, I will say it is undoubtedly true that 
in connection with all the tariff bills passed for ten or = dozen 
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years, an expert in the Treasury Department, Mr. Evans, has 
prepared a computation as to what revenue would be received 
under the provisions of the bill if the importations were the 
same in kind and in quality and in quantity that they had been the 
year preceding. Such a computation in caseof a radical change 
ike this gives no idea whatever as to the effect of the measure 
upon the revenue, and I think the Senator from Missouri under- 
stands that as well as I do myself. 

Mr. VEST. How can we tell? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The expert of the Treasury Department has 
never in any case expressed any opinion nor has he been called 
upon to express any opinion as to the effect of the changes in 
rates upon importations; that is, as to whether they should be 
increased or decreased by the action of Congress. That is no 
part of his duty; but from my standpoint it is a part of the duty 
of those who are responsible for this legislation, who are asking 
the Senate to adopt it, to furnish some estimate or some opinion 
of their own as to what the effect will be upon the revenue. 
Heretofore in cases of this kind—in 1890, for instance—we stated 
to the Senate in answer to the questions of the Senators upon 
the other side whatin our opinion would be the effect of that 
measure, taken as a whole and in detail, upon importations and 
upon the revenue. The same course was followedin 1888. The 
same course was followed in 1883 when we upon this side of the 
Chamber were responsible for legislation. 

Mr.PLATT. And you made a close guess, too. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As the Senator from Connecticut says, in 
1890 the Senator from Iowa and myself made a very close guess 
as to what the effect would be uponthe revenue. Now, the Sen- 
ator from Missouri says, ‘‘ Wait until those questions come up, 
and then we will discuss them.” The question of a revenue 
comes up in regard to every item in the bill. 

If, as I believe, it can be shown, and shown beyond the fear of 
contradiction upon the other side of the Chamber, that we are 
to have by this bill, if it become a law, $100,000,000 or more of 
surplus, then it is pertinent in every part of the bill and in 
every paragraph to ask as to what will be its effect upon the 
revenue; and I repeat the hope that at some future day, not 
very far distant, some member of the committee may express 
some opinion as to its effect upon the revenue. 

Mr. LODGE. Before the Senator from Rhode Island takes 
his seat, I should like to ask—I did not hear the statement of 
the Senator from Indiana—if his estimate includes the estimates 
of the revenue to be derived from the income tax? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think not. 

Mr. ALLISON. It does not relate to the income tax. 

Mr. LODGE. Only the estimate of the revenue from duties? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The customs part of the bill. 

Mr. LODGE. I move to insert after line 15: 

Copperas, three-tenths of a cent per pound. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. Let the amendment be stated from the desk, 
Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed toadd on page 3, after line 15: 

Copperas, three-tenths of a cent per pound. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I offer the amendment at this 
point because it comes here in the arrangement of the report 
upon these articles. It is what I suppose the Senator from Mis- 
souri would call an ‘‘insectivorous amendment;” but why an 
amendment should be called ‘“‘insectivorous,” that is, a devourer 
of insects, I do not know; but at the same time I suppose that 
term will do as well as any other. I presume the Senator from 
Missouri means that it isa small matter; but, Mr. President, 
although it may seem a small matter to the Senator from Mis- 
souri, it does not seem a small matter to those manufacturin 
industries engaged in the production of this article, which wil 
be absolutely closed by putting it upon the free list. 

If itis what is called filibustering, to endeavor to amend this 
bill, and to state the case of the industries of the country, I am 
erase willing to be charged with it. Never, in my remem- 

rance, never, so far as my knowledge goes, has a bill been 
handled in this way. I had the pleasure of taking part in the 
debate in the House of Representatives on the Mills bill, which 
was thoroughly discussed for some three months in that body. 
Under the rules then existing there it was possible at any mo- 
ment by filibustering to check if not to stop absolutely the 
passage of the bill. No attempt was made to do so; but there 
was a debate of three months, a long and full debate, the 
House passing from and taking up item to item inorder. The 
proprieties of debate were observed, and the members in charge 
of the bill never hesitated to give the Hous: of Representatives 
such information as they possessed when they were asked for it 
in regard to any amendment. 
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The policy of the Senators in charge of this bill seems to be 
to ty the Senate neither information nor misinformation about 
ut simply to maintain adogged silence and allow the amend- 
ents to be silently voted upor voteddown. But some of us feel 
that wo haveaduty to perform to the industries which are affected. 
I, for one, propose to discuss them and present the views of per- 
sons in interest as fully as I can on each item, and the fact that 
it seoms a small industry, will not deter me in the least from do- 
ing so, because the rights of the manufacturers and the work- 
ingmen in a small industry are just as dear to them and just as 
important to them as the rights of those engaged in the produc- 
tion of sugar, or in any other industry, to which so much more 
attention has been given. 

The amendment which I move, to put copperas upon the duti- 
able list with a duty of three-tenths of a cent a pound, is a per- 
fectly reasonable and proper amendment, and is one to which I 
see no good objection on the facts. 

Copperas, as is well known, is largely composed of iron, which 
is, in the first place, on the dutiable list. It is made from the 
waste of acid which runs after the manufacture of iron, known 
to the trade as “ waste pickling liquor.” By the laws of Eng- 
land and the continental countries, which are very stringent 
about fouling the water ways, the manufacturers there are com- 

lled te make copperas. They throwit onthe marketat avery 

ow price. In this country several large industries of that kind 

have been established. They have not only given work to a 
large number of people and established a valuable industry, but 
they have been enabled in this way to prevent the fouling of 
water ways, which is a beneficial thing. The statement of the 
S$. P. Wetheriil Company, of Trenton, N.J., is as follows: 

We beg to state that we are manufacturers of copperas, and that we have 
recently invested some $30,000 in the ground, buildings, and —— con: 
nected with our factory on the Delaware and Raritan Canal, renton, N. 
J., With virtually no returns as yet. 

Previous to the erection of these works, the waste pickling liquor (sui- 
phuric acid and water) was run by the John A. Roebling’s Sons Company 
(from whom we purchase our supply) into the canal, and was a potent fac- 
tor in the destruction of that water way and a source of polution to the 
waters of the Delaware River. 

Since we located at the above point, the canal and Delaware River have 
been relieved of that source of contamination at least, and we claim some 
consideration therefor. 

We believe this condition of affairs to be largely true cf ail the copperas 
factories in this country, and would ask your valued consideration and in- 
fluence to maintain the rate as provided for under the present tariff, or at an 


equitable reduction. 
Our factory at Trenton is not suitable for other business, and the 


amountinvested must be a total loss if copperas is put on the free list. 

That is, the whole of that industry is to be wiped out by this 
change of duty—a small industry, the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr, Vest} no doubt considers it, but nevertheless of value to 
those people who have invested $30,000 in it, and who employ a 
number of men when running. 

I think it is the same firm which replied also from Philadel- 
phia, and they explain still more in detail, which I shall not 
read, showing that the price of copperas has declined under 
American competition. 

The same statement is made by the Ferric Chemical and Color 
Company, of Worcester, Mass., also manufacturers of copperas. 
They say: 

The duty on copperas is 30 cents per 100 pounds. 

That is the rate of duty I offered— 

With this me protection we have been able to do business at a fair 
ofit. Jf this duty is entirely removed, as we understand it is so intended 
r the new tariff bill, there will be no money whatever in the business. 

That is, their business would be destroyed. Their labor is 
nearly-all skilled labor, and they employ twenty-five men, whose 
wages range from $1.60 to $2.50 aday. There is an industry in 
several States which is absolutely w out of existence by the 
putting of this article on the free list, and subjecting it to a 
competition which, owing to the peculiar circumstances, is un- 
usually severe; and it seeims to me that in a bill which is filled 
with protective duties from one end to the other which gives 
an enormous protection to sugar and to sugar refiners, it is not 
too much to ask that a small duty shall be given to an entirely 
meritorious industry employing a considerable body of men. _ 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, there have been at times 
tariff? reformers who have declared themselves in favor of free 
raw materials—I have not heard many declarations of that kind 
from the other side of the Chamber within the last week or ten 
days—but I have never known any in t tariff reformer 
who was willing to place himself upon record in favor of placing 
manufactured ucts upon the free when there 
was a duty levied upon some of the ma’ into those 
products. There can be no justification whatever for placing 
this article upon the free list more than there was in the 
one which has just passed from the consideration of the Senate, 
unless it shall be that the aeons of the Senator from Mis- 
souri that these are small industries, and therefore they are not 


ertitled either to the consideration of the Senate or the con- 
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sideration of the committee, is to become the rule to be applied 
to this legislation. 

If the Senate of the United States are to deliberately deter- 
mine that no matter shall be discussed here affecting tariit legis- 
lation unless the article is manufactured in large quantities by 
some combination, or unless it is of sufficient interest to the Sen- 
ators from a certain State to have them make the imposition of a 
duty upon it as the price of their vote for the measure, it is time 
we understood it. Ifweare here to legislate for the people of the 
United States and to consider the equal rights of the people of 
the United States, whether engaged in an industry which em- 
awe fifty men or fifty thousand men, we should understand that 
also. 

Lagree fully with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE}, 
and | intend, sofar as I am concerned, to discuss the paragraphs 
of this bill which apply to small industries as well as the para- 
graphs which apply to large industries. 

I had supposed that the party which is represented by the 
Senator from Missouri had heretofore claimed to be the repre- 
sentatives of the people and the champions of their rights, but 
if this new rule is to adopted, that is, that no industries are 
to be considered here except great industries, then the change 
will not be more surprising than that which has taken place in 
regard to the other theories which have been advocated by Sen- 
ators upon the other side of the Chamber. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment pro d by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 

Mr. VEST. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Missouri to lay upon the table the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from an [Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr.GORDON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Hriiuj. If he were present I 
should vote “ a. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from e[Mr.HALeE]. [should vote “ yea” if he 
were present. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I have a genera! pair 
on this bill with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. 
I will transfer that pair to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. AL- 
LEN], by his request, and vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). I announce a pair 
with the Senator from [daho [Mr. SHOUP]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BRICE. I transfer my pair, so as to enable the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] and myself to vote. I vote 

‘ yea. 
r. LODGE. I vote “‘nay.’ 

Mr.CALL, I announce the pair of the Senator from South 
car [Mr. KYLE] with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proc- 
TOR}. 

The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 22; as follows: 





Y EAS —35. 

Bate, Cockrell, Irby, Pasco, 
. Coke, Jarvis, Pugh, 
‘burn, Daniel, Jones, Ark. Roach, 

Blanchard, Faulkner, Lindsay, Turpie, 

Brice, a : ao — 

, bson,* ‘herson, lias, 
Caffery, Gray Martin, Voorhees, 
Call, Harr Mills, Walsh. 
Camden, Hunton, Morgan, 

NAYS—22. 

Aldrich, Hawley, Mitchell, Oregon ay, 

a, Morrill, an 

Cameron, Hoar, Patton, sg 

Dixon, 4 Peffer, ler, 

pe. Perkins, 

Gallinger, Manderson, Platt, 

NOT VOTING—28. 

Allen, Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Shoup, 

Carey. Gorman, M : Smith, 

Chandler, Hansbrough Pettigrew. Washo 1 

om, . . 

Davis, Hill, Power, White.” 

Dubois, Jones, Nev. Proctor, Wilson, 

Frye, Kyle, Ransom, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move toinsertasa new paragraph 
what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
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‘ The SECRETARY. After line 15, on page 3, it is proposed to 
nsert— 

14}. Cobalt, oxide of, 29 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. QUAY. do not desire to embarrass the amendment of 
the committee, but I wish to call the attention of the Senator 
from Arkansas to the fact that the price of oxide of cobalt be- 
ing $1.56 a pound, 20 per cent upon it will produce a little more 
than the 30 cents a pound specific duty imposed under the Mc- 
Kinley act. I do uot desire to call for the yeas and nays on the 

uestion, or to obstruct the adoption of this high duty. but I 
shall move to amend by striking out ‘‘ 20 per cent ad valorem,” 
in the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas, and inserting, 
625 eents per pound;” which will be a reduction of something 
over 5 cents a pound on the duty as fixed by the amendment the 
Senator has just nowoffered. J ask the Senator from Arkansas 
‘if he will not accept the amendment I suggest to his amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to strike out ‘‘20 per cent 
ad valorem” in the proposed amendment and insert ‘‘ 25 cents 
per pound;” so as to read: 

Cobait, oxide of, 25 cents per pound. 

Mr. QUAY. That will be a reduetion of about 5 cents in the 
duty. The price of oxide of cobalt being $1.56 per pound, the 
20 per cent ad valorem proposed by the Senator from Arkansas 
would make the duty something over 30 cents, which is the 
present rate of duty fixed by the McKinley act. I suggested 
that I would move to strike out ‘20 per cent” and make the 
duty 25 cents a pound, which would be a redu’'en on the duty 
of a little over 5 cents, will convert it from an a valorem toa 
specific duty, and reduce about 16 or 37 per cent the rate of duty 

roposed. 

? r.JONESof Arkansas. With the consent of the other mem- 
bers of the committee, I shallagree to medify the amendment 
to make it read “25 cents per pound” instead of ‘‘20 per cent 
ad valorem.” 

Mr. QUAY. Iam much obliged to the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas 
as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, and the Secretary read 
as follows: 

45. Collodionandallcompounds of Pesaran te whatever name known, 40 
cents per pound; rolled or in sheets but not made up into articles, 50 cents 
per pound; if in finished or partly finished articles, 45 per cent ad valorem. 

16. Coloring for brandy, wine, beer, or other liquors, 50 per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 
graph 16,in line 2!, after the word * liquors,” to strike out 
650” and insert ‘*30;” so as to read: 

Coloring for brandy, wine, beer, or other liquors, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
the amendment reported by the committee, and that the para- 
graph will be allowed to stand at the rate adopted in the House 
of Representatives, at 50 per cent ad valorem. 


the amendment reported by the Committee on Finance. 
The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. PLATT. How does that leave it? 
Mr.ALLISON. At 50 per cent. 
Mr. PLATT. All right. 


Mr. ALDRICH. That isthesame asthe rate in the McKinley | 


law. 

Mr. VEST. I move to inserta new paragraph in connection 
with drugs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed toinsert asa new paragraph 
the following: 

16}. Drugs, such as barks, beans, berries, balsams, buds, bulbs, bulbous 


roots, excrescences, fruits, flowers, dried fibers, dried insects, grains, gums | 
and gum resin, herbs, leaves, lichens, mosses, nuts, roots and stems, spices, | 


tables, seeds aromatic, seeds of morbid growth, weeds, and woods used 
Uebressly for dyeing; any of the foregoing drugs which are not edible, but 
which are ad in value or condition by ra or grinding, or by 
other process of manufacture, and not specially provided for in this act, 10 
per cent ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PAsco in the chair). The 

erm ison the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
ouri. 

Mr. ALDRICH. - 1 did not understand the words “ not edible ” 
there. To whatdo theyapply? Did the Secretary read ‘‘drugs 
which are not edible?” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will again read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

a of the foregoing drugs which are not edible, but which are advanced 
in value or condition. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri that 


e language adopted ht make nuts, fruits, vegetables, otc., 
dutiable at 10 pen cont valorem. ; f tas 


; an 





IT hope the Senate will not adopt | 





Mr. VES’. The word “drugs” there isa misprint. 
repetition of the provision in the old law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be so 
modified. 

Mr. VEST. 
isting law. 

lr. ALLISON. I think if this isto bea reprint or repro 
duction of the present law, it would be safer for the Senataer to 
insert “‘seeds (aromatic, not garden seeds).” That is the pres- 
ent law, and it seems to me it might create confusion if those 
words were left‘out. 

Mr. VEST. Unquestionably that is the meaning of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think very likely; but after having it 
already in the existing law, confusion might be created if a 
change were made. It seems to me, therefore, the language 
had better be modified as it exists in the present law. There- 
fore I suggest to the Senator to allow me to amend by insert- 
ing ‘‘not garden seeds” after the word ‘‘ aromatie,” in line 25. 

Mr. VEST. That is right. 

Mr. ALLISON. The words should be inserted in parentheses 
at that point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘ aromatic?’ in line 25, it 
is proposed to insert in purentheses ‘‘ not garden seeds.” 

Mr. ALLISON. The word ‘‘aromatic” should also be 
cluded in parentheses. Is it not so marked? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. he Chair is advised that it 
is not. 

Mr. ALLISON. It ought to be. 
matic, not garden seeds).” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
modified. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
the existing law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that that the amendment be now 
reported as it stands. 

16}. Drugs, such as barks, beans, berries, balsams, buds, bulbs, and bul 
bonus roots, and excrescences, such as nutgalis, fruits, flowers, dried fibers, 
grains, gums and gum resins, herbs, leaves, lichens, mosses, nuts, rootsand 
stems, spices, vegetables, seeds (aromatic, not garden seeds), and seeds of 
morbid growth, weeds, woods used expressly for dyeing, and dried insects, 
of the foregoing which are not edible, but which have been advanced in 
value or condition by refining or grinding, or by other process of manu- 
facture, and not specially provided for in this act, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

17, Ethers, sulphurte, 35 cents per pound; spirits of nitrous ether, 20 cents 
per pound; fruit ethers, oils, or essences, #1 per pound; ether of all kinds 
not specially provided for in this act, 31 por pound. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to amend the paragraph by 
striking out, in line 4, 35,” and inserting ‘‘40;” in line 5, by 


Itisa 


It was intended to be an exact reprint of the ex- 


in- 
It should read ‘“ seeds (aro- 


The amendment will be so 


That will make the paragraph just as it isin 


| striking out ‘‘20” and inserting ‘‘ 25,” and in line 6, by striking 
: ; oT ? | out ‘$1’ and inserting ‘‘ $2.” 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to & 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecrerTarRy. In line 4, after the word “sulphuric,” it is 
proposed to strike ous ‘*35” and insert ‘*40;” in line 5, after the 
words ‘‘nitrous ether,” to strike out ‘‘20” and insert ‘‘ 25;” and 
in line 6, after the word ‘‘ essences,” to strike out ‘*3L” and in- 
sert ‘$2; so as to make the clause read: 

17. Ethers, sulphuric, 40 cents per pound; spirits of nitrous ether, 25 cents 
per pound; fruit ethers, oils, or essences, 82 per pound; ether of all kinds, not 
specially provided for it this act, $1 per pound 

Mr. LODGE. I should like toask the Senatorfrom Arkansas 
why itis that, having restored the McKinley rate on “ ethers, 
sulphuric spirits of nitrous ether,” that “‘ether of all kinds not 
specially provided for in this act,” and ‘‘ fruit ethers, oils, or es- 
sences” are singled out for a reduction? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The reason the committee ieftsome 
of these articles at the same rate as in the McKinley law was 
owing to the fact that alcohol is consumed in their production, 
but our information was that alcohol was consumed in much 
smaller proportion in that one article than in the others, and 
that the reduction could be safely made in that article, whereas 
in the others the duty ought to remain atthe presentrate. That 
was the reason which influenced the committee from statements 
made by manufacturing chemists. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
proceed. 

The Secretary read paragraphs 18 and 19, as follows: 

18. Extracts and decoctions of logwood and other dyewoods, extract of 
sumac, and extracts of barks, such as are commonly used for dyeing or 


tanning, not specially provided for in this act, and extracts of hemlock bark, 
10 per cent ad valorem. 


The reading of the bill will 
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19. Gelatine, glue, isinglass or fish glue, and prepared fish sounds, 25 per 
cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
pared,” in line 14 of paragraph 19. 


I move to strike out the word “ pre- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SeoreTarRyY. In line 14, before the words “fish sounds,” 
itis proposed to strike out the word “ prepared;” so as to read: 
. Gelatine, glue, isinglass or fish glue, and fish sounds, 25 per cent ad va- 

orem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to insert the provisions of the para- 
graph of the existing law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 19 
and to insert in lieu thereof: 

19. Gelatine, glue, and isinglass, or fish glue, valued at not above 7 cents 
per pound, |} cents per pound; valued at above 7 cents per pound and not 
above 80 cents per pound, 25 per cent ad valorem; valued at above 30cents 
per pound, 380 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The rates suggested by the amendment 
which [ have sent to the Secretary’s desk are not substantially 
different from the amendment suggested by the committee, ex- 
cept upon the higher-priced gelatine valued above 30 cents 
per pound, where the rate is increased from 25 to 30 per cent ad 
valorem. The rate on glue below 7 cents = pound, upon the 
unit of value last year, was 26.16 per cent. The committee pro- 
pose to make the rate 25 per cent; but I suggest to the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas the great difficulty in an ad valorem rate upon 
gluo is that it will certainly lead to great frauds in the admis- 
sion of this article if an ad valorem rate is laid upon it. 

There is no way of telling by an examination of the article, I 
think the Senator will agree with me, as to the quality of the 
giue which is imported. The provision of the existing law has 
been easily administered, and it has been a protection to the 
glue manufacturers of the United States. Icansee no view good 
reason for changing it. It imposes a specific duty instead of an 
ad valorem; and, as our friendsare willing to take aspecific duty 
on most articles, I hope they will consent to my amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I shali trespass one moment to say 
in reply, that if these valuable responses from the manufacturers, 
which have been printed in the bulletins which have come to us, 
are to be depended upon, no increase is necessary. I find in 
Bulletin 3, on page 59, the replies of the Arabol Manufacturing 
Company, of New York, glue manufacturers, and they close by 
saying: 

Pass the Wilson bill. 
and leave it to the next Congress to enlarge the free list 
enter into manufacturing as raw materials, and to further 
on manufactured goods, 

If the manufacturers of glue want this done, and want it done 
nm ; do not see any reason why we should not pass the 
ilson bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator can not have read the state- 
ment from which he has quoted with very much care, or else he 
would not have read it. That is from the manufacturer of an 
article of which glue is the raw material, and he wants glue as 
low as possible. He wants free raw materials. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. They state in their reply that they 
are manufacturers of glue. 

Mr. ALDRICH. here does the Senator find that? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In the reply of the Arabol Manu- 
facturing Company,of New York, N. Y., manufacturers of gums, 
glues, and oa 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is not a part of the reply, but thatisa 
part of the headline, which has been inserted by the editor of 
this compilation, whoever he was. They say theirraw materials 
are ‘‘starch and sodaand acids.” Glueisnotnamed. Certainly 

lues are not made from starch and soda, unless the Senator 

rom Arkansas knows of some method of producing glue that I 
never heard of. F 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I supposed these people understood 
their own business. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
statement. 

Mr. LODGE. D. F. Deike & Son, of New York, manufactur- 
ers of fine grade glue, say: 

The duty as it now stands is as low as it should be, as it is only by the 
aeee economy that we can compete with foreign glue at the present 

‘Reancing the rates of duty one-third would cause 35 per cent reduction in 
cost of production, 

. + a . . * * 
Our raw materials are hide and pelt clippings. 


The witness whom the Senator from Arkansas called in sa: 
his raw materials are starch, and soda, and acid, so that it is o 
_ vious these two concerns are not e in the same manufac- 
ture. The giue-makers say that the duty as it now stands is as 


Itisa step in the right direction. Pass it at once, 
or goods which 
uce the duties 


ry 


I should not think so from the Senator’s 


low as it should be, and that it is only by the strictest econ 
they are able to compete with foreign g 


ue at the present aunty. 


Robert Sanders, of Urbana, Ohio, manufacturer of glue, says: 

I think the tariff question has had a pant deal todo with the depression 
intrade. Leave the tariff alone, and all go to work and every man attend to 
his own business. 

He says all he suffers from is the difference in the price of 
labor here and abroad. 

No. 206 is the reply of Reakirt & Taylor, of 307 Arch street, 
Philadelphia. They say: 

The higher the tariff the better for glue manufacturers. 

So it would aoe that the glue manufacturers who make 
their glue from hide and pelt clippings desire the old duty and 
say they can not carry on the industry profitably without it, 
whereas the Arabol Manufacturing Company, of New York, 
from whose testimony the Senator from Arkansas read, who are 
obviously not manufacturers of glue,because they give as their 
raw materials starch, soda, and acid, are anxious to have glue, 
which is Po a material they use, brought in free. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 
adoption of the amendment offered by the Senator from Arkan- 
sas|Mr. JONEs] to perfect the text of the bill as it now stands. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The substitute offered by the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] is the amendment 
now pending. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let us have the yeas and nays upon that. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CHANDLER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. MuRPHY]. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] to the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. WoLcOTT], and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). 
I am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY]. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH], who is 
not present. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iam paired with the junior Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. SMITH], but I suggest to the Senator from Georgia 

Mr. Peet transfer his pair with the Senator from Iowa 
Mr. WILSON] to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], so 
that he and I can both vote. 


Mr. GORDON. Ishall be very glad to accept that suggestion. 
I vote ‘‘nay.” 
Mr. DUBOIS. I vote “‘ yea.” 


Mr. CALL. I announce the pair of the Senator from Ver- 
amg Mr. PROCTOR] with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 

NEM: Le 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS—21. 
Aldrich, Dubois, Manderson, Shoup, 
Allison, Gallinger, Morrill, Squire, 
Cameron, Hawley, Patton, Teller. 
Davis, Higgins, Perkins, 
Dixon, oor Platt, 
Dolph, McMillan, Sherman, 
NAYS—3i. 

Bate, Cockrell, Jarvis, Pugh, 
oerret Coke. Jones, Ark. Roach, 
Blackburn, Daniel, Lindsay. Turpie, 
Blanchard, Faulkner, McLaurin, Vest, 
Brice, George, McPherson, Vilas, 
Butler, Gibson, Martin, Voorhees, 

ery, Gordon, Mills, hite 

1, Gray, Pasco, 
Camden, Harris, Peffer, 

NOT VOTING—2. 

Allen, Hill, Morgan, Smith, 
Carey, Hoar, Murphy, Stewart, 
Chandler, Hunton, Palmer, alsh, 
Cullom, Irby, Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Frye, Jones, Nev. Power. ilson, 
Gorman, joel Proctor, Wolcott. 
Hale, tchell, Oregon quay. 
Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. nsom, 


So the amendment was pogented. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will proceed 
with the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
ee crude, not purified, 1 cent per pound; refined, 3 cents per 


ThePRESIDINGOFFICER. Theamendmentof the Commit- 
tee on Finance will be stated. 

TheSECRETARY. Inline 16, before the word ‘ purified,” strike 
out the word ‘‘not.” 

Mr. VEST. In line 16, before the word “ purified,” J move to 
insert the word ‘‘ not.” 








1894. 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. The purpose which the Sena- 
tor from Missouri has in view will be accomplished by disagree- 
ing to the amendment of the committee. The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment reported by the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to insert in line 17, after the word 
‘‘one,” the words ‘‘and three-fourths,” so as to make the rate 
1% cents per pound upon crude glycerin instead of | cent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘one,” in line 17, insert 
‘Sand three-fourths,” so as to read: 

Glycerin, crude, not purified, 1] cents per pound, 

Mr. ALDRICH. My amendment is a proposition to restore 
the duty on crude glycerin provided by existing law. Under 
existing rates the importations of crude glycerin have increased 
from a little’ over 9,000,000 pounds in 1891 to over 14,000,000 

ounds in 1893. The amendment proposed in the bill would re- 
fa the revenue from the crude glycerin more than $100,000. 

The materials for the production of crude glyserin exist in 
the United States to an unlimited extent, and I seo no reason 
why the revenue should be reduced and the producers of tallow 
or other soap stocks in the United States obliged to submit to 
this computes with foreign crude glycerin. It seems to me 
there can be no good purpose in taking away the revenue which 
has been derived heretofore from crude glycerin, especially as 
the present rate has been shown by actual experience to be a 
fair revenue rate of duty. 

Mr. PLATT. Not protective? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not protective. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, it seems to me that the 
Senator in charge of the bill ought to be willing to leave the 
rates at least as they are under the law of 1890. Under the law 
of 1883 the rate on crude glycerin was 2 cents and on refined 5 
cents. It was reduced in 1890 to 1? cents on crude glycerin and 
44 cents on refined; and the effect of that reduction was unfavor- 
able. The importations of the article at once began to increase. 
I have here a brief table, which I will insert in the REcorpD, 
giving the statistics of 1890, 1891, 1892, and 1893: 


Quantity and value of imports. 





Refined. 














Crude. Value per pound. 
Fear. Pounds. | Value. Pounds. Value. Crude. Refined. 
— _le Oe — are eera 
Cents. | Cents. 

SEBD. <daci ince 11, 811, 300 $972, 001 210, 545 26, 186 8.2 10.4 
Wl need hend 9, 081, 839 650, 569 395, 098 87, 833 7.2 9.5 
ichuc: whol 13, 594, 00S 747, 218 661, 339 58, 953 5.5 8.9 
248, 795 24, 395 5.3 9.8 


TRUS. 2200 cane 14, 325, 111 768, 565 





In the seven months ending January 31, 1894, the imports of 
crude and refined glycerin amounted in value to $347,178, as 
against $537,314 for the corresponding months of the previous 
fiscal year. The valuein the latter period was 6.1 cents, against 
5.4in the former. The general tendency of protection to glyc- 
erin has been to reduce the price. Up to 1890 the average an- 
nual production (for several years) of crude glycerin was about 
4,000,000 pounds, showing with the imports an average annual 
consumption of about 16,000,000 pounds. 

Before the discovery of a new process of extracting glycerin 
from spent soap lye, glycerin was made chiefly in connection 
with the manufacture of candles; but there not being many can- 
dles used in the Uuited States, compared with their use in Eu- 
rope, there was not enough material to provide all the glycerin. 
However, after this new and cheaper process was discovered, a 
duty of 2 cents a pound was found sufficient to counterbalance 
the cheaper labor of Europe. Soap manufacturers began to 
erect expensive works. I have reference to one soap manufac- 
turer who erected works large enough to produce 5,000,000 
pounds of crude glycerin annually; and I am informed that 
others were completed that would produce enough to supply the 
demand for home consumption. 

Under these conditions, however, only a few of the new soap 
manufacturers had commenced the business when the reduction 
of one-fourth of a cent a pound, made by the law of 1890, came 
into effect. That was sufficient to stop all further advances, 
and as a result it happened, as the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH] has shown, and as the table which I submit 

that more crude glycerin wasimported in 1893 than ever 
before. Now it is proposed to makea reduction of duty below 
the existing law. 

This industry is evidently entitled tosurvive and be protected, 
and it will go out of existence under the reduced duty. I ho 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] will assent to the 
amendment moved by the Senator from Rhode Island, and if we 
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can not have the duty of 1883, which we ought to have, let us at 
least have the rates of the act of 1890. 

I have here a circular issued by Procter & Gamble, of Cincin- 
nati, manufacturers of soap, in which they state: 


The soap manufacturers of the United States have built within the last 
year, or have in course of construction, machinery and plants to utilize a 
newly discovered process for the extraction of glycerin from waste soap 
lye, that will produce 15,000,000 pounds, if the duty is maintained at 2 cents 
per pound on crude and 5 cents per pound on retined 


They have reference, however, to the rate of the act of 1883. 
As has already been stated, in 1890 we imported 11,000,000 pounds 
and produced 4,000,000 pounds; but they say that soap manufac- 
turers have made arrangements to produce 15,000,009 pounds, 
which would be substantially utilizing a by-product made out of 
soap and grease, soap lye, so as to give the American producer 
and American labor the whole of this industry. They say: 


In requesting your attention to the matter of duty on glycerin we do not 
ask exclusive, buta fairand equal opportunity with our foreign competitors, 
The main reason why the duty on crude giycerin should be increased rather 
than lessened is that until within the past year all the glycerin produced in 
this country has been from candle manufacture. Recently a process for the 
practical recovery of glycerin from spent soap lye has been aieoerves ed. - 


The production by the candle manufacture only amounts to about 4,000,000 
— per annum, while about 10,000,000 pounds are imported. One manu- 
acturer, whose plant is already erected, can produce from spent soap lye over 


4,000,000 pounds of crude glycerin ayear. We know other soap manufac: 
turers who have completed or are erecting plants that will increase the 
amount to over 15,000,000 pounds. 

The soap manufacturers could easily produce double the amount of glyc- 
erin now used in this country. The consumption of candles has not kept 
pace with the increase of population; and even if such had been the case, the 
production of glycerin from this source would not equal more than a 
quarter of the amount demanded by this country. 

During the past year a number of soap manufacturers have erected plants 
for the recovery of their glycerin. These plants and the processes are both 
expensive and require careful and skillful handling. If suitable protection 
is given to the producer of crude glycerin, plants aggregating in value hali 
a@ million dollars will be erected within a short time; half of this amount is 
already invested by soap manufacturers and glycerin refiners in this new 
enterprise. 

Now is the time for such protection as will encourage this industry. It 
is now that the production of asufficient amount of crude glycerin has been 
first made possible by these discoveries for the extraction of the giycerin 
from spent soap lye. These discoveries are the result of experiments ex- 
tending over a — of about fifteen years. 

Crude glycerin from spent lyes is not inferior to crude produced from 
candle manufactures, except as tothe character of the impurities contained 
therein. The impurities require for their removal apparatus specially 
adapted, as the ae used for the refining of crude from candle manu- 
factures can not be utilized under any circumstances. 

The apparatus erected especially for the purification of crude glycerin 
from spent soap lyesis far more expensive and requires more skillful hand- 
ling than that used in the refining of glycerin from candle manufactures. 

In order that you may be specially informed as to the uses to which glyc- 
erin enters in this country, we append the following: 

Nitroglycerin and other high explosives. 

Medicinal. 

Tobacco manufacture. 

Printers’ rollers. 

Soap manufacture and perfumery. 

ne. and some other uses of minor importance. 

In 1887 the price of glycerin for high explosives was 18} cents. 

In 1888 the price of glycerin for high explosives was 17 cents. 

In 1889 the price of glycerin for high explosives was 15} cents. 

In 1890 the price of glycerin for high explosives was 14} cents. 


This shows that the effect of the protection afforded this in- 
dustry and the transfer of the business of producing glycerin 


from Europe to this country was a continual reduction in price. 


This showing that even with a duty of 2cents per pound on crude glyce- 
rin the price has steadily declined. As soap manufacturers throughout 
the country, at great expense and labor, are securing means for the produc- 
tion of crude to supply the demand, being stimulated thereto because of the 

rotection afforded by the existing duty, it will be disastrous if it is re- 

uced, as the duty will be the only security. Remove or reduce it and the 
money already expended will become unproductive and the expensive plants 
inactive. 

The relative yield of refined from soap lye glycerin is much less than 
that from glycerin produced from candle-making, thus adding to the cost 
and making the protection less, even though some refiners of foreign crude 
argue differently. Soa - glycerin is produced largely in Great Britain, 
and on the continent of Europe, and is sold at much less price than is the 
crude glycerin from candles; and this to American refiners and importers 
would seem an inviting field. 

It is not our aim in any way to injure American refiners, but simply to 
protect a new industry; hence we ask you to favor the continuance of the 
existing duty of 2 cents per pound on crude, and 5 cents on refined. 

The following are the quantities imported into this country, taken from 
the reports of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, Treasury Department: 


Year ending June 30— Pounds. 
en re. asad Be cc aln ed ae ndd wibetcdend obacsetede 5, 832, 825 
Ce ne ial CORN iia he i ee fia ae ea eeuecee 7, 573, 084 
io a aie le nie ote patina denials Minne wa wweneawiats ones 10, 442, 91 
a iain Aiea a inciting apace gin titeins iadanainaseaaliail 12, 765, 

i ikugecscoss bibatbe cident lies dldeaende ob eddie weenie ee 
i ts ais det bimibndah thdifan ddunbbatbnkth dine wee dacit once 10, 959, 719 


All of which is most respectfully submitted for your consideration. 


Yours, very respectfully, 
PROCTER & GAMBLE, 
Cincinnati, Manufacturers of Crude, and Refiners. 


This is one of the most valuable object-lessons in the way of 
rotection that could be afforded. I call the attention of the 


nator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] to the fact that this is an 
infant industry; that up to 1883, when the duty was put on, 
nearly all of the American supply came from abroad. We had 
developed an infant industry that is not yet able to go alone, 
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and before it begins to take care of itself comes the proposition 
of the House bill to strangle it. Now, I commit this infant to 
the tender care of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES], and 
I hope he will be induced in this one instance to allow a motion 
made on this side of the Chamber to prevail. I hope I shall not 
appeal to the Senator from Arkansas in vain. 

Mr. PLATT. I paid as good attention as I could to the state- 
ment as it was read by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER], but I did not understand whether the gentlemen 
who made the statement gave the amount of the domestic pro- 
duction. 


Mr. CHANDLER. They give the amount produced in 1889, ; 


which was 4,000,000 pounds, asagainst1L1,000,000 poundsimported. 
The figures I gave, wi:.ch were previously given by the Senator 
from Rhode isiand [Mr. ALDRICH], show that in 1890 we im- 

rted over 11,000,000 pounds of crude glycerin. In 1891 the 
fe portations went down to 9,000,000 pounds. Then, under the 
effect of the reduced duty of the act of 1890, the importations 
went up to 13,000,000 pounds and upwards, and in 1893 to 14,000,- 
000 pounds and upwards, showing conclusively that the industry 
which had been once established is going down under the opera- 
tion of the present rate. Hence it is that I make my appeal to 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNEs]. 

Mr. PLATT. The question I wish to ask then is, if the indus- 
try is entirely destroyed in this country and the whole amount 
consumed in this country is imported from abroad, will there 
be as much revenue derived under those circumstances as there 
is now? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The domestic production in 1893 was from 
twenty-two to twenty-four million pounds. Itwould take pretty 
nearly the whole of the domestic en if it were im- 
ported, to make the revenue under the new rate equal the reve- 
nue now received under the existing rate. 

Mr. PLATT. So this is a case, then, where you destroy the 
domestic production, and do not inerease the revenue even if 
all the glycerin that is now made in this country is bought 
abroad? 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. There isnonecessity for the infant, 
so kindly commended tomycare by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire {Mr. CHANDLER], having the increased protection pro 
by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], In 1888 the 
manufacturers of this article, which is a by-productof the soap- 
makers, stated that they could live on a tax of 1 cent per pound. 
At that time the value of crude glycerin was 10 cents. Nowit 
is cents. One cent a pound in 1888 would have been 10 per 
cent ad valorem, and in 1894 it would be 20 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam sure the Senator from Arkansas does 
not intend tomisrepresent the manufacturers of crude glycerin. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. I read from the statement of Mr. Gamble, 
of Procter & Gamble. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Sodo I. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In 1888. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. So do I. 

Mr. ALDRICH. His firm is the largest manufacturer of glyc- 
erin in the United States. He says: 

We would be very glad to see it stay at the old figures— 

I read from page 1111 of the tariff aeee. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. And on page 1113. 

Mr. ALDRICH— 

We would be lad to see it stay at the old figures, 2cents crude 
and.5 cents on the refined. ° : : ee 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No doubt that is true; but on page 
1113 this same man, whose respec is vouched for by 
Senator from Rhode Island, in reply to the question: 

Do you not think you could get along with 1 cent. a pound on the crude, it 
being a by-product of your other manufacture? 

Said: 

Well, I suppose we could if we had to, but it would ent inte us pretty 


There is a statement made by the manufacturer that —— 

talong then with 1 cent per pound, which would have a 

per cent ad valorem tax,and now 1 cent a pound is 20 per cent 
ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is evidently a typographical errer, as 
the Senator from Arkansas will see by the next question: 

Bichon coca: = mmmnomne 

I have no doubt the stenographer in taking down the state- 
ment made a mistake in that uestion. : 
eee of Arkansas. Phat did not mean 4 cents a pound 


Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, yes; it did. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Notatall. If the Senator will look 
back at the other page he will see what it means: 


What dices it cost und to convert it? 
About 3 cents a pound. . 


And so on. 

That was the cost of conversion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the costof conversion, but the ques- 
tions here on top of page 1113 are as follows: 

The CHAIRMAN, Do you not think po could get along with 1 cent a pound 
on the crude, it being a bi-product of your other manufacture? 
enmis a. Well, I suppose we could if we had to, but it would cut into 

¢ CHAIRMAN. How would it be, say, at 4 cents a pound? 

Mr, GAMBLE. That would be better. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatis, relatively, that would be more? 

Mr. GAMBLE. Yes, sir. 

That shows that the question in regard to a cent a pound was 
either misreported by the stenographer, or misunderstood by 
Mr. Gamble. I have a dozen statements from Procter & Gam- 
ble, and various other manufacturers of crude glycerin in the 
United States, in which they say that the present rate is not 
sufficient. 

— JONES of Arkansas. The 4 cents refers to refined gly- 
cerin. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no intimation that it does. 

Mr. JONES of Arixansas. If the Senator wil! read alittle fur- 
ther he will find that it does. 

That would be better, 

He says. 

The CHAIRMAN, That is, relatively, that would be more? 

Mr. GAMBLE. Yes, sir. 

CHAIRMAN. If you had 1} cents on the crude and 4 on the refined, how 
would that protect you? 

Mr. GAMBLE. I would a good deal rather see 165 onrefined and 1} onerude. 
In that way it would pay us to refine, ° 

Showing that the distinction was between refined and crude, 
and that he did say that 1 cent would protect him on the crude. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have the statement of Mr. W. M. J. Gor- 
den just made, and the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER] has just read the statement of Messrs. Procter & 
Gamble to the effect that the present rates are not sufficient, 
showing that the testimony in 1888 must have been misre , 
I will read, for the information of the Senator from Ar as, 
from the reply of the W. M. J. Gordon Chemical Company, of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, in answer to the inquiries of the committee, 
on page 63, Bulletin No. 3, of the Senate inquiries: 

Amount of production, 2,400,000 pounds. 

We have beenr full time the past two years. Wehave continued 
to do so during fall and winter in co uence of having a large stock of 
crude material contracted for which we had to take in, but in consequence 
of the depression have not been abie to sell our product, and are oe a 
large stock. There ought to be a specie duty of 3 cents between that of 

e glycerin and refined to make it a paying business to the manu- 
facturer; that is, say crude glycerin free, and manufactured at 3 cents per 
nd specific duty, or crude | cent duty, and manufactured at 4 cents duty. 

e reason this is necessary is 
imported to this country is about 20 per cent, and the additiona 
freight on the 20 per cent and package: 
France and Germany in refining, makes it necessary that this difference 
should be made. 

Then they go on to say that— 

We desire a specific duty because we consider it of vital importance, etc. 

They state that the duty should be retained as at present. 

The answer of the Harkness and Cowing Manufacturing Com- 
pany, No. 211, on the next page, is to the same effect. 

The point which I desire to make most strongly is that this is 
a revenue duty which at the same time affords incidental pro- 
tection to the manufacturers of crude glycerin in the United 
States, and that the change suggested by the committee will 
reduce the revenue from this article $100,000 without any corre- 

i in this country. 


i 
i 
: 
P 
fi 

3 

& 

8 

& 


t there were on a division—ayes 11, 
noes 13, no quorum > 

The IDING OFFICER. A quorum not being present, 
the Seeretary will call the roll of the Senate. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


— fe i. CR 
Bate. Jones, Ark. Platt, 
Telber, Faulkner, Lindsay, Power, 
are Lodge, Hugh, 
McLaurin, ay, 
Call. Gibson, McPherson, Roach, 
Cameron, ’ Miteheit, Oregon 
— = eae we 
Coke. Hawiey, Murphy, Vi 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty Senators have answered 
te their names. A is t. The question recurs on 








1894. 





Mr. LODGE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). By an arrange- 
ment with the Sénator from Idaho [Mr. DuBot!s] I transfer my 

ir with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] to the Senator 
Tom New Jersey [Mr. SMITH] and vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.” J 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY]. 

Mr. VBST (when his name was called). I wish to announce 

at I transfer my pair with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 

ASHBURN] to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. I 
vote “nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CALL. I announce the pair of the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. KYLE] with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PRoc- 


TOR]. 
Mr. QUAY. Is the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] re- | 


corded as voting? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 
Mr. QUAY. Then I withhold my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 37; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 
rich, Dubois, MeMillan, Platt, 
» Gallinger, Manderson, Power, 
eron, Hale, Mitchell, Oregon Sherman, 
andler, Hawley, Morrill, Shoup; 

Davis, Higgins, Patton, Squire, 

Dixon, Hoar, Peffer, Teller. 

Dolph, Lodge, Perkins, 

NAYS—37. 
b Coke, Jones, Ark. Roach, 
rry, Daniel, Lindsay. Turpie, 

Blackburn, Faulkner, McLaurin, Vest, 

Blanchard, George, McPherson, Vilas, 

Brice, Gibson, Martin, Voorhees, 

Butler, gordon, |- vo 

Caffery, arris, urphy, e 

1, ial Hunton, Pasco, 
den, Irby, Pugh, 

Cockrell, Jarvis, Ransom, 

NOT VOTING—2L. 

Allen. Hansbrough, Palmer, Washburn, 
y; Hill, Pettigrew, Wilson, 
om, Jones, Nev. Proctor, Wolcott. 

Frye, re. Quay, 

Gorman, Mitehell, Wis. Smith, 

Gray, Morgan, Stewart, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LODGE. I move to amend in line 17 by striking out the 
word ‘‘three” and inserting the word ‘‘four.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 17,strike out the word “‘ three ” and 
insert ‘‘four;” so as to read: 

20. Glycerin, crude, not purified, 1 cent per pound; refined, 4 cents per 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, my purpose in offering the 
amendment is to make the duty on refined glycerin bear the 
portion to the duty on crude, which all the evidence in our 
Bossession indicates to be the proper one. We have just fixed 
duty on crude glycerin not purified at 1 cent per pound, 
hich in my judgment is very much too low. We throw away 
large amount of revenue and strike a vital blow at a develop- 
ustry which gives a good deal of employment. But as 
Senate has agr to do that, if seems to me it is only proper 
we should make the other duty at least correspond. As it 
how stands it isagreat deal too low, and by keeping the duty as 
it is proposed in this bill or in this version of the bill wé shall 
succeed not only in breaking up the manufacture of crude glyc- 
erin but that of refined also. 

The question is very well put in the reply of the Gordon 
Chemical Company, of Cincinnati, Ohio, who are large manu- 
facturers of crude glycerin, producing 2,400,000 pounds. 

Mr CHANDLER. Where does the Senator from Massachu- 


setts find their statement? 
r. LODGE. On page 63 of Bulletin No. 3. They say: 
t to be aspecific duty of 3 cents between that of crude glycerin 
oP aE 
or 1 cent duty, and manufactured at 4 cents Futy” 
> e * 2 a e a 
Raw material for us is crude glycerin. 
a om ¥ a * * 
The only way— 
They say— ; 
be able 
Be to meet any reduction of duty on our goods would be by re- 


sae tee Ete shone in. the dnt 00 crade and then not 
duty on refined glycerin, but breaking the 
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proper proportion, the producers are obliged to meet the reduc- 
tion by a reduction of the wages which they pay. They pay tor 
skilled labor from $1,200 to $2,000 per annum and for ordinary 
labor from $10 to $12 per week, and are in constant operation. 
They also say further: 

If raw material were free it would be absolutely necessary to have a duty 
on refined, or we could not compete with European countries and would 
have to abandon the business 

So we put a duty on crude glycerin and then we cut down the 
duty on refined glycerin to such a point that probably, accord- 
ing to the statement here made, it will have an absolutely disas- 
trous effect on their product. 

The next evidence to that of the Gordon Company is that of 
the Harkness and Cowing Company, also of Cincinnati, who em- 
ploy but twenty-five men, and appear to bo very indifferent to 
the amount of duty. They say: 

Don’t care what kind of duty we have. 

But they assert that the causes of the present depression are 
tariff changes, financial legislation, land speculation, and over- 
production. They say: 

Agvee on a tariff, and don't change it for ten years. 

But here is the policy of these gentlemen, who are so indiffer- 
ent to the rate of duty. They say: 

Would recommend a gradual reduction from period to period, say of ten 
years, to end in absolute free trade in forty years, and establish the Henry 
George land tax, ; 

Such a course would open up a period of nearly a half century 
of constant change. But from the serious reply of the Gordon 
Company we see that the disproportion which is now made will 
result in large reduction of wages if not in the destruction of the 
business of refining glycerin. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Question! 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LODGE]. 

Mr. LODGE. On thatI call for a division. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered,and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. MITCHELLof Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Carry]. 

Mr. PALMER (wher. his name was called). I announce my 
pair with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HAnsBRouGal. 
He is not present, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. 
withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GORDON. iY an arrangement with the Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. Dusots] I transfer my pair with the junior Senator 
from lowa[Mr. WILSON] to the junior Senator from New Jer- 
sey {Mr. SMiTsH], and vote ‘‘ nay. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I suggest to the Senator from Georgia that we 
make that arrangement for the day, and that it need not be an- 
nounced hereafter. 

Mr. GORDON. That arrangement will be understood to last 
for the day, and so I shall not announce it again. } 

Mr. CALL. I announce the pair of the Senator from South 
ae [Mr. KYLE] with the Senator from Vermont {[Mr. PRoc- 
TOR}. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (after having voted in the negative), Iam 
paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hiccrns]. I un- 
derstand he has not voted, and I wish to withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 32; as follows: 

YEAS—23. 


I am paired with 
In his absence [I 


Aldrich, Dubois, Manderson, Pettigrew, 
Allison, Gallinger, Mitchell, Oregon Platt, 
Cameron, Hawley, Morrill, Sherman, 
Chandler, Hoar, Patton, Shoup, 
Dixon, Lodge, Peffer, Teller. 
Doiph, McMillan, Perkins, 
NAYS—32. 
Bate, Camden, Hunton, Pasco, 
Berry, Cockrell, Jarvis, Pugh, 
Blackburn, Coke, Jones, Ark. Roach, 
Blanchard, Daniel, Lindsay, Vest, 
ce, Faulkner, aurin, Vilas, 
Butler, George, Mart Voorhees, 
Caffery, Gordon, Mills, alsh, 
Call, Harris, Murphy White. 
NOT VOTING—®. 
Allen, Hale, Mitchell, Wis. Squire, 
Carey, Hansbrough, organ, Stewart, 
Palmer, Turpie, 
Davis, Power, Washburn, 
Frye, Irby, Proctor, Wilson, 
Gibson, Jones, Nev Quay, Wolcott. 
Gorman, 1 Ransom, 
Gray, rson, Smith, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. I proposeasan amendment anew paragraph, 
come in after the paragraph which has just been acted upon. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be re- 
sorted. 
’ The Secretary read as follows: 

20), Indigo, extracts, or pastes of, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound; car- 
mined, 7} cents per pound, 

Mr. ALDRICH. The amendments of the majority of the com- 
mittee impose a duty of 10 per cent upon extracts of dyewoods, 
logwoods, and other products that are analogous to those pro- 
vided for in this paragraph. The specific rates which I have 
suggested would amount to less than 10 per cent upon the value 
of the articles. 

Indigo is imported into the United States principally from 
India, Extracts of indigo are made in Europeand in the United 
States, the cost of the raw material being the same to the man- 
ufacturers in both cases. Of course, the removal of the duty 
upon extracts of indigo will destroy their manufacture in the 
United States, as the materials used in the manufacture and the 
cost of the plant and the cost of the laborare necessarily greater 
in the United States than in Europe. I can see no reason what- 
ever, of any kind, why these extracts should be placed upon the 
free list. The importations of extracts of indigo last year 
amounted to $101,000; carmined indigo, $35,000; auxiliary in- 
digo, $23,000. The specific rates suggested by me would be 
equivalent to 9} per cent upon extracts and about 7 per cent on 
carmined. These rates, I believe, are no more than would equal- 
ize the actual and necessary difference in the cost of production 
in the two countries, and would produce a considerable amount 
of revenue. I can see no reason why this revenue should be 
discarded and why this industry in the United States should be 
destroyed. If any such reason exists I should be glad to have 
Senators on the other side state it. 

Mr. VEST. The greatest Republican that this country has 
ever produced said in 1870 that all these dyestuffs should be on 
the free list. That was Gen. Grant, in his annual message. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is ancient history now. 

Mr. VEST. He advocated distinctly and emphatically, and I 
have his statement here, that these dyestuffs should go upon the 
free list, in order to reduce the cost to the manufacturers so 
that they might reduce the cost of their manufactured goods to 
the consumer. A little over $9,000 of duties were collected upon 
this article, as I see by the Treasury reports here, and I believe 
the duty is less than 10 per cent. It seems to me no injury can 


be done to anyone by putting this article on the free list now. 
r 


Mr. ALDRICH. Thesuggestions made by Gen. Grant twenty- 
three years age might possibly have some force as applied to 
the position of the Senator from Missouri, if he had not placed 
en duty upon every other extract of dyewoods and every one of 
these products except the extracts of indigo. Ishould be glad 
to have him state some reason why a different rule should be 
applied to extracts of indigo than to other dyewood extracts. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Rhode Island, if he will give me his attention, to the letter of 
A. Lee & Go., of Lawrence, Mass., manufacturers of muriatic 
and nitric acids, 

Mr. ALLISON. Where is their answer found? 

Mr. CHANDLER. On page 67, of Bulletin No. 3, they state 
that the Wilson bill places a duty of 10 per cent ad valorem on 
extracts of logwood and other dyewoods, but admits indigo ex- 
tracts free. Iask the Senator from Rhode Island whether the 
Jones amendment changes that, or leaves those articles with a 
duty of 10 per cent ad valorem. Can the Senator tell me? 

Mr. ALDRICH, The duty in the Wilson bill remains un- 
changed in that respect; it is 10 per cent upon all extracts ex- 
cept extracts of indigo. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
VEST] ought to admit that Lee & Co. should have an opinion of 
some value with reference to the effect of the bill upon their own 
«industry. They ought to know whether it will harm them or 
hurtthem. Now, they say on page 67: 

Under the McKinley bill indigo products carried a duty of three-fourths 
cent per pound on extracts and pastes and 10 cents per pound on carmines, 
whilst the Wilson bill proposes to admit all these products free. 

We think we can show you the injustice and unfairness of this procedure 
in a very simple manner, as follows, viz: Indigo extracts, etc., bear precisely 
the same relation to raw indigo that extract of 1 bears to stick log- 
wood, or that any dyewood extract bears to the wood it is produced from. 
Now the Wilson bill places a duty of 10 Er cent ad valorem on extracts 
of logwood and other dyewoods, but admits indigoextracts free. Wewould 


ask is this justice? 
AS 


S the effect the Wilson bill would have on our particular indus- 
try, we are very sure it would ruin us, as it would allow of im tions 
against which we could not possibly compete, as under the m af- 
forded under the present law we have experienced great difficulty to meet 


foreign 

Now, do or do not these manufacturers know what they are 
about when they they would be ruined by this clause w 
the Senator from Missouri says they do not need? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 15, 


Mr. ALLISON. I should be glad to* have the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. VEST] explain to us why it is that all these “ ex- 
tracts and decoctions of logwood and other dyewoods, extract 
of sumac,” and so on, are made dutiable, gathering in all the 
extracts that are used precisely as indigo is used, I understand, 
for dyes. The Senator says that these are raw materials for the 
use of manufacturers, and therefore they ought to be made free. 
It seems to me that we should treat all these materials alike, 
and certainly we should put 10 per cent upon extracis of indigo 
if we put that duty upon extracts of logwood. I can see no 
possible reason, and I wish the Senator would explain why this 
distinction is made. There certainly must be some reason for 
picking up indigo extracts, paste, etc., and treating them differ- 
ently from the treatment given to these other raw materials of 
manufacture. 

The Senator from Missouri says that they are made dutiable 
for the purpose of enabling the manufacturers to carry on their 
manufacture more cheaply. Of course that is another form of 

rotection. There are two or three ways of protecting manu- 
acturers. One is by giving them raw materialsand low rate of 
duties. Another is by having a reasonable duty upon the raw 
materials they use and placing a higher duty upon the manufac- 
tures. I understand that this is a manufacture, and if it is cer- 
tainly we ought to have some opportunity of carrying oa this 
business in our country in order to place us on an equality at 
least with the people who manufacture these articles abroad. 
Surely it is no part of our duty to give to manufacturers abroad 
an advantage over manufacturers at home. Certainly the Sena- 
tor will not want to do that. 

There is another thing that seems to me clear here. Here is 
a little amount of revenue, not very great, but it is upon an ar- 
ticle that certainly can bear a duty, and unless the Senator can 
give me some reason why he makes this distinction I shall be 
compelled to vote for the duty proposed. 

Mr. VEST. I suppose my friend will vote for it anyhow, be- 
cause it is in the line of his political opinions. But [ frankl 
say to him—I answer him always with great pleasure—that if 
had my way about these dyestuffs, and this chemical list gen- 
erally, I would puta great deal of it on the free list. But of 
course, like every other Senator, in making a tariff bill I had to 
give and take. I havenot been abietocarry out all my opinions, 
and I do not complain of it. 

My idea about indigo is, that in late years it has ceased to oc- 
cupy the place as a dyestuff which it once held. It labors un- 
der very great disadvantages, owing to the fact that ultramarine 
blue and other coal-tar products have largely taken its place. 
The evidence brought to us was that putting indigo upon the 
free list would enable the manufacturers in this country to use 
larger quantities of it in competition with the coal-tar product. 
We thought that doing this would cheapen the product, as I 
stated before, and assist the manufacturers in the United States. 
That was my only object. 

The Senator from Iowa admits that the revenue from this 
source is very small indeed. It does not amount to $10,000. Lf 
we can help this dyestuff and enlarge its use with the manufac- 
turers by taking off the duty, it seems to me we ought to do it. 
The same argument does not apply largely to these other dye- 
stuff. I understand one manufacturer testifies before the Ways 
and Means Committee that ultramarine blue has largely taken 
the place of oe in manufacturing goods. 

Mr. ALLISON. ButIdo not see that the Senator is repre- 
senting the manufacturers in asking that it be placed on the free 
list. I have been unable to find in any of these statements that 
they ask for this relief from the duty on indigo. 1 think they 
are satisfied with it. Yet the Senator does not quite reach the 
point I want to make, and that is why this particular article is 
selected. 1 think that in these matters we may as well be a lit- 
tle flexible and get on with the bill. 

=. VEST. I would put more of them on the free list if I 
could. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know the Senator would, but there must 
be some place where the line is drawn. I can not understand 
why it is that this article is made free whilst all the others have 
a duty of 10 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Crude indigo is now free and has been for 
many years. There is noduty upon it whatever. It is not in 
use so largely as formerly, when a distinguished predecessor of 
the Senator from Missouri declared in the Senate that the duty 
upon indigo was the cornér stone of the whole tariff system of 
the country. Notwithstanding the fact that its uses are not as 
greatas formerly, there were imported last year 3,226,000 pounds, 
and this product paid no duty. 

Now, the question is not as to crude indigo, but as to extracts 
of indigo that are made in the United States. I will read from 
a statement made by the Cochrane Chemical Com , of Cam- 
bridge, Mass., the members of which are highly respectabla 
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entlemen, Democrats in politics, and I think the largest manu- 
acturers of indigo in this country. They say: 
igo the raw material (indigo) rep- 
man a } aber pg rome one-third. This labor" in the 
United States costs 50 to 100 per cent more than in Europe, and therefore 
with the duty removed the whole business will go abroad. 

This is the deliberate statement of reputable gentlemen who 
are engaged in this business. Is it the intention of the Senators 
upon the other side to drive these industriés abroad when they 
can just as well be carried on here? 

The remarks of the Senator from Missouri as to the relative 
uses of indigo compared with aniline colors is as equally true in 
regard to extracts of logwood, and all the other dyewood ex- 
tracts which are included in the paragraph which we have al- 
ready passed over, and upon which aduty of 10 per centis levied. 

‘I do not quite understand the Senator from Missouri when he 
says he is in favor of putting all these articles on the free list, 
but that there was some pressure brought to bear by which a 
large part of them were kept on the dutiable list. Now, what 

rticular pressure was it that kept this one product on the free 

ist? Itseems to me the Senator from Arkansas must see that 
the action of the committee creates an unfair discrimination 
against the extracts of indigo which can not be defended upon 
any eae of justice. 

Mr. HARRIS. Question! 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. [ask for a division. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. The Senator 
from Nevada[Mr. JONES] is absent and not paired. Iwill trans- 
fer my pair to the Senator from Nevada, and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). Iam paired, as here- 
tofore announced, with the Senator from Minnesota[Mr. DAvIs], 
and withhold my vote for the present. 

Mr. WHITE. Ishould like to inquire whether the Senator 
from Idaho |Mr. SHOUP] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. WHITE. I withhold my vote for the present. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HALE (after having voted in the affirmative). Has the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANSOM] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr.HALE. I withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Aldrich, poe Manderson, Pettigrew, 
Allison, Gallinger, Mitchell,Oregon, Piatt, 
Cameron, Hawley, Patton, Sherman, 
Chandler, Higgins, Peffer, Teller. 
Dixon, Hoar, Perkins, 

NAYS—28. 
Bate, Cockrell, Harris, Mills, 
Berry, Coke, Hunton, Pasco, 
Blackburn, Daniel, Irby, Pugh, 
Brice, Faulkner, Jones, Ark. Roach, 
Butler, George, Lindsay, Vest, 
Caffery, Gibson, McLaurin, Vilas, 
Call, Gordon, McPherson, Voorhees. 

NOT VOTING—38. 

Allen, Hale, Morgan, Squire, 
Blanchard, Hansbrough, Morrill, Stewart, 
Camden,} Hill, Murphy, Turpie, 
Carey, Jarvis, Palmer, Walsh, 
Cullom, Jones, Nev. Power, Washburn, 
Davis, Kyle, Proctor, White, 
Dubois, Le a Quay, Wilson, 
Frye, MeMillaa, Ransom, Wolcott. 
Gorman, Martin, Shoup, 
Gray, Mitchell, Wis. Smith, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

— VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, on page 4, as follows: 


21. Ink and ink powders, printers’ ink, and all other ink not specially pro- 
vided for in this act, 20 per cent ad valorem. = -” 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move to amend the paragraph by strik- 
ing out ‘‘ twenty” and inserting ‘ thirty;” so as to read “ 30 per 
cent ad valorem.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
a of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLIN- 

Mr.GALLINGER. I find that under the existing rate of duty, 
which is 30 per cent ad valorem, we ro ee last year ink and 
ink powders to the value of over $86,000. Of course, it does not 








require any spirit of prophecy to understand that if the rate is 
reduced to 20 per cent the importations will be very much larger 
and that a corresponding harm will be done to the manufactur- 
ers of ink and ink powders in the United States. 

Referring to Bulletin No. 3 of the replies of importers, manu- 
facturers, and others to Tariff Inquiries, some very valuable in- 
formation can be obtained in reference to this comparatively 
small industry. For instance, S. S. Stafford, of New York City, 
who is a manufacturer of ink, with a capital invested of a quar- 
ter of a million dollars, says: 


We produced $250,000 worth of goods in 1893. 

We ran less than full time the latter six months of 1893, because of tariff 
agitation. 

Present rate of duty, 30 per cent, is necessary. 

* « * e s & 7 

Competition constantly increases. 

It is a matter of indifference to us whether we have a specific or an ad 
valorem duty. 

We are not producing as many goods as in 1892, and because prospect of 
influx of foreign goods has made paupers of so many ink consumers. 


* ~ a o e ue ~ 

The price of living has decreased very slightly. 

Then this manufacturer of ink, who is very likely a Repub- 
lican, gives a little suggestive information to the country in ref- 
erence to the cause of the present depression in trade. I think 
he is absolutely right, but very likely the Senator from Missouri 
would take issue with me on that point. Mr. Stafford says: 

The present depression in trade is caused by the action of Representatives 
and Senators at Washington, who, knowing nothing about practical busi- 
ness, and most of them never having earned a dollar either in producing a 
useful commodity or in selling it, and having nothing at stake but their po- 
litical future, are yet threatening to enact laws which will make it neces- 
sary for several millions of working people to accept the pauper wages 
which are obtained in Europe or starve. A large proportion of them are 
now doing the latter. 

Of course Mr. Stafford has reference to the action of the Demo- 
cratic Representatives and Senators at Washington, because he 
must know that the Republicans are standing as a solid phalanx 
in favor of his industry as well as all other American industries. 
He says: 

I propose to meet any reduction of duty by reducing the wages of my em- 
ployés. 

* SS > * . * * 

Reducing duties on any article which can be made or grown here is simply 
legislating in favor of the old-established manufacturers of Great Britain 
and the Continent of Europe, is un-American, and will simply have‘the effect 
of compelling the American manufacturer, who has his money invested, to 
get his profit out of the necessities of his employés by cutting down their 
wages, and they will receive no compensating benefits, for as aclass they 
are not consumers of imported goods. 

Under the present tariff 1892 was the most prosperous year this country 
has ever known, whereas now the unemployed are being fed with loaves of 
bread in the streets of New York. 

Reed & Goodman, of San Francisco, manufacturers of print- 
ing and lithographing ink, gives somewhat similar testimony. 
They say: 

We think the depression in trade is due to the agitation of the tariff ques- 
tion, and if to-day the thing could be dropped, with the understanding that 
it would be untouched, that business would improve; would like to see the 
result. 

The Sanford Manufacturing Company, of Chicago, say: 


Our business is comparatively a small industry and the amount invested 
and the volume of the business would . small. It has rapidly in- 
creased, however, under the protection it has received, ahd a reduction in 
the tariff would be a serious disaster. resulting to the advantage of no one, 
except possibly a few importers. It is not many years since three-quarters 
of the ink consumed in this country was imported; now we think that at 
least three-quarters is manufactured inthis country. There has been an 
increased competition in the line during the last four years entirely do- 
mestic. 

% e * a. * ” 

The tendency of wages during the last twelve months has been downward. 

If the duty should be reduced wages would necessarily be cut still lower. 
m * + o 2 & * 

Our opinion is that the present depression in business is due almost en- 
tirely to the tariff agitation. If it was known that there would be no change 
in the present tariff laws we think business would immediately revive. 

Mr. President, | apprehend it will be generally conceded that 
there is no good reason why ink and ink powders should not be 
made in the United States as well as in foreign countries. But 
the practical fact stares us in the face, that notwithstanding we 
have been imposing a duty of 30 percent on foreign products of 
this kind, foreign manufacturers last year competed with the 
American manufacturers to such an extent that we actually im- 

rted and used in this country $86,000 worth of foreign-made 
nks. In the face of that fact it is now proposed te reduce the 
duty from 30 to 20 per cent, and beyond question, if that pro- 
posed reduction is carried through (and I presume it will be, by 
a solid vote of the Democratic side of the Chamber) every in- 
telligent Senator, and all Senators are intelligent, will under- 
stand and must admit that in place of $86,000 of importations 
we shall have double, treble, or quadruple that amount, and the 
ink manufacturers in the United States, with their money in- 
vested, and their plants built, and their processes in operation 
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or ready to be put in operation, will be driven out of the mar- 
ket, and their plants will become idle. 

While this may be a very small matter in the estimation of 
Democratic Senators, it is an industry that appeals to me as all 
our industries do, and I trust that even the ocratic side of 
the Chamber will see the propriety of retaining the duty that 
is placed upon this manufacture under existing law and that 
they will not insist upon reducing it as is proposed in the pend- 


ing bill. 

4 VEST. Mr.President,of courseI will make no issue as to 
the good taste or bad taste of the Senator from New Hampshire 
in reading the abuse that his witness, whoever he may be, has 
injected into these reports against Democratic Senators. That 
is simply unworthy of notice, and if the Senator thinks that it is 
a part of his argument hecan take what gratification from it he 
pleases. I propose to devote myself to the facts. They are 
shown by the testimony of this same manufacturer, as found on 

ages 68 and 69 of Bulletin No.3. Says S. S. Stafford, of New 
Vork City, manufacturer of ink: 

We export 25 per cent of our goods and have to sell 25 per cent cheaper. 


Mr. Thaddeus Davids, of the Thaddeus Davids Company, of 
New York City, manufacturers of writing inks, etc., says: 
We export about 15 per cent; price realized fully as good. 


In other words, these manufacturers supply the American mar- 
ket and then export, one of them says per cent of his pro- 
ducts, and the other 15 percent. The general result # shown 
by the ict ore The imports for 1893 were $86,000; 

e exports $118,000. If an industry that can do that needs any 
duty I do not understand what should be the system for collect- 
ing revenue in this country. 

Rr. GALLINGER, Iam very a indeed that reading for 
the information and instruction of the Senate from a bulletin 

rinted by the committee of which the Senator from Missouri 
is a distinguished member, has wounded the Senator’s sensi- 
bility. 

My VEST. No, no! 

Mr. GALLINGER. I presumed it was legitimate to give the 
opinion of the men who are manufacturing this product. I un- 
derstand, for I had informed myself on the point, that there is 
some export trade in this commodity, but itseems to me we had 
better not change the rate of duty so that the imports from for- 
eign countries will be swelled so enormously that they will 
greatly exceed our exportations. It seems to me that the busi- 
ness is in very good shape now. We areexporting alittle more 
than weareimporting. The gentleman who gives the informa- 
tion that is offensive to the Senator from Missouri has invested 
a quarter of a million dollars inthe manufacture, and I think, 
notwithstanding the fact that he is probably a Republican, he 
deserves protection at the hands of the Senate of the United 
States. 
Mr.CHANDLER. I wishto address an inquiry to the Senator 
from Iowa in reference to the suggestion of the Senator from 
Missouri concerning the statement of Messrs. Stafford, that they 
export 25 per cent of their goods and have to sell 25 per eent 
cheaper. Are‘or are net the Staffords in manufacturing for ex- 
portation entitled under existing law to a drawback of 99 per 
cent upon the amount of the foreign raw material which goes into 
their goods? 

Mr. ALLISON. They are. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is the law of drawback to the extent of 
99 per cent of the duty applicable to all raw materials brought 
into this country and put into a manufacture which is exported? 

Mr. ALLISON, here it can be traced into the manufacture, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Where it can be seen in the manufacture? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. For instance, nutgalls it is said are their 
raw material—nutgalls and glass bottles. Suppose that nu 
are imported to make the ink, and those inks are e: for 
sale, = a or is there not a drawback of 99 per cent on the im- 

rtation . 

See. ALLISON. There would be on glass bottles, because they 
can be traced, but I do not think there would be on nutgalls, 
though I am not quite so sure about it. 

Mr, CHA . Not if the nutgalls were all used up in 
the making of the ink? 

Mr. ALLISON. Possibly they might be traced, but I am not 
sure. I should not like to express an opinion as respects nut- 

ls, but I am quite sure that on the glass bottles there would 
a drawback. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on to the 

amendment om by the Senator from New Ham: [Mr. 


GALLINGER|], 
Mr. G. GER. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yezs and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 


to eall the roll. 
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Mr. FRYE (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN]. ’ 

Mr. GRAY (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM], 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. VEST. I announce my pair with the Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—21. 
MeMilian, Power, 
Manderson, Shoup, 
Mitchell, Oregon ‘Teller. 
Patton, 
Perkins, 
Platt, 

NAYS—33. 


Jones, Ark, Pugh, 
Lindsay, Ransom, 
Berry, McLaurin, Roach, 
Blackburn, McPherson, Vilas, 
Brice, xibs Mills, Voorhees, 
Butler, ; \ Morgan, White. 
. Murphy, 
Hunton, Pasco, 
Jarvis, Peffer, 
NOT VOTING—31. 
Morrill, Stewart, 
Palmer, Turpie, 
Camden, Pettigrew, Vest, 
Carey. Irby, Proctor, Walsh, 
om, Jones, Ney. Quay, Washburn, 

Davis, le, Sherman, Wilson, 
Frye, Martin, Smith, Wolcott. 
Gorman, Mitchell, Wis Squire, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph of the bill, as follows: 

22, Iodoform, $1 per pound. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. To this my h the Committee 
on Finance report an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 22, after the word “ iodoform,” 
strike out $1" and insert ‘‘ 25 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. [hope the committee amendment 
will not be agreed to, and that the paragraph will be allowed to 
stand as it camé from the House of Representatives. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to inquire of the Senator from Arkan- 
sas whether the proposed rate of 25 per cent ad valorem raises 
or reduces the rate of $1 a pound? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The rate proposed by the commit- 
tee of $1 per pound is a reduction from the present law of about 
33 per cent. The 25 percent proposed reduction is avery slight 
decrease tinder the rate of $1 per pound—only a difference of 
about 1 per cent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw the committee amend- 
ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to move at this point to insert: 

Iodine, resublimed, 50 cents per pound. 


That is the existing law, and I can see no reason for putting 
that article upon the free list. It is a very valuable article. I 
agree that there is very little of it imported, and the price here 
is about the same that it is abroad, but I notice that there is a 
very large importation of crude iodine, so I infer that resub- 
limed iodine must be manufactured in this country to a consid- 
erabie extent; and it seems to me wise to put a small duty upon 
it. Thirty cents a pound is only a duty of a little less than 10 per 
cent. 

Mr. VEST. Only 175 pounds were imported in 1893. 

Mr. ALLISON. I see there is no importation, or a very small 
importation; but it is a very valuable article. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

= SECRETARY. It is proposed to add as an additional para- 
graph: 

22}. Iodine, resublimed, 20 cents per pound. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Iowa. 

. CHANDLER. [I eall for a division on the amendment. 

Mr. FAULKNER. i call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. FRYE(when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Maryland [Mr, GORMAN]. . 


Allison, 
Cameron, 


Gallinger, 
Hale, 
Chandler, 


Aldrich, 
Blanchard 


Gray, 
Hansbrough, 
Bill, 


ie. 
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Mr, GRAY (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Illinois [Mr.CULLOM], and make this an- 
ouncement for the last time to-day on all votes. 


Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. 

The roll call was concluded. F 

Mr. PALMER. I am paired with the Senator from North 
Dakota { Mr. HANSBROUGH]. If he were present I should vote 
“nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Aldrich, Dubois, McMillan, Power, 
Allison, Gallinger, Mitchell, Oregon Sherman, 
Cameron, Hawley, Morrill, Shoup, 
ndler, Higgins, Patton, Teller. 
‘Dixon, Hoar, Perkins, 
Dolph, Lodge, Platt, 
NAYS—33. 
Allen, Cockrell, Irby. Peffer, 
Bate, Coke, Jarvis, Pugh, 
erry, Daniel, Jones, Ark. Roach, 
ckburn, Faulkner, Lindsay, Vilas, 
anchard, George, MeLaurin, Voorhees, 
ce, Gibson, MePherson, White. 
utier Gordon, Mills, 
ery, Harris, Murpby, 
Camden, Hunton, Pasco, 
NOT VOTING—30. 
1, Hansbrough, Palmer, a. 
cal y. Hill, Pettigrew, Vest, 
lom, Jones, Nev. Proctor, Walsh, 
vis, Kyle, uay, Washburn, 
e, Manderson, ansom, Wilson, 
rman, Martin, Smith, Wolcott. 
. Mitchell, Wis. Squire, 
Hale, Morgan, Stewart, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be 
resumed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

28. Licorice, extracts of, in paste, rolis, or other forms, 5 cents per pound. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The committee amendment, to re- 
duce the rate of duty from 5 to 4 cents per pound, is withdrawn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the treatment which has 
been accorded by the majority of the Committee on Finance to 
the item now under consideration illustrates the methods whieh 
have been used in the preparation of the pending bill. The 
committee have accorded to this product asa protective duty 
the entire amount asked for by the manufacturers. We have 
just voted by a decisive vote to put a manufactured product re- 

uiring the greatest skill and delicacy in its manufacture upon 
the free list. We have this morning, on other occasions, voted 
to put two or three other important manufactured products upon 
the free list. Here is an instance where a manufacturer from 
Connecticut comes before the Committee on Finance and states 
that he desires a protective duty, which is equivalent to 624 per 
cent upon the home value of the goods, according to the manu- 
facturer’s own statement, and the committee, without a word, 
fixed the rate in accordance with his wishes. 

Itis very difficult for a man who is outside of the limits of 
the committee to understand why this various treatment in 
regard to different industries has been adopted. [ can only 
understand it from the fact that the manufacturer of this 

roduct is a Democrat, who lives in the State of Connecticut. 

propose to read from the testimony of this gentleman in order 
that there may be no mistake about whatI say. On 26 of 
the testimony taken before the Ways and Means Committee of 
the House [ find the following statement signed by Mr. W. W. 
Skiddy and Mr. John H. Leeds, ‘representing the licorice paste 
manufacturers of the United States.” They say: 

We have never asked for a higher duty than we believed and found neces- 
sary for our actual protection, and for these reasons we have from time to 
time recommended reductions in the rate of duty upon this article. 

They say further: 


Weare happy to say that we are now in a position to advocate a reduction 
from 5} eents (the present rate of duty) to a rate of 5 cents per pound. 


This rate was given to this article by the Committee on Ways 
and Means and passed the House of Representatives in that 
shape. it came to the Senate, and the majority of the Commit- 
tee on Finance in their first revision reduced the rate to 25 per 
cent ad valorem, which would be not over one-fourth of the rate 
now suggested by the Senator from Arkansas. The committee 
consequently changed the rate, after going through the ma- 

ry of a Democratic caugus, to 4 cents a pound, that being 
the second revision of the Finance Committee upon this artiele. 

Another revolution having taken place eeergenn to a Dem- 
ocratie caucus of some nature or description, the rate is now 
advanced to 5 cents a pound, being the third rate adopted de- 
liberately, [ su , or with more or less deliberation, by the 
Committee on ce upon this article. 
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Another portion of the statement of Mr. Skiddy shows that 
this article is now sold—that is, the particular manufacture 
which is most largely in use in the United States is now sold 
for § cents a pound in our own country. So the rate suggested 
by the committee is 62} per cent upon the home valuation. 

Here we have in the same day, within the same hour, this 
committee recommending in one case 62} per cent upon the 
home valuation, and in three other cases putting important 
manufactured articles upon the free list. If there is any theory 
or principle upon which this action is suggested or can be de- 
fended I should be glad to know it. 

Two years ago, when this subject was before the Senate for 
discussion, the distinguished Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
McPHERSON], whose absence seems to be so conspicuous while 
this chemical schedule is under consideration, submitted some 
remarks to the Senate upon this question. That Senator said 

As Isay, the ad valorem rate of duty— 

Which was exactly the same as that now suggested by the 
majority of the committee, namely, 5 cents a pound. The Com- 
mittee on Finance then recommended a duty of 5 cents a pound, 
and the Senate followed their recommendation and adopted it. 
The House having previously fixed the rate at 6, the matter 
went into conference, and the result was a rate of 5) cents, the 
Senate having voted for 5 cents. 

As I say, the ad valorem rate of duty, instead of being, as stated by the 
committee, 40 per cent, is at the New York quotations 82.5 per cent ad 
valorem. Cast intosticks and branded with the names of the manufactur 
ers, 40 per cent ad valorem is about the range. Licorice root, from which it 
is made, is imported in very large quantities into this country fres of duty 
Henee 4 cents a pound instead of 5cents would still be about 50 per cent ad 
valorem, and that seems to be a high enough price. All there is of the man 
ufacture, I understand, is simply to take the free licorice root and manufac 
ture it Into paste, which requires but very little labor. Thecensus report in 
1880 gives the labor account in the manufacture at from 10 to 12 per cent. 
That is all the laborer gets out of the manufacturer of paste, used largely 
in the manufacture of tobacco, plug and other kinds of tobacco ; 

The Senator from New Jersey madea long speech upon the sub- 
ject, to which [shall not ask the Senate now to listen, but it was 
all in the same direction of that portion which I have read. 

I do not undertake to say that the duty of 5 cents a pound is 
not a fairly protective one. I think itis. I think it is a rate 
which, if I were to engage in the preparation of a tariff bill, | 
should be very likely to insert upon this article. But I say it 
shows plainly and distinctly the favoritism which is embodied 
upon every page and almost every paragraph of this bill to treat 
one article in this way while you have been putting these other 
articles upon the free list. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST} yesterday stated that 
the chemical manufactories of Connecticut made a net profit of 
26 and some odd fractions per cent on their last year’s business, 
or the business for1891. The statement which the Senator read 
shows the capital employed in chemical manufacture in that 
State to be $400,009. I do not know what the capital employed 
in this Stamford concern may be, but [am inclined to think that 
that is the only chemical manufactory in the State of Conneeti- 
cut. 

Mr. PLATT. There are twelve firms there. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then, this is the principal one? It must be 
the principal manufacturing chemical establishment in the State 
of Connecticut. I do not know, of course, whether the profits 
which have been indicated are the profits of that concern or not. 
I would suggest to the Senator from Missouri, who I know 
means to be entirely fair in this discussion, that that statement 
did not allow anything for the depreciation of the plant or for 
repairs or anything of that kind. The Senator must be aware 
that ina manufacture like chemicals depreciation of plant is very 
large; in some cases the plants, whichare not always expensive, 
of course, have to be renewed every year, or every two or three 

ears; and [ have no doubt but what the net profits of the chem- 
eal manufacturers of Connecticut and the net profits of the 
chemical manufacturers of the United States, if they could be 
ascertained, would never exceed the average of 5 per cent, ia- 
stead of 25 per cent. 

I do not wish to create any erroneous impression in regard to 
my own attitudeas to this duty. Ithink it isa protective duty, 
and Tam in favor of it; but I want to impress upon the com- 
mittee and upon the Senate the fact that in this bill, as it 
now stands, sometimes protected duties are levied to the full ex- 
tent asked for by the manufacturers, sometimes not half the 
duty which would be adequate for protection is levied, and some- 
times articles are placed upon the free list apparently without 
any reason. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I am glad to find myself able to 
support this proposition of the Committee on Finance to leave 
the duty on licorice paste stand as it was adopted by the House 
of Representatives. I very much fear that under the provisions 


of the pending bill, if they shall all be adopted, it will turn out, 
however, to be of no practical benefit to the manufacturers of 
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licorice paste, for, as I understand, there is a provision here 
whereby all the tobacco manufacturers who use it can have their 
manufactories transferred to bonded warehouses and import the 
foreign article without duty, and therefore take advantage of 
the foreign importations. So that whatever may be the result, 
if this bill passes, I fear that this duty will not be of any sub- 
stantial benefit to the manufacturers of licorice paste. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ought to call the attention of the Senator 
from Connecticut to the fact that these bonded warehouses are 
only for export and that the domestic consumption of licorice 
paste might be availed of by the Senator’s constituents. 

Mr. PLATT. I shail be happily disappointed if that should 
turn out to be so. 

It is true that this article is manufactured in Connecticut, but 
not alone in Connecticut; it is manufactured in Delaware; it is 
manufactured, I think, in St. Louis, Mo., in New Jersey, and in 
various other States in the Union. Perhaps the Connecticut 
concern has been rather the pioneer in the manufacture of this 
articie. 

A duty was formerly placed on it of 10 cents a pound, but I 
think it has been steadily reduced whenever the tariff has been 
changed, until now, under the present law, it is 5+ cents a pound, 
and under the Se bill as it comes from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and asI hope it will remain in the Senate, it is re- 
duced to 5 cents a pound. 

It is true that the president of the company is a Democrat; 
but I want to say that he is a man whom I have known for a 
great many years, and I should be very sorry to see him pun- 
ished by any Republican votes for his belonging to the Demo- 
cratic party. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I hope I did not say anything which the 
Senator considers disrespectful in regard to his constituents. 

Mr. PLATT. Oh, no. 

Mr. President, I believe that this duty is justfairly protective; 
that is, I believe under it the manufacture can continue, and 
probably withoutany serious reduction of the wages paid. I have 
a statement here, which is made by Mr. Skiddy, and I should 
read it if it were not for consuming time. I shall ask to have 
it put inthe Recorp. It shows so clearly and conclusively the 
necessity for this duty, if the business is to be continued, that I 
think, if I should read it at length, every member of the Senate 
would feel that nothing had been done here which was not ab- 
solutely necessary to keep the industry from injury and possible 
destruction. 

Mr. ALLISON. As the paper seems to be brief, and we are 
probably to vote upon the amendment very soon, I should be glad 
to hear the Senator read it. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to ask the Senator who is the 
author of the paper? 

Mr.PLATT. It isfrom the gentleman referred to by the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator's Democratic constituent? 

Mr. PLATT. Well, Mr. President, I have a good many Dem- 
ocratic constituents in Connecticut, and oe | paren friends. 
My only regret is that they are not my political friends; but in 
all the adjustment of tariffs I have never made any distinction 
with regard to my plea for protection on account of the fact that 
a manufacturer was a Sepubligns. I have sought to obtain the 
same protection for Democrats engaged in manufacturing that I 
have ioe Republicans and for Democratic workmen who vote the 
Democratic ticket the same as I have for Republicans who vote 
the Republican ticket. 

Mr. LPH. If the Senator will allow me a moment more, I 

ree with that proposition entirely. I only wanted to empha- 
size the importance of the argument he is about to read by show- 
ing that itis from a Democratic concern. 

r. PLATT. This communication was addressed to the Fi- 
nance Committee on the part of the Senate by Mr. Skidd 
when the duty had been pe to be placed at 25 per cent 
valorem on this article. I shall read it: 

The changing from specific duty of 5 cents per pound on licorice, extracts 
of, etc.. to 25 per cent ad valorem fs, I ve, & mistake, which when ex- 
plained will result in placing back ae 
originally in the Wilson bill, and pa h 
The statements on behalf of the trade of this country made to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means on the 16th day of re 1893, will be found on 

: 27 to 88, inclusive, of printed h that committee. 

‘There are two kinds of Kcorice root used in manufac the te, 
namely, Turkishand S 


panish. The first mentioned root grows in the t, 
and the ree in Spain; the first being more extensively used than the latter, 
for ti o paste vary according to kind and quality, running from 8 to 
17 cents per pound— 
That is the American value— 
but the largest amount used being as stated the Turkish and the lowest 
ced, nine-tenths of this article ufac- 
urers of this country. to 
this country to only a limited 
raw material (the root) was remo 
tured article (the paste). 
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This stimulated the American manufacturers and started new ones until 
to-day the home competition is we sharp and the lowest price at that time, 
1871, for the foreign paste, namely 25 cents per pound, reduced to 8 cents per 
pound for a really better article. Wages in Turkey are from 12 to 30 cents 
per day, according to the grade or quality of work required, for which we 
pay in this country one dollar anda half up to threedollarsand a half aday. 

he licorice root also requires a more careful preparation for shipping 
than it does when in close proximity to the factory for use there, and also 
additional expense in packing, pee. etc., as well as the fact that the 
freight on the root as against the paste is about three to one. 

The above facts would make a very great difference in the cost of the paste 
in Turkey and this es and the same reasons hold good for the Spanish 
paste as well. The total difference, owing to the above reasons, amounts to 
several cents per pound,and tocover both branches,the Turkish and the Span- 
ish, the5 cents was fixed upon in the Wilson bill, andI assure you is not exces- 
sive, and furthermore I believe, absolutely and honestly, that the low rate 
of 25 per cent ad valorem must and will drive the business out of this coun- 


try. 

Prior to 1880 the root was gathered and shipped to this country by foreign- 
ers only, and large profits were made by them in furnishing the American 
manufacturers with this raw material, but the Americans in 1880 established 
themselves in the Orient, and now have their own plants and lands for 
gathering, curing, and pressing the root, and have invested several hundred 
thousand dollars in that country for that purpose, and I may add that this 
is another reason for the lowering of the price during the last two years. 


I want to stop right here in the reading of this letter to refer 
somewhat to the enterprise of this company, of which this gen- 
tleman is president. If it had been inaugurated in the early 

riod of this Republic, the history of the establishment of this 
industry would have been written up in books as a more roman- 
tic, wonderful, and enterprising project than was the fur trade 
of John Jacob Astor. The truth is that a few years ago a mo- 
nopoly, ne of a few Jews and some Englishmen, under- 
took to control all the licorice root of the world and to drive 


these manufacturers into a close corner; but. like all American 
business men, they did not propose to be driven into a corner, 
and they conceived the idea that there was licorice root in parts 
of the world where it had not been discovered, and when, as 
before that time, the licorice root had come mostly from the 
Mediterranean and the land around the eastern partof the Medi- 
ees they thought they could find licorice fields farther 
° 


Accordingly, they organized expeditions and went over into the 
valley of the Euphrates and the Tigris and the interior of Asia 
Minor. They made 175 leases with nativesheiks, obtained their 
approval by the Sultan, and set up the collection of licorice root 
in that far-off country, making Smyrna their headquarters. 
They have extended it until now they are occupying that whole 
country of Asia Minor, a large portion of Persia, and southern 
Sibera, and our American citizens are there as agents looking 
after and directing the business. The result of it has been to 
bring down the priceof the root and of the paste in thiscountry. 

This gentleman goes on to say: 


We have experimented with the root in this country, with the desire of 
having it,grown on our own soil and so make us independent of any foreign 
country, but regret to say that our efforts have not, up to the present time, 
been successful. 

There is no trust and never has been in this line of business, but should 
you injure or cripple in any way the industryin this country you would 
at once create @ monopoly in the manufacture of the paste, owing to the 
fact that the three large factories in Lavigne’ are owned by one foreign house, 
= the only competition they now meet with is by the American manufac- 

urers. 

In consid the manufacture of this paste the two branches, namely, 
the Turkish an ——. must be considered together as from a manufac- 
tured standpoint; they are so closely allied that it is impossible to separa 
them. The difference in the cost of the goods abroad being so much lesa 
than in this country is readily accounted for for the reasons that have al- 
ready been stated, viz, the very great difference in the price of labor, the ex- 
penses saved on the root, when not required to be prepared for shipping, 
and the difference between the Soles on the root and on the peste. 

All these facts will show when figured out a difference of 3} to 4 cents a 
pound on the Turkish paste and 5 cents onthe S h, or, to be exactl 

t, 4.99, and on this latter we based our meanest of 5 cents per poun 
ted in the Wilson bill. 
The imports of licorice paste within the last few years have been entirely 
of the Spanish the rts of such importations are misleading 
when used as a for compu the protection that ought to be givenas 
an 0 oe to the manufacturers of both grades of this article in 
meth we tates, as Wellas to the consumers of nine-tenthsof the manu- 


s. 
As already stated, the 25 per cent ad valorem would absolutely give the 
foreign house con! the three Turkish factories complete power as a 
— for they could keep — sufficiently low fora year or two to 
drive the American out of the b ess and then practically have the con- 
sumer at hismercy. The _———- would hesitate along time before ven- 
turing to plant more money in key in view of the political complications 
in Europe, which time itate a war whereby Turkey would 
be the most unsafe place in world to have a dollar invested. 
Inthe above statement I had forgotten to mention another very impor- 
tant fact works the American manufacturer of paste and in 
favor of the foreign, ane make the great difference in the cost between 
the two countries, viz, the Turkish Government has had for years an ex- 
post duty on the root of 10 per cent, and are now threatening to increase it 
20 ae —— when the manufactured article (the paste) hasnoexportduty 


I think this statement will carry eonviction of the necessity 
and pro — of this action to the mind of every Senator. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, my colleague [Mr. PLATT] 
has, of course, covered the ground, but I wish to say afew words 
about this question. 
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To reduce this duty would throw the business in the hands of 
three large factories in Turkey, which are owned by one foreign 
house, and would be a discouragement to American enterprise 
on the part of American manufacturers, just when they have 
gone, with splendid audacity, right into the heart of the terri- 
tory occupied by their enemies, bought privileges, invested their 
money, and are now enabled to control the market toa very con- 
siderable extent, and the Turkish Government is fighting against 
them. We should not fight against them. The Turkish Gov- 
ernment has put 10 per cent export duty on this licorice, with a 
view of confining the manufacture to the limits of their country. 

Another point in the matter. Besides their enterprise in 
controlling the root itself, the raw material, and reducing the 
price in this country, they have made an article of an absolute 
standard that is indisputable and that is trusted by the people 
‘who purchase of them. 

Among the papers which have been submitted in this case are 
letters from leading tobacco manufacturers who buy this lico- 
rice for the purpose of mixing itwith plug tobaeco. You would 
suppose, if there was -— selfishness to be exhibited in this 
matter, it would be exhibited by them, and that they would 
want to buy the Turkish and Spanish paste. Here is a large 
establishment in St. Louis, the Liggett & Myers Tobacco Com- 
pany, who say: 

As manufacturers of piug tobacco and large consumers of licorice mass 
or paste, we respectfully petition your honorable committee— 


That is the Finance Committee of the Senate they are ad- 
dressing — 
to make no radical change in the rate of duty on licorice mass or paste, 
for the reason that we fear should the duty be reduced it will be disastrous 
to both the manufacturer of tobacco as well as the manufacturer of 
licorice in this country. From our knowledge and long use of domestic 
licorice we know it to be far superior to that produced in any foreign coun- 
try. Quality is a great consideration with us, and we believe the American 
manufacturers have been the means of raising the staadard of all licorice 

aste nowconsumed, A reduction of the duty would have a tendency to 
Rrive us to the use of an inferior foreign-made licorice, and thereby lower 
the standard of our products. 

In substance that is the representation made by Drummond 
Tobacco Company, of St. Louis; by Christian Peper, a tobacco 
manufacturer in St. Louis; by the Wilson and McCally Tobacco 
Company, of Middletown, Ohio; the Buchanan andLyall Com- 
pany, of New York; by the Lorillard Company, and others. 

The duty as it stands is not a prohibitive duty, by any means. 
In 1893 there was exported of this foreign paste $107,000 worth. 
So that the competition isa fair one, and the reduction of the 
duty would defeat the enterprise of our manufacturers, who de- 
serve praise andadmiration for whatthey have done, and would 
introduce licorice of a poorer stamp in every respect. 

I think the duty of 5 cents is right. These men have not 
been unreasonable. They have continued to buy from those 
who made the manufactured article. They havecome here and 
represented that they would endeavor to get along with lower 
duties. The present law gives them 5+ cents. They began with 
duty of 10 cents a pound and every reduction has been submitted 
to willingly by them. They said they could get along with 5 
cents a pound, which would be the equivalent of about 42 per 
cent ad valorem as the bill passed the House of Representatives. 

i hope the amendment of the committee will prevail in this 
case at any rate. 

a VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be con- 
ued, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

24. Magnesia, carbonate of, medicinal, 3 cents per pound; calcine, 7 cents 
per pound. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Was there a vote taken on the amendment 
which has been under discussion? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. JONES] was withdrawn. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In that paragraph I withdrew the 
committeeamendment, and propose toleave the agraph stand 
as it came from the House of Representatives. move to add at 


the end of the paragraph: 
Sulphate of, or Epsom salts, one-fifth of 1 cent per pound. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
—- by the Senator from Arkansas. 
ea 


mendment was agree’ to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 


ceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Morphia, or morphine, and all salts thereof, 75 cents per ounce. 

oy aa of Arkansas. I move to strike out ‘'75” and in- 
se ‘ 7? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 5, line 5, after the word “ thereof,” 
it is proposed to strike out ‘75 ” and rt ‘'50;” so as to read: 


Morphia, or morphine, and all salts thereof, 50 cents per ounce. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading will proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

OILS, 

26. Alizarine assistant, or soluble oll, or oleate of soda, or Turkey red oil, 
30 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. LODGE. To the last paragraph in regard to alizarine 
assistant I wish to move an amendment that the duty be placed at 
**35 cents per gallon” instead of ‘‘ 30 per cent,” and I will make 
astatement in regard to it after the amendment is read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 9, after the word “oil,” it is pro- 
posed to strike out ‘' 30 per cent ad valorem ” and insert ‘‘ 35 cents 
per gallon;” so as to read: 

Alizarine assistant, or soluble oil, or oleate of soda, or Turkey red oil, 35 
cents per gallon. 

Mr. LODGE. Ths Wilson bill places the duty on castor oil at 
35 centsa gallon. I suppose it is the intentionof the committee 
to change that; but then it will be too late to offer this amend- 
ment, and I desire to discuss it in connection with the amend- 
ment which is now in the bill. 

The rate of duty on castor oil is not too high. The Wilson 
bill, as I have said, places the duty on castor oil at 35 cents a 
gallon, and the duty on alizarine assistant at 30 per cent. This 
makes a discrepancy in the duty on two substantially similar 
articles and a discrimination against the manufacture of alizar- 
ine assistant. The existing duty of 35 cents a gallon is equiva- 
lent to 44 cents a pound. Castoroil is worth in England 5 cents 
a pound. 

The American manufacturer of alizarine assistant, therefore, 
under the Wilson bill would have to pay for his— 

COCR COP UP ID a on cnicccties cocecccnsucdss sielaaheacseleastlabdla i Re: 
Duty, 35 cents per gallon (equivalent to per pound) ......___. “3 com an 


SN Bod i. catek dada Goce sddeacwdeddiicces caneeneesens age On 
ee ae hii a tli inlaid eth enabevictgedanscencenaandsaud : i 


Cost to manufacturer of finished product_... 10} 


Cost of imported alizarine assistant. 


Cents. 
Price per pound of castor oil. ........................ dak . = 
ee SIR sa det deed inneducbendqaswsnsubucdadbeowes cab 
Coss Im foteign market... ........cc-cccccccccce Siddadeletdatepa aida 6 
ee Oe Oe GOS hc actctaxcsusevasnce Renin nheeusdwdidadpounddadeeepeuend 1.8 
7.3 
As against cost of alizarine assistant to American manufacturer of_... 10} 


The duty upon alizarine assistant necessary to put the imported and do- 
mestic article upon the same footing should be the same as upon castor oil, 
to wit, 35 cents per gallon. 

JOHNSON & SHAW, Boston. 


For those reasons I move this amendment to make the rate 
correspond with the bill as reported. Of course, if the amend- 
ment on castor oil is adopted at 30 per cent—I believe that is to 
be proposed—that would make an inconsistency, but it would 
also make a heavy reduction in the duty on castor oil, which, as 
I shall endeavor to show, is uncalled for. Therefore, to make it 
consistent with what seems to be the proper rate, I now move 
the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question ison the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should be glad if this paragraph should be 
passed over for a moment, until we see what is to be done with 
the next paragraph relating to castor oil. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is fair to state that the commit- 
tee propose to withdraw their proposed amendment to paragraph 
27, and leave castor oil at the same rate fixed upon it by the House 
of Representatives, 35 cents per gallon. 

Mr. LODGE. If that is the case, then it makes the point 
which I made absolutely valid and good. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. If the Senator from Iowa will allow 
me, I wish to ask the Senator from Massachusetts what his pro- 

d amendment was. 

Mr. LODGE. To make the rate of duty 35 cents on alizarine 
assistant, the same as on castor oil. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Arkansas that 
alizarine assistant containing more than 50 per cent of castor 
oil has the same rate of duty as castor oil. I hope the Senator 
will allow the paragraph to stand as it now stands in the exist- 
a changing the ‘‘ 80centsa gallon” to “ 35centsa gallon,” 
and then allow the other to stand at an ad valorem rate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That duty on alizarine assistant 
was practically pany and kept it from coming into the 
country atall. [ understand the argument that is now made, 
that these articles akin to castor oil should have the same rate 
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of duty, that there should be the same rate on alizarine assist- 

t as there is on castor oi!, which would absolutely prevent the 

mportation of alizarine assistant. The who are inter- 
ested in this manufacture, as I unders are satisfied that the 
tariff may remain at 30 per cent on alizarine assistant, and we 
fixed the rate at 35 cents per gallon on castor oil. 

Mr. LODGE. The statement I just read was from manufac- 
turers of the article who did not object to the large reduction 
it involved, but they ask that they be put upon an equal foot- 
ing, as otherwise it would make their industry impossible. On 
alizarine assistant my amendment would make the duty 35 cents 
a gallon. 

Mr. VEST. The trouble about this, as I understand it, 1 will 
state to the Senator from Iowa, is that practically alizarine as- 
sistant has more than 50 per cent of castor oil init. It is true 
they may put in as much as 90 per cent, but it is not usual to do 
so. The weight of authority from the manufacturers is that 50 
per cent is the amount put into alizarine assistant of castor 
oil, and they go down as low as 30 percent. The Senator will 
therefore see the injustice of putting a duty of 35 cents on a gal- 
lon of alizarine assistant, when there is only one-half of it made 
up of castor oil. . 

Mr. ALLISON. Although I am not very familiar with it, 
my recollection is that in alizarine assistant there is used from 
80 to 90 per cent of castor oil. 

Mr. VOORHEES. From 30 to 50 per cent. 


Mr. VEST. Yes, from 30 to 50 per cent; never under 30, and 
practically in the large majority of cases, 99 out of every 100 
t never gees over 50 per cent. I am very frank to say that I 
should be perfectly willing on what the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LODGE] says, to put this duty at 35 per cent, that 
is an increase of 5 per cent on the alizarine assistant. 

Mr. LODGE. amendment is 35 cents a gallon, so as to 
make the duty on alizarine assistant identical with the duty on 
castor oil. 

Mr. VEST. I thought the Senator said 35 per cent. 

Mr. LODGE. Tien, I correct itif I did say so. I meant 35 
cente a gallon. 

Mr. VEST. We can not agree to that. 

Mr. LODGE. The testimony from the bulletin which I read 
is precisely the same as from other firms. 

ir. VEST. Ido not think the argument is good that this 
alizarine assistant is more than one-half castor oil. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Whatdoes the Senator mean by “‘ more than 
one-half castor oil?” 

Mr. VEST. Itmight be 90 per cent, but the manufacturers 
testify that in no case do they go above 50 per cent. 

Mr. LODGE. The testimony in this bulletin is different from 


at. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave given a good deal of attention to this mat- 
ter,and I have hada great deat of trouble about alizarine assist- 
ant, because there is a good deal of contention about it and there 
is a vast amount of testimony about it,and I was foolish enough 
to waste my strength in going through the whole of it. T 
duty on alizarine assistant and castor oil ought not to be thesame. 
I know some of the manufacturers elaim that it would not be 
right that we should put a duty of 35 cents a gallon, which is 
more than [ think ought to be placed on castor oil. I thought 
it ought to be 30 per cent; but if it is put to 35 per cent I am 
willing to put 35 cent on alizarine assistant which would be 
only one-half castor oil. 

Mr. AT.DRICH. I think the Senator from Missouri will recog- 
nize the injustice of this duty relatively when I say the foreign 
price of castor oil is now about 40 cents a gallon. 

Mr. VEST. That is another question entirely. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think there is no question but what the 
present foreign price in London is about 40 cents a gallon. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The unit of value, as shown bythe 
Government rts, is 80 cents a gallon. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Lunderstand the unitof value is asstated, 
80 cents per gallon for importation, which includes castor oil, 
refined for medicinal purposes, etc., but the castor oil that goes 
into the manufacture of alizarine assistant can now be bought 
in London at about 40 cents a gallon. 

I think it must be very evident toe 
that with 35 cents duty on castor oil and the 12 to 14 cents duty 
on castor oil which comes in in another form, 
alizarine assistant made in the United States, but it will 
imported, because the foreign manufacturer of alizarine assist- 
ant will only have to pay less than one-half of the duty on 
— oil than the man who imports the castor 

ave to pay. 

Mr. A N. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode 
— castor oil used in alizarine assistant can not be re- 
covered! 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is a disputed question. It can be re- 
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cov unquestionably, but whether the expense of recovering 
¢ - _— the operation a profitable one, I think very doubt- 
ul. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the evidence as printed here, 
which is all we have had the benefit of since the circulars have 
been sent to us individually, seems to be all in the direction I 
have pointed out, and it comes from the Marsh Oil mene of 
Kansas City, Mo., H. J. Baker & Brother, 93, 95, and 97 Williams 
street, New York ae os 

Mr. ALDRICH. On what page? 

Mr. LODGE. On page 8 of Bulletin No. 3. The Baker 
Castor Oil Company are manufacturers of alizarine assistant. 
They say: 

We beg to call your attention to the duty onalizarine assistant, which in 
the proposed new tariff bill has been placed at 30 per cent ad valorem, which 
is but a portion of the duty applicable to the m constituent of which it 
is usually composed, viz, castor oil. 

This article co: of castor oil treated with sulphuric acid, etc., 
and is used as a m mt, and has been variously known under the names 
of alizarine assistant, soluble oil, Turkey red oil, oleate of soda, padding 
liquor, etc., and is made of strength; the strength as wed by the 
consumer be what is called from 30 to 50 per cent, that being the percent- 
age of castor oil introduced into the mixture. It is PE. however, to 
have almost the entire mass of the material consist of what was originally 
pure castor oil, in which shape it cam be and has been imported into this 
country; and , by the addition of water, can readily be reduced 
to the required strength, 

It is thus clearly evident that as the mixture can be imported, consisting 
of such a very large percen eof castor oil, such grades should pay the 
same duty as that of castor oil. 

In former tariffs the duty on this article, by ruling of the Treasury Depart- 

t, Was the same as that on castor oil, under what is known as the simiili- 
tude clause, while under the present tariff, that in which more than 50 per 
cent of castor oil has been used pays the same duty as castor oil, while that 
in which less thar: 50 per cent is used pays on wall the duty on castor oil, all 
others being 30 per cent ad valorem. 

It uires no long ment to show the injustice of levying upon a mix- 
ture a duty which is only a portion of that levied upon the m ngredient 
of that mixture, and out of which, as we have said, it can be almost entirely 


That is the point of the entire argument I have attempted to 
make upon the reports of other manufacturers, and here that is 
very well stated. 

Its manufacture, of course, could not, under these circumstances, poss!- 
bly be carried on in this country. 

That is, if you separate by discrepancy the duty on castor oil 
and on alizarine assistant, you stop the manufacture of the 


alizarine assistant in this country. 
Alizarine of other oils beside castor, but that 


assistant is sometimes 
made from castor oil has been found to give the best results. 

We therefore most respectfully eo that as regards alizarine assist- 
ant, in the manufacture of which 50 per cent or more of castor oil has been 
used, the duty be levied at the same rate as on castor oil, and as regards 
alizarine assistant, in the manufacture of which less than 50 per cent has 
been used, the duty be Ievied at one-half the rate of that on castor oil, all 
others being 30 cent ad v » 

To avoid am y it would be well not to use the words “ containing 50 

r cent or more of castor oil,” as some have pretended that as the castor oil 

more or less acted —— by the sulphuric acid, the completed mixture can 
not be said , although it was ori ly put into it. This, of 

technicality, and the Board of General Appraisers have de- 
cided against it, the parties interested having appealed from their decision. 

We would state it is a very simple matter to ascertain what the strength 
of an article of alizarine assistant is, or, in other words, what amount of 
castor oll has been used in its composition, and the Government officials 
have opens no difficulty in this respect under the present tariff, which 
makes subdivision as above. 

A. Harrison & Co., of North Providence, R. I., manufacturers 
of alizarine assistant and castor oil, after giving the statement 
of their product, say: 

. Duties do not affect us only on castor oi/, and compounded articles called 
soluble oil or alizarine assis’ t should have same protection as castor oil, 
otherwise our business is worthless. 

‘That is, it is this discrepancy of duty, it is not a question of 
protection or free trade, but a question of laying one duty on 
castor oil and a different duty on alizarine assistant, which re- 
sults in the wrecking of one business. The duties should be 


kept together. 


Leave castor oil and all compounds made from same on one basis, and we 
are satisfied. 


C , & very moderate and reasonable request. 
Mr ALLISON, I understand Baker & Co., the gentlemen 
from whom the Senator read awhile ago, to say that alizarine 


assistant can be imported with, say, 90 per cent of castor oil, and 
the only other ingredient necessary to enable it to be used here 
is the addition of water. 


Mr. LODGE. Yes; that is the statement of the Baker Oil 


Oh ALLE 
Mr. SON. Therefore, as a matter of fact, it seems to me 
that a duty should be imposed on alizarine assistant equal to the 
duty on castor oil, or else no castor oil will be produced here 
a the castor bean, which we are trying to grow in this coun- 
ry. 

Mr. LODGE. Precisely. It will destroy both industries. I 
have one other communication—— 
Mr. ALDRICH. I was about to suggest to the Senator from 
Massachusetts that I hoped, for the benefit of the Senator from 
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Missouri, he would read the statement of Harrison & Co., on 
e 82 of Bulletin No. 3, which confirms my statement in re- 
rd to the foreign value of castor oil. es 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. I was going to put it in. 
confirm the Senator's statement completely. 

A. Harrison & Co., of 103 Milk street, Boston, Mass., manu- 
facturers of alizarine assistant or Turkey red oil and castor oil, 
say: 
ihe copy of the proposed tariff act now before your committee which you 
kindly sent me is received, and I to call your attention to the provi- 
sions for alizarine assistant or Turkey red oil and castor oil. 


‘At present, as you know, the duties are: Aliz e assistant or Turkey red 
containing 50 per cent or more castor oil, 80cents per gallon; less than 50 
cent, 40 cents per gallon; castor oil, 80 cents per gallon. Proposed new 
uties: Alizarime assistant or Turkey red oil of any strength, 30 per cent; 
castor oil, 35 cents _ gallon. 

This is the way the new duties would work: Alizarine assistant, etc., is 
matie from No. 3 castor oil, which is worth at present in Liverpool about 5 
cents per pound, and runs about 8 pounds tothe galion. The 3 cents 
pos then, amounts to a duty of nearly 90 per cent, while only 30 per cent 

yen the manufactured article. Weshould bea great deal better off if 
we had free trade on these two articles. On the pro d basis in the new 
bill our castor oil would cost us about 75 cents per gallon. 

For an alizarine assistant containing 75 per cent of castor oil (which is 


What would be wholly used, because cheapest, under the Wilson bill) our 


castor ofl in same would cost us 56 cents per gallon, towhich we should have 


to add cost of acids, barrels, labor, interest on plant, and profit, while the 
English manufacturer would send in an assistant here (75 per cent of castor 
gil. worth 40 cents per gallon) the castor oil in which, after allowing for the 
per cent duty, would cost but 39 cents per gallon, Now, supposing his 
other costs and labor to be as great as ours, how can we compete? We re- 
urge that if you make us pay a duty of 35 cents per gallon on our 
castor oft: you should give us a duty of 35 cents a gallon on our alizarine as- 
sistant, or if you insist on only giving us 30 per cent protection on our assist- 
ant, then you should let us have our castor oil at 30 per cent. ; 


In other words, the duty as now arranged at 35 cents per gal- 
lon on castor oil is the correct specific duty, amounting to 90 per 
cent, and that is a set-off against 30 per cent on alizarine assist- 
ant. The result of parting the duties in that way is to destroy 
the industry, not on account of being protected or unprotected, 
but because of the bad arrangement of duties. The testimony 
of Johnson & Shaw, from whom I first read, and of every one of 
these other manufacturers which I now read for the first time, 
is all in the same direction, thatthe difficulty is in separating so 
widely these two articles, one of which comes in as a mixture. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
ot by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr]. 

r. ALDRICH. Let the amendment be stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 5, line 9, it is proposed to strike 
out the words ‘‘30 per cent ad valorem” and insert ‘35 cents 

gallon: ” so as to read: ; 
Alizarine assistant, or soluble oil, or oleate of soda, or Turkey red oil, 35 
cents per gallon. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest tothe Senator from Massachusetts 
that he adopt the phraseology of the present law. It will be 
probably too high a rate of duty to place 35 cents a gallon on all 
alizarine assistant. I ouggent that he adopt the language of the 
existing law, and make all alizarine assistant containing 50 per 
cent or more of castor oil 35 cents per gallon; containing less 
than 50 per cent of castor oil, 174 cents — and all other 
$0 per cent ad valorem. That would put ne assistant in 
the same relative condition it is now as regards the duty on cas- 


It will 


tor oil. 
Mr. LODGE. Iwill accept that form of amendment, if the 
Senator from Rhode Island will have the kindness to put it in 


shape. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will send the amendment to the desk. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Rhode Island offers a substi- 
tute for my amendment, and I am perfectly willing to withdraw 
mine, and will consent to his amendment and ask that it be 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
a ARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 26 
rt: 


26. Alizarine assistant, or soluble oil, or oleate of soda, or Turkey red oil, 
alion; containing 


foes than §0 par cont of castor oll, I7} cents per gallon; ail ower, 30 ¢ 
’ ; all over, 
lee pe D per cen’ 
Mr. VEST. Up to 1890 the duty on alizarine assistant was 20 
per cent. I sce by the Treasury reports here that at 40 cents a 
gallon it was put into two grades; all that contained less than 50 
per cent of castor oil paid a duty of 40 cents od allon; and all 
that contained 50 per cent or more of castor o paid a duty of 80 
— per gallon. In 1891 the percentage was 57.49. Upon the 
other oaalé. at 80 cents per allow, in 1891 it was 120.83 per cent, 
and in 1892 240per cent. Where other oi] than castor oil is used, 
as can be done, the duty is 30 per cent ad valorem. There was 
no diflculty about this matier even under the 20 per cent duty. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Missouri is entirely mis- 
rn in the supposition that the duty was 20 per cent prior to 
e 


act of 1883. Alizarine assistant was not enumerated i 
tariff act until 1890. nis 


Mr. VEST. I said in 1890. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 1 meant 1890. Isay the Senator is mistaken 
in supposing that alizarine assistant was enumerated in any act 

rior to 189. There was a contest going on in the courts and 

fore the appraisers, lasting through a series of years, as to 
whether alizarine assistant should be dutiable as an article not 
otherwise provided for at 25 per cent, or as castor oil under the 
similitude clause. The final decision of the courts was that it 
was dutiable as castor oil. 

Mr. VEST. That is true. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And therefore it bore the duty levied upon 
castor oil prior to 1890, and that duty was absolutely prohibit- 
ive of its importation into the United States. 

Mr. VEST. So it was. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Therefore, in the preparation of that act, it 
was thought advisable to put alizarine assistant into the bill 
with aspecific rate which would be relatively fair with regard 
to the rate on castor oil. Now, the suggestion of the committee 
is to lower the rate of duty, which is nearly 90 per cent upon castor 
oil, while we are levying a duty of only 30percentona product of 
castor oil. Itis very easy to see that, if this scheme becomes a 
law, alizarine assistant can never be made in this country and 
must necessarily be imported; and you might as well abolish the 
duty on castor oil and castor beans directly as to doit in this in- 
direct method. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator overlooks the fact altogether 
one-half of this alizarine assistant is made up of castor oil. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Suppose that to be true, what does that 

show? 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator want to put the same duty on 
the half as he would on the whole? Here is what is said in re- 
gard to it in Ure’s Dictionary: 

Made of castor oil, sulphuric acid, and soda. Used in dyeing and calico 
printing. The present rate is absolutely prohibitory, as any rate will be 
when the specific rate on the alizarine assistant is identical with that of* 
castor oil, as in the present law— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isuppose the last part of that is not taken 
from Ure’s Dictionary. 

Mr. VEST.— 
for the reason that the furnished strength of alizarino assistant as em- 
ployed in printing is about 50 per cent of castor oil, and therefore the same 
rate upon the assistant as upon the castor oil is double the duty on the 
castor oil ccntained therein; and as our rate on castor oil was 100 per cent, 
therefore the rate on the alizarine was practically 200 per cent, and, of course, 
none was imported. 

I am not using the argument here from the dictionary, but 
the facts are given in Ure’s Dictionary. You may use 9) per 
cent of castoroil, butitisnotdone. Fiftypercentisused. The 
McKinley act recognizes that fact by making two grades under 
50 and above 50. 


Another class of alizarine assistant, made of palm oll or cocoanut oil, or 
some oil other than castor oil, is dutiable at per cent. There were im 
2,901 pounds in 1893. Alizarine assistant consists of castor oil treated 

with sulphuric acid, used as a mordant, and is known under the aliases of 
soluble oil and Turkey red oil, alietof soda, padding liquor, etc., the strength 
used by the consumer being what is called 30 to 50 per cent, though it may 
be imported in greater strength and afterwards reduced by the addition of 
wore. The sulphuric acid needed in its preparation is made free by the 

That is true. Sulphuric acid is made free; but I make the 
point, and it has not been answered, that it is notfair to put the 
gameduty the Senator from Massachusetts[Mr. LODGE] has asked 
upon the alizarine assistant as you do upon the castor oil, when 
there is only 50 per cent of castor oil in the finished product, if 
you can call alizarine assistant a finished product. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Through the efforts of the late Senator from 
Kansas, Mr. Plumb, it has been the policy of Congress since 
1883 to impose a very high prohibitive duty upon castor oil, 
that duty at the present time being equal to 200 vercent of tho 
foreign value of the oil that goes into this product. For that 
reason it then became necessary to put a very high duty upon 
the products of castor oil, or else, of course, the products would 
be imported instead of being made from domestic oil. Im this 
particular case we propose to impose a duty of 35 cents a gallon 
upon castor oil, which, as I have already stated, is nearly 90 per 
cent upon its foreign value. 

Now, we propose to admit the product of castor oil, a manu- 
facture of castor oil, at 30 per cent ad valorem, or 12 centsa 
gallon, the foreign price. [t makes no difference whether you 
admit alizarine assistant that contains 75 per cent, or 90 per cent, 
or50 percent, or any other percentage of castor oil init, the aliza- 
rine assistant makes upits value. If it only contains 50 per cent 


that 


of castor oil, it only pays a duty of 12 cents a gallon as against 
35 cents a gallon upou the oil itself. 

Mr. VEST. It pays an ad valorem duty upon as much castor 
oil as is in it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It pays an ad valorem on as much castor oil 
as is in it, but the ad valorem is 30 per cent in one case and the 
ad valorem is 90 per cent in the other case, and you put a pro- 
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hibitive duty on castor oil, admitting the products of castor oil 
ata duty of one-third. There can is but one result of that. 
The manufacture of alizarine assistant in the United States will 
cease the moment this bill becomes a law, if it ever shall; it can 
not help it; it is as inevitable as that daylight will follow dark- 
ness. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The tables printed here in connec- 
tion with this bill show that the ad valorem duty on castor oil is 
35 per cent, and not 124 cents on the hundred as stated by the 
Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LODGE] read, in confirmation of what I said, astatement from 
A. Harrison & Co., large consumers of castor oil, who state that 
No. 3 castor oil, such as is used in this country, is worth at 
present in Liverpool 5cents per pound, and runs about 8 pounds 
to the gallon, which would be 40 cents a gallon. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not know the value of No. 1, 
No. 2, or No. 3 castor oil. I know the report that was made was 
that 42 per cent was castor oil and 50 per cent alizarine assist- 
ant, which consists of only 50 per cent of castor oil; and, as sug- 
gested by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], that does not 
seem to make such an inequitable case as was suggested by the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the equivalent ad valorem is fixed, and 
the equivalent ad valorem results from the refined castor oil for 
medicinal purposes, as weil as No. 2 and No. 3, which are used 
for mere Sree. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I think the difference be- 
tween the Senator from Rhode Island and the Senator from Ar- 
kansas may be expiained by the fact that, according to the figures 
before me, since the imposition of 80 cents a quilon duty upon 
castor oil, the importation of the cheaper grades has diminished, 
and the only castor oil that has been imported is that of superior 

+ quality. 
. I think it would be well if we were to be allowed to depart 
from the iron rule that seems to govern these cases, and to pass 
over this item of alizarine assistant and vote upon the next 
item, which is that of castor oil, and fix the duty on the aliza- 
rine assistant, one of the component parts of which is castor oil, 
after the Senate had voted upon the duty on castor oil. 

T have the figures here in reference to castor oil on pages 91, 
92, and 93. The factsare about as I have already stated them. 
Tn 1890 the oil imported was worth only 42 cents a gallon, and 
therefore 80 cents a gallon was 190 per cent ad valorem. The 
importations of 1893 were worth 80 cents a gallon, that is, cas- 
tor oil had gone up in price and there has been a steady increase 
in the value of castor oil imported, because under the specific 
duty a better quality was imported, and,as the Senator from 
Rhode Island will see, the 80 cents a gallon on the 80-cent arti- 
cle is only 100 per cent duty. An examination of this table, 
which I will insert in the REcoRD, will show that the imports 
were steadily decreasing under the operation of the duty of 80 
cents a gallon. 

The table is as follows: 


Quantity and value of castor-oil imports. 


ee ooo 


Import | Cost, | Equiva- 
Duty. | cost ver 
gallon. 
95,520.80 | 80.422 
1, 658. 40 - 60 
305. 00 ‘ 
228. 80 : 


paid. lent ad 


valorem. 

Mr.CHANDLER. The direct effect of a high specific duty 
was to develop the industry in this someney. The castor bean 
was being grown in Kansas, or in California, or in some other 
of the new States, and here was an industry to be protected and 
developed, and I call the especial attention of the Senators who 
propose to take off this specific duty and adopt an ad valorem 

uty, that here is an infant industry in two senses. It is an in- 
fant industry to be built up, and it is an industry for the benefit 
of the infants of the country, to give them pure castor oil. I 
understand that that was one of the objects of the specificduty— 
not merely to develop the product of this country, but to _— 
vent the importation of inferior crude oil, which would be likely 
to come in under an ad valorem rate. 

So I appeal to the Senators who have charge of this bill to 
protect this industry of castor oil by a rate of duty that is pro- 
tective and by a specific duty, which will tend to prevent the 
importation of impure oil. That will enable us to prepeve for 
the children of this country, whocan not speak in this C ’ 
pure, unadulterated castor oil for them to take to relieve their 
great necessities. 

For that reason, Mr. President, it seems to me that the Sen- 
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ate committee ought to be willing torevert to some specific rate 
of duty, instead of subjecting this article to an ad valorem rate 
of duty, when they have been so willing, struggling against so 
many difficulties, to give licorice a specific rate of duty. 

The Baker Castor Oil Company, which has been alluded to, 
say: 
With beans at 25 cents a bushel duty and oil at 35 cents a gallon, which is 
equivalent to 52 per cent ad valorem rate, there will then be a discrimina- 
tion in favor of foreign oils of 17 cents a gallon. 

Of course, this discrimination will be much greater under the 
ad valorem rate which is proposed by the amendment of the 
Senator from Arkansas. 

I do not know but that the Senator intends to withdraw his 
amendment of 30 per cent ad valorem on castor oil and leave the 
rate as it came from the other House, which I think is a spe- 
cificrate of duty. Whether he intends to withdraw it or not, I 
hope that in the interest of this industry, which is developing 
an agricultural interest which has resulted in the cultivation 
of castor beans in large quantities, an article that can be pro- 
duced in unlimited quantities in this country, which is giving us 
a pure article for medicinal as well as all other uses, which is 
putting an end to the importations of adulterated crude castor 
oilfrom other countries, we shall manage to secure from the 
Senators on the other side a sufficient specific duty to meet the 
necessities of the American industry and of the manufacturers 
of medicine for the children of the country. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
papene by the Senator from Massachusetts {| Mr. LODGE}. 

r. LODGE. I call for a division. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is very rare when a division is demanded 
that the Senate shows a quorum on division, and that results 
generally in a call of the Senate to show a quorum and then a 
ey vote. I ask for the yeas and nays instead of a roll 
call. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN]. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am ape with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY]. 

r. PALMER (when Lis name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH]. An ar- 
rangement has been mace to transfer my pair to the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN], so that the Senator from 
Rhode Island Mr. DIxoNn] and I may vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. I should vote nay” if 
he were present. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr.CALL. I announce the pair of the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. PROCTOR] with the Senator from South Dakota[Mr. Kye]. 

Mr. BUTLER. Has the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
CAMERON] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. BUTLER. I announce my pair with the Senator from 
Pennsylvania {Mr. CAMERON]. If he were present I should vote 

‘nay. 

Mr. CAFFERY. IL inquire if the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
POWER] has voted? 

‘ hr ICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is in- 
ormed. ‘ 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iam paired with the Senator from Montana 
[Mr. PowER 

Mr. DIXON. By the transfer of pairs announced by the Sen- 
ator from Illinois (Mr. PALMER] whereby the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. MCLAURIN] stands paired with the Senator from 
North ota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] I am permitted to vote. 1 
vote “ ea.” 

Mr. VEST. Iam paired with the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. WASHBURN]. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I wish to state thatI have a general pair with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. I trans- 
fer my pair to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONEs], who is ab- 
sent unpaired, and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 31; as follows: 

YEAS—19. 


Biate, 

uay, 

Shoup, 
Teller. 


Aldrich, Dubois, 
Alliso: Gallinger, 
Hawley, 
Higgins, 
Hoar, 
George, 
Hunton, 
Jarvis 
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Jones, Ark. Murphy, Pugh, Voorhees, 
Lindsay, Palmer, Roach, Walsh, 
Mills, Pasco, Turpie, White. 
Morgan, Peffer, Vilas, 

NOT VOTING—35. 
Butler, Gorman, McPherson, Sherman, 
Caffery, Gray, Manderson, Smith, 
Cameron, Hale, Martin, Squire, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 
Cullom, Hill, Morrill, Vest, 
Davis, Irby, Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Frye, Jones, Nev. Power, Wilson, 
Gibson, Kyle, Proctor, Wolcott. 
Gordon, McLaurin, Ransom, 


So the amendment was rejected. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with 
the reading of the bill. : 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


27. Castor oil, 35 cents per gallon. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is no amendment to be pro- 

sed on this side to the paragraph. 

Mr.CHANDLER. I move to strike out ‘*35” 
so as to provide a duty of 60 cents per gallon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. CHANDLER], 
which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 10, strike out ‘' 35” and insert ‘‘ 60,” 
so as to make the paragraph read: 


Castor oil, 60 cents per gallon. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I have already stated the 
reason why I think this duty should be greater, in the interest 
of an agricultural industry and a manufacturing industry that 
has already been so domesticated in this country that the im- 
portations of castor oil are very small. 

I do not see why this —— should be subjected to the re- 
ductions of duty that are proposed by the House provision. There- 
fore I hope thata duty of 60 cents, which is a reduction of 20 cents 
from the existing law, which is 80 centsa gallon, will be adopted 
by the Senate. ‘There is much material on this subject in Bul- 
létin No. 3,and I am sure thatif Senators will read and examine 
it they will see that 60 cents a gallon specific duty is no more 

rotection to this industry than is the duty which the Senators 
ee kindly consented to impose upon licorice. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I shall not take time to read 
the great amount of testimony which there is here from the 
manufacturers of castor dil, but it all comes down to this, that 
they are competing with labor in India which is paid 14 cents a 
day in gold or 25 cents in silver, while our American manufac- 
turers pay about $1.50aday. Theystate thatevenif beans were 
made free they would not be able to compete. Most of them 
think it absolutely impossible to get along under the duty pro- 
posed in the bill. Some of them state that it will absolutely 

out the entire industry. 


and insert ‘‘ 60,” 


wi 

Phe castor bean, on whicha duty is proses as anagricultural 
product, exists solely on account of the building up in this coun- 
try of the industry of making castoroil. It rece armeetyand 
is a profitable crop to farmers in Illinois, Missouri, Kansas, and 
Oklahoma. The process of its cultivation is described here, but 
its whole value as a crop is owing to the manufacture of castor 
oil inthecountry. If that is taken away castor beans will cease 
to be cultivated. Of course,the larger diversification we can 
give to crops the larger opportunity we give to the agricultural 

terest of the country. 

Therefore, in view of the duty on castor beans and of the fact 
that here are two industries, an agricultural industry and a 
manufacturing industry, which are bound up together in these 
duties, it seems to me that to make it consistent with the other 
duties we have passed, such as the duty on licorice, to which the 
Senatorfrom New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] has referred, we 
ought at least agree to the amendment the Senator from New 


ope has peopent, which provides for a duty of 60 cents 
a on instead of 35 cents per gallon as proposed by the com- 
mittee. , 


Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to ask the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. VEST] or the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES 
whether it is the intention of the committee to retain a duty o 
25 cents a bushel on castor beans as now proposed? 

Mr. VEST. So far as I know it is. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the duty is to be maintained at 25 cents a 
bushel on castor beans, there is no use trying to manufacture 
castor oil in the United States. All of it will be imported from 
Italy. I have in my hand a statement upon this subject from a 
leadin manufacturer which is so concise and so clear upon this 
point that I think I shall ask the Secretary to read it. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The statement will be read. 
XXVI——299 
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The Secretary read as follows: 
CASTOR OIL 


The reduction of duty on castor oilas provided for in the proposed Wilson 
tariff bill, is unjust to the American manufacturers, for the following 
reasons: 

A bushel of castor beans, in round numbers (depending upon the quality), 
contains about 2 gallons of castor oil, so that in the proposed bill the 
duty upon our raw material, or castor beans, has been reduced equivalent 
to 12} cents per gallon, while on the manufactured article, or castor oil, the 
duty has been reduced 45 cents per gallon, which is a reduction of such 
magnitude as would most seriously cripple, if not entirely destroy the 
manufacture of castor oil in this country. 

The farmer needs the SS duty on castor beans to enable him to 
compete with the foreign beans, but the rate on castor oil should be fixed at 
such price as will permit the manufacture of it to be continued in this coun- 
try; and upon the ability of our domestic manufacturers to compete against 
foreign castor oil, depends the consumption or nonconsumption of domes- 
tic castor beans, because if the duty on castor beans were quadrupled and 
the manufacturers placed ina position where they could not compete against 
foreign manufacturers of castor oil, it would be obvious that such protec 
tion could be of no advantage to the farmer, as no one here could buy his 
castor beans. 

As a matter of fact, more or less castor beans are imported, as at times 
there are not enough raised in this country to supply the entire consump- 
tion by reason of other crops being cultivated in their stead. 

As high as $130,000 in one year has been paid into the Treasury as duties 
on castor beans. Ifthe manufacture of castor oil in this country could not 
be carried on, of course no castor beans would be used, either foreign or 
domestic. 

The present duty on castor oil at first glance seems a large one, but in 
view of the more favorable circumstances surrounding the foreign manu- 
facturer of castor oil, as compared with the position in which the domestic 
manufacturer finds himself, the present duty is not unduly large. 

Foreign castor oil is made principally in India, and the cost of labor there 
is simply nominal, the laborers being paid about 14 cents per day, and labor 
being so cheap there that it will be readily seen that it amounts to almost 
nothing as a factor in the cost of castor oil shipped from there, so that the 
cost of such oil landed here is almost as cheap as it would be if imported in 
the — of crude materigl (or castor beans) which comes from India, and 
from which the oil is made. 

This shows the extreme disadvantag® under which we dabor in competi- 
tion with foreign castor oil, as regards the cost of labor alone; but there is 
a still further disadvantage arising from the fact that as the oil forms but a 

rtion of the bulk of the castor beans, the foreign castor oil can be freighted 

ere at less than one-third of what domestic manufacturers have to pay for 
freight on the oil contained in the more bulky material, or castor beans out 
of which we make it. 

A ton of castor beans, as freighted from India, weighs 1350 pounds. 
quantity contains about 59 gallons of oil, depending upon the quality of the 
beans. At say 810 per ton, the freight on the oil contained tn the beans 
would be 17 cents per gallon. Castor oil is freighted at per ton of 40 cubi¢ 
feet (equivalent to about 200 gallons) and the freight would therefore be 5 
cents per gallon on the oil at 810 per ton. Therefore, the difference of 
freight on | gallon of oil, as such, and a gallon of Oil, as ¢éontained in the 
crude material or castor beans, would be 12 cents per gallon in favor of the 
foreign manufacturer of castor oil; or, as mentioned, thé freight on the cas- 
tor beans which we import, is more than three times aS much as on the cas- 
tor oil made abroad, figuring on the gallon of oil which the beans contain, 
as against the gallon of manufactured oil. 

a" nh there is the duty itself on the castor beans out of which we make the 
0 


This 


We also have to pay a duty on the tin from which we make our cans, and 
from which expense the foreign manufacturer is exempt; his tins, as such, 
when containing oil, pay no duty. 

It will be seen that the proposed rate in the Wilson bill really affords a 
protection to foreign manufacturers as against those of this country, as is 
evidenced by the following figures: 

Disabilities under which American manufacturers of castor oil labor. 
Per gallon. 
Proposed duty on 24 pounds of castor beans required to produce 

1 gallon of oil (25 cents per bushel of 50 pounds) is__............ 80. 12 
Excess in freight from India on castor beans imported by domes- 

tic manufacturers over castor oil made abroad, as per figures 

ei a ils ns nti eee ana edenipbehrds das onan enbnon 
Duty on the tins for cans required by domestic manufacturers of 

castor oil, about... .. nan ate adacaenes waters 
TF eee 
Cost of repairs to machinery and works, per annum, about 
Interest on investment per annum at 6 per cent, say 


Peoponed Gate Cth CROGOE OOD on sci cinsies cc cdtwewegceciccesececss- 
Actual discrimination per gallon, as per proposed rate of duty, 
Se ROR GE TOG REORUIOE on csc tcc cnc cence ccc ccnces wocee «17 
Jone the cost of labor in the above figures is the cost of labor in India; 
but this is so extremely an, as will be seen from previous state- 
ment, as to form a very small factor in the calculation. 

The cost of repairs, interest on investment, etc., in India is little or noth- 
ing, as their plant is extremely simple and inexpensive as compared with 
the values of plants in this country. ; 

From the foregoing figures it is onetenevely shown that justice demands 
that the duty on castor oil be not reduced below 60 cénts per gallon, and at 
this rate, while the manufacturers of castor oil can continue their business 
here, it will be at very close figures. 

If the rates of duty were fixed so that castor oil could not be made in this 
country, it would be a very great hardship to the domestic manufacturers. 
Their machinery, being made specially for this purpose, would have to be 
sold at a Very great sacrifice, as it would be of little, if any, value for other 


As regards the oil made from domestic castor beans, the same points would 
hold good, as they are rarely, if ever, below the cost here of the foreign 
beans, duty added. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Ido notsee how the Senator from Mis- 
souri[Mr. VEST] can resist the appeal which I find made by his 
constituents in behalf of a duty of 60 centsa gallon. On page 
85 of Bulletin No. 3 I find the reply of the Marsh Oil Company, 
of Kansas City, Mo., wherein they say: 


A specific duty of at least 40 cents per bushel on beans and 60 cents per gal- 
lon on oil we think necessary to enable our farmer to raise the bean andthe 
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manufacturer to produce the oil in competition with the foreign East India 
bean, which grows wild on a perennial plant which cost no labor to produce 
and is gathered by the poor natives. 

Having stated the necessities of the eens in response to 
the question in relation to their help and their labor, the Marsh 
Oil Company say: 

Estimated cost of living of two of our men: Charles Dennue has a wife 
and four children—food #200, rent 860, clothes #100, fuel #20, incifeptals #75. 
Total,M71. Edison Heinbarger has a wife and one child—food 9190, clothes 
$100. rent #65, fuet #25, incidentals #25. Total, $405. 

Here the Marsh Oil Company and Mr. Charles Dennue and 
Mr. Edison Heinbarger appeal to the Senator from Missouri to 
protect the industry by which they exist. These twomen want 


the high American wages, and the Marsh Oil Company say it 
roduct to produce it. I 
issouri can resist this ap- 


would take 60 cents a gallon on this 
can not see how the Senator from |] 
peal. 

‘The Senator from Missouri was led to give a duty of 5 cents a 
pound on licorice extracts, and it was very.wisely done, be- 
cause the licorice grows in the vaileys of Turkey, in the valley 
of the Euphrates. By the site of old Nineveh and Babylon 
there are row nothing but licorice bushes. They are cut down 
and gathered in by the very cheapestof Oriental labor. That fact 
appears in the papers which the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LopGE] read. In their statement, on page 76, the Mellor 
and Rittenhouse Company, of Phitadelnhia, protest against the 
low rate of duty (25 per cent ad valorem) placed by the commit- 
tee on extract of licorice, for the following reasons: 

The difference in wages paid here and in Spain, Asta Minor, Syria, and 
Seuthern Russtais enormous. Where we pay #i.50 per day for ordinary labor 
they pay front 12 to 15 cents, and for skilled labor we pay from #2.50 to 33 
where they pay % cents. Besides this diference in cost of labor put into 
the manufacture of the extract, there is another very serious item which 
works to our disadvantage, and that ts a heavy percentage of the cost of the 
root (which is owr raw material) is in the preparation of it for shipment, 
whereas the makers of the extract in those countries are e from same, 
they ustng the root just as it is collected and dried, without the heavy ex- 
pense of pressing and baling. These labor items make theduty as proposed 
entirely too low, and we trust you will restore the rate of 5 cents per pound, 
as proposed in the bil! as passed the House. 

That appeal did not fall wpon deaf ears when it was submitted 
to the Senator from Missouri, and we have had an ideal protect- 
ive duty, E am inclined to think a high protective duty, de- 
liberately adopted here upon licorice, and wisely adopted, most 
certainly. LE wish to show how heroic the Senator from Mis- 
souri can be in giving a protective duty when he is convinced 
that a protective duty ought to be given. When he thoroughly 
believes that there ought to be a protective duty he gives it. 
He gives it in the case of licorice. 

I wish he would give it in the case of castor oil and stand up 
us bravely for that industry ashe did in behalf of licorice against 
the appeal of C. M. Kendrick & Co., of St. Louis, Mo., manufac- 
turers of licorice. They manufacture licorice, and — want 
the raw material free. While a conclusive case, according to 
my principles, was made out for a duty of 5 cents a pound yet 
©. M. Kendrick & Co., of St. Louis, who are manufacturers of 
licorice and good Democrats, have protested to the committee 
of which the Senator from Missouri is a member against this 
licorice protection. 

In spite of their protests the Senator from Missouri firmly, 
courageously, and justly insists upon giving a duty of 5 cents a 
pound to licorice. Now, let us see what C. M. Kendrick & Co., 
of St. Louis, Mo., sey to their Senator. I read from page 78 of 
Bulletin No. 3: 

Among the articles taxed in the McKinley tariff bill, which were not cor- 
rect. and in favor of combines and monopolies, is licorice. Wesee, much to 
our astonishment, that the Wilson tariff bill also protects this article to the 
ene & cents a pound. Allow ug to ask you why should this be pro- 

I am not certain that this letter was notaddressed directly to 
the Senator from Missouri: 

There is certainly no reason in the worl that we can see or comprehend 
or understaud why this article should have the that the Wilson 
Dillextends to it. When we voted the Democratic ticket, as we ee, 
sumed undoubtedly that no such continuation of unjust taxation ex- 
iat such as is placed upon this article. 

They had faith inthe Democratic party, and they had as much 
faith in the Democratic party when they gave their vote as the 
Senator from Missouri himself had when he See 
in favor of the remonetization of silver and pledging the Admin- 
istration of President Cleveland, if he should be elected, to the 
remonetization of silver. The Senator from 
ceived in the action of the President whom he labored so zeal- 

usly to elect. So are Kendrick & Co. deceived in the confi- 

ence which they placed in the Senatorfrom Missouri when they 
the Democratic ticket, as they did. 

This is in favor— 

Kendrick & Co. say— . 
of the manufacturer in Eastern com and creates = 

a hardship on the 


poorer who use tobacco. In is no earthly reason 
soever for the protection ef this article to the extent of 5 cents per pound. 
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If it is the intention of the Democratic party to tax that which is classed 
among the luxuries, why not tax licorice root, out of which this article is 
made (and in this way prevent the pool or combine that now exists)— 


There it is again, Mr. President; another trust, a licorice 
trust, which a constituent of the Senator from Missouri wants 
to destroy, and yet the Senator does not strike licorice; he pro- 
tects licorice!— 
which to-day is placed on the free list and the manufactured article is 
protected to the extent of 5cents a pound. Asthe result of the combination 
the price to-day is 8 cents a pound for this article, and has been through the 
i, year or two, whereas previously it was sold for only 6 cents per pound. 

his is the result of the combination. Just think of it; 8600 per carload 
more than previously asked. Imaginethe profit of the manufacturer. Think 
of the amount that he is continually placing away as profits granted under 
the protection of the Wilson tariff billand the combination entered into by the 
manufacturers. Asa Democratic voter we want to ask you, Are you doing 
Justice to the country to allow this to pass your body, containing a protec- 
tion which is so unnecessary and outrageous and oppressive in its operation? 

I pause at this moment to allow the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. JONEs] to withdraw the duty of 5 cents a pound on licorice 
if he desires todo so. If he desires to withdraw it now I will 
not go any further. The Senator does not honor me with his 
attention. 

Are you doing justice to the country to allow this to pass your body, con- 
taining a protection which isso unnecessary and outrageous and oppressive 
in its operations? The manufacturer of licorice can compete, we havs no 
doubt, with the foreign manufacturer; if he can not he certainly then ougi tto 
retire. But there is no question on this score in the slightest in the mina of 
the writer. Please have the kindness to give this some of your valuable 
time and attention and see that this injustice is corrected. 

@ tax of 2, 3, or 4cents per pound on the raw material and manu- 
factured article, but certainly do not continue this outrageous and wn- 
necessary protection. It is stated as an absolute and positive fact that for- 
eign concerns have purchased this for #300 a carload less than the combi- 
nation price in existence to-day in America, from the American manufac- 
turers. Hope you wiil certainly see that this injustice is not continued, 
and thereby benefit allconcerned. The large manufacturer of tobacco does 
not care a snap whether this protection continues or not, as he would like 
have the expense of business, we are informed, in their | eased 
rather than decreased, in order to keep out smaller manufacturers. 

That appeal falls in vain upon the Senator from Arkansas[Mr. 
JONES] and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], who are en- 
gaged in framing the bill. But now where are the Missouri pro- 
ducers of castor beans? Why should they not be protected? 
Why should not the manufacturers of castor oil from Missouri 
castor beans be protected as well? I was glad to vote for a duty 
of 5 cents a pound on licorice and to stand by the committee in 
their heroic resistance to this appeal of C. M. Kendrick & Co.; 
but why is there to be this discrimination made between licorice 
and castor beans? Willthe Senator from [Illinois[Mr. PALMER], 
who is being called upon to solve some very knotty problems as 
the debate goes on, tell me if he knows any reason a the cas- 
tor bean should have 20 per cent ad valorem and the licorice 5 
cents a pound? 

Mr. PALMER. Does the Senator from New Hampshire de- 
sire to have me state the difference between the effect of castor 
oil and licorice? I suggest that he try both and see. [Laugh- 


ter.]} 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Lllinois votes for both 
of these amendments. When we try to equalize the matter and 
get as much duty on castor beans as we get on licorice, we can 
not geta vote from the other side of the Chamber. If an amend- 
ment.is to be adopted, up goes the right hand of the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. JonEs}; if a motion is to be rejected, down goes 
his left hand and there is a solid Democratic vote, and the Sena- 
tor from LIllmois [Mr. PALMER] goes _— along with them, 
when he tells us that he isagainst protecting anything. I think 
the position of the Senator from Illinois is quite as inconsistent 
as is the position of the Senator from Arkansas and the Senator 
from Missouri. I stand here for the protection of the Missouri 
farmers who raise castor beans, and I trust I shall nut appeal to 
the Senator from Missouri in vain. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
p ed by the Senator from New pshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. 

r. CHANDLER. On that I ask for a division. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. % 

Mr. CHANDLER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. MURPHY], whom 
I do not see in the Chamber. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 

Mr. PALMER(when his nome was called). I am paired ordi- 
narily with the Senator from North Dakota|Mr. HaNSBROUGH]. 
The Senator from Hhode Island (Mr. Drxon] is paired with the 

cannes: and we have ar- 
ranged that the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] and the Senator from or 
[Mr. URIN] will stand, and the Senator from Rhode Islan 
and I will vote. I vote ‘ nay.” 
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Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHSURN]. 


The roll call was concluded. 


Mr. DIXON. I vote ‘‘ yea.” : 
Mr. LODGE. [ask if the Senator from Ohio [Mr. BRICE] has 
voted? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 
Mr. LODGE. Then I withhold my vote. 
Mr. RANSOM. If it is agreeable to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LopGE] we will exchange pairs and both vote. 
Mr. LODGE. I am paired with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
Bxricg] only because he and I have already made a transfer. I 
suppose it is only an accident that he is out of the Chamber. 
Mr. RANSOM. I am paired with the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. Hae]. If he were hereI should vote “‘ nay ” and he would 
' vote se ea.” 
Mr. BUTLER. [ am generally paired with the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON], but in order to make a quorum [ 
yote ‘* nay.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the senior Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], who was necessarily called from the Sen- 
ate Chamber for ashort time. I have the right to vote tomake 
a quorum atany time, but there boing a quorum already I shall 
not vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 31; as follows: 


YEAS—15. 
Aldrich, Gallinger, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 
Dixon, Hawiey, Patton, Squire, 
Dolph, > Perkins, Teller. 
Dubois, Manderson, Quay, 

NAYS—31, 
Allen, Coke, Jones, Ark. Pugh, 
Bate, Daniel, Lindsay, Roach, 
Berry, Faulkner, Martin, Turpie 
Blackburn, George, Milis, Vilas, 
Butler, Gordon, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Caffery, Harris, Palmer, Walsh, 
Call, Hunton, Pasco, White. 
Camden, Jarvis, Peffer, 

NOT VOTING—39. 
Allison, Gibson Lodge, Proctor, 
Blanchard, Gorman, McLaurin, Ransom, 
ce, Gray, MeMillin, Sherman, 

Cameron, Hale, McPherson, Smith, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 
Chandler, Higgins, Morrill, est, 
Cockrell, Hill, M hy, Washburn, 
Cullom, Irby, Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Davis, Jones, Nev. Platt, Wolcott. 
Frye, Kyle, Power, 


So the amendment was rejected. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
the bill (S. 971) to open, widen, and extend alleys in the District 
of Columbia with an amendment; in which it requested the con- 
eurrence of the Senate. - 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 7006) to authorize the Washington, Alexandria 
and Mount Vernon Electric Railway Company to extend its line 
of road into and within the District of Columbia, and for other 

urposes; 

A bill (Er. R.7071) to exempt the property of the Young Men’s 
Christian Association of the District of Columbiafrom taxation; 


and 

A bill (H. R. 7072) to amend section 3816 of the Revised Stat- 
utes relating to advances made to the Public Printer. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution to print5,500 copies of the Annual Report 
of the Chief of the Weather Bureau for the year ended June 30, 
1893; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 3032) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of John A. Jack, was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 6123) authorizing the construction of a bridge 
over the Monongahela River, at the foot of Dickson street, in 
the borough of Homestead, in the State of Pennsylvania, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

The bill (H. R. 7072) to amend section 3816 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, to advanees made to the Public Printer, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Prin » 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R. 6838) to construe the act of Congress passed Jan- 
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uary 6, 1893, to incorperate the Protestant Episeopal Cathedral 
Foundation of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 7006) to authorize the Washington, Alexandria 
and Mount Vernon Electric Railway Company to extend its line 
of road into and within the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes; and 

A bill (H.. R. 7071) to exempt the property of the Young Men's 
Christian Association of the District of Columbia from taxation. 

WEATHER BUREAU REPORT. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives: which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed 5,500 copies of the Annual Report of the Chief of the Weather 
Bureau for the year ended June 30, 1893, of which 1,000 copies shall be for the 
use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of the House, and 2,500 copies for 
the use of the Bureau. 

ALLEYS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 
971) to open, widen, and extend alleys in the District of Colum- 
bia; which will be read. 

The Secretary read the amendment of the House of Repre- 
sentatives; which was to add a new section to the bill, as follows: 

Sc. 4. That section 3 of the act approved August 30, 1890, entitled ‘An act 
making appropriations forsundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes,”’ shall not be con- 
strued to apply to the condemnation of land for public highways, nor to re 
ees U, of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the 

istrict of Columbia, in regard to public highways, roads, and bridges. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
concur in the amendment of the House of Representatives. By 
inadvertence in an appropriation act the jury was prohibited in 
the condemnation of lands in the District of Columbia to take 
into consideration the benetit derived by the owner of landa 
part of which was taken. This section 4 corrects that, and allows 
the jury to consider the benefit to the land, as well as the dam- 

stoit. I ask that the Senate concur in the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from Tennessee will not 
resist the appeal of the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. ALLEN. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thereisobjection. The Secretary 
will proceed with the reading of the tariff bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move that the amendment of the House 
of Representatives be referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so referred. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [rise toa parliamentary inquiry. What 
was the report of the Senator from West Virginia that he asked 
to have considered? 

Mr. FAULKNER. [asked unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate might coneur in the amendment of the House of Represent- 
atives to a bill, but there being an objection interposed by the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], the matter goes over. 
The amendment was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
been referred. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The request was to concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives, but an objection 
being interposed the amendment was referred. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with 
the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

28. Cod-liver oil, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to strike out ‘‘ 20 per cent ad valorem” 
and insert ‘‘15 cents per gallon.” 

As we proceed with the consideration of this wonderful meas- 
ure its strange inequalities and inconsistencies become more and 
more apparent. We have just fixed, upon the recommendation 
of the committee, a duty of 75 per cent ad valorem upon licorice 
paste. Since that time we have fixed by the same vote and upon 
the same recommendation a rate equivalent to 90 per cent ad 
valorem upon castor oil. Now we reach an important product 
of the American fisheries, and the suggestion is made that the 
duty be reduced to 20 per cent ad valorem from 15 cents a gal- 
lon, the present rate, which, on the unit of value of the importa- 
tions of 1893, amounts to only 28.65 per cent. There may be 


I inquire what the subject-matter was? 
That matter is disposed of, I think, it having 


some good reason for this unequal treatment of these various 
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products. If any such reason exists I should be glad to have the 
Senatorfrom Arkansas [Mr. JONES] or the Senator from Missouri 
Mr. VEST] state what it is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing tothe 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH]. 

Mr. LODGE. On that question I call for a division. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], who 
is absent from the Chamber. [f he were present I should vote 
‘nay.’ 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. If he were 
present I should vote ‘ nay.” 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). As my pair with 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN] has been trans- 
ferred to the Senator from North Dakota[Mr. HANSBROUGH], I 
vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from New York[Mr. HILL], and withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CAFFERY (after having voted in the negative). I voted 
under the apprehension that the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
POWER] was in the Chamber and had voted. I withdraw my 
vote. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. 
[Mr. MOMILLAN] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Iam paired with the Senator from Michi- 
gan {|Mr. MCMILLAN] and withhold my vote. 

Mr. COCKRELL. While I am paired with the senior Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], I have reserved the right to vote to 
make a quorum. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. VEST. I have the same right, and I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ihave the same right to vote, and should 
vote except that I understand a quorum has already voted. 

The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 32; as follows: 
YEAS—14. 

Patton, 


Has the senior Senator from Michigan 


Aldrich, 
Dixon, Perkins, 
Dubois, Hoar, Platt, 
Gallinger, Mitchell,Oregon Shoup, 


NAYS—382. 


Faulkner, Lindsay, 
George, Martin, 
Gibson, Mills, 
Gordon, Morgan, 
Camden. Harris, Palmer, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Pasco, 
Coke, Jarvis, Peffer, 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Pugh, 


NOT VOTING—9%9, 


Kyle, 

Lodge, 
McLaurin, 
McMillan, 
McPherson, 
Manderson, 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Morrill, 


Hale, 
Hawley, 


Squire, 
Teller. 


Allen, 
Bate, 


Allison 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Brice, 
Butler, 
Caffery, 
Cameron, 
Carey, 
Chandler, Murphy, 
Cullom, Pett, w, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with 
the reading of the bill. 

Mr. LODGE. As I see it is impossible to retain the present 
duty or get any increase in the duty proposed, I desire to offer 
afurther amendment as to cod-liver oil, so as to make the rate 
10 cents per gallon, which on the unit of value given by the 
volume that we have here, I understand is a trifle under er 
centad valorem. Thic oil is a product of an industry in which 
my State is greatly concerned. It is one of the products of the 
northern or bank fisheries, and adds greatly to the value of that 
employment. 

Ai the outset of this Government these fisheries were consid- 
ered to be worthy not merely of protection, but of a bounty, for 
the purpose of on’ our seamen and developing aseafar- 
ing class. I do not think it is unreasonable to give the products 
of these fisheries a pro 
this product with the fishermen of Newfoundland and Cape 
Breton, where the standard of living is er much lower than 
itis with us. I think that an industry so full of hardship and 
danger and yet so important to the country should receive a 


Gray 
Hansbrough, 
Higetns, 
Hil, 

Irby, 

Jones, Nev. 


Wolcott 


r duty. Our fishermen —-_ in 
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proper protection. That protection has been denied by the vote 
which has just been taken, but I think we should at least have 
a specific and not an ad valorem duty. The only firm engaged 
in the manufacture and reporting on it says on this point: 

We prefer specific duty every time. In my experience of thirty-fiveyears 


I can say that there is less fraud and dishonest invoices under specific duty 
than under ad valorem duty. 


Therefore, I move to make the rate 10 cents per gallon. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The next paragraph in the bill fixes a duty 
of 20 cents a gallon upon linseed oil, as reported by the commit- 
tee. Paragraph 31 fixes a duty of 10 cents a ea upon hemp- 
seed oil and rape-seed oil. If it were possible to appeal to the 
intelligent judgment of Senators upon the other side, andif they 
were not simply following—I will not say the whims of somebody 
who has had these rates inserted in the bill, they certainly would 
vote in this case for a duty of 10cents per gallon upon cod liver 
oil. Hemp-seed oil and rape-seed oil are simply the expression 
of the oil from imported seeds. It can not cost one-quarter, 
probably not a tenth part, as much to produce them as it does to 
produce cod liver oil, and still these oils are given a duty of 10 
cents agallon. Flax seed and linseed oil are given a duty of 20 
cents per gallon by the bill. So far as the cost of production is 
concerned, there certainly can be nothing said in favor a higher 
duty upon linseed oil than upon cod liver oil. 

Are Senators upon the other side willing to rest upon the sus- 
icion that an oil produced in one part of the country or by one 
ndustry is to be treated differently from what a similar product 

of another part of the country is to be treated? There certainly 
can be no reason and no justice in resistance to the rate now sug- 
gested by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I havea table in my hand,showing the 
quantity and value and imports of cod-liver oil, which I will 


read: 
Quantity and value of imports. 


Rate of 
adva- | Costper 
lorem | gallon. 
duty. | 


Gallons. | Value. 


Per cent. 
25. 80. 322 
32.7 . 469 
26. 34 . 559 
28. 65 . 520 


Mr. President, this illustrates the correctness of the remarks 
I made with reference to castor oil, that in dealing with a med- 
icine a specific duty is preferable to an ad valorem rate, because 
it tends to bring into the country a purer article. The effect of 
an ad valorem duty on an article imported in bulk is to encour- 

e the importation ot the inferior article, and whenever a spe- 
cific duty is imposed a better article comes in, because, of course, 
the merchant importer wishes to get as high a price as he can 
for the article which he sells in comparison with the duty paid. 

I believe that the specific duty on cod-liver oil was imposed 
with the idea of securing a better article, and I find this idea 
confirmed in the reply of Mr. Dickerman, from which the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts has just read. He says in addition to 
what the Senator read: 

Dishonest invoices evade duties. There is no premium put on dishonesty 


under a specific duty. The best oil is received under a specific duty; can 
eee to pay same on poor article as on good, therefore, keep poor 


There is the whole idea sententiously expressed. I wish Sen- 
ators upon the other side of the Chamber would consent to put 
a specific duty upon this product. It isan industry—the New 
England fishery industry—that needs protection, if protection is 
to be given toanything. I must confess that while codperating 
with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] in his attempt to 
improve this bill and make it protective, Iam utterly at a loss 
to Secover any sort of principle whatever which leads him to 
decide whether a particular duty shall be ad valorem or specific. 
I wish some light to be given on this subject, because I should 
try very hard to conform my action to the notion of the Senator 
from Arkansas on the subject. 

But here we have once in awhile a ete duty very willingly 
and very gladly given. Weare tantalized with 5 cents a pound 
on licorice, which has an agreeable taste,and now when we come 
to cod liver oil, which is not so agreeable, we have to swallow it 
ad valorem, and I do not know what to make of it. Weare in 
a state of utter confusion on this side of the Chamber as to what 
the principles are upon which the bill is constructed with refer- 
ence to whether there shall be ad valorem rates or specific duties 
upon the various articles in this schedule. 

I wish I knew the principle which guided the Senator from 
Arkansas in resisting what is a less protection, and what we 
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prefer to take as a less protection if we can have it as a specific 
duty, so that we need not find ourselves in the case in which Mr. 
Dickerman says we shall find ourselves: 


The best oil is received under a specific duty; can not afford to pay same 
on poor article as on good; therefore, keep poor back. 


We offer them the inducement to keep the good back and send 
in the poor oil. I hope that we may have the rate of 10 cents a 
gallon proposed. 

Mr. LODGE. There is one single point thatI wish to make, 
that is that our competitors in Newfoundland and Cape Breton 
have protection, and we only ask to be placed on similar grounds 
and have proper protection. As we havea higher standard of 
living than our competitors we ought to have more. I want to 
say again that this product is the work of men wholead a life of 
the greatest possible hardship, and certainly are entitled to as 
much consideration at the hands of the Congress of the United 


States as any other class in the country—just as much as the | 


agricultural or any other class. I think anything that can be 
done in reason to encourage and protect the fishermen of the 
Atlantic ccast and of the Pacific coast ought to be doneas agen- 
eral matter of good policy. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to inquire of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, who proposed the amendment, how the rate he urges 
will compare in its ad valorem feature with the rate found in 
the bill? 

Mr. LODGE. I understand that to make an equivalent spe- 
cific for the ad valorem proposed in the bill would be ‘10.4 cents. 
Therefore the proposition I make is four-tenths of a cent less in 
amount than that proposed, but I offer it because it is so much 
better to have the duty specific than ad valorem. It is better 


for the industry, fairer to the importer, and results in getting a | ounpenienanh. 


better article. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 

proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 
r. LODGE. I call for a division. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. If he were 

resent, I would vote ‘‘ nay;” and lam allowed to vote if my vote 

s necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. CAFFERY (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER], but I have a right to 
vote whenever I think it necessary to make a quorum. I vote 
‘ nay.” 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GEORGE. 
{[Mr. DoLPH]. I have a right to vote to make a quorum. 
a quorum is wanting, and I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

r. TURPIE. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I am paired with the senior Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]. As he has not voted, I with- 
hold my vote unless there is a luck of a quorum. 

Mr. VEST. I will vote to make a quorum. I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. LODGE. Iam paired with the senior Senator from New 
York [Mr. H1Lu]. If he were present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

* Mr. BLACKBURN. I suggest to the Senator from Massa- 

chusetts [Mr. LODGE], that he and I could transfer our pairs. I 

am paired with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. 
r. LODGE. Very well. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. LODGE. I transfer my pair to the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. MANDERSON], and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PUGH. I desire to announce that I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar}, with the right 
reserved to vote to make aquorum. [understand that there is 
now a quorum; and I withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 32; as follows: 


I am paired with the 


I see 


YEAS—i7. 
Aldrich, Hale, Peffer, Squire, 
Chandler, Hawley. Perkins, Teller. 
Dixon, Lodge, Platt, 
Dubois, Mitchell,Oregon Quay, 
Gallinger, Patton, Shoup, 

NAYS—322. 
Allen, Daniel, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 

te, Faulkner, Lindsay, Roach, 
. George, Martin, Turpie, 

B burn, Gibson, Mills, Vest, 
Caffery, Gordon, Morgan, Vilas, 
Call, H . Murphy, Voorhees, 
Camden, Hunton, Palmer, Walsh, 
Coke, Jarvis, Pasco, White. 


Iam paired with the Senator from Oregon | 











NOT VOTING—36. 


Allison, Dolph, Jones, Nev. Power, 
Blanchard, Frye Kyle, Proctor, 
Brice, Gorman, McLaurin, Pugh, 
butler, Gray, McMillan Sherman, 
Cameron, Hansbrough, McPherson, Smith, 
Carey, Higgins, Manderson. Stewart, 
Cockrell, Hill, Mitchell, Wis. Washburn, 
Cullom, Hoar, Morrill, Wilson, 
Davis, Irby, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. For the purpose of ascertaining how far this 
evident purpose to discriminate against the hardy fishermen of 
the Eastern States is to be carried, I move to strike out ‘' 20 per 
cent ad valorem ” and insert ‘*‘9 cents a gallon.” 

Mr. VEST. The discrimination against the New England 
States is very evident, from the fact that cotton-seed oil is put 
on the free list, while a duty is put on cod-liver oil. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Cotton-seed oil is put on the free list because 
we have been exporting cotton-seed oil for years, and it affects 
nobody in the United States, whether upon the free list or upon 
the dutiable list. 

Mr. VEST. There was animportation of itlast year, asshown 
by the Treasury reports. 

Mr. PLATT. How much? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Rhode Island |Mr. ALDRICH]. The amend- 
ment will be statec. 

The SECRETARY. On page 5, line 13, paragraph 28, strike out 
the words ‘‘twenty per cent ad valorem” and insert in lieu 
thereof ‘‘ nine cents per gallon;” so as to read: 

Cod liver oil, 9 cents per gallon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

Mr. ALDRICH. [ask for a division. 

Mr. FAULKNER. [I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BLANCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]. If 
he were present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. If he were 
present [ should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. CAFFERY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER]. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name wascalled). [am paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota[Mr. HANSBROUGH]. The Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island [Mr. DIXON] has a pair with the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN]. We have transferred our 
pairs, and I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I will votetomakeaquorum. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. GEORGE. I am paired with the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. DoLPH], but I have a right to make a quorum. I vote 
“nay.” 

My. BUTLER. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I understand that a quorum is lacking. 
I therefore vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. PUGH. I vote tomakea quorum. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. VILAS. If aquorumis lacking I am entitled to vote also. 
I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I[announce my pair with the junior Sen- 
ator from Texas [Mr. MILLs]}. 

The result was announced—yeas 12, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—l%. 
Aldrich, Dubois, Mitchell, Oregon Perkins, 
Chandler, Hale, Patton, Quay, 
Dixon, Hawley, Peffer. Shoup. 

NAYS—33. 
Allen, Daniel, Lindsay, Turpie, 
Bate, Fauikner, Martin, Vest, 
Berry, George, Morgan, Vilas, 
Blanchard, Gibson, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Butler, Gordon, Palmer, Walsh, 
Caffery, Harris, Pasco, White. 
Call, Hunton, Pugh, 
Camden, Jarvis, Ransom, 
Coke, Jones, Ark. Roach, 

NOT VOTING—40. 

Allison, Gallinger, Lodge, Power, 
Blackburn, Gorman, McLaurin, Proctor, 
Brice, Gray. McMillan, Sherman, 
Camerou, Hansbrough, McPherson, Smith, 
Carey, Higgins, Manderson, Squire, 
Cockrell, Hill, Mills, Stewart, 
Cullom, Hoar, Mitchell, Wis. Teller, 
Davis, Irby, Morrill, Washburn, 
Dolph, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Frye, Kyle, Platt, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Imove in line 13, paragraph 28, to strike out 
‘*20 per cont ad valorem” and insert ‘8 cents per gailon.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SBCRBTARY. On page 5, line 13, paragraph 28, strike out 


POSTMASTERS. 
Harry E. Tibbetts, to be postmaster at Saco, in the county of 
York and State of Maine. 
Enos L. Stephenson, to be postmaster at Garden City, in the 


‘20 per cent ad valorem” and insert “8 cents per gallon;” 80.43 | county of Finney and State of Kansas. 


to read: 

Cod-liver oil, 8 cents per gallon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is onagreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. LODGE. Let us have a division. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 





Alfred B. Urick, to be postmaster at Baxter Springs, in the 


county of Cherokee and State of Kansas. 


Charles H. Leggett, to be postmaster at Fernandina, in the 
county of Nassau and State of Florida. 

Isham J. Pringle, tobe postmaster at Marlin, in the county of 
Falis and State of Texas. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded | 8 Caleb T. Smith, to be postmaster at Islip, in the county of 


to call the roll. 


Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I havea pair with | 


the Senator from North Dakota[Mr. HANSBROUGH], but he rec- 
ognizes my right to vote to make a quorum. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], who has been 


uffolk and State of New York. 

Willis A. Joy, to be postmaster at Grand Forks, in the county 
of Grand Forks and State of North Dakota. 

M. V. Mitchell, to be postmaster at Cisco, in the county of 


IT am paired with | Eastland and State of Texas. 


William A. Frost, to be postmaster at Shelbyville, in the 


called from the Chamber; but I have reserved the right to vote | county of Bedford and State of Tennessee. 


to make a quorum, I withhold my vote for the present. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Iam paired with the Senator from Mich- 
igan [Mr. MCMILLAN], but as a quorum has not voted, and hav- 
ing reserved the right to:-vote to make a quorum, I vote ‘‘ nay.’ 


Thomas P. Gable, to be postmaster at Santa Fe, in the county 
of Santa Fe and Territory of New Mexico. 

James H. Woodstock, to be postmaster at Clear Lake, in the 
county of Cerro Gordo and State of Iowa. 

Augustus C, Tupper, to be postmaster at Osage, in the county 


Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the senior Senator from | of Mitchell and State of Iowa. 


lowa [Mr. ALLISON], reserving the right to vote to make a 


quorum. I vote ‘*nay.” 
The result was announced—yeas 11, nays 33 as follows: 
YEAS—11. 
Chandler, Hale, Peffer, Squire, 
Debdois, Mitchell, Oregon Platt, Teller. 
Gallinger, Patton, Shoup, 
NAYS—33. 
Allen, Coke, Lindsay, Turpie, 
Bato, Daniel, Mart: Vest, 
Berry, Faulkner, Mills, Vilas, 
Blanchar4, George, Morgan, Voorhees, 
er, ibson, Murphy, alsh, 
Caffery, Harris, Palmer, White. 
Call, Hunton, Pugh, 
Camden, Jarvis, Ransom, 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Roach, 
NOT VOTING—4. 
Aldrich, Gordon, Lodge, Proctor, 
Ailison, Gorman, MeLaurin, Quay, 
Blackburn, Gray, McMillan, Sherman, 
Brice, Hansbrough, McPherson, Smith, 
Cameron, Hawley, and tewart, 
ys H , Mitcheil, Wis Washburn, 
Guilom, Hill, orrill, ilson, 
vis Hoar, 5 Wolcott. 
Dixon Irby, Perkins, 
Dolph, Jones, Nev Pettigrew, 
Prye Kyle, ower, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with 
the reading of the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The next item in the bill is in regard tothe 
duty on linseed oil, an item in which my colleague on. the com- 
mittee, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], is very greatly 
interested. He was called from the Chamber unexpectedly. I 
suggest to the Senator from Tennessee, as we have had a long 
and rather hard day, that we now either adjourn or go into ex- 
ecutive session. 


William A. Davidson, to be postmaster at Eureka, in the county 
of Woodford and State of Illinois. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, May 15, 1894. 


The House was called to order at 12 o’clock m. by the Clerk, 
who directed the reading of the following communication: 


SPEAKER'S Room, 
Hovus# OF REPRESENTATIVES UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. U., May 15, 1891. 
Sir: [hereby name the Hon. A. M. DocKERY, a Representative from the 
State of Missouri, to perform the. duties of the chair for this —~ 3 
CHARLES F. CRISP, Speaker. 
Hon. JAMES KERR, 


Clerk House of Representatives. 
Mr. DocKERY accordingly took the Chair as Speaker pro tem- 


pore. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. B. Bacsy. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS, PUBLIC SCHOOLS, DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House «letter from 


| the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate 
| of deficiency in the appropriations for contingent expenses of 

the public schools in the District of Columbia for the fiseal year 
/ ending June 30, 1894; which was referred to the Committee on 


| Appropriations. 


REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. 
Bills and a joint resolution of the Senate of the following titles 


were severally referred as follows, namely: 
A joint resolution (S. R. 86) to require the Columbia Street 


Mr. HARRIS. Inasmuch asthe Senator from Rhode Island | Railway Company of the District of Columbia to carry out the 


_ has rung the changes a cent at astep and taken half adozen | provisions of sec 


m 10 of its charter relative to the equipment 


votes on the former item, and. inasmuch as the Senator from | of said road—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


Iowa {[Mr. ALLISON] wishes to be present when the next item is 


A bill (S. 1999) for the relief of Charles T. Russell—to the 


considered, I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration | Committee on Claims. 


of executive business. 

The motion was agréed to; and the Senate 
consideration of executive business. After twelve minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 0° 
and 52 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Wednesday, May 16, 1894, at 11 o'clock a. m. 





CONFIRMATIONS, 
Executive nominations congirmed by the Senate May 15, 1894. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 


Herbert H. D. Peirce, of Massachusetts, te be secretary of the 
legation of the United States at St. Petersburg, Russia. 


CONSUL. 


George Keenan, of Wisconsin, now consul of the United States 
at Kehl, to be consul of the United States at Bremen. 


JUDGE OF POLICE COURT IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Thomas F. Miller, of the District of Columbia, to be judgeof| Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
Columbia. 


the police court of the Districtof 


A bill (S. 1583) for the relief of Wesley Montgomery—to the 


roceeded to the | Committee on the Public Lands. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also Inid before the House the 


k | bill (S. 1513) for the relief of Maj. Gen. George S. Green. 


Mr. COOMBS. Mr.S er, Lask unanimous consent that 
that bill may be withheld for the present. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, this bill will 
be retained on the table for the present. 

There was no objection. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence for two days was 


granted to Mr. ENLOB#, on account of sickness: 


REPRINT OF & REPORT. 

On motion of Mr. COBB of Missouri, 1,000 copies of the report, 
No. 830, accompanying the bill H.R. 2807 were ordered to be 
printed. , 

MARY BE, TRICKEY. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consen 
for the present consideration of the bill (HL. R. 1196) to res’ 





on 


See a anes 
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Mary E. Trickey and children of Hartwell M. Trickey to pen- 
sion rolls. 

This bill, I will state, has been considered in Committee of the 
Whole, and reported favorably to the House. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The bill will be read, after which 
the Chair will ask for objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War of the United States be, and 
he is hereby, directed to restore Mary E. Trickey, widow of Hartwell M. 
Trickey, late of Company I, One hundred and sixth New York Volunteer In- 
fantry, and their children, to the pension rolls as of the date of December 1, 
1891. 


Thecommittee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ments: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 


‘ tlons of the act approved June 27, 1890, the name of Mary E. Trickey, as 


dow of Hartwell M. Trickey, late of Company I, One hundred and sixth 

giment New York Volunteer Infantry. 

Amend the title 30 as to read, ‘‘a bill to pension Mary E. Trickey.” 

Mr. STALLINGS. I desire to ask the gentleman if this bill 
was considered in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It has been. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. JONES. Before consent is given, I wish to ask the gen- 

eman from Ohio again if this bill has been considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole? 

Mr. TATE. It was considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. JONES. Iwasunder the impression that this wasa claim 
that had been withdrawn. I object to its present consideration 
unless it has been favorably reported from the Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. This bill has been considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole and reported favorably. 

= SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is so advised by the 
clerks. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amend- 
ment recommended by the committee was agreed to, and the 
bill as amended ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, was read a third time, and passed. 

The title of the bil was amended to conform with the action 
of the committee. — 

On motion of Mr. OUTHWAITE, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


PRINTING WEATHER BUREAU REPORT. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
to submit a report from the Committee on Printing for imme- 
diate action. I am directed by the committee to report back a 
concurrent resolution, and ask its immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


** Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed 5,500 copies of the annual report of the Chief of the Weather Bu- 
reau for the year ended June 30, 1893; of which 1,000 copies shall be for the 
use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the use of the House, and 2,500 for the use 
of the Bureau.” 


The Committee on Printing have considered the House concurrent reso- 


lution to print 5,500 copies of the report of the Weather Bureau, and report 
same back with the recommendation that it do pass with the following 
amendment: Strike out ** June 30, 1893,"" and imsert ‘‘ December 31, 1893,”’ so 
that the report shall include the calendar year of 1893. The estimated cost 
of the same is $3,065. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was adopted. 


FUNDS ADVANCED TO PUBLIC PRINTER. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I present also another re- 
port from the committee. I am directed to report back the bill 
(H. R. 7072) to amend section 3816 of the Revised Statutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted,etc., That section 3816 of the Revised Statutes be amended so 
as to read that ‘“‘There shall be advanced to the Public Printer, from time 

time, as the public strvice may uire it, and under snch rules as the 

retary of the Treasury may prescribe, a sum of money not exceeding at 
any time four-fifths of the penalty of his bond, to enable him to pay for 
work and material.” 

Mr. REED. Is there a report accompanying this? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is a short report, 


but I can make a statement in a few moments explaining the 
maiter. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Printing have considered H bill No. 7 y 
section 3816 of the Revised Statutes, and yopert ar eaaas Soe 
ommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The point is this, if the 

entleman will indulge me for a few moments. This section 
3816 of the Revised Statutes authorizes the Public Printer to 
draw two-thirds of the amount of his bond at one time. The 


The report will be read. 
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bond is $100,000, and he can draw, therefore, $66,666 with which 
to pay for material and wages and other expenses in the office 





Now, it was found four years ago that it would require about 
$80,000; and for that reason, when the Committee on Printing 
considered the printing bill they increased the amount under 
the statute so as to allow him te draw 80 per cent instead of 663 
per cent. He can draw $80,000 under this provision if it be 
adopted instead of $66,000. It was deemed necessary to make 
this increase for the reason I have mentioned, and in the print- 
ing bill which passed the House and which is now pending in 
the Senate this change is made, but inasmuch as that bill is 
hung up in the Senate and may not be considered for sometime 
it is deemed desirable by the committee to take the action pro 


posed here at this time. 

The former Public Printer, Mr. Palmer, recommended it, and 
the Senate committee, acting with the House committee, unani- 
mously recommended that the change be made, and, as | have 
stated, the printing bill which passed the Senate at the last 
session authorized it, and the printing bill which has passed 
the House at this session authorizes this change. 

Mr. COOMBS. What is the change? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will read what Senator 
MANDERSON said in the report upon the printing bill. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Whatis the change? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. [ will read what Senator 
MANDERSON says in the report: 

This section is the law contained in section 3816 of the Revised Statutes of 
1878, with the change that instead of ‘‘ two-thirds," the amount of money 
the Secretary of the Treasury may advanceto the Public Printer is increased 
to “four-fifths "* of the penalty of his bond, or $80,000. This change is found 
to be necessary inorder to relieve the Public Printer from the embarrass- 
ment caused by the insufficiency of money advanced to him under the old 
law. The reason assigned by the Public Printer is that “there are times 
when the pay roll and the cost of material necessary to be purchassd are 
larger than the amount to which the Public Printer is limited. The in- 


crease would serve to relieve the office, so that it would not be hampered in 
certain emergencies.’ 


Mr. REED. Ought I to understand that the Public Printer 
furnishes vouchers for his preceding drafts before he makes a 
new one? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 

Mr. REED. 
a new one? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. REED. He can only draw $66,000 at any one time? He 
can only have on hand at any one time $66,000? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is the law now; but 
this amendment wouid allow him to have $80,000. His bond is 
for $100,000, and therefore the Government is protected. 

Mr. REED. It is pratectedif he clears the former requisition 
before he makes a new one. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ishould like to have that bill read again to 
see if there is any provision for the settlement of accounts. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This bill does not change 
the law in that respect atall. The law is justasitisnow. He 
is required todo that. It simply amends the statute so as to al- 
low him to draw 80 per cent instead of 66 per cent of the amount 
of his bond. In other words he gives a.bond for $100,000. This 
permits him to draw $80,000 under that bond rather than $66,- 
O00. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the authority is simply given to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury? He may do it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennesse. That is all. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I suggest to the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. RICHARDSON] that he amend the title of the billsoas toshow 
whatthe subject is. The title of the bill now is to simply amend 
a certain section of the Revised Statutes. I suggest that he 
add the words “‘ relating to advances to the Public Printer.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Thatisagreeable. Ihave 
no objection to that. Iwill make that change. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the 
passage of the bill. 

The bill was passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection the title will 
be amended in the manner indicated. The Clerk will report the 
proposed amendment to the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to the title the words, “ Relating tothe advances made 
Printer.” 


He does. 
He has to account for each draft before he makes 


He does that. 
Is there objection to the pres- 


tothe Public 


The amendment to the title was agreed to. 
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On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the 
table. 


PUBLIC DOCUMENTS FOR SOLDIERS’ HOMES. 


Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 236) to 
amend section 4837 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
as to soldiers’ homes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 4837 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, as amended by the act of Congress approved February 8, 1881, be, and 
hereby is, repealed and reénacted to read as follows, to wit: 

‘Seo. 4837. That the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives shall cause to be sent to the National Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers at Dayton, Ohio, and to the branches at A ta in 
Maine, Milwaukee in Wisconsin, Hampton in Virginia, Marion in Indiana 
Leavenworth in Kansas, Santa Monica in California, and the Soldiers and 
Sailors’ Widows and Orphans Home at Knightstown , near Knights- 
town, in Indiana, each, one copy each of the follo ocuments: The 
journals of cach House of Congress at each and every session; all laws of 
Congress; the annual me of the President, with accompanying docu- 
ments; the daily (two) CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and all other documents 
or books which may be printed and bound by either House of Congress; and 
the Public Printer is hereby authorized and directed to furnish to the Sec- 
retary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Representatives the docu- 
ments referred to in this section."’ 

The SPEAKER Pe tempore. 
ent consideration of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, as I heard the bill read it pro- 
vided for the various branches, and itnamed one of the branches 
as being located at Augusta, Me. There is no branch at Augusta. 
It is located at Togus. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. The bill is simply a reénactment 
of existing law in that respect. 

Mr, DINGLEY. I know, but it ought to be correct. There 
is no branch at Augusta, Me. ItisatTogus. I move to amend 
by striking out the word “ Augusta” and inserting the word 
**Togus,” which is where the branch in Maine is located. 

The amendment of Mr. DINGLEY was agreed to. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. There is an amendment reported 
by the committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the amend- 
ment offered by the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting after the word ‘‘Indiana,” in line 15, on e 2, the 
following: ‘And all soldiers’ and sailors’ homes established by the author- 
ity of any State.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I want to suggest to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. MARTIN] that the State homes ought to be in- 
cluded. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. They are included in this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Does it embrace all of them? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Let the Clerk please again report that 
amendment. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. BRODERICK. atis right, with one exception. There 
should be a similar provision for territorial homes, of which 
there are one or two. é 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection 
. ms —— of the words, after the word “ State,” ‘‘or Ter- 
ritorial.’ , 

The SPEAKER = tempore. The Clerk will report the amend- 
oot to the amendment suggested by the gentleman from In- 

ana. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘To all soldiers’ and sailors’ homes established by authority of any State 
or Territory. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was — to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and being engrossed it was accordingly read the third 
time, and pa » 

On motion of Mr. MARTIN of Indiana a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SAYERS. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. NEILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the bill H. R. 6719. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the regular order de- 
manded? 

Mr. SAYERS. I called for the regular order, Mr. S er. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from de- 
mands the regular order, which cuts off all ——— for unani- 
mous consent. The Clerk will call the commit for reports. 


Is there objection to the pres- 


ELECTRICAL MEASURES. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE, from the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, reported back favorably the bill (H. R, 
6500) to define and establish the units of electrical measure; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

LABOR DAY A LEGAL HOLIDAY. 

Mr. McGANN, from the Committee on Labor, reported favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 28) making Labor Day alegal holiday; which 
was referred to the House Ca.endar, and, with the accompany- 
ing. report, ordered to be printed. 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. This completes the call of com- 
mittees. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of general appropria- 
tion bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. RICHARDSON of 
Tennessee, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering 
appropriation bills. The Clerk will report the pending amend- 
ment to the Naval appropriation bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ey Mr. CUMMINGS: 

That section 1514, chapter 5, Title XV, of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States is hereby amended so that it shall hereafter read: 

‘*That the Secretary of the Navy shall, as soon after the 5th of March in 
each year as possible, notify in writingeach Member and Delegate of the 
House of SeecenenSres of any vacancy that may exist in his district. 
The nomination of a candidate to fill said vacancy shall be made upon the 
recommendation of the Member or Delagate, if such recommendation is 
made by the ist day of July in that year; but if it is not made by that time 
the Secretary of the Navy shall fill the vacancy by the appointment of an 
actual resident of the district in which the vacancy exists. The candidate 
allowed for the District of Columbia and ail the candidates appointed at 
large shall be selected by the President.” 

The CHAIRMAN. On Saturday afternoon, when the com- 
mittee rose and the House adjourned, the committee was divid- 
ing on the amendment which has just been read. The Chair 
had appointed tellers to count the vote; and while dividing, and 
before the question was decided, the committee rose and the 
House adjourned. The question is on this amendment. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, before that vote is taken, I 
desire to offer an amendment to the substitute, which is satis- 
factory to the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- 
mous consent that this amendment which he desires to offer may 
be offered and accepted in lieu of the substitute which the gentle- 
man from New York has offered. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Not in lieu. 

Mr. MADDOX. As an amendment to the substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. Asan amendment to the substitute, and 
not to take the place of the substitute. The Clerk will report 
the — amendment, after which the Chair will ask if there 
be objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That every Member and Delegateof Congress whose district or 
Territory is now represented at the Naval Academy by a cadet who is not 
an actual resident of the district shall be permitted on or before the Ist day 
of A t, 1894, to recommend a candidate for appointment as a cadet atthe 
Academy, and the Secretary of the Navy shall nominate such candi- 
date for a tment to the Naval Academy subject to the qualifications 
now by law, such cadets when appointed to be in addition to the 
number of cadets now allowed by law: Prov , There shall be but one ap- 
pointed from the State of South Dakota at large. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia offers this 
asan amendment to the substitute offered by the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. BYNUM. I make the point of order upon that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. A single objection will prevent its consid- 


eration. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the point of order? All debate 
is closed on this item, but the Chair will hear the gentleman 
on any point of order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, at this time it must require 
unanimous consent to offer anamendment. The House is divid- 
ing on the amendment which has been offered by the gentleman 
from New York, and without unanimous consent nothing else 
can be done. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
imous consent. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly it can not be offered except by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. MADDOX. That is what I ask now. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I know; but the gentleman from Indiana is 


objecting. 


The gentleman from Georgia asks unan- 
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Mr. BYNUM. 


order. 

Mr. LOUD. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wants to hear the gentleman 
from Maine on this point—— 3 

Mr. LOUD. I object to giving unanimous consent to offer 
the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. It may not be necessary to object. The 
committee was dividing when it rose on Saturday afternoon, but 
the committee is not now dividing, and the question in the mind 
of the Chair is whether an amendment would still be in order. 

Mr. LOUD. Certainly if the committee was dividing at the 
time it rose it must continue the division. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the only question in the mind of 

_ the Chair. 

Mr. REED. There can not be any doubt about that. 

The CHAIRMAN. If it is insisted upon, the Chair is in- 
clined to think that the committee will have to resume the con- 
sideration at the same point where it left off on Saturday after- 
noon, when it was dividing upon that question. In that event, 
it would require unanimous consent to offer an additional amend- 
ment to the substitute, and the Chair will therefore submit the 
request for unanimous consent. The gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. MADDOx] asks unanimous consent to offer an amendment to 
the pending substitute. 

Mr. REED. What is the amendment that he proposes to 
offer? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been reported, but if the gentle- 
man desires it will be again read. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I should like to have the sub- 
stitute read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read first the substitute 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. CUMMINGS], which was 
pending when the committee rose on Saturday. He will then 
read the amendment of the gentleman from Georgia, and the 
Chair will ask unanimous consent for its consideration. 

The Clerk read as directed. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamen- 
tary inquiry. Will the unanimous consent that is now asked 
prevent the reoffering of the original amendment of the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. MADDOx]. He has changed the amend- 
ment that he first offered and now substitutes a different one for 
it—I mean the amendment which prevents the paying for the 

youne men that are now in the Academy without authority of 


aw? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. MAD- 
DOX] offered the original amendment. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. CUMMINGS] offered a substitute for that, and to 
this substitute or proposed substitute the gentleman from Georgia 
proposes to offer an amendment. If that should be considered 
and agreed to and the substitute of the gentleman from New 
Yorkshould beconsidered and agreed to it would take the place 
of the amendment of the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Could the original amendment be 
again offered? 

The CHAIRMAN. It could not be, because this substitute 
would have been adopted in its place. 

The question now is will unanimous consent be given for the 
consideration of the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Georgia to the substitute. 

Mr. LOUD. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objectionis made. The question, then, is 
on the substitute of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cum- 
MINGS], upon which tellers have been ordered. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, I call for the reading of the 
amendment which I offered originally, and for which the gentle- 
man from New York has offered his substitute. 

TheCHAIRMAN. That can be done only by unanimous con- 
sent. 

There being no objection, the original amendment of Mr. Map- 
DOX was read, as follows: ° 

Amend by adding after the word ‘‘dollars,”’ in line 6, page 36, as follows: 

** Provided, That no part of the appropriation provided for inthis bill shall 
in any way be or or in the course of study, training, or support 
of any naval et who when appointed was not an actual resident of the 
district or Territory which he or they were appointed to represent.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Those who are in favor of the adoption of 
the substitute of the gentleman from New York will pass be- 
tween the tellers. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I rise to 
a parliamentary inquiry. What is the status of the original 
proposition? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CUMMINGS] has offered a substitute for the original proposition. 

Mr. WELLS. I risetoa parliamentary inquiry. Upon which 
question do we first take the vote, the substitute or the original 
proposition? 


Iam not objecting; I am making the point of 


re 





The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on the substitute of- 
fered by the gentleman from New York. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 107, 
noes 68: so the substitute was agreed to. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I send to the desk 
an amendment which I desire to offer to the paragraph as 
amended. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Provided, That every Member or Delegate of Congress whose district or 
Territory is now unrepresented at the Naval Academy by acadet whois notan 
actual resident of the district, shall be permitted, on or before the Ist day of 
August, 1894, to recommend a candidate for appointment as a cadet at the 
Naval Academy, and the Secretary of the Navy shall nominatesuch candidate 
for appointment to the Academy, subject to qualifications now prescribed by 
law; such cadets when appointed to be in addition to the number of cadets 
now allowed: Provided, at there shall be but one appointed from the 
State of South Dakota at large. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I[ reserve the point of order 
until I hear some explanation of this amendment. It increases 
the number of cadets allowed by law. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. If the substitute which has just been 
adopted is in order, the qualification, it seems to me, must also 
be inorder. The substitute was decided to be in order as being 
explanatory of the existing law. If any injustice has been done 
by a misconstruction of the law, the amendment corrects it, and 
is clearly in order. : 

Mr. DINGLEY,. That is, you propose to increase the number 
of cadets allowed by law by way of explaining the law? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. But the number of cadets now there is not 
provided by law. The ones out are the ones who ought to be 
in. If the substitute which has been adopted is explanatory of 
the law, certainly thisadditional number—only eleven—ought to 
come in on the same ground. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Reserving the point of order, I would like 
to know what the practical working of this proposition would 
be. I should have no objection to the measure, notwithstanding 
the increase in the number of cadets, if it will not inextricably 
confuse the operations of the naval school. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. It is only a temporary increase of eleven 
cadets, to be nominated before the Ist of August next. That is 
all; it does not go any farther. 

Mr. PICKLER. And it leaves everybody in that is now in. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Yes; it leaves in everybody who is now in; 
and it gives acadet to every district in the United States not now 
represented in the Academy by an actual resident of the dis- 
trict. And under the terms of the substitute these additional 
appointments can never occur again. 

Mr. WISE. I wish the House to understand that more than 
half the members of every class graduated at the Naval Academy 
are turned out of the service after graduation, because there is 
no necessity for them as officers of the Navy, A statute passed 
in 1882 provides that only ten members of a graduating class 
shall enter the service. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Icall the gentleman to order. 
not in order on the pending paragraph. 

TheCHA[IRMAN. Debate isnotinorder, having been closed. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I reserved the point of order simply for the 
purpose of obtaining an explanation. I trust I may be allowed 
this further suggestion, if we can cure the difficulty that has 
occurred in the past without any detriment to the institution, 
Iam entirely vilkien weshalldoso. Butthere has been achange 
in many of these Congressional districts. Some of the districts 
under the present apportionment it would be difficult to recog- 
nize. In the next place I would like to inquire whether the ac- 
commodations at the Naval Academy—the barracks, etc.—are 
not so restricted as to provide only for the present number of 
cade’3. Will not an increase of the number require the erec- 
tion of another building or some special arrangements in that 
direction? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Oh,no. The Academy can accommodate 
eleven more students without any trouble. As I was a member 
of the Board of Visitors last year, I feel qualified to make this 
statement. 

Mr. DINGLEY. How will these additional cadets be ap- 
pointed in case of achange in the Congressional district? Here, 
for example, is a Congressional district from which a cadet was 
appointed four yearsago. That district may have been changed; 
the territory which it formerly included may now be embraced 
in two Congressional districts. Whateffectis this going to have 
in the matter of these appointments? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. If my friend will allow me, I will say that 
this proposition contemplates the selection of cadets in the dis- 
tricts as they stand to-day—those not now represented by actual 
residents. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But here, we will suppose, is adistrict which 
when the apportionment was made was a unit; since that time 
some parts of the district have been assigned toanother. There 
is a new district with changed territory. 


Debate is 
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Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Every Congressional district 
as it now stands is entitled to a cadet under the law. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Some part of the district is sure to be rep- 
resented even if it is changed. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But there may be two from what was for- 
merly one district. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. That can not be. There are 
eleven districts for which the Secretary of the Navy instead of 
the Representative made the appointments. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But suppose the district as it formerly ex- 
isted has been changed? 

Mr. PICKLER. But there are eleven districts that have had 
no representation. 

Mr, TALBOTT of Maryland. Yes; thereareeleven districts 
which have not been represented. Under the law there can be 
only a cortain number of cadets appointed. The peony: 
tion in the Academy is equivalent to the representation here. 
There can be no more and no less under the law. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think I will withdraw the point of order, 
and let the question be taken on the amendment. 

Mr. BYNUM. I renew the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman on thé 
point of order. 

Mr. BYNUM. My point of order is that this amendment 
changes existing law—— 

The CHAIRMAN. In what respect? 

Mr. BYNUM. In this respect, that it provides for eleven ad- 
ditional cadets. If it does not directly c ange the law, it does 
in point of fact accept the construction placed on the law by the 
Secretary of the mente and authorizes the appointment of eleven 
ee aap cadets, this increase being practically a change of 
the law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest that if the ca- 
dets are there now, as the Chair ruled on y, in contra- 
vention of the law, this does not changethe law, but simply pro- 
vides for ne it into execution. 

Mr. BYNUM. But unquestionably the action proposed here 
would legalize the appointments heretofore made. It provides 
for the appointment of cadets from these various districts which 
are already represented by cadets that the amendment of the 
gentleman from Georgia proposed to exclude—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The r overrules the point of order. 

Mr. BYNUM. TI desire to be heard, then, on the merits of 
the question. 

Mr. TATE. But debate has been closed on that. 

Mr. BYNUM. A word, Mr. Chairman, on that question. 

The CHAIRMAN. ThsChair eet to the gentleman 
from Indiana that debate has been ion the paragraph and 
amendments. 

Mr. BYNUM. Then I ask unanimous consent to be heard for 
three minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the gentle- 
man will proceed for three minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BYNUM. I desire to say that I was in favor of the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Mappbox] te displace 
the cadets who are there now, who are not residents of the Con- 
gressional districts for which they are appointed. I think that 
would be entirely fair and proper. But I fear if we adopt the 
amendment now proposed we are liable to inflict a punishment 
on a class who areentirely innocent of any negligence or ee 

Mr. a I do not see how this could accomp 
that result. 

Mr. BYNUM. If you appoint eleven additional cadets, you 
add eleven extra to the class beginning in September next, and 
necessarily thereby largely diminish the members regularly ap- 
pointed for appuintments in the Navy. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Well, we may get better men. 

Mr. BYNUM. The objection, I th is more serious than 

mtlemen are disposed to consider it. You deprive 
istricts of appointments in the service by this increase of rep- 

resentation. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. It can not-do any harm. 

Mr. BYNUM. It increases the class. 

Mr. HATCH. Will the gentleman allow me to suggest to 


him—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state that public business 
will be suspended until there is order on the floor. It is impos- 
sible for business to proceed while three or four members are 
talking at the same time. 

Mr. HATCH. ButI understand the gentleman from Indiana 
yields to me fora peeronee. 

Mr BYNUM. I yield to the gentleman, 


Mr. HATCH. I merely want to suggest to the gentleman | 


from Indiana that these new appointments would go in just as 
any other appointment. 


Mr. BYNUM. Certainly; but it increases the number b 
eleven, and thereby reduces the chances of those who are nota 
fault for appointment to the service. 

Mr. HATCH. And they will not get in the way of any other 
cadets already appointed. They will come in precisely as if 
a had been appointed under the original act. 

Mr. PICKLER. And nobody loses his place thereby. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thequestionis on agreeing tothe amend- 
ment which has just been read. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 
102, noes 22. 

Mr. BYNUM. I thimic we ought to have a quorum on this 
question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana makes the 
point of no quorum and the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. BYNUM and Mr. CUMMINGS were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided, and the tellers reported—ayes 
103, noes 18. : 

Mr.BYNUM. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

So, no further count being demanded, the amendment was 
adopted. 

The substitute as amended was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading 
of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pay of steam employés, Naval Academy: For pay of mechanics and oth- 
ers in department of steam engineering, $7,824.50. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Mr. Chairman,I move to strike out the 
last word. I findin the Recorp of May.13a list of the cadets 
at the Naval Academy appointed by the Secretary of the Navy, 
submitted by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. MADpox]. In 
that list the Third district of Nebraska is credited by the ap- 
pointment of Amon Bronson, jr., of Rochester, N. Y., repre- 
sented to have been appointed to the Naval Academy in 1893. 
Mr. Bronson was appointed in 1892, not in 1893, and as the record 
submitted by the gentleman from Georgia might cast some re- 
flection upon the Representative who has the honor to represent 
the Third district at this time, I desire to submit to the com- 
mittee the following communication from the present Acting 
Secretary of the Navy, which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, i/ay 15, 1894. 


Hon. G. D. MerxLesomn, House of Representatives: 


Replying to your telegram of yesterday, Walter I. Stout was admitted to 
Naval Academy July, 1892, by Secretary of Navy from Friend, —- 
County, Nebr., upon the recommendation of Senators MANDERSON = 
Pappock. Member o Nebraska failed to nominate by July 1, 1892. 
Mr. Stout failed to qualify for appointment as naval cadet. 
WM. McADOO. 


Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. That which to-day is the Third and 
Sixth ional districts in Nebraska formerly compr 
the Third district. When the State of Nebraska was reappor- 
tioned intoCongressional districts the Third district was divided 
under the act of 1891 into the present Third and Sixth districts. 
The is aes ne of the Third district in 1892,and prior to 
an election under the reapportionment, failed to make a nomi- 
nation for the appointment of a cadet at the Naval Academy. 
The Senators representing my State, upon this failure, on July 
1, 1892, recommended Walter I. Stout for appointment, who 
failed to qualify. Upon the failure of Mr. Stout to qualify, the 
honorable Secretary of the Navy, as will appear in the follow- 
ing communication, which I ask the Clerk to read, appointed 
as cadet to represent the Third district Amon Bronson, jr., of 
Rochester, N. Y. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY, B 0 OF NAVIGATION, 
Washington, D. C., Aprit 17, 1804. 
' your letter 16th instant, etary 

——- eT ES heer to Soe ee nha ~—4 7 
Rochester, N. Y., now ——— the Third Congressional district of Ne- 


braska at the Naval Academy. He was a in’ September 30, 1892, and 
will graduate in June, 1898, unless he sho leave the Academy before that 
da : 


te. 
v tfully, 
meee F. A. COOK, Acting Chief of Bureau. 
Fon. G. D. MEmLEJONN, 


House of Representatives. : 
Mr. DINGLEY. Is this young man the son of the naval offi- 
eer? 
Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. I could not say. Mr. Chairman, in re- 
ply to inquiry as to who recommended Mr. Bronson, I re- 
ceived the following communication, which I ask the Clerk to 


The Clerk read as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE wav7, BUREAU - ‘Ce ye 
Str: Replying to your letter of the 16th instant to the Secretary of the 


Navy, I have thehonor to inform that. Amon Bronson, jr., 
SeEAtd bey Une Rocrevany of the Navy. panne, 





1894. 








The Sixth Congressional district of Nebraska is represented by Cadet A. 
W. Pressey, appointed upon the recommendation of Hon. O. M. Kem, May 
19, 1893. 

; Very respectfully, ; mee 

F. A. COOK, Acting Chief of Bureau. 

Hon G. D. MEIKLEJONN, 

House of Representatives. 


Mr. METKLEJOHN. 
to show that Amon Bronson, jr., the gentleman who has been 


eee from Rochester, N. Y., to represent the Third district | 
o 


Nebraska, did not receive his appointment through any neg- 
ligence or carelessness upon my part, as the Representative of 
that district. I desire to say in conclusion, that had it not been 
for the default made by the Representative of the Third district 

rior to its division under the reapportionment, and bad a cadet 

en recommended from Nebraska, the Third district to-day 
would be represented in the Academy at Annapolis by a citizen 
of Nebraska instead of New York. 

Mr. KEM. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MEIKELJOHN. Certainly. 

Mr. KEM. Do youmeantosay that the Representative in 1892 
of what constituted the Third district failed to make a recom- 
mendation? ° 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. I say that the acting Secretary of the 
Navy states in his telegram to me this morning, from the Navy 
Department, that the Representative of the Third district in 
1892 failed to make the recommendation under the law. 

Mr. KEM. I wish to say in reply to that statement, inasmuch 
as I represented what was the Sixth district at that time, and 
what is now the Third district, that this is the first I knew that 
this district was entitled to a representative at Annapolis at 
that time, and I have never received any notice from the proper 
authorities that that district was entitled to any representative 
at that time. Let me say that if any one is at fault it was the 
authorities in power at that time, and not the Representative of 
the district. It only shows further that there is an absolute ne- 
cessity for removing this evil that we have been existing under 
all this time. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Mr. Chairman, ladmit that the gentle- 
man who represented the Third district at that time, who has 
just taken his seat, had no knowledge on the matter, but the 
communication which I have had read before the committee 
shows conclusively that there was a vacancy, and the Repre- 
sentative failed to recommend a cadet. The law provides for 
giving notiee when a vacancy occurs, and it was the duty of the 

presontative at that time to make a recommendation. 

Mr. KEM. It was his duty, provided he had notice of any 
such vacancy. But does the gentleman mean to say that it was 
not the duty of the proper officer to notify me of such vacancy, 
and does he mean to say that there was any way by which I 
= knowledge of the vacancy, unless I was notified by the proper 
oiicer? 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that I would 
not undertake to state what knowledge the gentleman has, but 
the Department says that the member of the Third district failed 
to make a recommendation. Hence the inference is that he 
must have had notice of the vacancy. 

Mr. KEM. But the Department did not also state what is the 
fact, that the proper officer failed to give me notice of the va- 
caney. 

The Clerk, continuing the reading of the bill, read as follows: 


INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 


Armor and armament: Toward the armament and armor of domestic 
manufacture for the vessels authorized by the act of August 3, 1886; of the 
vessels authorized by the act approved See 7, 1888; of the vessels 
authorized by the act approved March 2, 1889; of those authorized by the 
actof June 30, 1890: of the one authorized by the act of March 2, 1891; of 
those authorized by the act of July 19, 1892; and of the vessels authorized by 
the act of March 3, 1893, $4,000,000, so much of said sum as may be necessary 
to be immediately available. 


Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the 
amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend paragraph “Armor and armament,” on page 44, by adding after the 
word ‘‘availabie, in line 24, the following: 

“Provided, however, That aselect committee, consis of nine members, be 
appointed by the Speaker of the House ot Representatives with full power 
to investigate and report all matters connected with armor plate and ap- 

tenances manufactured, delivered, or furnished by the Carnegie Steel 
y.L or Carnegie, zpipve & Co., to the Government under con- 
tracts between companiesand the Government, and the assessment and 


award of damages made by the President of the United States inst said 
———- the 10th day of January, 1894; and if it be found by the House that 
vernment has sustained any d by reason of armor and appurte- 


nances failing tocomply with theconditionsand ments of any contract 
under which the same was manufactured, delivered, or furnished, over and 
the sum of $140,484.94, the amount of da assessed and awarded 
against the said companies by the President, and them paid to the Gov- 
ernment on account of such 37 then such excess of damage over said 
sum, if aw: shall on cone, ie Government from any payment due 
from the it to the companies under said contracts. 
t_“Such committee shall have power tosend for persons and papers, toexam- 
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ine witnesses under oath, and mayemploy a a and one clerk 
It shall report the result of the investigation to the House with such recom- 
mendations as it maydeem proper. The expense of such investigation shall 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the House.” 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I make a point of order on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustainsthe pointof order un- 
less the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. MEIKLEJOHN] desires 
to be heard upon it. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. 


I do not desire to be heard upon it. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


The Chair sustains the point of order. 


The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follows: 

Coustruction and steam machinery: On account of the hulls and outfits 
of vessels and steam machinery of vessels heretofore authorized, $5,955,025 
80 much of said sum as may be necessary to be immediately available 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. I want to save the point of order on 
a t 
the remaining part of that page. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will first report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Tho Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to use the $450,000 “ for the 


construction of one additional crusier of the Vesuvius type,’ appropriated 
by the act of March 2, 1889, or so much thereof as may be necessary for the 
construction, armament, and equipment of thres torpedo boats, to cost, all 
together, not more than the said sum of $450,000. And authority is hereby 
given to transform the United States steamship Vesuvius Into a torpedo 
crusier if, in the opinion of the Secretary of the Navy, such transformation 
will add to “‘ the efficiency of this vessel for naval purposes.”’ 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. I make the point of order that that 
changes existing law and does not reduce expenditures. 

The CHAIRMAN. In what respect does it change existing 
law? 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. It is the same point that I made on 
a paragraph on page 6 of the bill. Asa matter of fact I am in- 
formed that the recital in this provision that there is an appro- 
priation already of $450,000 is a mistake, and that there never 
has been any appropriation. The act of March 2, 1889, simply 
authorizes the President to contract for the construction of a 
cruiser of the type of the Vesuvius, and even if there was an ap- 
propriation, it would be an appropriation for the construction of 
a cruiser of that type, and this, if it is an appropriation at all, 
is an appropriationfor a torpedo boat. It is the same point that 
the Chair ruled upon as to the paragraph on page 6 of this bill, 
by which ruling an item of $200,000 was stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there was noappropriation, as the gen- 
leman insists, then this item would be nugatory anyway. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Well, if it is nugatory, there is no 
use of it being in. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
of order made? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia makes a 
point of order against the last item of the bill, and the Chair 
was hearing him upon the point of order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. What is the point of order? 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. The point of order is that it changes 
existing law without reducing expenditures. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What paragraph does the gentleman refer 
to? 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. To the last item in the bill. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, Providing for the construction of torpedo 
boats? 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. This paragraph proposes appropri- 
ating $450,000 that is stated to have heretofore been appropri- 
ated for one additional cruiser of the Vesuvius type to the build- 
ing of torpedo boats. Now, I insist, Mr. Chairman, and upon 
information derived from the Treasury Department, that the 
recital that there has been an appropriation of $450,000 for the 
building of such a cruiser isa mistake. There never has been 
any appropriation. The law simply authorizes the President 
to 6 a contract with a particularly named company for such 
a cruiser. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is the torpedo boats? 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. For a cruiser of the type of the Ve- 
suvius. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, the Vesuvius. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will permit 
me—— 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I will read the law: 


And the President is also hereby further authorized to contract with the 
Pneumatic Dynamite Gun Company for the construction of one additional 
cruiser of the Vesuvius type, of not less dimensions than that vessel, and to 
attain a speed under similar conditions as to trial of 21 knots an hour, with 
an endurance of not less than fifteen days at 10 knots an hour, to be armed 
with two pneumatic dynamite guns of 15-inch caliber, and to be fitted for 
such other armament as_the Secretary of the Navy may prescribe: Pro- 
vided, That the contractors shall guarantee a speed of 20 knots an hour, and 
that there shall be deducted from the contract price the sum of $10,000 for ev- 
ery quarter knot that said vessel fails of reaching the further speed of 
21 knots per hour: And provided further, That the Secretary of the Navy 
shall be satisfied, after official tests made with the Vesuvius and her guns, 
as to the efficiency of the armament of that vessel: and the cost of sald vex 
sel shall not exceed the sum of $450,000. 


I make a point of order. What is the point 
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Mr. BLACK of Georgia. That is precisely the law to which 
Ireferred. I respectfully submit that there is no appropriation 
in that law; and if the President had proceeded under the au- 
thority of that law and made a contract it would require an ap- 
propriation tocomply with the termsof the contract. Now, Mr, 
Chairman, I submit that the law as it now stands is, that the 
President is authorized to make a contract with this company 
named in the act for the construction of this cruiser. That is 
the existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Has that contract been made by the Pres- 
ident? 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. No; I donot understand that it has. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair addressed that remark to the 
gentleman from New York properly. Has the contract been 
made in pursuance of that law which the gentleman has read? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I am unable to state. I do not suppose 
there has been any contract made; because I understand the ex- 
periments with the Vesuvius, thus far, have not been satisfac- 


tory. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. I have not the report of the com- 
mittee now in my hand, but I examined the report of the com- 
mittee, and it admits the fact that it would not be wise or proper 
for the President to exercise the authority given by that stat- 
ute. Asa matter of fact it has not been done. It seems to me 
too plain for argument that the proposition in this bill changes 
existing law. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I want to be heard upon 


that 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman after 
the gentleman from Georgia has concluded. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. I do not roo 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I would like toinquire of the gen- 
tleman in charge of the bill—— 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Georgia has the floor. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Yield for a question, will you? 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. oe: 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I would like to inquire what it 
will cost to change the Vesuvius into a torpedo boat as pro- 

sed? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. About $50,000, I think. When I reach 
that part of the proposition I will be glad to answer. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Very well. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I did not suppose 
that any argument was necessary. If the Chair will recollect 
when this bill was under consideration a few days ago, on page 
6 I made the point of order on the last provision on that page, 
which authorizes the Secretary to use, at his discretion, so much 
of the sum of $200,000 appropriated under the act of March 3, 
1893, for the construction, armament, and equipment of a tor- 

do boat. I made the point of order that it changed existing 
aw, and that it did not reduce expenditures, and the Chair sus- 
tained the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wants to say in that respect 
that no one objected to the point of order; and the Chair rather 
understood the fact was conceded that the point of order was 
well taken. On this question the Chair understands the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill desires to be heard on the point of or- 
der, and the Chair, therefore, felt that he ought to be heard. 

M:z.BLACK of Georgia. Certainly. , 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not undertake to say that 
the questions of order are identical. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I have read the law authorizing the con- 
struction of the ship. Now, in the same law I read, under the 
head of ‘‘ Construction and‘steam machinery ”: 

Towards the conttruction and completion of the new vessels heretofore 
and herein authorized by Congress, with their engines, boilers, and machin- 
ery, and for the payment of premiums for increased eo or horse power, 
under contracts now existing and to be made under this and other acts pro- 
viding for increase of the Navy, 84,055,000. 

There is the appropriation, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Is not that a lump appropriation 
that had been made and already expended? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. It is alump appropriation which the law 
stutes is made specifically for the vessels provided for in that 
bill, and it takes in the $450,000 for the type of the Vesuvius. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Provided for in that bill, and there- 
tofore authorized by acts of Congress, 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. But that act authorized the 


construction of two vessels of the type of the Vesuvius. One 
was constructed, and now we say that, in the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Navy, he may divert that fund to another pur- 


Mr. CUMMINGS. If the fund is not there, the legislation 
amounts to nothing; and if the fund is there, clearly it can be ap- 
plied for the torpedo boats. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard on the point of order. 
In the Fiftieth Congress, first session, on February 26, 1887, Mr. 
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SAYERS, then a member of the Naval Committee, moved to in- 
sert, under the nead of ‘‘Increase of the Navy,” a proposition 
providing for the construction of two swift, double-bottom, steel 
cruisers, and making an appropriation forthesamo. The propo- 
sition will be found on page 2336 of the Recorp. The antl - 
man from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] made the point of order that 
there was no law authorizing the construction of the vessels. 
The chairman of the Committee of the Whole [Mr. McCREARY 
of Kentucky] in his decision said: 


The CHAIRMAN, The general rule has been stated by the gentleman from 
Indiana. It is laid down in subsection 3 of Rule XXI, and provides that— 

“3. No appregientien shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, 
or be in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously 
authorized by law.”’ 

But to that general rule there is an express exception, as follows: 

*Uniess in continuation of appropriations for such public works and ob- 
jects as are already in progress."’ 

That is to say, if the work be a public work, or if the object is a public ob- 
ject, and it is already in progress, then there need not be any previous leg- 

slation authorizing it. The Chair believes that the construction of a navy 

is a public object or a public work, and the language of the bill which we 
have been considering, and the appropriation made at the last session show 
that the construction of the Navy isin progress. It may be said also, that 
the proposed amendment provid ng money for the construction of vessels 
does not change existing law, and is not prohibited by law. 

It is very agreeable to the present occupant of the chair to beable to refer 
to a Precedent bearing upon the int of order now raised. In the Forty- 
sixth Congress (Mr. Carlisle in the chair) it was decided ‘‘that appropria- 
tions for public works and objects”’ already in progress could be included 
in general appropriation bills or could be inserted as amendments; and 
that the word “ objects ’’ meant something—— 


Mr..BLACK of Georgia. Will the gentleman permit me to 
interrupt him a moment? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Ido not understand you to state 
that this work is already in progress? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Idosostate. We have built two torpedo 
boats. Another has just been launched, and this bill provides 
for the further construction of torpedo boats. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, I will read the remainder of this decision of the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. McCREARY] as Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole: 


and that the word “objects” meant something in addition to the word 
“works,” and must be held to include the public Departments of the Gov- 
ernment, and the civil, military, and naval establishments recognized by 
law and supported by the Government. The Government has undertaken 
to maintain, and is annually maintaining, a naval establishment, and under 
the rule appropriations may be made for it in a general appropriation bill, 
and such has always been the practice until last session, when the appro- 
priations for the construction of ships for the Navy and armaments for 
them were made in a separate bill. Before the last session such appropria- 
ong ba made in the naval appropriation bill, under therule exactly as it 
now is. 

There is no law ae the number of ships that shall constitute the 
Navy, or the number of guns they shall c . Those matters depend en- 
tirely on the amount of money appropriated for those purposes, just as the 
number of clerks and other employés in the Departments depends upon the 
appropriations made. 

he present Speaker of the House, as has been stated, has already ruled 
on this pointof order, and the Chair believes the ruling was correct, and 
feels it his dutyto decide this question in accordance with that ruling. 
decision allows an important amendment to be offered, but it gives to the 
Committee of the Whole the right to pass upon this interesting —— and 
an couseeaneey to oo Bap emmeoe | it is in favor of increasing the Navy or not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to make this inquiry, not hav the ruling referred 
to before me: Whether that ruling referred toa oe ¢ authority to con- 
struct a vessel of war by name and specification; whether it made a specific 
Seeeceriaen of money for a specific object, as a public building ora public 
8 


The CHAIRMAN, The Chair would say to the gentleman from Indiana that 
heread the exact lang by the present Speaker. The present Chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole does not feel justified in reversing a de- 
cision made by the present Speaker of the House which he believes correct. 

That was the decision of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
McCrEARY], who followed the decision of Mr. Carlisle, when he 
was acting as Chairman of the Committee of the Whole in the 
Forty-sixth a 

Mr. LOUD. y I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LOUD. That applied, did it not, to anappropriation spe- 
cifically made for a — purpose? It did not take an appro- 
priation away from the purpose for which it had been already 
made and aoe SS to another. 

Mr. C INGS. I willcometo that. In the second session 
of the tieth Congress, on January 12, 1889 (page*717 of the 
RECORD), Samuel S. Cox, the Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole, said: 

Without reference to other decisions made from the Chair, either in 
Committee of the Whole or otherwise, the present occupant of the chair is 
informed that the Speaker of the House, Mr. Carlisle, on a former appropri- 
ation bill held that an appropriation for the construction of a new vessel 
was in continuation of the general object of maintaining a Navy; and that 
decision of the Speaker runs on all fours with the decision which the Chair 
now makes when he overrules the point of order. 

The RECORD of the first session Fifty-second Congress, es 
3261-3262 (proceedings of April 13, 1892), shows that a point of 
order was made upon a proposition under the head of ‘‘ increase 
of Navy” to have constructed by contract an armored cruiser. 
The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] made the point of 
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order that the provision was out of order under the second clause 
of Rule XXI. Mr. Shively of Indiana, presiding in Committee 
of the Whole, ruled, after a long debate, in this language: 

As the precedents on precisely the analogous provisions in an analogous 
bill are uniformly in favor of the retention of such in the bill, the Chair in 
deference to the force of such precedents as precedents is constrained to 
overrule the point of order. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the precedents referred to by Mr. 
Shively in his ruling were those already quoted and a similar 
ruling of the chairman of the Committee of the Whole, Mr. 
BurRROws of Michigan, on January 24, 1891—CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, first session Fifty-first Congress, page 1826. In mak- 
ing this ruling the Chairman observed: 

If it was proper tomake an appropriation in that way for the construction 
of a ship, it is in order to provide for other disposition of the money appro- 
\priated for that purpose. 

I would refer also to page 266 of the Manual, wherein Mr. Mc- 
CREARY’S ruling is stated and also the ruling of Mr. Cox. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I hold with the gentleman from Michi- 
gan that if it is proper to provide for the building of a torpedo 
boat at all, under the head of increase of the Navy, it is cer- 
tainly proper to provide for it by the transfer of another appro- 
priation already made. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But the gentleman does not meet 
the point. This speaks of money which was authorized for the 
construction of a cruiser like the Vesuvius, Now, as a matter 
of fact, no appropriation hasever been made. There was simply 
an authorization for the construction of a vessel, but no appro- 
priation. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. You are mistaken. The money was set 
aside from the lump sum appropriated toward the construction 
and machinery of the vessels authorized in the bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Oh, no; never. There is nothing 
on the statute book showing that the money was appropriated 
for the building of another cruiser like the Vesuvius. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, Ishall be glad if the 

entleman from New York [Mr. CUMMINGS] will let me have the 

aw from which he read. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. If the gentleman willallow me, I will: gain 
read first the authority for the construction of the vessel, and 
afterwards the appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would be very glad to Lave 
that law read. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. I shall cite those provisions of the 
law. Mr. Chairman, I call attention to the existing law: 

And the President is also hereby further authorized to contract with the 
Pneumatic Dynamite Gun Company for the construction of one additional 
cruiser of the Vesuvius type, of not less dimensions than that vessel, anc to 
my ms under similar conditions as to trial, of twenty-one knots an 

The remainder of the provision, I take it, is not material. 
That is the existing law. It authorizes the President to con- 
tract with the company named for the construction of that 
cruiser. Now, what does the provision in this bill against 
— I have made the point of order propose? It provides 
that— 

TheSecretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to use the $450,000 “ for the 
construction of one additional cruiser of the Vesuvius type,” appropriated 
by the act of March 2, 1889, or so much thereof as may be necessary for the 
construction, armament, and equipment of three torpedo boats, etc. 

It thus appears that the existing law authorizes the President 
to make a contract with a certain company for the construction 
of a certain boat. 

-Mr.CUMMINGS. And afterwards makes an appropriation 
~~ the heading of ‘‘Construction and machinery, increase of 

e Navy.’ 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. ThatstatementI must dissent from. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to have that point 
definitely settled—whether it makes any appropriation or not. 
That point may become important. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Ifthe gentleman will read the act, he will 
find it provides for the construction, machinery, etc., of this 
vessel. It specifically states for all vessels herein authorized. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Here is another provision of the 
law which is now relied on, but which, I think, it must be very 
apparent was not in the minds of the committee when they 
framed this billand made their report: 

Towards the construction and completion of the new vessels heretofore 
and herein authorized by Congress, with their engines, boilers, and ma- 


chinery, and for the payment of premiums for incre speed or horse- 
power er contracts now existing and to be made under this and other 


acts providing for increase of the Navy, %4,055,000. 


Task the gentleman from New York, in charge of this bill, 
if he believes that any partof that sum of $4,055,000, therein ap- 
propriated, - at unexpended in the Treasury? This statute 
was . 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Undoubtedly. I believe that this $450,- 
000, being a part of the sum appropriated for the construction of 
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a dynamite cruiser, still stands there unexpended in the Treas- 
ury. 

P will state to the gentleman from Georgia that this section, 
as it appears in the bill, was drawn up by the Secretary of the 
Navy himself. Hecertainly knew whether the money was stand- 
ing to his credit in the Treasury or not. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Since the gentleman from New York 
has cited the Secretary of the Navy in this regard, I think it 
right and proper for me to state that I went to the Treasury this 
morning and consulted with the official to whom I was referred 
in connection with the matter, who informed me that there was 
no such appropriation in the Treasury. 

Mr. MONEY. Well, there is the law to answer him. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. And I say that the law does not an- 
swer him to the contrary of what he stated. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Let the gentleman read the law itself. 
The words have stood for years the same in each bill. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. I have just read it. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Read the whole of it, and the gentloman 
will see that it is embodied in the appropriation made in the act 
of 1889. This vessel, authorized to be built under that act, 
under the appropriation, has not been constructed. There- 
fore, it follows as a matter of course that this money is still un- 
expended. That was the idea in the minds of the committee 
when they prepared the bill, after a careful investigation of the 
matter. A further appropriation is included for arming said 
vessel under the convenes headed ‘‘Armament.” 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Yes; I read the appropriation of a 
particular sum, but that does not warrant the committee in pre- 
senting this provision of the bill for our action here if it is not 
authorized by law. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. But here is a specific sum ap- 
propriated for a specific purpose, to enlarge the powers of the 
Secretary of the Navy. No action was taken with regard to that 
particular fund. It has not been used. This simply reappro- 
priates it. Itisin the hands of the Secretary of the Navy in 
the condition in which it was first placed there by the appro- 
priation bill which the gentleman has just cited. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. I submitted the point of order on 
the other provision which was stricken out on the idea that the 
existing law appropriated $200,000 for a particular purpose, and 
that the proposed law offered to divert that sum to another pur- 

ose. Therefore [ made the point that it was x. change of exist- 
ing law, and that point was sustained by the Chair. 

I do not, under the statement of the Chair, and would not if 
I could, hold the Chair bound by the decision in that case. 
But, Mr. Chairman, I insist, so far as the provision isconcerned, 
upon which this provision of the bill is based, that it makes no 
appropriation at all. It simply authorizes the President to 
enter into a contract with a particular company for the con- 
struction ofa particular boat, which contract itis admitted, I 
believe, has not been entered into. The work has never been 
entered upon, and the proposed law now authorizes the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to expend, what it calls this appropriation of 
$450,000, for a different purpose. 

I would like the Chair to take the law of March 2, 1889, and 
then lay beside it this bill, and see if he can escape the con- 
clusion that the provision of the bill in question (suggested by 
the provision of the act of 1889, which makes no appropriation, 
but simply confers authority on the President, which has never 
been exercised in whole or in part), is out of order. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. If the gentleman will allow me, I will 
again call his attention to the words used under the head of 
‘*Construction and steam machinery,” in the act of 1889. For 
that authorization— 

Towards the construction and completion of the new vessels heretofore 
= herein authorized by Congress, with their engines, boilers, machinery, 
ete 

Now, look at the succeeding paragraph of the same act: 


Armament; Towards the armament and armor of domestic manufacture 
for the vessels authorized by the act of March 3, 1885, of the vessels author- 
ized by sections land 2of theact of August3, 1886; of the unfinished monitors 
mentioned in section 3 of the same act; of the Miantonomah; of the vessels 
authorized by the act approved March 3, 1887, and of the vessels authorized 
by the act approved September 7, 1883, and this act, $2,500,000. 


So much money is appropriated for these vessels, including 
the cruiser in question. 

Mr. MONEY. 
statutes. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. I ask again if it is the gentleman’s 
information and belief that $450,000, out of thissum of $4,055,000 
named in the clause to which I refer, lies there unexpended? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Itis that very unexpended sum that now 
lies in the anaes for the completion of this vessel that this 
provision of the bill refers to. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia 
in that regard. 


That was the uniform language of all of these 


I can not agree with the genweman 
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Mr. BOUTELLE. If the gentleman from Georgia will allow 
me to make a suggestion, I may be able to meet his objection. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. BOUTBLLE. The amount appropriated in the bill au- 
thorizing the construction of these vessels wasa lump sum. It 
was to be applied to the construction of the vessels provided for 
therein, and included all of the vessels namedin that act. Now, 
of course the Secretary of the Navy was not required to expend 
that money er any special portion of it on any vessel heretofore 
authorized or on any one of the vessels in that bill. All of the 
money is available to-day. Every dollar of it, so appropriated, 
is available to be applied to any vessel under construction. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. But is there any of it there? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I was going to say that sum was added to 
by subsequent appropriations year after year, forming a contin- 
uous fund to earry on pari passu the construction of these ships. 
Now, what I was going to suggest to the gentleman was, that 
the amount appropriated at any time in any of these bills for 
the earrying on of coastruction does not necessarily apply to 
any particular vessel. It isalreadyavailable. Whatever money 
theve may be in the Treasury to-day is perfeetly available to be 
applied to the construction of any of the ships now under way. 
‘Therefore [ would suggest, as a solution of this matter, to strike 
out the first portion of this paragraph and insert in lieu thereof 
a specific appropriation in these words: 

The President is hereby authorized to have constructed, by contract, 
three torpedo boats, which shall cost, including armament and equipment, 
not more than $450,000, which sum ishereby appropriated out.of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 

L would make a specific a for this purpose. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. That is exactly what I did not want 
te do. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. [ a 
the gentleman was simply trying to avoid appropriating 
money in an irregular way. 

Mr. MONEY. He was trying to avoid the appropriating of 
any money at all. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Iam trying to avoid the appropri- 
ating of the money for any purpose. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It can not be that you want to knock out 
the two torpedo boats left in this bill? 

Mr. MONEY. That is exactly what he wants to do. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. My idea was that if this$450,000 was 
unexpended, there was nothing in the necessities of the public 
service or the public safety at this time that would justify or au- 
thorize the expenditure; and to be etly frank, my idea was 
to turn that money back into the ce 

Mr. BOUTELL I beg the gentleman’s I miscon- 
ceived his motive., I did nots he was op the con- 
struction of these vessels. I thought his objection went to the 


form of the ——— 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. No, sir; I was trying to get at the 
substance. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I have got partially reconciled to the Dem- 
ocratic party bringing us down to the two 0 beats in this 
bili: but I did not think my friend from Georgia [Mr. BLack] 
would want to knock those out. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. I do not care to engage in a poli- 
tieal diseussion with the gentleman from Maine at this time. I 
should not object to it at some proper time and on some other 
occasion, but I do not cave to do it now. I have no tion 
at all to conceal my purpose, which, frankly stated, is, if I ean, 
to save this $450,000 to the public Treasury. My objection was 
not as to the matter of form at all. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr.Chairman, I only desire to 
say one werd. I do not think the point of order is weil taken, 
for this reason—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule unless the 
gentleman desires to be heard. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. No; I donotdesire to be heard 
if the Chair is ready to rule. I suppose that is notice that the 
point of order will be overruled. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hearthe gentleman from 
Maryland { Mr. TALBOTT] later if itis necessary, but will now rec- 


ognize the gentleman from California [Mr. Loup]. 


Mr. LOUD. If theChairis ready torule, I donotsup Iean 
change his views, but itseems to me that this point of order is well 
taken. I mghtcite one instance to the Chair which possibly 
come up later. The Government is public 
throughout the United States, at different Now suppose 
that $100,000 or $1,000,000 had been oer to build a 
lic in the city of New York. the 
that it would be in order, on the sundry civil bill, te take that 


amount of money to construct a public building in another city? 
The CHAIRMAN. Certainly not. 
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Mr. CUMMINGS. Will the gentleman allow me? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair, in answering the question, 
will say, as this sum was ery for a public build- 
ing in New York, say for a post-office, and it became necessary 
to put an elevator :n that post-office building, or some addi- 
tion to it which was a partof it. Now, assuming that three tor- 
»edo boats are a partof the Navy,for which appropriations have 

en made necessary, would it not be in order as continuing 
work, or work in progress? 

Mr. LOUD. I think the Chair will have to stretch his con- 
science a long way toreach the conclusion that the building of 
three torpedo boats would be in continuation of the building of 
a boat similar to the Vesuvius. Now, you propose here to di- 
rect that this $450,000 shall be devoted to another purpose—it 
is true to the construction of the vessel—just the same as the 
reappropriation of this money to another city instead of New 
York would be an appropriation for public buildings. So this 
amount is an appropriation for the construction of vessels, but 
here is av which was specified, a vessel of the Vesuvius 
type. Now, it must be clear, Mr. Chairman, that this isa change 
of existing law, because it takes $450,000 appropriated to con- 
struct a certain vessel, and proposes to devote it to the construc- 
tion of other vessels of an entirely different elass. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I want to call the attention of the gentle- 
man to the ruling of Mr. S. S. Cox, when in Committee of the 
Whole, already quoted, where he decided that a proposition to 
erect a building at West Point in the army appropriation bill 
was in order, because it appertained to the maintenance of the 
Academy. 

Mr. LOUD. That may have been a particular case where it 
was in continuation of work already in progress. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. It had not been authorized at ail. 

Mr. LOUD. You can not go back into a question of that kind 
without fully investigating the case. is a case specifically 
stated in the bill. It is aspecifie change of existing law. Now, 
then, one of the purposes of parliamentary law is to prevent ac- 
tions of this character, and is to prevent any legislation upon 
appropriation bills. If Congress desires to construct torpedo 
beats, why, there is an avenue open to this House without com- 
ing under the = of misappropriating, I might term it, $450,- 
000. You can build these vessels if you want to be honest. If 
you want to appropriate $450,000 for the construction of three 
ee boats you know you can do it and clearly be within the 


w. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Why not use the money already available? 

Mr. LOUD. Itnever will cost the Government a cent more. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. One more point. This is a proposition 
that may save money to the Government, because it only au- 
oxtees the ee of the ey to take so much of the money 

riated as may be necessary. 

Me LOUD, It takes the whole. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. In his discrétion. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. The original act only authorized the 
President to make a contract for the construction of a vessel at 
a cost not exceeding $450,000. % 

Mr. LOUD. So far as this question is concerned, a ruling 
against this point of order, clearly to my mind, will come up to 
trouble this House in the future if a ruling is to be taken as 


amounting to anything. 

Mr. CUMMIN . F neve oo you the ruling of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan (Mr. Burrows] in Committee of the 
Whole, in the Fifty-first Congress, where he ruled that a law 
transferring an ee was in order. 

Mr. LOUD. ell, possibly he did; but I would like to see 
the circumstances attending that case. I desire to call the at- 
tention of the Chair, further, toa ruling made on the preced- 
ing section; and while the Chairman states that there was no 
opposition made then, still it is a ruling of the Chair upon this 
very bill, on the question that is involved; and I do not think 
the Chair can assume to rule two different ways upon the same 
bill. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, pardon me a moment. -While I 
dislike to disagree upon any question with those on this side of 
the House, I desire to call the attention of the Chair to the 

hilosophy and parliamentary law of this situation as dictated 
7 common sense. It is a recognized fact that the Government 
is e in building a Navy. It is b 
and facts are demonstrated. Thatis a project and a busi- 
ness which the Government is engaged in. Now,I take it that 
in the general naval appropriation bill we have the right 
a money for the improvement, repair, building up, 

nt of the _? 

Mr. LOUD. I would like to ask the gentleman a question 

right there. 


. RAY. Whether any money for a s has 
been appropriated or aah, have right to put the 
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amount in this bill. Now, it seems to be a conceded fact that 
the money has been heretofore appropriated for the purpose of 
building a certain naval vessel. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. It is uot a conceded fact. 

Mr. RAY. Well, then, I will take it upon the broader ground 
that it has not been appropriated. Then we have the right to 
appropriate the money in question here to aid in the construc- 
tion of the Navy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not want to interrupt the 
gentleman, but is ready to rule. 

Mr. RAY. I desire to suggest before I conclude—— 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair thinks the gentleman Is right. 

Mr. RAY. Letussupposeit has been specitied in some former 
naval appropriation bill that this sum isto be used fora particu- 
lar purpose in aid of the general purpose and plan of building a 
navy. Suppose it was provided that the money should be used 
to put iron armor on a vessel. Has not this Congress, in an 
appropriation bill, the right to provide that the specific money 
shall be used for some other purpose in connection with that 
particular vessel? If so, have we not the right to say we will 
take this particular money and use it for the construction of a 
different vessel, of a different name, and of a different charac- 
ter, in and about the building of the same Navy? It seems 
to me that philosophy and reason and law all indicate that 
this point of order is not well taken and has no foundation. It 
is merely a change of direction; not really a change of law. But 
if it is, the exception is allowed, as heretofore demonstrated. 
Itisa mere matter of detail and relates entirely to the mode 
and manner of using money heretofore appropriated, or if not 
before appropriated, now and here appropriated. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, [ do not like to delay the 
Chair, because I know the Chair is ready to rule; but [ desire 
to make just one simple suggestion in regard to this matter. 
The whole question involved here in regard to this appropria- 
tion is as to whether the money has heretofore been absolutely 
specifically appropriated for the building of this vessel. Now, 

e determination of that question is brought to a focus by the 
other inquiry,as to whether the Secretary of the Navy has been 
at all times since the passage of that act authorized to go for- 
ward with the construction of this vessel. 

Now, I desire to say that there never has been a doubt in the 
mind of anyone connected with the Department, or connected 
with the Naval Committee, that the Secretary of the Navy has 
beenempowered since the passage of those bills to make con- 
tracts to construct that torpedo cruiser, or to construct that ad- 
ditional Vesuvius, if he had been so inclined. The Secretary 
thought and the committee thought that the authority and the 
appropriation were absolute and complete, and that at any hour 
when the Secretary might have seen fit he could have entered 
into contract, could have commenced the construction of those 
vessels and could have paid out the money from the Treasury 
under the appropriation there made. 

The reason the Secretary has not done it has not been because 
the money was not available, but it has been on account of 
a question as to the expediency of building those particular ves- 
seln. I discussed the question repeatedly with Secretary Tracy 
in regard to the torpedo boat. There were questions of expedi- 
ency, there were questions of type; there were questions of de- 
sign. In regard to the Vesuvius, it is notorious that the experi- 
ments have been kept up until avery recent period, and the only 
thing that has prevented the actual expenditure of the money 
appropriated for those vessels has been the failure of the Secre- 
tary to avail himself of the authority because, in his discretion, 
he did Not deem it wise to do so. Now, if that is the fact there 
certainly can be a reappropriation of this money. Ii the Secre- 
tary is fully empowered by law to go on and build the Vesuvius, 
and the money Is in the Treasury waiting for him, then Congress 
certainly is fully competent to say that instead of building the 
Vesuvius he may build torpedo boats or anything else that Con- 
gress shall direct. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Does the gentleman think it makes 
any difference that, by the original act, the authority is given 
not to the Secretary of the Navy, but to the President of the 
United States? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I donot know how it came that in the fram- 
ing of this bill the ‘‘Secretary of the Navy” was used in place of 
‘the President of the United States,” but for this purpose they 
are interc bleterms, The Secretary represents the Presi- 
dent; he is the President's executive officer in that Depart- 


ment. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. I take it that under the original act 
the President could make the contracts. Now, if in this bill you 
give the authority to the Secretary of the Navy, he can go ahead 
and do it even without theconcurrenceof the President. I sup- 


pose that, as a matter of courtesy and of harmony in the Execu- 
tive Departments, he would not undertake to do so, but as a 





matter of law I should think that he could do this whether the 
President concurred or not. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will ask the chairman of the committes 
whether there was any specific purpose in substituting the See- 
retary of the Navy for the President in this bill? I do not sup- 
pose there was. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. There was not. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I have always followed the original for- 
mula, ‘‘ the President of the United States.” 

Mr. CUMMINGS. [fit is thought desirable, we will amend 
the bill in that respect now. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would say, however, to the gentleman 
from Georgia, that my impression is that the change was caused 
by this consideration. The original appropriations are usually 
made in the name of the President, but after a vessel has been 
authorized and entered upon, it has been customary for Congress 
to authorize the Secretary of the Navy, as the executive officer 
having the work immediately in charge, to make alterations or 
modifications. The practice has been to authorize the President 
of the United States, in the first instance, ascommander-in-chief, 
to cause the construction of additional vessels for the Navy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule upon the ques- 
tion. The item under consideration authorizes the Secretary of 
the Navy to use $450,000 for the purpose of constructing three 
torpedo boats, and the paragraph assumes that $450,000 has been 
heretofore appropriated for the purposes of the Navy, the spe- 
cific purpose being the construction of one additional cruiser o! 
the Vesuviustype. But that, it seems, is controverted, it being 
alleged that nosuch appropriation has been made. In the view 
which the Chair takes of this case, however, that is immaterial. 

The decisions which have been cited by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. CUMMINGS] which were made by former Chair- 
men of the Committee of the Whole, commencing with a former 
occupant of this chair, as Speaker, Mr. Carlisle, in the Forty- 
sixth Congress, followed by the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. 
McCREARY] in the Fiftieth Congress, and by the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. BuRROWs] in the Fifty-first Congress, and 
by other gentlemen who have occupied the chair, have all been, 
it seems to the present occupant of the chair, in the direction 
of holding that this kind of an appropriation or application of 
money is in order. 

The Chair therefore overrules the point of order. Reference 
has been made to the fact that the present occupant of the chair 
has made a ruling since this bill has been under consideration 
which might, perhaps, be regarded as conflicting with the present 
one. The gentleman from Georgia made that point of order 
against the item, and it was not called in question; and no ob- 
jection being made, the Chair sustained the point of order. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. DOCKERY having 
iaken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Sen- 
ate by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
had passed, with amendments, the bill (H. R. 5771) authorizing 
the Texarkanaand Shreveport Railroad Company to bridge Sul- 
phur River, in the State of Arkansas; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 

A bill (S. 117) for the relief of W. L. Adams, of Oregon; 

A bill (S. 198) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
settle the claims of the legal representatives of S. W. Marston, 
late United States Indian agent at Union Agency, Indian Ter- 
ritory, for services and expenses; 

A bill (S. 288) for the relief of Clara A. Graves, Lewis Smith 
Lee, Florence P. Lee, Mary S. Sheldon, and Elizabeth Smith, 
heirs of Lewis Smith, deceased; 

A bill (S. 812) for the relief of William R. Steinmetz; 

A bill (S. 1063) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
George K. Otis, deceased: 

A bill (S. 1208) to regulate enlistments in the Army of the 
United States; 

A bill (S. 1215)-for the relief of Lennes A. Jackson; and 

A bill (S. 1325) for the relief of A. P. H. Stewart. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed 
the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 
sentatives to furnish to the Senate duplicate engrossed copies of the bills 
(H. R. 6720) “ providing for the resurvey of Grant and Hooker Counties in the 
State of Nebraska,’’ and (H. R. 6956) ‘‘ to grant to railroad companies in the 


Indian Territory additional powers to secure rights of way, depot grounds, 
ete.,” the originals having been mislaid. , 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The committee again resumed its session, Mr. RICHARDSON 
of Tennessee in the chair. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Now, Mr. Chairman, the point of order 
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having been disposed of, as [ think properly, I desire to offer an 
amendment for the reason that, in my view, in the authorization 
of these vessels we ought to provide the money. If,as I have 
said, this $450,000 were a sum segregated and set apart by itself 
for the building of these vessels, 1 would very Aadly vote to 
transfer the amount. But that is not the case. There is not a 
dollar of money now in the Treasury heretofore appropriated 
for the increase of the Navy that is not available for the gen- 
eral purpose of expenditure upon any of the vessels now under 
construction; and unless we adopt this portion of the bill, this 
$450,000 will go into the general work of building the vessels 
now on the stocks and under construction. I do not think we 
ought to lessen that amount in any way. If we are to provide 
for the building of additional vessels, i think we should make 
appropriations forthem. Therefore~I move to amend by strik- 
ing out lines 6 to 12 on the last page of the bill, and inserting in 
place thereof: 

The President is hereby authorized to have constructed by contract three 
torpedo boats which shall cost, including armament and equipment, not 
more than 8450,000, which sum is hereby appropriated out cf any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Itseems to me that when we have gotten down to this small basis 
of three torpedo boats, we ought not to try to build them out 
of general funds. I understand that at a former stage of the bill 
the Chair by aruling has eliminated one of the vessels proposed 
in the bill. Is that correct? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will answer the question. A 
point ef order was made against the closing part of the paragraph 
on page 6, beginning with the words “the Secretary of the 
Navy” in line 18. That item provided for building a submarine 
boat and for using $200,000 for that purpose. A point of order 
was made on that provision, and no opposition was made to the 
point. The Chair sustained it. That provision was therefore 
excluded from the bill. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then that vessel has gone out? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is out. : 

Mr. BOUTELLE. As we have stricken out that vessel, the 
submarine boat, so that the bill now carries only three torpedo 
boats, I think we ought to make the appropriation. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. The gentleman is mistaken 
when he says the submarine boat was struck out. The law au- 
thorizes a submarine vessel; the provision to which he referred 
proposed a diversion of that fund; and the provision was ruled 
out of order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then that will come out of money appro- 
priated in this bill. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. No; that appropriation of the 
former law still stands. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The provision referred to proposed to di- 
vert the fund for experiments from that submarine boat to the 
building of another torpedo boat. These experiments are still 
being pursued; and there is no telling how much money may 
have been expended in that direction. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then the case is exactly as I understood. 
There was a fund for building asubmarine boat; and it was pro- 

sed in this bill to transfer thatfund and apply it to the build- 

ng of a torpedo boat. That provision having been stricken out 
on a point of order, one of the torpedo boats which the bill pro- 
vided for has been eliminated. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. But the submarine boat still 
stands. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The appropriation is left for the submarine 
boat, which seems to have become so much a matter of indiffer- 
ence that the Secretary of the Navy proposed to substitute 
another vessel for it. We ‘have no assurance then that that will 
be built. One torpedo boat having been eliminated from the 
bill on a point of order, it leaves the three torpedo boats as the 
entire provision of the bill on this oe tie. On that basis I 
think even the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLACK] will join 
me in believing that if we are to authorize the building of these 
boats we had better appropriate the money for the purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Maine [/Mr. BoUTELLE] has not yet been reported. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I send it to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On 45, commence at line 6, strike out the following words: 

“The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to use the $450,000 ‘for 
the construction of one additional cruiser of the Vesuvius type,’ appropri- 
ated by the act of March 2, 1889, or so much thereof as may be necessary, for 
the construction, armament, and equipment of three torpedo boats, to cost, 
altogether, not more than the said sum of $450,000." 

And insert the following: 

“The President is hereby authorized to have constructed by contract three 

© boats, which shall cost, including armament and equipment, not 
more than 000, which sum is hereby appropriated out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 


Mr. CUMMINGS. That the money appropriated for another 
dynamite cruiser stands in the Treasury to the credit of the 
avy Department under the head of “Construction and re- 


pair” is, it seems to me, beyond doubt. It has been stated on 
the floor of the House that under the general law it would go 
back into the Treasury. Now, I desire to read a dispatch from 
W. F. MacLennan, chief of the warrant division and a veteran 
of —— in the Treasury Department. His opinion ought 
not to be questioned: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, May 9, 1894. 


Appropriations for increase of the Navy, including armor and armament, 
are continuous and not liable to surplus fund act, and have been so regarded 
from the beginning. The language of the appropriation acts will bear no 
other construction, and as a matter of fact no question has ever been raised 


about it. 
W. F. MACLENNAN. 

I have here also a letter from the Judge-Advocate-General, 
saying: 

Referring to verbal inquiry of this date in regard to appropriation for 
sister ship to Vesuvius, act of March 2, 1889, it has been the uniform prac- 
tice of this Department and of the Treasury Department to regard appro- 
priations for permanent establishment of the Navy as specific and perma- 
nent. (See section 3691, Revised Statutes.) No act of Congress or decision 
has been found specifically covering this point. 

It is learned at Treasury Department that appropriation for sister ship 
to Vesuvius is not regarded as having lapsed, and that if a bill were pre- 
sented this day for part payment for construction under contract of such 
vessel it would be paid. In determining the question of the permanency of 
the appropriation, reliance is placed upon the wording of the act itself, act 
approved March 2, 1889, which authorizes the President ‘‘ to contract with the 
Pneumatic Dynamite Gun Company for the construction of one additional 
cruiser of the Vesuvius type,” etc. 

In view of the fact that appropriation was made in the act referred to, and 
in every subsequent naval appropriation act to date, of money under ‘“ Con- 
struction and steam machinery,” towards “ the construction and completion 
of the new vessels heretofore and herein authorized,” it is believed that the 

rmanency of the appropriation can not be questioned until the President 

as exercised the authority conferred upon him toconstructa cruiser of the 
Vesuvius type, unless such authorization is revoked by Congress. 
SAM. C. LEMLY, 
Judge-Advocate-General. 
Approved. 


* Acting Secretary of the N 
Si bY. 

MAY 10, 1804. cting Secretary of the Navy. 

Consequently, Mr. Chairman, as the money is there in the 
Treasury Department, I think it would be entirely unnecessary 
to adopt the substitute offered by the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Will the gentleman from New York 
kindly allow me to have the first telegram he read? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I may have been misun- 
derstood. I have not offered the amendment on the ground of 
disagreeing to the slightest extent with the statement just made 
with regard to this appropriation. On the contrary, I have en- 
deavored to express as lucidly as I could my own convictions of 
the permanency of these appropriations. 

But the appropriations that have been made from year to 

ear providing for carrying on the work of the increase of the 

avy have been specifically applied to carrying on the work on 
separate vessels, and the money has been available at any mo- 
ment for pre Somme on any particular one of them as the Sec- 
retary of the Navy might direct. 

In view of the fact that every dollar i pee heretofore, 
and now in the Treasury unexpended, is available at any mo- 
ment for application by the Secretary of the Navy for expendi- 
ture on any vessel now under construction—and of course we 
all know very well that the vessels now under construction will 
involve an expenditure beyond the amount res that is 
to say, that all of the money will be required for their construc- 
tion and more, too—the object of the amendment is to provide 
that so much of the money as has been appropriated may be 
set apart to be applied specifically to the work of building the 
ships authorized in this provision of the bill; and so when we 
provide, as we do here, for three additional torpedo boats, in- 
stead of allowing the cost to come out of the money available 
for the entire work of construction, that we make a special ap- 
propriation to provide for it. 

r. BLACK of Georgia. Mr.Chairman, with reference to 
the dispatch that has n received by the gentleman from 
New York, I wish to state that I had some question in my own 
mind, if the point of order was sustained, and of which I had 
no doubt, inasmuch asa similar point of order had been sus- 
tained by the Chair on another provision of the bill, whether 
it was necessary to introduce a new bill to turn back the $450,000 
into the Treasury that is claimed to be set apart for a specific 
purpose and not expended. 

T called at the Department, and if I am not very much mis- 
taken I was referred to the very gentleman who sent this dis- 
patch. He told me that there was no eee of $450,000 
available, and that if the a provision of this bill was al- 
lowed to remain there would have to be another appropriation 
by Congress to allow the President to execute any contract he 
— make. 

r. BOUTELLE. Who made the statement? : 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. I am not familiar with the officials 
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in the Treasurf Department, but my impression is that it was 
the same person who sent this dispatch. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Who made the statement? 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. I think the same gentleman whose 
name is signed here, the chief of the warrant division, Mr. Mac- 
Lennan. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. 
you, then. 

Mr.CUMMINGS. If the money is there it willnot make any 
difference, and if it is not there it will not make any difference. 
So let us go on with the bill. 

Mr. MONEY. The dispatch itself isa sufficient answer to the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Georgia. 

Ir. TALBOTT of Maryland. And the statement of the At- 
torney-General confirms it. 

Mr. BLACK ofGeorgia. In reply tothe letter which the gen- 
tleman from New York has had read, if Ican have the attention 
of the Chair for a few moments, I wish to call attention to the 
fact that in this letter, from an officer of the Navy Department, 
he isspeaking of appropriations that have been made for specific 
purposes. I respectfully submit that a general appropriation 
for general purposes of building the Navy would be one thing; 
<a appropriation for the construction of a particular 
ship—— 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Or ships. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia (continuing). Under a contract to be 
made with a particular company, would be quite another thing. 
That provision differs from a general law, and this legislation 
changes it. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that discussion 
on this point is entirely out of order. The Chair has ruled on 
the question. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. MaylI suggest that possibly the gentleman 
from Georgia may have overlooked the distinction in framing 
these bills between the authorization and the appropriation. 
The authorization clauses of the bills are specific. They pro- 
vide that a vessel of a certain type shall be constructed. 

But the appropriation isin a block, and has always been pro- 
vided in such terms as this: ‘‘ For the construction of the ves- 
sels herein provided for or those heretofore authorized” there 
shall be appropriated the sum of four million, two million, or 
whatever the amount may be. The appropriation stands on a 
different basis from the authorization. ‘It is in block, and the 
Secretary, under the law at any time within the last dozen years, 
could have appropriated nearly all of the money, if he was so 
disposed, to Rnishing acertain class of vessels which he desired 
to hasten the construction of, and delay the construction of 
others. 

The discretion has been reposed in the Secretary, all along 
the line, to use this money for the purpose of carrying on the 
construction of vessels heretofore authorized; so that there has 
been no specific appropriation of so many dollars for a certain 
class of vessels, but there has been an authorization of a certain 
type of vessels, to cost not more than so much, and then a gen- 
eral fund has been provided, out of which the Secretary can 
carry on the work on that vessel, or others, or all of them to- 
gether, in his discretion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] to strike 
out and insert. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 35, noes 67. 

Accordingly, the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to return to page 35 to offer an amendment, which I send to the 
desk, to come in after the amendment to the substitute in rela- 
tion to the naval cadets. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CUMMINGS] asks unanimous consent to recur to page 35 of the 
bill for the purpose of offering the amendment which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 35, at the end of the proviso in the substitute, insert the follow- 


He was evidently mistaken in what he told 


“And the sum of $5,500, or so much thereof as is necessary, is hereby ap- 
propriated for the additional number of cadets herein authorized.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the offering of this 
amendment at this time? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, before the vote is taken on 
the final eee of the bill I desire to offer an explanation, 
which may _ ps be in the nature of an apology, for permit- 
ting this bill to go through the House in this form without of- 
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fering a specific amendment to provide adequately for the in- 
crease Of the Navy. The Secretary of the Navy, in his annual 
report, made last December, after reciting the situation of the 
country and the work of building up the Navy, and the needs of 
the naval establishment, made this statement: 

No one can value economy more highly than I do, and its practice is cer- 
tainly necessary at this time when the Government expenditures are likel 
to be more than its receipts, but the safety of the country, its honor, and ite 
dignity must rise above every other consideration, and it is respectfully 
submitted that the programme of authorizing the building of at least some 
vessels at each session of Congress ought not to be interrupted now. I rec- 
ommend that the construction of at least one battle ship and six torpedo 
boats be authorized b7 Congress at the coming session. 

That was the recommendation of the Secretary of the Navy, 
which was issued some time in advance of the assembling of 
Congress. It was hailed throughout the country with approval 
and gratification, because it seemed a sort of assurance in ad- 
vance that the advent of the Democratic party to complete con- 
trol of the Government would not be signalized by a cessation of 
work in building up the Navy. 

Now, unfortunately, there is no encouragementin the present 
situation to even ask this House of Representatives to carry out 
the recommendations of the Secretary of the Navy, Within 
ten days after his report was published, the President of the 
United States, the official head of the Democratic party, de- 
liberately and remorselessly repudiated the Secretary's recom- 
mendation in effect, and sent to this Congress a suggestion 
which, under present circumstances, has seemed to amount 
almost always to a command, that they should consider the con- 
dition of the Treasury before they undertook to appropriate 
money or authorize the building of additional ships. 

[ simply want to emphasize at this point the contrast between 
the work that has been carried on in the past and the condition 
which we have reached to-day. I simply want the country to 
fairly understand just exactly what the existing policy is, and 
that, as in contrast to the liberal action of the Fifty-first Con- 
gress in providing for nearly 50,000 tons of first-class ships of 
war and providing for vessels that would have cost more than 
$18,150,000, we have come down in this bill to the authorization 
of three torpedo boats and the transforming of another small 
craft into a torpedo boat and the whole to cost less than $500,000. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit- 
tee rise and report the bill and amendments favorably to the 
House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. SPRINGER having 
resumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. RICHARDSON 
of Tennessee, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, reported that that committee had had 
under consideration the bill (H. R. 6748) making appropriations 
for the navai service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, 
and for other purposes, and had directed him to report the same to 
the House with sundry amendments and withthe recommenda- 
tion that as amended it do pass. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I move thatthe House consider the amend- 
ments in gross. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
amendments reported by the committee will be agreed to. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, in reply to what the gentle- 
man from Maine | Mr. BOUTELLE] has just said, I desire to call 
the attention of the House to thecircumstances surrounding the 
appropriations for the increase of the Navy made by the Fifty- 
first Congress and the increase now proposed tobe made. They 
are entirely different. Inthe Fifty-tirst Congress we had a Re- 
publican Administration in possession of a Treasury left over- 
flowing by a Democratic Administration. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. That was not in 1861, was it? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. [cannot hear the gentleman. He is too 
far away, and they tell me it is not necessary to hear him. 
|Laughter.] In this Congress, Mr. Speaker, we have a Treas- 
ury absolutely empty, and found so by the Democratic Adminis- 
tration which came in after a Republican Administration went 
from power. It found a full Treasury and it left an empty one. 
I will not detain the House by detailing the achievement of this 
result. 

if the Treasury was as full to overflowing as when President 
Harrison came into office, it is possible or probable, or it might 
pecertain, that this Democratic House would appropriate as much 
or nearly as much money for the increase of the Navy as was 
appropriated by the Republican House in the Fifty-first Con- 
gress. Our new Navy would not have been a possibility without 
Democratic votes. 

Having said this much, Mr. Chairman, I move the previous 
question on the final passage of the bill. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. What has become of the 
amendments? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. They were adopted in gross. 














> heat enabler nice. Soedlanehsdatentahaetetee Haibatiehietenerh steep tiarinadaenens aiteetenneneick: sanDeabcnamatncemetindiemens aed 


4786 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. They were not adopted in 
gross, for the gentleman from New York took the floor before 
the Chair put the question. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Oh, no, my friend; you are wrong. The 
record will show. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If no demand be made for a 
nee vote, the Chair will put the vote on the amendments 

gross. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What are the amendments? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. There is one amendment in regard to the 
cadets; another is for a tug at Mare Island. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I make the 
mi of order that the previous question has been ordered, and 

ebate is not in order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. This was not debate. It was a courteous 
inguiry, and I was being pleasantly surprised by receiving a 
courteous answer from the other side until the gentleman from 
Tennessee interposed. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Icertainly have no desire to use anything 
but courtesy to the gentleman. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CUMMINGS, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. « 


Mr.HATCH, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the purpose of considering general appropriation bills. 
I will state that my object is to call up the agricultural appro- 
priation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

‘The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. RICHARDSON of 
Tennesseo in the chair. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering general appropriation bills, and 
the Clerk will report the title of the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6913) making appropriations for current and contingent ex- 
penses of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty stipulations with va- 
ao ogg tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent, in the 
absence of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], land it 
has been agreed) that this bill may be laid aside withou' losing 
its place on the Calendar. 

he CHAIRMAN. Thé6 gentleman from Missouri asks unan- 
imous consent that the bill the title of which has just been 
read may be laid aside informally, in order that the next bill 
may be considered. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, 

Mr. COX. That request has reference to the Indian appro- 
priation bill. Is that the next bill on the Calendar? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is the Indian appropriation bill which 
has just been reported. The Clerk will report the title of the 
next bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (Hi, R. 6037) making appropriations for the Department of Agricul- 
tare for the fiscal year ending June 50, 1895. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the first reading of the bill may be dispensed with, as the state- 
ment I propose to make will give — new in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unan- 
imous consent to dispense with the first reading of the bill. Is 
there objection? ~ 

Mr. PAYNE. I think it had better be read. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman,I move that the committes rise, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. HATCH having as- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. RICHARDSON of 
Tennessee, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, reported that that committee having had 
under consideration the bill H. K. 6937 had come to no resolu- 
tion thereon, 

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, ANDJUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DOCKERY from the Committee on eee re- 

rted the bill (H. R. 7097) making appropriations for the legis- 
ative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 





Mr. HOPKINS of Iliinois. Wouldit be in order to have that 


bill read, that we may know whatitis? [Laughter.] 
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Mr. DOCKERY. At the request of the chairman of the 
Committee on Agriculture, I move that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
— for the purpose of considering general appropriation 

ills. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. “ 


The House according resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. RrIoHARDSON of 
Tennessee in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the purpose of continuing 
the consideration of the agricultural appropriation bill. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I ask the Clerk to read the re- 
port accompanying this bill, as it contains a brief and very fair 
statement of all the provisions of the bill. 

The report (by Mr. HATCH) was read, as follows: 


The Conimittee on Agriculture respectfully submit the following report: 

The bill herewith reported appropriates 83,180,643.06 for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1895. Compared with the a for the Department 
for the present fiscal year this is a decrease of $142,856.94. 

Compared with the estimates for the Department for the coming fiscal 
year the bill makes an apparent increase of $046,800. This is due mainly to 
the fact that in submitting the estimates for State agricultural experiment 
stations the Department omitted that portion payable to. the States, deem- 
ing it not properly chargeable to the Department funds. This item alone 
amounted to $720,000. 

The eradication of pleuro-pneumonia having been practically accom- 
plished, it was thought when the estimates were submitted thatareduction 
of $150,000 could be made in the appropriation for the Bureau of Animal In- 
dustry; but since that time it has thought proper to undertake an in- 
vestigation of tuberculosis in cattle, and for this purpose the appropriation 
has been increased $100,000 over the estimates for the Bureau, Eaves the 
appropriation $50,000 less than for the present fiscal year. 

ery little change has been made in the salary list. Slight increase has 
been made in a few offices where the increased duties and responsibilities 
have seemed to warrant such change, but a reduction of $33,820 in the aggre- 
gate has been accomplished by a fre of the service and by con- 
solidation of the offices wherever practicable. 

There are but few new features introduced inthe bill. Of these the follow- 
ing are worthy of mention: Under the head of seed distribution the law is 
reaffirmed so as to confine the purchase and distribution to such seeds as are 
rare and uncommon to the country, or such as can be made more profitable 
by frequent changes from one part of our country to another. The billalso 
provides that all seeds and plants not called for by the Senators, Represent- 
atives, and Delegates in Congress by the ist of May shall be distributed by 
the Secretary of Agriculture. 

A further provision was aneueet which allows the Secretary of Agriculture 
to use of the ae riation of $130,000 not to exceed $30,000 in the preparation, 
printing, and distribution of farmers’ bulletins which shall be adapted to 
the interests of the people of different sections of the country, two-thirds of 
which shall, upon their request, be —_— to Senators, Representatives, 
and Delegates in Congress for distribution among their constituents. The 
division of illustrations and engravings has been stricken out and provision 
made by which the work may done under contract. It is believed that 
under this changed arrangement a saving will be effected, and that the work 
will be more speedily done. An appropriation of $10,060 is provided for the 
purpose of allowing the Secretary to investigate and report upon the nutri- 
tive value of the various articles and commodities used for human food. 
en of $3,000 is provided for carryingon an investigation of 
the diiferent typical soils of the United States with a view to determining 
their chemical cHaracter and physical properties. The investigation relat- 
ing to textile fibers having been reported practically concluded, no appro- 

tion for this purpose is made. 

Authority is given to continue investigations with a view to extending the 
demands of foreign markets for the agricultural products of the United 
States, and to continue inquiries as to the best system of road-making, the 
same appropriation as last yous be provided. Thesum of $5,000 isappro- 

riated to extend the investigation of the adulteration of food, drugs, and 

uors, with a provision for the use of any ——— balance of the ap- 

priation for that purpose for the present fiscal year, or so much as may 

necessary, in the publication of the drug and pharmacy laws of the sev- 
era! States and Territories, and for the completion of a report begun by the 
special agent of the Department. Experiments in the manufacture of su- 
gar are authorized to continued, with a provision for experiments in 
rice production in reclaimed cep lands in California, the appropriation 
being reduced from $20,000 to $10,000. 

The scope of work to be done under the Bureau of Animal Industry is ex- 
tended to include tubercr losis, a disease said to be Sane, prevalent, 
and the a | me ee sap for the Bureau has been incre $100,000 to meet the 
incre emands made upon the force. 

A reduction in the appro riation for the Weather Bureau has been made, 
amounting to $74,277.04. decrease is mainly in salaries, though contin- 

tand general expenses have been a reduced, without, it is 
oped, in the least impairing the usefulness and efficiency ot this valuable 
service. 

Following is a ae tabular statement a appropria- 
tions for the present fiscal year, the estimates made by the Department, and 
the appropriation carried by the accompanying bill for the coming fiscal 


year. 
All of which is respectfully submitted. 





As per bill 
As per Book (herewith) 





Appropri f Bsti 

Appropriations. ated for OF MSU: lapproved b 
oP 1894. — tor *Piommit-— 

tee for 1895. 
Salaries $256, 800.00 | $248, 020. 00 $238, 220. 00 
Statistics -. 110, 000, 00 110, 000. 00 110, 000. 00 
Botanical . . .... 30, 000. 00 25, 000. 00 30, 000. 00 
| SERRE ICG ERE Y, Phy 20, 300. 00 20, 300. 00 20, 800. 00 
Ornithoiogy and mammalogy 17, 500: 00 17, 500. 00 17, 800. 00 
ory 5, 000. 00 5, 000. 00 5, 000. 00 
py 2, 000. 00 2, 000. 00 2,000. 00 
Vi 20, 000. 00 20, 000. 00 20, 000. 00 
“ane 14, 900. 00 14, 900.00 
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as | As per bill 

Appropri- | Ae peemoon (herewith) 

A iations. ated for . approved by 
ee 1894. mangas foe | commit- 


tee for 1895. 








—_————_——_—___ 








| 
ie sc cteteenans ane ne ceedudenti $20, 080. 00 21, 500, 00 $20, 000. 00 
rations and engravi aa 2; 000. 00 4, 000. 00 15, 000. 00 
= and printing. - ot omen . a 135, 400. 00 35, 000. 00 135, 400. 00 
cument and folding room é 2, 000. 00 2, 000. 00 Zs 000. 00 
ardens and grounds........- 31, 500. 00 29, 500. 00 29, 500. 00 
SS ae | stoces | suoohes | 1a oe 
as d@ repairs........ 0, . , 000. O 3 : 
ee reine ree oener | e000) s,000.09 6, 000. 00 
RONNTE  ccabdeintaaeinaheaveanewess 5, 000. 00 | 5, 000. 00 5, 000. 00 
tingent expenses ...........---.-.| 25, 000. 60 25, 000. 00 25, 000. 00 
icultural experiment stations .../ 745, 000. 00 25, 000. 00 745, 000, 00 
quiries relating to public roads._. .| 10, 000. 00 10, 000. 00 10, 000. 00 
x periments in the manufacture of} 
ad 20, 000. 00 | 10, G00. 60 10, 000. 00 
igation investigations............- 6, 000. 00 8, 000. 00 8, 000. 00 
rantine stations .................. | 15, 000. 00 12, 000. 00 12, 000. 00 
as Ait cece astbldinationicensaaegl PEATE, 10, 000. 00 10, 000. 00 





Total miscellaneous 679, 620.00 | _ 1,503, 820. 00 








| 1,522, 400. 00 | 


850,000.00 | 700,000.00 | 800, 000. 00 
~~ 179,530.00 | 167,090.00 | 164, 290. 00 


Bureau of Animal Industry 





pissin, hegre Bureau panos 
nel, ts, and repairs, Weather : 
Bureas A ar - a oS oa 9, 700. 00 8, 000. 00 8, 000, 00 
Contingent expenses, Weather Bu- 
ae dtshicihatensi> <hamaeibinaieinndl 13, 700. 00 10, 000. 00 10, 000. 00 
Generalexpenses, Weather Bureau.| 748,170.00 669, 153. 06 694, 533. 06 
951,100.00 | 854,223.06 | _. 876, 823.06 
Grand total .....................| 3,823, 500.00 | 2, 233,843.06 | 3, 180, 643.06 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, the report just read is so fair 

d full a statement of the provisions of this bill that I do not 
Sook it necessary to detain the committee by making a further 
statement, except during the progress of the bill, as two or three 
points are reached in it, I will be very glad to take the floorand 
explain to the committee two or three provisions made in the 
bill. I want to ask unanimous consent that all general debate 
be closed on the bill. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I desire toask the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. HaTcu] a question. 

Mr. HATCH. Certainly. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Missouri |Mr. Hatcs] if he will agree to change the 

aragraph relative to ‘‘ nutrition,” on page 19, beginning with 

ne 20? The last five lines of this paragraph are not only very 
objectionable, but they are subject to a point of order, as they 
change existing law. 

Mr. HATCH. I will state in reply to the gentleman from 
Kentucky that that provision as inserted in the bill—— 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Have it read. 

Mr. HATCH. I will have it read. At the timo it was in- 
serted in the bill the committee were informed that it was ap- 
ae by the presidents of the experiment stations throughout 

e United States by a board selected by them and that repre- 
sented them; and in deference to their wishes the committee 
put in this provision. ‘ 

It will be found on page 19, commencing with line 20: 

Nutrition: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to investigate and re- 
= upon the nutritive value of the various articles and commodities used 

or human food, with special suggestion of full, wholesome, and edible ra- 
tions less wasteful and more economical than those in common use, $10,000; 
and he is authorized to require, freeof charge to him, from such agricultural 


riment stations as he may select, services in the chemical analysis of 


h food material to an amount in cost from any one station not exceeding 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. There are serious objec- 
tions to the paragraph just read, and I understand that a sub- 
stitute will offered by the committee for the paragraph. I 
ask the gentleman [Mr. HATCH] to have it read. 

Mr. HATCH. Subsequent to the printing of the bill a com- 
mittee from the experiment stations waite ye ae the subcom- 
mittee of the Committee on Agriculture and asked to have pre- 
sented, in lieu of this provision, the following: 

Strike out all after the semicolon, to the end of line 4, page 20, and substi- 
tute the following: “And the agricultural experiment stations are hereby 
authorized to codperate with the Secretary of Agriculture in carrying out 
— investigations in such manner and to such extent as may be warranted 

a due regard to the varying conditions and needs of the respective States 
and Territories, and as may be mutually agreed upon, and the Secre of 
Agriculture is hereby authorized to require said stations to report to him 
the results of any such investigation which they may carry out, whether in 
codperation with said Secretary of Agriculture or otherwise.” 

That I will offer at the proper time; on behalf of the committee. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky... Is the proposed substitute ac- 
table to the agricultural experiment stations? 

r. HATCH. It isnot only ie by the to them, but it was 








— by a committee appointed by them and sent here with 
the indorsement and caerovel. It has been submitted to the 
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Secretary of Agriculture and itisentirely acceptable to him, and 
there is no controversy about it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, with these statements lask consent that 
all general debate on the bill be closed in five minutes. 

Mr. REED. If the gentleman from Missouri has noobjection, 
I would like to ask a question. 

Mr. HATCH. Certainly not. 

Mr. REED. I understand that the discrepancy between the 
bill and the estimates is because of the fact that out of the esti- 
mates was left an item amounting to $720,000 for experimental 
stations. 

Mr. HATCH. In the Book of Estimatessubmitted by the See- 
retary of Agriculture some months ago,the appropriation to 
carry out the provisions of what is known as the experimental 
stations act was left out entirely, the Secretary at that timo as- 
suming that that appropriation did not properly belong to his 
Department. 

Mr. REED. But should have been in what Depariment? 

Mr. HATCH, Iam unable tostate; but he did not think it 
belonged properly to the Departmentof Agriculture. Uponsub- 
sequent investigation, however, the Secretary was entirely sat- 
isfied with the presentappropriationand the provision attached 
to it for carrying out in better formthereports made from these 
experimental stations to the Secretary of Agriculture, and the 
bill as now presented is entirely approved by the Secretary ina 
communication addressed to the committee. 

Mr. REED. And the remaining excess arises from the appro- 
priation for the investigation of tuberculosis? 

Mr. HATCH. No. The Secretary in his first estimate left 
out $100,000 of the usual appropriation for the distribution of 
seeds, and he cut down the appropriation for the Bureau of Ani- 
mal Industry $150,000; but subsequently, from investigations 
made by the Department under its own officers, it became ap- 
parent that.this spreading disease, turberculosis, should be more 
thoroughly examined than it had been under the law, and the 
Chief of the Bureau reported tothe Secretary that it would re- 
quire at least $100,000 more than he had estimated for, so that 
the original estimate for that Bureau is cut down $50,000 instead 
of $450,000, and the committee have reported $130.000 for the 
distribution of seeds under the law, but have put a provision in 
the bill, which I will more fully explain when we reach it, to 
permit the Secretary to use $30,000 of that appropriation for the 
larger distribution to members of Congress of what is known as 
the Farmers’ Bulletin, now issued every month by the Depart- 
mont of Agriculture. 

Mr. REED. Then, in substance, excepting the appropriation 
for seeds, the Department and the committee are in accord? 

Mr. HATCH. I will state to the gentleman that even on the 
question of the appropriation for the seed distribution the eom- 
mittee and the Department are in perfect accord. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like to ask the gentlemana question 
with regard to the seed distribution. This proviso, commenc- 
ing on line 20, page 15, reading: 


Provided, That this purchase and distribution of seeds shall be confined 
to such seeds as are rare and uncommon to the country, or such as can be 
made more profitable by frequent changes from one partof our country to 
another— 


Is that new? 

Mr. HATCH. Itisnotnew. Itis asection of the Revised 
Statutes, and has been in force almost all the time since the erec- 
tion of this Bureau. 

Mr. PICKLER. In this language? 

Mr. HATCH. The language in that proviso is exactly the 
language of the Revised Statutes, and the committee have put 
it into the bill so as to emphasize it again, as they have done in 
different forms heretofore. That is the law under which the 
purchase and distribution of seeds ought to have been conducted 
from the beginning. 

Mr. PICKLER. But the amount for the distribution of seeds 
is reduced $30,000? The committee provide that $30,000 of that 
fund may be used for another purpose. 

Mr. HATCH. That not to exceed $30,000—so much of it as 
the Secretary at his discretion may desire—may be used for the 
larger distribution of the Farmers’ Bulletin. 

Mr, PICKLER. And that comes out of the ceed fund? 

Mr. HATCH. It isa part of the $130,000. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. So that we shall get less seed? 

Mr. HATCH. On the contrary, I will satisfy the gentleman 
by a report from the Department that in the next fiseal year he 
will get more seeds for distribution than ever before. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. What change has been made in the appro- 
priation for conducting the experiments at sugar-experiment 
stations? 

Mr. HATCH. None whatever, except that one or two of the 
stations have been wound up and the amount of the appropri- 
ation has been reduced from $20,000 to $10,000. 
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Mr. DOLLIVER. I notice also that the amount is not only 
reduced one-half, but the Secretary is given discretion to divert 
the fund appropriated for sugar experiments and apply it to 
conducting experiments in the reclaimed rice swamps in Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr. HATCH. Let me say to the gentleman that will not cost 
adollar. It applies simply to reclaimed lands that have been 
given to the oo =e ae free of charge. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. But it will absorb, I judge, the appropria- 
tion of $10,000 made for sugar experiments. 

Mr. HATCH. It will not. The Secretary under the discre- 
tion given to him in this proviso will not have cause to disburse 
probably one-tenth or one-twentieth of the appropriation. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Will the gentleman kindly state what sta- 
tions for sugar experiments have been abolished? Where are 
those stations located? 

Mr. HATCH. One is in Louisiana. 

Mr. DOLUIVER. Have any of the stations which have been 
maintained for investigating the beet-sugar industry been abol- 
ished? 

Mr. HATCH. They have not been, and will not be. 

Mr. REED. Are there any other matters of new legislation 
in the bill? If so, it seems to me the chairman of the commit- 
tee had better explain them to us before we enter upon the con- 
sideration of the specific provisions of the bill. I should like 
to know, in a general way, what new legislation is proposed, if 


any. - 

Mr. HATCH. There is nota single ——. of new general 
legislation in the bill except what I have stated. I have re- 
ferred to the enlargement of the work of examination into food 
products by requiring that the experiment station should co- 
operate with the Department, and giving to that branch of it a 
wider range than it had before. Aside from that, there is no 
provision of new general legislation in the bill. 

Mr. REED. Is there not some limitation of the appropriation 
for the Weather Bureau; and does not that involve some new 
system or plan of operations? 

Mr. HATCH. None at all. And every provision in regard 
to carrying out the work of the Weather Bureau has been rec- 
ommended by the chief of that Bureau and approved by the Sec- 
retary. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Is there not new legislation in the provi- 
sion following line 25, page 19? 

Mr. HATCH. I have already stated that that is new legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. COGSWELL., I did not hear the statement. 

Mr. HATCH. [f read that provisioninfullafew momentsago, 
and stated that I should offer an amendment to it which would 
would strike out all after the semicolon in line 25, and insert in 
lieu of it a provision by which, upon request, the experiment 
stations willco‘perate with the Department—an amendment ap- 
proved by the presidents of those stations and entirely accept- 
able to them. 

Mr. COGSWELL. All right. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I should like to have a little fuller 
explanation from the gentleman in regard to these farmers’ bul- 
letins. Does the gentleman know how many of these bulletins 
are to be published monthly? 

Mr. HATCH. I had intended to make full statements on these 
matters as we should reach the different provisions of the bill— 
a method of proceeding which I think would be more accept- 
able to the committee and more instructive. With the permis- 
sion of the gentleman from Illinois, I will when we reach that 

rovision of the bill makea fuil statement. I will present to 
he committee quite a number of these bulletins, and explain 
how many of them can under this provision be given to each 
member for distribution. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I see it stated in the report that 
two-thirds of the number published monthly are upon the re- 
quest of members to be supplied to them. 

Mr, HATCH. That corresponds exactly with the provision 
in regard to the distribution of seeds. Two-thirds of all the 
seeds are given to members upon their request for distribution. 
So it will be with these bulletins, except that each member will 
be furnished from time to time with a list of the bulletins, so 
that he can select such as are most appropriate and most valuable 
for the farmers of his district. The gentleman, of course, would 
not want to send to his constituents in Illinois a bulletin in re- 
gard to cotton. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. In regard to seeds, the Secretary 
sends out a circular to each member informing him of the num- 
ber of packager to which he is entitled. 

Mr. HATCH. There will be exactly the same proceeding 
with regard to these bulletins, and a copy of each will be fur- 
— to the member that he may make his selection for him- 
self, 
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Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
page 16, beginning in line 4— 

That all seeds, bulbs, plants, and cuttings herein allotted to Senators, 
Representatives, and Delegates in Congress for distribution remaining un- 
called for on the Jst of May shall be distributed by the Secretary of Agri- 
culture. 

To whom are those to be distributed, to Members and Sena- 
tors, or as the Secretary of Agriculture may choose 

Mr. HATCH. [I intended to explain that provision when we 
reach it, but Ican doso nowin aword. Heretofore the Ist of 
July has been fixed as the date instead of the Ist of May. 

But the Secretary reports to the committee that on the Ist of 
July there is usually a quantity of seeds which have not been 
distributed and which are useless for distribution during that 
season; and before the next season a large proportion of them 
have deteriorated in value till they are not worth sending out. 
And we have simply changed the date from July to May, so that 
all the seed remaining undisposed of or uncalled for at that date 
by Senators, Representatives, or Delegates in Congress, shall be 
distributed throughout the country by the Secretary of Agri« 
culture, as has heretofore been done on the Ist of July. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Distributed through whom? 
the members and Senators, or promiscuously by the Secretary? 

Mr. HATCH. Either through the Members and Sevators 
themselves or on individual application, just as is the case now. 
In addition I will state that the Secretary, as all members know, 
has on his correspondence list a certain number of correspond- 
ents in every township and county in all the States of the Union, 
and this surplus if uncalled for will be sent at the expiration of 
the date fixed to his correspondents in all parts of the country 
for distribution in their asighborhects. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. That is the point I wish 
to bring out. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman if the bill 
makes any change in the number of employés engaged in in- 
specting meats for export in the various packing houses of the 
country? 

Mr. HATCH. It makes no change in regard to the law as it 
exists, but it gives the Secretary larger means to enable him 
to increase his force in order to meet the demand all over the 
country for these local inspectors. The fact is that he has been 
crowded to such an extent that this is now the largest part of 
the appropriation, under what is known as the meat inspection 
law, both for foreign export and for commerce between the 
States. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I would like to ask the chairman of the 
committee why the language is changed on page 15 from the old 
law? The language used in the bill is ‘‘ rare and uncommon 
seeds,” and the language in the old bill is ‘“‘ improved and valu- 
ableseeds.” Whatisthe matter with the language of the old law? 

Mr. HATCH. I have just explained a few moments ago that 

rovision. The language embodied in the present bill is the 
anauens of the Revised Statutes. If the gentleman will turn 
to the Revised Statutes, he will find in the act incorporating or 
raising the Bureau of Agriculture that we have used the exact 
language of the Revised Statutes in providing for the distribu- 
tion of seeds. The committee have put this language back into 
the bill where it ought to be, because it is the law. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I hold in my hand a copy of the old ap- 
hy ie a bill, and it uses the words ‘‘improved and valua- 

le” with reference to seeds. : 

Mr. HATCH. That is the present law, and [ will state again 
for the benefit of the gentleman, that the committee have re- 
curred in this bill to the exact language of the statute which 
seems to have been disregarded to some extent. 

Mr. BRODERICK. The difference in the two bills is tech- 
nical, I know, but I wish to ask the reasons for the change. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I would suggest to the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill, that in view of the number of in- 

uiries referring to the measure, it would be better for the gen- 
tleman to make a general statement, giving us a pretty clear 
history of the bill, then adjourn, and take it up to-morrow morn- 
ing, so that the members can be prepared to intelligently con- 
sider it under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. HATCH. Well, Mr. Ghairman, after having the report 
read, and having made the statement I have already made and 
responding to the various inquiries, I think when we reach the 
provisions of the bill in regard to which ge er may want 
explanation, it will be better to proceed in that manner and 
answer an inquiries that may be addressed to me respectin 
the provisions of the bill as we reach them. I will be very gl 
to offer the fullest information at that time. I think it can be 
done in a more orderly and effective way by gentlemen permit- 
ting the reading of the bill to go on by eo. and whena 
section is reached on which it is desired to have information I 
will be glad to furnish it_ 


Isee itis provided on 








1894. 


I again ask unanimous consent that all general debate be 
closed. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Before that, if the gentleman will permit | 
me, with reference to one provision of the bill, I desire to call 
his attention to a matter found on page 2 of the report, where 
it is stated that: 

The investigation relating to textile fibers having been reported practi- 
cally concluded, no appropriation for this purpose is made. 

I would like to ask why that provision has been eliminated 
from the bill? 

Mr. HATCH. For the reason, Mr. Chairman, that the Sec- 
retary reported to the committee that this matter has been ex- 
hausted, and that he has all the fundson hand necessary to com- 
plete the investigation and report upon it, and he does not 
include it in his estimates, either general or special. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. The fact is that from the State which I 
have the honor in part to represent I have received in the last 
two months a large number of letters, especially from people re- 
siding on or near Puget Sound, ——— their desire thatthe 
experiments in this direction should becarriedon there. They 
claim that in that section of the State the climate is peculiarly 
adapted to the production of flax and hemp and other plants 
suitable for producing the best quality of fiber. I suppose that 
there is no portion of the United States which is better adapted 
to producing as desirable a quality of flax and hemp as is that 
portion of the State of Washington. 

These men have written here for seed repeatedly, and have 
not been able to obtain from the Department the kind of seed 
that is required for this purpose. Now, it has seemed to me, if 
I may so suggest to the chairman of the committee, that a few 
hundred dollars could be advantageously expended in this di- 
rection within the limits of the State of Washington, and [ hope 
some ae will be made by amendment during the discus- 
sion of this bill for the carrying on of this investigation in that 
State. If this subject has been exhausted in other States, it 
certainly has not been exhausted or carried sufficiently far 
within the limits of the State of Washington. I believe this to 
be an meer et thing, and I am exceedingly desirous, as I know 
the people of that State are, thatsome provision should be made 
to carry these experiments sufficiently forward to ascertain what 
results may be reached. 

Mr.HATCH. When we reach that portion of the bill—— 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Butunfortunately there is no provision of 
that kind in the bill. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Well, we will find one. 

Mr. HATCH. I will indicate to the gentleman when he can 
offer an amendment, if he desires to do so. 

Mr. RAY. If the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] will 

rmit me to call his attention to two or three sections of this 

ill for the purpose of ascertaining whether or not there will be 
any contest over them—— 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, either the gentleman will have 
to speak louder or the committee will have to be in better order. 
I can not hear the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. RAY. I desire at this point to call attention to afew 
matters for the purpose of ascertaining whether or not gentle- 
men on this side shall desire time for general debate on the bill. 
Perhaps when [ understand these matters I shall not desire gen- 
eral debate, and other gentlemen will not. 

Mr. HATCH.: I will yield to the yentleman such time as he 
wants to make any suggestions about the bill. 

Mr. RAY. No; I would rather have the information now 
from the chairman, because I may be mistaken in my present 
impressions, and not desire general debate. 

Mr. HATCH. I have indicated two or three times that I 
should prefer very much to answer these questions when we 
reach the provisions of the bill to which they appertain. That 
is more orderly, and I can do it with a great deal better satis- 
faction to myself and the committee, I think. 


Mr. RAY. But the gentleman does not seem to understand. 


I desire the information now, in order that we on this side may 
know whether we desire to take any particular time in general 
debate. The gentleman will turn to page 7 of the bill, at line 
7, and he will find the following: 

Provided further, That the monthly crop report issued on the 10th day of 
each month shall embrace only a statement of the condition of the crops by 
States and in the United States, with such ——— and comparisons 
with other months and years as may be useful for‘illustrating the above 


matter, and that it shall be submitted to the Secretary of Agriculture, who 
shall officially approve the report before it is issued or published. 


Now, is that a change of existing law? “ 
Mr. HATCH. It isnot. It is an exact copy of the law, not 
only for the present fiscal year, but the last two fiscal years. 
It has been in every appropriation bill for three years. 

Mr. RAY. Was that intended to cut out from the crop re- 
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ports any information as to conditions in subdivisions of a State, 
or as to conditions in foreign countries? 

Mr. HATCH. Notatall. It was intended to cut out a long 
argumentative report on the part of the statistician of that di- 
vision, and to confine him to a statement of facts, without any 
arguments or any conclusions. 

Mr. RAY. But why not permit the Secretary or statistician 
to give details as to counties and particular subdivisions of a 
State? 

Mr. HATCH. He gets his information from every county in 
a State, and sums it up by States. 

Mr. RAY. Yes; but the point is, would there be any particu- 
lar objection to allowing the crop reports to show details by 
counties? 

Mr. HATCH. That is done inthe reports all the time. 

Mr. RAY. Then this is not designed to prohibit the Scere- 
tary from giving details by counties? 

Mr. HATCH. Itis not intended to cut out the very fullest 
reports that he can make, from every State in the Union. 

Mr. RAY. Very good. Now, may I call the attention of the 
gentleman to line 9, page 21? [tis there provided as follows: 








That the Secretary of Agriculture shall be authorized to confer with the 
Architect of the Treasury, and, with his codperation, cause to be prepared 
lans and specifications for a properly devised and durably constructed 
uilding or buildings for this Department, which shall be reported to the 
next session of Congress, with estimates for the construction of the same. 


Now I understand—of course if I am notcorrect the chairman 
of this committee will correct me—I understand it is conceded 
all around that either a new building or additional buildings 
for the accommodation of the Agricultural Department are 
necessary. Is that correct? 

Mr. HATCH. Itis, and the present building is not only in- 
adequate, butabsolutely unsafe in many respects for the work that 
is being done in itto-day. Iwillstate tothe gentleman, in regard 
to that, that there were some plans and specifications adopted 
some two or three years ago, and a bill introduced in the House 
for the erection of a building for the Agricultural Department, 
and they havea great deal of data to goon; therefore noappropri- 
ation was deemed necessary, but simply authority to the Secre- 
tary to make a report to the next session of Congress, aecom- 
panied by such plan or plans and specifications as would be ap- 
proved by him, so that a bill could be introduced in the Con- 
gress of the United States providing for a suitable building for 
the Agricultural Department. 

Mr. RAY. Now, right there; it being conceded that a new 
building and a large building is necessary, and that no one 
will deny, why is it that you so restrict the language of this bill? 
It reads like this: ‘‘That the Secretary of Agriculture shall 
be authorized to confer with the Architect of the Treasury.” 
Why not have it provide: ‘‘ That the Secretary of Agriculture 
is hereby authorized and directed to confer with the Architect 
of the Treasury,” and then why contine it there? Why not pro- 
vide that he may make inquiries, and shall make inquiries in 
any direction where he can get the information, so as really to 

ut on foot and bring about the construction of a proper build- 
ing? All we find here is a provision that the Secretary is ‘' au- 
thorized” to confer. It does not ‘‘ direct” him to do anything. 
It does not really set the movement on foot. Would there be 
any objection in the mind of the chairman of this committee to 
making this imperative and absolutely directory? 

Mr. HATCH. I will state to the gentleman from New York 
that I think he is a little hypercritical in this matter. [ do not 
see any reason why it should be made directory. It is as plain 
ascan be. It is thoroughly understood by the Secretary and 
the committee. It not only authorizes him to do this, but im- 
plies that he shall do it; and I am satisfied that he will do it, 

Mr. RAY. No; it says that he ‘‘shall be authorized ” to do 
something; but it does not direct him todoit. Andif he should 
take no step there is nothing that will compel him to move, and 
he would not disobey or disregard any direction of the Con- 

ress. 

4 Mr. HATCH. To satisfy the gentleman, let me say to him 


that he has put something in this bill that is not in the bill, 


but I will add, ‘‘shall be authorized and directed.” 
amend it. 

Mr. RAY. Very well. That will satisfy me. Now, whycon- 
fine his inquiry and his conference tothe Architect of the T'reas- 
ury? There are a great many other architects besides the 
Architect of the Treasury. Why not let the Secretary go out- 
side of the Treasury Department to get any information he can 
and from any reliable source. 

Mr. HATCH. That would require an additional appropria- 
tion, and the committee believed that obtaining this preliminary 
report is sufficient. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to 
stand here and fritter away the time of the committee by an- 
swering any more of these questions. 


I will so 
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Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Chairman, I desire toask the gentleman a 

uestion. 

: Mr. HATCH. I will answer the question of the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. QUIGG. Ido not think the gentleman can say that he 
has frittered away any time. We have pet a great deal of 
useful information from him, and I would like to have a little 
more in regard to the provision on page 7 concerning the monthly 
cropreport. I[donotknow that] quite understood the gentleman, 
but I want to know whether the provision thatthe monthly crop 
report, issued on the 10th day of each month, shall embrace only 
the statement of the condition of the crops by Statesand United 
Siates, etc., is precisely the language that has been heretofore 
used in regard to the publication of those reports. 

Mr. HATCH. It is the existing law to-day, and for three 
years has beon the existing law. 

Mr. QUIGG. May I inquire whether there is anything in the 
bill, or contemplated by the chairman to be put in, which in any 
way cuts out o a peeniennes of the Department as they have 
heretofore appeared any matter; and, if so, what are the provi- 
sions that are here, or contemplated to be put in here, that have 
that effect, and why is it necessary that they should be put in? 

Mr. HATCH. have answered that question once before. 
That provision was put in to confine the statistician, or chief of 
that division, to the statement of all the facts in regard to the 
condition of the crops, and not permit him to make an argu- 
mentative.report, as had been done some years ago. 

Mr. QUIGG. Why does the .ceeenee: think it necessary or 
desirable that the country should not have the benefit of such 
information, whether argumentative or otherwise, that the 
statistician of the Department, who is supposed to be the best 
informed man on thesubject, can give to thecountry? Doesthe 
gentleman pre to suggest here that ignorance is a good 
thing and that it is desirable that the —— be kept in dark- 
ness instead of obtaining all available light in regard to the con- 
dition of particular crops? 

Mr. HATCH. From the observations of some gentlemen on 
the floor, the chairman of the committee who reports the bill 
would be inclined to believe that ignorance was the foundation 
of a good deal of the criticism that has been offered not only to 
= provision, but ignorance as to what has gone before and what 
will come. 

Mr. QUIGG. That does not answer the question. 

Mr. HATCH. I have stated very clearly to the committee, 
and [ think it has been vnderstood by every gentleman except 
the gentleman from New York, that the a of mere argu- 
ment and the publication of one man’s opinion in regard to these 
reports, to affect the markets of the United States, should not 
be permitted in an agricultural appropriation bill. 

r. QUIGG. I suspected that we should got at that point 
pretty soon. I thought the gentleman would come out with it 
sooner or later. Now, may I inquire what the language is 
which he has put into the bill to have that effect? 

Mr. HATCH. Well, I have already stated to the gentleman 
that there is no change from the'existing law; and not only that, 
but there is no change from the law which kas existed for sev- 
eral years past. » 

Mr. QUIGG. Then how does he think he is going to get out 
that argumentative matter? 

Mr.HATCH. Thereisnonenow. This is simply intended to 
prevent it being put in. Under the provision in this bill this 

cial is only authorized to state facts and let the people of the 
country judge as to those facts. We do not propose to have one 
man sitting at the head of that division drawing his own con- 
clusions and publishing them under the seal of the Department 
of Agriculture. 

Mr. QUIGG. The report goes to the head of the Department, 
does it not? 

Mr. HATCH. Itdoes. But it does not make any difference 
whether it is the chief of the Department or the retary of 
Agriculture, under the provisions of the existing law, and un- 
der the law as it has been for several years, he can state facts, 
but he can not’present his own conclusions or arguments. 

Mr. QUIGG. Then there is nothing in this that is aimed 
to prevent him from doing that? 

Mr. HATCH. Fromd what? 

ing his arguments if he wants to? 

Mr. HATC The gentleman can read the language of the 
provision in the bill, and if it does not confine him to a state- 
ment of facts, then I do not know of any language that will. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, [ insist upon my request. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unan- 
imous consent that all debate on the pending bill he closed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

oe CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read the bill by para- 
graphs. . 
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The Clerk, reading the bill by paragraphs, read as follows: 
Division of Vegetable Pathology: One pathologist, $2,500; one assistant 
ae $1,600; one assistant pathologist, #i,200; one clerk, at $1,000; in 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, on page 5, line 2, I move to strike 
out ‘‘ five hundred,” leaving the apprepriation at $2,000. Under 
the existing law the salary of this officer is $2,000, and I observe 
that in this bill it is put at twenty-five hundred. I wish to say 
to the gentleman in charge of the bill that I have no particular 
objection to urge to this appropriation, and if a reasonable ex- 
planation can be given I may not insist upon the point of order. 

Mr. HATCH. The ingrease is very strongly recommended 
by the Secretary. In a special letter to the committee he rec- 
ommends it in the strongest terms. The increase is necessary, 
also, for the purpose of equalizing the chiefs of the important 
scientific divisions in the Department. All of them except this 
one get twenty-five hundred a year, and the Secretary has re- 
quested that this — be brought up to the same figure as the 
others, because this officer is doing equally important work in 
one of the most important branches of the service. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I regret exceed- 
ingly that the chairman of the committee, when he was explain- 
ing this bill, did not point out such changes as the one to which 
attention has just been called by the gentleman from Georgia. 
I do not know that he intended to convey the impression that 
the only changes in the bill were such as were commented upon 
in the running debate which was had here for nearly half an 
hour, but I confess, for one, that I had noknowledge that there 
was any change inexisting salaries until my attention wascalled 
to the fact by the gentleman from Georgia. Now,I insist that 
in matters of this kind perfect fairness requires that, either in 
the report of the committee or in the chairman’s statement, any 
such changes as that to which the gentleman from Georgia has 
called attention should be pointed out and brought to the atten- 
tion of the House before entering upon the consideration of the 
bill under the five-minute rule. For myself Ishall raise no objec- 
tion to this increase, because the gentleman in charge of the 
bill says that it is only adequate for the services rendered. 

Mr. REED. If the object is to equalize salaries, why not 
bring down the others to the level of this? |Laughter.] 

Mr. HOPKINS of Lllinois. I simply take the statement of the 
gentleman in charge of the bill that $2,500 ought to be allowed 
in this case. But tae point I make is, that the chairman should 
have pointed out this change, either in the report or in the gen- 
eral statement which he makes as chairman. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, the criticism of the gentleman 
from Illinois is like a good many of hiscriticisms. If he had re- 
mained in his seat and listened to the reading of the report he 
would have found on the first page, second paragraph, this state- 
ment by the committee: 

Very little change has been made in the salary list. Slight increase has 
been made in a few offices where the increased duties and responsibilities 
have seemed to warrant such change, but a reduction of $33,820 fr the aggre- 
gate has been accomplished by a rearraugement of the service and by con- 
solidation of the offices wherever practicable. 

That was information sufficient to satisfy any gentleman on 
the floor = gentleman from Illinois. [Applause on the 
Democratic .} 

Now, Mr. Chairman, unless the point of order made by the 
gentleman from Georgia is withdrawn, I make the point that it 
was made after the reading of the paragraph had closed and the 
Clerk had gone on to read another paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order, the Chair thinks, 
comes rather late, after there has been so much debate. 

HATCH. Then I hope the gentleman will withdraw his 

nt. 
a eee, MOSEs did not insist on the point of order. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I move tostrike outthe last word. 
Mr. Chairman, I am very sorry that I have disturbed the placid 
nature of my friend from Missouri. Members all know that it 
requires a great dealof nagging to disturb him in the least, 
ae hter.] I submit, however, that my criticism was we 

ounded. The statement which the gentleman has read fro 


the report does not enlighten anybody as to this particular ma 
te 


r. 
It i8 one of those blind statements that give no information at 

all. The point I was making is this, that in this particular qi- 

vision, if any change is to be made in the salaries of the employ 


aor partner Ginegais asthe eepent taal ae bx bin atedeoeemn ts 
e cu e t itself or statement 
eral debate. Tomake a statement that a reduction of several 
undred thousand dollarshas been made meansnothing. It 
be that members of the House desire to take issue with thi 
learned gentleman as to whether a salary should be increased 
or dec and unless the change is pointed out in advance 
they are at a great disadvantage. 
In other words, Mr. Chairman, [ contend that the members 
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of the House, when a bill of this kind involves changes of this 
nature, should be put in possession of the facts which are in 
the possession of the chairman himself. The general statement 
which is made here in the report is not sufficient to enable us 
to determine whether the increase of $500 in this salary is cor- 

tor not. I was inclined, as I said, to take the statement of 
the gentleman as correct, and to raise no point on it whatever. 
I can not understand why the gentleman should fly into a pas- 
sion simply because I made the general observations that I did. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois is 
yery much mistaken if he thinks I have been in any passion this 
evening or for some days. [Laughter.] I am so accustomed te 
the manner and the language of the gentleman that I never take 
any offense at whatever he says. 

By a general statement in a report everybody on the floor of 
the House desiring information shouldcertainly be putupon in- 
quiry, if he desires to make inquiry. In my reply to the gentle- 
man from Maine I stated that there was no general legislation 
in this bill different from former appropriation bills, except that 
indicated. ButIhad read, as part of my remarks, the entire 
report, including the paragraph to which I have called attention. 

Yow, I wish to read what the Secretary of Agriculture says 
in aletter to the committee in regard to this particular case, 
jhowing the reasons why the committee, after this reduction of 

3,000 in the salaries of the Department under his control, 
thought proper to give to the Secretary the absolute right to 
equalize these salaries when there is no increase in the general 
amount. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
right there’ 

Mr. HATCH. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The gentleman, in order to en- 
lighten the members of the House on this subject, is obliged at 
= stage of the proceedings to read a letter which he states he 

received from the Secretaay of Agriculture, in the line of 
the criticism which [ made when first on my feet. If the gentle- 
had embodied this letter, or a synopsis of it, in his report, 
fhis information would have been given to membersof the House, 
and there would have been no occasion for this debate taking 


place. } 
Mr. HATCH (reading): 
Under “Division of Vegetable Pathology,’’ instead of ‘*$2,00u"’ for salary 


f pathologist, insert “ $2,500" (an increase of $500 submitted, because this 
fave of the most important scientific divisions and the salary of its chief 


Will the gentleman allow me, 


the only one below $2,500); salary of assistant pathologist, instead of 

$1,400,” insert “ $1,600” (an increaseof #200 submitted, for the same reason 

abcve,and because the minimum salary of assistants tochiefs of other 
mtific divisions is $1,600). 

Thai is all I have to say about this maiter. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, the complaint which is made by 

gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] is that we have no 
otice just what salaries are reduced or raised—no notice what- 
ever either in the report or in the_remarks of the gentleman 
from Missouri; and that gentleman himself will recognize the 
tical difficulty of making any criticisms of this raising of 
Salaries and the difficulty of the House taking any action on it. 
because, of course, the House can not have that familiarity with 
the particular items which the gentleman from Missouri pos- 
sesses. He knows in each particular case whether the salary 
has been raised or not, and the members of the House do not; 
and while they might be willing to have salaries continued as 
they have been, they might not be willing to raise them. 

Therefore, as a practical thing, the criticism of the gentleman 
from Illinois would seem to be sound, especially when coupled 
with the fact that the chairman allows the bill to be read with 
Buch arene that nobody can understand what is going on, un- 
less he happens to have the bill in frontof him; if he loses track 
of it for an instant, he must find the place again posthaste, and 
havo a great deal of difficulty in doing so. Now, [ object to this 
merely as a practical matter, not meaning to reproach the gen- 
tleman from Missouri in any way (because probably this was not 
brought to his attention), and not meaning in any way to re- 
proach the Clerk’s desk; but simply to suggest that we have fine 
material there which is entirely capable of reading bills in a 
resonant tone of voice and with proper enunciation and at the 
same time with a capacity to go sufficiently swift for all pur- 
poses of a deliberative body, which this now is. {Laughter.] 

I have once or twice called attention to this last misfortune, 
which I am sure is an inadvertence and which Iamsure willnot 
pe repeated; for I feel confident the Chairman will not urge the 

toa speed which isunsuitable; and Iam sure the Chairman 
will accept ina —— spirit this suggestion which is perhaps 
in the nature of a hint [laughter]; and therefore we shall have 
matters go on better hereafter. 

I had really thought that I should be obliged to have recourse 
fo what would be a remedy; that is, to catch, if I could, the ma- 
chinery on a dead center; in other words, I thought that at 
the end of a paragraph, I might, by moving to strike out, intro- 
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duce a sense of slowness which would be more consistent with 
deliberation than the present rapidity, which is a combination 
of the Clerk's desk, and the Chairman, and the Chairman of the 
Committeeon Agriculture. I hope I have made thismatter clear. 
| Laughter. ] 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I congratulate the gentleman 
from Illinois on the fact— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Not the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. HATCH. Excuse me, if you please. [Laughter.] Icon- 
gratulate the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. HopKINs, your col- 
league, on the fact that the gentleman from Maine has come to 
his rescue, as he comes to the rescue of all tho ‘‘ lame ducks” on 
that side when they have got the worst of an encounter. AndI 
congratulate the House of Representatives that at last the gen- 
tleman from Maine has admitted for once in his life that this is 
a deliberative body. 

Now, when it comes to the question of speed in reading a bill 
or to the unseating or seating of members on this floor, or any 
other transaction of legislation of that kind, I can say to the gen 
tleman that the Congress over which he presided, and not very 
long ago, affords an example which I think has never been ex- 
celled, and if it ever can be I hope [ will have an opportunity of 
living to see it. There has never beena bill read from the desk 
that was read with more rapidity and rushed through with more 
haste than I have seen some put through in the Pifty-first Con- 
gress. 

The gentleman from Maine knows that as chairman of a com- 
mittee in charge of a bill I have no contro! over the voice or 
speed of the reading clerk, and the gentleman knows that he 
can make his point of order to the Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole and have it read slower if he so desires it. But f 
did not know before to-day that it was absolutely necessary to 
read with such great deliberation and slowness an ordinary ap 
propriation bill so that the gentleman from Maine could com- 
prehend it. [Laughter.] I hope, however, the Chairman ofthe 
Committee of the Whois will admonish the reading clerk that 
in future he shall read the remainder of the bill with such de- 
liberation that the gentleman from Maine can keep up with and 
understand it as we proceed. 7 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Missouri is kind enough to 
say that he did not know that the bill should be read slow 
enough to be comprehended by a member of this body. 

Mr. HATCH. [ did not say all of the members of the House. 

Mr. REED. I am sorry the gentleman did not know it. I 
said a member of this body. He referred to myself, I know, but 
out of modesty | refrained from doing so. [Laughter.| I am 
sorry the gentleman did not know that; but he knows it now. 
[Laughter. | 

As to the gentleman’s assertion that he had no control over 
the desk in reading the bill, it seems to me scarcely necessary 
to say that I addressed my criticisms in that respect to the 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, and not to the gentile- 
man from Missouri. I did not venture to say that he ought to 
have any control over the desk. 

I regret the baneful facility with which gentlemen seek ou all 
occasions to refer to the Vifty-first Congress; but inasmuch as 
they have had to reach out there for their rules, for their reli- 
gion, and their conduct, perhaps it isas well also that they should 
continue to heap their abuse in the same place. [Laughter.| 

Mr. HOPKINS. of Illinois. The ability of the gentleman from 
Missouri in charge of this bill is only equaled by the modesty he 
has shown in the remarks he has made in complimenting meon 
the support I received from the gentleman from Maine. Now, 
I have nothing to say in answer to what he hassaid with reference 
to the facility with which the gentleman from Maine came to 
the support of the “gentleman from Illinois.” But I desire to 
remind the members of fhe House that neither hisspeech in re- 
gard to myself, nor his attempted answer to the gentleman from 
Maine, is any answer whatever to the criticisms I have made on 
the report or the bill, nor the manner in which he has attempted 
to juggle this increase of the salary of an employé of that De- 
pene through the House without the members of the House 

ving full knowledge of it. 

Mr. HATCH. The reason I said anything about this before, 
and now repeat it the second time, is because the gentleman in 
talking about this bill has intimated, in a way that I will not 
permit any gentleman to talk to me about a bill in my charge, 
that there was an attempt to “juggle” something through the 
House. Now, if the gentleman from Illinois means that word in 
its ordinary English signification, [ wish to say to him that if 
he was to use it to me outside of this Chamber I would help to 
ram it down his throat. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Moses addressed the Chair. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, [ make the 
point of order that the gentleman from Illinois hasspoken twice 
on the pending amendment without any intervening speech. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the pending 
amendment is the amendment of the ee from Georgia, to 
strike out ‘five hundred” in line 2 of this page of the bill, The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from Genel. 

Mr. MOSES. In regard tothe amendment, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I hope the gentleman will allow 
me a moment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I insist upon the point of 
order. 

Mr. REED. What is the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will state, of course, that he has 
no desire to take any gentleman off the floor,'but the Chair thinks 
it only proper to recognize the gentleman from Georgia who 
moves the amendment. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But the gentleman from Georgia 
is willing to yield to me. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair of course will not take any gen- 
tleman off the floor who desires to speak. 

Mr. MOSES. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I do not know 
whether I ought to have a oe guard to accompany me ffom 
the Capitol to my yee of residence, after the remark of the 
gentleman from Missouri[Mr. HatTcH]or not. I can say, how- 
ever, for the benefit of the gentleman, I do not care in what 
sense he takes the remark that I made. I neither withdraw it 
nor modify it, and I can state to the gentleman, now, that such 
blustering methods as that will not deter me in the least from 
criticising this bill or criticising the manner in which it is pre- 
sented here in the House. I donot know what the motive of the 
gentleman is in attempting this peculiar method of his upon me 
whether it is to frighten me and the balance of the members o 
the House from making just and proper criticisms upon this bill 
or not; but I submit to the gentleman in all candor and in all 
friendship that the better manner for him to carry this on is 
not to bulldoze or attempt to threaten with bodily chastisement 
any member who may see fit to make a proper and just criticism 
upon the bill or the manner in which the gentleman is conduct- 
ing it here in the House. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Georgia 
will indulge me for a single moment, I want to say to the gen- 
t}eman from Illinois now, in final reply, that he never heard me 
on this floor, and no gentleman ever heard me on this floor, say 
a discourteous word to any gentleman in debate, except in re- 
senting such an intimation as the gentleman putin the language 
he used toward me on the floor. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Well, now, I submit, Mr. Chair- 
man, that in the sense in which I used the word, no gentleman 
had any right to take any exception to it whatever. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was used in a Pickwickian sense! 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. That is an expression that is fre- 
quently used among gentlemen, and there is no reason on earth 
why the gentleman should have taken the exception to it that 


he did. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Gentlemen in Missouri do 
not juggle. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, as one of that class of people 
who are directly interested in this bill, we care nothing about 
discussions as to how fast the bill shall be read; but I wish to say 
that the chairman of the committee did say that he stated to the 
committee all new legislation of a general character. I willalso 
state that I am opposed to the raising of any salary. My oppo- 
sition to this Department, while I am a farmer myself, is that 
one-fourth of the money appropriated goes for salaries. I honor 
the Secretary of Agriculture because he has reduced that force. 

But while he reduces and throws out unnecessary employés, I 
am opposed to raising the an not only of a pathologist, but 
also of any other employé in that Department. We have vir- 
tually cut down our own salaries, and it is no time to raise any- 
body's salary, and while I make no point of order, I oppose this 
increase. If a Democratic House is willing to raise an salary, 
let it be raised; but it is no time forus to raise anybody's salary, 
while thousandsand millions of people are out of employment 
and have no salaries whatever. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the plea is that thisis scientific. Iclaim 


' that we want less of the scientific and more of the practical. 


They a to cut off something in the distribution of seeds, 
practically to destroy this distribution of seeds, and to give us 
scientific knowledge instead. What we wantis to give the peo- 
ple facts, to give them that upon which theycan make their own 
experiments, and let them be their own scientists. I shall make 
no point of order against this, but I call the attention of the 
committee to the fact that this is raising the salary of one man 
$500, and there is no indication here that his labors and duties 
have been increased. 
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Mr. WILSON of Washington. May I interrupt the gentle- 
man for information? 

Mr. MOSES. You have interrupted me every time I have 
been on the floor. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Well, the gentleman made a 
remark which I want to know about. I understand him to say 
that they are going to cut off the distribution of seeds. Is that 
the fact? 

Mr. MOSES. This bill cuts off $30,000 in that direction, but 
in addition to that they give us scientific bulletins. I am in 
favor of bulletins, but instead of cutting off any item of this, I 
am in favor of making larger appropriations in a practical di- 
rection; and when we need scientific bulletins for the farmers 
Tam in favor of making an additional appropriation for that 
also. But while we are cutting down the effective force of the 
Agricultural Department, let us not raise salaries when salaries 
already aggregate 25 per cent of the entire amount. I move to 
strike out the words ‘' twenty-five hundred ” and insert the words 
‘two thousand.” 

PP HOPKINS of Illinois. Your point of order is good on 
at. 

Mr. MOSES. I make no point of order. I have never raised 
the point of no quorum, and I shall not make the point of order. 
Iam in favor of the American Representatives saying what shall 
be done, and if the representatives of the people want an in- 
— of salaries, let it be done, but let them do it by their 
votes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the pees from Georgia. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr.Chairman, I hope this amend- 
ment will not prevail. 

I regard the Bureau of Vegetable Pathology as one of the most 
important in connection with the Agricultural Department. In 
fact, this Bureau represents the one branch of origina! investi- 

ation which that rtment is carrying on now; and it is of 
nealculable value to the farmers of the United States. This 
Bureau has to do with the diseases and pests which affect the 
vegetable life of ourcountry. Itisanew field. Itisanoriginal 
field; and certainly no persons except the most competent scien- 
tists can be of any value in carrying on that work. 

Now, it is amatter of fact that you can not secure and hold the 
talent necessary to carry on this investigation unless you pay 
an adequate price for it. Similar bureaus have at their heads 
gentlemen who receive $2,500 a year. It is unfair and unrea- 
sonable to expect this Bureau to be carried on ataless price. I 
think if you propose to strike a blow at the Department of Ag- 
riculture, if you propose to reduce its work froma high toa 
low and inferior grade, you can not do it any more effectually 
than to strike at the better salaried officers of that Department. 

I think the only objection that can be made to the bill is tha 
there are no more advances made in salaries, and that there ia 
too much parsimony shown in the appropriations. I think you 
can safely trust the Secretary of Agriculture in the matter of 
cutting down salaries; and when he unites with others in recom- 
mending an advance in salaries, as has been done in this case, 
the most economical gentleman on this floor cancertainly waive 
all the scruples he has in the matter of saan and favor those 
advances. I certainly trust the amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. MOSES. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question 
before he takes his seat? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Certainly. 

Mr. MOSES. Yousay you want good service? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The best obtainable. 

Mr. MOSES. Have we not had good service at $2,000 a year? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Yes; butI say you can not ex- 
pect to hold it while those performing similar service are re- 
ceiving $2,500 a year. 

Mr. MOSES. Is it because wages are generally looking up at 
this time? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. It is by reason of the fact that 
they ought to be looking up, and the - are coming to their 
senses, and this Congress is coming to its senses, as they are 
rapidly in the other branch. [Laughter.] 

Ir. OUTHWAITE. I donot know that they are doing any- 
thing rapidly there. 

Mr. Wix.UIAMS of ——— Mr. Chairman, I hope the 
amendment 1vill not prevail. differ from the gentleman from 
Georgia more widely. 1 think what we wantin the Agriculture 
pe em is less FE yee nee seed, less corn, and less election- 
eering vegetable seed generally, and more systematic, scientifie 
information, based upon intelligent experimentation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let it be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is to strike out ‘‘ $500,” 
so that the salary will be ‘‘ $2,000.” 
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The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MOSES. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 22, noes 86. 
the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Division of Chemistry: One chemist, 82,500; one assistant chemist, $1,800; 
one assistant chemist, $1,600; one clerk, class 1, $1,200; employment of ad- 


ditional assistant in division of chemistry when necessary, $10,000; in all, 
$17,100. 


Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I desire to ask the gentleman in 
charge of the bill if any salaries are changed in this division? 

Mr. HATCH. That was the chemical division. There is no 
change whatever in that division. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Division of Forestry: Chief of division, $2,500; one assistant chief of divi- 
sion, $1,600; one clerk, class 2, $2,400; one clerk, class 1, $1,200; one clerk, at 
#900; one clerk, at 8720; in all, $8,320. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr, Chairman, one of the reporters asked me 
for a page of a letter from the Secretary that refers to this mat- 
ter. [ask that that clause be passed over, and I will recur to 
it. My impression is that there is an estimate for an increase 
of salary in the Division of Forestry; and as soon asI get the let- 
ter I will read it. Just let the Clerk read on. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the section will 
be recurred to when the gentleman from Missouri asks it. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Division of records and editing: Chief of division, $2,500; one assistant 
chief of division, $1,800; one clerk, class 3, $1,600; one clerk, class 2, $1,400; 
one clerk, class 1, $1,200; in all $8,500. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is there any increase of salary there? 

Mr. HATCH. I will refer to that letter and see. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I notice that there is an increase in both of 
these pars raphs. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I suggest to the gentleman in 
charge of the bill that it is now nearly» o’clock and that he may 
as well let the committee rise and he can give us information on 
this point in the morning. 

Mr. HATCH. I will give it to younow. Under the head of 
‘*Division of forestry” the Secretary, for the reasons stated in 
the letter which I have read, asked to have the chief of that 
division raised $500. 

Under the head of ‘‘ Records and editing” there is no change. 
Ali of the other chiefs had this salary and these were raised 
simply to equalize them with the others. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But I notice that while the aggregate of 
salaries of the division of records and editing was $6,300 in the 
last bill, it is raised here to $8,500, so that there is an increase 
of $2,200 somewhere. 

Mr. HATCH. That is in the additional force required to 
carry on the work of the Bureau. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Museum: One curator, $1,400; one assistant curator, $1,000; in all, 82,400. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I notice that the appropriation that was 
made in the last bill to extend the market for agricultural prod- 
ucts in foreign countries is dropped. 

Mr. HATCH. Itis merely transposed. The same appropri- 
ation, $10,000, appears in another part of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Collecting agricultural statistics, division of statistics: Collecting do- 
mestic and foreign agricultural statistics, expenses of local investigations 
and compilations, and necessary traveling expenses; statistical publica- 
tions furnishing data for permanent comparative records; printing; maps 
and charts; compiling, writing, and illustrating statistical matter for 
monthly, annual, and special reports, and the necessary expenses of the 
same, including paper, baer ey postal cards, and postage stamps, $100,- 
000: Provided, hat $15,000 of this sum, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, may be qo in the collection and tabulation of data showing, so 
far as possible, the annual yield since the organization of this Government 
to the present time of all agricultural products, their annual cost of pro- 
duction, and their annual market —_ or prices: Provided further, That 
the monthly crop report issued on the i0th day of each month shall embrace 
only a statement of the condition of the crops by States and in the United 
States, with such explanations and comparisons with other months and 

ears as may be usefui for illustrating the above matter, and that it shall 

submit to the Secretary of Agriculture, who shall officially approve 
the report before it is issued or published. 


Mr.RAY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment, but 
first I wish to ask the chairman of the committee if he says that 
the first proviso on page 7 is the same wording that we have in 
the existing law? 

Mr. HATCH. If the gentleman will follow me by the bill that 
is now before the committee, I will read the existing law. 

Mr.RAY. Very good. 

Mr. HATCH read the second proviso as printed above. 

Mr. RAY. Now, have you the first proviso as it is in the ex- 
isting law? 

Mr. HATCH (reading): 

Provided, That815,000 of this sum, or so ; 
may be expended tor the preparation son deletion uae aes chants thax: 


So 
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trating the progress of rural production and crop distribution of the United 
States, and for special investigation of the agricultural statistics of the 
States and Territories of the Rocky Mountain region, with traveling and 
other necessary expenses connected therewith. 


The latter part was left out here simply because the general 
provision was deemed sufficient to cover the entire subject matter. 

Mr. RAY. I make apoint of order on that proviso, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

the CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the point comes too 
late, the matter having been debated. 

Mr. RAY... It has not been debated at all, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. REED. If the Chair please, this is rather a peculiar case. 
The point of order was suggested, but the chairman of the com- 
mittee stated that the language of the proviso in the bill was 
the same as that of the existing law. It having proved to be 
different, and that having been the only matter of debate, I 
should think it would be more suitable under the circumstances 
to allow the point of order to be made. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I insist, Mr. Chairman, that there 
has been no debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will accept the suggestion of 
the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. HATCH. I understood the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Ray] to ask me if the proviso beginning on line 7, page 
Tewas the same as in the existing law, and I answered that it 
was, and read the existing law to show him that it was. 

Mr. RAY. There seems to have been a mistake or misunder- 
standing on the part of the chairman of the committee 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair understood the gentleman from 
New York to direct his remark to the proviso beginning on line 
1 of page 7. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
suggest to the gentleman from New York that there evidently 
was « mistake made when he made the original inquiry. I re- 
member distinctly that he asked the gentleman from Missouri 
whether the proviso beginning at line 7 was a change from ex- 
isting law, to which the gentleman from Miszouri responded 
that it was not. 

Mr. RAY. That was some time ago, before general debate 
was closed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Iam referring to the inquiry 
made by the gentleman before general debate was closed. 

Mr. RAY. When I took the floor on this occasion I called 
the attention of the gentleman from Missouri to the first pro- 
viso on page 7, but he misunderstood me and read the second 
one. I then asked him to read the first, because I had under- 
stood him to say that there was no change there from existing 
law and I believed there was. When he read it I discovered 
that there was a change, and then I made the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will entertain the point of 
order. 

Mr. HATCH. Iwill state to the gentleman from New York 
that the purpose of this proviso is exactly the same as that in 
the existing law. It was drawn in this form by the Assistant 
Secretary of Agriculture as covering more completely the exact 
purpose of the first proviso in the existing law. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, it is now about 5 o'clock, and ifthe 
gentleman will move that the committee rise, I will look at this 
matter and may decide to withdraw the point oforder; I will let 
him know my decision in the morning. 

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Chairman— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield 
to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. HATCH. I yield for a question. 

Mr. MARSH. Before the gentleman makes a motion that the 
committee rise, I desire to enter a motion to strike out the 
whole of the paragraph commencing on line 17 of page 6 and end- 
ing on line 14 of page 7. I would like to have that amendment 
en when the committee rises. 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman can offer his amendment at 
the proper time. He will have ample opportunity. I move that 
the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands—— 

Mr. RAY. ILrise toa parliamentary inqutry. 
order is considered pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was about to say that, as the 
Chair understands, the parliamentary status is this: The gentle- 
man from New York |Mr. RAy] makes a point of order against 
the first proviso in the paragraph which has been read, be- 
ginning on line 1, page 7, and extending down to and including 
line 6 on the same page. Itis understood that a point of order 
is made on those lines. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
HATCH] moves that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DOCKERY having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. RICHARDSON of 
Tennessee reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
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state on the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
6937) making appropriations for the Departmentof Agriculture 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and had come to no reso- 
lution thereon. 
MARY EE, TRICKEY AND OTHERS. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, in theearly part of to-day’s 
proceedings I requested unanimous consent for the passage of a 

nsion bill, which I now learn was passed under a misappxe- 
n1ension. I rise to make an explanation of my connection with 
the matter,and to submit it tothe House for such disposition as 
may be deemed proper. 

Upon looking at the Calendar, on page 29, I found this entry: 


H. BR. 1196, March 2. Mr. HAnn, Invalid Pensions. Report No. 517. A bill 
to restore Mary EB. Trickey and children of Hartwell M. Trickey to the pen- 
sion rolis. 


In order that I might be informed as to whether this bill had 
been laid aside by the Committee of the Whole witha favorable 
recémmendation, I went to the Clerk, before obtaining recogni- 
tion from the Chair,and asked the Clerk to aseertain the status 
of the bill. He produced the bill, and upon it was indorsed 
‘aid aside with favorable recommendation April 27.” I was 
not present at the evening session of that date. Being thus ad- 
vised, I stated to the Chair that the bill had been laid aside by 
the Committee of the Whole with a favorable recommendation. 
Ilearn now that that was a mistake at the Clerk's desk. Tho 
bill had not been reported to the House by the Committee of the 
Whole with a favorable recommendation. It was considered in 
Committee of the Whole on one evening, and there was a vote in 
its favor of 44 to4; but the pointof “no quorum” was 
against it, and it was at that time withdrawn from consideration 
by myself. The evening session at which I understood the bill 
had been favorably acted on was a subsequent session, at which 
I was not present. 

I have submitted this statement so that some of the gentle- 
men who were present here to-day and permitted the bill to 

ass, yielding unanimous consent on the supposition that it had 
Sane reported favorably by the Committee of the Whole, may 
uest that the bill be returned to the House. 
he SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will supplement the 
statement of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] by 
stating his recollection of what occurred. When the question 
was raised as to whether or not the bill had received favorable 
consideration at the hands of the Committee of the Whole at a 
Friday evening session, the Chair, in response to an inguiry of 
some one on the floor, stated on the authority of the Clerk that 
it had received such favorable consideration. On subsequent 
examination it was ascertained that it had not been favorably 
reported to the House. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, is any suggestion made as to the 
disposition of the bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No suggestion has been made. 
The motion to reconsider was made and laid upon the table, so 
that no action can now be taken except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. JONES. The Chair will remember that when the matter 
was called up this morning I said that unless there had been a 
favorable report by the Committee of the Whole I would “yo 
and by reason of the statement of the Chair thatthe bill had been 
favorably reported I did not objeet, as I would most assuredly 
have done if that statement had not been made. Itseems to me 
unanimous consent ought to be given to reconsider the matter. 
I hope that the gentleman from Ohio, inasmuch as he made that 
statement by inadvertance, will now ask reconsideration of the 
matter by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill was evidently passed 
under a m rehension. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If it be in order, I will ask unanimous 
consent that theaction taken by the House be entirely set aside. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio, as 
the Chair understands, asks unanimous consent that the action 
of the House by which House bill No. 1196 was passed be vacated 
and that the bill be recalled from the Senate and returned to its 
place on the Calendar. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Hato (at 5 o’clock and 5 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 

Under clause 2of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from commit delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN, from the Committee on Public Lands: 
A bill (A. R. 6211) for the relief of Wesley Montgomery. (Re- 
port om 
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PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3o0f Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. WHEELER of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 7094) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for current and 
contingent expenses, and fulfilling treaty stipulations with In- 
dian tribes, for fiscal year ending June 30, 1894”—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: A bill (H. R. 7095) to provide for the 
erection of a national home for aged and infirm colored persons 
and for the maintenance of the inmates thereof—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 7096) defining the rights and 
privileges of mixed-blood Indians under the treaties and stat- 
utes of the United States—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DUNPHY: A joint resolution (H. Res. 177) for appoint- 
ment of committee to investigate the condition and character 
of all armor pee. bolts, and other appurtenances delivered to 
Government by the Carnegie Steel Company, Limited, during 
entire period of the contract between said company and the 
Government—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A resolution touching the in- 
debtedness of the Central Pacific Railway and the liability -of 
the stockholders—to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Indiaya: A resolution of Committee on 
Invalid Pensions asking time for the consideration of bills favor- 
ably reported by that committee—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. BOEN: A resolution ordering inquiry into official con- 
duct of the judge or judges and marshal of the judicial district 
of Minnesota—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause l of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follcws: 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 7098) for the relief of the 
estate of William G. Cochrane, deceased, late of Tuscaloosa 
County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BYNUM: A bill (H. R. 7099) for the relief of William 
O. Eagle—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 7100) for the relief of the es- 
tate of S. H. Patterson, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 7101) forthe relief of Mrs. 
Charlotte Bobb, Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsyivania: A bill (H.R. 7102) to re- 
move the charge of desertion from the military record of Theo- 
dore H. Weaver—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By. Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 7103) for the relief of Baker, 
Williams, and others—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 7104) granting a pension to 
Joseph H. Failes, Company B, Twenty-ninth Ohio Infantry—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WISE: A bill (H.R. 7105) for the relief of James T. 
Caldwell, Richmond, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLACK of Illinois: Observations of Dr. C. F. Taylor, 
pub eal — ee en a to 
the rease in second-class postage—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, protest of E. J. Bronson, manager of American Blade, 

an increase of rate of postage on second-class matter— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas, Petitionof Hon. W.F. 
Slemons, for additional allowance in contested-election case—to 
the Committee on Elections. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Petition of letter-carriers and others, 
of Salem, Mass., for passage of bill to prevent removal of letter- 
carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ELLIS of Oregon: Memorial from the Chamber of 
Commerce of Astoria, O ,as for the lighting of the chan- 
nel of the mouth of the umbia River—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
Cilen Sournoyme Basory Us Rett ior aloe Na 

nion, Journeymen F \ er nion 
6, Brickmakers and Masons’ Union, the National Union of United 
Brewery Workmen, and the Cass County Mutual Benefit Asso- 
ciation, allof Logansport, Cass County, Ind., in favor of Govern- 
ment ownership of the telegraph system—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


Also, of A. C. Stover and others, of Whi , Lake 
County, Ind., in favor of the passage of the Manderson iainer 
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pill in the interest of fraternal society and college journals—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. ‘i 
Br. Mr. HERMANN: Memorial from the Chamber of Com- 


merce of Astoria, Oregon, for lighting the entrance to Colum- | 
bia River, in Oregon—to the Committee on Interstate and For- | 


eign Commerce. 
By Mr. HARMER: Memorial to Congress adopted by tho 


Preachers’ Meeting of the Methodist Episcopal Churches of Phil- | 
Adelphia, Pa., in favor of the employment of clergymen to act | 
as chaplains at all army posts where there is no regular chap- | 


lain—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HOOKER of New York: Remonstrance of Lutheran 
churches at Otto and Little Valley, N. Y., against proposed 
amendment to preamble of the Constitution—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. f 

‘By Mr. LINTON: Petition of the Saginaw Ministerial Associ- 
ation, favoring the appointment of a chaplain at each military 
post of the United States, and asking that clergymen be so em- 
ployed at a salary not to exceed $1,500 per annum—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCALL: Resolutions of the Wholesale Grocers’ As- 
sociation, in favor of the passage ofthe Torrey bankruptcy bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. . 

Also, protest of the officers of the Boston Five-Cent Savings 
Bank, against a tax of 2 per cent on the capital stock of savings 
banks—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: Petition from Madison, Clarks, and 
Hooper, Nebr., against the income tax of the Wilson bill on in- 
comes of mutual loan and building associations—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of R. J. Long, editor of the Amer- 
ican Citizen, Boston, Mass., protesting against increasing the 
rate of postage on books published in serial form—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Boston Wholesale Grocers’ Association, 
asking for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: Three petitions: Of Curtis Koon, H. 
Martin, and Frank Corl, and 85 others, of Mogadore, Summit 
County; J. W. Gould and 39 others, of Andover, Ashtabula 
County, and A. F. Spettler and 143 others, of Green Township, 
Summit County, all of Ohio, praying for the passage of Hon. 
WILLIAM A. STONE'S bill, H. R. 5246—to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SIPE: Petition of 100 citizens of West Elizabeth and 
vicinity, Allegheny County, Pa., praying for the passage of the 
bills known as the Coxey bills, relating to the construction of 
roads throughout the United States and the issuing of noninter- 
est-bearin nited States notes—to the Committee on the Re- 
vision of the Laws. . 

By Mr. WISE: Two petitions of citizens of Virginia, to au- 
thorize the reception in the mails as second-class matter of peri- 
odical publications issued by benevolent or fraternal societies— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, May 16, 1894, 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on motion of Mr. TELLER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

HEIRS OF ELIZABETH TOWNSEND. 

The bill (H.R. 6975) for the relief of the heirs of Elizabeth 
Townsend was read twice by its title. 

Mr: TELLER. That is an exact duplicate of a bill which 
passed the Senate a few daysago. It is a House bill, and I ask 
the unanimous consent that it may be considered. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TELLER. I move that the House of Representatives be 
requested to return to the Senate the bill (S. 1983) for the relief 
of the heirs of Elizabeth Townsend, deceased. 

The motion was agreed to. 

DES MOINES RIVER LANDS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of the sundry civil appropriation act 
of March 3, 1893, to enable the Secretary of the a to ascer- 
tain what persons made entry of lands within the limits of the 
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so-called Des Moines River land grant for the improvement of 
the navigation of the Des Moines River, Iowa, the date of such 
entry, etc., areport on this work by Special Agent Robert L. 
Berner. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is an important communication locally 
to the people of Iowa. I move that the letter of the Secretary 
| of the Interior and accompanying papers be printed and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

FENDERS ON DISTRICT STREET RAILWAYS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communiea- 
tion from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, in re- 
| sponse to a resolution of the Senate of the 11th instant, giving 
as their opinion thatall street railway companies in the District 
| of Columbia, propelled by cable and electric power, should be 
required to equip their cars with the best available fenders, and 
stating that a comprehensive report on the subject of car fenders 
and safety appliances on street cars, has been prepared by them 
and forwarded tothe chairman of the Senate Committee on the 
District of Columbia; which was read. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, it is a matter of extreme 
gratification to me, as I am sure it is to the Senate, and will be 
to the people of the District of Columbia, that the Commission- 
ers have so promptly answered the inquiry of the Senate, and 
have so frankly stated that in their opinion the street-car com- 
panies should be required to do what the resolution intimated 
they ought to be compelled to do. I trust that a way will be 
found by the Senate, if these companies continue to neglect their 
duty in this respect, to compel them at a very early day to per- 
form it. 

I move that the communieation be printed,and referred tothe 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 





PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Baltimore 
Corn and Flour Exchange, of Baltimore, Md., praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing for the retirement of offi- 
cers of the Revenue-Cutter Service; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of George McLane Wood, of 
Washington, D. C., praying for the location of the new Govern- 
ment Printing Office on the old Armory site, corner Sixthand B 
streets southwest; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a petition of 15 citizens of Richland 
County, South Carolina, praying that building and loan associa- 
tions, national and local, beexempted from the proposed income- 
tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a memorial of the Eagle Cotton 
Mills, of Madison, Ind., remonstrating against the passage of 
the Wilson tariff bill; which was ordered tolie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Fulton Lodge, No. 30, Ancient 
Order of United Workmen, of Shelbyville; of Schiller Lodge, 
No. 4, Ancient Order of United Workmen, of Terre Haute; of 
Lodge No. 48, Ancient Order of United Workmen, of Stewart- 
ville, and of sundry citizens of Huntington, Shelbyville, and 
Terre Haute, ail in the State of Indiana, praying that fraternal 
society and college journals bo admitted to the mails as second- 
class matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HUNTON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Din- 
widdie County, Va., praying that building and loanassociations, 
national and local, be exempted from the proposed income-tax 
provision of the pending tariff bill: which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. QUAY presented a joint petition of the Board of Trade, 
the Commercial Exchange, the Maritime Exchange, the Drug 
Exchange, the Grocers and Importers’ Exchange, the Vessel 
Owners and Captains’ Association, the Wardens of the Port, the 
Traders’ League, and the Manufacturers’ Club, all of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., praying that an appropriation of $500,000 be made for 
continuing the improvement of the Delaware River; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of W.M.Stephens and 21 other 
citizens of Williamsport, Pa., praying that building and loan 
associations, national and local, be exempted from the proposed 
income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. QUAY. While I am upon the floor [ ask the unanimous 
consent of the Senate to call up and put upon its passage the 
bill (S.886) for the relief of the legal representatives of John 
Wightman, decease... 

r. MANDERSON. Let the morning business be concluded. 


——— seein 
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Mr. BATE. 
ness? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is not yet 
concluded. 

Mr. BATE. I object until after it is concluded. 

Mr. QUAY. This isa bill which was partially considered the 
other morning. 

Mr. BATE. I make no particular objection to the bill the 
Senator desires to call up, but I object to anything being taken 
up until the morning business is concluded. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the request 
of the,|Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. QUAY. I shall ask for the consideration of the bill when 
the morning business is concluded. 

Mr. CAMERON presenteda petition of sundry citizens of Leb- 
anon, Pa., praying for the enactmentof iegislation to suppress 
the lottery traffic; which was ordered to lie on the table, 

He also presented a memorial of local Union No. 316, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union of America, of McSherrytown, Pa., 
remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed Chinese 
treaty; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the West Chester Building 
and Loan Association, of West Chester, Pa., praying that build- 
ing and loan associations, national and local, be exempted from 
the proposed income-tax provisions of the pending tariff bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Printing Pressmen’s Union, 
No. 64, of Pittsburg, Pa., praying for the passage of House bill 
No. 4737, creating the position of foreman of presswork, etc., 
in the Government Printing Office; which was referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

He also presented a memorial of Encampment No. 65, Union 
Veteran Legion, of York, Pa., remonstrating against the trans- 
fer of the management of the national soldiers’ homes to the 
War Department; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

Mr. HIGGINS presented a memorial of the Woman's Indian 
Association, of Wilmington, Del., remonstrating against the 
preposed action of the Po Committee in omitting 
the usual appropriation to defray the expenses of the Board of 
Indian Commissioners; which was referred to the Committee on 
sy oriations. 

Mr. PASCO presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Jacksonville, Fla., praying that an appropriation be made for a 
rational exhibit at the Cotton States and International Exposi- 
tion to be held at Atlanta, Ga., during the fall of 1895; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1703) to ong tw for the disposal 
of the interest on the Virginius indemnity fund, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself March 
12, intended to be proposed to the diplomatic and consular ap- 
propriation bill, providing for an appropriation to enable the 
Secretary of State to purchase from John H. Haswell, chief of 
the Bureau of Indexes and Archivesin the Department of State, 
the manuscript of the chronologic history of the Department of 
State, and the foreign relations of the Government from Sep- 
tember 5, 1774, to July 1, 1885, ete., reported it favorably, with 
an amendment, and moved that it be printed, and with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 4720) to pension Lucy Brown, dependent 
foster mother, reported it without amendment and submitted a 
report thereon. 

ir. MANDERSON. I amdirected by the Committee cn Mil- 
itary Affairs to report an amendment intended to be proposed to 
the army appropriation bill. Iask that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations without pratng <2 it is already 
in print as a bill reported by the Committee on Military Affairs 
snd now upon the Calendar. I call the attention of the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] to the proposed amendment. It 
provides for the detailing of retired officers of the Army to in- 
stitutions of ek the general provisions of law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be referred, 


We are not yet through with the morning busi- 


without ee to the Committee on eae Sow 


Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2020) supplementary to an act ap- 
roved April 6, 1894, for the execution of the award rendered at 
Paris August 15, 1893, by the Tribunal of Arbitration consti- 
tuted under the treaty between the United States and Great 
Britain, concluded at Washington, February 29, 1892, in rela- 
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tion to the preservation of the fur seal, reported it with an 
amendment. 

He also, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed by him to the diplo- 
matic and consular appropriation bill; which, with the accom- 
panying pope, was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1308) for the relief of Simeon Motz, Nathaniel 
Robbins, and William J. Sloan, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 2024) authorizing addi- 
tional compensation to the assistant commissioners to the In- 
dustrial Exhibition held at Melbourne, Australia; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

Mr. CAMERON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2025) pro- 
viding for the equalization of all retired medical directors of the 
United States Navy with the relative rank of commodore; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2026) grantinga pension to David 
Levy; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 2027) granting a pension 
to William H. Lane; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 2028) making 
an appropriation for a light-ship atthe mouth of the Columbia 
River; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. BATE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Army appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be prepores by him to the Military Academy ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
— Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SQUIRE submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

r. TELLER. If I can do so without interfering with the 
morning business, I ask unmanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 1919) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the Yuma 
Indians in California for the cession of their surplus lands, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. BATE. I dislike to object, but I understand that the 
morning business is not yet concluded. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not desire to interfere with morning 
business, but I thought it was closed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is not yet 
concluded. 

Mr. TELLER. I yield to morning business. 


PROPOSED SENATORIAL INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution, which was 
read: 


Whereas it has been stated in the Sun, a newspaper published in New 
York, that bribes have been offered to certain Senators to induce them to 
vote against the pending tariff bill; and 

Whereas it has also been stated in a signed article in the Press, a news- 
paper published in Philadelphia, that the sugar schedule has besn made up 
as 1t now stands in the proposed amendmentinconsideration of larze sums 
of money paid for campaign purposes of the Democratic party: 

Resolved, That a committee of five Senators be appointed to investigate 
these charges, and with power to send for persons and papers. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Whataction does the Senator from 
Massachusetts ask upon the resolution? } 

Mr. LODGE. I ask for its present consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be printed and lie on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under 


the rule and be printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A messagé from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 1215) for the relief of Lennes A. Jackson. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.5771) authorizing 
the Texarkana and Shreveport Railroad Company to bridge 
we we River, in the State of Arkansas. ; 

The message further announced that the House had furnished 
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the Senate, in compliance with its request, duplicate engrossed 
copies of the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 6720) providing for the resurvey of Grant and 
Hooker Counties, in the State of Nebraska; and ; 

A bill (H. R. 6956) to grant to railroad companies in the Indian 
Territory additional powers to secure right of way, depot 
grounds, ete. 


PERSONS ENGAGED IN PROTECTED INDUSTRIES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] coming 
over from a previous day. ; ; 

The SECRETARY. A resolution directing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to inform the Senate of the total number of per- 
sons engaged in protected industries in the United States whose 
wages are or may be claimed to be affected by the proposed 
tariff legislation, etc. ‘ 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to have the resolution read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
ALLEN, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to inform the Senate of the total number of persons engaged in protected in- 
dustries in the United States whose wages are, or may be claimed to be af- 
fected by tariff legislation; the total number of persons engaged in such in- 
dustries whose wages are not, or will not be affected by tariff legislation, 
and the proportion of the population of the United States who oo upon 
the foreign market for tbe sale of their products, classifying such industries 
respectively. Such information to be based on the census of 1890. 

Also, that the Secretary of the ont be, and he is hereby, directed and 
required to inform the Senate of the total number of such persons who are 
native-born citizens of the United States of America; the total number who 
are naturalized citizens, and the total number of such persons who are 
aliens; and at what ratio, if any, allen mechanics and laborers have been 
taking the places of native and naturalized citizens of the United States in 
the protected industries of the United States. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. ALLEN. I simply desire to state that in 1886 the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury appointed a commission, consisting of Mr. 
Worthington C. Ford, B. B. Elliott, and Simon Newcomb, who 
were required to furnish the Treasury Department information 
based upon the census of 1880, such as is called for in this resolu- 
tion. The reports of those persons,who I think are now in the em- 
ploymentof the Government, classify the industries of the United 
States, showing the persons who were affected by tariff legisla- 
tion; classified the industries that were not affected by tariff 
legislation, and state the class of laborers whose wages were not 
affected in any way by it. This resolution does no more than 
call upon the Treasury Department for like information based 
upon the census of 1890—information that itis highly important 
for us to have before the tariff discussion is concluded. 

The resolution perhaps goes a little further in the second part 
of it, because I deem it highly important to know the number 
of native-born citizens and naturalized citizens whoare engaged 
in protected industries to-day, and to what extent, if any, those 
persons are being pushed out of employment and their places 
taken by imported laborers from foreign countries. All this in- 
formation, I understand, is in the possession of the Treasury 
Department, or at least it is accessible to that Department. 

his is all I desire to say at this time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I do not think the resolu- 
tion ought to pass unlessit is materially modified. There surely 
can be no objection to wept pei ow the guidance of the Senator 
from Nebraska, and the other Senators in the discussion of the 
tariff bill, all the statistics that exist in the Department of the 
Treasury or which may be procured by reasonableinquiry. But 
certainly I do not think there is any precedent for this resolu- 
tion. The Senator's resolution asks information from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury as to— 

The total number of persons engaged in protectedindustries inthe United 
eae whose wages are, or may be claimed to be, affected by tariff legisla- 

How does the Secretary of the Treasury know that fact? 
How does he know what persons there are engaged in labor whose 
wages may be claimed to be affected by tariff legislation? That 
is a matter of opinion, and it is demanding of the Secretary of 
the Treasury his opinion on the subject. 

A Senator near me suggests that we have a tariff on wheat. 
How does the Secretary of the Treasury know how many persons 
are engaged in raising wheat? How does the Secretary of the 
Treasury know whether it may or may not be claimed by Sena- 
tors upon this floor that the wages of the wheat-grower are af- 
fected by tariff legislation? 

The next call is— 


The total number of persons engaged in such industries whose wages are 
not or will not be affected by tariff legislation. 

There is a demand upon the Secretary of the Treasury to 
classify poet neyo engaged in protected industries. What 
are protec industries? It does not follow, according to the 


argument of Senators on the other side of the Chamber, that 
because there is a duty on an article, that article is pro- 
tected. It may be only a tariff for revenue and afford no pro- 
tection, either incidental or otherwise. How is the Secretary 
of the Treasury, I ask the Senator from Nebraska, to determine, 
for the purpose of answering this statistical inquiry, whether 
the wages of persons engaged in various industries will or will 
not be affected by tariff legislation? That is a matter of opin- 
ion; that is a matter on which the Senator from Nebraska might 
discourse learnedly for hours, but as to which the opinion of 
the Secretary of the Treasury is worth no more than the opin- 
ion of anyone else. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ifthe Senator from New Hampshire will per- 
mit me, I desire to say to him that this whole question was set- 
tled by the Treasury Department making such a statement in 
1886, based upon the census of 1880. 

Mr.HOAR. Has theSenator got here the resolution to which 
he refers. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have not the report, but I have just sent for 
it, which was made by Messrs. Ford, Elliott, and Newcomb. The 
matter isin the possession of the Treasury Department, from 
which this information can be had, and a reasonably safe and 
correctestimate can be made by the Treasury Department. Does 
not the Senator from New Hampshire recognize that as an im- 
portant factor in the discussion of the tariff bill? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, if the Senator from Ne- 
braska has a precedent for this resolution I hope he will pro- 
duce it. I can understand that there might be a foundation for 
the resolution if the Secretary of Treasury had set on foot an 
inquiry by experts covering these points, and there was a report 
on file in the Treasury Department which undertook to make 
this classification, and the resolution was only intended to cail 
for an existing report. I should not object then, but there is no 
evidence that there is any such report. The Senator says there 
was such a report ten yearsago. If there is another report of 
the same character, I have no objection to the Senator calling 
for that report, but I do not think it would be proper to pass a 
resolution here directing the Secretary of the Treasury to ap- 
point some experts and set them to making a similar inquiry. 
We have no power to do that. That can only be done by an act 
of Congress. I do not understand, therefore, that the Secretary 
of the Treasury has any such information as the Senator calls 
for as to what workmen of this country will have, or may be 
claimed to have, their wages affected by tariff legislation. 

Mr. ALLEN. I simply desire tosay that I am informed—how 
true it may be I do not know—that the Treasury Department, 
or some: branch of it, is engaged in making this inquiry at this 
time, and engaged in compiling proper data on this identical 
question; and it is for the purpose of reaching the data being 
compiled by the Department that this resolution was introduced. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Igo onfurther, Mr. President. The res- 
olution also asks: 

The proportion of the population of the United States whojJdepend upon 
the foreign market for the sale of their products. 

Who knows that? The Senator says such information should 
be based upon thecensus of 1890. If the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury has had anyone make a paper of that sort, [ certainly would 
not object to calling for that paper. 

The objection I make to the resolution is that in the absence 
of any such statistics, the Senator seems to me to be seeking to 
compel the Secretary of the Treasury to go to work and make 
inquiries and investigations and form opinions, either by him- 
self or by experts, in order that they may be sent to the Senate. 
I am opposed to any such proceeding as that. 

Looking further, to the second clause of the Senator's resolu- 
tion, he asks—after requiring certain statistics which are to be 
found in the census, of course— 

At what ratio, if any, alien mechanics and laborers have been taking the 
places of native and naturalized citizens of the United States in the pro- 
tected industries of the United States? 

Has the Senator any information that there is any such com- 
pilation in existence? Has the Senator any information that 
there are statistics on that point? If there are reliable statis- 
ties, of course there is no objection to having them furnished to 
the Senate; but, as the resolution stands, it is a direction to the 
Secretary of the Treasury to go to work and prepare a statement 
that can only be made up by careful investigation, and which is 
no part of the existing statistics, showing the extent to which 
in protected industries—and there is the same difficulty as to 
what is a protected industry that I have already alluded to— 
aliens have taken the place of native born or naturalized citi- 
zens. 

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator permit a question? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PEFFER. I desire to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire whether his objection is to the investigation to procure 
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8 not a proper request to make of the Secretary of the Treas- 


pe information sought, or whether his objection is ree: that 
iti 
ur 


v? 
Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I have no objection to pro- 
curing any existing information that is to be found anywhere. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then, why does the Senator object to the 
resolution? 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the information is wanted as to what 
the census shows, I will say to the Senator from Kansas that I 
think he should ask the Secretary of the Interior for it, That 
would seem to be the natural method. If there is no such infor- 
mation in existence and the Senator wishes an expression of 
opinion, if he wishes to have the Secretary of the Treasury to 
make @ guess as to how many aliens have superseded native cit- 
izens in protected industries and.as to how many persons there 
are whose wages may be claimed to be affected by tariff legisla- 
tion, ; jo not think it worth while to delay the passage of the 
xending tariff bill, which Senators on the other side are soanx- 
lems to go on with; Ido not think it worth while to delay this 
bill, which we are all anxious to get on with and which we must 
begin to go on with at 12 -o’clock and work on until 6—I do not 
think we ought to delay that process by asking the Secretary 
of the Treasury to goto work and, either by himself or by other 
people, make certain guesses, the result of which the Senator 
from Nebraska may conceive will aid him in determining what 
his final vote will be upon the bill. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I thought my questions were 
sufficiently direet to bring forth at least a reasonably direct an- 
swer. lask the Senator whether his objection to the adoption 
of the resolution is to eliciting this particular kind of informa- 
tion, or whether his objection is that it is esking something of 
the Secretary ef the Treasury which ought not to be asked of 
that officer. 

1 desire to state to the Senator, while on the floor, that some 
two years ago a committee of this body,at whose head I believe 
wes the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], was 
chargedjwith the duty of inquiring about what effect the tariffact 
of 1890 had upon the wages of labor throughout thecountry, as to 
whether wages had been increased or whether they had been 
diminished in the different departments of industry. The re- 
port of thatcommittee is quite voluminous, going through all the 
different departments of industry, and I believe the conelusion 
of one of the volumes of the report, at least, was that about one- 
sixth of | per cent increase in the wages of labor had taken 
place by reason of one year’s operation of the McKinley act. 

Mr. President, this resolution of the Senator from Nebraska 
isa very important one. It asks for information which will be 

roeured in some way, I will state to the Senator from New 

ampshire, and if it cau not be procured from the Treasury De- 
partment it will be procured in some other way. The people 
want to know what this resolution asks, the people havea — 
to know, and the people will learn just what they are asking for 
If the Secretary of the Treasury is not able to furnish the infor- 
mation desired, he is very capable of saying so. Only a few days 
ago « report from that officer was laid upon our tables, in which 
he stated very clearly that the Department was not able, with- 
out a great deal of expense, to procure the information which 
was asked by the Senate—I do not now recall what the particu- 
lar matter was; but,at any rate, the able Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is quite competent to state to the Senate whether he can or 
whether he can not furnish the desired information. I hope, 
therefore, the Senator from New Hampshire and other Senators 
will withdraw their objection, and let us have the information. 
Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me toask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. PEFFER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to know if he doos not think that the 
wages of every person in this country engaged in any ee? 
whethor he calls it a protected industry or not, is not directly 
or indirectly affected by tariff legislation? 

Mr. PEFFER. I do not believe it. 

Mr. HOAR. I do. 

Mr. PEFFER, I do not believe that the wages of carpen ters 
and bricklayers and stonemasons and printers and engravers 
and persons of that class are affected by tariff legislation. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion, suppose there were five thousand men employed in a par- 
tieniar manufacturing town in what the Senator from Nebraska 
ealls a protected industry; the protection veases; that industry 
stops, and there were five thousand other men employed not in 
a protected industry, would not the first five thousand seek em- 
ployment in the other industry and reduce the wages in that 
employment? 

Mr. PEFFER. It would depend entirely on circumstances. 

Mr. HOAR. If there are circumstances which would bring 
that to pass, then certainly the industry affected ‘by the tariff 
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ought not to be alone inguired into, but we ought to inquire ag 
to the effect upon these other men. 

Mr. PEFFER. The resolution is a very broad one. 

Mr. HOAR. It is not broadenough to cover them, if the Sen- 
ator will pardon me. 

Mr. PEFFER. I think it is. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish the Senator would read that part of the 
resolution which includes them. 

Mr.PEFFER. I thinkitineludesthem. The peopleare very 
much interested in acquiring this particular class of informa- 
tion. I think that when it is learned what persons are affected 
in their wage receipts by tariff duties, as compared with the 
oe whose wages are not so affected, it will be found that the 

ormer is very small comparatively. Take the farm hands; take 
the farmers themselves, who are just as much laborers and wage- 
workers as the hands whom they employ; take all the men who 
are engaged in the building trade, all the clerks, all the persons 
engaged in clerical and professional service, and I have no doubt 
that the proportion is fully 4 or 5 to 1 whose wages are not af- 
fected in any way, either directly or indirectly, by reason of 
tariff duties. The protection which is given to persons engaged 
in manufacturing industriesis not grudged to them by the other 
classes of persons to whom I have referred; but when it comes 
toa time that a particular party—and thatis the party repre- 
sented on this side of the Chamber—insists on protection beyond 
that which is reasonable, beyond that which is necessary, be- 
yond that which covers the difference in wages in this country 
and wages in other countries, it is time that the rest of us ask 
for such information as the Senator from Nebraska wants; and 
I do hope, Mr. President, that the Senate will consent to it. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, this resolution embraces a 
subject which has long been more or less under the considera- 
tion of the Finance Committee of the Senate. It seems to me 
that, if the resolution is to pass, it should be broadened and made 
more definite in some respects. I therefore move that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finanee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. ALLEN. [should like to know 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the motion? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the Sen- 
ator from Vermont moves to refer the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope it will not be done. 

Mr. ALLEN. Before that is done, I now have the report to 
which I referred some time ago—— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Nebraska have the reso- 
lution read under which that inquiry was made? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will again be read. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido notask for the reading of the resolution 
before the Senate, but for the resolution the Senator from Ne- 
braska refefs to under which the inauiry was made. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will state to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that this was an inquiry directed to be made by Daniel Manning, 
Secretary of the Treasury, and it was made by Worthington C. 
Ford, E. B. Elliott, and Simon Newcomb. It forms Appendix 
D of the Report of the Seeretary of the Treasury for the year 
1886. The reportof Mr. Ford shows, after someelaboration, that 
16,564,914 laborers in this country were persons whose labor was 
not subject to competition by foreign labor, while the number 
whose labor was subject to such competition was 827,184. Table 
A of Mr. Ford’s report classifies the industries in which persons 
are engaged not subject to foreign competition, beginning with 
agricultural implements, giving the number of persons, and 
running down to stave, shook, and heading, showing a very 
great number of industries in which the laborers’ wages are not 
subject to competition by foreign laborers. Table B classifies 
the industries that are partially subject to foreign competition, 
beginning with artificial flower making, giving the number of 
persons engaged in that industry, and so on down to woolen 
mills. He coneludes with the statement that the pemcenings of 
laborers whose wages are affected by foreign competition is 4.7 
of the laboring a of the country. 

The report of Mr. Elliott is in substance the same as that 
of Mr. Ford, classifying the competitive and noncompetitive 
industries, and he fixes the percentage of _— whose wages 
may be affected by foreign competition at r cent as against 
95 a cent whose wages are not affected. He goes into the de- 
tails of it at some length. Mr. Newcomb’sreportis in substance 
the same thing, and he estimates the number of persons whose 
wages are affected by competition at from 6 to 7 per cent. 

Now these tables, in my judgment, are full of valuable infor- 
mation. I know of no reason why the Senate should not be in- 
formed upon this precise subject, based upon the census of 1390. 
The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] is simply 
plowing in the rocks when he says that the resolution calls for 
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an opinion. The data and information are in the possession of 
the Treasury Department or accessible to it, based upon the cen- 
sus of 1890, and there is no reason why the Senate should not 
have this valuable information before it finally votes upon the 
tariif bill. Itis valuable information. 

Upon the other branch of the resolution the Senator from New 
Hampshire seems to assume that no person is informed upon the 
subject of the importation of foreign laborers into this country 
and into the factories of this country. It is notorious, and has 
been for years, that the law against the importation of contract 
labor is being daily and weekly and monthly violated, and that 
men are brought here from abroad to take the place of native 
and naturalized labor. Now, the census, I understand, will dis- 
close to some extent the percentage of persons who were brought 
here to take the place of American labor, native and naturalized, 


and if woe can discover by the passage of the resolution or by any | 


other step that the men who stand in this Chamberand howl for 
the laboring men of this country are displacing the native and 
naturalized labor by laborers from Hungary and other portions 
of Europe who come here to labor for a time and then go away, 
and that they are using the foreigners as the men upon whom 
the blessings of protection are to fall, it is important to the coun- 
try to know that fact. I have no desire to go any further intoa 
discussion of the resolution or its importance. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Nebraska misunderstood, I 
think, the purpose of my inquiry. 
say yesterday and this morning that a resolution similar to the 
one pending had been passed in a former Congress; and I asked 
the Senator to let us have that resolution, for I wanted to hear 
the terms of it. Now, I understand the Senator to state that it 
was nota resolution, but a direction from the Secretary of the 
Treasury. I should like to get the direction under which those 
reports were made, to see if the language which the Senator 
from Nebraska has used in the resolution will accomplish what 
he says and thinks was then accomplished. Lam not dealing 
with the question whether it is a proper resolution, but I wish 
merely to know whether the language is such as should be used. 

I am in favor of getting from any source from which it can be 
obtained the information as to the number of alien workmen in 
our manufacturing orotherindustries. If there is any fact show- 
ing that they have supplanted or turned out of employment 
American workmen I should like to get it, and I should like to 
join the Senator from Nebraska in affording any proper relief; 

ut in regard to the first part of the resolution, it seems to me 
that it opens for debate in the mind of the official who is to exer- 
cise authority under it, great questions about which mén differ. 
I suppose, speaking for only one, that wherever there is a pro- 
tective duty under which an American industry grows or is con- 
tinued, which would not exist without it, or under which the 
wages paid laborersin an American industry are increased to a 
point which they would not reach without it, it affects neces- 
sarily and inevitably every wage-carner in the country. 

You can not have two mills side by side pay different wages; 
you can not have a bricklayer, who receives $2.50 or $3 a day, 
protected only by the fact that he is building a structure which 
can not bs made abroad and brought over here, working side 
by side with a weaver in a cotton or woolen mill. If the 
Weaver's wages are more than the bricklayer’s, the bricklayer 
will seek employment in the mill, and vice versa. If you have 
5,000 men ina town ora county engaged in what the Senator 
from Nebraska calls a protected industry, and 5,000 men en- 
gaged in another industry which has no foreign cempetition, 
wages will find their level in the two, and to take off the protec- 
tion from one is just as much an injury to theother as if the pro- 
tection were not put on it. 

Perhaps the Secretary of the Treasury takes a different view 
on this subject. This is my opinion, and it is the opinion of 
many other persons. I do not think, therefore, that the Sena- 
tor ought to confine his inquiry to one class of industries alone. 

Then, there is another question, if I can have the attention 
of my honorable friend from Nebraska for a moment, and that 
is, what are protected industries? If he is correctly reported 
(I do not know that he is, but it affords an illustration of 
what Iam saying), the President of the United States said the 
other day to a delegation of persons from Louisiana engaged in 
the sugar industry, that they might be assured that they would 
have adequate protection on sugar. Ido not quote that as veri- 
fying it; it is a mere newspaper report which may or may not 
be true. But there are persons who think that the proposed 
“oe oe & an adequate protection to the sugar industry. 

ALLEN. Will the Senator from Massachusetts permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HOAR. Let me just state the point I am on, and then I 
will yield. On the other hand, I suppose Senators on the other 
side of the Chamber would rise up with great indignation and 
say all they would consent to on sugar is a revenue duty; that 





I understood the Senator to | 


they are not in the least proposing to help anybody engaged in 
raising sugar. Thatis going onallthetime. The few pages of 
the tariff bill that we have gone over disclose that what is re- 
garded by one Senator as a high protective duty on an industry 
is regarded bya Senatoron the other side as acompensatory duty 
because an internal-revenue tax has been placed on the material, 
or for some other reason. 

The Secretary of the Treasury, an able, clear-headed, and ex- 
cellent man,as we ail know, is amanof very decided theories and 
opinions. He has been debating these debatable questions all his 
life, and it does not seem to me that it is a fair or proper way in 
getting official statistical information, so to frame your resolve 
that at the foundation of the whole answer must be the particular 
theory which the official who answers the question entertains 
on a great and debated economic question. 

If the Senator will specify the industries, if he will make tho 
resolution applicable to all industries, I am with him, and I 
should like to have the information; but the resolution, I will 
not say designedly, but as drawn up, differs altogether from 
what the Senator quoted. The Senator quotes some reports of 


Mr. Worthington C. Ford, Mr. Elliott,and Mr. Newcomb. They 
do not use any such language as the Senator uses. They use a 
precise and specific phrase. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Massachusetts perwit 


me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is now almost 12 o'clock. Is the Senator 
willing that we shall take a vote on the resolution before the 
morning hour expires? 

Mr. HOAR. I do not propose to have a vote taken on the 
resolution until it is. put into what I think are proper and rea- 
sonable terms, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
sachusetts a question? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Is it not a fact that there is a 
classification in the Census reports of what are designated pro 
tected industries? 

Mr. HOAR. 
scribe it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not accept the Senator's reasoning at all. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to state that if the Senator from Ne- 
braska, without putting into the resolution partisan views of 
economic theories,or debated views of economic theories, whether 
partisan or not, will ask for a specific fact, I will join him and 
vote forthe resolution. The last partof the resolution I should 
like very much to have answered, but I do not wish to ask fora 
lot of statistics which when they come in will leave the question 
more mixed and foggy than before. 

Now, let the Senator refer the resolution to the Committee on 
Finance; let him refer it toa Democratic steering committee; 
let him sit down with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] or 
any other Senator who is familiar with these things, and get the 
phraseology which will exactly describe what | suppose the 
Senator wants, andI do not think he will have any difficulty. 
But as the resolution is drawn, I think a large part of the infor- 
mation will be either useless or a delusion and a snare. 

Mr. ALLEN. Probably the latter. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not impute that motive to the Senator, but 
it will have that effect. 

Tho VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 12 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
being House bill 4864. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 


May Lask the Senator from Mas 


If that be so, let the Senator from Nebraska de- 


I think it is so. 


ceed. — 
The Secretary read paragraph 29 of the bill, as follows: 
29. Flaxseed or linseed and poppy-seed oil, raw, boiled, or oxidized, 15 cents 


per gallonof 7} pounds weight. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire permit me to offer an amendment to the paragraph just 
read? 

Mr.GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out ‘' fifteen” and 
insert ‘‘twenty.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 15, strike out the word * 
and insert ‘‘ twenty,” so as to make the paragraph read: 

Flaxseed, or linseed, and poppy-seed oil, raw, boiled, or oxidized, 20 centa 
per gallon of 7} poands weight. 
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Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senator from Oregon 
" [Mr. DoLPH], ina speech which he delivered in the Senate De- 
cember 18, 1893, made a valuable contribution to the history of 
tariff legislation in the United States, and other Senators have 
shed much light on the same subject, but in no speech to which I 
have listened has a complete and exhaustive treatment of that 
important question been undertaken. Asit isa subject of tran- 
scendent importance to the people of this country, | propose to 
undertake the task of giving, as briefly as may be, an accurate his- 
torical analysis of American legislation on this subject since 
the day the Pilgrims placed foot on Plymouth Rock to the 
present time. In this work I am under great obligations to the 
American Protective Tariff League for material prepared for 
me under their direction by Hon. D, G. Harriman, a close stu- 
dent of economic questions, whose patient research and learn- 
ing were utilized in the arrangementof the subject-matter. 

This historical contribution to the tariff discussion is made 
primarily with the viewof endeavoring to persuade the Demo- 
cratic side of the Chamber to unite with the Republican ‘Sen- 
ators against the pending bill, but chiefly for the purpose of 
acquainting the people of this country with the great fact that 
impartial history teaches that high tariffs have always brought 
prcaperts to the people of the United States, while low tariffs 

1ave invariably disturbed business, prostrated industries, and 
brought suffering and want to the laboring masses of our peo- 
ple. There can be noescape from thisconclusion. It is written 
on every page of American history, and the terrible results of 
low tariffs have been literally burned into the souls of the men and 
women whoearn their bread by the sweat of their brow. In 
this day of agitation of so-called tariff reform it is well that the 
truths of history be summoned to sweep away the sophistries 
and idle theories of educated doctrinaires and free-trade Con- 
gressmen. 

REPUBLICAN AND DEMOCRATIC POLICIES CONTRASTED. 

The New York Sun is the ablest Democratic newspaper in the 
United States, and is intensely partisan on nearly all taser 
subjects; but in its issue of July 12, 1893, the following discrimi- 
nating article appeared, and as it comes from an undoubted 
Democratic source and states the difference of the two parties 
so fairly and impartially, it is proper to quote it for the benefit 
of the doubtful and for the encouragement of protectionists: 

Respecting Federal taxation, we will now state the position of the Democ- 
racy as defined by the Chicago platform, upon which the overwhelming vic- 
tory of 1892 was gained. Ascertain the value of the goods to be imported. 
Ascertato the amount of revenue to be raised from imports for the expenses 
of the Government honestly administered. Fix the rate and collect it with- 
out discrimination, preference, or partiality. Anything else is unjustifiable. 
Anything else is unconstitutional. me else invades the rights of the 


citizen, and is unlawful as well as undemocratic. That is clear and com- 
prehensive. That is what the Chicago platform declared and what the peo- 


ple approved. 
The Republican ition is diametrically different. Tariff duties, say the 


Republicans, should not be levied for the mere purposé of revenue, but 
largely with a view of promoting American manufactures and labor, and 
relieving farmers and mechanics.from unfavorable foreign competition. 
The Republicans say that it is one of the wers and duties of a govern- 
ment to protect the people who maintain it from unfair foreign competi- 
tion, as Wellas from hostile foreign invasion. The ple, through their 
representatives, impose the taxes on goods entering into American ports 
from other countries, and they have the right (and it is natural that they 
should exercise it) so. as to impose those duties that the interests of Americans 
will be favored and the interests of foreign rivals in the same industries or 
pursuits discriminated against. Thatis the Republican doctrine. 

Between the two systems—Democratic, for revenue only; Republican, of 
discriminating taxes to foster and protect certain interests—there is no 
possible concordance. One is bluntly opposed tothe other. If one is right, 
the other necessarily must be wrong. 


SOME DEFINITIONS. 

In order that there may be no misunderstanding relative to the 
pene of certain terms and phrases, it may be well to define 
them. 

A tariff is a system of duties imposed by the government of a 
country upon goodsimported or exported. In the United States 
there is no duty on exports. 

There are but two kinds of tariff in the United States: 

1. A free-trade tariff. 

2. A protective tariff. 

A free-trade tariff is simply a tariff for revenue only; and 
revenue derived therefrom is intended for governmental ex- 

nses exclusively. Itis the system which is in operation in 

ngland. Since it is designed for revenue only, its duties are 
nearly all levied upon articles (except luxuries) that are in great 
and certain demand. It so happens that the articles thus levied 
upon (except luxuries) are constantly required by the common 
people in their household economy, ané that they can not be 
raised or ——— profitably at home, such as tea, coffee, etc., 
and therefore can not come into competition with home produc- 
tions, 

A protective tariff not only provides revenue for the expenses 
of the Government, but also so discriminates its duties that 
they are levied principally upon imported articles that come in 


direct competition with home industries, and so adjusts the rates 
that such ee foreign productions can not be placed upon 
the home markets at prices less than the fair and reasonable 
home-market price. 

By this means the high wages of our home laborers are main- 
tained, and need not be reduced to the low level of cheap for- 
eign labor; and under this tariff, articles of necessity for the 
common people in their household economy, and which can not 
be raised or produced profitably at home, are admitted free of 
duty, such as tea, coffee, sugar, ete. 

Duties are the specific sums of moneys or the rate per cent 
that is levied upon the goods passing through the custom-house. 
(Many use the term ‘‘ tariff” synonymously with “duty,” but in- 
correctly.) 

There are two kinds of duties: 

1. Specific; 2. Ad valorem. 

A specific duty is a fixed sum of money to be paid upon each 
yard, ton, hundred, ete. Illustration: Wheat pays a specific 
duty of 25 cents a bushel, without reference to its market value. 

An ad valorem duty is a stated per cent that is levied upon 
the value of the goods imported. Illustration: The duty on cer- 
tain manufactures of silk is 50 per cent of their foreign value. 

A very strong objection to an ad valorem duty is the oppor- 
tunity it opens to fraud and dishonesty by undervaluation of the 
goods imported. 

oe of these duties are sometimes combined on the same ar- 
ticle. 

Tilustration: Wilton carpets pay a specific duty of 60 cents a 
square yard and anad valorem of 40 per cent on their value. 

Protection is that economic system which requires that its 
sufficient duties shall be levied only upon such commodities (be- 
side mere luxuries) as we are capable of producing in econom 
and quantity to regulate prices in the home market (D. H. Rice). 

Prior to’1883 we imported all our steel wire nails; the duty was 
1 cent a pound, and the nails cost us 7 to8 centsa pound. In 
1883 the duty was raised to 4 cents a pound and in 1891 we made 
over 4,000,000 kegs, and exported them to all parts of the world; 
and our people could buy them at about 2 cents a pound. 

Free trade is a dream, a vagary, a theory which, if it could be 
materialized, would abolish all tariff duties and remove all cus- 
tom-houses from our frontiers, and let every nation into our 
markets as freely as the air comes in; but such a system has 
never been used or adopted between or among civilized nations. 

It is taught nowhere except in colleges, by theorists and doc- 
trinaires, and is absolutely impracticable. 

Bounties are gifts or rewards from the General Government 
for services which are or will be for the public benefit, and 
without which assistance certain industries and lines of business 
could not otherwise be established. 

Illustration: Under the McKinley tariff the duty on sugar 
which had been about 2 cents a pound, was all taken off, an 
sugar was admitted free, a gain to the country of over $60,000,- 
000. By that act we should have utterly destroyed all the sugar 

lanters of the country if the law had not provided a bounty of 
Sosnte a pound on all their production, amounting to $9,000,000. 
We thus saved a large and growing industry, and after paying 
the bounty, had a net gain of $51,000,000. 

Subsidies are similar gifts to enable our people to build and 
operate steamships and other vessels, and socarry our own mails 
and our own merchandise, instead of relying upon other nations 
to do it for us, to our great loss and disadvantage. 

Reciprocity is an arrangement or agreement between our own 
nation and another nation by which we agree to admit, free of 
duty, certain articles which we need, but which we can not raise 
or produce here; and in return the other nation admits to its 
ports, free of duty, certain articles which we produce, and which 
they need, but can not produce in their own land. 

Illustration: Brazil produces great quantities of coffee and 
rubber, but does not produce flour nor machinery. Wecan not 
produce coffee and rubber, but we have a surplus of flour and 
machinery. We admit freeof duty their coffee and rubber, and 
they admit free of duty our flour and machinery, and both na- 
tions are benefited, their home eS are greatly in- 
creased, their markets enlarged, and the laborers of each country 
find additional work and improved wages at home. 

Germany has alarge surplus of beet sugar which we need; and 
we haye a large surplus of pork which they need. Each remit- 
ting the duty, we take their sugar and they take our pork, and 
both nations are richer. 

From the very nature of the case, the parties who thus recip- 
rocate must do so on differing productions. If we could raise 
good coffee, there would be no gain in reciprocity with Brazil 
on coffee; and if we could raise all the sugar we need, there would 
be no advantage in exchanging pork for sugar with Germany. 

It will thus be seen that reciprocity is impossible with those na- 
tions whose productions aresimilar toour own. The opponents of 
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protection denounce reciprocity as a ‘‘fraud” and a ‘‘humbug,” 
and ask “‘if reciprocity is desirable with South America and with 
Germany, why not with Great Britain?” The answer is plain 
and ready: The productions of Great Britain and our own are 
nearly all of similar kinds, and there is therefore no opportunity 
for reciprocity. 
English laborers receive only half as much wages as our labor- | 
ers are paid; and to admit the productions of Great Britain (sim- | 
ilar to our own) to our markets free, when they cost only about | 
half as much in wages as ours,would give our markets to Great 
Britain, stop our own mills and factories, and turn our laborers 
into the streets. Even so sturdy a Briton as Lord Salisbury ad- | 
mits this, and in his celebrated speech at Hastings, in May, 1892, | 
frankly declared that England had no productions for which she | 
could ask us to reciprocate. _ | 

Among other things, Lord Salisbury said: 

Forty or fifty years ago everybody believed that free trade had conquered 
the world, and they prophesied that every nation would follow the example 
of England and give itself up to absolute free trade. The resultsare notex- 
actly what they prophesied, but the more adverse the results were the more 
the devoted prophets of free trade declared that all would come right at 
Last. 

The worse the tariffs of foreign countries became the more confident were 
the prophecies of an early victory, but we see now, after many years’ expe- 
rience that explain it, how many foreign nations are raising, one after an- 
other, a wall—a brazen wall of protection—around their shores, which ex- 
cludes us from their markets, and, so far as they are concerned, do their best 
to kill our trade, and this state of things does not get better. On the con- 
trary, it constantly seems to get worse. 

We live in an age of a war of tariffs. Every nation is trying how it can, 
by agreement with its neighbor, get the greatest possible protection for its 
own industries, and at the same time the greatest possible access to the 
markets of its neighbors. 

The weapon with which they all fight is admission to their own markets— 
that is to say, A says to B, “If you will make your duties such that I can sell 
in your markets I will make my duties such thatyou can sell in my market.” 

But we — by saying we will levy no duties on anybody, and we declare 
that it would be contrary and disloyal tothe glorious and sacred doctrine of 
free trade to levy any duty on anybody for the sake of what wecan get by it. 
[Cheers. | : ‘ . 

It may be noble, but it is not business. [Loud cheers.]—New York World. 


WAGES AND WAGE-EARNERS. 


The question of wages is of the highest importance, for wages 
are more quickly and powerfully influenced by tariff changes 
than even cuuitel. Here is a fact that can not be refuted nor 
truthfully denied: that under protection wages in the United 
States have always been high and increasing, and have also had 
a greater purchasing power; while under a free tariff they have 
always been lower and decreasing, and have had a smaller pur- 
chasing power. In all the many changes or threatened changes 
of our tariff policy since 1783, this rule has been absolutely in- 
variable; so that we have aright toclaim, and doclaim, that this 
important fact prevails because of the change in tariff policy, 
and for no other reason. 

And the explanation of it is not difficult to find. Under a low 
tariff, importations are much larger than when duties are high; 
and consequently the demand for home productions falls off, the 
manufacture is decreased, and workmen are either discharged | 
or their wages are reduced; while the exact reverse of this hap- 
pens under a high tariff. 

Two undisputed facts will help to make this matter clearer, and 
show how necessary protection is for the maintenance of high 








wages. 
‘2 Pirst. The English laborer receives but half, or less than half, | 
as much wages as does the American laborer for the same kinds 
of work. 

Second. From 75 to 90 per cent of the cost of production (ex- | 
cept the commonest menial work) is labor; and it will now be | 
easy to see that the English manufacturer can turn out his pro- 
ductions at much less cost than can the American manufacturer. 

Illustration: Suppose some article of production which is in 
general use costs the American manufacturer $20 when placed 
upon the market. This sum includes the labor (90 per cent), the 
materials, anda fair profitto the maker. From the fact that the 
English manufacturer pays only half as much for his labor, he 
can produce just as good an article for about half as much, or 
say $11. To this sum let us adda eee rofit and freightage, 
say $4; and if there is no tariff duty, the Mostishmen can place 
his article upon our market and sell for $15; and when placed 
side by side with the American product, the Engltshman has a 
clear advantage of % over the American; and, other things be- 
ing a the Englishman will control the market; nay, he 
must do so, for customers, as a rule, will not pay an extra & for 
the sake of a sentiment, 

There are in such cases but two possible results: First, the 
American must stop manufacturing; or, second, he must reduce 
the wages of his workmen to the English level. 


HOW PROTECTION PROTECTS. 


But rig! t here Republicans come forward with their protec- 
tive tariff, and under its beneficent action the American is not 
obliged to stop manufacturing, nor to reduce the wages of his 
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employés; nor after competition is established does the con- 
sumer pay more than the English price for the article. 

We say to English and other foreign manufacturers, through 
our National Government: If you choose to have your laborers 
work for starvation wages; if you prefer to keep them in such 
a state of industrial vassalage, that ‘what they eat to-day they 
must earn to morrow ;” if you think it right that the great mass 
of your laborers, men and women, should spend all their lives 
simply to obtain an insufficient supply of inferior food and cloth- 
ing, and to wear out their weary lives ‘‘ vainly striving bread 
to win,” that is your own matter and we can not prevent it if 
we would. But we say to you distinctly and positively, that 


American laborers are not paid any more than fair and reasona- 
ble wages; that we will neither permit our manufacturers to stop 
work, nor the wages of our workmen to be degraded to the En- 


glish level of your cheap labor: and for these reasons we will 
levy duties upon all your productions that compete with our 


| own, so that you can not bring them here and put them upon 


our markets at prices less than our own, nor undersell our goods 


| of the same classes, unless you do it at a loss to yourselves, 


Bring up your wages to the American level and we will then 
take our chances against you, but not otherwise. 
THE TARIFF AND WAGES; SOME IMPORTANT OPINIONS, 
James G. Blaine years ago said: 
The tariff question is essentially a question of wages 


THOMAS B. REED’s opinion on the question of wages, as stated 
in his great speech against the Wilson bill in the House of Rep- 
resentatives on February 1, 1894, is pertinent and isin part as 
follows: 

Iconfess to you that this question of wages is to me the vital question. 
To insure our growth in civilization and wealth, we must not only have wages 
as high as they now are, butconstantly and steadily increasing. In my judg- 
ment, upon wages and the consequent distribution of consumable wealth 
are based allour hopes of the future and all the possible increase of our civil- 
ization. The progress of this nation is dependent upon the progress of all. 
The fact that in this country all the workers have been getting better wages 
than elsewhere is the very reason why our market is the best in the world, 
and why all the nations of the world are trying to break into it, 


J. G. CANNON of Illinois, in the same discussion, said: 


Wages are higher here thanabroad. Prove it? Yes. The 500,000 to 700,- 
000 who cross the ocean annually come here to find homes. Why? Because 
they better their condition; because their wages are better. If the cheaper 
labor of the Old World sendsits products to the United States free and sells 
them in our markets in competition with like products of our better paid 
labor, this would not elevate their labor, but would pulldown our labor. If 
the Old World wants free trade with us, let it elevate its labor to an equality 
with our own; and until this is done let us protect our own. 

J. F. LAcEyY of Iowa, said: 


The question of protection is one of wages. Employers cut wages and 
their workmen strike. A political party cuts wages by legislation, and it 
must expect the workingmen of thecountry to return the blow with interest 
at more than 5 per cent. 


FIFTY YEARS OF FREF-fRADE TARIFF IN GREAT BRITAIN. 

What has it done and what is it doing for her toiling mil- 
lions? England collects: annually from customs duties on ar- 
ticles which she does net produce but which her wage-earners 
regard as necessaries of life, the sum of $100,000,000. The la- 
borers of England pay more than three-fourths of this sum. 
They pay a duty of 75 cents or more a pound on tobacco: on cof- 
fee, 3 to 4 cents a pound; on tea, 12 cents, and other things in 
proportion. Then look at the places they call ‘* homes.” In 
Manchester great numbers of houses have but one small room, 


| and this is used for all purposes by the family because they have 


no other. In London over 60,000 families are similarly situa- 
ted. Itis no better in Dundee. In Glasgow 45,000 families live 
each inasingle room. In Scotland one-third of the laboring 
families live each ia a single room. It is not unusual to find in 
these single rooms all over Great Britain families numbering 
from six to nine persons of all ages and both sexes. 

Is such life, living; or is it herding? In one year, the public 
authorities furnished relief to English laborers: In Yorkshire 
to 50,000; in London to 500,000; and in Great Britain to 922,000 
persons. In London, the wealthiest city of the world, one out 
of every nine died in the workhouse, and in Great Britain one 
out_of every seven died in the workhouse. The paupers of Eng- 
land number nearly 1,000,000, or one to every thirty-six persons, 
and her pauperism and consequent crime cost her over $80.000,- 
000. A house-owneramong workingmen isseldomfound. Land 
is going out of cultivation, and already 2,500,000 acres have been 
abandoned to foxes and birds. In ten years, 1871 to 1881, sheep 
decreased in number 6,000,000; and farms and farmers, 10 per 
cent; and the number of those engaged in gainful occupations 
decreased about 3,000,000. Women and girls by tens of thou- 
sands are obliged to work in coal mines, in coal-yards, in brick- 
yards, in nail-shops, and in other degrading places, at the merest 

ittance of wages. As black as is this picture of England's la- 

rers, much more could be added if we had the time for it; but 

with all of these discomforts and disadvantages, what one ad- 
vantage do they have that our workingmen are deprived of? 
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SOME ENGLISH OPINIONS. 


Lest it might be thought that this description of the English 
laborers was the prejudiced opinion of an American protectionist, 
I will briefly quote from a few Englishmen of high standing: 

John Ruskin: 

Though England is deafened with spinning wheels, her people have not 
clothes; though she is black with the digging of fuel, they die of cold; and 
though she has sold her soul for gain, they die of hunger. 

John Bright: 

Nearly one-third of the whole people dwell in homes of only one room; 
and more than two-thirds of the people of Scotland dwell in homes of not 
more than tworooms. We find poverty and misery. What does it mean? 
It means more than I can describe and more than I will attempt todescribe; 
and as need begets need, so poverty and misery beget poverty and misery. 
in fact, in looking at the past, to me it is a melancholy thing to look at, 
there is much of it which excites in me not astonishment but horror. The 
fact is there passes before my eyes a vision of millions of families—not in- 
dividuals, but families—fathers, mothers, children—passing, ghastly, sor- 
row-stricken, in never-ending procession from their cradles to their graves. 

Bennet Burleigh: 

There is no gainsaying the existence, rich and potent as the British Em- 
pire is, of widespread privation among the working classes of Great Brit- 
aim. Thie distress has now become a constant, an aggrava quantity. 
Men, women, and children, by hundreds of thousands, miserably half clad, 
have to face the chill English winter. hibernating as best they can in dark, 
frowsy abodes, from which they emerge but to plead for bread. 


Joseph Chamberlain: 


The class of agricultural laborers of this ar (Great Britain) arenever 
abie to.do more than make both ends meet, have to look forward in 
times of illness, or on the approach of old age, to the workhouse as the one 


inevitable refuge against starvation. Theordinary conditions of lifeamong 


the large proportion of the population aresuch that common dece is ab- 
solutely impossible; andall this goes on in sight of the mansions of the rich. 
John Morley: 


It ia an awful fact—it is really not short of awful—that in this country 
(Great Britain), with all its wealth, all its vast resources, all its as 45 per 
cent—that is to say, nearly one-half—of the persons who reach the of 
60 are or have a I say it ts a most tremendous fact, and I can 
not conceive any subject mors worthy of the attention of the Legislature, 
more worthy of the attention of all. 

Thomas Carlyle: 


British industrtal existence seems fast becoming one huge 
of reckless pestilence—physical and moral—a hideous liv: Golgotha ofsouls 
and bodies burted alive. Thirty thousand outcast n ewomen working 
themselves swiftly to death. Three million paupers rotting in forced idle- 
neas, 2nd these are but items in the sad ledger of despair. 

Prof. Huxley: 


A pean whose labor is insufficiently remunerated must become phys- 
ically and morally unhealthy and socially unstadle; and though it may 
succeed for awhile in industrial competition, by reason of the cheapness of 
its produce, it must in the end fail, through hideous misery and degradation 
to utter ruin. 


And yet this British free-trade tariff, the parent of most of 
the poverty and degradation above referred to, is the one free 
traders here would have us adopt. 


AN INVARIABLE RULE. 


Mr. D. H. Mason says: 

All the pros ity enjoyed by the American absolutely all the 
rosperity without any reservation whatever—from the foundation of the 

nited States Government down to the present time, has been under the 
reign of protective principles; and all the hard times suffered by the Amer- 
can people in the same period have been preceded, either by a heavy re- 
uction of duties on imports (or by a threat of such reduction) or by insuff- 
cient protection; thus refuting all free-trade theories on the subject. 

The truth or falsity of this declaration will be established by 
the historicai facts of our colonial and national experiences. 
Let us examine these facts, and let them determine which is true. 
FIRST FREY TRADE PERIOD, 1620-1789—1. UNDER THE COLONIAL GOVERN- 

MENT—2. UNDER THE CONFEDERACY. 

Since 1620, and through our colonial history, but especially 
since the treaty of 1783, by which the Revolutionary war was 
closed and our Independence established, we have tried and 
thoroughly tested all the ane ape me of this economic ques- 
tion, from extreme free trade, under the Confederacy (1753 to 
1789), to the high protective tariff under the rule of the Re- 
publican party since 1861. 

FREE TRADE UNDER THE CONFEDERACY. 

It is a historical fact, though comparatively few of our peo- 
ple seem to be awure of it, that during the ee the 

riod preceding the adoption of our Constitution, we made for 
fre first and only time in our history a full and fair trial of free 
trade of practically unrestricted imports. 

England boasts of being the great free-trade nation of the 
world, but she has never hada free-tradesystem that approaches 
the one we “ enjoyed ” from 1783 to 1789. Howmuch we enjoyed 
it appears hereafter. 

CONGRESS UNDER THE CONFEDERACY. 

Under the Confederacy, the States were held together by arope 

of sand. The powers of Congress were exceedingly timaived es- 


on this question. It had no authority toenact ageneral 
Sent os imports without the consent of every one of the thir- 


ison swamp 


teen States, and such consent was never given. 
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The States thought that they were individually competen 
to manage those matters for themselves,and that they cou 
protect their separate rights better than Congress could do it 
for them. Each State had the right to regulate its own trade, 
and each imposed upon foreign products and upon the products 
of the other States such duties as it deemed best. Each strove 
to secure trade for itself without regard to the interests of any 


other State. : 
JEALOUSY OF THE STATES. 


Jealousy of each other seems to have been the underlying mo- 
tive of their unfortunate actions. Pennsylvania established a 
duty of 24 per cent, but even this was an ineffectual remedy; for 
New Jersey opened a free port at Burlington, where the Penn- 
sylvania merchants entered their goods and took them clandes- 
tinely across the river to Pennsylvania without paying any duty. 

New i voted to allow Congress toimpose a general tariff, 
while New York, on accountof her situation relative to Connec- 
ticut and New Jersey, and the advantages this situation gave 
her in the matter of importations, refused to doso. New Jer- 
sey thereupon withdrew her consent and, in order to annoy New 
York, established a free port at Paulus Hook, opposite New 
York City, and New York merchants repeated the tactics of 
Philadelphia, and got their goods free of duty. 

Hamilton urged upon the States the necenilay of stopping this 
suicidal policy and of vesting Congress with full power to regu- 
late trade, and he contrasted the “‘ prospect of a number of petty 
States, jarring, jealous, and perverse, fluctuating and unhappy 
at home, and weak by their dissensions in the eyes of other 
nations,” with a “noble and magnificent perspective of a great 
republic;” but it was years before he and others could persuade 
the States to do this. As just stated, Congress had no power in 
itself to lay duties or to regulate trade, and as the States would 
not agree upon a uniform rate of duty, each sought its own ad- 
vantage at the expense of its neighbors, and, as a necessary con- 
sequence, the country at large fell an easy prey to foreign nations, 
which lost no time in passing such laws as they judged most 
likely to destroy our commerce and extend their own. 

GREAT BRITAIN’S BARBAROUS POLICY. 

Especially was this true of Great Britain, then as now, the most 
selfish and grasping commercial power on the carth. And her 
conduct during this period of the Confederacy was in conformity 
with the policy she has always maintzined. 


HOW GREAT BRITAIN TREATED THE COLONIES. 


In 1699 Parliament decreed that ‘after the Ist day of Decem- 
ber, 1699, no wool, yarn, cloth, or woolen manufactures of the 
English plantations in America shall be shipped from any of 
said plantations, or otherwise laden, in order to be trans 
thence to any place whatsoever, under a penalty of forfeiting 
both ship and cargo, and £500 ($2,500) for each offense.” 

In 1732 Parliament prohibited the exportation of hats from 
vince to province, and limited the number of apprentices to 
taken by hatters. In 1750, the erection of any mill orengine 

for splitting or rolling iron was prohibited under a penalty of 
$1,000 for each offense; but pig-iron could be exported to - 
land, duty free, in order that it might be manufactured there 
and returned to the colonies. Later, Lord Chatham declared 
that he would not permit the colonists to make even a hob-nail 
or a horseshoe for themselves, and his views were subsequently 
carried into effect by the absolute prohibition in 1765 of the ex- 
port of artisans; in 1781, of woolen machinery; in 1782, of cotton 
machinery and artificers in cotton; in 1785 (when the States 
most needed them), of iron and steel making eee and 
workmen in those departments of trade; and in 1799, by the 
prohibition of the export of colliers, lest other countries should 
acquire the art of mining coal. 

England's object was to keep the colonists all farmers, so as to 
supply her home people, engaged mostly in manufacturing, with 
f and raw materials,and to compel the colonists to take from 
her in return her manufactured products; also to pay profit both 
ways; in other words, to compel them to sell to England all the 

to sell—their agricultural lus—and to buy from her all 
they were o to p manufactured articles of any 

rtance. This process was pleasing and remunerative to 
British manufacturers and capitalists; but it kept the colonists 
poor, and almost ruined them. For, as has been shown, they 
were forbidden to manufacture anything themselves, and they 
were never able to raisean agricultural surplus sufficient to pay 
for what they had to import. 

With no tariff on imports at home, but subject tosuch burdens 
On Our exports abroad as was to those to whom we were 
obliged to seil, the }of the in 1771 exceeded 
their exports by $13,750,000—an enormous sum in those days. 

Is it any wonder that our forefathers rebelled? And not satis- 
fied with these measures to prevent and repress all manufactur- 
ing enterprise in the States, she also attempted to destroy all 
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our commerce by enforcing most barbarously their iniquitous 
laws with respect to navigation. J 

By the navigation act Great Britain decreed that ‘‘no goods 
or commodities whatever, of the growth, production, or manu- 
facture of Europe, Africa, or America, shall be imported into 
England or Ireland, or into any of the plantations (American 
colonies) except in ships belonging to English subjects, of which 
the master and the greater number of the crew shall also be 
English.” 

Our trade with her West Indian colonies was prohibited; and 
by the enforcement of these navigation acts our commerce was 
nearly destroyed. Aswe had no tariff, foreign vesselsand goods 
were freely admitted into our States; while our vessels and 
goods were burdened with heavy rates and duties in foreign 


the prices of our exports were subject to the will of foreigners. 
They demanded their own prices for their imports, and we had 
to pay them; and they offered us their own prices for our goods, 
and we had to take them; for, being without a national tariff, 
we were absolutely at their mercy. 


Before this navigation act was passed, the colonists had sent 
their trading ships toall the known portsof the world,and their 
commerce had become considerable and valuable to them, but 
by that act it was annihilated ata blow. Even Burke declared 
in Parliament that ‘‘ by it the commerce of the colonies was not 
only tied, but strangled.” Is it not true that England was and 
1s the most selfish of nations? Herobject will be stated further 


on. 
HOW THE STATES WERE APFECTED. 


In the comparative condition of the United States and Great 
Britain, after the close of the Revolutionary war, not a hatter, 
a boot or shoe maker, a saddler, or a brass-founder here could 
carry on his business, exeept in the coarsest and most ordinary 
production, under the pressure of this foreign dictation. Thus 
was presented the extraordinary and calamitous spectacle of a 
successful revolution wholly failing of its ultimate —— The 

or things; 
to redress their own grievances, to improve their own condition, 
and to throw off the burden which the colonial system had laid 
on theirindustry. To attain these objects they had endured in- 
credible hardships, and borne and suffered almost beyond the 


people of America had gone to war not for names, but 


measure of humanity. 


And when their independence was attained, they found that, 
by the ungenerous, uncivilized, and unchristian legislation and 
action of Great Britain, it was merely a piece of parchment. 
The industry which had been burdened in the colonies had 
been crushed in the free States, and the mechanics and manu- 
facturers of the country found themselves, in the bitterness of 


their hearts, independent and ruined. 


Daniel Webster, in a speech on the 8th of July, 1833, affirmed 


the truth of the foregoing statements when he said: 


From the close of the war of the Revolution there came a —_—- of de- 
e had hardly 

elt during the sharpest crisis of the war itself. Shipowners, shipbuilders, 
mechanics, artisans, all were destitute of emplo nt, and some of them 
destitute of bread. British ships came freely a British ships came plen- 
tifully, while to American ships and American products, there was neither 
on on the one side nor the equivalent of reciprocal free tradeon the 

other. The cheaper labor of England supplied the inhabitants of the At- 
lantic shores with everything. y-made clothes, among the rest, from 
the crown of the head to the soles of the feet, were for sale in every city. 
All these things came free from any general system of imposts. Some ofthe 


ion and distress on the Atlantic coast such as the peop. 


States attempted to establish their own partial systems, but they failed. 


George Bancroft, on page 432, volume 1, History of the Con- 
stitution, paints the picture of this period (1785) even a darker 


shade when he says: 


It is certain that the English have the trade of these States almost wholly 
in their hands, whereby their influence must increase; and a constantly in- 
wroastng scarcity of money begins to be felt, since no ship sails hence to 
— without large sums of money on board, especially the English 
packet boats, which monthly take with them between forty and fifty thou- 


sand pounds sterling. 
Again, on page 439, we find this: 


The scarcity of money makes the produce of the country cheap, to the dis- 
intment of the farmers and the discouragement of husbandry. Thus 
the two classes, merchants and farmers, that divide nearly all America, are 


discontented and distressed. 
GREEDY SELFISHNESS OF GREAT BRITA‘N. 
It may be remarked in 


of her finished 
of what she 





sing that it has always been the 
, Jeading object of Great Britain to manufacture for the world, 
to monopo the bulk of reproductive power, and, if possible, 

to keep all other countries in a state of industrial vassalage, by 

means of her great capital, her cheap labor, her skill, and her 

mercantile marine. er policy has been, and is, to force all 

other countries to compete in her home markets for the sale of 

ir raw materials. Why? To enable her to fix the price of 

It has also been, and is, her policy to force all 
_ other nations to compete in her home markets for the purchase 
ucts. Why? To enable her to fix the price 
Of course, that is business; and if England 
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can enforce such policies she will, indeed, become the mistress 
of the world. This policy she enforced upon us under the Con- 
federacy. 

In proof that thisselfish policy has prevailed in England, many 
of her ablest public men might be quoted; but two or three will 
suffice at this time. 

Years ago Lord Goderich publicly declared in the English 
Parliament: 


Other nations know that what we English mean by free trade is nothing 
more nor less than by means of the groat advantages we enjoy, to get the 


monopoly of all the markets of other nations for our manufactures; and 
to prevent them (the foreign nations), one and all, from ever becoming man 
ufacturing nations. 

David Syme, another prominent English free trader and mem- 


i € | ber of Parliament, openly said: 
ports. It thus happened that the prices of goods imported and | 


In any quarter of the globe, where competition shows itself as likely to i 
terfere with English monopoly, immediately the capital of her manufactw 
ers is massed in that particular quarter; and goods are exported there in 
large quantities, and sold at such price that outside competition is effe 
tually counted out. English manufacturers have been known to expor 
goods to a distant market and sell them under cost for years, with a view of 
getting themarket into their own hands again, and keep that foreign market, 
and step in for the whole when prices revive. 


No comment is called for at this time; but historical facts 
establish the accuracy of the statement as to the selfishness of 
Great Britain beyond all question, and her conduct toward this 
country after the close of the war of the Revolution as well as 
after the close of our second war with Great Britain will be 
found instructive. 

RESULTS OF SUCH A POLICY. 


And so the years from 1783 to 1789 were lovely, haleyon days 
for the merchants and statesmen of Great Britain. In about 
three years’ time nearly all the money of the country had passed 
into the pockets of British merchants and manufacturers, and 
we were left *‘ poor indeed;” for not only did they take from us 
our money, but they took also our good name for integrity, in- 
dependence, and common sense, which we had won in the Revo- 
lutionary war. 

As there was no tariff to prevent, foreign nations literally 
a in upon us their products of every kind and description 

n such quantities and at such prices that our people could not 
compete with them. 

Our domestic industries were suspended. The weaver, the 
shoemaker, the hatter, the saddler, the rope-maker, and many 
others were reduced to bankruptcy; our markets were glutted 
with foreign products: prices fell; our manufacturers generally 


| were ruined; our laborers beggared; our artisans without em- 


ployment; our merchants insolvent, and our farmers necessarily 


| followed all these classes into the vortex of general financial! 
| destruction. 


Depreciation seized upon every species of property. Legal pressure to 
enforce payment of debts caused alarming sacrifices of both personal and 
real estate; spread distress far and wide among the masses of the people; 
aroused in the hearts of the sufferers the bitterest feelings against lawyers, 
the courts, and the whole creditor class; led toa popular clamor for stay 
laws and various other radical measures of supposed relief, and finally filled 
the whole land with excitement, apprehension, and sense of weakuess and 
a tendency to despair of the Republic. Inability to pay even necessary taxes 
became general, and often these could be collected only by levy and sale of 
the homestead.— Mason. 

Such were the ruinous results that necessarily followed the 
adoption of a free-trade policy under the Confederacy. 

A writer of that period says: 

We are poor, with a profusion of material wealth in our possession. That 
we are poor needs no other proof than our prisons, bankruptcies, judg- 
ments, executions, auctions, mortgages, etc., and the shameless quantity 
of business in our courts of law. 

Hildreth’s History, page 465,468, volume 3, speaking of this 
period, has this true but terrible indictment: 

The large importation of foreign goods, subject to little or no duty and 
sold at peace prices, Was proving ruinous to all those domestic manufac- 
tures and mechanical employments which the nonconsumption agreements 
and the war had created and fostered. Immediately after the peace, the 
country had been flooded with imported goods, and debts had been unwarily 
contracted, for which there was no means to pay. 

Our imports from Great Britain alone were $30,000,000 in 
1784-85, while our exports to her were only $9,000,000, a fright- 
ful balance on the wrong side. They drained us of our last 
dollar and left us for a circulating medium only orders on State 
tax collectors and depreciated certificates of State and Federal 
debt, themselves worthless. 

OTHER CALAMITOUS RESULTS. 

The distress became universal and calamitous. 

In the district of Maine a convention was held for the purpose 
of revolting from the State of Massachusetts. In New Hamp- 
shire the people surrounded the building where the Legislature 
was in session and declared that it should not adjourn till it had 
passed measures to abolish debt, or to relieve the people in some 
other way. 

In Massachusetts fully one-third of the population joined in 
Shays’s rebellion on account of the abject poverty and distress of 
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the people, and nothing less than military force was able to re- 
press all these lawless demonstrations and revolts. 

Among the causes that led to Shays's rebellion Hildreth men- 
tions— 

The want of a certain and remunerative market for the produce of the 
Somes and the depression of domestic manufactures by competition from 

The French minister at that period, after relating the fore- 
going disturbances, adds: 

It must be agreed that these insurrections are, in a great part, due to the 
scarcity of specie. ; 

In Connecticut more than five hundred farms were offered 
for sale for arrears of taxes, which the owners were too poor to 
pay; and in Pennsylvania, North Carolina, and South Carolina 
matters were scarcely any better. 

There was no market for real estate, and debtors, who were 
compelled to sell their lands, were ruined, without paying one- 
fourth of the demands against them. 

Men vniversally distrusted each other. The bonds of men 
whose competency should have been unquestioned could not be 
negotiated, except at a discount of 30, 40, or even 50 per cent. 

FREE TRADE THE REAL CAUSE OF THESE EVILS. 


It was generally understood and agreed, by the writers and 
statesmen of that distressful period, that the widespread and 
almost universal ruin which then involved the States in general 
disorder, revolt, and rebellion were in great part, if not wholly, 
due to the scarcity of specie, or good money. 

In his History of the Insurrection, Minot regards as one of the 
leuding causes that led to those troubles— 

Thé loss of many markets to which Americans had formerly resorted with 
their produce. Thus was the usual means of remittance by articles of the 
growth of the country almost annihilated, and little else than specie re- 
mained to answer the demands incurred by importations. The money, of 
course, Was drawn off, and this being inadequate to the purpose of discharg- 
ing the whole amount of foreign contracts, the rest was chiefly sunk by the 
bankruptcies of the importers. The scarcity of specie, arising principally 
from this cause, was attended with evident consequences; it checked com- 
mercial intercourse through the community, and furnished reluctant debtors 
wae en apology for withholding their dues both from individuals and the 
public. 

But the scarcity of specie, or money, was due, as has alread 
been shown, to the free-trade policy of that period, which al- 
lowed and encouraged such enormous excess of imports over ex- 
ports, and thus necessitated the withdrawal of the gold and sil- 
ver from the country to pay such excess. 

Had there been no free trade, there would have been no inundation of 
foreign goods; had there been no inundation of foreign goods, there would 
have been no drain of specie; had there been no drainof specie, there would 
have been nolack of a circulating medium; had there been no such distress, 
= would have been no impulse toward insubordination to the State.— 

ason, 

Consequently, it follows legitimately, that free trade was the 
principal source or cause of the widespread discontent, distress, 
and the demoralization of that period. 


A SUMMARY OF THESE EVIL RESULTS. 

Free trade was the starting point. It was quickly followed by 
imports largely in excess of exports; then by a glut of foreign 

roductions; then by suspension of our own manufactures of all 
Slade: then by a gradual, but complete, loss of all our specie; 
then by the necessary stoppage of most of our business; then b 
the enforced idleness of our laborers and artisans; then by uni- 
versal debt; then by a crushing depreciation of real estate; then 
by a positive inability on the part of nearly everybody to pay their 
debts; then by general distress and financial ruin; and finally by 
insurrectionsand rebellions which threatened destruction to the 
life and liberties of the nation. 

As this Was the closest approach to absolute free trade ever tried by this 
country, so there was the largest harvest of dangers and calamities ever ex- 
perieuced by the American people.— Mason. 

For this reason I have dwelt more at lemgth upon the period 
of the Confederacy, and for the further reason that the causes of 
the terrible sufferings and disasters of our forefathers, under 
the free-trade policy of that period, are so little understood and 
appreciated. 

THE INFLUENCE OF ENGLISH TEACHINGS. 

Lured on by these false doctrines of political eee, our peo- 
ple had been drawing closer and closer to the brink of individual 
and national bankruptcy and consequent political annihilation; 
and at last they stood where another step in that direction was 
impossible without plunging into that bottomless abyss. If they 
would survive as a nation, there was but one thing for them to 
do, or that they could do, and that was to turn away from free 
trade and lay hold on protection. 

Our forefathers were not fools, though they acted very fool- 
ishly. They had been educated, as just stated, in the false doc- 
trines of political economy as taught in England—the most 
swinishly selfish system ever formulated by man; and these doc- 
trines had been so firmly established in their minds that noth- 
ing less than the bitter school of adversity could correct”and 
eradicate them. 


May 16, 


But standing there upon that brink of sure destruction they 
had the good sense to see the truth, and to declare that whilé 
they were willing to give up everything, even to life itself, to 
maintain liberty and national independence, they could not see 
any good reason why they should sacrifice themselves to main- 
tain a doctrine (free trade) that had brought to them only dis- 
tress, misery, and financial ruin. 

DEMAND FOR A NATIONAL CONSTITUTION. 

And now, having discovered their impending danger and the 
cause of it; having been convinced of the false and ruinous com- 
mercial policy of England toward them—the policy of practical 
free trade—and having comprehended the fact that a home mar- 
ket and home protection affords the only real safety for the 
American people, they took immediate steps to convene a Con- 
stitutional Convention, to draft a Constitution which should se- 
cure these great blessings, with others, to them and their pos- 
terity forever. They had learned that a strong central power 
was necessary, and that many rights, then reserved to the States, 
must be delegated to this central power. 


THE LEADING QUESTION. 


There were other great questions to be discussed and settled, 
but the leading question was: ‘‘ How shall we secure protection 
to home industries?” 


The people of this country demanded a Union stronger than the Con- 
federation, for the very purpose of shielding home industries from the pros- 
trating assaults of foreign competition, through the regulation of com- 
merce with other nations, so as to check or to prohibit the importation of 
commodities that interfered with the growth and prosperity of domestic 
manufactures; and so as to give native productions an impetus which 
would develop all the resources inherent within the boundaries of the na- 
tion, essential for the supply and consumption of the population at all times. 
No fact is more securely established than is this.—Mason. 


Tn the debate on the first tariff bill in 1789, Fisher Ames, one 
of the ablest men in that Congress, said: 


I conceive, sir, that the present Constitution was dictated by commercial 
necessity more than by any other cause, The want of an efficient govern- 
ment to secure the manufacturing interest, and to advance our commerce, 
was long seen by men of judgment and pointed out by patriots solicitous to 
promote our general welfare. 


The historian Bancroft says: 


The necessity for cages commerce (i. é., for 
gave the immediate impulse to a more perfect 
page 146.) 


Daniel Webster, historically known as ‘‘ the Great Expounder 
of the Constitution,” in a speech at Buffalo, June, 1833, declared: 


The protection of American labor against the injurious competition of 
foreign labor, so far at least as respects Dp am handicraft productions, is 
known historically to have been one end designed to be obtained by estab- 
lishing the Constitution. 


Years later Mr. Webster repeated this idea, but much clearer 
— stronger in a speech at Albany, in August, 1844, when he 
said: 


In colonial times and during the time of the Convention the idea was held 
up that domestic industry could not Ear manufactures and the me- 
chanic arts could not advance, the condition of the common country could 
not be carried up to any considerable elevation, unless there should be one 
government to lay one rate of duty upon imports throughout the Union; 
res to be had in laying this duty to the protection of American labor and 

ustry. 

I defy the man in any degree conversant with the history, in any degree 
acquainted with the annals of this country from 1787 to 1789, when the Con- 
stitution was adopted, to say that protection of American labor and indus- 
try was not a leading, I might almost say the leading, motive, South as 
well as North, for the formationof the new Government. Without that pro- 
vision in the Constitution it never could have been adopted. 


Another remarkable man who made a careful study of this 
matter (Rufus Choate) declared: 

A whole =r. a whole generation of our fathers, had in view, as one 
grand end an eos of their new Government, the acquisition of the 
means of restr: , by governmental action, the importation of foreign 
manufactures, for the encouragement of manufactures and of labor at 
home; and desired and meant to do this by clothing the new Government 
with this specific power of ating commerce. is whole country, with 
one voice, demanded to have rted in the Constitution the power to enact 

rotective legislation, a power which they held as another declaration of 
ndependence—a power by which we are able to protect all our children of 
labor. This power must not be surrendered, must not sleep, until the Union 
flag shall be hauled down from the last masthead—a sight which I trust 
neither we nor our children to the thousandth generation are doomed to see. 


This position could be fortified with other quotations from 
Fisher Ames, Edward Everett, James Madison, and many others, 
but they must be omitted at this time. 

The convention was held; the Constitution was drafted, ac- 
cepted, and adopted. The First Congress was elected under its 

rovisions, and by this Congress the splendid machinery of the 
onstitution was set in motion. 
FIRST PROTECTION PERIOD, 1789 TO 1816—1789: THE TARIFF THE FIRST QUES- 


roviding a proper tariff) 
onstitution. (Volume 1, 


The tariff question was the very first subject discussed by the 
First Congress; and for more than one hundred gene has been 
the one subject that has never been finally settled. 

Nullification, secession, banks, slavery, and reconstruction 
have had their times of fierce discussion, and have all been for- 
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ever settled, but the tariff was never a more vital question than 
it is to-day. 

The first act of the First Congress regulated the form of the 
oath to be taken by officials, and was merely formal, but the 
first act of that Congress affecting the country was the act es- 
tablishing a protective tariff, passed and signed by George 
Washington, July 4, 1789. 

The discussion was long and earnest. It was participated in 
by such men as James Madison, R. H. Lee, Charles Carroll, 
Rufus King, Oliver Ellsworth, Fisher Ames, Roger Sherman, 
J. Trumbull, and others; and a Congress composed of such meu 
passed a tariff act in the interest of protection and not for “‘ rev- 
enue only,” for in the preamble to the act occur these words: 

Whereas it is necessary for the support of the Government, for the dis- 
charge of the debt of the United States, and for the encouragement and pro- 
tection of manufactures, that duties be laid on imported goods, etc.: There- 
fore, be it enacted, etc. 

It may be remarked in passing thata large majority of that 
First Congress were farmers; but they saw the necessity of en- 
couraging and protecting manufactures, in order that they might 
be free from servile and dangerous dependence upon foreign na- 
tions for the arms, the implements of farming, and other ma- 
chinery needed for their own safety, protection, and indepen- 
dence. 

It is thus seen that the doctrine of protection to home manu- 
factures—to home products—was coeval with our national organ- 
ization. It had its enemies even then; and then, as now, the 
most conspicuous were either Englishmen or men imbued with 
English ideas; but all of the leading men—the men whose ac- 
tions and legislation made the Revolution a success, the men 
who formulated our glorious Constitution and secured its adop- 
tion by the several States—all voted for the protective tariff 
bill, and rejoiced greatly when it became a law. 

OPINIONS OF PRESIDENTS. 


Five of these leading men became Presidents while the law of 
1789 remained on our statute book, and it may not be uninter- 
esting nor unprofitable to learn right here what these great men 
thought of protection to home manufactures. ; 

George Washington, in his first annual message, speaking of 
our nation as ‘‘a free people,” said: 


Their safety and interest require that they promote suc’, manufactures as 
tend torender them independent of others for essentials, particularly military 
supplies. ‘ 


In his seventh annual message he shows that— 


Our agriculture. commerce,and manufactures prosper beyond example(un- 
der the tariff of 1789). Every part of the Union displays indications of rapid 
and various improvement, and with burdens so light as scarcely to be per- 
ceived. Isit too much to say that our country exhibits a spectacle of na- 
tional happiness never surpassed, if ever before equaled? 


In his eighth and last annual message Washington said: 


Congress has repeatedly, and not without success, directed their attention 
tothe encouragement of manufactures. The object is of too much conse- 
quence not to insure a continuance of their efforts in every way which shall 
appear eligible. 


John Adams, our second President, in his last annual message 
referred to our economical system, and congratulated the coun- 
try upon the great prosperity then existing, and added: 


Ll observe, with much satisfaction, that the product of the revenue during 
pe resent year has been more considerable than during any former pe- 
riod. 
This result affords conclusive evidence of the greatresources of the coun- 
try, and of the wisdom and er vane dl of the measures which have been 
adopted by Congress for the protection of commerce and preservation of 


‘the public credit. 


Thomas Jefferson, our third President, often referred to as 
the founder of the Democratic party, in his second annual mes- 
sage, in enumerating the landmarks by which we are to guide 
ourselves in all our proceedings, mentions the following as one 
of the most prominent: 

To protect the manufactures adapted to our circumstances. 


Our protective system, under the tariff act of 1789, had pro- 
duced results far greater and more satisfactory than had been 
anticipated; and in 1806 Mr. Jefferson found that there was likely 
to be a considerable surplus after paying all the public debt 
called for by our contracts; and in his sixth annual message he 
thus presents his views to the country as to the best method of 
disposing of that surplus: 

Shall we— 


He asks— 


suppress the imposts (duties) and give that advantage to foreign over our 
domestic manufactures? On a few articles of more general and necessary 
use, the suppression in due season will doubtless be right; but the great 
mass of the articles on which imposts are laid are foreign luxuries, pur- 
_— by those only who are rich enough to afford themselves the use of 
em. 


Again he wrote: 


The general inquiry now is, shall we make our own comforts, or go with- 
out them at the will of a foreign nation? He therefore whois now against 
domestic manufactures must be for reducing us either to a dependence 
upon that nation or to be clothed in skins and live like beasts in caves and 





dens. Iam proud to say Iam not one of these. Experience has taught me 
that manufactures are now as necessary to our independence as to our 
comforts. 

The prohibiting duties we lay on allarticles of foreign manufacture which 
prudence requires us to establish at home, with the patriotic determination 
of every good citizen to use no foreign article which can be made within 
ourselves, without regard to difference of price, secures us against a relapse 
into foreign dependency. 

Tn his letter to Humphrey, 1809, he wrote: 


My own idea is that we should encourage home manufactures to the ex- 
tent of our own consumption of everything of which we raise the raw ma- 
terials, 

In 1817, after the close of the second war with Great Britain, 
in accepting an election to membership in a ‘‘Society for the 
Encouragement of Domestic Manufactures,” Jefferson wrote: 


The history of the last twenty years has been a significant lesson for us 
all to depend for necessaries on ourselves alone; and I hope twenty years 
more will place the American saaoees under a system of its own, essen- 
tially peaceable and industrious and not needing to extract its comforts 
out of the eternal fires raging in the Old World. 

James Madison, our fourth President, recognized as the 
‘*Father of the Constitution,” in a special message to Congress 
May 23, 1809, said: 

It will be worthy of the just and a care of Congress to makesuch 
further alterations in the laws as will more especially protect and foster the 
several branches of manufacture which have been recently instituted or ex- 
tended by the laudable exertions of our citizens. 

Again, in a special message, February 20, 1815, Mr. Madison 
said: 

But there is no subject that can enter with greater force and merit into 
the deliberations of Congress than a consideration of the means to preserve 
and promote the manufactures which have sprung into existence and ob 
tained an unparalleled maturity throughout the United States during the 
period of the European wars. This source of national independence and 
weaith I anxiously recommend, therefore, to the prompt and constant 
guardianship of Congress. 

James Monroe, our fifth President, in his inaugural, said: 


Our manufactures will likewise require the systematic and fostering care 
of the Government. Possessing, as we do, all the raw materials, the fruit of 
our own soil and industry, we ought not to depend in the degree we have 
done on supplies from other countries. Equally important is it to provide 
at home a market for our raw materials, as by extending the competition it 
will enhance the price and protect the cultivator against the casualties in- 
cident to foreign markets. 

In his seventh annual message he says: 


Having formerly communicated ny views to Congress respecting the en- 
couragement which ought to be given to our manufactures, and the principle 
on which it should be founded, I have only to add that those views remain 
unchanged. Irecommend a review of the tariff for the purpose of affording 
such additional protection to those articles which we are prepared to manu 
facture, or which are more immediately connected with the defense and in- 
dependence of the country. 

Here, then, are the views in brief of our first five Presidents, 
and the foremost men of the years in which the tariff act of 1789 
wasalaw. We find no hint of dissatisfaction with protection, 
no suggestion of a repeal of the law, and no intimation of a modi- 
fication of the tariff laws, except to give them ‘‘a prompt and 
constant guardianship” and ‘‘ additional protection to those ar- 
ticles we are prepared to manufacture,” ete. 

Let us now return toour ‘‘ Historical Statement,” and learn, if 
we may, what were some of the resulting benefits from the new 
tariff law. 

BENEFITS OF THE TARIFF OF 1789. 


Agriculture became more extensive and prosperous; com- 


| merce increased with wonderful rapidity; old industries were 


revived, and many new ones were established in all parts of the 
country; our merchant navy was revived and multiplied; all 
branches of domestic trade were prosperous; our revenue soon 
became sufficient to pay the expenses of the Government, and 
give relief to its creditors; the people again became contented 
and industrious; and the whole country seemed to be, and was, 
on the high road to great national wealth and prosperity. 

No material changes in the law of 178) were enacted till 1812, 
and the general prosperity above indicated continued through 
that period. 

1808.—EMBARGO ACT. 

This act has no relation whatever to the tariff act: neither 
was it a tariff act; but,as in tracing the history of the tariff from 
1789, free traders often refer to this act as ‘‘ tarilf legislation 
prohibiting all importation, followed by universal disaster,” it 
may. be well to see just what the truth is about it. 

They (the free traders) intend to convey the impression that 
this absolute prohibition of importations in 1808 was passed in 
the interest of protection; than which nothing could be further 
from the truth. 

This ‘‘prohibition” was the celebrated “embargo act” of 
1808, and grew outof the war between Great Britain and France. 

‘ach of these countries had prohibited all commerce with the 
other, established blockades, and authorized the search of neutral 
vessels. Sooutrageous was their conduct that President Jeffer- 
son wrote that ‘‘ England was a den of pirates and France aden 
of thieves:” and at his suggestion Congress passed the embargo 
act as a measure of retaliation against these nations. But as 





ne eS 


~ Se cain Mi il LED ert 5 acm Bina he 2 


pl Ey ame cepa 


— 


our home productions were then quite limited,it was soon found 
that the embargo act was more hurtful to usthan to our enemies; 
and within a year, at Jefferson’s suggestion, it was repealed. 
But in all the discussion that led to its enactment or repeal, 
nothing was said about ‘ tariff” or “ protection.” But even 
that act was not without its compensation; for it gave a great 
stimulus to the establishment of new industries and manufac- 
tures for making those articles which formerly were imported, 
but which under that prohibition had to be made here or not at 
all. 


1812—THE TARIFF DUTIES RAISED. 


In 1812, as a measure to raise money to carry on the war with 
England, the tariff duties were nearly doubled, greatly to the 
benefit of the country and of its home industries—the increase 
to be taken off after the close of the war. 

This was the period of our second war with Great Britain; 
and of course our importations were very small, as England 
would sell us nothing, and, with her war vessels, strove to de- 
stroy all our importations from other countries. 

The very fact that our importations were thus all stopped, or 
nearly so, compelled us to erect factories and foundries of our 
own, and start new industries to supply our necessities; and not- 
withstanding this tremendous strain and demand upon our re- 
sources, caused by the three years’ war from 1812, we made 
rapid progress in national wealth and manufacturing ability 
during this period. Of course, there was: much of distress and 
hard times, war alwaysproduces these. New England shipping 
was somewhat disturbed, but New England was more than com- 
— ited by the great increase that came to her manufactures 

uring this period. In a special message President Madison 
earnestly asked of Congress ‘deliberate consideration of the 
means to preserve and promote the manufactures which have 
sprung into existence and attained an unparalleled -maturity 
throughout the United States during the period of the Euro- 
pean wars.” 


SECOND FREE-TRADE PERIOD, 1816-1824—1816: REPEAL OF THE TARIFF. 


But in 1816, by one of those inexplicable changes in public opin- 
ion, probably a mere desire for a change similar to hone of 1884 
and 1892, there was a decided reaction from the high tariff rates 
of 1812 and in favor of the Democratic party and its economic 
ideas, which have always leaned toward free trade or very low 
fariff rates. Thelaw of 1789 and theamendment of 1812 were re- 
pealed, and lower duties substituted therefor. And while there 
were some protective features retained in the act of 1816, it was 
nevertheless a very wide and disastrous departure from the 
tariff rates of 1812, and at the best was only “‘ moderately pro- 
tective.” 
WHY THE TARIFF OF 1816 FAILED. 

But there were some extraordinary reasons why the tariff of 
1816 was a failure and why its rates were insufficient. 

At the close of the war between the United States and Great 
Britain, England and English manufacturers made two discov- 
eries which were very startling and d reeable to them. First, 
that having been deprived of the American markets by the em- 
bargo act and the subsequent war, the British manufacturers 
found their warehouses at the close of the war full to bursting 
with unsold productions of various kinds, for which they were 
very anxious but unable to find a market. Second, that the 
Americans, compelled by the same reasons to rely upon them- 
selves instead of the English manufacturers for their supplies 
during this period, had established successfully a large number 
of home industries, and were hy this means able to a great de- 
gree to supply their own market. 

In this dilemma England saw that she must act promptly and 
crush out these young American industries or her American 
market would be forever lost and her manufacturing industries 
permanently crippled. So she resdlved to flood this country 
with her goods then on hand, many of which were old and out 
of fashion, fur below cost. It was a matter of so much im ance 
that it was discussed in Parliament, and Mr. (afterwards Lord) 
Brougham declared in the House of Commons in 1816: 

It is well worth while to iacur a loss upon the first exportation, in order, 


by the glut, to stifle in the cradle those Infant manufactures.in the United 
States which the war has forced into existence. 


This poliey was decided upon, and Great Britain poured her 
fabrics and accumulated stocks of s into cur markets in an 
overwhelming torrent and far below cost. The tariff of 1816 
was intended as a barrier against inundation, and under ordi- 
nary circumstances would have proved such. Butitwas a mat- 
ter of life or death with the English manufacturers, and sothey 
continued to pour in their goods upon us at prices far lower than 
we could make them; and true to British custom they perse- 
os in this policy till our own industries were very nearly 
r : 

The foreign goods imported at this period were more than 
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twice the quantity that could be consumed, Niles in his his- 
tory says: 

It is notorious that greatsums of money were expended by the British to 
destroy our flocks of —— that they might thereby ruin our manufacto- 
ries. 1 4 bought up and immediately slaughtered great numbers of sheep; 
they bought our best machinery and sent it off to England, and hired our 
best mechanics and most skillful workmen to go to England, simply to get 
them out of this country, and so hinder and destroy our existing and pro- 
spective manufactures. 


RESULTS OF THE REPEAL. 

Then great depression in all branches of business at once fol- 
lowed. Bankruptcy soon became general, and financial ruin 
was everywhere present. It could not be otherwise. Carey, 
Greeley, Clay, Benton, and others show that this was one of the 
most distressful periods of our national existence. Mr. Benton 
gave this picture of the condition of the times: 


No price for property; no sales except those of the sheriff and the marshal; 
no purchasers at execution sales except the creditor, or some hoarder of 
money; no employment for industry; no demand for Jabor; no sale for the 
products of the farm; no sound of the hammer, except that of the auction- 
eer knocking down property. Distress was the universal cry of the people; 
reliet, the universaldemand, was thundered at the doors of all Legislatures, 
State and Federal. : 

Horace Greeley said of this period: 


At the close of the second war with Engiand, peace found this country 
dotted with furnaces and factories which had sprung up under the preca- 
rious shelter of embargo and war. These not yet firmly established found 
themselves suddenly exposed to a relentless and determined foreign com- 
eee Great Britain poured her fabrics, far below cost, upon our markets 

na perfect deluge. Our manufactures went down like grass before the 
mower, and our agriculture and the wages of labor speedily followed. Fi- 
nancial prostration was general, and the presence of debt was universal. 
In New England fully one-fourth of the property went through the sheriff's 
mill, and the prostration was scarcely less general elsewhere. In Kentucky 
the presence of debt was simply intolerable. In New York the leading mer- 
chants, in 1817, united in a memorial to Congress to save our commerce as 
well as our manufactures from utter ruin, by increasing the tariff duties. 


Henry Clay declared that the average depression in the value 
of property, under that state of things, was not less than 50 per 
cent. 

1818.—The tariff act of 1818 was simply an amendment by 
which tariff duty was imposed upon & few articles which prior 
thereto were free. 

It thus appears that the tariff acts of 1816 and 1818 were no ex- 
ception to the rule that protective tariffs conduce to national 
prosperity, and very low tariff rates to national adversity; for 
though they were ‘moderately protective” in name, yet, under 
the outrageous and disgracefully selfish policy of Great Brit- 
ain—a policy which we could not then have anticipated—those 
tariffs afforded insufficient protection; and insufficient protec- 
tion is practically as bad as tariff for revenue only. 

SECOND PROTECTION PERIOD, 1824-1833.—1824: PROTECTION AGAIN RE- 
STORED. 

The disastrous state of affairs already described continued 
for several years, until our people, with a mighty effort, re- 
solved to éndure it no longer; and in 1824 Congress gave usa 
new tariff, far in advance of that of 1789, and it was the first pro- 
tective tariff that gave us real protection. 

This tariff was passed in response to a general demand of the 
country, and upon the urgent recommendation of President 
Monroe to give “additional protection to those articles which 
we are prepared tomanufacture,” etc. Everybody, except a few 
free traders, had become disgusted with a tariff that was nomi- 
nally “ moderately protective,” while in fact it afforded no real 
protection; and the Congress of that year was largely in favor 
of a strong protective tariff in fact as well as in name. , 

The advocates of this tariff act insisted upon its passage in or- 
der to give to the country that strength and power which arise 
from possessing within itself the means of defense and to rescue 
it from the dangers and disgrace of habitual dependence upon 
foreign nations for the common daily necessaries of life. 

The enemies of the bill were no less determined in their op- 
position. No denunciation of it could be too severe; no proph- 
ecy of evil to come from it could be too doleful. 

Soon after the tariff bill of 1824 was reported, the New York 
Evening Post, now, as then, one of the ablest and most uncom- 
promising advocates of free trade, said editorially: 


Pass the tariff wae by the committee and you palsy the nation. 
Pass it, and where will you any longer find occupants for your costly piles 
of stores and dwelling houses? Pass it, and who will be exempt from its 
grinding operation? 

The rer classes especially must feel iis effect in paying an additional 
price for every article of clothing they and their families wear, and every 
meee they eat or drink, save cold water, and to that will they ere long be 
reduced. 


Maj. McKinley, commenting on this, says: 


None of these awful prophecies were fulfilled; none of these results 
ensued. The nation was not palsied, but ose into newlife. The mer- 
chants did not move out of their costly piles of stores and dwelling houses, 
they remained only to require larger and finer and more costly ones; the 

classes were not driven to cold water as their only ————. 
labor was in demand and their w: advanced in price. 
entire country the tariff moved on to triumphs in industrial 
progress, and toa higher and better destiny for all of its people. 
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John Randolph, one of the ablest of Democrats, fiercely op- | Congress; through a disgraceful compromise with Southern 


posed the bill, and in aspeech in Congress, after showing the | 


great advantages of Great Britain in manufacturing, added: 
It is in such a climate only that the human animal can bear, without ox- 
tirpation, the corrupted air, the noisome exhalations, the incessant labor of 
hese accursed manufactories. Yes, sir, accursed, forI say it is an accursed 
thing. We should have the yellow fever from June to January, and January 
oJune. The climate of this country alone, were there noother natural ob- 
stacles to it, says aloud, You shall not manufacture. 

One of its strongest advocates and supporters was Andrew 
Jackson, then United States Senator, and now the patron saint 
of the Democratic party. Let us see what he thought of pro- 
tection in 1824: 

Providence— 

Said he— 


pas filled our mountains and our plains with minerals—with lead, iron, and 
opper—and given us a climate and soil for the growing of hemp and wool. 
eve being the greatest materials of our national defense, they ought to 
ve extended to them adequate and fair protection, that our manufactur- 
ers and laborers may be placed in a fair competition with those of Europe, 
and that we may have within our country a supply of those leading and im- 
portant articles so essential in war. We have been too long subject to the 
policy of British merchants. It is time we should become a little more 
Americanized, and instead of feeding the paupers and laborers of England, 
feed our own, or else in a short time, by continuing our present policy (that 
under tariff of 1816), we shall all be rendered paupers ourselves. It is my 
opinion, therefore, that a careful and judicious tariff is much wanted. 


RESULTS QUICK AND HELPFUL. 


The bill was passed, and again, and at once, an era of great 
financial prosperity set in. So marked and helpful was the im- 
provement that in 1828 the duties were raised still higher; and 
yet business improved; new industries were started, and pros- 
perity gladdened the people. p 

‘Hear what President Andrew Jackson said in his annual mes- 
sage, in December, 1832, concerning the results and benefits of 
eight years of protection under the tariffs of 1824 and 1828: 


Our country presents, on every side, marks of ee yma and happiness, 
unequalled, perhaps, in any other portion of the world, 


The relief to the country, attained through these tariffs of 
1824 and 1828— 

Yas profound and general, reaching all classes—the farmer, the manufac- 

urer, the shipowner, the mechanic, and the day laborer. The change was 

great as was wrought when Hamilton smote the rock of public credit and 
abundant streams of revenue gushed forth.— Wedster. 

coed Clay, speaking in the United States Senate in 1832 
about this period, said: 

On a general survey we behold cultivation extended¢ the arts flourishing; 

he face of the country pees = d; our people fully and profitably employed; 

e public countenance exhibiting tranquility, contentment and happiness; 

ts public debt of two wars nearly redeemed; and, to crown all, the public 
ury overflowing. If the term of seven years were to be selected of the 
greatest prosperity which this people has enjoyed since the establishment 
of their present Constitution, it would beexactly that period of seven years 
which immediately followed the passage of the tariff of 13%. 

This view is sustained by the best writers concerning that pe- 
riod, who all agree that our manufactures were flourishing, that 
our currency was good, our crops abundant, and our commerce 
ae These combined influences invariably enhance the 

emand for labor, increase its value, establish a general pros- 
perity for the country, and contentment for the people. 

President John Quiney Adams, who succeeded Mr. Monroe, 
was also a strong friend of protection, and in his fourth annual 
message discusses at some length our agricultural, commercial, 
and manufacturing interests,and shows that ‘‘all these interests 

re alike under the protecting power of the legislative author- 
ty,” and proceeds to make himself clear and explicit in his de- 
fense of the principles of protection. 
1832.—TARIFF OF 1828 AMENDED. 


The tariff act of 1832 was really nothing but some slight 
amendments to the act of 1828. Southern feeling against the 
tariff of 1828 was exceedingly bitter, and they were determined 
to have actual free trade if possible. They demanded, through 
the Committee of Ways and Means, that the protective system 
be “ utterly and absolutely abandoned;” and deelared that ‘‘Con- 
gress should adopt no half-way measures, no temporary expedi- 
ents}; but ‘reform it altogether.’” 

But the country, as a whole, had never been so prosperous as 
under the policy of the tariff of 1828, and they were in no mood 
to yield to this foolish demand of the South. But, for the sake 
of peace and of conciliating the South they were willing to make 
some concessions to this free-trade prejudice, and therefore, cer- 
tain coarse wools were put upon the free list, and some reduc- 
tion was granted upon articles made from those wools. But the 
protective principle of the act of 1828 was still retained on the 
expressed ground that it was necessary for building up and sus- 
taining our own manufactures as one of the essential means of 

g and maintaining our national greatness, 
THIRD FREE-TRADE PERIOD, 1813-1842.—1933: FREE TRADE AGAIN. 


But in 1833, the year following that in which Jackson used the 
words just q , the enemies of protection, led by the Demo- 
cratic party, rallied their forces and again secured control of 


nullifiers, protection was abandoned; the protective tariff acts 


| of 1824 and 1828 were repealed, and duties too low to afford any 


real protection to home industries were established by that 
Congress. 

The tariff act of 1833 was intended as 2 compromise and con- 
ciliatory measure. The South was on the verge of open rebel- 
lion, so determined were they not to submit to the protective 
system. Mr. Clay and Congress did not intend to give up the 


protective principle of the act of 1828; but, like all such com- 
yromise measures, it yielded just enough to comp! ly destroy 
its efficiency, as was subsequently learned to our sorrow. It 
provided that by asliding scale of one-tenth biannually all duties 
in excess of 20 per cent should be abolished within a period of 
ten years. Inits results and effects it was really an abandon- 


mentof the protective principle; for the reductions allowed were 
soon found to afford ‘‘insufficient protection,” which is practi- 
cally no protection; as was so terribly proved under the tariff 
of 1816. Industry and trade soon declined, and again foreign 
goods poured like an inundation into our markets. , 


RESULTS OF THIS REPEAL. 


Again financial depression followed; assignments and bankrupt- 
cies resulted everywhere; manufacturers suspended operation, 
and business grew worse and worse till the culmination was 
reached in the financial-crash of 1837, one ef the most appalling 
and disastrous financial revulsions ever known—severer even 
than that which followed tho repeal of the first tariff in 1816. 

The revulsion of 1837 produced a far greater havoc than was 
experienced in the period above mentioned. The ruin came 
quickly and fearfully. There were few that could save them- 
selves. Property of every description was parted with at prices 
that were astounding, and as for the currency, there was scarcely 
any at all. 

In some parts of .Pennsylvania the people were obliged to divide bank 
notes into halves, quarters, eighths, and so on, and agree from necessity 
to use them as money. In Ohio, with all her abundance, it was hard to get 
money to pay taxes. The sheriff of Muskingum County,as stated by the 
Guernsey Times, in the summer of 1842, sold at auction one four-horse wagon 
at $5.50; ten hogs at 6} cents each; two horses (said to be worth 950 to #75 
each) at $2 each; two cows at $1 each; a barrel of sugar at $1.50, and a store 
of goods at that rate. In Pike County, Mo., as stated by the Hannibal Jour- 
nal, the sheriff sold three horses at $1.50each; one large ox at 12} cents; five 
cows, two steers, and one calf, the lot at $3.25; twenty sheep at 13} cents 
each; twenty-four hogs, the lot, at 25 cents; one eight-day clock at #2.50; lot 
of tobacco, seven or eight hogsheads, at %; three stacks of hay. each, at 
— and one stack of fodder at 25 cents. (Colton’s life of Henry Clay, 

The whole country went into liquidation; bank loans and dis- 
counts fell off more than one-half; the money loss to the country 
was not less than $1,000,000,000, to say nothing of the tremen- 
dous strain upon the moral sense of the people. 

All prices fell off ruinously; production was greatly dimin- 
ished, and in many departments practically ceased; thousands 
of workmen were idle, with no hope of employment, and their 
families suffering from want. Our farmers were without mar- 
kets; their products rotted in their barns; their lands, teeming 
with rich harvests, were sold by the sheriff for debts and taxes. 
The tariff which robbed our industrics of protection failed to 
supply the Government with necessaryrevenues. The national 
Treasury in consequence was bankrupt, and the credit of the 
nation very low. In the first six yeurs after 1834 the revenue 
fell off 25 per cent, and the Government was obliged to borrow 
money at high rates of interest to pay current expenses. 

1837.—President Martin Van Buren, in 1837, succeeded Gen. 
Jackson; but Mr. Van Buren wasso ambitious for office, so reck- 
less of principle in obtaining it, so timid and abject before 
Southern politicians in soliciting it, that, so far as I canascertain, 
he dared not express himself officially upon the subject of pro- 
tection. 

He is believed to have been personally in favor of protection; 
but he and President Pierce, alone of all the Presidents, hold 
the unenviable distinction of having lacked the moral courage 
to state their opinions. So far as is known, officially, Van 
Buren was neither for nor against; and, like a scripture party, 
because ho was neither hot nor cold, in 1840 the people spewed 
him out of politics into inglorious retirement. 

1840.—The Democratic national convention condemned pro- 
tection and indorsed practically free trade in its platform of 1840. 

1841.—President William H. Harrison, a Whig and a strong 
protectionist, succeeded Mr. Van Buren, but he lived only a 
month after his inauguration and had no opportunity to make 
his opinion felt. 

Vice-President John Tyler succeeded Harrison, and while he 
was professedly a protectionist, his Southern training and asso- 
ciations had made him one of a very mild type. 

Fortunately, however, for thecountry a strong Whig and pro- 
tectionist majority then had control of Congress, and soon made 
itself felt. 
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THIRD PROTECTION PERIOD, 1842-1846.—1812: PROTECTION ONCE MORE. 

The state of things as set forth under the tariff of 1833, con- 
tinued till 1842, when the Whigs came back to power. They 
found the pears’ J completely exhausted by misrule and free 
trade, but quickly turned the tide by passing another highly 
protective tariff. 

It was too high, indeed, to suit President Tyler, and he vetoed 
it; but the country by this time had become so earnest and de- 
termined in this matter that Congress dared not yield to him, 
and so passed it over his veto. 

RESULTS. 

No sooner was this done than the financial gloom began to 
pass away; the sun of prosperity shone forth; business revived 
everywhere, and factories and other industries sprang up on 
every hand throughout the North. Confidence was restored, 
and customs receipts increased the first year (1843) 75 per cent 
over the last year of the compromise tariff of 1833. 

After four years of real prosperity under this tariff of 1842, how great was 
the change! Labor was everywhere indemand. Planters had large crops, 
aul the domestic market was growing with a rapidity that promised better 
p ices. The produce of the farm was in demand, and prices had risen. The 
co samc of coal, tron, wool, and cotton and woolen cloth was immense 
ani rapidly increasing, while prices were falling because of the rapidly im- 
proving character of the machinery of production. Production of ever 

ind was immense, and commerce, internal and external, was growing wit 
unexampled rapidity. Te was in demand, and its quantity was being 
augmented at arate never before known. Roads and canals were be pon 
tive. Corporations had been resuscitated, and States had recommended pay- 
ment, and the credit of the Union was so high that the same persons who 
had vilified the people and the Government of the Union—under the com- 
promise tariff of 18833—were now anxious to secure their custom on almost 
any terms.— Carey. 

So very positive and decided was the improvement that Presi- 
dent Polk, another Democrat, and a free trader, in his annual 
message of December, 1846, was constrained to say: 


Labor in all its branches is receiving an ample reward; while education, - 


science, and the arts are rapidly enlarging the means of social happiness. 
The progress of our country in her career of greatness, not only in the vast 
extension of her territorial limits, and in the rapid increase of our popula 
tion, butin resources and wealth, and in the happy condition of our people, 
is without an example in the history of nations. 

Compare this condition with those of the previous free- trade 
periods, already described, and closing in 178), 1824, and 1842 re- 
spectively, and decide which system, in your opinion, is the better 
for our country. 

THE SOUTH OPPOSED TO PROTECTION. 

But by this time (1842-’43) the slave power of the South had 
gained complete ascendancy in the Democratic party. It saw 
at once that this new and surprising prosperity in the North, 
secured as it was by means of protection to their home indus- 
tries under the new tariff, would speedily checkm ite and finally 
lead to the overthrow of their political domination in the con- 
trol of the Government. 

Previous to this time the South had been favorable to protec- 
tion, and its greatest statesman, John C. Calhoun, was one of the 
stanchest defenders of a high-protective tariff. In March, 1816, 
Mr. Calhoun made a strong speech in favor of a protective tariff, 
and, among other things, said: 

When our manufactures are grown to a certain perfection, as they will 
under the fostering care of government, the farmer will find a ready mar- 
ket for his surplus product, and what is of almost equal consequence, a cer- 
tain and cheap supply of all nis wants. His prosperity will diffuse itself to 
every class in the eet, It (a protective tariff) is calcuiated to bind 


together more closely our widespre: Republic, and give greater nerve to 
the arm of Government. 


But no sooner did Mr. Calhoun and other Southern leaders see 
their ‘' peculiar institution ” (slavery) and their political ascen- 
dency menaced by it than they decided to throw all their politi- 
cal power against a protective tariff. So terrible, however, had 
been the late financial disaster of 1837 to 1842 under free trade, 
especially'in the North, that they were compelled to resort to 
political fraud and deception if they would surely win. 

In 1844 the Democratic national convention reaffirmed in their 
platform their a to protection and their indorsement of 
practical free trade. 

FRAUDULENT CAMPAIGN OF 1844. 

In 1844, as the opponent of Henry Clay, the Whig candidate 
and the champion of protection, the Democratic party nominated 
James K, Polk for President. He was a good man personally, 
but weak, and he at once became the pliant tool of the slave oli- 

archy. 

Col. Benton, in his Thirty Years (volume 2, page 591), tells 
us of the private and personal intrigue made by Mr. Polk in 

rson with the Southern leaders, by which he thoroughly sat- 

sfied them that he would be with them in matters relating to 
tariff, slavery extension, etc.; and Benton denounces this *‘ in- 
trigue " as ‘‘oneofthe mostelaborate, complex, and daring ever 
practiced in an intelligent country.” Of course, this “intrigue ” 
was not generally known, but was confined to afew m rs in 
the South. They knew their man, however, and trus him. 
He had voted against the tariff of 1828, which was favored by 
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Jackson, he announced himself as steadily opposed to a protect- 
ive policy; declared himself against the tariff of 1842, and re- 
quired its repeal and the restoration of the act of 1833. 

Why should not the South favor his election? 

But Mr. Polk could not be elected without the electoral vote 
of Pennsylvania; and Pennsylvania was strongly protectionist. 
The protectionist ye ge of Gen. Jackson must be made to 
believe that the tariff of 1842 would not be disturbed in case 
of Mr. Polk’s election, or he could never get their votes. 
was it possible to arrange this difficult matter? 

A DOUBLE-FACED CANDIDATE. 

To be a “‘free trader” in the South, and satisfy them of his 
sincerity and trustworthiness, and an undoubted protectionist 
in Pennsylvania, was indeed difficult and dangerous, and at the 
same time execrably dishonest; but it must be attempted, or Mr. 
Clay would certainly be elected. He therefore wrote his cele- 
brated ‘‘Kane letter,” occupying forty days in the process; and 
never were ‘‘ words used to conceal ideas” more skillful! y or dis- 
honorably than in this letter. His effort and intention were to 
convey the impression to Pennsylvanians that he was a protec- 
tionist; to appear to say this, but in fact to say nothing of the 
kind. His effort was entirely successful. Tohelp on this fraud 
George M. Dallas, of Pennsylvania, a professed protectionist, 
was nominated with Mr. Polk for Vice-President, to awaken 
State local pride. 

In order to be entirely consistent, the friends of Polk insidi- 
ously circulated all through Pennsylvania the rumor that Mr. 
Clay was unsound on protection; that if elected he would use all 
his power to repeal the tariff of 1842, and that the only way to 
insure the continuance of the tariff of 1842 wastoelect Mr. Polk. 
And so the battle went on. In the South the rallying cry was 
‘* Polk, Texas, and free trade.” In the North it was ‘‘ Polk, 
Dallas, and the tariff of ’42.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 1 wish to inquire of the Senator 
from New Hampshire whether he has stated the fact that after 
Mr. Dallas made that campaign and was elected Vice-President 
he gave, as Vice-President, the casting vote to repeal the tariff 
act of 1842? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator from Oregon 
that I am obliged to him for calling attention to this interesting 
historical fact, which appears later on in this discussion. 

Itmay now seem incredible that such double-dealing could have 
succeeded, but it fhust be remembered that in those days the tel- 
egraph was comparatively new and undeveloped, and that the 
daily newspaper had not become the tremendous and omnipresent 
— which it now is; that the news was disseminated mainly 

y the easy-going weeklies, whose circulation was generally con- 
fined to limited areas, and were delivered by country stages, in- 
stead of swiftly running railway trains; hence, that scandalous 
duplicity, which now would be exposed in every hamlet of the 
nation within twenty-four hours and cause instant political death 
to its author, brought victory to Polk. Of course, one of the 
sections was most grossly and intentionally deceived, but it was 
not the South. 


How 


POLK SEVERELY CENSURED. 


Years afterward, Chace, a personal friend of Mr. Polk, wrote 
a History of Mr. Polk’s Administration, and referring to Polk's 
connection with this letter, said: 

If the pepnenstes which Mr. Polk really entertained were misunderstood, 
owing to the phraseology of the Kane letter, he was not himself altogether 
blameless. The voters in the North were deceived by the use of language 
which had the effect of obscuring, instead of more ¢learly defining his posi- 
tion. The statement that he was “not in favor of a tariff for protection 
merely ’ should have have been transposed to read that he was in favor ofa 
tariff for revenue merely. 

After the election, and when Dallas was presiding in the Sen- 
ate, Daniel Webster characterized this deception in the severest 
terms; and Senator Reverdy Johnson, of Maryland, excoriated 
Dallas in presence of the Senate by accusing him of being a con- 
senting party to the fraud; and closed his remarks by declaring 
that ‘in the entire history of our party struggles—in all the 
agitations of the political elements—in all our conflicts for power, 
during every former period of the Government—never had there 
existed such absolute, open, and vile deception as had been prac- 
ticed by the Democratic leaders and politicians on confiding 
Pennsylvania.” 

DEMOCRATIC INDORSEMENT OF POLK. 


The sentiments of Webster and Johnson were very generally 
approved by the country when the facts became known; but 
under the lead of the free-trade Democracy of the South the 
Democratic party in its national convention in 1818— 

Resolved, That the fruits of the ro political triumph of 1844, which 
ele-ted James K. Polk and George M. Dallas, have fulfilled the hopes of the 
Democracy of the Union, in the noble impulse given to the cause of free 
trade by the repeal of the tariff of 1842, and the creation of the more equal, 
honest, productive tariff of 1846; that the confidence of the Democracy 
of the Union in the principles, capacity, firmness, and integrity of James 
K. Polk manifested by his nomination and election in 1844, has been si ly 
justified by the strictness of his adherence to sound Democratic doctrines 
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We have already seen how ‘“‘his nomination and election” were 
brought about, and what his personal and political friend and 
biographer, as well as prominent Senators, thought of Polk s 
conduct in that campaign; and now we see in this resolution 
how free-trade Democracy regarded it. The country can form 
its own opinion from the recorded facts. ; ; 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from New Hampshire yield 
to me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MARTIN in the chair). 
Does the Senator from New Hampshire yield to the Senator from 
Rhode Island? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ido. Mr. President, having now come 
to a discussion of the fourth free-trade period in the United 
States, that from 1846 to 1861, I shall be glad of an opportunity 
to suspend my remarks and resume them at some future conven- 
ient time. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Asthe discussion of the next a wilt 
be one of considerable interest, in regard to which a large num- 
ber of Senators have opinions which they may desire to express, 
I suggest the wantofaquorum. _ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The want of a quorum being 
suggested, the Secretary will call the roll. ; 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Dolph, Jarvis, Peffer, 
Allen, Dubois, Jones, Ark. Perkins, 
Berry Faulkner, Lindsay, Power, 
Blackburn, Frye, Lodge, Pugh, 
Brice, Gallinger, McLaurin, Roach, 
Butler, George, McMillan, Stewart, 
Caffery, Gibson, Martin, Teller, 
Camden, Hale, Mills, Turpie, 
Cameron, Harris, Mitchell, Oregon Vest, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Morrill, Voorhees. 
Coke, Higgins, Murphy, 

Davis, Hunton, Palmer, 

Dixon, Irby, Pasco, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-nine Senators having an- 
swered to their names, a quorum is present. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, [ notice that cotton-seed oil 
is stricken from the dutiable list by this biil and placed upon 
the free list. As this is very largely a Southern industry, I 
suppose it is done at the suggestion and on the request of per- 
sons engaged in the manufacture of cotton-seed oil. I find in 
Bulletin No. 3 replies from eleven different establishments, sit- 
uated in South Carolina, Tennessee, Kentucky, North Carolina, 
and Texas, in regard to this matter. They oppose placing the 
articles on the free list. 

I would suggest, in this connection, that a slight change in 
conditions between the United States and Egypt or Great 
Britain in the production of cotton-seed oil might bring a large 
quantity to the United States; but I do not propose to offer an 
amendment or to press the matter upon the consideration of the 
Senate. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, 1 have no great desire to make 
aspeech upon the pending measure. If a genuine effort had 
been made by the Democratic party to carry out the plain and 
unmistakable pledges contained in the platform on which it 
came into power, if its representatives had framed and presented 
to us and the country a bill which was honestly and sincerely a 
“tariff for revenue only” measure, if they had united on a bill 
which meant and showed on its face that ‘‘ protection was a 
fraud,” was unconstitutional, and was to be destroyed, a full, 
fair, and interesting discussion could have been had as to the 
respective advantages to our entire country of the policies of 
free trade or protection as questions of economics and princi- 
ples. From the utterances of the leaders of the Democratic 

arty during the recent een and Sr during the 
ast Presidential contest, and from the language in their plat- 
form, the country was prepared to see the issue fairly joined as 
between tariff for revenue only or free trade and protection for 
the sake of protection to American industries. 

The Democratic party had and still has the opportunity to 
make the fight squarely, pass a bill which will present their 
— to the people so that they may make choice and settle 
this vexed tariff question for years to come. It will be manly 
and patriotic in them to do this and will gain for them the credit 
and respect which are accompanies honesty and sincerity. 

I should be glad to discuss such a bill. Many Senators who 
will sit silently in their seats during this entire debate would 
be pleased to contribute their thoughts in the discussion of these 
great and opposing principles. As we find ourselves now, how- 
ever, the discussion is dwarfed. We hardly know what we are 
debating. At first we had the ‘ Wilson bill,” which was crude, 
inconsistent, and represented nothing but the desire to reduce 
the revenues of the Gervonsneet. We then had the ‘‘ Voorhees 
bill,” which was less crude, equally inconsistent, and represented 


chiefly a desire to increase the revenues of the Government. 
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We then had the committee amendments to the Voorhees bill, 
which made it more symmetrical, but left it equally inconsistent 
and illogical. Wenowhave the ‘Gorman bill,” which does not 
cure the defects of the previous measures and represents the 
individual wishes and interests of the constituents of the indi- 
vidual Senators upon the Democratic side. All of these meas- 
ures are protective, pure and simple. 

The “ protection” has been transferred from some localities 
to others. It has been modified, lessened in degree, in some in- 
stances; in others, instead of ‘‘ specific” protection we have ‘‘ad 
valorem” protection. The principle of protection is as fully 
recognized in the bill before us as in the McKinley act. The 
marked difference in the two measures is that the pending bill 
is unequal and unjust, and is designed to favor individuals and 
sections, while the other extended the principle of protection 
to every portion of our country. 

Inasmuch as the principle of protection is fully recognized by 
the dominant party, and they have completely abandoned the 

latform and pledges upon which they came into power, there 
is nothing left for us to quarrel and contend about except the 
various schedules. As the dominant party has now, and it is 
to be hoped for the last time, arranged these schedules, and as 
in this last compromise they have protected the industries in 
the States of the different Democratic Senators sufliciently to 
satisfy the demands of those Senators, I take it the measure is 
now perfected and will pass or be defeated as it stands. 

I feel that great wrong has been done the State which T have 
the honor to in part represent, in the framing of this bill. Of 
all the great so-called raw materials, wool and lumber alone are 
put on the free list. This is an invidious, unjust, illogical, and 
indefensible distinction. It will cause great loss to young States, 
which have already suffered much through illy advised legisla- 
tion. The inconsistency of the wool schedule is shown by the 
fact that while the raw material is placed on the free list, all the 
manufactured products of wool are made dutiable. In ever 
other instance inthis bill, I think, where the manufactured arti- 
cle is protected the raw material from which it is made is also 

rotected. Your bill will destroy the wool industry in the far 

Vest without corresponding benefit toany classof people. Lam 
fully aware that [ can not stop you, for our section of country is 
not the section in whose interest you are legislating. 

You were more consistent in regard to lead ore, and I desire 
to return my thanks for the consideration with which you have 
treated this, the greatest productof my State. While the protec- 
tion of three-fourths of acent per pound on lead ore is hardly suffi- 
cient to enable us to compete with Mexico, British Columbia, and 
Spain, which isevidenced by the fact that under the present duty 
of 14 cents per pound great quantities of lead ore were shipped 
in from Mexico, still as you reduced the duties on white lead, 
pig lead, and the various manufactured products of lead ore one- 
half in each instance, thus making no unjust discrimination 
against lead ore, we have no particular cause for complaint in 
regard to this industry. We contend that nobody will be bene- 
fited by this reduction and that many will be injured, but as 
you meted out to us thesame relative measure of protection that 
you gave the ‘ white lead trust” and the ‘‘smelting combine,” 
we are thankful for the favor and grateful for the consideration. 

Our complaint, so far as lead ore is concerned, is against the 
manner and methods used in the construction of the entire Dill, 
As you have presented a bill which is designed to protect various 
industries the lead schedule should not have been changed. No 
one will reap any benefit from the lower duties. I trust the pro- 
tection accorded lead ore will keep our miners employed at good 
wages, and make profitable business for the thousands of farmers, 
merchants, mechanics, and other industrious citizens whose 
prosperity depends almost entirely upon the continued opera- 
tion of the lead-silver mines. 

The Government has been cheated and robbed of much of the 
duty it should receive on lead ore through improper sampling 
at ports of entry. By this robbery of the Government as much 
lead ore issmuggled infreeas pays duty. Ishall offer an amend- 
ment at the proper time to prevent thissmuggling and will hope 
for the support of the Finance Committee and Senators on the 
other side of the Chamber. I will reserve any further remarks 
in explanation until the lead schedule is reached. 

In discussing a bill like the one before us, which is not a free- 
trade or tariff-for-revenue-only measure, but which is confess- 
edly a bill for the protection of American industries, although 
following no well-defined lines, yet protecting here and there in 
spots, as the necessity for securing votes for its passage de- 
mands, the fact is developed and made plain that in our young 
and growing country, which is matchless in its resources, the 
policy ef consistent and logical protection must be followed for 
many years to come. Our people, whether native or foreign 
born, demand and are entitled to steady employment and good 
wages. They expect and should receive sufficient recompense 
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for their labor to enable them to live well and to properly clothe 
and educate their children. It is our boast that under our in- 
stitutions the avenues are open to all, and that anyone may 
travel them to the highest point of distinction in any calling. 
Our laws should be so framed that the minds and bodies of the 
children of our laboring classes should not be ill fed. They 
should be given a fair start and chance in the race of life. 

The Democratic party has, by presenting the pending biil, 
admitted that labor can not be fairly dealt with under a free- 
trade or tariff-for-revenue-only policy, but to save itself from 
the humiliation of utterly repudiating the hollow and insincere 
pretenses by which it confused the minds of the people and came 
into power, it offers the bill with the lame explanation that it 
is a step in the right direction. The measure is a protective 
one, as | have said, yet it is so illogical that great harm must 
result from its passage. It is so framed as to strike a blow at 
our manufacturing centersand toour raw materials. The labor- 
ers will be the ones to suffer. 

lama firm believer in the policy of protection. I think our 
laborers and manufacturers should be protected against the la- 
borers and manufacturers of foreign countries. I believe they 
should not be made to compete with them on equal terms and 
brought to their level. I think the greatest prosperity has 
come to our country under the protective system, and that it 
wili remain with us only under that system. While so believ- 
ing, and while I shall so vote, it is equally clear to me that no 
matter what tariff bill you pass or whether you pass any, there 
can be no permanent prosperity for us until you reform your 
financial syst#m. It will be equally fruitless to pass this bill or 
to defeat it and to allow the McKinley act to remain the law. 

‘Until your mints are open to the free and unlimited coinage 
of silver aswell as gold, falling prices, stagnation in business, 
jack of employment, distress, and misery must remain with us. 
I think the passage of the pending bill or any bill will tempor- 
arily relieve thé present most lamentable condition of affairs. I 
believe if this bill were defeated and the present law allowed to 
remain there would be greater activity in business and more 
employment for capital and labor at better prices. Either the 

ssage or defeat of the pending measure will be quickly fol- 
owed by a return of business to a greater or less extent. The 
settlement of this question now and the adjournment of Con- 
gress will bring some relief to the country and employment to 
thousands of honest men and women who are willing and anx- 
ious to work and who are now in actual distress. 

We have reached the lowest ebb. Actionof any kind, so that 
it is final, will be a welcome relief. The millions of invested 
capital will not longer remain idle. It will start the thousands 
of various industries so soon as it knows what it can depend 
upon. This returned ee will be short lived, however. 
Within a brief peried, two or three months, ae 
will be abandoned, while in the others a reduction in the wages 
and in the force will be inaugurated, to become permanent and 
settled. Believing as I do that thechief trouble with our coun- 
try is the contraction of our currency, the depreciation of silver 
and commodities, and the appreciation of gold, I can see no ho 
for returned and fixed prosperity until we abandon our gold 
standard and return to bimetallism. 

The Republican a will win the elections this fall on the 
tariff issue. Asa purely political proposition I would advise the 
speedy paesage of the pending bill, in order that the temporary 
prosperity which will follow a settlement of the uestion may 
subside and the country settle down to the condition of low 
wages and contracted business, which must come after the pass- 
ing relief has expended itself. 

By the time the Presidential cam of °96 arrives, how- 
ever, the country will understand that it is not a uestion of 
tariff rates which hurts, but that currency contraction and an 
appreciation of our money standard precludes all hope of re- 
stored and per.sanent prosperity. 

I believe it is the duty of the Senate in this great industrial 
ovisis, when hundreds of thousands of honest and capable citi- 
zens are suffering for the necessaries of life and are asking for 
employment, to pass whatever legislation we intend to enact 
with such promptness as is commensurate with a fair discussion 
of the various schedules. The quicker action is had the better 
it will befor the country, in my judgment. 

I do not mean by this that I will favor unusual methods to limit 
debate. Discussion in this body should be free and untram- 
meled, but we should bear in mind at all times that any action, 
so that it is final, will bring work and bread to numbers of de- 
serving people who must remain idle and hungry until our ver- 
dict is rendered. Speedy action now will the quicker sweep 
away the cloudsand mist which obscures the vk oe of the peo- 
ple and enable them to perceive with clearness and accuracy 
that it is our and not our revenue laws which bring 
distress and want and falling prices. When it is made plain to 
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them that this bill brings no relief, that the unfortunate condi- 
tion in which we find ourselves, with idle mills and mines and 
capital and men, continues, with no hopeor prospect ofa change 
for the better, they will so fully understand the necessity for an 
enlarging currency and will so thoroughly appreciate the fact 
that there can be no prosperity for us under a gold standard, 
that their demand for bimetallism, for the free and unlimited 
coinage of both gold and silver ata ratio of 154 or 16 to1 will 
be made with such force and earnestness that it will not and 
can not be ignored. 

Viewing the present situation from every point, taking into 
consideration every circumstance, it is to me obvious that both 
temporary and permanent happiness and prosperity will the 
sooner return to our land by a speedy action on the bill before us. 

I will close by repeating again that I ama firm believer in and 
advocate of a logical and consistent system of protection. The 
highest.and most stable prosperity will come to us, however, 
when we unite protection with bimetallism, and not before. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas | Mr. 
JONES]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the pending amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
pending amendment for the information of the Senate. 

The SECRETARY. Inline 15, paragraph 29, strike out ‘fifteen ” 
and insert ‘‘ twenty,” so as to read: 

Flaxseed or linseed and poppy-seed oil, raw, boiled, or oxidized, 20 cents 
per gallon of 7} pounds weight. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I desire to say a few words 
respecting the amendment. The duty on linseed oil is a matter 
of great moment to the Northwestern States, especially in view 
of the large production of flaxseed, and unless a proper relation 
is maintained between the duty on flaxseed and the duty upon 
the oil either the flaxseed will be imported or the oil will be 
imported. In the existing tariff there is a difference of 2 cents 
between the duty upon oil and the duty upon flaxseed; that is 
to say, the duty is 2 cents a gallon more on oil than is the duty 
upon flaxseed per bushel, and I should have been glad if the 
Senator from Arkansas could have seen his way clear to main- 
tain that distinction in the pending bill. I think itwould more 
nearly insure the production of both the seed and the oil in our 
own country than will the provision inserted in the bill. I 
should have beenglad also to have had a duty of atleast 25 cents 
a bushel upon flaxseed, the present rate being 30 cents. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What does the Senator from Iowa say is 
the present duty on flaxseed or linseed oil? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is 30 cents per bushel on flaxseed. 

. Mr. CHANDLER. How much is the duty on the oil per gal- 
on? 
age ALLISON. The duty is 32 cents per gallon upon linseed 


Mr. CHANDLER. The present amendment provides for a 
~— of 20 cents a gallon instead of 32 cents a gallon. 

r. ALLISON. Twenty cents a gallon, and the House rate 
is 20 cents a bushel on flaxseed. The rate is 20 cents on each. 
The importations-of flaxseed, or linseed, in past years were quite 
large. In recent years the importations have not been so large. 
Canada produces a large amount of flaxseed, and until the duty 
of 30 cents a bushel was placed upon flaxseed by the act of 1890, 
there were large importations of the article from Canada. 

I very much fear that the duty proposed in the bill will have 
the effect to encourage largely importation of flaxseed from the 
Dominion of Canada. Therefore, I should have been very glad 
to have had a higher rate of duty upon flaxseed, which would 
require a corresponding additi rate upon linseed oil. ButI 
do not care to offer an amendment. I merely wish to say thatas 
the bill came from the other House it would have been destruc- 
tive of the industry of manufacturing linseed oil as it would have 
been alike destructive of the interest of those who are engaged 
in the production of flaxseed in the Northwestern States. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator who last 
spoke whether it is his intention to move to increase the duty 
from 20 cents per gallon to 32 cents per gallon, the present rate. 
It seems to me there ought to be more duty on flaxseed or lin- 
seed oil than is proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
JONES]. Of course Iam not able, not being an expert on these 
subjects, nor an expert in the construction of tariff bills, to de- 
termine exactly what should be the relation of the duty on flax- 
seed to the oa flaxseed oil, and there was so much noise in 
the Chamber + I was unable to hear exactly what the Sen- 
ator from lowa[Mr. ALLISON] said. But this much seems to 
me to be certain, that unless the duty on flaxseed is reduced 
very ingely, in which event the agricultural industry of raising 
flaxseed will be injured, the duty on flaxseed oil ought to be 
ree more than the Senator from Arkansas is willing to 
give. 
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Now, I insensibly recur to the principle upon which the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas is supposed to be acting; that istosay, allow- 
ing a duty which will permit the industry tosurvive. I callthe 
Senator’s attention to the fact that there cap be no half survival 
in this case. If a duty is sufficiently protective to allow the in- 
dustry to survive, well and good; the industry does survive. 
But if the duty is carried down solow that it is not profitable to 
manufacture the article in this country in competition with the 
foreign product, the industry dies just as quickly, justas surely, 
= as completely as if the article were placed upon the free 

ist. 

Under the law of 1883 the duty on flaxseed oil or linseed oil 
was only 25 cents a gallon. In 1890 it was made 32 cents a gal- 
lon. The House of Representatives now allowsa duty of 15 cents 


‘a gallon and the Senator from Arkansas proposes 20 cents a gal- 


lon; that is to say, 12 cents less per gallon than the present law. 
; Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from New Hampshire al- 
ow me? 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Rhode Island desires 
to correct any statement that I am making, I will yield to him 
with pleasure. If not, I prefer to illustrate my point and make 
my argument, and after I finish have him make his argument, 
rE ther it coincides with mine or not. Does the Senator from 

hode Island wish to correct me? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to correct what seems to be a 
misapprehension on the part of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire as to the character of the duty. 

Mr. CHANDLER. To that proposition I wish to yield, be- 
cause I feel that I am very liable to fall into error, and I wish 
to be corrected on the spot. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from New Hamp- 

hire that the rate suggested by the Senator from Arkansas 
fa. JONES] upon this article, which we have frequently been 
nformed by Senators upon the other side of the Chamber is en- 
tirely in the hands of a great trust, is 60 per cent ad valorem 
upon the present foreign price of linseed oil; and in view of the 
treatment which is accorded to other industries and other oils 
Ishould say that the rate is nota very low one, as the Senator 
from New Hampshire seems to think. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The explanation is not quite convincing 


: fo my mind if indeed I comprehend what the Senator says. I 
a 


ve a memorandum of the imports, quantity and value, of 
flaxseed or linseed oil; that is to say, that which is not boiled or 
oxidized; I suppose raw. 


Imports, quantity and value, of flaxseed or linseed oil. 
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Gallons. Value. Duty. lon, duty 
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There the importation of raw linseed oil seems to have stopped. 

Mr. ALLISON. At what date? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have the importations of flaxseed or 
linseed oil in 1890 and 1891, showing no importation of the raw 
material in 1892 and 1893. The argument that I make is that 
the increased duty, from 25 cents per gallon to 32 cents per gal- 
lon, caused the entire cessation of the importation of the crude 
article, and there has been no importation of the raw oil since. 
Ihave another table showing the importations of flaxseed or 
linseed oil, boiled or oxidized: 


Flaxseed or linseed oil, boiled or oxidized. 











| Per gal- 
- | Gallons. | Value. Duty. lon,duty 

| } paid. 
aici merit ceeattee caer ccastaacsitti aati ccactintdie iit tate 

| 1 
eens initia ee quwe cata | 7,608.92 | 4,627.00 | 82,733.22 £0. 968 
Th thie aa iinastienowens acted | 4,660.83 | 2,770.00} 1,494.19 .913 
ETN OS a ae 5, 457.37 | 3,212.00 | 1,746.38 . 908 








This table shows that under the operation of the duty of 32 
cents per gallon not only did the importations of flaxseed or lin- 
seed oil, raw, wholly cease, but the importations of refined or 
manufactured oil began to go steadily down; and the result was 
that the policy of the McKinley act of protection to this product 
did its perfect work. It resulted in ae a home industry 
- in giving to the United States substantially the whole prod- 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shipe, if he will allow me, that the duty upon oil prior to the 
Mc y act was 25 cents a gallon, and the importations were 
small Cmaican years. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Under the 25 cents per gallon duty? 
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Mr. ALLISON. Yes; and a difference of 2 cents a gallon be- 
tween the raw oil, socalled, and the boiled or oxidized oil is the 
rule. The process is not a difficult one. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Of course, I do not quickly comprehend 
the force of the fact which the Senator states. I take it the 
Senator understands my point, that this high duty has domes- 
ticated the industry, so that the American farmer produces the 
wholeof the flaxseed that makes flaxseed oil or linseed oil in this 
country. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is a pertinent and proper observation. 
It is absolutely true. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I read from the argument of Mr. Edmund 
A. Whitman, of Boston, Jauuary 4, 1890, in which he says 





The crop for 1885, the last year for which I have the figures, was estimated 
at 12,000,000 bushels, valued at $13,500,000. 

I say upon the face of these papers this isan extremely profit- 
able industry to the agriculturists of this country. Flaxseed 
is not raised in New Hampshire; it is not raised in New Eng- 
land to any extent that I know of. It is raised in the border 
States, in the Western States, in the Southern States, and it 
ought to be protected. The process of giving the raising of 
flaxseed and the manufacture of linseed oil to the American 
farmer and the American producer, which has been so auspi- 
ciously begun under the operation of the McKinley law, ought to 
be allowed togoonand the party exigency of tne Democratic party 
which makes its leaders think it necessary is to cut down the 
duties on protected industries and yetat thesame time give pro- 
tection which is contrary to the repudiated plank of the Demo- 
cratic platform of 1892, ought to be arrested, and we ought to 
stand by the higher rate of duty, and one that will be sufficiently 
protective to secure this industry to America and Americans. 
Therefore it seems to me that the duty of 32 cents a gallon ought 
to be retained upon this product. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I do not rise for the purpose 
of opposing the rate of duty proposed, but simply to call atten- 
tion again to the methods employed in the construction of this 
bill, and to the gross favoritism shown in levying duties upon 
various industries. Here is an industry which we have been re- 
minded time after time is in the hands of a trust, a great com- 
bination, and that is somewhat true, I imagine. The duty 
which is proposed to be levied is equal to 60 per cent of the 
foreign costof this article. But that is not the worst feature of 
it. I have been and I am in favor of levying a duty upon these 
various articles that will equalize the difference in the cost of 
production between this country and abroad. 

Now, what are the facts in regard to this particular item? 
The foreign price is about 35 or 34 or 33 cents a gallon. It has 
been sold in the United States in the last year at 32 cents a gal- 
lon, and its present price is I think not exceeding 40 cents a 
gallon, or a price in this country which is about the same as the 
price abroad, there being not over 5 cents a gallon difference. 
Yet upon this one item the Senators on the other side propose 
to levy a specific duty of 20 cents a gallon. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator want to reduce this duty? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I say I do not want it reduced because I 
think it is a proper rate of duty, but I desire to have the 
Senate understand the gross favoritism which is shown in the 
preparation of this bill as regards certain industries and cer- 
tain articles. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator objects, let the amendment be re- 
jected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido notobject toitatall. Iam only stating 
the facts. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator’s argument is very convincing to 
me. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam stating facts; that is all. 

Mr. VEST. Itis very convincing, and if my colleague on the 
committee agrees I am willing to go back to the former duty 
proposed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Itseems to me if this debate is to con- 
tinue the Senator from Arkansas ought to withdraw his amend- 
ment. That seems to be the policy of the other side of the 
Chamber; if a duty is proposed that is likely to protect an 
American industry and it issupported on this side of the Cham- 
ber it is withdrawn. I think that would be quite the right 
thing for the Senator from Arkansas to do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is onagreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

30. Fusel oil, or amylic alcohol, 10 per cent ad valorem 

“31. Hemp-seed oil and rape-seed oil, 10 cents per galion 

_ a I believe that is the McKinley rate on hemp- 

seed Ol. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

32. Olive oil, fit for salad purposes, 35 cents per gallon. 

The Committee on Finance reported to amend the 
by striking out in line 22 ‘'35 cents per gallon” an 
in lieu thereof ‘‘ 25 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The committee withdraws that 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend- 
ment of the committee is withdrawn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The effect of that will be to leave the rate 
of the act of 1890 stand. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
House provision. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the existing rate, I believe. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes, it is the existing rate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

38. Peppermint oil, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported to amend the paragraph 
by striking out in line 23 ‘ 25,” and inserting in lieu thereof 
‘* 20,” so as to read ‘‘ 20 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, 
is withdrawn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend- 
ment is withdrawn. 

Mr. PERKINS. Lappeal to the Senator from Arkansas not 
to reconsider the action proposed. | had looked upon it as the 
olive branch held out to this side of the Chamber, and as a Cali- 
fornian—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We are discussing peppermint oil 
now, not olive oil. 

Mr. PERKINS, I beg pardon. I thought 

Mr. ALDRICH. We have passed paragraph 32. I hope, how- 
ever, the Senator from Arkansas will allow the Senator from 
California to make any remark he was about to make upon that 
item. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Certainly, I have no objection. 

Mr. PERKINS, I only wish to speak upon what affects Cali- 
fornia’s interest more particularly. That is about all I can 
attend to. I wanted to thank my friend from Arkansas on olive 
oil. I understood that to be the item under consideration a mo- 
ment ago. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does the Senator from California 
desire to have the tariff on olive oil reduced? 

Mr. PERKINS. No, sir; I want to thank you. I understood 
that you had withdrawn the proposed amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did. 

Mr. PERKINS. Now, I want to urge the Senator—— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdrew the proposed amend- 
ment of the committee which leaves the tariff at 35cents as the 
bill came from the other House, and as the law now is. 

Mr. PERKINS. I misunderstood the Senator from Arkansas. 
I want to thank him for pursuing that course. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest to the Senator from California 
not to thank him too profusely. If he does he may renew the 
amendment. [Luughter.] 

Mr. PERKINS. I want to say then that California is, I think, 
the only State 

Mr. CHANDLER. I warn the Senator from California. If 
he loses this concession I do not want him to say that I did not 
warn him. 

Mr. PERKINS. Then I will profit by the experience of the 
Senator from New Hampshire, and say nothing but second the 
motion of the Senator from Arkansas in withdrawing the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next paragraph of the bill 
will be read. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


$4. Seal, herring, whale, and other fish oil not specially provided for in 
this act, 2% per cent ad valorem. Cod oil, 15 per cent ad valorem. 


The amendment reported from the Committee on Finance was 
to strike out ‘‘twenty-five” before “‘per cent” and insert 
‘‘twenty;” and to strike out the words “cod oil, 15 per cent ad 
valorem.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That amendment is withdrawn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the 
amendment of the committee will be withdrawn. 

Mr. FRYE. I may desire to offer an amendment to the para- 

raph. Icall theattention of the Senator from Arkansas to 

07 of the bill, line 8, where ‘‘ spermaceti, whale, and other fish 
oils of American fisheries, and all fish and other products of 
such fisheries” are placed on the free list. Ishould like to have 


aragraph 
inserting 


Thirty-five cents a gallon is the 


The amendment of the committee 
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the Senator from Arkansas explain how it is that here on seal, 
herring, whale, and other fish oil there isa proposed duty, while 
on page 107 all those articles are put on the free list. Which is 
the proposition of the committee? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This, I understand, is the present 
law, just as it stands. The products of the American fisheries 
rary free, whereas the oils coming from foreign countries are 

xed, 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the paragraph? 

_ Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The paragraph in the present law 
is in the same language, with the words “ fish, and other prod- 
ucts” added. That is the only amendment. In the free fist it 
stands just as it does in the present law. 

Mr. FRYE. Just as it is in the McKinley law? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRYE. So that the Senator understands that that ap- 
plies to the oils which are secured from American fisheries fn 
foreign waters and brought into this country? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, That is the way I understand it. 

Mr. FRYE. And those oils are on the free list? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Thatis the way I understand it. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I desire to call the attention of 
the Senator to the fact that the duty proposed in the pending 
bill is 25 per cent ad valorem and that the duty on linseed oil is 
60 per cent ad valorem, while on the linseed oil it is made spe- 
cific, and on this the duty is made ad valorem. 

As | understand, there is much more difficulty in maintainin 
an ad valorem duty on seal, herring, whale, and other fish oi 
than there is on linseed oil. Our competitorsin this kind of oil 
are the Japanese, the Chinese, and the British possessions. Our 
most serious competitors, perhaps, to-day are the Japanese 
and the Chinese; and they fix up their fish oil and send it to 
this country to compete with ours, many kinds of it not worth 
half as much as ours; none worth any more. In undertaking to 
put an ad valorem duty, we are to be confronted with those 
cheap oils from China and Japan. I think the duty has always 
been specific; and I see no reason why it should be changed now, 
and why linseed oil should be treated any better than this 
product. 

I think the old duty was 8 cents a gallon, which was on the 
averageabout 33 percent advalorem. Whale oil isworth about 
40 cents a gallon; seal oil, about 30cents; whale oil notspecially 
provided for, 40 cents, and fish oil not specially provided for is 
worth only about 25 cents. The old duty of 8 cents was satis- 
factory, though when the bill which contained it was under con- 
sideration, the National Fishery Association did its very best to 
obtain a duty of 10 cents a gallon instead of 8cents. Finally the 
committee allowed them 8 cents. That 8 cents would average, 
if it were specific, about 30 or 33 per cent ad volorem. [If it is 
changed to ad valorem it will not amount to anywhere near 33 
per cent; itwill not amount to anywhere near the ad valorem, 
which is placed upon it now, because, taking the oils from Japan 
and China, they will be reduced to the very lowest point. 

It seems to me that of all the people on earth, the fishermen 
are the very last whom any Senator should desire to punish by 
a reduction of duties. Theirs is about as laborious a businessand 
as dangerous a one as there is inthe world. They are being fasi 
driven out of their business. Our New England fishermen are 
decreasing in numbers every year, and it seems to me where 
their business is attacked, it should be done with great care. 
Certainly they are entitled to as much protection as the farmers 
whose raise flaxseed and make linseed oil; they are exposed all 
the time, and the farmer is notexposed at all. 

The ay allusion I find in Bulletin No. 3 to this matter, is on 

age 115, from the Miles Fertilizer and Oil Company, of Mil- 
ord, Conn., where they say: 


Werun only half thetime, owing to some States making laws preventing 
the catch of fish in their waters. 


Those are the poggy fishermen, so called— 


Migratory fish come on the coast in spring and leave in the fall, and do 
nobody any good unless caught. Oil also has been very low, owing to the 
same oil coming in at a low duty in competition from Japan. 


So that they call 8 cents a gallon a low duty. 


We can not get enough out of the product to pay first-class fishermen and 
= such wages as they demand, and good men sailors are leaving the 

usiness. 

Itis very important to our business that the present duty on oil is re- 
tained, othe the business will be ruined unless the Government pays a 
bounty to fishermen. 

We can not reduce the cost of production. Men will abandon the business 
and leave off following the water. 

We desire the duty on oil be retained or we will have to quit the business. 

We do not re as much guano, because we were barred from catching 
fish in New York State and Massachusetts waters. 

Wages of fishermen are $0 per month and board; captains, mates, cooks, 
and engineers from #60 to $85 per month and board. 


The wages in Ja and China, their competitors, are not one- 
fifth what they are in this country. 





1894. 





I find, when the matter was under consideration, I think in 
the revision of 1883, the National Fishery Association presented 
its views to the committee having the bill incharge. They 
said: 

We ask that the word ‘‘ten”’ be substituted for the word “ eight.” 

That is, the duty should be 10 cents a gallon instead of 8 cents 
a gallon. 

The reason we give for this is that under this section large quantities of 
various kinds of fish oil which have a close resemblance to each other in ap- 
pearance, and which can be imported to this country from Japan and China 
as well as from the British Possessions at this very low rate of duty, and 
bein roduced by cheap labor, and having many other advantages which 
our fish oil producing industries do not have, creates a competition in our 
own markets which would tend to embarrass our own manutacturers. 

While, to be sure, that is only one element of the fishery bus- 
iness, it is an important one, and ought not to be disturbed. I 
can not see any earthly reason why a present should be made 
to China, or to Japan, or Canada. These oils are cheaper now 
than they ever were before, so cheap indeed that even the fish- 
ermen are declining to engage in that business. They are en- 
gaged all along our coast and the Jersey coast, and I think they 
ought to be considered. Therefore, I move to amend the com- 
mittee’s amendment—or did the committee retire from its 
amendment? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRYE. I move, then, to amend the paragraph by strik- 
ing out ‘25 per cent ad valorem” and inserting ‘'8 cents per 

allon.” 

“ The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Maine will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 6, line 2, after the word ‘ act,” it 
is proposed to strike out ‘‘25 per cent ad valorem,” and insert 
‘*8 cents per gallon;” so as to read: 


Seal, herring, whale, and other fish oil not specially provided for in this 
act, 8 cents per gallon. 


Mr. PEFFER. I wish to inquire of the Senator from Maine 
what would be the equivalent ad valorem rate? 

Mr. FRYE. The equivalent ad valorem rate of 8 cents a gal- 
lon? 

Mr. PEFFER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRYE. It would be from 25 to 33 per cent. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then that would be a slight increase? 

Mr. FRYE. A siight increase over the proposition contained 
in the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. How would it conform with the existing 
law? 

Mr. FRYE. 
isting law. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The higher rate of taxation on lin- 
seed oil than on fish oils is easily explained when you consider 
that there is a tax of 20 cents a bushel on the flaxseed out of 
which flaxseed oil is made. That tax, of course, the flaxseed 
must pay before it is made into oil. This was recognized in the 
McKinley law, for which the Senator from Maine voted, where 
there was a tax equivalent to 95 per cent imposed upon linseed 
oil, whereas there was a tax of 32 per cent im d on fish oil, 
equivalent to pF es cent on linseed oil, and 32 per cent on fish 
oil, making a difference of 63 per cent between the two. 

The proposed tariff, which is presented to the Senate by the 
committee amendment, is a tax of 60 per cent on linseed oil and 
a tax of 25 per cent on fish oil, being a reduction from the tax 
on linseed oil of more than 35 per cent, perhaps 40, while not 
more than half that proportion, I should say 22 per cent, is 
placed on the fish oil. Under the circumstances, it seems tome 
that fish oil has been reasonably treated. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator does not reply to the main point 
which I made. The duty placed here on linseed oil is specific. 
I ask that the duty shall be made specific on fish oil, whale oil, 
etc., and I ask whether or not the Senator can give any answer 
why the one should be fish and the other should be flesh? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There are different kinds of oil 
which come in under the head of ‘‘fish oil,” having different 
Values, and it seems but just that a high-priced oil and a low- 
priced oil should not be taxed at the same rate, but that they 
should in proportion to their value. For that reason, these 
oils differing in value, it would be better to have them taxed on 
the ad valorem basis than to have them taxed by specific duties; 
whereas as to linseed oil there is but one kind of oil, and a spe- 
cific tax is less objectionable in that case than it would be in the 
case of fish oil. 

Mr. FRYE. Would the Senator be willing to accept a specific 
duty of 6 cents, instead of the rate proposed, 25 per cent ad va- 
lorem? [A pause.] Mr. President, I will insist on my amend- 
ment ing the rate 8 cents a gallon. 

Mr, ALDRICH. Mr. President, the argument used by the 
Senator from Arkansas in regard to the treatment of these two 
oils is certainly very ingenious. He undertakes to show that 


The amendment I propose is the same as the ex- 
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this rate is or may be justifiable by taking the reduction from 
the act of 1890 in each case, showing that a greater reduction 
had been made in linseed oil than there has been in fish oil. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did that to illustrate the Sena- 
tor’s position. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It only illustrates my position to this ex- 
tent: I voted for the provisions in regard to the duties on oils 
in the act of 1890, and at that time gave my support to this 
proposition; but now we have two distinct sets of propositions 
coming here from the committee, not with reference, I take it, 
to the act of 1890, but with reference to existing conditions, be- 
cause I take it for granted that Senators on the other side of 
the Chamberare not engaged in making a certain mathematical 
reduction from the act of 1890 without regard to the change in 
conditions. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No, we are not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If that is what they are after, we might as 
well have a horizontal reduction of 15 or 20 per cent, as the case 
may be, and get rid of all this talk and have action upon this 
bill. I supposed that Senators were undertaking to legislate 
for conditions as they find them in regard toall these industries. 
I have shown that they have levied a duty of 20cents per gallon 
on linseed oil, when there is only 5 cents difference between the 

rice of linseed oil abroad and in the United States. Here isa 
arge and valuable product of the American fisheries, to which 
they propose to give a rate of duty of 25 per cent as against 60 
per cent upon linseed oil and 90 per cent upon castor oil. Is 
there any fairness or justice in this relative treatment of these 
two industries? 

It is true the present rates upon linseed oil are larger than 
these, but there are no importations whatever. The act is en- 
tirely prohibitory, as the rate now proposed by the committee 
will be prohibitory, and nobody knows that better than the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas. Under the present rate of 8 centsagallon 
on fish oil the importations of foreign oil last year were valued 
at $200,000. 

If you propose to keep out linseed oil for the benefit of the lin- 
seed-oil trust, why should you not keep out fish oil for the bene- 
fit of the American fishermen, where there can be no combina- 
tion and there is no possibility of the formation of trusts? If 60 
per cent is a fair rate upon linseed oil and if 90 per cent is a fair 
rate upon castor oil, why not give a decent protection at least 
to the fishermen engaged in the production of fish oil, because— 
and I think the Senator from Maine will agree with me—in cer- 
tain classes of fisheries now maintained in our Eastern waters, oil 
is the main product of the fishery? That is entirely true of one 
large and important fishing industry in my own State. 

Mr. FRYE. And in the menhaden fisheries entirely. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In the menhaden fisheries the oil is the en- 
tire product of the industry. 

Mr. FRYE. They use some of the refuse as a fertilizer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That industry employs hundreds and per- 
haps thousands of men, andcertainly there can be no reason why 
they should not be accorded fair treatment in the pending bill. 
I hope, therefore, the Senator from Arkansas will consent tothe 
amendment offered by the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, as to this particular amend- 
ment, the only point which I care to make is as to the change 
from an ad valorem to a specific duty. Ifa bill is constructed 
upon the ‘‘ revenue-only ” plan, the fairer way, the more honest 
way, all things considered, is to adopt the ad valorem rule; but 
where protection is the object specific duties are more in har- 
mony with that idea. The amendments presented by the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] have satisfied me that the ma- 
jority in this Chamber have concluded to transform the bill into 
a protective measure. That being true, it seems to me that 
wherever a change can be made from an ad valorem rate toa 
specific rate without increasing the duty, which the committee 
propose, it will be better. For that reason, inasmuch as the 
proposed rise is slight, I take it the amendment of the Senator 
from Maine ought to be adopted, to make the rate specific. 
The duty is more easily collected under that system, and it is 
simpler in every way, protection being the object, as evidently 
it is the object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 

r. DANIEL. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procror]; but I transfer that pair 
to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE] and vote “nay.” 

Mr. DIXON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLAURIN]. 

Mr. FRYE (when Mr. GRAY’S was called). The senior Sena- 
tor from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] is paired with the senior Senator 








ee 
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from Illinois {Mr. CULLOM]. He desired me to make that an- 
nouncement, both Senators being absent from the city. 

Mr. HUNTON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Connecticut |Mr. PLATT]. I shall notvote un- 
less ag Fo be necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. DGE (when his name was called). [am red with 
the senior Senator from New York [Mr. H1ILu], but I make the 
same transfer of pairs I have previously made, transferring the 
pair of the Senator from New York to the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. WoLcorTr]; and then the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
Brice] and I can vote. ‘I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. VEST (when bis name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr, DUBOIS. I am paired with the junior Senator from 
Now Jersey [Mr. surray, but I have made an arrangement with 
the Senator from Iilinois [Mr. PALMER] to transfer his pair with 
the Senator fram North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] to the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey, so that the Senator from nois and I 
may vote. I vote ‘ yea.” 

r. DANLEL (after having voted in the negative). The Sen- 
ator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE] is absent, and being paired 
with him, I beg leave to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. HIGGINS after having voted in the affirmative). I am 
paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], 
and therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. VEST. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. WASHBURN] to the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
McLAvRIn], and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. DIXON. I had supposed that I was paired with the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN]; but as the Senator from 
Missouri has arranged to pair him with the Senator from Min- 
nesota |Mr. WASHBURN] I vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 33; as follows: 

YEAS—20. 
Aldrich, Dubois, McMillan, Power, 
Sousece, Ga Mitchell, Oregon r 
Chandler, Hal . Morrill, Sh 
Davis, Hawley, 
Dixon, Hoar, Peffer, 

Perkins, 
NAYS—33. 


Alen, Camden, Jones, Ark. 
Bate, Cockrell, Lindsay, 
Martin, 


Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 


Brice, 
Butler, 
Caffery, 
Call, 


Fatis, 

NOT VOTING—2%. 
Carey, ns, Mitchell, Wis. 
Outlom, Ww 
Daniel, Hunton, Piatt, 
QGoraon, Jones, Nev. Proctor, 
Gorman, Smith, 
Gray, Squtre, 
Hansbrough, ' Stewart, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FRYE. I deem it so important to these fishermen that 
the duty shall be specific, instead of an ad valorem duty, that I 
think I ought to make one more effort. I move to strike out 
**25 per cent ad valorem,” and insert ‘*7 cents per gallon.” 

Mr. ALLISON . How will 7 cents per gallon compare with 25 

r cent: 

Pur. io. It will be just about 25 per cent ad valorem, as I 
figure it. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator 
from Maine will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 6, line 2, h 34, strike out 
**25 per cent ad volorom,” and insert ‘‘7 cents per gallon; ” so as 
to read: 

4. Seal, herring, whale, and other fish oil not specially provided for in 
this act, 7 cents per gallon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 

Mr. LODGE. On that question let us have a division. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CAFFERY (when his name wasecalled). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. PowER). However, I have a 
right to vote to make a quorum. 

Mr. DUBOIS(when his name was called). I announce the pair 
of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH] with the Senator 
Mr. HANSBROUGH]. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. FRYE (when Mr. GRay’s name was called). The senior 


Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] is paired with the senior 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom]}. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I understand 
from the Senator from [daho [Mr. DuBois] that the arrange- 
ment made a few minutes ago still exists, and I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I will transfer my 
— with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] to the 

nator from Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN], and vote “ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I will announce for the day my pair with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 

Mr. HUNTON. to announce for the day that I am 
a with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], and that 

shall not vote, unless it is necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. DANIEL. I wish to state that [ am paired with the 
— from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE}. Otherwise I should 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 31; as follows: 
YEAS—24. 

Lodge, Pefter, 
MeMillan, Perkins, 
Mande ay, 


Aldrich, Dolph, 
Allison, bois, 


Du 
Cameron, Erye. rson, , 
Chandler, Gallinger, Mitchell,Oregon Sherman, 
Davis, Hale, Morrill, Shoup, 
Dixon, Hoar, Patton, Tellier. 

° NAYS—3i. 


Allen, Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Pagh, 
Bate, Coke, Lindsay, Ransom, 
near? Faulkner, Martin, Roach, 
Blackburn, George, Mills, 
Bianchard, Gibson, 
Butler, Harris, Murphy, 

Palmer, 


Call, 
Camden, Jarvis, 


NOT VOTING—2. 


Brice, Hansbrough, McPherson, 
Cafiery, Hawley, Mitchell, Wis. 


: 1, Pettigrew, 
Cullom, = Piatt, — 
Gordon, Jones, Nev. A Wolcott. 
Gorman, yle, 5 
Gray, McLaurin, 

So the amendment was rej d. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to know whether“ cod, 15 per 
cent ad valorem,” is stricken out in the paragraph? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think the Secretary did not read 
that part of the ph. I move to strike out those words. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is a _ of the House provision? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is a part of the House provision, 
and I move to strike it ont. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will state the amend- 
ment. 

The SECRETARY. On page 6, line 2, paragraph 34, strike out 
“cod oil, 15 xs cent ad valorem.” 

The ment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with 
the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary read the noxt paragraph of the bill, as fol- 
lows: 

.. Opium, i Soncere, sananet ot. for meeene = and aaa of, as 

other re’ tions o um, no - 
aieate this act, 25 h. ~, adlvalenm, o —- 

The Committee on Finance reported to amend the paragraph 
in line 6, by striking out “‘ twenty-five,” and inserting “twenty.” 

Mr. ALDRICH [should like to have the committee explain 
why this change is made. It seems to me that the reduction of 
these extracts of opium from 40 per cent ad valorem, which is 
the present law, to 20 per cent ad valorem would be very in- 
jurious to the production of opiumextracts in the United States, 
and I can not see any = reason for making the reduction. 

Mr. VEST and Mr. MILLS. tion! 

Mr. ALDRICH. I supposed there might be some explana- 
tion vouchsafed from the Senators upon the committee for this 
reduction. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There was oy none of this 
article introduced under the old law, and it seemed there should 
be some reduction as the rate that was in force under the law 
was absolutely prohibi , or almost so. Practically none of 
the article came into the United States, and the committee were 
of opinion that the reduction of the tariff might allow the im- 
portation of some of it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Of course the production of aqueous extracts 
of opium is not a very industry at the best; but if the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas wiil at the tables before him he will 
find there were $716 in value of this article d in 1893, at 
40 per cent ad valorem. Therefore the rate is not prohibitory. 
Ido not see any reason in the suggestion made by the Senator 
from Arkansas that the reduction should be simply be- 
cause there were no importations. 
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Mr. FRYE. In order to have an importation. < 
Mr. ALDRICH. And in order to have importations. I do 
not understand that to be the present policy of Senators on the 
other side, whatever it may have been in the past. If it is to 
be the policy, it must be adopted in rather a jerky and uncertain 
way, first upon one article, and then it is ignored entirely upon 
the next. It seems to me that there should be some decent re- 
gard paid for consistency in this matter. By the bill all medici- 
nal preparations not otherwise provided for are made 25 per 
cent ad valorem. All chemical compounds of every nature and 
description are made dutiable at 25 per cent ad valorem, and 
here is a single article or group of articles taken for different 
treatment and the duty reduced to 20 percentad valorem, which 
is away below the average of the whole chemical schedule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 

ro d by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLISON. My understanding is that the House made 
the rate 25 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They did. 

Mr. ALLISON. That rate is inaccord with the other medici- 
nal articles of a chemical character, and I do not see why it 
should be reduced. I hope the committee amendment will be 
withdrawn by the Senator from Arkansas and that the House 
provision will be allowed to stand. I amappealing to the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas. I suggest to the Senator from Arkansas 
that he let the House —, respecting this matter stand, 
and then the rate would be in accord with the other ad valorem 
provisions. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The committee after discussion 
were of opinion that 20 per centis a sufficient tax on this article. 
I do not see any reason for changing it. I stated afew minutes 
ago that the rate was practically prohibitory which was in force 
under the McKinley law, and it seems to us that 20 per cent is 
a fair rate. I should be glad to have a vote on the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the committee. 

r. ALDRICH. On that I ask for a division. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Icall for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I will announce 
for the day a pair between the junior Senator from New Jersey 
Mr. SMITH] and the senior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 

ANSBROUGH], and I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. The Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], whose name will shortly be called, 
is paired with the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam paired with the Senator from Washing- 
ton [Mr. SQUIRE]. Otherwise I should vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. CALL. I announce the pair of the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. PRocTOR] and the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
KYLE]. 

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—#. 
Allen, Camden, Jones, Ark. Pugh, 
Bate, Cockrell, Lindsay, 
Berry, Coke, Martin, Turpie, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Mills, est, 
Blanchard, George, Morgan, ‘Vilas, 
Brice, Gibson, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Butler, Harris, Palmer, White 
ery, irby, Pasco, 
Call, Jarvis, Peffer, 
NAYS—22. 
Aldrich, Dubois, McMillan, Power, 
Allison, Gallinger, Manderson, Quay, 
Cameron, Hale, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 
Chandler, Hawley, Morrill, Teller. 
Dixon, Hoar, Patton, 
Dolph, Lodge, Perkins, 
NOT VOTING—29. 
vy; Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 
Cullom, Higgins, Pettigrew, Walsh, 
Daniels, Hill, Piatt, Washburn, 
Davis, Hunton, Proctor, Wilson, 
Frye, Jones, Nev. Roach, Wolcott. 
ordon, Kyle, Sherman, 
rman, McLaurin, Smith, 
Gray, McP Squire, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

_ VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


36. Opium, crude or unmanufactured, and not adulter 
po = over of morphia, $1 per poms opium — 

and opium pared for smoking, und; but opium 

prepared for sm: and olen ooo in vended 

remo 


warehouse shall not ved th Seer dhe ge oh 
such duties shall not be ded. mn without payment of duties, and 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move tostrike out the first clause 
of the paragraph, in the following words: 

Opium, crude or unmannufactured, and not adulterated, containing 9 per 
cent and over of morphia, 81 per pound 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. PALMER. I would be obliged to the Senator from Ar- 
kansas to explain to me the exact meaning of the provision 
which I understand he proposes to strike out: 


Opium, crude or unmanufactured, and not adulterated, containing 9 per 
cent and over of morphia, $1 per pound. 


I understand that is to be stricken out. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is to goto the free list, where it 
is now and has been under the McKinley law. 

Mr. PALMER. I should prefer, if I could find language to 
express it, the absolute prohibition of the importatien of this 
damnable drug. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is the drug from which the med- 
icine ismade. I presume the Senator from [Illinois does not wish 
to exclude that. 

Mr. PALMER. No, I recognize the necessity——— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Smoking opium is provided for 
later. There is a tax of $6 a poundon that. I propose to leave 
that part of the paragraph in the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [must confess that [am surprised at this 
reduction in the duty on opium. The rate is $12 a pound under 
the McKinley act. It is worth from seven to eight dollars a 
pound, I believe, in the market, so that it bears a duty of about 
150 per cent at $12 a pound. I think the figure I have stated is 
about the price. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is $7 a pound. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Itis$7a pound. We tax ourselveson whis- 
ky and spirits manufactured in this country about 400 per cent. 
We tax various kinds of imported whiskies, brandies,and wines 
anywhere between 1 and 200 per cent. We tax everything of 
that.kind which is a matter of luxury. Now, opium is consid- 
ered the most deleteriousand dangerous drug in the whole arena 
of medicine. Itis a vile drug, destructive in its use. Itis no 
doubt useful occasionally as a medicine, when it is very much re- 
duced. It seems to me that a duty of $12 a pound is not an un- 
reasonable duty. Ityielded us $900,000 lastyear. Why the rate 
should be reduced I can not imagine. I should feel rather like 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER], that it ought to be pro- 
hibited; but as opium in some form is a valuable element in medi- 
cine, while the rate might be reducedit should have a very high 
rate. Whereit isintroduced forthe purpose of smoking, I do not 
know any rate that might be named that I would not vote for. 
I do not wish to interfere with our friends on the other side, but 
they ought to be able to give us some good reason for this re- 
duction. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I suggest to the Senator from 
Ohio that the duty should either be much less than $6 a pound, 
so as to prevent.smuggling,which would be the result, or else it 
should be absolutely prohibitive. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Asa matter of course, when this article is 
worth so much a pound, say $7,it will be smuggled more or less. 
Probably a great deal more is smuggled than pays duty, but we 
can collect $12 a pound on it just as well as $8. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ityielded in revenue nearly a million dollars 
in 1892. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Over $900,000. We have collected for years 
a large sum of money from this very deleterious article. Un- 
less Senators on the other side can give some good reason for 
the proposed reduction, I shall be disposed to vote against it and 
to call for the yeas and nays. I think it is indefensible. 

Mr. MORRILL. [feel disposed to contribute a single item 
of information in relation to opium. It is well known that it is 
seldom smuggled through our larger ports, but usually on the 
borders of our country, where there are small custom-houses; 
and there the owners are quite willing that the opium should be 
seized, and when it is sold there are very few persons who can 
get more than three or four or five dollars a pound for it. So 
they can buy it back and pay for itat that rate, instead of paying 
a duty of $12 a pound. 

Mr. VEST. The reason why the committee came to the con- 
clusion that this duty ought to be reduced was upon information 
furnished us by the Treasury Department. The officers who 
collect the duties at the ports upon the Pacific Slope said that 
the present duty gives rise to a large amount of smuggling. 
With our enormous coast in Alaska it is almost im ible to 
prevent smuggling with a duty of $12 a pound. It is just ex- 
actly the old argument which I have heard the Senator from 
Ohio make with great force on former tariff bills in regard to 
diamonds. There is nosubject that is so prolific of discussion as 
the duty upon diamonds, and members of Congress vie with each 
other in putting up the rate to fabulous amounts because it is a 
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pure, simple article of luxury. Yet, as I have heard the Senator 
from Ohio say, very properly, over and over again, it is very bad 
policy to follow any such idea as that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As to diamonds, a hundred thousand dol- 
lars’ worth could be carried ia the hand or in the vest pocket. 
That is quite a different thing from this article, which after all 
at $12 a pound is not so valuable as fine cloths or things of that 
kind. I do not think there is any similitude between opium and 
diamonds in point of value or in facility of smuggling. 

Mr. VEST. I did not make any analogy between the sub- 
stances, but I did make an analogy as to the argument. Jf you 
put up the duty on diamonds enormously it increases the smug- 
gling. If you put up this duty upon opium it increases the 
srauggling. Iwas in Alaska some years agp with the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON], and just before we reached 
there a whole cargo of opium had been smuggled in upon that 
coast, and we were informed by the officers of the Government 
that it was simply impossible to prevent it. If you put down 
the duty to a reasonable amount less opium will really come in, 
as the Government officials think, and you collect some revenue; 
but if you put it up more opium will come in, because it is smug- 
gied in on account of the inducement. That is the reason why 
we thought it was good policy to reduce the rate of duty. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me, the case of smug- 
giing to which he refers was of prepared opium for smoking pur- 
poses, not crude opium, I understand. 

Mr. VEST. Ofcourse. There was $800,000 collected last year. 

Mr. LODGE. It was not crude opium. It was prepared for 
smoking purposes. 

Mr. VEST. It was prepared opium, which has a special clas- 
sification under the tariff. 

Mr, LODGE. That is what I understand. 

Mr. VEST. The duties collected vary very much, as will be 
seen by reference to the report on import duties, page 114. 

Mr. PALMER. I have no desire to oppose this provision, ex- 
cept to relieve my own feelings. If Ih t 
I would punish the importer with death, whether he was a 
smuggler or otherwise. This may be the best way of disposing 
of the matter. I do not suppose I shall ask the Senate to adopt 
my specific, which would be death, but I should like to see some- 
where some authority exercise the power to take the life of an 
man who imports opium into this country. I think I would kill 
asmuggler certainly. I understand this is the best disposition 
wo can make of it. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. It seems to be the desire of a majority of 
the Senate to have some reduction on opium as well as every- 
thing else. I move that $10 be substituted instead of 86 as the 

of duty. 
we WHITE. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me? 
Mr. SHERMAN. I am through. I have submitted my mo- 
tion to amend. 
Mr. WHITE. Ihave necessarily been to some extent brought 
in contact with various facts which have convinced me that the 
statements made by the Treasury officials from time to time, 
especially, I think, in 1891, with reference to the smuggling of 
opium, are well founded. Upon the Pacific coast this business 
is carried on to such an extent that there have been times when 
opium was for sale upon the streets of San Francisco at a price 
very little higher than the duty itself. Sometimes it was sold 
in San Francisco as low as ten and eleven dollars a pound when 
the duty was $12 a pound. Smuggling has been carried on to a 
great extent, especially from British Columbia. 
While, as my friend from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] says, pee 
it would be a good idea to kill smugglers, it is very difficult to 
lace your finger, upon them, to say nothing of the law itself. 
he traffic is carried on all over the coast. For instance, there 
are small vessels going up and down atdifferent times and opium 
is landed in places all along the coast where such landing can 
be effected. In the city of San Francisco the Treasury officials 
are eternally at work trying to catch the —anpets, and they 
sometimes succeed. At other times oy do not. Very often, 
for instance, in coming in through the Golden Gate articles con- 
taining opium have been thrown off a vessel and boats manned 
by aneee ee have passed along and picked up the article con- 
taining the material designed tobe smuggled. This has become 
such a practice that the Treasury officials, the shrewdest and 
most correct in eve rege , Officials who have been sent out 
to the coast to examine the matter, have determined that it is 
not only impossible to prevent smuggling, but that when there 
is such a premium, as it were, offered as the high tariff of $12 
discloses, the practice will not only never be broken up but it 
will rather augment. 
Trials which have taken place in United States courts for 
smuggling have disclosed a most astonishing condition of affairs 
from time to time. When the tariff was raised to $10 first, and 





control of this traffic 
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afterwards to $12, the business in British Columbia increased 
enormously. There is, if I am right, a duty of $1 a pound “im- 
posed upon the importation to British Columbia; and the busi- 
ness there immediately took an upward tendency when the duty 
in the United States was placed at $10. Afterwards, when it was 
placed at $12, it ran up until now it is simply enormous. It is 
out of the o——- to prevent smuggling when the inducement 
is 80 exceedingly large, and this article therefore virtually gets 
into the United States in this manner. At least 3 pounds are 
smuggled to 1 pound that is imported and on which duty is paid 
of the amount that passes into use in this country. Those 3 
pounds come in here and are distributed without any tariff im- 
position at all. 
_ Placing a duty of $6 a pound upon the commodity will, in my 
yocemens, make smuggling not only infrequent, but not desira- 
le. The cupidity of man always suggests a method of evading 
the law in such cases, and opium is not so bulky as to maké it 
difficult of concealment. I am satisfied that those of us who re- 
side upon the coast agree upon this proposition. We know how 
much trouble the Federal officials have had, and how absolutely 
impotent their exertions have been. Grindstones were used for . 
quite awhile as a method of smuggling in opium. The Federal 
officials found grindstones hollowed out with opium inside. 
Then all sorts of articles were utilized on shipboard, and finally, 
as I have stated, as far as the ships were concerned, they resorted 
to the method I have before described of throwing the article 
over the ship contained in some device that floated around in 
the water and was taken up. 
But small vessels are plying up and down the coast of Cal- 
fornia engaged in smuggling, and then on the Mexican line 
smuggling is going on toa greatextent. Thepractice is becom- 
ing so notorious that I think everybody connected with the rév- 
enue service upon the Pacific coast, whether Democrat or Ré- 
publican, has for some years been in favor of changing the law 
as suggested by the committee. As I have statéd, the letter of 
the special agent of the Treasury of 1891 goes into the matter 
very elaborately and is exceedingly significant. Of cdurse indi- 
vidually I do not know that I would be in favor of taking off the 
duty upon the first article named in the paragraph, but still there 
isa difference of opinion regarding the matter, and I intend to 
vote with the committee upon the whole proposition. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES}, which 
will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In lines 8, 9, and 10, on page 6, strike out: 
Opium, crude or unmanufactured, and not adulturated, containing 9 per 
cent and over of morphia, 81 per pound. 
Mr. FRYE. Was not there an amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Ohio pe. SHERMAN]? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChair will state that the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Ohio is to the subsequent 
rt of the paragraph. 

Mr. JONES of Aniceneen. The amendment of the Senator from 
Ohio is to a subsequent part of the paragraph. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question fs on agreeing to the - 

amendment of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONEs]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 6, in line 12, before the word “ dol- 
lars,” strike out ‘‘ six ” and insert ‘‘ ten,” so as to read: 

Opium containing less than 9 per cent of morphia, and opium prepared 
for smoking, $10 per pound. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is onagreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 
Mr. SHERMAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and whe Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from —— [Mr. i Gnavl will state that 
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr.GRAyY]is paired with the 
senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM]. 

Mr. MITCHEL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY]. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). Iam paired on 
this question, I believe, and I am glad of it. 

The roll call was concluded. 

a ee Has the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] 
voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. RANSOM. I am d with the Senator from Maine 


[Mr. HAs], and withhold my vote. 
Mr. DUBOIS. Lannounce my pair with the junior Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. 
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The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 31; as follows: 


YEAS—20. 
Aldrich, Dolph, McMillan, Power, 
Allison, ( jallinger, Manderson, Quay, 
Chandler, Hawley, Mitchell, Oregon Sherman, 
Davis, Hoar, Patton, Shoup, 
Dixon, Lodge, Peffer, Teller. 

NAYS—31. 
Allen, Camden, Jarvis, Pugh, 
Bate, Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Roach, 
Berry, Coke, Lindsay, Turpie, 
B ackburn, Faulkner, Mills, Vest, 
Blan hard, George, Morgan, Vilas, 
Butler, Gibson, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Caffery, Harris, Pasco, White. 
Cah, Irby, Perkins, 

NOT VOTING—S. 

Brice, Gray, McPherson, Smith, 
Cameron, Hale, Martin, Squire, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 
Cullom, Higgins, Morrill, Walsh, 
Daniel, Hill, Palmer, Washburn, 
Dubois, Hunton. Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Frye, Jones, Nev. Platt, Wolcott. 
Gordon, Kyle, Proctor, 
Gorman, McLaurin, Ransom, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with 
the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph of the bill, as follows: 

$7. Baryta, sulphate of, or barytes, manufactured, $8 per ton. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment, in line 18 
to strike out ''$3 per ton,” and insert ‘'25 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to move an amendment to para- 
graph 37. I move tostrike out * $3” and insert ‘$6.72.” That 
is the rate provided by the existing law. I do not know but 
that some duty less than the existing rate would be sufficient, 
but I am quite sure that the reduction which is proposed by the 
House will be injurious to an industry of no inconsiderable im- 
portance. The present duties are $6.72 per ton on manufactured 
barytes and $1.12 a ton on crude barytes. ‘The House provision, 
as will be seen, proposes a duty of $3 a ton on the manufactured 
article and puts the crude article on the free list. 

I think I ought not to appeal unsuccessfully to the Senators 
upon the other side of the Chamber in behalf of the production 
of barytes, which is almost entirely, so far as the mineral is con- 
cerned, a Southern production, and very largely the manufacture 
is Southern. Placing the crudearticle on the free list will result 
ultimately in placing the entire business, so far as it is conducted 
on the seaboard, into the hands of the grinders of the crude ar- 
ticle in New York City and vicinity. Those grinders, in com- 
mon with all who advocate free raw materials from an entirely 
selfish standpoint, undoubtedly sincerely advocate the removal 
of the duty from the crude article while acertain duty isretained 
on the manufactured product for the sole purpose of putting the 
control of the business in the hands of the New York manufac- 
turers. ; 

This industry is one of peculiar interest to the Senators from 
Virginia, West Virginia, North Carolina, and Tennessee, in 
which Southern States is mined to-day nearly all the mineral 
that is converted into barytes and used by the Eastern paint 
men. If duties are to be applied where they are to be the least 
burdensome, then a duty should be retained on crude barytes; 
and a very considerable duty should be retained, for the reason 
that its removal or any reduction will not result in benefit to 
anyone, directly or indirectly, aside from the very few parties 
advocating it. 

The manufactured article is used principally in paint making. 
There is some dispute about its value as a pigment, but there is 
no dispute that its value, whatever it may be, is obtained only 
from its very fine preparation. There is an intense rivalry be- 
tween the manufacturers in the Eastern States and in the West, 
and someof the largest manufacturers of barytes are in the State 
of Missouri. The rivalry has resulted in the production of such 

ualities as are used to a very small extent, if used at all, by 
the European paint makers. When the article is finely pre- 
red, as it now is by the American manufacturers, the success- 
ul cheapening of paint may be accomplished. That is to say, 
even anyone who will deny its value as a pigment, will admit 
that, comparatively speaking, it is harmless when fine; while 
in its ord “p state of preparation it is a harmful adulterant. 

Senators will understand that there is adispute as to whether 
barytes is anadulterant in the manufacture of paint, or whether 
it is a beneficial admixture. Ithastobe admitted that when it is 
coarse, when it is not prepared finely, it is an injurious adul- 
terant, and it is only when it is pre with great care and 
finely ground that it has to be admitted that it is either harm- 
less or to a certain extent beneficial. 


XXVI——-302 


RECORD—SENATE. ASI7 


The barytes is a mineral gathered in this country largely by 
people whose ordinary occupation is that of agriculture. In 
seasons when not occupied with farm labors, the time of the cul- 
tivators of the soil is devoted to the collection or the mining of 
this mineral from their property and disposing of it to neigh- 
boring merchants or mills. This class of citizens can not readily 
make themselves heard here, and in ignoring them Senators are, 
unintentionally without doubt, sacrificing them to parties whose 
aim is to monopolize the business by reason of their New York 
location, and the use of material brought to this country as bal- 
last and mined by the cheapest labor. 

That is an important point to consider, as this in its natural 
state isa mere rock. It can be mined by the cheapest labor, it 
can be put on ships as ballast and brought to this country and to 
the wharves at our seaports at a comparatively insignificant 
cost, and therefore a duty upon the crude article is nece: sary if 
the mines of baryta in North Carolina, Virginia, West Virginia, 
and Tennessee are to be kept open. The use of the foreign 
article is a direct abstraction of labor from American citizens, 
without compensation of any kind whatever. It is the sxcrifie- 
ing of the interests of humble citizens, who can not afford to 
present the status of their affairs to their Representatives, and 
their interests are sacrificed in favor of monopolies only. 

The useful bulletins which have been placed upon our desks 
contain much matter on this subject. By reference to Bulletin 
No. 4, page 43, it will be seen that a statement is made that the 
crude article can not be brought into this country at a cost com- 
pared with that at which the Southern article can be delivered 
at the portof New York. This statement may bevery seriously 
questioned. The Mineral Resources of the United States in 1385, 
printed in 1886, page 524, gives the New York market value of 
the imported crude article at $7 to $8 per ton, while the United 
States customs figures for 1885 show an importation of 9,622,822 
pounds, valued at $1,334, equal to $2.78 per ton. This shows 
very clearly that baryta can not be mined in the interior of this 
country and taken to New York City and sold, to be manufac- 
tured at the price at which the foreign barytacan be taken from 
the hold of the ships, sold at New York, and manufactured. 

The bulletins fail to show any direct request from a consumer 
of this article for any reduction in duty, or any change of duty. 
On the contrary, the bulletins show that the majority of the 
paint men request that no changes be made; and it is well to note 
in this connection that the general protection given tothe paint 
industry has resulted in the establishmentof a numberof plants 
in the South, where it would be supposed that this class of manu- 
facture would not be established. For instance, in Bulletin No.4, 
page 8, is a reply from a manufacturing concernin New Orleans, 
where the opportunity of importing foreign raw material, so- 
called, is particularly good, and this concern states: 

We desire no change whatever. 

On page 65, of the same bulletin, is the reply of a paint manu- 
facturing establishment in Atlanta, Ga., and this party requests 
Congress to put on ‘‘a duty that will let the American laborers 
live and will pay the manufacturers reasonable interest on their 
investments.” These paint concerns consume barytes. They 
do not ask that the crude article shall be placed upon the free 
list or that there shall be any change whatever in the duty. 

Mr. President, I sincerely hope that because barytes is a sim- 
ple mineral from which this large manufacture of an ingredient 
of paint has grown up that the industry will not be sacrified, but 
that the Senators upon the other side of the Chamber will treat 
a simple product of this kin¢c, which has started quite a mining 
industry in the Southern States I have named, as entitled to rea- 
sonable protection. When, two years ago, I was at Hot Springs, 
N. C., [ found the only industry in the place was a factory for 
grinding barytes, and I saw that it was a growing industry. I 
saw that the quality of the barytes was good and the factory at 
that place was, I thought, grinding the rock with sufficient fine- 
ness to make the article all thatcan be desired, if any such ar- 
ticle is desired in the manufacture of paint, and I felt that that 
little ey thus being developed in the mountains of North 
Carolina ought to be protected. The moment the pending bill 
passes that little factory will be closed. It cannot manufacture 
the barytes and transport the product to the paint factories at 
the rate of duty which is proposed by the bill. I therefore make 
an appeal on broad national ground for protection to this South- 
ern industry, and I hope it will not be stricken down by the 
ruinous reduction of duty which is proposed by the House bill. 

Mr. LODGE. Iask the Senator from New Hampshire if he 
would not be willing to modify his amendment so as to put a 
duty on crude baryta or—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I wascalled from the Chamber temporarily. 
I was about to make a motion to take crude baryta from the free 
list. 

Mr. LODGE. The reason I make the suggestion is because 
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the rate proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
OHANDLER] isa rate predicated upon a duty oncrude baryta. It 
seems to me that they properly go together, so as to make the 
paragraph read: 
ar crude, $1 per ton; baryta, sulphate of, or barytes, manufactured, 
3 per ton. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I intended to ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to suggest what would be the appropriate 
duties, both upon the crude article and the manufactured arti- 
cle, for the purpose of stating this case in favor of barytes. I 
moved in place of the House duty of $3 a ton on manufactured 
bary tes the present duty $6.72, assuming that if that were adopted 
crude barytes would have the duty of $1.12 a ton. If the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island will indicate the amount that ought to be 
moved on manufactured baryta, I will accept that sum or a mo- 
tion may be made by the Senator, which would suit me just as 
well, covering crude barytes and manufactured barytes. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that an attempt be made first to 
fix the rate upon crude baryta. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Then I withdraw my amendment for the 
oresent, 
; Mr. ALDRICH. I move to amend the paragraph so that it 
will read: 

Baryta, carbonate of, or witherite, and baryta, sulphate of, or barytes, 
manufactured, including barytes eart h— 


This being paragraph 500 of the free list— 
$1 per ion. 

Making the rate $1 per ton. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Does the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land intend to make the article which is on the free list under 
the McKinley law taxable now? Is that his proposition? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is the effect of his amend- 
ment. ‘ Baryta, carbonate of, or witherite” is free under the 
McKintey law. It ison the free list. 

Mr. LODGE. The present law is: 

Baryta, sulphate of, * * * 81.12 per ton. 

Curbonate isnot mentioned in the paragraph, and I under- 
stood the Senator from Rhode Island tosay that he was moving 
the present law. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I say baryta, carbonate of, is on the 
free list now. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Arkansas is correct. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My intention is to make the articles now 
dutiable at $1.12 dutiableat $1. ton. I shall modify my amend- 
ment so as fo make it conform to the present law in phrase- 
ology. 

MBaryta, sulphate of, or Darytes,including barytes earth, unmanufactured, 
$i per ton. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator 
from Rhode Island will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Add atthe end of paragraph 37 the follow- 
ing: 

Baryta, sulphate of, or barytes, including barytes earth, unmanufactured, 
$l per ton, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Thatis right. It is represented to me that 
there are three thousand people in Virginia employed in col- 
lecting baryta, and I can not see any good reason for placing it 
upon the free list. Baryta is largely used as an adulterant for 

nt. It is found in large quantities in various parts of the 
world, and Ican not see why the people of Virginia, engaged in 
the collectionof this article, are not entitled toa certain amount 
of protection. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on ing tothe 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. [I call for a division. 

Mr. VEST. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I will announce 
that, with the consent of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER], 
the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. oon and the senior 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] are paired. I 
vote e yea.” - 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CAPFERY. Iam paired with the Senator from Mon- 
tana [Mr. PowsER]. If he were present I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to state that the Senator from Tll- 
inois [Mr. Cutaom] is detained from the Chamber by reason of 
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illness in his family, and that he is paired with the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. 
The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 31; as follows: 
YEAS—21. 
Aldrich, , McMillan, Shoup, 
Allison, Manderson, Squire, 
Cameron, Gallinger, Mitchell, Oregon Teller. 
Chandler, Hawiey, Patton, 


Davis, Hoar, Perkins, 
Dixon, Lodge, Quay, 


NAYS—31. 


Allen, Camden, Martin, Roach, 
Bate, Cockrell, Mills, Turpie, 
Berry, Coke, Morgan, Vest, 
Blackburn, - Faulkner, Murphy, Vilas, 
Blanchard, George, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Brice, Harris, Pasco, Walsh, 
Butler, Jones, Ark. Peffer, White. 
Call, Lindsay, Pugh, 


NOT VOTING—33. 


McLaurin, Sherman 
Carey, Hansbrough, McPherson, Smith, 
Cullom, Higgins, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 
Daniel, Hill, Morrill, Washburn, 
Frye, Hunton, Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Gibson, Irby, Platt, Wolcott. 
Gordon, Jarvis, Power, 

Gorman, Jones, Ney. Proctor, 

Gray, Kyle, Ransom, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LODGE. In paragraph 37, before the word ‘ dollars,” I 
move to strike out “three” and insert “five.” The Senate hav- 
ing decided to put no duty upon crude baryta, I propose an 
amendment putting on the manufactured article a duty which 
conforms to that which, according to all the evidence we have, 
is required to enable the manufacture to continue. I have here 
the reply of Page & Krausse, of St. Louis, Mo., manufacturers 
of barytes, with an invested capital of $200,000. They are Demo- 
crats and their testimony is given in great fullness and is very 
carefully arranged. ‘They say: 

The present rate of duty on barytes, namely, crude 81.12 per ton and manu- 
factured $6.72 per ton, is not more than ——_ to place domestic products 
on an.egual footing with foreign products. The proposed reduction, #1.12 
- crude and %3.75 on mannfactured, is (investigate, and you will verify 

s)— 

A piece of advice which apparently was misplaced— 


more than the present profit on domestic crude and manufactured barytes. 
We are now paying our workmen, average, $1.97 per day, or two or three 
times as much as foreign workmen in ‘the same industry are paid. 


& tt m * n oa * 


We pay our hands well, average $1.97 per day, and have not reduced wages 
forfifteen yearsuntilnow. When we a December 20, 1893, we notitied 
our hands that when ‘we started up again it would be on reduction of 15 per 
cent.in wages. 


a me “ * me * ® 
The adjustment of industry to tariff— 
They say— 
has been gradual during one-third of a century. 


*The writer is a Democrat, and I assume a tariff reformer, and 
this is his idea of the way in which the reform should take place: 


Say a reduction of 5 per cent perannum on all duties as they now stand 
in the tariff act of 1890, to take effect annually, on the ist of July every year. 
This would reach free trade in twenty years. Meanwhile no disturbance 
would ve felt; and in, say, five or ten years the people and statesmen of the 
United States would learn by experience, and without serious harm, just 
what is bestfor all. The writer is a lifelong Democrat and an advocate of 

trade. 


Then ‘this advocate of free trade goes on to say: 


We propose to meet reduction of duty bwreducing wages. Thecostof our 
raw material will not bear reduction. Same as to all other expenses, 


Then the firm say further: 


All our raw material is mined largely by farmers. The United States 
Geological ae reports as follows (volume for 1891, printed in 1893, 


): 

“In the first place, the greater part of the mi is performed by farmers 
at seasons of the year when they and theiremployés and teams would other- 
wise be idle. In some instances the product is shipped to St. Louis or other 
points by the miners; atother times it is taken to local merchants and ex- 
changed for merchandise, and by the merchants shipped to the manufac- 
turer.” 

Volume for 1892, printed in‘ “Barytes,” page 821: 

“The barytes is usually mined in off seasons by farmers, taken to the stores 
and a for supplies or cash, the dealer shipping to St. Louis as the 
trade demands.” - 


* 2 © ao ~ » 

Yes— 

This life-long Democrat and free trader goes on to say— 

Yes; we need a customs duty. Without —_ no barytes manufactory in 
the United States could run. Wilson t: reduction will permanently 
stop fully 60 per centof the present domestic manufacture. 

The testimony of George H. Burgess, of New Haven, Conn., 
is to exactly similar effect. He says: 

A rate of duty not less than one-fourth ofa cent per pound on manufac: 
tured sulphate barytes. 


Caffery, Hale, 
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That is the rate which I move—%5 per ton. 


Ata lower rate than this German manufactured barytes can be brought 
inte this country and delivered at the port of New York (which place I take 
fs a basis for comparison for the cost of goods) at a lower price than Ameri- 
can manufacturers can produce the andmake the same delivery. A 
a of one-fourth of a cent. per pound brings the foreign in competition 
with American production. 

co 2 a o m me J 

We desire a specific duty because on the manufactured the duty has al- 
Ways beena specific one, and the values on this article on the other side differ 
very materially. 

& & = a me ot 4 

As the labor is the principal expense in the manufacture of my produc: 
tion, the difference in the cost to meet competition must be met by a reduc- 
tion in wages. 

e ca a ay a ad x 

With raw material free to meet foreign competition it would be neces- 
sary to have a duty of not less than one-fourth of a cent per pound on man 
ufactured sulphate bary tes. 

" * ms 7 at * 2 

We recommend unmanufactured sulphate barytes free, as proposed by the 
Wilson bill, and on sulphate barytes manufactured a duty of one-fourth of 
® cent per pound. ‘ 

‘Sulphate barytes, unmanufactured, if placed of the free list,” 
he thinks, “is not an injury to any domestic miner or manu- 
facturer.” : ; 

Now, there is the testimony of these two firms, one of them in 
St. Louis, which says that the duty proposed by the committee 
will close up 60 per cent of the manufactories in the United 
States. The firm who give that testimony are Democrats and 
free traders. They employ 106 men and have a capital of $200,- 
000. Closing 60 per cent of the manufactories means a cessation 
of the demand for the barytes, which are supplied largely by 
farmers in certain States at times when they would otherwise be 
idle, and reducing the demand means a blow to that portion of 
the agricultural interest, small perhaps, but still as valuable to 
those engaged in it as the great industries are to the persons 
who promote them. Therefore I move to make the duty $5 per 
ton instead of $3 per ton. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think the amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] is perhaps fairer and better 
than the old rate of $5.72 per ton; but in consideration of the 
previous vote, by which crude bartyes has been placed upon the 
free list and that production in the United States is destroyed, 
before the Senate proceeds further with the consideration of 
this heading, ‘‘ Paints, colors, and varnishes,” I desire to call 
attention to some important suggestions that are made in the 
replies which have been received on that subject. I venture to 
read them, although I regret that so few Senators are in their 
seats to hear these important contributions to the discussion of 
this great question. 

In Bulletin No.3, which is Senate Report No. 370 of the pres- 
ent Congress, page 117, is the reply of Harrison Bros. & Co., of 
Philadelphia, Pa., manufacturers of white lead, colors, paints, 
etc., whose establishment, starting in 1793, now has a capital of 
$2,700,000, and whose total sales in 1892 were $1,999,915 and in 
1893 $1,709,873, the decrease being felt entirely in the last half 
of the year. They say: 

We ran with steadily increasing output until the uncertainties produced 
in all industries by the threatened radical tariff changes. A computation, 
made for the Department of Labor, showed that our working people made 
just one-half of the number of hours in February, 1894, as in February, 1893, 
a a steady comparative decline, month to month, 1892-"93 to 

Duties are necessary on all our products sufficient to cover the greater 
cost of plant and greater cost of labor. The only exceptions are the few 
cases where the products are not readily transportable by sea, and that act- 

, in a measure, as a protection against the cheaper foreign article; but 

n sulphuric acid, for instance, which it is proposed to place on the free list, 

the dangerous competition is from Canada, which at the present time levies 

a duty that would prevent our entering its market in cOmpetition with its 
manufacturers, while ours is freely opened to its surplus. 

Duties on all our products should be specific, and the specific duties should 
be based on the valhe of the highest class of product. Duties should be 
Specific because of the ae on the part of appraisers to readily 
estimate values and prevent undervaluations, as, for instance, acetic acid: 
two samples may be equally clear, of the same strength, and equally free 
of organicimpurities, yet there may be a great difference ia the contents of 
organic impurities, and one may be worth five times as much as the other; 
the actual difference in value could be determined only by a careful and te- 


ous chemical analysis, which would require the best chemical talent to 
eterminys. This rule holds good with dyestuffs and colors. 


Again, they say: 

We are continuing all our lines, and would have added many new ones, 
= for the expressed intention of opening up our markets to foreign pro- 

cers, Which would leave open to American enterprise only those opera- 
tions that. may be of the character of a monopoly, extended through the 
Operations of the patent laws or some local franchise, as the purchase of a 
gasworks or something of that kind. 

Wages, tendency downward—only because of uncertainty of employment; 
With us, shortened hours and lessened number of employed have reduced 
the earnings of our labor nearly 50 per cent. 


They further say: 


Our skilled labor amounts from 40 to 50 per cent, most of it trained in our 
own works. We have a large number of ammplogte who have. been in our 
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service for periods ranging from fifteen to thirty years and more, and their 
average pay is over Sperdiem. * * 
To meet reduction of duty will be only by a contest with labor. 


Referring to the question of exports they say: 
Wedo not export; all the markets of Europe, if we could get them, would 


not more than equal our own, and the rest of the world is worth but little, 
if any, consideration. 

They also add as to price: 

Our selling prices have decreased. 

Messrs. John Lucas & Co., of Gibbsboro, Camden County, N. 
J., manufacturers of paints, colors, and varnishes, with a busi- 
ness established in 1848, and now having a capital of $2,000,000, 
say their prices have declined: 

The decline has been gradual but continuous from year to year; the ex 
tremes of 1884 and 1894 running, on dry colors, from 20 to 30 per cent; on 
ordinary paints, from 10 to 15 per cent; on varnishes, 15 to 25 per cent 

Competition, through the increased domestic manufacture in the main, is 
accountable for those reductions in price, assisted, until the adoption of the 
present law, by the foreign manufacturers, who had grown very aggressive, 
and with the opportunities for fraud presented by the greater prevalence of 
ad valorem duties under the law prior to the adoption of the present duties, 
the return to which, or extension of the ad valorem system, we regard as 
one of the greatest calamities and detrimental alike to the moral, business, 
and manufacturing interests of the country; in fact, in our estimation, it 
would not be necessary to alter the present duties other than to make them 
ad valorem, and change a few of the administrative features of the present 
law, to have what would be practically free trade. 

Our business had steadily increased until the present unfortunate condi 
tions (forced upon the country through the tampering with the present law), 
as we pursued a very aggressive policy. 

They then proceed to speak of their wages and the condition 
of their employés. They say: 

Wages we have not as yet changed, having advanced them in 1892, as we 
are heartily in favor of the American standard of wages, living, dressing 
etc., and deprecate the tendency to reduce that standard to the foreign leve! 
regarding itsimply as a retrograde movement. 

The condition of our employés is that of perfect contentment, being weil 
dressed, enjoying some of the luxuries of life (common to the United States), 
viz, painted houses, carpeted floors, musical instruments, and through their 
accumulations of eight or ten years.ofsteady employment purchasing their 
own homes, which we assist them !n doing by loans at low rates of interest 
payable at their convenience. 

Having stated the condition of their workmen, Lucas & Co. un- 
dertake to show what will followas the result of the reduction of 
duties by the passage of th» pending bill. They say: 

Reductions in duty will be met by closing our works and importing, orr 
ducing the labor cost in the item of wages. 

Then they say: 

The exports are immaterial. The demand in countries to which we might 
export is but limited, as they have not the money to pay for paint, having 
hardly reached the ‘“ whitewash” age. 

They also undertake to state how little benefit would result, so 
far as wages are concerned, by what is called free raw material. 
Theysay: 

If all our raw materials were free we should have to reduceour waes to 
the basis prevailing in the foreign arcadias for workingmen, pilus the slight 
difference in freight, say 5 per cent, an actual difference in wages to the re- 
cipient of fully 50 per cent, as proven by United States consular reports. 

The Heath & Milligan Manufacturing Company, of Chicago, 
manufacturers of paintsand colors, who were established in 1851 
and have a capital invested of $500,000, say: 

Veo shut our factory down to three-quarters time last August 1, for the 
first time in forty-two years in that season. 

They proceed to say: 

If the rate of duty were reduced one-third we should be compelled to re 
duce the cost of the product one-third. If lowering wages would not meet 
this reduction we would be forced out of the business 

As to the quantity which they are producing, they say: 

Weare not producing over75 per cent the amount of goods sofar this year 
that we produced during a corresponding time in 1892, 

The Heath & Milligan Manufacturing Company give us the 
information called for in reference tosome of their employés, and 
say: 

The tendency of wages during the past twelve months, we think, has been 
downward, although, individually, we have nearly kept them up 

Following are the names of three employés taken at random, with a de- 
scription of their income and their success in life: 

Charles Hallenburg, residing at Austin, a suburb. Wages, 33 per day; 
Aamily of eight, with one deaf-mute child, for whom he pays $10 per month 
for schooling; other children allinschool. From his wages of 83 per day ho 
has been able to support his family, has invested $10 a month in a building 
and loan association, and has accumulated enough in the past three years 
to build a home of his own, with the assistance of the building association 

Frank Tarm, No. 736 Western avenue, Chicago. Wages, $2 perday; family 
of three, a wife and one child. Just manages to live, and saves nothing. 

Fred Fogelsburg, No. 25 Whiting street, Chicago. Wages, #2.25 per day. 
Has a wife and four children; rents hishouse. Has been saving 22.50a week 
for some time to buy himself a home. 

These three Chicago employés will either have to be turned 
out of their employment, if this bill passes, or they will have to 
subject themselves tosuch a reduction in wages that Mr. Charles 
Hallenburg, with a deaf-mute child, for whose schooling he is 
now, with his present wages, paying $10 a month, will beobliged 
to take him out of school. 

Mr. President, I do not really believe that the Senator from 
Hlinois [Mr. PALMER] wants to turn out Charles Hallenburg 
from profitable employment by the Heath & Milligan Manufac- 
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turing Company; I do not believe the Senator wants that man’s 
deaf-mute child taken away from school; I do not believe the 
Senator wants a man, who has just begun to pay for his house 
in a building and loan association, to lose his house, to lose his 
home; and yet that is the direct tendency of the free-trade sys- 
tem to which the Senator from Illinois has committed himself. 

The Heath & Milligan Manufacturing Company state the rea- 
sons which they believe caused the present distress, as follows: 

in our opinion, the cause of the present depression is due almost entirely 
toa threatened change of the tariff law, with a tendency of the party in 
power towards free trade, necessitating the reorganization of business on 
anew basis. 

There it is—the threatened change of the tariff law made by 
the Democratic leaders, with the tendency of the party in power 
towards free trade. That is the tendency of the Senator from 
Illinois, which he restrains in order that this may be made a 
moderately protective tariff law. Atthe same time these people 
say that if there isa reduction of the duties on the goods which 
they manufacture, their ‘‘only recourse is to reduce wages,” 
and they conclude with a recommendation to Congress, which 
they are fully entitled to make, when we consider the high 
wages they are paying their employés: 


> 
consid- 


a * 
Remedy: Postpone 


We would recommend that there be no radical change made in the duties 
on paints and paint products, and above all, that an valorem duty be not 
substituted for a specific. 

And right in the face of this plaintive appeal the Senator from 
Illinois goes on and votes for ad valorem duties when somebod 
says he must, and he votes for specific duties when somebody al- 
lows that he may. 

Here are Longman & Martinez, of Brooklyn, N. Y., manufac- 
turers of paints. They established their concern in 1864, and 
have a capital invested of $300,000. They say: 

We are running on three-fourths time from September, 1893, to January. 
Cause, Wilson bill. 

Here is their condition: 

Prices on all paints are lower in 1892 than ever before. 

Domestic competition increasing every year. 

We desire a duty; prevents undervaluation. 

Not producing 70 per cent of goods as in 1892. Cause, Wilson bill. 

There is decreasing tendency in wazes. 

* * » * 

Presentcause of depression, the Wilson bill. 
eration until after November, 1894 

I wish we might get the Senators upon the other side of the 
Chamber, especially the New York Senators, to favor the = 
ponement of this bill. Here is the firm of Longman & Mar- 
tinez, of Brooklyn, who state what they want, and say: 

Postpone consideration until after November, 1894. 

We recommend nochange in customs at present; give the people a chance 
in November to say. 

That is just what we want. Senators upon the other side of 
the Chamber are going on here with this ruinous bill because 
they say that was the verdict of the people in 1892, and they are 
not willing to take the verdict of the people in 1893. In the 
spirit of honorable omereay Mr. President, I say let us take 
the verdict of the people in 1894, and in December next, if the 

ple have reversed the Republican victories of last year and 
Seep gone back to the political attitude of 1892, then we will 
pass a moderate tariff bill here and adjourn on the 4th of March 
next, and those of us who resign or who are not relected will go 
home to our constituents feeling that we have done well. But 
here we now are in astrait between two elections, the election 
of 1892, which spoke one way, so Senators say, and the election 
of 1893, which spoke anotber way. 

Weare in astrait between the two, and we can send this ques- 
tion just where these poor paint manufacturers in Brooklyn, N. 
Y., ask to have it sent; we can send it to the people in 1894. I 
have no doubt that if we do this and come back here next De- 
cember we can come a great deal nearer an agreement upon this 
subject than we are reaching now. 

I hope the Senators from New York and the Senators from 
some other States will follow the recommendation of Longman, 
& Martinez, of Brooklyn, postpone the consideration of the tariff 
until November, 1894, and give the people a chance in Novem- 
ber to render their verdict. 

Mr. President, I conclude these interesting exhibits, which 
are only brief extracts from these marvelously valuable returns, 
by x ing from the reply of the Acme White Lead and Color 
Works, of Detroit, Mich., manufacturers of — and colors, es- 
tablished in 1884, with a capital invested of $300,000. 

Their general answers are all the same; they want specific 
duties. They say: BO SES. ii 

w, 6 er 
gone. dint oF wilibe forced intot sv nto Fa Bn oft epanic caused 
oie. skil oa. would gladly work at 40 cents a day if they could get it. 
. . * ye Ye 2 : 

Up to 1893 we bad a fairly uniform market. Youcan not force the sale of 
goods now atvany price, since the tariff legislation began. 

No changes in rates of duty or in customs laws. 


Mr. President, weare taking up for consideration the schedule 
concerning paints, colors, and varnishes, and here is the uni- 
versal, the unanimous testimony of everyone who answered the 
circulars sent out by theSenatorfrom Indiana [Mr . VOORHEES]. 
Those circulars were sent out for some purpose. Why does not 
some one of the recipients of the circulars say to us, ‘‘ Goon and 
reduce duties and adopt ad valorem duties instead of specific” ? 
The testimony from the individuals engaged in this trade is all 
one way, and yet Senators upon the other side of the Chamber, 
with a subtlety and persistency that is terribly destructive to 
the prosperity of this country, are marching on to the effort to 
put this abominable bill upon the statute book. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion is on the amendment 
apres by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask to have the amendment stated from 
the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 6, line 17, before the word “ dol- 
lars” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘threa ” and insert ‘‘ five;” so 
as to make the paragraph read: 

Baryta, sulphate of, or barytes, manufactured, $5 per ton. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 

_ Mr. FRYE (when Mr. GRAy’s name was called). The senior 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] is paired with the senior 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM}. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I have trans- 
ferred my pair with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
MCPHERSON] to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES], who is 
absent and unpaired; and I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HUNTON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Connecticut |Mr. PLATT]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). 
I am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CaRsy]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam paired with the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. RANSOM (after having voted in the negative). I am 
paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], and withdraw 
my vote. 

Mr. PUGH. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. HoAR], with the right reserved to vote if my vote 
be necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. GEORGE (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH], and voted to make 
aquorum. I see thatI can now withdraw my vote, a quorum 
having voted, and I withdraw it. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—i9. 


Manderson, 
Mitchell, Oregon 
Patton. 

Perkins, 
Proctor, 


NAYS—30. 


Martin, 
Mitis, 
Morgan, 
Murphy, 


[am paired with 


Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Chandler, 
Davis, 
Dixon, 


Dubois, 
Gallinger, 


Quay, 
Shoup, 
Squire, 

gz) Teller. 
MeMillan, 


Turpie, 
Vest, - 
Vilas, 
Voorhees, 
Walsh, 
White. 


Allen, 
Bate. 
Berry, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, Palmer, 
rice, Pasco, 
Call, : Peffer, 
Camden, Roach, 
NOT VOTING—36. 
Jones, Nev. 
Kyle, 


McLaurin, 
McPherson, Smith, 
Mitchell, Wis Stewart, 
Morrill, Washburn, 
Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Platt, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill, and read as fol- 


lows: 

38. Blues, such as Berlin, Prussian, Chinese, and all others, containing 
ferrocy e of iron, dry or ground in or mixed with oil, 6 cents per pound; 
in pulp or mixed with water, 6 cents per pound on the material contained 
therein when dry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment reported by the 
Committee on Finance will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 23, before the words ‘‘in pulp,” the 
committee p to insert the word “and.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Cockrell, 
Coke 


Power, 
Pugh, 
Ransom, 
Sherman, 


Gordon, 
Gorman, 


Butler, 
Caffery, 
Cameron, 
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The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill, and read par- 
agraph 39 as follows: 

39. Blanc-fixe, or satin white, or artificial sulphate of barytes, 25 per cent 
ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Inline 2,I move to insert after the 
word ‘‘ barytes,” the words ‘‘ and artificial sulphate of lime.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 7, line 2, after the word ‘ barytes,” 
it is proposed to insert “and artificial sulphate of lime;” so as to 
read: 

39. Blanc-fixe, or satin white, or artificial sulphate of barytes, and artifl- 
cial sulphate of lime, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Arkansas that 
the phraseology of the paragraph should be changed so as to 
read: 

Blanc-fixe, or artificial sulphate of barytes and satin white, or artificial 
sulphate of lime, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We accept the suggestion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to amend the paragraph so 
as to read: 

39. Blanc-fixe, or artificial sulphate of barytes and satin white, or artificial 
sulphate of lime, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Now,I move to strike out ‘‘ 25 per cent ad 
valorem” and insert ‘‘ three-fourths of 1 cent per pound,” which 
is substantially the present law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will bestated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 2, after the word “lime,” it is pro- 
posed to strike out ‘25 per cent ad valorem,” and insert ‘‘ three- 
fourths of 1 cent per pound.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. PUGH called for the yeas and nays; and they were or- 
dered. 

Mr. PEFFER. Before the roll is called, I wish to inquire of 
the Senator from Rhode Island how his proposed amendment 
will affect the ad valorem rate? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It would increase the ad valorem rate on 
satin white and decrease it on blanc-fixe. 

Mr. HIGGINS. How much would it decrease it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should say that the rates, taken together, 
would be a little higher than the rate suggested by the commit- 


tee. 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator’s amendment would raise them 
somewhat? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It raises them somewhat. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name wascalled). I again announce 
the transfer of my pair with the senior Senator from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. MCPHERSON] to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONEs], 
and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PUGH (when his name wascalled). 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE}. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iam paired with the Senator from Montana 
[Mr. POWER]. 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 31; as follows: 


Iam paired with 


YEAS—18. 

Aldrich, Dubois, Manderson, Shoup, 
Allison, Gallinger, Mitchell, Oregon Squire, 
Chandler, Hawley, Patton, Teller. 
Davis, Higgins, Perkins, 
Dixon, McMillan, Quay, 

2s NAYS—31. 
Allen, Cockrell, Lindsay, Roach, 
Bate, Coke, Martin, Turpie, 
Berry, Faulkner, Mills, Vest, 
Blackburn, George, Morgan, Vilas, 
Blanchard, Gibson, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Brice, Harris, Palmer, Walsh, 
Call, Jarvis, Pasco, White. 
Camden, Jones, Ark. Peffer, 

NOT VOTING—%36. 

Butler, Gorman, Kyle, Proctor, 
Caffery, Gray, ge, Pugh, 
Cameron, Hale, McLaurin, Ransom, 
Carey, Hansbrough, McPherson, Sherman, 
Cullom, Hill, Mitchell, Wis. Smith, 
Daniel, Hoar, Morrill, Stewart, 
Dolph, Hunton, Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Frye, Irby, Piatt, Wilson, 
Gordon, Jones, Nev. Power, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Lam paired with the | 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be re- 
sumed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

40. Black, made from bone, ivory, or vegetable, under whatever name 
known, including bone black and lampblack, dry or ground in oil or water, 
20 per cent ad valorem. 

41. Chrome yellow, chrome green, and ali other chromium colors in which 
lead and bichromate of = or soda are component parts, dry or ground 
in or mixed with oil, or in pulp or mixed with water, 2} cents per pound on 
the material contained therein when dry. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out 
one-quarter” and insert ‘‘ three.” 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 





“two and 


The SECRETARY. In line 12, before the word * cents,” it is 
proposed to strike out ‘‘two and one-quarter” and insert 
‘*three.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to strike out ‘‘three”’ and insert 


‘*four anda half.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Rhode Island to the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed toamend the amendment by 
striking out ‘‘ three” and inserting ‘** four and one-half: so as 
to read: 

41. Chrome yellow, chrome green, and all other chromium colors in which 
lead and bichromate of potash or soda are component parts, dry or ground 
in or mixed with oil, or in pulp or mixed with water, 4) cents per pound on 
the material contained therein when dry 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, before the question is puton 
the pending amendment, | wish to call the attention of the Sen- 
ate to one letter I find here from manufacturers of white lead 
and colors in the South. It is No. 277, found on page &, of Bul- 
letin No. 4,of the Replies to Tariff Inquiries. It is the reply of 
the American White Lead and Color Works, of New Orleans, 
La., manufacturers of white lead and colors; which was estab- 
lished in 1889 with a capital invested of $100,000. 

This businessconcern, Mr. President, is one of the representa- 
tives of the new South, of the Southern manufactures, about 
which the entire country has such hope, the interest in which 
is not confined to the people of the South, but which have well- 
wishers in every citizen of the North and in every member of the 
It is well, [ think, for us to know and for the 
country to know how a Southern representative of this interest 
feels as to the reduction of the present duty as proposed by the 
pending bill. They say: 

We produce #200,000 worth of all kinds of paints. 

We have been running overtime. 

in regard to reducing the rates of duty one-third, make highest rate pos 
sible to insure use of American-made paints. 

Reducing the rates of duty one-third would mean discharge of labor aud 
we turn importers. 

We have bad domestic competition for the past four years. 

Which is ever since they have been in existence. 

We desire specific duty; easier to figure upon. 

We are not producing so many goods this year on account of Wilson bill 
agitation. 

Wages have come downon account of Wilson bill agitation. 

The price of living is about the same. 

The present depression is owing to the success of the Democracy and their 
desire to radically change everything. 

Seventy per cent of our material is raw. 

+ + “ ” 


Seventy-ive per cent of our labor isskilled. _ 
Reduction of duty on goods must be met by discharging our employ és or 


* i * 


cut their wages proportionately. 


We have fifty employés and pay $82 to 83. 
* * * 7 

Fifty per cent of our goods is exported. 

Cost of production since 1483 hasincreased. Labor is higher. 

There has been a reduction of about 80 per cent in our selling prices. 

Many articles of the agricultural production of the country are consumed 
on which we pay specific duty. 

We desire no change whatever. In other words, the tariff is correct now, 
and any change whatever is bad. We request the defeat of the Wilson bill, 
and have sent petitions signed by every employé to that effect to the Senate 

There are several interesting results which are made apparent 
by this communication. One is the value of these bulletins and 
these answers as testimony on this subject; yet we see the ex- 
traordinary fact that the bill framed by the Finance Committee 
was framed without their ever looking at any of these letters. 
Notwithstanding the questions had been sent out to elicit the 
answers as though the information produced would be used by 
the committee in framing their measure, they framed it in se- 
rene disregard of the testimony, evidence, and facts for which 
they have sought. 

Another matter, as I have said already, is that this is testi- 
mony froma Sonthern manufacturing concern. It is evidence 
of a fact of enormous significance to the people of the South—a 


* * 


matter upon which I want to submit some remarks to the Senate 
hereafter before this bill 1s passed—that the protective system is 
sending manufacturing concerns intothe South, giving to it and to 
its people employment at good wages, contributing to its pros- 
perity; and when, in the language of the Senator from Missouri 
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[Mr. Vest], in guns in charge of this measure, this measure goes 
through leveled at the Northeastern section of this country, it 
will be like the guns of Cornwallis at Guilford Court House, it 
will sweep down friends and foes. It can not take the life of 
Northern industry without cutting the throat of Southern Sena- 
tors on the other side, and thus reduce the welfare of this in- 
dustry in New Orleans, La., against the evidence andagainst the 
protest of the representative of the paint interest there. 

There is still another interesting fact to be drawn from this 
letter. It ig that labor is higher, and that there kas been a re- 
duction of about 80 per cent in our selling prices. So far from 
the McKinley act and the rates of duty established by it having 
increased the prices at which these goods are sold, they have 
been reduced to the enormous extent, according to these people, 
of 80 per cent. 

But beyond that you have the further fact that 50 per cent of 
our goods is exported. Here you have an industry upon which 
the duty is lowered, upon the idea—I will not say pretense—that 
by lowering the duty you can lower the price; yet here the price 
has already been reduced 80 per cent; that it is necessary to 
lower the duty in order to get into the markets of the world, 
and yet 50 per cent of the product is exported. So we see how 
this measure is being conducted and what will be its result. It 
is being projected without reference to the testimony which was 
elicited by the committee, and every theory upon which it goes 
is confounded by the facts in our experience under the present 
duty, as shown by this testimony. 

1 think that this is reason enough, Mr. President, why we 
should vote against any further reduction, and should vote to 
leave the duty where it now is. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the duty of 44 cents a pound 
inserted in the act of 1890 0n this article was then supposed and 
believed to be equivalent to 25 per cent ad valorem on the better 
quality of the colors covered by the paragraph. The duty, as 
shown by the imports, is about 30 per cent ad valorem upon the 
foreign value of the goods imported. 

Ameng the amendments suggested by the Senator from Ar- 
kansas is one which fixes a duty upon bichromaie of potash, one 
of the principal ingredients of these colors, at 25 per cent ad 
valorem, and the rate now suggested by the committee upon the 
finished colors is less than the duty upon the material from 
which they are made, namely, bichromate of potash. 

Thave here a very clear statement, made by one of the largest 
manufacturers of this article, which I shall take the liberty of 
reading, as it presents the question in a very lucid and concise 
manner: 

“Ohrome yellow, chrome green, and all other colors in which lead and 
bichromate of potash or soda are component parts.” 

The articles covered by this paragraph are made in varying qualities, and 
the necessity of making the duty on these goods specific is recognized by the 
committee when ting their bill to the House, because.in the original 
draft an ad valorem rate was fixed. 

In paints and colors goaeealiy. which are articles that may be gronaly 
adulterated (and generally are, and yet the adulteration is not y de- 
tected), itis very desirable that the portation of only the hest grades 
be stimulated, as that not only insures a her general si ard for the 
consumer, but makes a better standard for the general quality of the home 

duct. 

"The duty of 4} cents per pound was estimated to be about 25 per cent on 
the average price of the highest grades of these articles for the years pre- 
ceding the fram ofthe act of 1890. Prior to the operation of this act 
there were no detailed statistics of the f of articles 
that no comparison can be made of a from year 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1892 (the first fuil fiscal under the 
operation of the act of 1890), the quantit; was 154, and 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1 
increase and showing that the duty of 4} cents per pound was in no sense a 
prohibitory duty, but largely a revenue duty; furthermore, the im- 


rtations under this c¢ duty were necessarily of = quality. 
POW ithin the past few years the comnpentaion the Seaclactwers 
of these colors at home and abroad, coupled with the extreme in 


business abroad in these lines, has reduced prices much; 
present conditions, the rate recommended in the bill 


corey eves ni tat eee 


The prin 
chrome yellow and chrome green; and it 
~ te — any pigment material that would have 

tuent. 

Color-making is essentially a chemical industry, very complex 
exder; and it requires much technical knowledge so to fix the duties as to 
establish eee relations to the industries (themselves also belonging to 
the $ domain of chemical manufacture) which after complex 
mscipuiations, the materials which are, to the color-maker, his funda- 
a though. = said, the product frequently of the highest development 
of scientific ustry. 

All previous efforts at —S schedule, where in sense it has been 
harmonious, have, as a rule, based on the assum) that the funda- 
mentals of color-making, per se, should be taken at instead of 
American costs; and, as a result of this, the industry in country has 


chromium as a con- 


yellow y 
Chrome green is usually considered by chemists and 
oxide of chromium; but the ordinary mercantile chrome green 


nation of chrome yellow (chromate of lead) with a 
Se centeoiten attnowenious cmatanet and blue 


eltric he prusstate of potash, giau 
chioride of of tron, white lead, of lead, 
of lead, Goan baer lead, nitrate of lead, caustic potash, caustic 
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kept, so 
to year; but | 


aeenty 173,000 pounds, showinga large | Butler, 


May 16, 


and for the production of the cheaper grades, barytes, terra alba, kaolin, 
whiting, Paris white, clay, and other materials are used. 

This enumeration of chemicals that are used in the production of two 
articles of sup y simple chemical formula, serves to illustrate strongly 
the complexity of this subject and the exact knowledge and great care re- 
quired in making tariff rates on articles on the chemical schedule. 

It appears to be definitely settled that the lead interests of the country are 
to be properly cared for; and aslead products (as oxides, white lead, or sol- 
uble lead salts) are fundamentals of color-making, the duties on the prod- 
ucts of the color-maker must be adjusted cumulatively, with all the opera- 
tions from the primary ones of mining through all the various stages of 
smelting and manufacturing. 

The clause ‘‘on the material contained therein when dry "should be 
omitted from this paragraph, for the reason that while theoretically proper, 
itis not practically operative. It is difficult to determine frequently what 
is merely mechanical moisture and cevibined water; but in actual practice 
it has been made to underestimate materially the actual dry weight of 
color, and in that way evade the payment of duty. 

The manufacture of articles of this kind not only effects the well-being of 
thechemical industry generally and the lead-producing industries, but other 
mining and mineral interests producing barytes, clay, gypsum, etc. 

From the nature of the manufacture as above described, it is evident that 
ordinary labor can not be employed in conducting and supervising the op- 
erations. Skill and experience are required for the combination of the 
chemicals. To insure ae temperature, right ppepenmens. and to ob- 
serve properly the chemical reactions, much technical skill is required, and 
therefore the pay will range from $8 to $10 per day, with little opportunity 
ofemploying unskilled and cheap labor to average down the general cost. 
These are more than double the rates paid, on the average, by European 
color-makers. 

The duty should be maintained specific; should be not less than 4 cents 
per pound, and should be levied upon the actual weight of the color ini- 
ported, whether dry or moist or groundin oil. Theparagraph should read: 

“Chrome yellow, chrome green and all other chromium colors in which 
lead and bichromate of potash or soda are components of manufacture, dry 
or — in or mixed with oil, or in pulp or ed with water, 4} cents per 
pound.”’ 


The rates in the amendment which I have suggested, as stated 
in this paper, are not prohibitive; indeed, they are fairly pro- 
tective, and under them a large increase of importations will be 
had. I hope the majority of the membersof the committee will 
consent to the amendment which I have offered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island to the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. VEST. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays wereordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when hisname was called). I transfer the pair 
Ihave with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] to 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], which will enable me 
to vote. 1 vote ‘“‘nay.” 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Maine{Mr. HALE]. I transferthat pair to the 
Senator from Arkansas f r. BERRY], and vote ‘‘ nay.’ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I again announce the transferof my pair with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] to the 
Senator from Nevada |Mr. JoNEs], and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—17. 


Aldrich, Mitchell,Oregon Shoup, 
Allison, ler. 
Chandler, 
Dixon, 


Dubois, 


Gallinger, 

Hawley, Patton, Tel 
. Perkins, 

MeMillan, 


Proctor, 
Manderson, Quay. 


NAYS—30. 
Bate, Coke, Milis, 
Black . Fr ; 


Bl i G Murph 
anchard, eorge, urphy, 
Brice, Gibson, Palmer, 
Harris, Pasco, 
Jarvis, Peffer, 
Jones, Ark. Ransom, 
Lindsay, Roach, 


NOT VOTING—38. 
Kyle, 

Lodge, 
McLaurin, 
McPherson, 
Martin, 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Morrill 


Pettigrew, 


e, 
Tesh 
Vilas, 
Voorhees, 
Walsh 


White. 
Camden, 
Cockrell, 


Gordon, Pugh, 
Sherman, 
Smith, 
Squire, 
Stewart, 
Washburn, 
Wilson, 
Wolcott. 


Allen, 
Berry, 
Caffery, 
Cameron, 
Carey, 
Cullom, 
Daniel, 
Davis, 


note 
Hoar, 
Hunton, 
Dolph, irby, Platt, 
Frye, Jones, Ney. Power, 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

ee VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be re- 
sumed. ' 

The Secretary read as follows: 

42. Ocher and ochery earths, sienna and sienna earths, umber and umber 
earths, ground in oil, one and one-fourth of one cent per pound. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendment reported by the 
Committee of Finance to that raph is withdrawn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to insert after the word ‘ earths,” 
in line 16, the words ‘‘not specially provided for in this act, 
dry, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound.” 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Rhode Isiand will be stated. Pr 

The SEcRETARY. In line 16, after the word “earths,” it is 
proposed to insert: 

Notspecially provided for in this act, dry, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. These earths are found in a large number of 
the Southern States and are now dutiable. If they are placed 
upon the free list they will be placed in competition at once with 
the foreign products which come from England, Germany, Aus- 
tria, France, Cyprus, Greece, and various other foreign coun- 
tries. The product in the United States is a very large one, and 
the removal of this duty means a great loss to a large number 

_ Of people throughout the Southern States, who can illy afford 
to incur the loss. 

The great products of the South, sugar, rice, and coal, are, 

hanks to theirrepresentatives on the floor of the Senate, very well 
ken care of in the bill; but the small products of the South, as 
wellasthesmall productsof the North, especially the small prod- 
uctsof the aeviowlturiste all over the country, are thoroughly neg- 
lected or incontinently destroyed by this measure. Georgia, 
Alabama, and in fact all the Southern States, are greatly inter- 
ested in maintaining this small duty upon these various earths; 

d I hope that in this particular case some of the Senators upon 
the other side, representing some of the Southern States, may 

k away from this iron-bound caucus rule and vote for one 

hing which they believe in, and not submit their consciences 

tirely to the keeping of the Senator from Arkansas; but once 

a day, at least, merely for a change, that they shall vote for 

endments or suggestions which commend themselves to their 

judgment and which are in the interests of the people whom 
ey represent. 

Mr. BUTLER. 
portunity. 

Mr. VEST. After that passionate appeal to the Southern 
heart, I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Itisnotnecessary. You can geta vote upon 
it. 

Mr. VEST. That is our motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Missouri to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On that I call for a division. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when Mr. ALLEN’s name was called). The 
Senator from Nebraska |Mr. ALLEN] is paired with the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his named wascalled). Iam paired with 
a Senator from Maine [Mr. Hae], but I transfer my pair to 

Senator from Arkansas |Mr. BERRY] and vote “yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. WIL- 
§0N] is absent from the Senate temporarily on account of illness, 


So much filibustering does not give us an Op- 


and is paired with the senior Senator from Georgia[Mr. GORDON]. 
Mr. HIGGINS. I wish in + to this vote and for the re- 
maining votes of the session to-day, to announce the transfer of 


my pair with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] 
to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jonxs], 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish to announce a pair between myself and 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH]. I should vote ‘‘ yea” if 
he were present. — 


The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 15; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Coke, Mills, Vest, 
burn, Faulkner, Morgan, Vilas, 
lanchard, Gibson, Palmer, Voorhees, 
rice, Harris, Pasco, Walsh, 
’ Jarvis, ’ White. 
Jones, Ark Roach, 
den, Lindsay, Teller, 
ii, Martin, Turpie, 
NAYS—15. 
Aldrich, G Manderson, Proctor, 
aon, Hawley, Patton, Quay, 
, Peffer, Shoup. 
Dubois, a Perkins, 
NOT VOTING--41. 
en, George, Kyle, Pugh, 
Gordon, Lodge, Sherm 
ry, Gray : en, smith 
4 ’ 
Hale, Mitchell,Oregon Stewart, 
4 Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. ashburn, 
Hill, Morriil, 
fenton, Pottgrew va 
Irby, Piast z 
Frye, Jones, Nev. Power, 
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So the amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. CHANDLER. In paragraph 42, I move to insert, ‘‘one 
and one-eighth of one cent per pound,” insterd of ‘‘ one and o: 
fourth of one cent per pound.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In lines 16 and 17, paragraph 42, strike out 
‘one and one-fourth of one cent per pound ” and insert “one 
and one-eighth of one cent per pound;” so as to read: 


42. Ocher and ochery earths, sienna and sienna earths, umber and umber 
earths, ground in oil, one and one-eighth of one cent per pound 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am satisfied that is not the amendment 
which the Senator from New Hampshire intended to move. He 
intended to renew tho amendment moved by me making the 
rate one and one-eighth, instead of one and one-quarter 

Mr. CHANDLER. What was the vote taken on? 

Mr. ALDRICH. On laying on the table the amendment moved 
by me fixing the rate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. My intention was to increase the amount 


but my only object is to make afew remarks. 
what the amendment is. 

Mr. VEST. There is n»o doubt about that. 

Mr. BUTLER. To kill time and industries. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I thought Ioverheard an intimation from 
the Senator from Missouri |Mr. VEstT] that there was some di 
position to unduly delay the passage of the bill, and if I mista 
not, the Senator from South Carolina joined in the suggestion 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir; I have made it repeatedly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is sometimes difficult to hear what the 
Senator from South Carolina says, but I gathered something of 
that sort and I rose to defend this widely-spread industry, an 
American industry. It does seem as if we ought to protect our 
own dirt and not consume too much English and foreign dirt. 
The principle of protection is a very beneficent principle as Re- 
publicans desire to apply it. It falls like the rain from heaven 
upon the just and unjust alike. One peculiarity of duties that 
are adopted under a system of protection is that they benefit 
alike the Republican producer and the Democratic producer 
They bonefit alike the Northerner and Southerner, the protec 
tionist and the free trader. All the duties which Republicans 
insist upon widely distribute their benefits over the wholo 
Union. 

Here is an indusiry, the production of colors from the natural 
product of earth, that needs protection and that should not be 
blotted out and destroyed by the rates of duty, whether ad va- 
lorem or. specific, which Senators upon the other side of the 
Chamber are proposing. I have here and propose to read a 
statement of the case in favor of a duty on ocher and ocher, 
earths which was prepared for presentation to the Committ 
on Ways and Means of the House of Representatives, but for rea 
sous which I will not give it was not presented. It seems that 
the Senate committee are willing to give aslight duty upon 
ocher and ochery earths, sienna and sienna earths, umber and 
umber earths,ground in oil; but they place paragraph 566 of the 
bill, “‘ ocher and ochery earths, sienna and sienna earths, umber 
and umber earths, not specially provided for in this act, dry,” 
upon the free list. This paper states that: 

These articles are not raw materials. and to so consider and treat them as 
such wouki be equivalent to considering and treating steel rails as raw ma- 
terial. ee of dry ocher, umber, and sienna for the market is 
a distinct industry involving a long series of mechanical operations and ma. 
nipulations, the resultant product of which is no more a raw material than 
is pig iron. 

he raw material used in the manufacture of these goods is iron ore, which 
is, of course, the basic substance from which all fron and steel are produced 
Therefore, starting with the raw material as a base, and putting the ore 
through the various processes, to be described hereafter, the finished prod- 
uct ts finally arrived at, but only after a great expense has been entailed, a 
very large proportion of which expense is represented by the wages paid for 
labor, as in the case of production of iron and steel. 

The process of manufacture is substantially as follows: The ore is mined 
from the earth with special care, the admixture of foreign substances with 
the ore being carefully avoided as far as possible, assuch foreign substances 
are most detrimental to the success of subsequent processesof manufacture 
and hurtful to the sale and use of the finished product. The ore as mined is 
tra d to available points for the washing out of sand and sach other 
foreign substances as can not be readily ted from the ore in mining 

In this washing process fully 50 percentof theore, as mined,islost. After 

, the ore is allowed to remain in the vats for months, in order that 
the excess of moisture may be eliminated. Whenthe mass has become suf- 
ficiently hardened toadmit of handling, itis taken to drying rooms, whereit 
issubjected to a high degree of heat, in orderto thoroughly dry it and put it 
into condition to be milled. Itis then ground and packed into barrels. 

From this brief but accurate description of the flan necessarily em- 

loyed in preparing ocher, umber, and sienna for the market, it will be read- 

un that from the very beginn: starting with the mining of the 
ore, to the final packing of the finished ct, the cost is practically all for 
labor. The cost of coal, which 1s one of the most important items of ex- 
pense, apart from labor, is greater to the American than to the foreign man- 
ufacturer, and the latter has the advantage in the matter of cost of 


But in thechief item of expense, that of labor, the balance is largely against 
the American manufacturer. To the miners of his ores he pays wages aver- 
agin: ‘$1.25 per day; his millers are 

coolio laborers average $1 per 


It is not material 


$2.50 to 83 per day; while the es 
y. The foreign manufacturer papules 


Miners an average of 65cents per day; his millers $1 per day, and common 
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laborers 40 to 50 cents per day. He presses into use the services of women 
and children, a class of labor which is not utilized here. 


This is a comparative statement of the relative cost of mining 
and milling. 

In the matter of transportation the foreign manufacturers are on an equal 
footing with the American manufacturer, whose plant is conveniently lo- 
cated for the transportation to the market, but in many instances the cost 
of such transportation is so high as to place the American manufacturer at 
a serious disadvantage, even present duty considered. The duty imposed 
on ocher and ochery earths, umber and umber earths, sienna and sienna 
earths dry, and not otherwise provided for prior to the tariff act of 1890, was 
one-half of 1 cent per pound, while the tariff of 1890, which has been in force 
for only about two years, made a reduction of fully 50 per cent in the rate 
of duty; so that at present the protection afforded to American manufac- 
turers is but one-quarter of 1 cent per poand, which is scarcely adequate to 
cover the difference in the cost of labor, and puts at a disadvantage the 
manufacturers in some of the Southern and Western States, who are en- 
tlrely shut out from the preiees markets by reason of the high cost of 
transportation by the only available means—the railroads. 

As France practically has the control of the production of and trade in 
foreign ocher, while Italy monopolizes the trade in foreign siennas and um- 
bers, it is safe to assume that the unrestricted opening of American markets 
to the foreign manufacturers of these articles would result in a material 
advance in their cost to the consumer. The reverse has been the case un- 
der the moderate protection afforded to American producers by previous 
tariffacts. Every step made in the development of these American indus- 
oe been followed bya reduction in the market prices of those com- 
modities. 


I take occasion to say that as I understand the operation of 
the protective system, that has been the case with every pro- 
tected industry which has ever been developed in this country. 
Whatever may have been the immediate effect of imposing a 
duty upon an article not previously dutiable, if it was an article 
that could be produced in this country when the industry has 
been developed in this country and the American enterprise has 
taken hold of it, invariably home competition has brought down 
the price. 

Before the pioneer American manufacturer of the better grades of ocher 
developed its Virginia mines in 1873, the average market price for grades of 
lrench ochers similar in quality to that produced by this company was £70 

er ton, Competition with the American ocher brought the price down to 
30 per ton, at which time the American was offered at $25 per ton. 

As the prejudice against the latter, which is characteristic of the ex- 
perience of were all new American prenecte which enter into competition 
with foreign goods that have long held the market, disappeared, the Ameri- 
can ocher steadily displaced the fore ocher, the price of the latter de- 
clining until under the present duty ench ocher which formerly cost 
consumers 870 per ton now sells, landed on dock in New York, at per 
ton, while a grade of American ocher similar in quality and tintorial prop- 
erties is quoted at $20 per ton. 


This appears to have had precisely the effect that a duty upon 
steel rails has had. 


The American manufacturers, by persistently keeping their product be- 
fore American consumers, by exercising the utmost care in its preparation 
for the market, and by selling it at a price which admits of only a fair mar- 
gin of profit over the cost of production, have succeeded in almosé entirely 
overcoming the eee in favor of foreign ochers, and the merits of 
American ocher having become understood and appreciated by the con- 
sumer, he is quite willing to pay for it prices within one or two dollars per 
ton of the price charged for nch ocher of a similar grade. 


I pause to say that I can not understand the state of mind in 
Senators upon the other side of the Chamber who will in spite 
of this argument persist in pursuing a course that results in the 
consumption in this country of French ochers instead of ochers 
taken from the State of Virginia, the mother of Presidents, who, 
all of them, were in favor of protective duties. 


The claim is made that the fine qualities of French ochers, such as were 
displaced by the cheaper American article, can not be duplicated by the 

roduct of American mines and mills. This is disproved by the fact that 
arge quantities of American ocher are persistently substituted for the simi- 
lar grade of French by dealers and manufacturers of paints, and sold as 
French, both dry and ground in oil, without protest from the American con- 
sumer, and the pose is therefore warranted that he is unable to dis- 
tinguish the difference, if any difference exists, between the two. 


Mr. President, there is a question of morals raised that I take 
occasion to make a remark or two about. In reading this paper 
prepared by these manufacturers, as I have done, I do not wish 
to be understood as approving of this deception any more than 
I approve of the manufacture and sale in Maine of sardines as 
French sardines when they are caught in the Maine and Nova 
Scotia waters and put up at Eastport. But that is a mere ques- 
tion of commercial ethics and not a question that is applicable 
alone to protection upon ochers. 


Tne foreign ocher, sienna, and umber interests are contracted within nar- 
row limits and are monopolistic in character. The French ocher of various 
grades comes from the departments of Cher, Nievre, and Yonne, France, 
Within a cémparatively small area. The umber and umber earths come 
from theisland of Cyprus, and the sienna and sienna earths from Sienna, in 
Tuscany. Italy, the entire region not being as large as one of the counties in 
New York Staite. 

Contrast this with the extent and character of the American industry. 1t 
would uire too much time and s to enumerate all of the localities in 
the Uni States in which are situated a mines. Those which 
are of chief consequence and centribute princi y to the su of Ameri- 
can ocher, umber, and sienna are located in tates of Alabama, Colo- 
rado, G Massachusetts, Missouri, New York, Pennsylvania, Vermont, 
Virginia, Wisconsin, and California. Thus every division of the country is 
ey ype by important and productive ocher, umber, and sienna mines, 
which in many instances furnish the only means of employment and sup- 
port to the people of the region in which they are located. 

To remove the duty of one-quarter of | cent per pound means the elimina- 
tion of all profit to the American manufacturers, the cessation of mining and 





milling operations, the consequent loss of employment to those who are 
now in the enjoyment of remunerative wages from this source, poverty and 
affliction to many happy and prosperous communities; in short, the com- 
plete destruction of a rapidly growing and important American industry 
with all that such destruction entails. The growth of this industry can be 
traced with tolerable accuracy from 1889 only, prior to which year no record 
of the production had been kept, although for many years it had been an 
increasingly important business. Those statistics now available for pur- 
poses of comparison are only yl yo correct, as owing to the di- 
versity of interests represented, the number of small manufacturers en- 
gaged in the business, and the constant discovery and application of new 
and valuable sources of supply of these products, it is impossible to obtain 
close figures in every instance. 

In the following table showing the production of American ocher for a 
series of years, in comparison with the importations of French ocher, there 
is good ground for believing that figures representing the output of the 
American manufacturers are based on estimates, and are below rather 
than ona par with the actual figures. They are taken from the Mineral 
Resources of the United States for 1891. The statement is as follows: 





: American | Imports 
Years. produc- | of French 
tion. ocher. 


Pounds. Pounds. 
30, 316, 000 5, 540, 267 


It will be seen that while the American production had, {n 1891, reached 
35,500,000 pounds, and probably 50,000,000 pounds, if the amount of the total 
output could be obtained the importation of French ocher, which thirty years 
ago or less was the only kind available to American consumers, and sold to 
them at a cost 300 per cent above the present market price of a similar grade 
of American ocher, has shrunk to a little over 6,000,000 pounds. 

It is now proposed in the removal of the existing small degree of protec- 
tion accorded to American manufacturers, to reverse this result; to repay 
with destructive legislation their enterprise and ability in developing one 
of the important natural resources of the ae and furnishing remuner- 
ative employment to a class of people whose modes of a prior to the 
introduction of this growing industry were limited to the primitive facili- 
ties presented by a wild and often barren country. It is proposed to brush 
this all aside, and to what purpose? Thatthe consumer of ocher, the farmer 
who paints his house or barn with one of the best natural wood preserva- 
tives shall have the theoretical benefit of the slight saving represented by 
the present duty of one-quarter of 1 cent oy pound. That duty, which is 
of such necessity to the continuation of the American industry, works no 
hardship to the: consumer, for it is split into such extremely small portions 
as to have no appreciable effect upon the prices at which paints in which 
ocher is a minor, or even the principal, ingredient, are retailed. On the 
other hand, it affords to the American laborer a protection under which he 
obtains average wages amounting to double those paid to the foreign laborer 
in the same fields of work. 

The removal of the duty of one quarter of 1 cent per ene on ocher, 
umber, and sienna, would not only destroy an existing industry and de- 
prive American labor of employment, but would prevent the development 
of resources that are rapidly being utilized, under the impetus given to cap- 
ital and enterprise by freedom from ruinous competition with poorly paid 
labor, the tendency of which development is to extend the use of a natural 
product made valuable by manufacturing processes, to the benefit of the 
country at large. 

There are in the United States, in addition to the valuable mines now be- 
ing worked, rich deposits of ore, from which may be obtained according to 
expert testimony, earth colors equal and in some instances superior in qual- 
ity to the very finest grades produced in Europe. These deposits are in 
ae of development, and in course of time will be made available to 

merican consumers at a cost very far below the present price of the simi- 
lar fore product. 

It will be necessary to encourage capital tc invest in the enterprise of get- 
ting out and preparing these ores for market, and to insure to the railroads 
a sufficient freighting patronage to warrant them in mak a rate low 
enough to enable the cheap marketing of the product. If the slight restric- 
tions placed on similar foreign products, but which are sufficient to warrant 
the American manufacturers to undertake the expensive work of developing 
these deposits, are entirely removed, as it is now proposed to do, the Amer- 
ican consumers will receive no benefit, and American labor will lose the op- 
portunity for increased employment. 

To recapitulate the facts above set forth: American capital and enterprise 
under the benign inftuence of moderate protection, have develo natural 
resources of the country that otherwise might have lain idle for an indef- 
inite period. They have given employment to labor that before had no ade- 

—_ ee They have built up thriving settlements in heretofore wild 

stricts. 

The removal of the duty will be of no advantage to anyone but the foreign 
manufacturer, and will work incalculable injury to American industries. 
We therefore respectfully reiterate, any reduction of duty would be unwise, 
injurious, and unjust to the American manufacturer and laborer, and be 
productive of no practical benefits to the consumer. 


Mr. President, this argument seems to me to be so entirely 
conclusive that it can not be possible the Senate will insist upon 
keeping these articles upon the free list, and therefore I wish 
to move arate of duty upon these earths, when dry, different 
from that which has been rejected by the Senate. I move to 
insert after line 13: 

Ocher and ochery earths, sienna and sienna earths, umber and umber 
<n not specially provided for in this act, dry, one-eighth of 1 cent per 
pound. 

Mr. VEST. What is the amendment now? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator 
from New Hampshire will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Insertafter the word “earths,” in line 16— 

Not specially provided for in this act, dry, one-eighth of 1 cent per pound. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The questionis on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER]. 


nn 








1894. 





Mr. VEST. I move to lay the amendment on the table, for 
fear that we might have another bulletin read. 

Mr. HIGGINS. On that I ask for a division. 

Mr. COKE. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). The Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] has been called from the Chamber, 
and I have paired with him, with the right to vote if my vote 
is necessary to makea quorum. For the present I withhold my 
vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I inquire if the senior Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with that Senator, and shall 
not vote unless my vote is necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I desire to inquire if the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Then I withhold my vote unless it is 
necessary to make a quorum. 

The Secretary recapitulated the vote. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Iunderstand there is not a quorum vot- 
ing, and I will vote. I vote ‘‘yea.” 

fir. BLACKBURN. Under the circumstances I will vote 
“ ea.” 

r. PASCO. I vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam paired with the junior Senator from 
New York [Mr. MuRPHY], but we both reserved the right to 
vote to make a quorum. Therefore I will take the liberty of 
voting. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. CAFFERY. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. RANSOM. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 10; as follows. 


YEAS—33. 
Bate, Cockrell, Martin, Turpie, 
Berry, Coke, Mills, Vest, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Morgan, Vilas, 
Blanchard, George, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Brice, Gibson, Pasco, Walsh, 
Butler, Harris, Peffer, White. 
Caffery, Jarvis, Perkins, 
Call, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 
Camden, Lindsay, Roach, 

NAYS—10. 
Aldrich, Gallinger, Quay, ‘eller. 
Allison, Patton, Squire, 
Chandler, Pettigrew, Stewart, 

NOT VOTING —42. 

Allen, Gorman, Kyle, ower, 
Cameron, Gray, Lodge, Proctor, 
Carey, Hale, McLaurin, Pugh, 
Cullom, Hansbrough, McMillan, Sherman, 
Daniel, Hawley, McPherson, Shoup, 
Davis, Higgins, Manderson, Smith, 
Dixon, Hill, Mitchell,Oregon Washburn, 
Dolph, Hoar, Mitchell, Wis. Wilson, 
Dubois, Hunton, Morrill, Wolcott. 
Frye, Irby, Murphy, 
Gordon, Jones, Nev. Platt, 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I move an amendment to paragraph 42. In 
line 16, after the word ‘‘earths,’’ I move to insert the words 
‘dry, one-tenth of one cent per pound,” 

Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator from Pennsylvania will 
withdraw that motion. I propose to move abrief executive ses- 
sion. 

Mr. QUAY. I withdraw the motion, Mr. President. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock and 
15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- 
day, May 17, 1894, at 11 o'clock a. m. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
BRuscutive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 16, 1894. 
MARSHALS. 


Buchanan Schley, of Maryland, to be marshal of the United 
States for the district of Maryland. 

Nicholas A. Covarrubias, of California, to be marshal of the 
United States for the southern district of California. 
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PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Ordnance Department. 

Capt. John E. Greer to be major. 

Second Lieut. Odus C, Horney, Seventh Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant. 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Charles H. Adams, of Seward, Nebr., to be register of the 

land office at Broken Bow, Nebr. 
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Andrew J. Robertson, of Broken Bow, Nebr., to be receiver 
of public moneys at Broken Bow, Nebr. 

Elmer Williams, of Atkinson, Nebr., to be receiver of public 
moneys at O'Neill, Nebr. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Richard S. Breece, to be postmaster at Three Oaks, in the 
county of Berrien and State of Michigan. 

Lebbens Belford, to be postmaster at Caldwell, in the county 
of Noble and State of Ohio. 

John H, Clune, to be postmaster at Springfield, in the county 
of Hampden and State of Massachusetts. 

James Lally, jr., to be postmaster at Milford, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 

John J. Molter, to be postmaster at Sandusky, in the county 
of Erie and State of Ohio. 

William F. Stirling, to be postmaster at Eaton Rapids, in the 


| county of Eaton and State of Michigan. 


David Matteson, to be postmasterat Middleville, in the county 
of Barry and State of Michigan. 

L. E. Norris, to be postmasterat Aiken, in the county of Aiken 
and State of South Carolina. 

John S. Flanders, to be postmaster at Sturgis, in the county 
of St. Joseph and State of Michigan. 

George D. McKay, to be postmaster at Oscoda, in the county 
of Iosco and State of Michigan. 

John Holland, to be postmaster at Monongahela, in the county 
of Washington and State of Pennsylvania. 

James M. Neal, to be postmaster at Danville, in the county of 
Pittsylvania and State of Virginia. 

William P. Huffman, to be postmaster at Hickory, in the 
county of Catawba and State of North Carolina. 

William F. Metts, tobe postmaster at Greenville, in the county 
of Greenville and State of South Carolina. 

A. H. Snow, to be postmaster at Box Elder, in the county of 
Box Elder and Territory of Utah. 

William T, Beans, to be postmaster at Glenwood Springs, in the 
county of Garfield and State of Colorado. 

William B. Gere, to be postmaster at Bessemer, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Alabama. 

George B. Ogle, to be postmaster at Sheboygan Falls, in the 
county of Sheboygan and State of Wisconsin. 

Andrew J. Amend, to be postmaster at Ripon, in the county of 
Fond du Lac and State of Wisconsin. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, May 16, 1894. 


The House met at 12 0’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
RETURN OF BILLS TO THE SENATE. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the House at this 
time a Senate resolution, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 
sentatives to furnish to the Senate duplicate engrossed copies of the bills 
(H. R. 6720) ‘‘providing for the resurvey of Grant and Hooker Counties, in the 
State of Nebraska,”’ and (H. R. 6956) “to grant to railroad companies in the 
Indian Territory additional powers to secure rights of way, depot grounds, 
etc.,”’ the originais having been mislaid. 


The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection this request will 
be complied with. 
There was no obiection. 


TEXARKANA AND SHREVEPORT RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 5771) authorizing the Texarkana and 
Shreveport Railroad Company to bridge Sulphur River in the 
State of Arkansas. 

Mr. MCRAE. I move that the House concur in the Senate 
amendments. 
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The Senate amendmenis were read and concurred in. The report (by Mr. NEILL) was read, as follows: 
On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconsider the last | Tne Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the joint reso- 
vote was laid on the table. lutions (H. Res. 136 and 137) **to provide for the validation of affidavits mada 


. before United States commissioners in all land entries,’’ have had the same 
LENNES A. JACKSON. under consideration, and them back with the recommendation that 


report 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1215) for | PoF,kceq + OD the table, and that the {accompanying bill, in eu thereof, 
the relief of Lennes A. Jackson. the following Department letters are made a part of this report: 
Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I’ask unanimous consent for DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, April 14, 1904. 
the present consideration of that bill. It involves $270 only. Str: I transmit herewith a report from the Commissioner of the General 
I will state that a bill precisely like itwas reported favorably | Land Oftice on joint resolution (H. Res. No. 136) “to provide for the valida- 


T need ane “ tion of affidavits made before United States commissioners in all land en- 
and passed by the House in October last. It went to the Senate, tries,” and joint resolution (H.Res. No.137) “‘providing that all entries 
but the Senate instead of passing the House bill passed their | under the homestead, preémption, and timber-culture or desert-land law 
own bill, which is in the exact form of this one. — oe May 26, 1890, and the date of the approval, etc., are hereby 

py ay : s . : ‘ ; Va ated.’ 
The SE KA KER. The bill will bo read subject to objection. I concur in the views of theCommissioner that the relief proposed by said 

The bill was read, as follows: resolution should be granted. But I would suggest that it be so amended 

Be it enacted, etc,, That the sum of 8270 be, and the same hereby is, appro- as to provide: s 
priated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to That all entries under the homestead, preémption, timber-culture, or 
refund in full to Lennes A. Jackson the amount paid to James H. Stone, col- | desert-land law, based on affidavits made before any officer authorized to 


lector internal revenue, Detroit, Mich., which amount was stolen from the | 44minister oaths in the State or Territory in which such entries were made, 
vaults of the Coldwater National Bank, at Coldwater, Mich.,on March 2, | 8n@where such affidavits were made in accordance with theregulations and 
1882. decisions of the General Land Office — to the passage of the act of May 
ie z ; . i 26, 1890, are hereby validated, if no other objection exists.”’ 
The Re being no object ion, the bill was considered and ordered This amendment would cover entries in all cases where the affidavits were 
ton third reading; and being read the third time, was passed. made before notaries public, which was authorized prior to the passage of 
On motion of Mr. BURROWS, 2 motion to reconsider the last | '°,2¢t of May 26, 1890. This act provided: 


‘“‘That the proof of settlement, residence, occupation, cultivation, irriga- 


vote was laid on the table. tion, of reclamation, the affidavit of nonalienation, the oath of allegiance, 
ee ain 3 and all other affidavits required to be mado under the homestead, preémp- 

REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. en ae Sener ae laws, aog be aa ae saa -— 

i ee , = : . ‘ missioner of the United States circuit court, or ore the judge or clerk 0 
Senate bills of the follow ing titles were severally laid before any court of record of the count or parish in which tae tanks ere attuated.” 
the House and referred as indicated, namely: The land office, however, continued to permit timber-culture affidavits to 


A bill (S. 117) for the relief of W. L. Adams, of Oregon—to the | be made before notaries public, until the decision of the Department in 


Committee on Claims ae os, Cocoon {ii 54. oe — . aoe we hae a —— _ Pe 
. mt - . sions of the act o , , the prelimimary affidavit red of the 
A bill (S. 198) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to set- | timber-culture applicant can not be made before = notary public. 
tle the claimsof the legal representatives of S. W. Marston, late Very respectfully, 


HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 
Hon. T. C. MCRAR, 


Chairman Commiliee on Public Lands, House of Representatives. 


United States Indian agent at Union Agency, Indian Territory, 
for services and expenses—to the Committee on Claims. 


A bill (S. 288) for the relief of Clara A. Graves, Lewis Smith - rans . 
Lee, Worence P, Lee, Mary S. Sheldon, and Elizabeth Sith, | ,M" NEILL, This embodies, Mr. Spencer, the, substance, of 
heirs of Lewis Smith, deceased—to the Committee on War | en a 


Claims Commissioner of the General Land Office, which I suppose it is 





a) 2g : . — : a not necessary to read. 
Commitiocon Militers Atuine Wiliam R. Steinmetz—to the | “Mr, PICKLER. I donot know that itis necessary; but Iwish 


‘ : ¥. : to ask the gentleman a question or two with reference to this 
George E Otte, Sieank area! Crumatines on — . matter. Suppose that there were contests existing prior tothe 
A bill (S. 1209) to regulate enlistments in the Army of the passage of this bill, what would its effect upon them be? 


- 2 . : aie ; Mr. NEILL. It would have no effect, I think. 
"A bill (3.1325) tor the relief of AP. Hl Stowert 40 the Com- Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Nota particle. It validates proofs 
mittec ot: Clhabene ithe sce d are taken before these notaries, and thatisall. — 
R , Mr. PICKLER. I would like to know definitely as to the ef- 


LEAVE CS. Aaa. fect of it. We have had a good deal of controversy as to the 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: | effect of a similar bill. 
To Mr. SIOKLES, indefinitely, on account of sickness. Mr. MCRAE. If the gentleman will allow me I will state that 
To Mr. EVERETT, for this day, on account of sickness. I do not think that this bill could affect contests. If it or some 


other measyre’does not pass, the homestead applicants or entry 
men will be put to the extra expense of making their final proofs 
before another officer who was authorized todo so. In the cases 
involved they made it before United States commissioners and 
not before commissionersof the circuit courtof the United States, 
as was gah the act of May 26, 1890. 

Mr. REED. hat is the difference? 

Mr. MCRAE. Thedifference is that in the Territories we have 
United States commissioners for the Territorial courts, and in 
the States we have commissioners of the United States circuit 
courts. And in framing the original bill noauthority was given 
the United States commissioners to take such; but under the di- 
rectionsof the localland officersthey have takenand certified such 

roof. 
” Mr. REED. Supposing they were the same as commissioners 
of the United States circuit court. 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes; and now this seeks to validate that proof. 
It can do no harm to anybody, and save many settlers the 
expense of making the proof of the same. witnesses again. 

Mr. PICKLER. My question is, Suppose that one of the 


To Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, for four days, on account of | 
tries Nome contest was that the affidavit was improperly made. 


sickness in his family. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. ByNuM to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
ae ee in the case of John L. Hines, Fifty-first Congress, there 

ng no adverse report. 


VALIDATION OF CERTAIN AFFIDAVITS. 


Mr. NEILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6719) to provide for the 
validation of affidavits made before United States commissioners 
in all land entries. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objections. . 

The bill was read, as follows: 


de it enacted, efc., That all entries under the rae ep tim- 
ber-cuiture, or desertJand law made between May 26, 1 and the date of 
approval of this resolution, and which are based on affidavits made before 
a@ United States court commissioner, instead of a United States circutt court 
commissioner, as preneces by the act of a = Statutes, 121), are 


SEE dacsemeatemenet. saci fore. $ United States eae coumaeanns I, his undertakes to cure those affidavits. Would that interfere 
Will be adjudloated in the same seuunor anf eala proots were mage before | With such a contest’ 

a ent FE gg bg rh 
or desert-land law, based vits bef officer authorized to . ’ 


good faith, were misled by the error of local land officers. 

Mr. PICKLER. M ey is always with the home- 
steader; but it is not the business of Congress to interfere with 
lawsuits or contests that are already . We gotintoa 

reat trouble on the other bill on thatline. Another question: 

ow does this affect affidavits in the future, by these officers? 
In. other words, can an affidavit be made before a notary public 
and be valid? 

Mr. MCRAE. Not under this bill; but we have passed a bill 
to amend the law, however, allowing United States commission- 
ers in the Territories to take this proof; so this bill can not af- 


A on affida made before any 
administer oaths in the State or Territory in which such entries were made 
and where such affidavits were made in accordance with the regulations and 
decisions of the General Land Office prior to the passage of the act of May 
26, 1890, are hereby validated, if no other objection exists. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker—— 
My. NEILL. There is the report ocemnpseeae aaa which 
ee eee the case, and if desired that can be 
as explaining the provisions of the Dill. 
Mr. PICKLER. Let the report be read. 


OE 
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me? 


et any cases in future. It only relates to cases heretofore | tee that after looking at that proviso as it stands—can you hear 


itiated. ; 
r. PICKLER. This does not narrow the settler’s opportu- 
nity to make his proof or his alfidavit? 
Mr. MoRAE. Not at all. ; 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Nota bit. ; oe 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
he SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
he Clerk read as follows: ' 
In line 6, strike out the word “resolution” and insert the word “act.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
aa time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
ime, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. NEILL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


CAUSE OF THE PRESENT INDUSTRIAL DEPRESSION. 
Mr. MCGANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
present consideration of the resolution (H. R. 176) provid- 
- for the appointment of a committee to investigate and re- 
port the causes of the present industrial depression. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution. 
The resolution was read at length. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
his joint resolution? male 4 
Mr. DINGLEY. I think that appointing a committee of six 
mbers of Congress with well-known diametrical views to un- 
ertake to determine in thirty days the cause of the industrial 
pression and propose any remedy therefor otherwise than on 
ines as well known now as without this committee is rather a 
opeless undertaking. I think it would be better to have the 
ular order. 
eSPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine objects. The 
regular order is the call of committees for reports. 
The committees were called for reports. 
BRIDGE: ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER, YANKTON, S. DAK. 
Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
ign Commerce, reported a bill (S. 1808) to amend the act of 
une 22, 1892, entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the construction of 
bridge across the Missouri River at the city of Yankton, S. 
Dak.” which was read a first and second time, and, with the ac- 
pompanying report, ordered to be printed and referred to the 
House Calendar. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Mr. DURBOROW. Mr. Speaker,I am directed by the Com- 
ittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce to request the dis- 
rgeof that committee from the further consideration of the 
© bills which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and that they be re- 
erred to the Committee on Labor. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the titles of the bills. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 398) to limitthe regulations of commerce between the several 


tates, and with foreign nations, in certain cases. 
A bill (H. R. 5313) to regulate the sale and transportation of prison-made 


A bill (H. R. for the protection of honest industries from unjust and 
competi of convict-made goods, transported from one State or 
tory into another. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce will be discharged from the con- 
sideration of these bills; and they will bo referred to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

There was no objection. 


STATE BANK CIRCULATION. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I had announced that to-day the bill in re- 
lation to the taxing of State banking institutions would be called 
up, but by arrangement with all parties it will not be taken up 
until after the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill is determined, perhaps early next week. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

And then, on motion of Mr. HATCH, the House resolved it- 
self into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 6937) 
making appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, with Mr. RICHARDSON of 
Tennessee in the r. 

ihe CHAIRMAN. TheClerk will report the pending amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 7, line 2, strike out the word “may ” and insert the word “shall.” 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, the Chair will undoubtedly recol- 
lect that I had made a point of order. In lieu of the amend- 
ment just read I want to say to the chairman of the commit- 


. 





Mr. HATCH. Ican not. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, I ask for order, then. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Gentlemenin front of the Chair will please 
cease conversation or retire to the cloak room. 

Mr. RAY. If it would be in order I would like to suggest an 
amendment to that proviso as it stands, and withdraw the point 
of order; because I think there are many things about this that 
are preferable to. the law as it now stands. If the gentleman 
from Missotri will give me his attention for a moment I will 
suggest those amendments, and see if he will have any objection 
tothem. If the gentleman has the bill before him he will ob- 
serve the connection. 

Mr. HATCH. [I have. 

Mr. RAY. In line 2 of the proviso strike out the word ‘* may” 
and insert the word * shall.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman means where the word 
‘may ” appears the second time in the line. 

Mr. RAY. I mean where it appears the second time, in order 
that it may be made the duty of the Secretary to do this work. 
Then again, it occurs to me, although I would not insist upon it, 
that it would be very proper and a good thing to have a tabula- 
tion of this data apply to horses, cattle, sheep, and swine as well 
as agricultural products. However, if the chairman has any 
particular objection to that, I will not insist upon it. 

Mr. HATCH. I think that will be a duplication of work 
already done in connection with the taking of the census, and 
other statistical information already inthe Department and pub- 
lished from time to time. I have noobjection to theamendment 
offered by the gentieman to strike out the word “ may ” and in- 
sert the word ‘‘ shall.” 

Mr. RAY. If the second amendment that I suggested is a 
duplication, then, of course, I would not ask it. It merely oc- 
curred to me it would be a good thing. The next amenement I 
will read. On page 7—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest that the gen- 
tleman had better dispose of the first amendment. 

Mr. HATCH. I have no objection to it. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The first amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from New York is to strike out the word ‘‘ may ” and 
insert the word “ shall.” 

Mr. RAY. But the point of order is reserved, to see if we 
can agree. If we can not agree, I shall have to insist upon the 
point of order. 

Now, the other amendment is this: After the word “ prices,” 
which is the last word in the first proviso, insert the following: 

And such data, when collected and tabulated, shall as fast as practicable, 
or at least twice in each year, be published and distributed the same as 


other farmers’ bulletins, and so far as practicable such tabulation shall be 
made and given by States and subdivisions of a State. 


Mr. HATCH. I have no objection in the world to that. 

Mr. RAY. Very well; with that understanding, I withdraw 
the point of order, so far as I am concerned. 

The CHAIRMAN.” The gentleman from New York will please 
reduce his amendments to writing, and send them to the Clerk's 
desk. 

Mr. DINGLEY. [ renew the point of order. I simply desire 
to call the attention of the chairman of the committee to an 
omission, it seems to me, of very important data, if this subject 
is to be investigated. The cost of production and the market 
price are two elements. Now, there is, in addition to these, an 
equally important element—the cost of transportation. 

The cost of production is to be at the farm; the market price 
will be at the distant market. Now, there has been a largo re- 
duction in the cost of transportation, and that is an element that 
we ought to have some data upon. I suppose the gentleman will 
have no objection to inserting the cost of transportation each 
year from the place of production to the market or markets at 
which prices are quoted. That will give the three elements of 
cost. 

Mr. HATCH. I have no objection to that, because it is al- 
ready done by the Department. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The cost of transportation from the farm 
to the market ought to be taken in connection with the other 
data year by year. We have no statistics of cost of transporta- 
tion except for a few years. 

Mr. HATCH. It is given in the different reports in summing 


up. 

evr. QUIGG. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa point oforder. I am 
very much interested in this debate, and it is impossible to 
hear. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken. The 
Chair will direct gentlemen to suspend -until order is restored 
on the floor. Gentlemen will pleasecease convervation or retire 
to the cloak room. It is impossible for the Chair to hear. 
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Mr. QUIGG. If the gentleman from Maine is proposing in 
any way toalter the phraseology of this paragraph f should Tike 
to understand it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If we are tocollect the data referring to the 
cost of production and market prices, I want to add information 
as to the cost of transportation from the farm to the market, 
which, of course, furnishes the third element of cost, and with- 
out which the other statistics would be of little value. I with- 
draw the point of order. , 

Mr. MARSH. I renew it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Iiinois on the point of order. 

Mr. MARSH. I suppose that the same range of discussion can 
be enjoyed by me as by the gentlemen who have preceded me. 

There are some things in this paragraph that I desire infor- 
mation about. Or, perhaps, instead of soliciting that informa- 
tion upon the pending point of order, I had better wait until a 
subsequent period in the consideration of this bill, or at least 
until after this point of order has beendecided. There are some 
observations that I desire to make upon this paragraph, and 
there is some information that I desire to obtain from the hon- 
orable gentleman in charge of this bill. I will not withdraw 
the point of order, but will submit it to the Chair. 

Mr. HATCH, What is the point of order, Mr. Chairman? I 
have not heard it stated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not heard it stated. It 
was merely stated that the point of order would be reserved. 
There is no point of order pending. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray], 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 7, line 2, strike out the word “may,” where it occurs the second time, 
and insert ‘‘ shall.” ° 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Page 7, line 6, after the word “prices,” insert the following: ‘And such 
data, when collected and tabulated shall, as often as practicable, and at 
least twice a year, be pubiished and distributed, the same as any other 
farmers’ bulletin; and, so far as pre. such tabulation shall be made 
and given by States and subdivisions of a State.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to 
the impracticability of having this information furnished twice 
ayear. It seems to me that it would require a whole year to 
collect such extensive data as this calls for, and if the words “‘ as 
often as practicable ” are used, I think they will be sufficient. 

Mr. HATCH. I was going to suggest to the gentleman from 
New York that he strike out the word “twice” and insert 
** once.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. Whynot just say ‘‘ as often as practicable?” 

Mr. RAY. I did not see that there would be any objection to 
publishing frequently in the form of a bulletin such information 
as they had. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But it would necessarily be incomplete? 

Mr. RAY. Of course it would be incomplete. I have no ob- 
jection to modifying the amendment as suggested. 

Mr. HATCH. Let the gentleman modify it then by striking 
out ‘twice ” and inserting ‘‘ once.’’ 

Mr. RAY. I will make that modification, Mr. Chairman, if it 
will accomplish the purpose. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York as modified by him. 

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Chairman, this is a proposition to expend 
the public money for the purpose of ascertaining how much it 
cost to produce an acre of corn, or an acre of wheat in 1791, in 
in 1800, in 1810, and soon. Now, whocaresfor that information? 
Who is to be benefited by information of that kind? Whatobject 
can anybody have in expending the public money for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining how much it cost to raise a bushel of wheat 
or a bushel of corn or a bushel of potatoes away back in the last 
century? I understand that this Department of Agriculture, 
and the appropriations made for its support, are intended for 
the purpose of benefiting the great agricultural industry of the 
country. 

Perhaps the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture will 
be able to inform this House and the country wherein his con- 
stituency in Missouri, or the great agricultural constituency of 
this whole country are to be benefited in any degree by the an- 
nual expenditure of a large sum of money for the — of 
ascertaining the cost of producing a hog, a bushel of wheat, a 
bushel of corn, or a bushel of peanuts in 1790 or 1791. If the 
gentleman can show any good reason for this, if he can show 
wherein the great agricultural interest of this country will be 
benefited, then I will notobject; but this looks to me like abere. 
priating public money to give employment toa lotof high-priced 
clerks who are here seeking employment in this Department; 
seeking such employment at the public expense at a time when 
the annual revenues of this Government are very largely below 
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the necessary annual expenditure; seeking such employment and 
paymentfrom the public crib when this Administration is in the 
market borrowing money by the fifty and odd millions for the 
purpose of paying the ordinary expenses of the Government. 
And, Mr. Chairman, I can see no object to be accomplished. 
I would be glad to be informed of the great purpose that this 
committee has in view. Ican see no benefit that is to be de- 
rived from these reports, either by the agricultural classes of 
this country or by any other. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr.MARSH. Well, lam through. [Laughter.] 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Ray, it 
was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] will now be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the first proviso by inserting after the word “ production,” in line 
6, the following: “cost of transportation each year from the place of pro- 
duction to the market or markets at which prices are quoted.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking 
out the clause commencing at line 17, page 6, and ending at line 
14, page 7. In offering this amendment I have two purposes. 
There are some things provided for in this clause that are 
desirable and which I am in favor of. There are some things 
provided for which [ think are not desirable and which I am 
ae to. I want to find out, if I can from my neighbor, the 
chairman of this committee, who resides across the great water 
from where I live—I want some information from him. Under 
this clause the Secretary of Agriculture gathers statistics of the 
products of the farm and publishes those statistics to the world 
every month. His agents come upon my farm and measure the 
amount of wheat that is in my bin, the amount of corn that isin 
my crib. They measure the numberof acres of land that I have 
sown in wheat. And those agents send their reports here to 
Washington tothe Secretary of Agriculture; and those reports, 
with similar reports from all over the country, are compiled at 
that Department and published to the world, giving information 
of theexact amount, so near as it can be ascertained, of wheat, 
corn, and other products of the farm that are still in the hands 
of the farmer. 

But the matter does not stop there. The agent of this De- 
partment not only measures the number of acres of wheat scat- 
tered all over this country and of oats and of corn, but every 
month these emissaries of that Bureau send estimates to Wash- 
ington as to the probable amount of wheat that thisor that farmer 
and all the farmers in the — will raise, and the amount 
of corn and other supplies; and this information is compiled 
here by the gentleman at the head of this Agricultural Depart- 
ment; and on the 10th of each month the information is given 
to the world. It goes to Liverpool; it goes to every market 
where American farm _—— finds customers. 

Here the hammer fell.} 

Mr. MARSH. I hope, Mr. Chairman, I may be allowed a lit- 
tle more time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois[Mr. MARSH] 
asks unanimous consent that his time be extended five minutes. 
Mr. MARSH. I may wanta little more than five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. ill the gentleman state how much time 
he desires? 

Mr. MARSH. Well, say fifteen minutes. I will not occupy 
more than five minutes if I do not need the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani« 
mous consent that his time be extended fifteen minutes longer. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MARSH. Now, Mr. Chairman, wherein are the agricul- 
turists of this country benefited by this information being sent 
to the markets of the world? Who is it that asks and demands 
this information? On the 10th of each month when this in- 
formation goes out to the country and the world from the Ag- 
ricultural Department the prices of farm products are affected 
immediately upon the great boards of trade. Who is it that 
looks forward to those reports? Isitthefarmer? No, sir; it is 
the speculator in the products of the farmer. And I wish to 
say here, it has seemed to me, and it has seemed toa great many 
farmers of this country, that this information which is a 
collected and collated at the expense of the people is gathe 
in the interest of the speculators in farm products, not in the 
interest of the thirty millions of producers in the land. 

Mr. QUIGG. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. MARSH. Oh, yes. 

Mr. QUIGG. I simply want to know whether the a 
desires the wicked speculator to pay more money for farm prod- 
ucts than they are worth? 

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman from 
New York has no right to apply the word “ wicked ” to a specu- 
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lator. [Laughter.] Now, Mr. Chairman, take for instance the 
product of cotton—— ; ; 

Mr. QUIGG. Is that all the answer the gentleman is going to 
giveme? * 

Mr. MARSH. That is all the answer your question, in my 
opinion, is entitled to. [Laughter.] 

Mr. QUIGG. All right. 

Mr. MARSH. Now, Mr. Chairman, take the product of cot- 
ton; and I refer to this product because when this great staple 
is mentioned on this floor itarrests the attention of alarge num- 

er of gentlemen here. Take the productofcotton. These em- 
issaries of the Agricultural Department go into your country, 
gentlemen; they go upon your farms; they go to your gin houses; 
and every month they report to the markets in Liverpool and 
everywhere else what amount of cotton you have on hand, or as 
near as they are able to guess it, thereby informing the English 
purchaser just what he can expect. Notonly that; they examine 
your cotton flelds; and every month they report to Liverpool 
through these gentlemen down here at the Agricultural Depart- 
ment just how much cotton they expect that you will produce 
and plane upon the market next year; and the cotton consumers 
and cotton speculators across the water and on this side the 
water are thus enabled to control and bear down the prices of 
your product. 

And what is true of cotton is also true of every other product 
of the farm in this country, which is the subject-matter of in- 
vestigation by the emissaries of this Department. Is there a 
gentleman on this floor, is there a gentleman within the sound 
of my voice, who has ever seen one of these local reporters for 
the Department? Do any of you know who they are, Northor 
South, or have you ever seen one of these reporters who make 
these reports of your affairs to the Agricultural Bureau? I 
have never in the course of my experience been able to find one. 
Who they are, what they are, of what character they are, what 
means for observation they have, or what their capacity is for 
the work intrusted to them, Idonot know and you do not know. 
Butone thing I do know,and this country knows, that the 
monthly communications from this Agricultural Department 
have been misleading if not largely false, but unquestionably 
misleading. 

Now, sir, that power which is invested in the Secretary of 
Agriculture to put forth these reports every month is a power 
for weal or for woe greater than is possessed by any Government 
official throughout the land. A variation, only a slight one, a 
false statement, an incorrect estimate made in the Department 
as to the probable amount of the crop for the coming year will 
affect the values of the farmers’ crops millions of dollars in 
twenty-four hours. And there is not a report that has come 
from that Department during the last ten yearsthat I have not 

iven pretty close attention, bscause during that time I have been 

nan humble way engaged in agriculture myself, and I say here 
that there has not been a report, d monthly report made by that 
Department during the last ten years that has not been seized 
upon by the bears on the boards of trade and the bucket shops 
ae out the country to depress the prices of agricultural 
products. 

It is the one great powerful engine that this Government is 
furnishing and supplying to the speculators of tue country with 
which to depreciate the prices of the agricultural products of 
the land. I have been unable after ten years of careful observa- 
tion and careful study of the reports and their effects—I have 
been unable to find wherein the agriculturist has derived the 
slightest benefit; and, Mr. Chairman, I say here that it is too 
7 a power to place in the hands of any one man. 

hy, sir, if itis desirable to spend the public money for the 
urpose of ascertaining how much wheat or corn or cotton the 
armers of this country have this day on hand, and if it is desir- 
able to ascertain how much they are likely to proiuce this com- 
ing year, why is it not equally desirable toascertain the number 
of Unote and shoes that are in the various factories and in the 
various stores throughout the country, as well as the number of 
boots and shoes that the manufacturers of the country are likely 
to produce and put on the market during the next twelve months? 
The same is true with every other class of products that we use 
or produce in this land. 
hy not ascertain the number of bolts of calico, the number 
of bolts of cotton cloth, or the number of suits of clothing that 
are in the hands of the dealers of the country, that are 2 the 
hands of the manufacturer, or that the manufacturers are liable 
within the next twelve months to place upon the market? Why 
not give the speculators an opportunity to know these facts as 
well as the facts you propose faculehtine them with reference to 
the agricultural products of the country? ‘ 

Mr. Chairman, I do not know just where by an amendment to 
reach this thing that I believe to be an abuse that has crept up 
in this Department; this dangerous power that has been con- 


fided to the hands of one manI donotcare who he is. I have 
no accusation to make against the present occupant of the De- 
partment. 

But there should be a change of this power. I do not care 
where these reports come from, under this provision all of them 
are submitted to the revision and approval of one man; and I 
want to say to you that that one man, by the stroke of his pen, 
can change in twenty-four hours the values of the farm products 
of this country to the amount of many millions of dollars and 
put that money into the pockets of the bear on one side or the 
bull on the other. 

Now, in the incipiency of this legislation it had my support. 
I believed fifteen, sixteen, twelve, fourteen, and ten years ago 
that this information, in some way, was to be of benefit to the 
agricultural interests of the country; but I have been forced to 
the conclusion, from my own observation and close attention to 
the workings of the system, that there has been no legislation 
in this land in the last fifteen years that has done so much to- 
wards the depression of the price of farm products as the issu- 
ance of this bulletin of monthly information tothe gamblers and 
speculators of this country and of Europe, as to the amount of 
produce the farmers had on hand in their granaries and the 
probable amount they would produce during the coming year. 

Just one moment more and [ will conclude. In all fairness 
and in the interestof the greatagricultural interestsof the coun- 
try, one of the districts of which is represented by the chairman 
of the Committee on Agriculture, I hope he will give to this 
House some information showing to the committee and the coun- 
try wherein this information, which has been monthly gathered 
and spread broadcast to the world, has been of any benetit to his 
Saereny and to the agricultural interests of the country at 
arge. 

I thank you for your attention. [Applause.] 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move to strike out the last word. The 
suggestions which have been made by the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. MARSH] with reference to the accuracy of the monthly 
and annual bulletins of the Bureauof Agriculture on wheat pro- 
duction should certainly receive some careful attention and 
consideration at the hands of Congress. 

A year ago a statement was put forth from the Department of 
Agriculture that there would bea probable shortage of 50,000,000 
of bushels of wheat for the crop year 1893. The last report that 
has been submitted shows that 69,000,000 bushels remained 
March | available for exportation, showing an error of 119,000,- 
000 bushels in the estimate one year ago, as compared with the 
recent estimate. 

Mr. MARSH. Right in that connection, notwithstanding 
that the Department missed the facts by 119,000,000 bushels, the 
report of the Department had its influence upon the boards of 
trade in this country and across the water, and affected the 
price of that product. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have no doubt of it. 

Mr. MARSH. In other words, a lie emanating from the De- 
partment had its effect, as well as if it had been the truth. 

Mr. ENLOE. I should like to ask the gentleman from Maine 
one question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Very well. 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to know if the gentleman can state 
what statistician prepared the statistics published at that time? 

Mr. DINGLEY. oh, I know nothing about that. Iam not 
seeking to criticise anyone. I am simply calling attention to 
facts as they exist. 

Mr. ENLOE. The complaint you make in regard to these 
statistics is similar to one that was made a year or two ago in 
regard to the statistics relating to the tobacco crop, which very 
seriously affected the tobacco interests in our State. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, in a recent report submitted 
to the Senate by the Secretary of Agriculture, inreply toa reso- 
lution of inquiry adopted by that body calling for information 
that would account for this discrepancy of 119,000,000 bushels, 
the Secretary of Agriculture affirmed that the discrepancy arose 
wholly from misinformation of his predecessor as to the amount 
of wheat in farmers’ hands on the Ist day of March, 1893, thus 
reafhrming the correctness of his own estimate of the wheat 
crop of 1893. According to the report submitted by Secretary 
Rusk on the Ist of March, 1893, the amovntof wheat in farmers’ 
hands in this country was stated to be 135,000,000 bushels. The 
present Secretary of Agriculture states that this was a mistake, 
and that the amount actually in the hands of farmers on the Ist 
day of March, 1893, was (according to his revised statement) 254,- 
000,000 bushels. 

It is obvious that it could not be possible that 254,000,000 
bushels of wheat, or two-thirds of the crop of the previous year, 
were in the hands of farmers on the Ist of March, 1893. The 


discrepancy between the two crop reports to which I have re- 
ferred is undoubtedly to be found first in an underestimate by 
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Secretary Morton, as it is affirmed by statisticians who have ex- 
amined this subject and who have a tho h knowledge of the 
whole field, of not far from 64,000,000 bushels of the crop of 1893, 
and in an underestimate of the supply in farmers’ hands by Sec- 
retary Rusk of 50,000,000 bushels. These are the two sources of 
error, the error of Secre Morton ine ae the larger 
one. Yet the Secretary of Agriculture ascribes the whole dis- 
crepancy to a mistake of his predecessor as to the crops in 
aot hands on the Ist day of March, which obviously can not 
80. 

Now, there is in statistics of this nature obviouslya large ele- 
ment of uncertainty. At the best the yield of the growing crop 
and the su pply in farmers’ handsare only approximate estimates. 
Only one factor can be practically determined with reasonable 
cortainty, and that is the ‘‘ visible supply ” of wheat. 

Mr. MARSH. That which is in the public elevators. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That can be determined. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. DINGLEY] has expired. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask that I may be allowed to proceed for 
ten minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The amount that is in the hands of farmers 
can be determined only approximately by the observers who are 
scattored throughout the country as agents of the Department 
of Agricultwre, who make inquiries and estimates. These gen- 
tlemen, scattered throughout the various States, are not trained 
experts and statisticians. Obviously their reports both as to 
supply in farmers’ hands, and also as to the probable yield of 
the growing wheat crop, are ee uncertain. These 
men give probabilities in percentages. That is, they state in 
their monthly reports that from the appearance of the growing 
crop about them, the yield will be 90 per cent of the previous 
crop, or § per cent more than the previous crop, as it may be. 

Now, the accuracy of all such estimates, while of course they 
are only approximate, is yet dependent upon the character and 
training of the observers. I think the difficulty with respect to 
the collection of statistics by the Department of culture has 
been in the fact that they could not obtain trained observers at 
the various points from which this information is obtained. 
Hence there have been two elements of error, first, in the prob- 
able crop, and, secondly, in the stocks in the hands of farmers. 

Now, I agree entirely with the gentleman from [Illinois [Mr. 
MARSH] that these monthly and quarterly and annual bulletins, 
while they are intended for good —— 

Mr. MARSH. For whose good? 

Mr. DINGLEY. For the good of the whole community, the 
faymer as well as every other class in the community, provided 
the estimates are approximately correct. The difticulty lies 
largely, undoubtedly, in the fact that these local agents are to 
alarge extent not trained statisticians and observers. 

Mr. LOUD. Is it not in the system of selection? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I do not know what correction there can be 
except a change of the method. Now, what is the method pur- 
sued by that statistical bureau of the Government whose statis- 
tics are relied upon, namely, the Department of Labor. Carroll D. 
Wright is a trained statistician. He has the qualities, training, 
equipment, and habits of a good statistician. He knows how to 
observe, analyze, and ciassify; and he gathers around him a body 
of trained men, whom he personally directs, and sends out to 
gather information at various points with their trained minds. 
Such statistics as those are valuable. They are aceurate. Sta- 
tistics obtained indiscriminately, in the way our c reports 
ave, can not be accurate in the nature of the case; the fact 
that the statistics were 119,000,000 bushels of wheat out of the way 
or 1893 shows some of the difficulties that exist in this matter. 

There is another element, it seems to me, that has not been 
taken account of in making our crop reports, the absence of 
which makes the statistics pu da more or less misleading, 
and, I fear, prejudicial to farmers, and having a tendency to de- 
— the price of the crop. There is no attempt made to de- 

uct any portion of the crop that is permanently held by 
farmers, and that portion permanently held by dealers which, 
in the ordinary course of trade, can not be drawn to the last 
extent. Gentlemen who thoroughly know this whole business 
tell me that in any event, whatever ene be, there are 
at any time, at least 20,000,000 bushels of wheat can not be 
withdrawn from the farmers and sent to market, It is held in 
small — by each farmer, for possible future needs; and 
he will not sell it. Then there is estimated to be 20,000,000 
bushels always found in the elevators or in the hands of mid- 
dlemen. Now, if that be the case, in ee the surplus 
crop available for expert, 40,000,000 bushels be deducted 
from the report sent by Secretary Morton to the Senate stating 
that 60,000,000 bushels of wheat were available for export on the 
Ist day of March. 

I would not have said anything on this subject if my friend 
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from Illinois [Mr. MARSH] had not brought it to the attention 
of the House; but it seems to me, in the face of the great error 
in the estimates of the wheat crops and wheat supply of the past 
ear, it is well for us to understand that these bulletins can not 
accurate so long as the officials of the Department have to 
depend upon untrained observers for their estimates and facts. 

Without taking the time to have read the communication 
and bulletins I will print these in the RECORD in connection with 
my observations. 

On February 12 Senator PETTIGREW introduced a resolution 
in the United States Senate directing the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture tosend.to that body certain data relative to wheat supplies 
and consumption at his earliest convenience, and the same was 
adopted. e Ist of April being reached without a report, the 
Senate further directed that it should be made within three 
days. Thereupon the Secretary of Agriculture submitted the 
Sellow tnt, under date April 3, which was received by the Sen- 
ate on April 4 and referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry, and ordered to be printed: 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURB, OFFICE Of THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., Apri! 3, 1894. 

Sr: In obedience to a resolution of the United States Senate, calling for 
a statement of the visible and invisible supply of wheat in the United 
States on March 1, 1893, together with the actual and probable supply and 
distribution of wheat from that day to July 1, 1894, I have the honor to sub- 
mit the follé@wing: 

It is impossible to make a statement of the invisible supply of wheat. It 
is equally impossible to state the quantity of wheat constantly in the transi- 


tion state—from. the elevator to the gristmill, from the gristmill to the 
baker, and from the baker to the consumer. In all computations of supply 





‘and distribution, this undetermined quantity has been neglected as unde- 


finable, unmeasurable, and noncomputabie. Therefore, consumption has 
made it stati as to quantity from year to year. This may be an ap- 
roximation to the truth, if the streams into this amount of wheat and out 
om the same volume of wheat are nearly equally balanced under all cir- 
cumstances. 

The financial stringency, however, prevailing throughout the United 
States during the past year, it seems reasonable to assume, caused this vol- 
ume of wheat to more heavily drawn m than it would be with the 
coun in anormal monetary condition. ause of the stringency the 
invisible supply of wheat—that is, the supply of wheat and flourinthe hands 
of small elevators, millers, wholesale and retail dealers, and consumers— 
must have been considerably smaller on March 1, 1894, than it was on March 
1, 1893. ae this indicates that a portion of the annual consumption, 
which is gener: a to the visible source of supply, should during the 
past year be correctly charged to the invisible supply. his charging to the 
visible supply diminishes the actual amount distributed, which must be sub- 

from the total supply. There is no estimate of the decrease in the in- 
visible supply available and peaey credible. Therefore the following 
statement Gunenneen upon the theory of an annual per capita consump- 
tion in the d States of 44 bushelsof wheat. is the annual —— 
tion and e heretofore used in the United States Department of Agricu 
ture = 7 estimates. 

es ; , yours, 

te mF J. STERLING MORTON, Secretary. 
Hon. ApiAt E, STEVENSON, 


Vice-President of the United States. 


Bushels. 
i ce eg 79, 000 
Ie farmeeee’ Bawls Baws: I, L0G... ~ ewcewoseccweweccww cuwe wawwcewee 135, 000, 000 
CRN O6 BING. 5, oo. nero wesrewwes woe wowewwe roe wows wrewewwen cee wwvewwe~ 396, 000, 000 
cet lhi a inline cout imiagd-taniine sinut cram beamme 610, 000, 000 
Exports March 1, 1893, to March 1, 1894_.....................-.-.-.-. 176,000,000 
a seems March 1, 1893, to March 1, 1894: 
I ciel a ohare el dt waneenabbuteus deiube 314, 000, 000 
MU wiewe — 
um oO ’ : 
ee 
aie ia ial tack hare i ee ecaibneairees , 000, 000 
Total amount distributed and available for distribution .... 660, 000, 000 
ADDATORE SRGETRT OF BUI no onc icc coon crew wncw ewe ctenswews wens 50, 000, 000 


’ ’ 

The preceding statement has been made strictly in accordance with the 
requirements of the resolution, but I have the honor to call attention to a 
second statement of supply and distribution, which will definitely present 
the surplus availablefor exportation up to July 1: 


Bushels. 
Visible supply Fs oii. Sanceenaderneditnadeie aight Delbtn ctraue 79, 000, 00C 
In ferme’ hands March: , 1606... 2... sews eccnccwe ceuwnvcsccecesen 135, 000, 000 
ISIE ihacetoes die innings whine cate tthinionmnrmareemantinedn de 396, 000, 000 
I as Sie cctentiks wx cites catia de cicies evceuere cemueres 610, 000, 000 
Exports March. 1, 1808, to March.1, 1894.......-....-.2.+---.e000--es 176, 000, 000 
ea March 1, 1893, to March 1, 1894: 
Sl ce Caste dapiekitickseibtalle cewedsenwvanpiesevedeuteyes $14, 000, 600 
A se Le ca a ieitieniacherbinniiannelline 49, 000, 000 
Im farmers’ hands March 1, 1904. 22.2... oe cn ce ccc c ce cceweween ane 114, 000, 000 
Ay OE SERINE a BOs dnb cee edne sewn cews qusewcdtiecetme buvecepe 76, 000, 000 
Total amount distributed and available for distribution.... 729, 000, 000 
I IE einen as dine sacehenvudlivius cane eqecee bola woan 119, 000, 000 
Supply on hand March AS eae SS = Ne ee ER 190, 00, 000 
Probable consumption March 1, 1894, to July 1, 1894: 
ce uoue 105, 000, 000 
ROD vice vaitivckd ide tentiasiridah usdanké dcsbube dbucease uateeutine , 000, 
Total probable consumption ........ ....2<..- 200 eee eee ew eeee 121, 000, 000 
anaemia 


Amount available for exportation March 1, 1894, to July 1, 1894... 60, 000,000 

The discrepancy of 119,000,000 bushels between the amount of supply and 

See distributed may be charged to an underestimate of the reserve 

which farmers held on March 1,1893. That abnormal stock held by 
from the two enormous crops of 1891 and 1892. 3am 





1894. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Thequestion is on the motion of the gen- 
fleman from Tilinois to strike out the paragraph. [Cries of 
Vote!” ] 

The Chairman proceeded to put the question. 

Mr.MARSH. I have another motion. I move to strike out 
the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has a motion pending to 
strike out the paragraph. ‘Soa 

Mr. MARSH. I move toamend that motion by moving to 
strike out the last word. , 

Mr. DOCKERY. That motion is pending. 

Mr. MARSH. I am frank to say, Mr. Chairman, that my 
only object is to get the floor for a minute, and if the Chair will 
tell me what motion to make to accomplish that purpose, I will 
make it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can proceed if he wishes 
to speak for a moment. 

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Chairman, I had hoped that the gentiec- 
man from Missouri, in charge of this bill, would give to this com- 
mittee and to thecountry some information wherefrom we might 
draw the conclusion that this practice going on and which he 
proposes to continue has been of some advantage to the farmers 
of the country. I think from what has been said on the floor 
so far that there is no intimation here of any good ground for 
the continuation of the gathering together and the monthly pub- 
lication of these statistics. The gentleman from Missouri may 
have heard some one of his farmer constituents state wherein 
these reports have been of benefitto him. Ifso,I wish he would 

ive the House the benefit of that information. If there is one 
armer in his district, if there is one man who cultivates the 
soil in his State of Missouri, who has ever told him that the 
farmers gained any advantage from the gathering and publica- 
tion of those statistics, I hope he will give the House the benefit 
of that information. 

Now, I say here what I did not care to say in the beginning, 
if the chairman of the committee will not defend this gh ose 
tion, if there is no man on this floor who is pours to defend 
it, 1 am prepared to denounce it as a fraud and wrong perpe- 
trated upon 30,000,000 people of this country, and in the sole 
interest of the speculators in farm products. That is the con- 
clusion that the farmers of my country and my State are coming 
to, and it is one that is forced upon me; and when no man on 
this floor is prepared to rise and defend this proposition, in the 
interest of the $0,000,000 agriculturists of the country, I hope 
the House will vote for my amendment and strike this proposed 
legislation outof the bill. [Applause and cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

What right has the Government to invade my premises by its 
= and investigate my private business while it lets yours 

one? What right has it through its emissaries to measure the 
amount of wheat or of corn in my granaries when it pays no at- 
tention to the amountof calico, or to the amount of textile fabric, 
or to the amount of boots and shoes and lumber, or coal or iron 
produced in other industries? Why,I ask the chairman of this 

mmittee, why does he select the great agricultural industry 
level this death blow at? Is he notsatisfied to let the farmers 
of this country alone, to work out their own salvation, and keep 
his secret em and emissaries from prying into their private 
business and reporting upon it? This Government has no more 
right to know how many acres of wheat I sow than it has to 
know the number of pairs of boots that a manufacturer proposes 
to manufacture next year. I deny the propriety of this sort of 
nquiry. I deny the right of the Government to invade the 
mes of the farmers and filch thisinformationand give it broad- 


cast to the country, for the benefit, and only for the benefit of | 


speculators in agricultural products, to enable them to depress 
prices. 


Mr. WANGER. Mr. Chairman, [ desire to offer an amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute for the amendment offered by 
the gentleraan from Illinois [Mr. MARSH], and I hope he will 
accept the substitute. , 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois moves to 
strike out the entire paragraph. 

Mr. WANGER. And I propose, as a substitute, to move to 
strike out a portion of it. 

The amendment of Mr. WANGER was read, as follows: 

Strike out all of the paragraph after the words ‘“ provided further” in line 


¥, ene insert “that the publication of monthly crop reports shall be | 


Mr. MARSH. If the gentleman will add ‘‘and the gathering 
of the information upon which they are based,” I will accept his 
amendment. 

Mr. WANGER. If the reports are not published I do not see 
what harm the collection of the facts can do. 

Mr. MARSH. But what is the use of expending money in 
collecting them? 

Mr. WANGER. I assume that the Secretary would not ex- 


i tN —— : 


~ 





pend any money for that purpose if he could not publish the re- 
ports. 

Mr. MARSH. I assume that he would. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I wish to reserve the point of 
order on so much of that amendment as is in the nature of a 
proviso. Of course the motion to strike out is in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pointof order then would go to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania[Mr. WANGER]. 

Mr. HATCH. Yes; tothat part of it which proposes to change 
existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. It would go to the entire amendment 
The Chair sustains the point of order. The question is on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. MARSH, 
the Chairman declared that the noes seemed to prevail. 

Mr. MARSH. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 28, noes 76. 

Mr. MARSH. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being made tho 
Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. HATCH] and the gentleman from Illinois [/Mr. Mars). 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—avyes 
45, noes 137; so the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
print in conaection with my remarks the communication from 
Secretary Morton and the two bulletins which IJ referred to. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Inquiries relating to public roads: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture 
to make inquiries in regard to the system of road management throughout 
the United States, to make investigations in regard to the best methods of 
road making, for preparing, printing, and publishing bulletins and reports 
on thissubject for distribution, and to enable him to assist the agricultural 
colleges and experiment stations in disseminating information on this sub 
ject, $10,000. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, for the purpose of asking the gentleman in charge of this 
bill what progress has been made in this investigation as to 
road making, and what bulletins have been published in pursu- 
ance of this appropriation which was of the same amountin the 
bill of last year? 

Mr. HATCH. The Secretary has published a very valuable 
and interesting bulletin upon the subject, of which I have a copy 
in my committee room. He has already made one report, and 
he is gathering additional information on this subject. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Are the bulletins for distribution? 

Mr. HATCH. They are; and the gentleman will see in a sub- 
sequent paragraph of the bill that we are making provision for 
the printing of a larger edition of these bulletins, so that they 
can be supplied to members of Congress in large numbers. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is this investigation being conducted by en- 
gineering experts or simply by persons detailed from the De- 
partment? 

Mr. HATCH. As I understand it, the Secretary is getting 
information from every possible source, not merely from engi- 
neering experts, but from every quarter where he can obtain it. 
He is deriving agreatdeal of information, I understand, through 
the experimental collages. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Lasked the question for information, because 
Iregard this investigation as exceedingly important. If it be 


| properly conducted by engineering experts there is no question 


that it will be productive of great advantage to the people of 
this country. The condition of the roads of acountry practically 
marks its civilization. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Botanical investigations and experiments, Divisionof Botany: Purchasing 
specimens, paper, and all necessary materials for the herbarium, and for 
labor in preparing the same, and for investigations and experiments with 
grasses and forage plants, including the establishment and maintenance of 
experimental grass stations and investigations of medicinal and other eco- 
nomic plants, including cost of reports and illustrations thereof, and for 


| traveling and other necéssary Sons prate connected therewith, and for em- 


ploying local botanists in the fiel 
in little-known districts, 330,090 


Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Chairman, I would inquire of the chair- 


for exploration and collection of plants 


| man of the Agricultural Committee how this compares with the 
| former appropriation for botanical investigation. 


Is it the same 
as last year? 

Mr. HATCH. Identically the same. The appropriation bill 
last year carried $30,000 for this purpose, of which $2,000 was 
made immediately available. 

Mr. PICKLER. Have there been any of theso experimental 
grass stations established? I see there is a provision here for 
the establishment and maintenance of experimental grass sta- 
tions. I would like to know the object of them and where they 
have been established, if any have been established. 

Mr. HATCH. Iam notable toinform the gentleman just how 


many, but I know that experiments have been conducted in dif- 
ferent sections of the country. 


I know there isone in Kansas on 
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a considerable scale, where experiments have been conducted 
for the last three or four years. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Laboratory, Division of eur Chemical apparatus, chemicals, labo- 
ratory, fixtures, and supplies, purchase of samples and necessary expenses 
in conducting — nvestigations, including necessary traveling ex- 

nses, labor, and expert work in such investigations, 86,000; for rent of 
aboratory building, $900; in all, $6,900. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Chairman, I see that last year a very 
much larger amount was appropriated for this item. The esti- 
mate this year was $14,900. The bill carries an appropriation of 
$5,900. I hope the chairman of the committee will give some 
explanation of this reduction. 

Mr. HATCH. In accordance with the suggestion of a letter 
received from the Secretary after the submission of the first 
estimates a change was made in the sum appropriated for the 
salaried force oi ‘nis division, and a lump fund was appropriated. 
The committee recommend in this bill exactly the amount esti- 
mated in this amended report of the Secretary. The amended 
estimate is, ‘‘ Laboratory, Division of Chemistry, $6,900.” 

Mr. BROSIUS. Is that reduction due toa reduction of force 
or a reduction in the salaries of employés? 

Mr. HATCH. There is no reduction in the salaries of the 
employés. Those salaries are fixed in a paragraph in the early 
part of the bill, which has been passed. 

Mr. BROSIUS. DoT understand the gentleman to say that 
this reduction is in the force of this branch of the Department? 
If that be true, will the gentleman have the kindness to indicate 
if ho can—— 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman will find in another paragraph 
that exactly the same amount is appropriated this year for this 
Chemical Division that was appropriated last year. 

Mr. BROSIUS. In what paragraph will that be found? 

Mr.HATCH. This is all under the panes beginning ‘‘ To 
enable the Secretary of Agriculture to extend and continue the 
investigation of the adulteration of foods, drugs, and liquids.” 
Let the Clerk read the entire paragraph. 

Mr. BROSIUS. That is not necessary. My inquiry is an- 
swered. I had not read the entire paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to extend and continue the investi- 
ation of the adulteration of food, drugs, and liquors, including samples of- 
ered by consumers only, trave expenses, stationery, return postage, 

printing and illustrations, analyzing, investigating, and examining such 
samples as offered, %,000; and for these purposes the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture is authorized to employ such assistants, clerks, and other persons as 
he may deem necessary: Provided, That the Secretary is hereby required to 
make a separate report to Congress as to where and from whom the samples 
of food, liquors, and dr were obtained, when and where analyzed, and 
the result of such analysis, together with the names of the manufacturers, 
and the brands or labels on the packages or articles, so that attention may 
be called to any food adulterations that may be im upon the public and 
to the manufacturers thereof; and any unexpended balance for the fiscal 
year end June 30, 1894, or 80 much thereof as may be necessary, shall be 
applied to the printing and publication of the pharmacy and drug laws of the 
several States and Territories heretofore compiled by the special mt of 
the Sepnenee and for the coumpeanen of a report begun by him under the 
wa S the Secretary of Agriculture, and for the printing and publica- 

Mr. RAY. I move to amend by striking out the word “only” 
in line 1 on e 11, and inserting ‘‘ and those procured by the 
Secretary of Agriculture from such sources and persyns as he 
may deem advisable, and the investigation of which wi!l be most 
conducive to the — good.” : 

Mr. HATCH. I reserve a point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. RAY. That certainly can not be considered a change of 
existing law, because the law as it now stands goes much farther 
in the investigation of the adulteration of foods, liquors, etc., 
than the amendment which I propose. I can not see why this 
investigation—— 

Mr. HATCH. I withdraw my point of order, and will not 
make any objection to the amendment, now that I see its pur- 
port. I did not hear it read distinctly. Theamendment leaves 
the matter discretionary with the Secretary. 

Mr. RAY. I could not see what reason the chairman of the 
committee had for confining the investigation of the adultera- 
tion of food, aa and liquors to samples offered by consumers 
mig That would prevent the investigation of the adulteration 
of liquors, food, and drugs upon samples obtained from those 
who had purehased for sale, or who manufactured for sale, as 
well as those who were consuming. It seems to me it would be 
entirely reo 

Mr. HATCH. Consumers are purchasers. 

Mr. RAY. I know; but it would hardly be preeee it seems 
to me, to confine the provision in the manner which the Dill 
proposes, to “‘consumers.” If, however, the chairman of the 
committee has no objection to the amendment—— 

Mr. HATCH. I have none. 

The amendment of Mr. Ray was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: =e 


Toenable the Secretary of Agriculture to undertake a special in vestiga- 


tion of the different typical soils of the United States to determine their 
chemical character, their physical properties, and especially the nature of 
the nitrifying organisms which they contain, $3,000. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I offer an amendment to which 
I wish to call the attention of the chairman of the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “dollars,” in line 2, page 12, add the following: 

“To enable the seceutany of Agriculture to further experiment and con- 
tinue the investigation of fiax and hemp culture for fiber purposes in the 
State of Washington, 8800.” 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I must make a point of order 
on that amendment. I will state to the gentleman that the Sec- 
retary has left out of the Book of Estimates any request for fur- 
ther A, i, gen to conduct these fiber investigations, stating 
that under the present appropriation he will at the close of this 
fiscal year make a final report to Congress on the subject. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having taken 
the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed the following res- 
olution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 1983) for the relief of the heirs 
of Elizabeth Townsend, deceased. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 

A bill (S. 123) defining and permanently fixing the northern 
boundary line of the Warm Springs Indian Reservation, in the 
State of Oregon; 

A bill (S. 322) to place Dunbar R. Ransom on the retired list 
of the Army; 

A bill (S. 409) for the relief of Olivia and Ida Walter, heirs 
and children of Thomas U. Walter, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 1405) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of 
= See States steamer Despatch on Assateague Shoals, Vir- 
ginia. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed 
without amendment the bill (H.R. 6975) for the relief of the 
heirs and creditors of Elizabeth Townsend. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. ¥ 


The committee again resumed its session, Mr. RICHARDSON 
of Tennessee in the chair. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. If thedistinguished chairman 
of the Committee on Agriculture will indulge me a moment, I 
would like to say a few words, not especially with relation to 
the point of order, but more as to the desirability of this very 
small appropriation named in my amendment. Heretofore an 
appropridtion has been made for the investigation of fiber cult- 
ure in this country. 

At the time that this appropriation went into ee our 
Territory had not been admitted into the Union. The amount 
of $5,000, I think, was expended at that time in the establish- 
ment of experiments in this line, mainly, I believe, in Florida. 
Afterwardsa very distinguished gentleman of my own State, Dr. 
Thornton, madesome investigations into the matter and reported 
them to the Chief of the Agricultural Bureau. I have in my 
hand the result of his investigations, which are exceedingly in- 
teresting and important. 

Mr.HATCH. If the gentleman from Washington will permit 
me, I will withdraw the point of order and ailow the vote to be 
taken directly upon the amendment. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Very well, Mr.Chairman; then 
I merely submit this report of Dr. Thornton and the letter for- 
warding the same to me 

The letter and report are as follows: 


FAIRHAVEN, WASH., April 7, 1894. 


DEAR Sire: The inclosed letter, written by Dr. A. W. Thornton, Ferndale, 
Wash., and published in the World-Herald. will explain itself. 

The Fairhaven Land Company, some fifteen months since, contributed 350 
to purchase flax and hemp seed, pay freight on same, etc., upon an agree- 
ment with Dr. Thornton that he would uce some twenty or thirty of his 
neighbors to raise a quarter of an acre, or more, of either or both flax 
and hemp. This was done, and the crop of both thisseason was more than 
satisfac . The Agricultural Department, some thirty days since appro- 
priated 8150 more, ly for,having some of the fiax prepared and sent to 
them. Mr. Gharles R. Dodge, special es of tho Fiber Investigation De- 
partment, is very much interested in what has already been done, and pro- 
nounces the samples sent to him the best that he has seen raised in the 
United States, etc. 

Dr. Thornton has made application for a oo appropriation of 84,000 
to the Puget Sound region, for the purpose of making investigations more 
thorough aes ron Boletoon a — that flax raised here 
is ry equal to t raised in um or Ireland. This appropriation 

be under the especial control of the Agricultural Department at 
| ae aes and should be so guarded that it v.ill do the most good possi- 


ie. 

The Pacific Northwest seems to be especially adapted for the r: of 
flax, and when this is proven it will be of very great and lasting benefit to 
Western Washington and Oregon, 

wares kindly take an interest in this and help us out what yon can? 
We be glad to render any assistance that we can, free of charge, to fur- 








1894. 
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ther this investigation, for we believe that it can be made a very important | 


industry. 

It may be of interest to yourreaders tolearn the progress of developments 
in theimportant investigations in flax and hemp culture in Wbatcom County, 
which I have been engaged in for the past two years. As I have fully dem- 
onstrated the perfect adaptability of our Puget Sound climate to the 
profitable cultivation of both flax and hemp of the highest quality, it isa 
matter of importance tocompare the yield and profit of the flax crop raised 
in Whatcom County with theaverage results in Europe, a matter upon which 
I am now in a position to express in definite figures, having personally 
weighed and measured some of the crops of flax raised in the course of this 
investigation, and having found them tosurpass My mMostsanguine expecta- 
tions. It must be remembered that my investigations have been carried on 
with thick seeding for the sake of securing a fine quality of fiber, regardless 
of the yield of seed. In fact,in the northof Ireland, in the great flax district 
sround Belfast, the yield of seed amounts to so little that it is entirely ig- 
nored, and in many cases no attempt is made to save it, being left to rot in 
the ponds; consequently the yield of such in my investigations in no way a 
resents the yield of seed that could be obtained in this climate by thin seed- 

‘ing, and making the seed product the primary object, as in other States of 
the Union. 

In the flax-growing States, where large tracts of fiax are planted for seed, 
the straw is frequently burned up or wasted, as of little value, while on 
Puget Sound the straw is of so fine a quality that the seed is of little conse- 
quence compared with it. Yet, even then, our Puget Sound grown seed 
surpasses that grown in any other part of the world, both in yield and 
quality. In Europe, with the same heavy seeding that I used, of 1} to 2 
bushels per acre, the yield of seed averages from 2 to 5 bushels per acre, 
while in my experiments it ran from 9 to 17 bushels per acre; and had my 
seeding been with a view to grow as large a crop of seed as —— re- 
gardless of straw, I have no hesitation in say: that over bushels of 
seed would have been secured, while 11 to 14 bushels only is the average for 
good crops in Dakota, Minnesota, and Illinois. It is not, however, to the 
seed yield of flax that the Puget Sound grower need confine his efforts, the 
value of the fiber so far overshadowing it that it need = be considered a 
side issue, or a waste product, although of great value in itself. 

The yield of flax straw, in the best crops in Europe, amounts to from 1 to 
1} tons per acre, only rarely reaching 2 tons, while the straw grown for me 
the past season ran from 2} to 4 tons per acre, a ss that must be regarded 
as almost phenomenal, and hardly would be believed in Europe or the East- 
ern States. To enable your readers to realize the enormous profit to be de- 
rived from the development of the flax industry in Whatcom County, I will 
reduce the above showing to figures, based upon actual working results in 
European fiax districts. In Charles Richard Dodge’s official report to the 
Department of Agriculture in 1890, on his return from Europe, where he had 
been sent as special agent of the Department fiber investigation, page 23, he 
says: ‘If the straw is properly rotted, and of fair length, the yield of clean 
fiber will amount to 25 per cent. * * * Good Irish has gee 30 per cent, 
and Belgian 33 per cent.”’ It will be noted that length of straw is an im- 
portant element, and although our Puget Sound strawis both longer and 
ae than the European, I will take the lowest rate asa basis of compar- 

on, thus: - 


IN EUROPE. 


One and one-half tons per acre, at 25 per cent, yields 750 pounds of clean 
fiber, which will dress per cent, equal to 525 pounds of “line;’’ worth 17 
cents per pound; also 5 bushels of seed per acre, worth $1.30 per bushel; 525 
pounds of line at 17 cents, $69.25; 157 pounds of tow at 4} cents, $7.06; 5 bush- 
els of seed at $1.30, 86.50; total per acre, $82.81. 


ON PUGET SOUND. 


Two and three-fourths to4tons of straw per acre yields 1,375 to 2,000 pounds 
of clean fiber per acre, which willdress 962 to 1,400 pounds of “line,’’ worth 
17 cents, and 9 to 17 bushels of seed, worth $1.30; from 962 pounds of line, at 
17 cents, $163.54; 412 _— of tow, at 44 cents, $13.54; 9 bushels of seed, at 
$1.30, $11.70; total, $193.78. To 1,400 ponds of line, $238; 600 pounds of tow, $27; 
17 bushels of seed, $22.10; total per acre, 8287.10. 

The above is aconservative estimate, and based upon the lowest European 
estimates; Whereas with our superior quality of straw and greater length 
of fiber the higher percentage of 33 per cent may fairly be looked for, mak- 

the totals for t Sound 8208.32 to $308.30 per acre. This very profit- 
able showing is not, however, the only profit derivable from establishing 
the fiber industry in Whatcom County, but the formation of a strong com- 
any to engage in the flax industry would so increase population and en- 
ance the value of all property that Bellingham Bay would immediately ad- 
vance to the ition of the leading section of the Northwest, and be the site 
of a city stretching from Chuckanut to Lummi, and from deep water back 
to the foothills. 

It may penny Seas by the cautious investor, What will be the cost 
of realizing these high figures? While the question opens up a large field of 
inquiry, the details of which would be too voluminous for a newspaper arti- 
cle, I will answer in brief, leaving the details for the consideration of capi- 
talists who may be inclined to take practical or financial interest in the sub- 
ject, and to whom I shall be pleased to submit them when required. From 
my past experience in this field of investigation I can freely assert that if a 
com was incorporated with sufficient capital to handle the flax crop, I 
could effect contracts with farmers to cultivate for such a company, under 
my instructions, 2,000 acres of flax for the crop of 1895, at prices ranging from 

to 840 per acre, the difference depending upon whether the crop was har- 
vested with a self-binding reaper or by pulling by hand. Upon these terms 
the company would be owners of the whole crop, both straw and seed, and 
would then require to meet the expenses of freight to the scratching mill; 
ri , retting, and scratching, at a cost of from $15 to $20 per acre, and 
thus, for an outlay of a $60 per acre, the company would have a finished 
merchantable product of from $200 to $300 for each acre o rated; and not 


only so, but the company could establish its own oil mills and spinning 
to work up its own fiber product, at an increased profit, thus stimu- 

lating all other lines of business on the bay. 
In thisconnection the question of tariff and foreign competition naturally 


neither of which cuts any figure. First, as to the tariff, it would be 
entirely a dead letter, having absolutely no effect upon the question either 
one way or the other, for the reason that the yield of fine fiber, suck as can 
be grown on Puget Sound, is far below the requirements of the Eurcvean 
consumers, and there is not enough to supply their own demand, let clone 
exporting to this country at low prices. In fact, so urgent is the European 
demand, owing to the steady and continuous falling off of yield in the old 
Luropeancountries, that even my investigations have been attracting con- 
siderable attention in Euro , and inquiries have been made at the Depart- 
ment of ture at Was m with respect to the possibility of Puget 
Sound able to papply the oqmrenepts of the fiber trade, and these 
inquiries have come from land, England, and the Continent of Europe, 
a fact that speaks in no uncertain tone that now is the time for capitalists 
to come forward and start the fiber industry in this country, as we are en- 
tirely above the influence either of ‘tariff tinkering " or foreign competi- 


XX VI——303 


| 


tion, and by starting now matters will be in training to take advantage of 
the speculative activity which always succeeds a time of financtal depres: 
sion like the present 
DR. A. W. THORNTON. 
Hon. JOHN L. WILSON, 
Member of Congress, Washington, D. C. 


The amendment of Mr. WILSON of Washington was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Salaries and expenses, Bureau of Animal Industry: For carrying out thé 
provisions of the act of May 29, 1884, establishing the Bureau of Animal In- 
dustry, and of the actof August 30, 1890, providing for an inspection of meats 
and animals, also the provisions of the act of March 3, 1891, providing for 


the inspection of live cattle, hegs, and the carcasses and products thereof 
which are the subjects of interstate and foreign commerce, and for other 
purposes, the sum of $800,000; and the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby au 
thorized to use any part of this sum he may deem necessary or expedient, 


and in such manner as he may think best, to prevent the spread of pleuro- 
pneumonia, tuberculosis, and other diseases of animals, and for this purpose 
to employ as many persons as he may deem necessary, including #1,000 ad 

ditional temporary compensation to the Chief of the Bureau of Animos! In 

dustry, and to expend any part of this sum in the purchase and destruction 
of diseased or exposed animals and the quarantine of the same Wienever in 
his judgment it is essential to prevent the spread of pleuro-pneumonia, 
tuberculosis, or other diseases of animals from one State into another, and 
for printing and publishing such reports relating to animal industry as he 
may direct; and the Secretary is hereby authorized to rent asuitabie build- 
ing in the District of Columbia, at an annual rental of not exceeding #1 ,200, 
to be used as a laboratory for said Bureau of Animal Industry 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offeran amendm 
to this paragraph. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by adding after line 17, page 14, the following: 

“And for the publication of special report on Diseases of the Horse, to be 
distributed by the Senators, Members of Congress, and Department of 
Agriculture in the usual manner, $50,000.”’ 

Mr. HATCH. Mr, Chairman, I make the point of order 
against the amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. Lhope the chairman of the committee will 
not raise the point of order on this amendment. 

Ido not wish to discuss the matter, but only ask that the 
House may be permitted to vote upon the amendment. The 
need of the publication of an extra edition of this book, Dis- 
eases of the Horse, has been so often discussed on the floor of 
this House, and is so widely recognized as being desirable, that 
I need scarcely undertake to discuss the matter, and will only 
express the hope that the gentleman from Missouri will with- 
draw the point of order. 

I know, as other members of the House do of course, that we 
were promised something in the bill reported some time since 
by the Committee on Printing and passed by the House. Ialso 
know that the gentleman now occupying the chair, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Printing, has been diligent in trying 
to have that bill attended to in the Senate. But so far it has 
not been acted upon. The reports of the Department in this re- 
gard are exhausted, and the demand has been constant and in- 
creasing. It is = an expenditure of $50,000 for an exceed- 
ingly important publication, one of the most important furnished 
by the Government. 

I presume, of course, that it may be subject to the point of 
order, but in view of the importance of the work I hope the gen- 
tleman in charge of the bill will withdraw that. Certainly he 
will admit that the money can not be better expended than in 
this manner, and it seems entirely proper that such an expendi- 
ture should be placed upon the agricultural appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman admits the fact that the 
amendment is subject to the point of order, and the Chair will 
be compelled to sustain it. 

Mr. HATCH. If the Chair will permit me, the gentleman 
will see on a moment's reflection that this amendment is not ap- 
propriate to this bill. He will see that I could not permit the 
amendment to go on the bill when it is known that two editions 
of this book have been already ordered by Congress, and there 
is a bill now pending, I believe, to print 75,000 copies more. 

Mr. PICKLER. But, if the gentleman will allow me, that bill 
has not been passed. We passed it in the House, it is true, at 
the extra session, and it is known, as I have already said, that 
the chairman of the Committee on Printing has been exceed- 
ingly diligent to get it through the Senate. Other members of 
the House have also been anxious to secure its passage. But it 
looks as though we might never have it. 

The'gentleman from Missouri knows the wants of his district 
in this regard, and he will concede that this is a most valuable 
work. This isan appropriation bill; this appropriates only $50,- 
000, and it would add but little to the amount of the bill if it is 
incorporated as a part of it. 

I think, probably, as [ have ‘said, that the point of order is 
well taken, but it seems to me that there can be no more proper 
place for the proposition than on this bill. 

Mr. HATCH. lL indorse and approve of everything the gen- 
tleman has said about the value of this book, but it is no fault of 
the Committee on Agriculture that the House and the Senate 
have not passed bills reported from the proper committees. 
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Mr. PICKLER. The House has passed it. 

Mr. HATCH. Iamaware of that. The House has passed it, 
but the Senate has taken no action on it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. COFFEEN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to this paragraph. 

Mr. HATCH. Before the gentleman offers his amendment I 
hope he will permit me to make a statement. 

Mr. COFFEEN. Certainly. 

Mr. HATCH. I stated when we reached that paragraph on 
yesterday that I would give some information to the committee 
in regard to the insertion of the tuberculosis provision in the 
paragraph which has just been read. I did not deem it neces- 
sary, because the language of that section is broad enough to 
cover this disease as well as pleuro-pneumonia, it being one of 
the contagious diseases contemplated by the act. But inasmuch 
os great interest is manifested in the subject, not only in the 
House but throughout all of the cattle-raising regions of the 
country, and especially on the dairy farms, we thought it neces- 
sary to report it; and I now ask the Clerk to read a letter re- 
ceived by the Secretary of Agriculture and transmitted by him 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

: UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY, 
Washington, D. C., April 26, 1894. 

Dear Stk: The Assistant Secretary has conveyed to me your request for 
a statement in regard to tuberculosis, for your information in the prepara- 
tion of the committee report. 

Tuberculosis is now admitted by all to be the most @ ‘ous and de- 
structive disease affecting animals in this country. It has been distributed 
by the traffic in animals to all parts of the country, and is particularly fre- 
quent in the large dairies whic supply milk for city consumption. The ex- 
act proportion of milch cows affected is not known, as no systematic and 
thorough investigation has been made to determine this point. But from 
the imperfect data at hand my opinion is that the proportion is not less 
than 5 per cent, and that it may reach 15 per cent. he Bureau has been 
called upon to test anumber of herds which were supposed to be affected, 
and in these the proportion of affected animals varied from 60 to 80 per 
cent. There are, however, many herds which are not affected, and these 
would reduce the average to the res given above. 

It is important that there should be a systematic inspection made of some 
district, in order to determine the proportion of saffected. The best 
place to make such an inspection would be the District of Columbia and the 
surrounding country from which milk is supplied to the District. I should 
advise the application of the proper sanitary measures to this section to de- 
termine the practicability of eradicating the disease, or reducing it to a min- 
imum. Such a work, while it would be of great value locally, would be of 
greater value to the country at large as a scientific experiment, to deter- 
maine the facts which are necessary to be known before comprehensive 
measures can be formulated for controlling the disease. 

In addition to this local work it would be well to have some inspections 
made in various parts of the country, to determine the effect of different 
conditions, and to make demonstrations for the information and education 
of our people. 

The Poportance of dealing with tuberculosis does not depend entirely 
upon its destructiveness among animals, but, as is well known, it is also 
the most common and fatal disease of people. Tuberculosis in cattle is 
identical with tuberculosis in — and there is no doubt but that it may 
be transmitted from animals to man by means of infected milk and meat. 
Milk is far more dangerous than meat, however, because it is so frequently 
used without being cooked. The danger of milk to the consumers, and par- 
ticularly to children, is illustrated by the fact that a sample taken at ran- 
dom from what was supposed to be excellent milk, delivered in this city, 
produced tuberculosis in Guinea pigs in a most virulent form and in the 
shortest possible time. The question is therefore not only one which 
affects the property of farmers, but also the health of the consumers of milk. 

Tabercuiosis is a strictly contagious disease. Itis caused by a parasite 
which does not live outside of the animal body in this part of the world, and 
consequently the disease can only arise by con on. Any measures taken 
to lessen the number of animals affected, lessens in a corresponding degree 
the opportunities for contagion, and by systematically destroying affected 
stock the disease may be almost entirely eradicated from our milk and meat- 
producing animals. 

Referring to your inquiry made sometime ago as to the expenditures of 
the Burean, I would say that at present these amonnt to about $41,000 per 
month. The meat inspection costs, in round numbers, $28,000 per month. 
The inspection of live animals for the export and interstate trade costs about 
87,500 per month. The scientific investigations and the salaries of the cleri- 
cal force make up the remainder of the $41,000. There are many abattoirs 
and packing houses engaged in the iaterstate and foreign trade where an 
inspection has not yet been inaugurated. Theinspection is being extended, 
however, and should include at least 50 per cent more establishments within 
the next year than it does at present. his, of course, willcorrespondingly 
inerease the expenditures 

Very respectfully, 
D. E. SALMON, Chief of Bureau, 

Hon. W. H. HatoH, 


Chairman Commitice on Agriculiure, House of Representatives. 


Mr. HATCH. [also ask the Clerk to read, in this connection, 
the two paragraphs which I have marked, in the Washington 
Post of May 14. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ata meeting of the National Medical Society two weeks ago a committee 
ae of Drs. Charles H. Stowell, J. H. Bryan, and E. A. Balloch was 

to ——— on what measures, if any, could be taken by thesociety 

for the prevention and restriction of tuberculosis. An interesting and in- 

structive report was poumeees and submitted, and at the meeting of the so- 

ciety on Wednesday it will be discussed Surg. Gen. Sternberg, Dr. J. 8S. 
Bul and Dr. r, of Johns Hopkins University. 

WP * * 2 te = 
From a letter received from Prof. A. &. de Schweinita, of the biochemic 
jaboratory of the Agricultural Department, we learn that two herds have 
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been examined in the District of Columbia, and were found to be badly dis- 
eased. He says it is probable that the cattle all over the country are, 
to a greater or less extent, affected with tuberculosis. Prof.de Schweinitz 
makes the startling statement that “in nearly all cases where the disease 
—— discovered, from 50 to 70 per cent of the whole herd has been found 
nfected.” 


The report deals in detail with the manner in which the disease is com- 
municated, and says: ‘It is doubtful if tuberculosis is truly hereditary, at 
least to any great extent.” 


Mr. COFFEEN. 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

~ in line 3, page 14, after the word ‘‘tuberculosis,” the words ‘‘ sheep 
scab.” 

Mr. HATCH. I raise the point of order on that. 

Mr. COFFEEN. On the pointof order I desire to say a word, 
or if the gentleman will reserve the pointof order, I will address 
myself to the merits of the amendment. 

Mr. HATCH. I have no objection to the gentleman occupy- 
ing his time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will treat the point of orderas 
reserved, and will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. COFFEEN. I desire to say that the addition of this word 
or phrase—sheep scab—among diseases specified for treatment, 
thus caliing attention to contagious diseases in sheep, is very 
important to the sheep-raising interests of this country. It is 
not only in order, but it is included within the bounds of the 
law as it now exists, as we are informed by the Secretary of 
Agriculture. We do not add, in connection with the insertion 
of this provision, that the appropriation shall be increased, 
well knowing that we could not get that done, but we put this 
disease among sheep forward and ask that the argument that 
the chairman of the committee has made in behalf of the treat- 
ment of tuberculosis, a disease among cattle, may be also applied 
in behalf of the shesp industry. We believe that the Agricul- 
tural ry oe has proved exceedingly beneficial to this coun- 
try in what it has alveady done for the eradication of contagious 
diseases among animals. But it seems that so far almost the 
entire gr eras for this work has been applied in behalf of 
the cattle industry to the neglectof the sheep industry—though 
the law as it exists in general terms allows that diseases 
among sheep may be treated as well. Yes,in the great and yet 
good work of eradicating pleuro-pneumonia it seems that so far 
almost all the money has been expended upon this disease, and 
the cattle interests have had all the benefits. .The sheep in- 
dustry of the entire mountain region, existing right alongside 
of cattle ranges, has been entirely left out and discarded. 

I trust that when this is fully comprehended by the chairman 
of the committee, he will without opposition allow us to have a 
good, fair portion of this appropriation, since the committee 
does not make anything so mandatory as to bind the action of 
the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Letme call your attention to one other thing. Thisis a dis- 
ease that is costing the West so many millions of dollars that it 
is exceedingly burdensome to the people, and unless soon eradi- 
cated it will sweep on eastward over all of the United States. 
You have also already in this Congress decided that the wool- 
growers shall have no benefit from a revenue tariff on wool with 
an incidental protection, as I advocated on this floor during the 
tariff debate. You have done everything to leave them en- 
tirely dependent on the prices, whatever they may prove to be, 
of an absolutely free and open market. All theefforts of the Ag- 
ricultural Department are being devoted now to the eradication 
of other diseases, while it has been leaving the sheep industry 
uncared for. Yet this disease of sheep is one of the most easily 
eradicated that can be found among any class of stock diseases. 

In Australia the government has already taken action in this 
matter, and has already eradicated this disease, and has thus 

roved that it isa prac subject for governmental legislation, 

or governmental work. They have accomplished the eradica- 
tion of scabin thatcountry. Iam informed by thesheep men of 
the West that the disease can be eradicated here even more 
easily, and that it will not cost anything like the sum that has 
been expended alreadyin the successful eradication of that con- 
tagious disease known as pleuro-pneumonia among cattle. 

One word further, if my time permits, and that is that the 
disease of pleuro-pneumoniaamong cattle has, asI am imformed, 
already been so thoroughly eradicated that when we come to 
make such a large a tion as this, it is entirely fit and 
P r that the money of th riation should be expended 

n line of new diseases that ought to be eradicated, but little 
more os on 

Mr. MARSH. Mr. 
ment offered by the gentleman from Wyoming 

Mr. HATCH. There isa point of pending. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The pointof order is ing. TheChair 
will suggest to the =, from [Mr. Marsu] that 
the debate ought to be addressed to the point of order first. 


I offer the amendment which I send to the 


rman, I am in favor of the amend- 
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Mr. MARSH. Does the gentleman from Missouri want to | 


to take me off the floor? 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman has the floor, but he should 
address himself to the point of order. 

Mr.MARSH. Iaskthe gentlemenfrom Missouri{| Mr. Hatcs] 
why he did not make that point of order when the gentleman 
from Wyoming was speaking to the merits of this question. 

Mr. COFFEEN. Hedid that. 

Mr. HATCH. The gentloman from Missouri did what he 
would do for the gentleman from Illinois, or any other gentle- 
man who offered an amendment. He reserved the point of or- 
der to allow the gentleman to explain his own amendment, but 
not for general debate. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
mittee 

The CHAIRMAN. 
has the floor. 

Mr. MARSH. 
my neighbor when he is at home, will hold his point of order 
for five minutes, and be neighborly. His actions speak louder 
than his words; and so, Mr. Chairman, I will proceed, and I hope 
that the time thus occupied will not be taken out of my five 
minutes. 

Now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I am in 


I desire to ask the chairman of the com- 





The gentleman from Illinois[Mr. MARSH] 


favor of this amendment of the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. | 


COFFEEN], because it is an amendment in the interest of the 

reat sheep industry of this country, and I join with him in say- 
ing that you, by your attempted legislation in this Congress, 
have been doing all you can to strike down that industry. The 
gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. COrFEEN] calls the attention of 
this House to the fact you will have a little protective duty on 
horses and cattle, but you have taken all of it off from the sheep 
industry. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the attention of this com- 
mittee to that, and toremind the gentleman from Wyoming that 
he voted for that very provision of law that deprived ths sheep 
industry of the protection that he now complains of. He stood 
up here, and by his voice and by his vote contributed to the 
establishment of a disease vastly more injurious to the sheep 
industry than ‘‘seab.” [Laughter.] He has by his vote applied 
a ‘‘scab” to that industry infinitely more injurious than the dis- 
ease he now asks this Government to appropriate money to avert. 
[Laughter.] 

But, Mr. Chairman, I hail with pleasure the gentleman’s re- 
turning reason, and rejoice to see him take his position here on the 


floor and advocate that some little thing shall be done by this Gov- | 


ernment for that great interest that the agriculturists have so 
much money invested in, and that is the sheep industry; and I 
will vote with him and do what I can to assist him in carry- 
ing this amendment and in having it incorporated upon this 
bill, because it will in some slight measure tend to rectify and 
remedy the destruction that he and his colleagues, by their ac- 
tion in this Congress, are bringing upon thatindustry. [Laugh- 
ter and applause. | 

Mr. COFFEEN. I desire to be heard upon the point of order. 

Mr. HATCH. I want to insist upon a decision on the point of 
order; and I will state tothe gentleman from Wyoming that—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would be glad to hear from the 
gentleman why this amendment is not in order. 

Mr. HATCH. Because it changes existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is it not covered by the language of the 
law which provides ‘‘ to prevent the spread of pleuro-pneumonia, 
tuberculosis, or other diseases?” 

Mr. HATCH. Not to the extent suggested by this amend- 
ment, because if it is inserted in that place it will require the 
Secretary of Agriculture to go out throughout the country to 
exterminate a disease that is not a constitutional disease at all, 
and is not embraced in that class of diseases, such as tuber- 
culosis and pleuro-pneumonia. 

The gentleman from Wyoming himself knows of every single 
bulletin ever issued from the Agricultural Department in rela- 
tion to the sheep industry, and hundreds of books have been 
aren oa on the subject; and there is nota farmer in the United 

tates to-day who can not control that disease in his fiock if he 
wants to, and to put it by name in this bill, and in that connec- 
tion, you will have to double the appropriation. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will protest, if my friend will al- 
low me, that I can not stand still and concede that scab and foot 
rot shall not be ay 7 on the same footing with tuberculosisand 
pleuro-pneumonia. I think they stand on the same footing. 

Mr. COFFEEN. Mr. Chairman, on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Vonien on the point of order. 

-COFFEEN. I desire to submit to the consideration of the 
Chairman one or two simple oe First, by the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Missouri, the chairman of the com- 


I hope the gentleman from Missouri, who is | 
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mittee, I desire to say that my amendment is in harmony with 
existing law. And he hassaid thatthe Departmenthad already 
in every bulletin given information concerning it, and he ac- 
knowledges that it is included among the other diseases of ani- 
mals referred toin this bill. This, then, admittedly is a disease 
that is included in a sense among the other diseases of animals; 
and this is the only way to have it attended to. The purpose of 
my amendment is not to change the existing law. It does not 
change the existing law. é; 

It does not increase the appropriation, but simply calls the at- 
tention of the Secretary of Agriculture and the entire country 
| to the fact that there is a contagious disease affecting 

branch, and one of the largest branches of the live-stock indus- 
| tries of this country, that has been so far neglected and passed 
| over; and by introducing the words of the amendment vc 
by me it will be explicitly understood that among the other dis- 
| eases a reasonable portion, not the entire appropriation, but a 
portion of the appropriation shall be devoted, such as the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture in his discretion may himself decide is 
reasonable to the eradication of this disease among sheep. I! 
think when you take this into consideration with the fact that 
you have already decided that it is in order to include tuber- 
culosis, a new disease to be treated, and include that in tho ap- 
propriation bill, the naming of another one of those diseases of 
live stock as my amendment does can not, therefore, bo out of 
| order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming moves to 
add the words ‘sheep scab” after the word ‘‘tuberculosis.” The 
gentleman from Missouri makes the point of order that it 
changes existing law. By reading the paragraph under con- 
sideration it will be seen that the Seeretary of Agriculture is 
authorized to use any part of the sum appropriated and de- 
scribed in the bill that he may deem necessary or expedient, and 
in such manner as he thinks best “to prevent the spread of 
pleuro-pneumonia, tuberculosis, and other diseases of animals.” 
The proposed amendment adds the words ‘‘sheep scab” after 
word ‘‘tuberculosis.” The Chair does not see that that changes 
| the law, as the words ‘‘ other diseases’ may properly be held to 
include ‘‘sheep scab;” and therefore overrules the point of or 
der. The question will be on the amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. The Chair overruling the point of order, I 
merely want to say that[ hope thisamendment willcarry. The 
great sheep industry of the country certainly should have some 
attention, for scab and foot rot are doing more damage to-day 
than tuberculosis. [therefore hope the amendment will carry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Wyoming. 
| The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HATCH. Division. 

The Committee divided, and there were—ayes 69, noes 49. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That whenever the Secretary of Agriculture shall certify to the Secretary 
of the Treasury what countries or parts of countries are freefrom contagious 
orinfectious diseases of domestic animals, and that neat cattle and hides can 
be imported from such countries without danger to the domestic animals 
of the United States, the Secretary of the Treasury shall suspend the pro- 
a of the importation of neat cattle and hides in the manner provided 

y law. 


Mr. HAINERof Nebraska. 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

That the President of the United States be requested to cause correspond- 
ence and negotiation to be had, through the Department of State or other- 
wise, with the authorities of the Kingdom of Great Britain, for the purpose 
of securing the abrogation or modification of the regulations now enforced 
by said authorities which require cattle imported into Great Britain from 
the United States of America to be slaughtered at the port of entry, and pro- 
hibiting the same from being carried alive to other places in said Kingdom. 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, this is a very im- 
portant amendment and ought to be adopted. I have incorpo- 
rated it in House resolution No. 9, which has been favorably re- 
ported by the Committee on Agriculture. I understand that 
action similar to this has been taken in the other branch of Con- 
gress. Under the regulations which now obtain in Great Brit- 
ain cattle from this country are required to beslaughtered within 
ten days after arrival, and at the portof entry. This require- 
ment obtains regardless of the condition in which the cattle are, 
and of course regardless of the condition of the market. No 
such restriction exists with reference to cattle from Canada or 
other countries; and it is a fact that Canadian bullocks bring 
from ten to twenty-five dollars more per head than American 
bullocks in the Liverpool market, simply because of the fact 
that the Canadian animal is not required to be slaughtered at 
the portof entry and within ten days ofarrival. It will be read- 
ily understood that our cattle when they reach the port are not 
in a fitcondition to be slaughtered, and that they need some rest 
and recuperation before slaughter. This can be doue advan- 


| 
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| 
| 
| 
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Mr. Chairman, I offer the amend- 
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tageously only in the interior. It is also a fact that in the in- 
terior portions of the country the markets maybe and at times 
are better than at the port of entry. Itis for the purpose of 
correcting this discrimination against our cattle, which has its 
ostensible reason in the fact that we once had pleuro-pneumonia 
among the cattle of this country, that I offer this amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This regulation, then, as it stands, is a dis- 
criminating regulation against the United States? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. It is. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And it is based upon the fact that formerly 
pena existed among American cattle? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. That is true. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the restriction is still continued by that 
free-trade country, Great Britain, under the guise of protecting 
against a disease which no longer exists? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. It is. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to ask the gentleman if 
that restriction or requirement does not apply also to the Cana- 


dian cattle? Twoor three years ago there was an outbreak of | 


pleuro-pneumonia among the Canadian cattle, and since that 
time I think they also have been subject to this restriction. All 
that is necessary in order to obtain admission for our cattle to 
Great Britain is to show a free bill of health, and it is extraor- 
dinary to me that the Secretary of Agriculture, or the predeces- 
sor of the present Secretary, did not declare long ago that this 
country was er free from pleuro-pneumonia. The same 
waren of which the gentleman speaks apply to Canadian 
cattle. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. .The gentleman is mistaken as to 
the facts. The matter has been thoroughly investigated by the 
Committee on Agriculture, as is shown by its report. There is 
a discrimination against us which does not obtain against Can- 
ada, and it does not depend upon pleuro-pneumonia at all. 

Mr. HARRIS. Have the Canadian cattle been released from 
the restriction? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Such is my understanding of the 
fact, as ascertained by the committee. 

Mr. HARRIS. It has been done very recently, then. 

Mr. HAINERof Nebraska. I will hand the gentleman acopy 
of the report, which I presume sets forth the facts. This amend- 
ment meets with the hearty and unqualified approval of our 
cattle feeders who feed for export. 

I have in my possession a letter from one of my constituents, 
who is a large exporter of cattle, an excellent business man, and 
who explains the injustice of the British discriminating regu- 
lation from which he, in common with other exporters, has suf- 
fered. Every regulation which affects the market for our cattle 
as this manifestly does, withholds from our own people a consid- 
erable portion of the actual value of their cattle. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Purchase and distribution of valuable seeds, and for the printing, publica- 
tien, and distribution of farmers’ bulletins: For the purchase, eeeeeanem 
and distribution, as required by law, of seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, 
cuttings, and plants, and expense of labor, transportation, paper, twine, 

um, rene postal cards, and all necessary material and re for put- 

ing up and distributing the same, and to be distributedin localities adapted 
to thetr culture, $130,000; Provided, That this purchase and distribution of 
seeds shall be confined to such seeds as are rare and uncommon to the coun- 


try, or such as can be made more profitable by frequent changes from one 
part of our country to another. 


Mr. RAY. Mr.Chairman,I make the point of order upon the 
proviso beginning on line 20 and —s on line 23, that it is 
new legislation, an absolute change of existing law; but if it can 
be amended, Lam perfectly ee ee it shall stand. It pro- 
vides that the purchase and distribution of seeds shall be con- 
fined ‘‘ to such seeds as are rare and uncommon to the ee 
Now, what does that language mean? If you look at the dic- 
tionary definition, you will find that uncommon means ‘not 
common, not usual, infrequent, rare, and hence remarkable and 
strange.” Now,I do not think we want to put ourselves in the 
position of providing only for the purchase and distribution of 
such seeds as are remarkable and strange; yet that is what we 
shall come to if we adhere to the language of this proviso. I 
send to the Clerk’sdesk to have read at this time an amendment, 
which I trust the qgehene in charge of the bill will agree to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can not make the point of 
order and offer an amendment at the same time. 

Mr. RAY. Isend up the amendment now simply for the pur- 
pose of having it read for information, to see if we can notagree 
upon a modification of this language. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read for informa- 
tion. 

The proposed amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 15, amend lines 2) to 23, so that the proviso shall read as follows: 

“Pro , Thatthis purchase and distribution of seeds shall be confined to 

such seeds as are of the best and most improv es, and ha in 


view the introductionof new and rare eties suitable for those 
f the United States where distribution as 


i is to a 
tend to increase and make more proitaole the cfope produced teretfom.” 
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Mr. HATCH. That is not in order at this time, Mr. Chair- 


man. 
~ The CHAIRMAN. Itis not. It is merely read for informa- 
ion. 

Mr. HATCH. I want to reply to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Ray] onthe point of order. If he will turn to section 
527 of the Revised Statutes of the United States he will find that 
by an act of July 23, 1866, it was provided that— 

The purchase and distribution of seeds by the Department of Agriculture 
shall be confined to such seeds as are rare and uncommon to the country, or 


such as can be made profitable by frequent changes from one part of our 
country to another. 


So that in this bill we have copied the exact language of the 
statute, and there can be nochange of existing law. ‘The pro- 
vision of the bill is the law, and has been since 1866. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman, of course, is right as to the 
language of the Revised Statutes; but that has not been the lan- 
guage used in the appropriation bills for several years past. 

Mr.HATCH. That istrue; but the change of language inthe 
appropriation bills did not change the law. 

r. PICKLER. A good deal might depend upon how the 
Secretary would construe the language. : 

Mr. HATCH. The language used in the appropriation bill 
has been used simply as synonymous with the language I have 
read from the statutes. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does not the gentleman think that the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture, if he were so inclined, could construe the 
——_ of the bill as giving him authority to distribute none 

ut uncommon and rare seeds? 

Mr. HATCH. Ido not think there is any trouble about that 
in the world. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that under all the 
rules of construction a change in the terms of the laws passed 
from year to year, during several years last past, must be deemed 
to have repealed the section of the Revised Statutes to which 
the gentleman from Missouri has called attention. It is wel] 
understood by every lawyer that where a new act is passed by a' 
subsequent Congress which covers the subject and takes the 

lace of the former legislation, it does repeal the previous 
aw. Now, here, year after year for six or eight or ten years— 
at least six or seven years—there has been inserted in the ap- 
propriation bill a clause providing for the purchase and distripu- 
tion of theseseeds. Now, it must be true as amatter of law that 
those provisions have taken the place of and have repealed the 
section of the Revised Statutes to which attention has beet 
called. There can be no doubt about that as a question of law; 
the new laws cover the whole subject and were intended as a 
substitute for the Revised Statutes. And it is going far out 
of the way, it seems to me, to try to bolster up this new pro- 
vision in this bill by appealing toa provision of the Revised 
Statutes which I think has been repeats d. 

If we examine the last appropriation bill we find no such pro- 
vision as this. And it seems to me the chairman of this com- 
mittee can not intend to limit the purchase and distribution of 
seeds to such as are uncommon and rare—‘‘uncommon to the 
country.” I do not care who framed that section of the Revised 
Statutes, the framer did not look carefully at the meaning of: 
the words used; because if you give to the word ‘‘ uncommon” 
its ordinary meaning the Secretary of Agriculture in the pur- 
chase and distribution of seeds would be limited to those which 
are remarkable. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to call the attention of the gen- 
tleman to the qualifying clause of the proviso, Wiich says, ‘‘or 
such as can be made more profitable by frequent changes from 
one part of our country to another.” 

Mr. RAY. I have read that disjunctive clause and have con- 
sidered its meaning. When we consider the whole paragraph 
together it leaves the Secretary of Agriculture at perfect lib- 
erty to say that there are no rare or remarkable seeds that he 
can purchase that would be of any use, and therefore he will 
purchase none under this clause. Then, coming to the next 
clause, ‘‘or such as can be made more profitable by —— 
changes from one partof our country to another,” he would say, 
‘*That is entirely impracticable; there are no such seeds.” And 
so he would refuse to purchase and distribute any seeds under that 
disjunctive clause. If we shall enact into law the language con- 
tained in the bill the result will be that the Secretary of Agri- 
culture is at liberty to refuse to purchase and distribute any 
seeds whatever. 

What does the bill mean when it says, ‘‘such as can be made 
more profitable by frequent changes from one part of our coun- 
try to another?” Does it mean changes from the East to the 

est, or from the North tothe South? Everybody knows, Mr. 
Chairman, thatit would be absolute nonsense to send cotton seed 
and tobacco seed from the Southern States into the Northern 
States; or to send most of theseeds which are useful and profita- 
ble in the Northern States into the Southern States. Imight say 
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the same as to the transfer of seeds used in the East to the West, 
or vice versa. When we look at thecharacter and quality of the 
products of these various sections of our country, we see how 
nonsensical, how inapplicable to the wants and needsof our coun- 
try is the proviso now embraced in the bill. 

I trust that the chairman of the committee will examine the 
proposed amendment which I have sent to the desk; for I think 
he must recognize that it covers everything that he desires to 
cover in this matter. Iask that the amendment I sent to the 
desk be again read for information. 

The Clerk again read the proposed amendment of Mr. Ray. 

Mr. RAY. Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me there can be 
no objection to that. It provides for the purchase and distribu- 
tion of the best kinds and qualities of seeds, those that are most 
rare and of the best or most improved qualities. Itseems to me 
this proposition will provide for just the kind and character of 
seeds that we desire. If, however, the chairman of the commit- 
tee will not consent to that as a substitute for the language of 
the bill, then I insist on my point of order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the point 
of order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If I may be allowed one 
moment, I wish to call attention to one point in this connection, 
that it may go on record. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] makes a point of 
order on the ground that the wording of the bill now before the 
House is not in accordance with the existing law. The chair- 
man of the committee [Mr. HATCH] reads a provision of the Re- 
vised Statutes toshow that itis. In replication to that the gen- 
tleman from New York says that appropriation bills of several 
years past, including the appropriation bill of last year, changed 
the law as set forth in the Revised Statutes. In thatthe gen- 
tleman is mistaken. Let me read the words of the appropria- 
tion act of last year, under -the heading, ‘‘ Purchase and dis- 
tribution of valuable seed, division of seeds.” The Chair will 
mark this language: 

Purchase, propagation, and distribution, as required by law, of valuable 
seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants, and expense of labor, 
transportation, etc. 

So that the appropriation bill, instead of changing the statute, 
simply emphasizes the statute as existing law by saying that 
these seeds shall be purchased and distributed as required by 


law. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I would ask the gentleman from Missouri 
if he would not agree to striking out the words ‘‘rare and un- 
common” and substituting the words ‘‘ valuable and adaptable”? 

Mr. HATCH. Icould not consent to that, because it would 
be a change of existing law, and you have insisted all the way 
through that the law should be carried out as it is on the statute 
books. We supposed here that it would be only necessary to 
refer to it in the language heretofore used. We do not change 
the existing law, but simply call attention to it so as to insure 
its enforcement. 

Mr. RAY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HATCH. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY. Now, this proviso that we find in the bill has not 
been inserted in previous agricultural bills for some years past. 

Mr. HATCH. Not in words, but it has been inserted by im- 
plication. 

Mr. RAY. Very good. Assume that it was by implication; 
then, if it has not been repealed or affected by legislation here- 
tofore—that is to say, if it is to-day the statutory law of the 
United States—then I ask the chairman of this committee why 
he now, in this appropriation bill, finds it necessary or proper 
to incorporate under the head of a proviso a section of the Re- 
vised Statutes? Its insertion here is, I claim, an admission b 
the Committee on Agriculture and by the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture that that section of the Revised Statutes has been repealed; 
and upon that matter, as a question of law, I will base my reputa- 
tion as a lawyer when I assert that it has been repealed by sub- 
sequent enactments. 

Mr. HATCH. Itis only necessary to say, in response to the 
gentleman from New York, that the Committee on Agriculture 
never have made such an admission as the gentleman proposes, 
and the purpose of using the exact language of the statute in 
this proviso is to call the attention of the House and the coun- 
try to the fact that under the law only such seeds as are rare and 
uncommon, in the language of the section, should be purchased 
and distributed by the Secretary. The fact is that that law has 
been relaxed or ceca’ in the past, and common seeds, such as 
turnip seeds, fur instance, that can be bought by the ton, have 
been put up in packages and shipped through the mails over 
the ries rare and valuable seeds. 

Mr. PICKLER, Now, right at that point I wish to ask the 
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gentleman a question. As I understand the gentleman, ho says 
the object of changing the language of this provision as used in 
prior appropriation bills, has been to call attention to what he 
says have been violations of the law, and that changing the lan- 
guage of the appropriation bills and going back to the language 
of the statute is to instruct the Secretary of Agriculture that he 
shall restrict the seed distribution and send out in the future 
only rare and uncommon seeds? 

It is then an instruction to the Secretary to change the distri- 
bution or the manner of distribution, and confine himself in the 
language of the statute to rare and uncommon seeds. 

Mr. HATCH. I may state for the information of the gentle- 
man that the present Secretary of Agriculture will not require 
any instruction from Congress to obey the law. 

Mr. PICKLER. But the gentleman—— 

Mr. HATCH. Now, the gentleman has asked me a question 
and will not allow me to finish the answer. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman, I think, has not understood 
my question. Certainly he has not answered it. 

Mr. HATCH. Youdonotgiveme an opportunity toanswerit. 

Mr. MICKLER. Very well, then; I beg the gentleman's par- 
don. I shall be glad to have an answer. 

Mr. HATCH. As to the distribution of seed, the purpose the 
committee had in view was simply to bring prominently to the 
Committee of the Whole and to Congress, as well as to tlhe peo- 
ple of the country generally, the fact, through this appropria- 
tion bill, that the distribution of seeds shall be hereafter a 
quired by law. For that reason we have inserted the exact lan- 
guage of the statute. The gentleman must know that there has 
been in the past a purchase and distribution of seeds that were 
not such seeds as were worth sending to his constituents. 

Mr. PICKLER. But if the gentleman will allow me, where 
this paragraph has been inserted in previous appropriation bills 
it merely refers to the usual seed distribution, and does not re- 
strict the Secretary in the manner proposed here. In other 
words, there has not been this restriction imposed in the dis- 
tribution of seeds. 

But the question is what is the intent of the presentappropria- 
tion bill in that regard? Now, if it is the purpose of the com- 
mittee to restrict the Secretary of Agriculture to the distribution 
only of rare and uncommon seeds by requiring him to obey the 
exact language of the Revised Statutes I should be very slow to 
wanttosee itprevail. I thinkseed distribution has been success- 
ful heretofore, and believe that it has done a great deal of good 
throughout the country and ought to be continued. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. This is simply towarn them 
that there must be no further violation of existing law. 

Mr. PICKLER. It does not violate the law. 

Mr. RAY. I trust the chairman of the Committee on Agri- 
culture will not so reflect upon the Secretary of Agriculture as 
to deem it necessary to put into one of our appropriation bills 
the section of the Revised Statutes applicable to and defining 
his duties in the purchase and distribution of seeds. It is acon- 
fession on his part that he believes the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture to be so ignorant or careless that he needs to have the Re- 
vised Statutes spread before him in every appropriation bill 
which he is to carry into effect. I hope he will not do that, but 
that he will agree to strike out the proviso if he will not accept 
the amendment. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HATCH. Itis only necessary to say, if the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania will allow me for a moment, in response to 
the gentleman from New York that this section of the bill was 
submitted to the Secretary of Agriculture before it was acted 
upon py the committee and received his hearty and cordial ap- 

roval. 

, Mr. RAY. If this is a part of the law of the land, if it is now 
in force and in the Revised Statutes, unrepealed heretofore, what 
kind of a Secretary of Agriculture have you who proposes de- 
liberately to put into an appropriation bill a section of the un- 
repealed statutes? It seems to me that it is a confession on the 
part of the Secretary of Agriculture himself that this section 
of the Revised Statutes has been repealed, and that it is an ap- 
peal to this House to re*nact it in order to give it force or ef- 
fect. Otherwise it has no place here. 

Mr. COOMBS. I should like to ask the gentleman——- 

Mr. RAY. I should like toask the gentleman one other ques- 
tion, if | may be permitt-d; and I do not intend, Mr. Chairman, 
to unnecessarily consume time. It is only for the purpose of 
having the bill put in the shape that some of us here think it 
should be putin. I will ask the chairman of the committee if he 
does not know it to be a fact that the present Secretary of Ag- 
riculture is opposed to the purchase and distribution of secds to 
the farmers of the country?’ 

Mr. PICKLER. And has so said in his annual report? 

Mr. RAY. Is not that true? 
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Mr. HATCH. I have already stated, Mr. Chairman, that 
when this provision was submitted to the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture, and his attention was called to the law, he cordially and 
heartily approved it. 

Mr. RAY. He cordially and heartily approved it! 

Mr. HATCH. I om satisfied that the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture has been and is now opposed tothe distribution of any other 
than rare and valuable seeds throughout the country. 

Mr. RAY. Then why, if the gentleman will permit me, do 
you not provide in this bill that the purchase and distribution 
of seeds shall be confined to those which are rare and valuable, 
such as new varieties. That is what I propose by the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk; but you insist on retaining this 
provision which provides only for rare and uncommon seeds— 
that is, remarkable seeds. They must not only be rare, but they 
must be uncommon, 

Now, what does uncommon mean? I have already stated, and 
this may absolutely do away with the purchase and distribution 
of seeds. 

I asked the gentleman a question which he has not answered. 
It was whether or not the present Secretary is opposed to the 
purchase and distribution of seeds at all? Thetruth is that the 
present Secretary of Agriculture, in his annual report, or in 
some report which he has made, has stated in substance and ef- 
fect, and in most emphatic language, that he is opposed to this 
purchase and distribution of seeds. And the gentleman [Mr. 

ViLLIAMS of Mississippi] who is seated on this side of the re- 
spected chairman of this committee saw fit yesterday to make 
an attack upon this idea of the purchase and distribution of seeds. 
He referred to uncommon seeds. He referred to gentlemen on 
this side of the House who represent agricultural districts as 
yumpkin-headed or pumpkin-seed politicians, or something of 

hat kind. I do not know that he used those words, but he said 
something of that kind. 

At any rate he called these seeds electioneering documents. 
I desire right here, ifI may be permitted to say it, that the 
farmers all over this country of ours believe in this purchase 
and distribution of seeds. It is about all the recognition they 
do get from the Congress of the United States, and I trust that 
the members of this House will see to it that the farmers are 
not deprived of the seeds which they have been receiving here- 
tofore. 

Mr. PICKLER. By a hostile Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. RAY. Every man who is at all acquainted with the 
farming interests of this country of ours, knows that an inter- 
change of seeds from time to time, and from one locality to 
another, is absolutely essential, Every one knows that the crops 
of the country will.run out unless the farmers are from time to 
time supplied with new seeds. What is trueof the animal king- 
dom is true of the vegetable kingdom. A continual in-running 
and in-breeding of the same seed, in the same locality and upon 
the same soil from year to year, will diminish and in time run 
out the crop. The bringing in of new seed is absolutely essen- 
tial. 

Now, I could speak a ldug time on this subject. I feel deeply, 
because, to some extent, I ama practical farmer myself and have 
great interest in this subject, and i represent in partan agricul- 
tural community. I again —- to the chairman of this com- 
mittee, who poses here as a farmer and as the farmer’s friend, 
to consent to the striking out of this proviso, and tothe inser- 
tion of the amendment which I have sent to the Clerk’s desk. If 
that amendment is not just as he would like to have it, then let 
us make some changes in it, but do not let us make it ible 
for the Secretary of Agriculture to cease to purchase and distri- 
bute seeds. Do not let us make it possible for him, at his will 
and under his construction, to deprive the farmers of this coun- 
try of this one recognition that they are receiving at the hands 
of the United States Government. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule upon the point 
of order unless some gentleman desires to speak upon it. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Idonot know thatthe question of order has been 
very closely adhered to in the remarks which have been made, and 
I may wander a little if I geton ~~ feet; but there are so many 
of us sitting around the distinguished chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture that I should like to know to whom the gen- 
tleman from New York alludes, andon what page of the RECORD 
will be found the remarks, when he says that some gentlemar 
sitting near the chairman of the committee made a remark 
about pumpkin seeds. 

Mr. RAY. I referred not to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania. You would not say anything of that kind. You would 
not have dared doit. It came from the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi. Just what his remark was I do not remember. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi (to Mr. Srpuey). Yield to 
me. 
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Mr. SIBLEY. I yield to the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Ever since I have ol a 
member of the House of Representatives—— 

Mr. RAY. I took it at the time as aa imputation. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi (continuing). Having found 
the gentleman from New York here when I came here, I have 
been astonished at his peculiarity about getting things wrong. 
[Laughter.| My attention has frequently been called to the 
difficulty on his.part of comprehending the simplest thing. 
Now, Lat no time said anything about ‘* pumpkin-headed poli- 
ticians.” 

I have not at any time designated gentlemen on the other side 
of this Chamber as being anything at all. Having indulged in 
no designation, the gentleman was either lacking in comprehen- 
sion or lacking in physical ability to hear; and yet he is not al- 
ways as entirely and fully and completely inaccurate as he has 
been in that little matter. What I said is in the REcorp, and 
a is nothing discourteous, impolite, or even sarcastic in what 

said. 

Mr. RAY. Does the gentleman say that he did not refer to 
pumpkin seed? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. You said that I called gen- 
tlemen on that side ‘‘ pumpkin-seed politicians.” 

Mr. RAY. Oh, no. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is what you said. 

Mr. RAY. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I did not mean to 
say that. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
meant it or not. 

Mr. RAY. . Now the gentleman misunderstood me. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Chairman——- 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman wants to be heard upon 
the point of order the Chair will hear him; but the Chair is 
ready to rule. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like to have a communication read. 

The CHAIRMAN. On the point of order? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read, as the gentleman 
says itis on the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


You said it, whether you 


Brirron, 8S. DAK., January 31, 1894. 

DEAR Str: My wife has been pestering me for some time to write to some 
member of Congress for a batch of seeds; I mean such seeds as are sent out 
from the Agricultural Department. Now that the Democrats are in power 
I presume you have noth to do but to a make a quorum and send out 
seeds to your hay-seed constituents. Now I am one of your hay-seed con- 
stituents, or rather my wife is, as she is going to farm extensively the com- 
ing season, and we deem it but fair that we have our share, or rather my 
wife’s share, of garden seeds. Now, we want good, honest, Democratic gar- 
den seeds, none of your back numbers, something good enough for old An- 
drew Jackson or Samuel J. Tilden or any other Democratic saint. I would 
like some sevénty-day corn, and if the new Administration have any new 
silver seed that will producestandard silver dollars, or even Mexican dollars, 
in about sixty days, I would like some of that. 

Our land is well adapted to the —~ of silver. We would like some- 
thing that would yield a thousand bushels to the acre, and sell for a dollar 
a bushel. We have not farmed much, but are looking for ree ote or 
profitable. Some of our friends say German carp is a good —— e will 
jee in a few acres of carp for a starter if we can get the seed. ome of our 

ind friends recommend ostriches, but they ro so fewin ahill that we 
will not venture to try them. There is a small lake near our farm, and my 
wife is anxious to raise some gondolas. They are an Italian bird, I be- 
lieve. The climate here is severe, but she thinks she could raise them by 
keeping them near a hard-coal burner in the winter season. If Mr. Morton 
could be prevailed upon to send us a pair of young ones we would esteem it 
agreat favor. Wecould use some canvas-back duck seed to good advantage. 

ixed farming is talked of a good deal, and some say our farm is just 
the thing for wool. Ido not want Poland China or Shorthorn wool seed. 
I would prefer Shanghai or [rish setter that would shear about 12 pounds 
tothe vine. We want to try some hard-coal seed this year, as we have paid 
$10 a ton for coal about as long as we care to. One of m yours sons has a 
desire to raise a ped of elephants to break our land with. Do you think 
Mr. Morton would be willing to send us a couple of elephant eggs to try the 
experiment. Some of our advanced thinkers advise me to raise a crop of 
plug tobacco. Inselec seed I wish you would send ‘‘ Spearhead,”’ ‘‘Cli- 
max,” or “Star.’’ The climate is too dryfor finecut. If the Department 
has anything new in jack rabbits, I would like a few vines that would bear 
“Sasahined yout tf Lam, very truly, your 

anking you for past favors, , ve ruly, yours, 

- 7 JAMES WELLS. 
Hon. Jonn A. PICKLER. 


anger and applause. ] 
he CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready torule on the pointof 
order. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman desire to speak on 
the point of order? 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Yes, sir; I 
be heard on this point of order. 

Mr. HATCH. L insist that the gentleman must confine him- 
self to the point of order. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Chairman, as I under- 
stand, the point of order is whether this changes existing law. 
Now, I desire to say that the President of the United States in 


should like to 
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his message undertook to give us information as to whether this 
changes existing law. In his message to this Congress at the 
opening of the session he devotes a couple of pages to this very 
oint of order, suggesting that we should change existing law 
this particular. Now, then, the campaign was made in 1892 
on the slogan of “ economy, retrenchment, and reform.” We 
know what ‘‘ reform” means, so far as five or six different tariff 
bills can inform us. On the question of what “retrenchment 
and economy ” mean we were enlightened very much by the mes- 
sage of the President on the subject of garden seed. 

The farmers in voting for retrenchment and economy supposed 
that there would be a retrenchment in Wall street and among 
the “‘ gold bugs” and among some other fellows except them- 
selves. When we came here the President sent in his message 

roposing te tell us how to economize, and he told us last year 

he expense of these seeds was $66,548.61. Is not that rather 
astonishing? Thatisalittle picayuncitem. Thatisallit means, 
It will cost $66,000. Thatisall. That is the picayune kind of 
economy and retrenchment. That is all it sums up, and we are 
required to pass these items in which we are to economize and 
reform. Weare to stop this little expenditure of 2 centsa pack- 
age, as that is what it cost last year,for these few garden seeds. 

He tells us on page 26 of the message that last year there was 
enough cabbage seeds sentout to plant 19,200acres, How many 
cabbage seeds were sent out this year, I would like to know? I 
did not get a single one, and I do not suppose that other mem- 
bers did. The President goes on to tell the quantity of sweet 
corn and other expensive seeds that were sent out last year. 
Under the existing law the Secretary of Agriculture was not 
allowed to skip the seed business entirely, but he was allowed 
to use his diseretion and to purchase cheap seeds instead of costly 
ones, so that instead of onion and cabbage seeds that it takes two 
years to grow, we get this year squashes and radishes and sal- 
sify, things that are of no good, but that are cheap and that en- 
able the Department toeconomize in buying seed so as to redeem 
the pledge of “‘ economy, retrenchment, and reform.” 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair is ready torule on the point of 
order. The paragraph under consideration provides a sum of 
money for the purchase, propagation, and distribution of seeds, 
bulbs, trees, ete., as required by law. [f the provision stopped 
there, there could not be any controversy as to whether it would 
be olmoxious to the point of order. But there is a proviso be- 
ginning on line 20, which provides that this purchase and dis- 
tribution of seed ‘‘shall be confined tosuch seeds as are rare and 
uncommon to the country, or such as can be made more profit- 
able by frequent change from one part of our country to an- 
other.” 

The point of order is that these words, beginning with the 
proviso on line 20, change existing law. The fact is that the 
proviso is in the exact language of the existing law. The 
Chair therefore holds that it dces not change existing law, and 
overruies the point of order. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, of course that decision leaves the 
paragraph in the bill, and nowLask that my amendment be read. 

Mr. HATCH. I make the point of order on the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of 
the gentleman from New York. 

The amendment of Mr. RAY was again read, as follows: 

On page 15 amend lines 20, 21, 22,23 so that the proviso will read as follows: 

* Provided, That this purchase and distribution of seeds shail be confined 
to such seeds as are of the best and most improved varieties, and having in 
view the introduction of new and rare varieties suitable for those sections 
of the United States where distribution as hereinafter provided is to be 
made, or such as by changes from one part of ourcountry to another will 
tend to increase and make more profitable the crops produced therefrom.” 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair is ready to rule on the point of 
order, unless the gentleman from New York has something new 
that he desires to submit. 

Mr. RAY. I want to occupy just abouta minute. I desire 
to apologize to the gentleman from Mississippi {Mr. WILLIAMs] 
in so far as an apology may be necessary in view of the language 
thatI used. I did not mean to he offensive in any way, and I 
trust that I was not so. Iwant to call attention, however, to the 
language which the gentleman from Mississippi did use, and to 
which I referred in my remarks. It will be found on page 5779 
of the RECORD; and is as follows: 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment 
will not prevail. I differ from the gentleman from Georgia more widely. 
I think what we want in the Agricultural Department is less pumpkin seed, 
less corn, and less electioneering vegetable seed generally, and more sys- 
matic, scientificinformation based upon intelligent experimentation. 

Isee, Mr, Chairman, that instead of the gentleman's speech 
being a reflection upon this side of the House, it wasa reflection 
upon the Department of Agriculture. _ 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, in that con- 
nection, that I am compelled now to make a remark exactly op- 
— to the one which I made awhile ago with reference to 

gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray], because his last ob- 
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servation shows that so far from being blind or shortsighted, 
he is a man of remarkable penetration of vision if he can 
sibly discover in anything that I have saida reflection upon the 
| Secretary of Agriculture or upon anybody else. What he has 
quoted is exactly what I said except as to one word. The Of- 
cial Reporter, not being acquainted, 1 presume, with ‘‘collards 
turned that word into ‘‘corn.” I do not blame the reporter for 
not catching the word, because collards, I believe, area 1 liar 
to my section of the country, and with the exception of that 
word, what is in the RECORD is exactly what I did 
Now, seriously, Mr. Chairman, I do say that what we want is 
that the Department of Agriculture shall bo turned i piece 
of machinery for the improvement of the agricultw f this 
country, and to that end that it shall be required to expend its 


money in such a manner as to introduce new products in dif- 
ferent parts of the country, to diversify our agricultural indus- 
tries instead of frittering away the people’s money by sending 
lue grass seed to Bourbon County, Ky., and ordinary upland 
cotton seed to Yazoo County, Miss. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 


Mr. PICKLER. I desire to offer an amendment. I move to 
to strike out ‘‘thirty,” in line 19, before the word ‘ thousand,” 
and insert ‘‘ sixty,” so as to make the clause read ‘‘one hundred 
and sixty thousand dollars.” I want the same amount for seeds 


that we had last year, that is all, and I desire to be heard upon 
that for a moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. PICKLER. It will be observed that $130,000 is appro- 
priated here for the purchase of seeds. That was the amount, 
as I understand it, appropriated last year, and, as far as I know, 
for several years previous, and it would be all right if it stood 
by itself, but near the bottom of page 16 is found a provision 
‘*that the Secretary of Agriculture may use not to exceed $30,- 
000 of the amount here appropriated for other purposes which 
are there defined.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am positively andemphatically against 
reducing the amount of this appropriation for garden seed. I 
know it is quite common to sneer about sending out garden secd 
to our constituents, but I take it the gentleman [rom Mississippi 
must have beenindulginga jocular spirit when he even referred 
to thesubject in that strain. I do not believe a member on this 
floor has a constituency that could be influenced by a few pack- 
ages of garden seed. Furthermore, I believe there is not a 
member here who, in the distribution of these seed, discrimi- 
nates between members of different political parties, or sends 
these seed entirely or principally to members of one party. I 
believe there is no member here who does not make a fair dis- 
tribution among members of all parties. 

Six papers or ten papers of garden seed may seem like as) 
thing to many of us; yet there 
which dot the various parts of 
these small quantities of seed 
time comes, 

But, sir, the great importance of the appropriation for this 
purpose lies, in my view, in this: The Government certainly does 
send out good seed; it selects the best qualities; it supplies new 
and valuable varieties. This is the only means we have of dis- 
tributing these new and improved varieties over the country. 
Now, while a package of garden seed may be worth only 5 or 10 
cents, yet in some States a man receiving a package of such seed 
may find an improved variety. From what he plants he saves 
the seed, and continues to plant from year to year this new and 
valuable variety; and within a few years his neighborhood, and 
probably his State, are banefited to the extent of tens of thou- 
sands of dollars by reason of that small package of a desirable 
variety of seed, sent originally from Washington. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. May! interrupt the gentle- 
man a moment? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. As I understand the provi- 
sion here relative to seed we are going to discontinue in a large 
degree the distribution of the ordinary packages of seed, and 
are going into the dissemination of rare varieties of bulbs and 
all that sort of thing. If we are going to strike down any part 
of this appropriation, why not strike out that part which refers 
to ‘‘rare and uncommon seed.” My people and your people, if 
they want any of these seed at all, want seed that will raise 
something to eat. Wedonotwant any flowers; we do not want 
any bulbs. Who on earth away out there on the prairies wants 
rare and uncommon bulbs? Why should the committee come 
in here with that sort of phraseology in order to get back to an 
old statute which has been repealed time andtimeagain? Give 
us an appropriation (if you give us anything at all) that will fur- 
nish us seed from which we can raise something to eat. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South 
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Mr. PICKLER. I ask for three minutes more, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman from 
South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] yield to me a second? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. COGSWELL] asked me just now, although members 
generally may not have heard the remark, whether I would pre- 
fer the cash. I want to say to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, who represents a rich and powerful and distinguished con- 
stituency, that we would prefer at all times and under all cir- 
cumstances the cold and silent cash. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COGSWELL. I have no doubt of it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. There is no doubt about that, 
and if we can not get the cash we will take something to eat. 

Mr. PICKLER. I was trying to bring to the attention of the 
House the great advantage which the country generally receives 
from the distribution of these better varieties of seed. Gentle- 
men know that in this way our varieties of wheat have been im- 
proved, and various kinds of vegetables have been improved; 
and in this way there has come to the country untold wealth. 

Furthermore, why should we begin with the farmer on ameas- 
ure of this kind? The gentleman from New York, in my opin- 
ion, made a good point awhile ago when he said that this is about 
the only way that a large number of our constituents ever know 
that they belong to the Government of the United States. It 
is gratifying, I believe, toa man living away outon the prairies 
or in the timber country, for him to find once in a while that he 
is remembered, and for him to know that somebody here in 
Washington connected with this great Government remembers 
him sufficiently to send him even a few packages of gardenseed. 
Such a thing brings to his mind the fact that he is a part of the 
Government; that we have a Department of Agriculture, with 
a Secretary of Agriculture at its head. I believe such things 
tend to foster patriotism, and inthis way help the country apart 
from uny direct benefit from the seeds themselves. 

I regret to observe that the om Secretary of Agriculture 
is against this distribution; and I am sorry that the chairman of 
the committee has yielded, as I believe, against his own judg- 
ment, which would be in favor of continuing the provision here- 
tofore made in this direction. I believe the influence of the 
Secretary of Serre who has shown himself an enemy to 
this appropriation, has forced this new departure in this bill. I 
trust that this House will not begin to cut down where the in- 
terests of the farmers are concerned and deny them the small 
benefit they have heretofore derived in this matter. I know 
that from my State I have frequent calls for these seeds; and I 
know that when I distribute them — are appreciated. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I wish to have read from the 
Clerk’s desk, in reply tothe gentleman, a letter sent to the com- 
mittee by the Assistant Secretary of Agriculture, which is a 
complete answer to the statements which have been made. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
OFFICE OF ASSISTANT SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., May 9, 1894 

Dean Sr: I have the honor to inclose you herewith a printed copy of a 
letter dated April 26, 1894, addressed to the Hon. Secretary of Agriculture 
by the chief of the seed division of this Department. This letter contains 
some items which I believe will be of interest to your committee. One or 
two points are worthy of yore here. The chief of the seed division re- 
ports that during the seed distribution season just closed the actual cost of 
seeds, apart from the expenses of packing and distribution, was about 857,- 
000, as against $66.548.61 during the same period last year—asa of $9,000. 
While there was this reduction in the cost of the seeds, he was still able to 
increase the number of packages forwarded a Sees 23.3 per cent 
as compared with lastyear. Each Member of Congress received about 17,- 
000 ~~ ot vegetable seeds and 1,500 papers of flower seeds. In addition 
to this, the Secretary's quota has been almost entirely exhausted by direct 
distribution to the people of the country. An extensive distribution of 
sugar-beet seed, sorghum seed, and foreign cotton seed was-made for other 
divisions, and without increasing expenses. 

The grand total stands 7,704,464 papers of seeds for 1892-'3, and over 9,590, - 
000 papers for 1893-4. The large increase‘in the amount of seeds supplied at 
the diminished cost to the Government is the point to which we would ask 

our especial attention. It is believed that still greater improvements can 
be made in the force of this division ne the co year. These facts 
weuld lead us to believe that Members of Congress not t any re- 
duction in the supply of seeds for distribution as the result of the weeeeeee 
use of $30,000 of the seed appropriation for the preparation and publication 
of Farmers’ Bulletins to be distributed by them as seeds are distributed. 


Very respectfully, 
CHAS. W. DABNEY, JR., 
Assistant Sscretary. 
Hon. WILLIAM H. HAaTcR, 
Chairman of Committee on Agriculiure, 
Cn Stetes House of Representatives. 


Mr. HATCH. I alsoask unanimous consent to have published 
in the Recort asa part of my remarks, without reading it, a 
report from the Chief of the Seed Division, which members can 
see in the Recorr in the morning, as having a direct bearing 
upon this question. 

There being no objection, the report was ordered to be printed 
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It is as follows: 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
OFFICE OF CHIEF OF SEED DIVISION, 
Washington, D. C., April 26, 1894. 


Sir: The distribution of seed for the fiscal year 1893-94 being practically 
completed, I desire to submit to you a report of the operations of the Seed 
Division, together with a comparative statement of expense of distribution 
for the fiscal years 1892-'93 and 1893-94. 

The distribution for 1892 and 1893 amounted to 7,704,464 papers of seed, for 
which an appropriation of $130,000 was made. In addition thereto $5,000 
was appropriated for repairs to printing presses, and for printing seed 
labels and seed pockets. 

A separate appropriation for salaries oi the clerical force in the Seed Divi- 
sion, amounting to $13,500, and clerks detailed from other rolls, brought the 
statutory salaries up to $16,000. TheCongressional Division, engaged solely 
in the handling of.correspondence relative to the Congressional distribution, 
required a force of clerks whose aggregate salaries amounted to $14,000, 
making in round numbers the sum of $165,000. Of this sum $66,548.61 was 
expended for seed; 85,000 for bulbs, cuttins,s, etc., and the balance, $93,551.39, 
for statutory salaries, — diem labor, anu supplies. 

It is apparent, therefore, that each dollar’s worth of seed purchased cost 
the Department about $1.47 for distribution. From a business stsndpoint 
this appeared to be rather expensive work, and a reorganization of the 
methods of preparation and distribution of seed was effected which has re- 
sulted in considerable saving in the cost thereof. 

During the current fiscal year, for which appropriations were the same as 
in 1892 and 1893, 9,500,000 papers of seed were a for distribution, or 
23.3 per cent more than last year. Had the same methods been followed as 
those pursued last year in distributing such a large amountof seed, the cost 
would reach the sum of $180,000, taking for granted, of course, that an in- 
ph of 23.3 per cent in product would require a like increase in labor and 
supplies. 

The cost of seed for the current fiscal year amounts to about $57,000, a 
saving of about 89,000. 

The abolition of the Congressional division and the transfer of its work 
to the seed division has effected a saving of $12,600. 

The position of superintendent of the seed room being one of no impor- 
tance to the Department, and carrying a salary of $1,600, has been abolished; 
which, with the reduction in the clerical force, makes a saving of $4,000 in 
statutory salaries in the seed division. Paper and seed bags cost $2,500 less 
than lastyear. On labor in the seed room a saving of about £3,000 under 
last year’s figures has been made; but in view of the fact that 23.3 per cent 
more seed was handled, the comparative cost is much less than formerly. 

The employés in the seed room were formerly classed as per diem em- 
ployés at $1.50 per day for time actually employed. The injustice of this 
Was 80 —— that the employés were placed upon a monthly roll at a 
salary of per month and thereby given the privilege of the usual amount 
of leave of absence without loss of pay, a pri enjoyed heretofore only 
by the better paid clerks and higher officials to the exclusion of the ‘‘ labor- 
ers’ in the seed room and prin’ office. 

The slight additional outlay was, in my opinion, fully covered by the bet- 
ter quality and ater quantity of work performed. 6 amount in addi- 
tion to the monthly pay of each employ6 was less than % per month for each 


person. : 

Notice of distribution and Congressional allotment was published on No- 
vember 15, 1893, and the first Congressional quota was delivered on Novem- 
ber 24. nearly six weeks earlier than the usual time of first delivery, thua 
grins the people of the Southern States an opportunity to test the seeds 

urnished by the Government in ample time for their early planting. 

The allotment to Senators and Members of a was largely increased 
over last year, averaging 17,000 papers of vegetable seed and 1,500 papers of 
flower seed to each. e demand, however, was greater than the supply. 
and in complying even in part therewith the Secretary’s quota suffered to 
such an extent as to necessitate the refusal of many thousand requests from 
miscellaneous a cants. In the transmission of the seed through the 
mails some 25,000 mail sacks were used. 

Considerableattention was given to the distribution of new and useful seed, 
especially in field corn and forage plants. The oe anc flower seeds 
were of the best varieties obtainable and subjected to the most careful tests 
as to ee before acceptance. Distribution was also made of special 
seeds for other divisions, viz, eee sorghum, and cotton seed. 

For whatever success the division may have had I have to present my 
thanks to the chief clerk for his valuable aid and advice and his careful se- 
lection of employés ed to duty in this division, and alsoto the cheerful 
manner in which the assistants in the division seconded any effort made by 
me in the improvement of the methods of business. 

y submitted. 
M. E. FAGAN, 
Chief of Seed Division, 
Hon. J. STERLING MORTON, 
Secretary of Agriculture. 


Mr. LUCAS. Mr. Chairman, I desire, as a representative of 
the farming interest of this country, to say that I hope the 
amendment offered b <= colleague from South Dakota [Mr. 
PICKLER] will prevail. This is the place and the only place 
that the farmers of this nation are recognized. 

It is so rare in the distribution of the public funds in the way 
of appropriation that the large mass of representative men who 
are known as farmers ever receive any recognition, that at this 

int it seems to me nusenifestly proper that in the matter ofa 

ew thousand dollars to be distributed all over the nation, which 
will inure largely to their benefit, there should not be a mo- 
ment’s hesitation in the minds of this body. There is no one 
thing that a farmer is so proud of as to be recognized at the De- 
tments of the Government, or to receive a package of seeds 
rom the National Government. 

As to this matter of seed distribution, there can be no question 
of the value and importance of keeping it up. This spring I, 
as well as others, I presume, on this floor, have received appli- 
cations for many more seeds than I had in my power to distrib- 
ute; in fact, I could have distributed 10,000 more packages 
than I was able to get. And not only that, sir, but the calls are 
still coming in, and when my coll e has tried to make pro- 
vision for next year by increasing the appropriation for this 
purpose, it seems to me we should net hesitate to grant $30,000 
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or even $200,000 more if necessary, so that the farmers of this 
nation who form the basis—the substratum—on which the whole 
fabric rests, may receive some recognition fron the Govern- 
ment, and be enabled through the distribution of these seeds to 
reap some of the benefits to which they are entitled. 

Tho the amendment of my colleague will be adopted. 

Mr. ENGLISH of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, in view of the 
fact, which must be manifest to all, that Iam a farmer of very 
large experience, and cultivate an extensive plantation in my 
back yard in the city of Newark, I think my remarks on this 
subject should engross the attention of the House. 

I have looked for some years at this matter of the distribution 
of seeds with considerable interest; and I have found, as I be- 
lieve every other member of the House will find who gives any 
consideration to the matter, that the original intent and purpose 
of the law providing for the distribution of seed has been contin- 
ually violated. 

It was a beneficent purpose that throughout the country there 
should be distributed seeds of new and excellent qualities un- 
known to our cultivators; that they should experiment upon 
them and determine how well they were adapted for certain lo- 
calities and what advantages would spring from their use. 
There could have been nothing better or more appropriate than 
that. But of late years—I will not lay the fault anywhere, I 
only state the fact—of late years we have had the oldest, most 
worn-out seeds—and when [ say worn-out seeds I mean those 
which have been thrown away by intelligent cultivators long 
since—distributed all over the country. 

I remember last year to have received my quotaof seeds. As 
I am not the representative of an extensive farming district I 
exchanged a good many of them with my agricultural friends 
for books, and circulated them instead amongst my constituents. 
But I sent some seeds also, Among some of the seeds which I 
received were the seeds of the yellow cantaloupe. Now, if you 
will go through the South and West you will find that pernicious 
melon exploded and worn out, and only to be eaten by any man 
with pepper and salt [laughter}—I suppose you can find itevery- 
where. And it is in the interest of good taste, and the stomachs 
of our rural friends as well, that it should be driven from the 
country and not be distributed around through the Agricultural 

Department. [Laughter.] 

; gain, you find the red or blue top strap-leaf turnip. Why, 
there is not a farmer in the whole country that does not raise 
that turnip in abundance, and yet they are sending the seed of 
it throughout the land. Let them send out through the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture such seeds as are novel and rare, and let the 
people determine whether bog Age of real advantage to the 
country or not. Thatcan only determined by experiment, 
made by careful cultivators and by close observation. 

As to the amount of the appropriation, Ido not care what itis. 
Iam perfectly willing to vote for any reasonable amount, pro- 
vided the original and logical purpose of the law is carried out. 
But to send out yellow cantaloupe seeds and blue top strap-leaf 
turnip seeds throughout the country, I would not vote a dollar 
for it. [Laughter. 

Mr. COFFEEN. Mr. Chairman, it was not my purpose to 
take any part in this discussion, but I know how easily the peo- 
ee who vote on this question in this Hall may be lead astray 

rom the main issue by such a speech as we have just listened 
to. I desire tosay in behalf of the amendment offered by the 
entleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] that all that has 
n said as a criticism of the kind of seeds sent out by the De- 
partment of Agriculture, I believe to be not only pertinent to 
the question we are discussing, but to be in the main correct. 

Let us not vote down this amendment to provide a proper sup- 
ply of seeds simply because the administration of affairs has not 
: -_ the most wisely conducted. Lei us rather accept the crit- 

Cc im. 

Tagree with the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. ENGLISH] 
that the sending out of purple-top turnip seeds and yellow 
cantaloupe seeds, and all these old-fashioned seeds which are 
already in general use ought to give way to the distribution of 
the newer and more experimental kinds, and that these newer 
and improved kinds of seed which are valuable and which cost 
more should be widely distributed for the purposes of experi- 
mentation. . 

This amendment now pending is in the direction of allowing 
$30,000 more for the very purpose of enabling the Secretary of 
Agriculture to better carry out a more perfect system of seed 
distribution, to send out more valuable seeds, to send out more 
new varieties, if you please, that they may be experimented upon 
in every part of this country. 

One word further while I am on the floor, and thatis the prin- 


cipal purpose for which I have arisen. I wish to say, in behalf 


of the State which I have the honor to represent, that so far 
tate of Wyoming, 


from the seeds being unappreciated in the 


we have had the same experience there that the gentleman from 
South Dakota [Mr. LucAs] has mentionei—that is, we have 
many calls for seeds, away beyond the number which we can 
supply. Although it looks very well to say that our quota of 
seeds is 17,000 packages; yet, put up inlittle parcels as they are, 
it means only three or four thousand parcels to reach therefore 
three or four thousand families, and the amount is entirely in- 
sufficient to supply the demand from my State. I therefore 
stand with other gentlemen from the West in behalf of agricul- 
ture in general, and say that if we are to appropriate anything 
for the distribution of seeds, we should endeavor to enable that 
Department to do the most efficient work possible, and add this 
$30,000 more for the distribution of the better and newer kind 
ofseeds. That is the purpose of the amendment and my reason 
for favoring it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I am certain 
that the amendment of the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
PICKLER] to increase the amount of this appropriation should 
be adopted. Inasmnch aswe have gone forward thus far in this 
bill, and have cut down the appropriations in no other respect, 
I thinkit would be well not toreduce, but increase, this amount. 
I find on examining the bill that we still continue the appropri- 
ation for ornithology and mammals and pomology, and all that 
sort of thing, and as long as we do that I think we mightat least 
continue the appropriation that would be of benefit to the farm- 
ing portions of the West. I find that the chief of this division, 
whose letter has been read from the Clerk’s desk, recommend- 
ing that this appropriation be cut down, has written another 
circular, which was not read, but which will appear in the Rec- 
ORD. I do not understand why, in the first year of the ad- 
ministration of the Agricultural Department by the Democratic 
party, they seek to take away that which gives the greatest 
— to the farmers, in my judgment, of any appropriation we 
lave. 

What do the farmers care about the appropriation for orni- 
thology? What dothey care about the appropriation for stuffed 
birds? What do they care aboutdelving into prehistoric times 
to tell whether birds in the paleozoie age existed with or with- 
out teeth? They care nothing about that. They want some- 
thing practical, something beneficial, something by which or 
through which they can improve their condition. All of these 
appropriations running along here, page after page, for objects 
with unpronounceable names—botany, ornithology, mammals, 

omology, and that sort of stuff—are not for the benefit of the 
armer. 

Mr. CRAIN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. With pleasure. 

Mr. CRAIN. Does not the gentleman think it would be very 
advantageous to the farmers of the country to keep in the bill 
this appropriation for arboretum? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Certainly; arboretum isa good 
thing. It may take an operation on the brain to tell what it is, 
but it is a good thing for the farmer. He can raise more wheat, 
hogs, corn, and things of that kind. In making the recom- 
mendation that the appropriation for seeds be cut in half, no 
recommendation has come to us that the salary of any of the 
chiefs of these divisions be cut down. They are all getting 
two, three, and four thousand dollars per year. No chief of 
division has recommended in his letter that his salary be dimin- 
ished, nor that of any subordinate. 

Mr. WISE. You do not take them for fools? 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. Why, certainly not. They 
are simply Democrats. 
Mr. PICKLER. Ifthe gentleman will allow me, [ think the 


farmers of the country have not agreed with the present Sec- 
retary of Agriculture on much that he has done, and I do not 
think they will. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
ture is running newspapers. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say this: The seeds which [ have 
sent out this year to my constituents are doing and willdo agreat 
deal of good, and I think it is about the only thing in this bill that 
does anybody any good. I do not think pomology or anthro- 
pology or anything of that kind does the farmers of the country 
much good. Sol hope that the gentleman from Missouri, who 
takes such great interestin everything that will benefit the farm- 
ers, will not oppose the increase called for in the amendment to 
the amount appropriated in the agricultural appropriation bill of 
last year. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman,if Ican have 
the attention of the House for a few moments I would like to 
call its attention t» the importance of this movement begun in 
this bill for the distribution 0 the Farmers’ Bulletins among 
the farmers of the country. I tike it, Mr. Chairman, that we 
are all agreed that with the limited means at our command we 
ought to do the utmost possible good for the farming element of 


Oh, the Secretary of Agricul- 
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this country. I know that is true of men who come from my 
section of the country, nine-tenths of whose constituents depend 
for « living upon agriculture. 

Now, it just so happens that lately I have had my attention 
called to some of these bulletins. This bill provides, Mr. Chair- 
man, that $30,000 of the amount hereby appropriated shall be 
used for the distribution of these bulletins among the farmers of 
the country, the Representatives here getting for distribution 
two-thirds of the bulletins, just as they do now of the seed. I 
have sent to my district lately some bulletins on the subject of 
‘* cotton fertilizers,” and some on ‘raising and turning under as 
fertilizers luguminous plants” of various kinds. There has 
lately been a great deal of interest aroused in my section of 
country on the subject of the ‘‘eultivation of the sugar beet;” 
and the Agricultural Department has issued a very important 
and interesting pamphlet upon experimentation in the cultiva- 
tion of sugar beets. 

We are beginning down there to find that a large part of the 
country which has heretofore been worn out by the cultivation 
of our staple can be finely adapted to some other things. I have, 
I believe, received more thanks for those bulletins than for any- 
thing I have sent out. I agree with the gentleman from South 
Dakcta, that the farmer gets entirely too little, so far as that is 
concerned, of the benefits of this Government, which should in- 
ure to the benefit of all. They get benefit from the protection 
of their lives, liberty, and property and the maintenance of 
civilization; and they do not pay a dollar too much to get those 
things if their worth is considered, because they are valuable 
things to have. But they get no special benefit of any descrip- 
tion that I know of; and I do think that this seed distribution 
is a matter of the very utmost importance to them; but I think 
at the same time that that distribution ought to take place in a 
manner that shall inure to the diversification and improvement 
of agriculture. 

I do not think that it is a specially important thing to send 
out ‘ Blue Peter pease.” When I wrote to the Department for 
‘*Texas blue grass,” a new grass which has been introduced in 
my section, they should not have sent me a lot of “Kentucky 
blye grass,” asIcan buy that at anyseedstore. I think weought 
to use the money in such a manner that it shall not be wasted or 
recklessly thrown away. If I had my own way about itI would 
only use the money for the introduction of new, uncommon, and 
improved varieties. And, moreover, = although it 
may be treason to say so here, so far as Lam concerned, I would 
have these seed distributed by the experimental stations of the 
country, or through somebody who has the time to study the 
soil and the localities and the question of the adaptation of vege- 
tables to the particular locality, and not through Congressmen, 
who, asa rule, know just about as much about farming asa drove 
of hogs do about the theory of metempsychosis, If that be trea- 
son, you can make the most possible out of it. Now, the diver- 
sion of $30,000 of thisseed appropriation will not hurt you in the 
amount of seed received heretofore; and that is shown by a let- 
ter from the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. PECKLER. How can you take off $30,000 and notdecrease 
the quantity of seed sent out? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well, the Secretary shows 
very conclusively that he will be enabled to give as many seeds 
with that amount as the Department has been giving heretofore, 
because seeds of all sort are so much lower in price. 

Mr. PICKLER. -Now, if the gentleman will allow me, why 
would it not do, if he could get the seeds a little cheaper, for 
him to give us more seeds? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of ioe. That is what I am coming 
to. We want to put the money in ourhands to the best use pos- 
sible for the farming interest. We have — so much money to 
uso. We are standing here in the face of a depleted Treasury. 
You want, by your amendment, to increase the appropriation 
here $30,000. 

Mr. PICKLER. I beg the gentleman's pardon. My amend- 
ment only seeks to fix the amount of $130,000 for seed, as appro- 
priated last year. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understand that. 

Mr. PICKLER. And I take care of the bulletin proposition. 
We are for the bulletins also; but we want some seeds after our 
lands have been improved. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understand the gentleman 
fully, and if he had permit me to complete my remarks he 
would have understood me, 

Mr. Chairman, we have heretofore appropriated a certain 
amount for this -_ e. Now, the Secretary of iculture, 
after getting hundreds of letters from agricultural eges and 
commercial cities, comes here with a proposition recommending 
the diversion of $30,000 of the usual amount to the publication 
and distribution of these interesting bulletins, some of which I 
have called your attention to. 
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™ Now, the gentleman comes in and proposes to keep the amount 
for seed distribution at the same figure, which is of course an 
increase of $30,000 in theappropriation, which we do not believe 
we can afford in the present condition of the Treasury. 

Mr. MOSES. I desire to ask the gentleman a question, and I 
ask unanimous consent that his time be extended for five min- 
utes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MOSES. I wish to ask the gentleman if he is in favor of 
making anyappropriation whatever for the distribution of seeds? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Of course I am, and I think 
the law now on the statute book} is one of the wisest that Con- 
gress ever enacted; a law which enables the Federal Govern- 
ment to send to all parts of the country seeds of new varieties, 
improved varieties, uncommon varicties, and to introduce them 
to the notice of the people to improve and diversify our agri- 
culture. There is no man on the floor of this House who will go 
farther in that direction than I will. I believe we have a right 
to do it, and I think it is our duty to do it. 

Mr. MOSES. Yesterday afternoon when I pleaded for the 
maintenance of the same amount as in the last bill for the pur- 
chase of seedsI thoughtthe gentleman denominated mea pump- 
kin-seed politician. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If you thought so the expec- 
tation must have been father to the thought, for I did no such 
thing. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MOSES. I will say this to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi: Ten years ago you had acotton that, whenit opened, would 
not stay in the boll two weeks, but through the efforts of this 
Department you have to-day in your State of Mississippi and in 
Texas a cotton that will stay in the boll until February, thereby 
adding hundreds of millions to the value of the cotton crop. The 
gentleman knows that is so. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 

Mr. MOSES. Now, Iam one of these pumpkir-seed farmers. 
I was taught agriculture not in the universities of Germany, but 
between the apy in Georgia. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I gave way 
for the gentleman to ask me a question, not to make a stump 
speech for his own benefit and my damage. Now,I did not 
either yesterday or at any other time, designate the gentleman 
or anyone else as a pumpkin-seed politician. I do not indulge 
in language of that sort, especially to a gentleman who has al- 
ways been so kind and friendly with me as the gentleman from 
Georgia. 

I a aware of the fact, Mr. Chairman, that the Department 
of Agriculture has distributed some very valuable seeds. In 
my own part of the country it has distributed seeds of some new 
and very much improved varieties of cotton and other plants. 
We used to raise cotton that was only five-eighths of an inch 
ng in the staple, whereas we now have cotton that is from an 
inch and a quarter to an inch and three-eighths, and an inch 
and a half long, and we get 1} to 2} centsa pound more for it 
than for the common cotton. 

To some extent and for some few varieties we are largely in- 
debted to the Government for this improvement. 

What Iam contending for is that the Department of Agri- 
culture shall continue in the line of just such improvements as 
that, introducing new or improved varieties of seeds, and shall 
not fritter away its energies or the farmers’ money in sending 
ordinary cab seeds Obtained from Landreth’s Seed Farm, 
near Philadelp to Yazoo County, Miss., orinto the district 
of the gentleman from Georgia. 

Now, I have said that this view as to the desirableness of these 
bulletins meets the approval of the agricultural societies and 
colleges all over the country. I have received numbers of let- 
ters to that effect, but here are two that I happened to get as I 
came up the steps this morning. Oneof them is from a director 
of the Ao College of the State of Pennsylvania, and an- 
other is from the Secretary of the State Agricultural Society of 
Pennsylvania, and I ask to have them read by the Clerk for the 
enlightenment ofthe House. But before he reads them I want 
it distinctly understood that my position on this matter is not to 
cireumscribe the usefulness of the Department, not to limit its 
operation, but to follow out the law as it stands on the statute 
book, and as it was enacted with a great deal of wisdom in the 
eT 

When l ask for grass seed for my district I do not want a 
=e which will not grow there, or one which we already have, 

ut I want a seed that we are seeking; for example, a grass that 
will do for winter pasturage, a great desideratum in my part of 
the country, without which ours can not possibly become a stock- 
raising region. It has not yet been arene tous or discovered. 
Ihave written to the Secretary of Agriculture about it. I have 
written to the experimental stations about it. I gotinformation 
that the Texas blue grass was the thing, and [ tried to get it 
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from the Department, but I could not. I could get Kentucky 
blue grass, which has been tried in my section and has failed, 
and which is being distributed now to parts of the country where 
it is absolutely indigenous. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I got the Texas blue grass from the A; 
ricultural College in your State. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well, I could not getit when 
I wanted it. Probably they had then distributed all that they 
had. 

The communications referred to by Mr. WILLIAMS of Missis- 
sippi were read, as follows: 


1S 
2 


Yo 
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BLOOMSBURG, PA., May 14, 1894. 
DeaR Sre: Inotice that House bill No. 6937 appropriates $130,000 for the dis- 
tribution of seeds, etc., with the provision thavehe Secretary of Agriculture 
may use not to exceed $30,000 for oe and distribution of farmers’ 
bulletins. As a member of the board of trustees of our State experiment 
station, ithas been my privilege to observe the interest manifested by farm- 
ers in publications of this kind, and I firmly believe that by dividing the 
amount appropriated and distributing the portion in literature as proposed, 
will be far more beneficial tothe farmers than sending out the whole amount 
in seeds. Trusting that you can give this measure your support, and thank- 
ing you in advance for whatever attention this comimunication may receive 
at your hands, i remain, 
Most respectfully, 
H. V. WHITE. 
Hon. JOHN S. WILLIAMS, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C, 
PENNSYLVANIA STATE AGRICULTURAL SOCIETY, 
Harrisburg, Pa., May 15, 1894. 
DEAR Srr: This society is anxious to see the agricultural ae nn 
bill recently reported to the House from the Committee on Agriculture pass 
inits present form. which we understand appropriates $130,000 for seed dis- 
tribution, but provides that the Secretary may use not exceeding $30,000 of 
this sum for the preparation of farmers’ bulletins, similar to those already 
issued, and giving results of Department and experiment station work in a 
form to be of use tothe practicalfarmer, Thislatter proviso we are heartily 
in favor of—that is, to distribute information instead of seeds—and we shall 
se deeply grateful to you for anything you may do in aiding the passage of 
this bill. 
The writer is alsoa member of the Grange and Farmers’ Alliance, who 
also indorse the measure. 
Yours truly, 
J. SCHALL WILHELM, Secretary. 
Hon. JOHN S. WILLIAMS, 
Chairman Subcommittee on Agricultural Haperiment Stations, 
Washington, D. C. 


STATE COLLEGE, CENTER COUNTY, PA., May 15, 1894. 
DeAR Sir: House bill No. 6937, providing for the distribution of litera- 
ture among our farmers, interests me very much. The present depression 
of our agriculture is in large measure due to lack of knowledge of the best 
methods and best crops among the farmers. New crops and improved 
processes must be substituted for the old, and this can not be better brought 
about than by the free distribution of information on these matters. I sin- 
cerely hope that the portion of the bill that provides for this may pass Con- 
gress and go into immediate effect. 
Yours respectfully, 
JOHN HAMILTON. 
Hon. JoHN S. WILLIAMS, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


And also, in conclusion, this from the National Stockman and 
Farmer: 
FARMERS’ BULLETINS VS. SEEDS. 


The appropriation bill now before Congress contains a clause authorizing 
the Secretary of Agriculture to use a sum not exceeding $30,000 for the pub- 
lication and distribution of farmers’ bulletins. This amount is to be taken 
out of the $130,000 to be appropriated for the distribution of seeds. Every- 
one who believes that the American farmer stands more in need of good 
sound agricultural information than he does of a few packages of stale seeds 
should lend his influence toward the passage of this clause of the bill. 

Many of our readers are already familiar with these farmers’ bulletins, 
which contain a concise, plain statement of the discoveries of the experi- 
ment stations of the world and their bearing upon practical agricultural 
affairs. Next to the agricultural press and the publications of the experi- 
ment stations, these farmers’ bulletins have, within the past two years, been 
among the most important factors in pointing out to farmers a more profit- 
able agriculture, 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I ask now that we may have a 
vote on the amendment of the gentleman from South Dakota. 
I am sure the Committee of the Whole understand it; and as 
chairman of the committee in charge of this bill I want a full 
vote upon it. While I donot believe that the amendmentought 
to be adopted, yet, so far as I am concerned, I want to abide by 
the majority vote of this committee. Whatever they decide in 
regard to it wiil govern my action throughout this bill until it 
becomes a law. I ask for a vote. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. PICKLER, 
it was agreed to, there being—ayes 78, noes 52. 

Mr. RAy and Mr. CRAIN addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. CRAIN]. 


Mr. CRAIN. .Loffer the amendment which I send to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
; Strike outthe proviso beginning in line 20, and reading as fol- 
ows: : 


Provided, That this purchase and distribution of seeds shall be confined to 
such seeds as are rare and uncommon to the country, or such as can be made 
more profitable by frequent changes from one part of our country to another. 


Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, I see no necessity for inserting 


ep eS <_< 
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that proviso in this paragraph. The paragraph provides in tho 
beginning ‘‘for the purchase, propagation, and distribution, as 
required by law, of seeds,” ete. What necessity can there b 
for inserting this proviso in a paragraph which already pro- 
vides that the distribution shall be made in accordance with law? 
If it be true, as suggested by the chairman of the Committee on 
Agriculture, that thelaw of 1866 is in foree, and is the only law 
applicable to this distribution of seeds, I see no necessity for re- 
enacting existing law. 

Mr. HATCH. The language ich the gentleman proposes 
to strike out is the oxisting iaw; I hopo he will withdraw the 
amendment. 

Mr. CRAIN. If it is the existing law, that is just t ym 
there is no necessity for it. Why re®nact it? 


Mr. HATCH. 
Mr. CRAIN. 
Mr. HATCH. 


We think it is the existing law. 
Why, then, insert it in this bill? 
I have already stated over and over again the 


reason for inserting this language; I do not propose to take up 
time in arguing the matter further. Mr. Chairman, I have al 
ready made a point of order on a similar amendment, and the 
Chair sustained the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand th Ly 


point of order has been made against this amendment. This is 
simply a motion to strike out. 

Mr. HATCH. And striking out the provision would be a 
change of the existing law. 

Mr. CRAIN. Notatall. Tho Chair will allow me again to 
call attention to the fact that the paragraph begins with this 
language: *‘ lor the purchase, propagation, and distribution, as 
required by law, of seeds,” etc. Now, if the construction of the 
gentleman from Missouri be correct, and if the existing law is 
embraced in this proviso—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks debate on the point of 
order is not necessary. The point comes too late at any rate, as 
the amendment had been debated for several minutes. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word in favor of 
the amendment of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN]. I 
had prepared an amendment to the same effect and sent it tothe 
Clerk’s desk. The Chairman of the Committee on Agriculture 
has asserted that the language of this proviso is now the law, is 
a part of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and is un- 
repealed, and the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole 
has soruled. Now, if that provision is a part of the law, it 
should have no place in this bill, but should be stricken out. 
There is no necessity and no propriety in repeating in our ap- 
propriation bills the living provisions of the statutes. It is a 
waste of time and a waste of money; and asthis is an Adminis- 
tration of ‘economy and reform,” I ask in the name of ‘‘econ- 
omy and reform” and for the purpose of reducing expenditures, 
that this proviso be struck out. 

If it should turn out that this is not the law, then the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture will be at liberty to purchase such seeds as 
he may think advisable and proper. There will be no limita- 
tion upon his authority in that respect; he can purchase and 
distribute such seeds as he believes the farmers of this country 
desire and need. 

In this connection I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, that I have 
no sympathy whatever with that kind of oratory which has here 
to-day fallen from the lips of bankers and millionaires who own 
no land except that occupied by tenants, and who have no in- 
terest in the farmers of this country except to collect from them 
the rents that are due to the landlords. 

I have recieved from the farmers of my district hundreds of 
applications for seeds that Ican not supply. These requests [ 
sent to the Secretary of Agriculture before the Ist day of May, 
and received answer from him returning my request, saying, 
** Not complied with because it is impossible for me to do so.” 
It seems to me that this very fact isan appeal to this Congress 
from the farmers of the country for recognition, and that we 
should not take away from them the rights—the privileges more 

roperly—which they now have under the laws already passed 
= Congress. 

Mr, MOSES. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. RAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MOSES. Iam a farmer myself and presume that you are. 
Are you willing to give them recognition also in a tariff bill? 

Mr. RAY. Certainly I am; and for the very reason that I am 
willing to give the farmers recognition in a tariff bill, I am op- 
posed to striking off the duty on wool and putting it on the free 
list [applause on the Republican side], because my doctrine is 
to stand by the farmers and preserve the sheep industry and 
protect them in that regard at the same time that we protect 
them in the seed industry. 

Mr. MOSES. How about the cotton industry? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr.HATCH. Let us have a vote. 
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The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. CRAIN, it 
was rejected. 

Mr. CRAIN, I offer a further amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the paragraph : 

‘* Provided also, 'That all seeds that are rare and uncommon to the country 
which may be imported by the Secretary of Agriculture for distribution 
shall come tn free of duty.’ 

Mr. DINGLEY. I make the point of order on that amend- 
ment, 

Mr.CRAIN,. IL offer the amendment in compliance with the 
suggestion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr.CRAIN. I would like to be heard on the point of order. 
Will the gentleman from Maine state what it is? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I simply make the point of order that it 
changes existing law, and is not germane to this bill. The amend- 
ment relates to the duties on imports. 

Mr. CRAIN. Well, I will say against the point of order that 
I merely wanted to carry out the suggestion of the gentleman 
from New York York in the interest of the farmers, and I sup- 
posed he had that side of the House behind him. But as the 
point of order against benefiting the farmers comes from that 
side of the House, and you will not allow these seeds to come in 
free of duty, gentlemen on that side of the House making ob- 
jection, I will withdraw the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

An equal proportion of two-thirds of all seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, 
cuttings, and plants shall, upon their request, be supplied to Senators, Rep- 
resentatives, and Delegates in Congress for distribution among their con- 
stituents; and the person receiving such seeds shall be requested to in- 
form the Department of results of the experiments therewith: Provided, 
That all 8, bulbs, plants, and cuttings herein allotted to Senators, Rep- 
resentatives, and Delegates in Congress for distribution remaining uncalled 
for on the ist of May shall be distributed by the Secretary of riculture : 
And provided also, at the Secretary shall report, as provided in this act, 
the place, quantity, and price of seeds purchased, and the date of purchase, 
but nothing in this paragraph shall be construed to prevent the Secretary 
of Agriculture from sending seeds to those who apply for the same: Pro- 

, however, That the Secretary shall not distribute to any Senator, Rep- 
resentative, or Delegate seeds entirely unfit for the climate and locality he 
represents, but shall distribute the same so that each member may have 
seeds of equal value, as near as may be, and the best adapted to the locality 
he represents. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word for the purpose of getting the chairman of the com- 
mittee to explain the effectof the language beginning in line1l, 
the following words: 

But nothing in this paragraph shall be construed to prevent the Secretary 
of Agriculture from sending seeds to those who apply for the same. 

The first part of the paragraph gives to Congressmen two- 
thirds ofall theseeds. Now, if that language remains in the bill, 
it strikes me that the Secretary of Agriculture can send a part 
of the seed that may be set apart for Congressmen at his own 
discretion. 

Mr. HATCH. Not at all. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then why not amend by saying from his 
one-third? 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman will see, if he will look -at the 
bill, that the paragraph preceding that, which provides— 

That all seeds, bulbs, plants, and cuttings herein allotted toSenators, Rep- 
resentatives, and Delegates in Co ss for distribution remaining uncalled 
for on the Ist of May shall be distributed by the Secretary of Agriculture—— 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Ido not object to that. 

Mr. HATOH (continuing): 

ant provided, also, That the Secretary shall report, as provided in this 
act—— 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Go on down a little farther. 

Mr. HATCH. I will read the whole paragraph. 

And provided also, That the Secretary shall report, as provided in this 
act, the place, goa, and price of seeds purchased, and the date of pur- 
chase, but nothing in this pane shall be construed to prevent the - 
retary of Agriculture from sending seeds to those who apply for the same. 

Now, that applies to his one-third, and to that portion of the 
entire distribution left over and uncalled for by Members -nd 
Senators. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I have no doubt that it was so intended, 
but it does not say it. . 

Mr. HATCH. That has been on the statute book for years, 
and has never been complained of by any Secretary. I hope the 
gentleman will not make a supercritical objection to that por- 
tion of it. There is no objection to the language used. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. RAY. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On 16, line 8, after the word “ culture ” insert, “‘ gi preced- 

. ms Whose names and addresses have Sood tareldneea wy 

ntatives soa and who have not before during 
the same season supplied by the Department.” 


Mr. HATCH. I make the point of order against the amend- 
ment. It changes existing law and is new legislation entirely. 
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Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, I do not see how there can be any 
point of order raised against the amendment or how any gene 
tleman a: is in sympathy with the farmers of this land can ob. 
ject to it. 

Now, this proviso of itself reads: 

Provided, That all sees, bulbs, plants, and cuttings herein allotted to Sen- 
ators, Representatives,and Delegates in Congress for distribution remain- 
ing uncalled for on the ist of May shall be distributed by the Secretary of 
Agriculture. 

Now, that gives the right tothe Secretary to send these seeds 
to whomsoever he pleases. The amendment that I suggest sim- 
ply provides that the Secretary of Agriculture, in distributing 
this surplus, shall give preference to those persons whose names 
have been supplied by Representatives in Congress and Senators, 
and who have not before been supplied with seeds during the 
same season. In other words, it provides that the Secretary of 
Agriculture shall send this surplus of seeds to those persons 
throughout the United States who think enough of them to ask 
for them. 

Mr. HATCH. Do TI understand the gentleman from New 
York that this applies simply to the surplus after the Ist of 


~— 
r.RAY. That is all. 

Mr. HATCH. Then I withdraw the point of order, and I 
have no cbjection to it. I misapprehended it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN]. , 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to the pocegeaee the following: 

** Provided, also, That the seeds allotted tothe Senatorsand Representatives 
for distribution in the districts embraced within the twenty-fifth and thirty- 
second parallels of latitude, shall be ready for delivery on the 10th day of 
January, or at the earliest practicable time thereafter.” 


Mr. HATCH. I have no objection to that. It is practically 
complied with now. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. In line7 of page 16, I move to strike out 
the word ‘“‘ May” and insert the word ‘‘ June.” 

Now, it will be seen that this amendment just adopted, offered 
by the gentleman from New York, will not reach the point that 
I want to reach. For instance, on the Ist of May the Secretary 
of Agriculture is authorized to send out seeds. He must send 
them to members, or to such persons as they designate, up to 
that time. But suppose he is ready to send them out on the 2d 
of May, and there is no person designated. In that case he can 
send them out as he pleases. Now, where [I live, as in many 
parts of the Northern and Western States, garden seeds are 
used much later than the lst of May. This year I have had ap- 
plications for seeds clear down to this week, and sometimes 
applications are made as late as the Ist of June. 

nder the system of distribution adopted by many of us we 
send seeds out to avery large number of individuals. That 
creates a demand on the part of others. They see their neigh- 
bors receiving seeds and they send in ordersfor them; and I 
have had probably fifty or more requests this month, since the 
lst of May, for garden seeds. Inone day I had —— from 
a large number of laboring men in one of the villages or cities 
of my district stating that they had had no work this winter, 
had earned no money, and were too poor to buy seeds, and as 
late as the 10th of aay sent out a large number of packages to 
these laboring men. They were very gratefulfor them. It was 
a great boon. 

r. BROSIUS. Will my friend allow a question? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Yes. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Would not the gentleman's proposition post- 
pone the sending out of the residue to so late a time as to prac- 
tically render them valueless? 

Mr.NORTHWAY. No,sir. Members send out large quanti- 
ties of seeds before that time, but I find it is necessary to keep 
some on hand, to answer the demands of those who request 
them. Those who request them are anxious for them and are 
grateful to receive them. 
1.:Mr. BROSIUS. Will the gentleman allow one other question? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Certainly. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Will this seed be of any value to any farmer 
or (a or to anybody else, after the Ist of June? 

r. NORTHWAY. No. 


Mr. BROSIUS. Then, if you postpone the distribution until 
after the Ist of June, will not these seeds be practically value- 


less? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. But between the Ist of May and the Ist 
of June a large number are applied for, and if this proposition 
in the bill is agreed to, we shall cut off the opportunity to re- 
spond to requests which are made to us after the Ist of May. 
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Mr. BROSIUS. 
of May? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Yes; but they do not always make their 
applications in time. : 

r. BROSIUS. Now, if you postpone until the Ist of June 
the distribution of the residue, will not all that residue be use- 
less after the Ist of June? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Here is the idea: I distribute a large 
amount of seed long before the Istof May. That distribution 
creates a demandfor more, and that demand has been continued 
this year right down to the present time. If I*had no seed on 
hand after the Ist of May, then I could not answer that demand. 
I have answered the demands of a large number of persons who 
needed these seeds, which demands have come in after the Ist 
of May. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Is there a single seed in the whole catalogue 
of seeds, except perhaps turnips, that can be used by the people 
after the Ist of June? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes; radishes all the year. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I move to strike out the ist of May and 
insert Ist of June. 

Mr. BROSIUS. What are you going to do with the seed after 
that date? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Let the Secretary distribute them. 

Mr. BROSIUS. It is then too late. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. It has always been the Ist of July here- 

tofore. 
Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, there can be no force in that 
statement made by the gentleman fromOhio. If he had paid at- 
tention he would know the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New York has already been adopted; and that is, that after 
the 1st of May, of these surplus seeds to be distributed by the Sec- 
retary, preference shall be given to those whose names are fur- 
nished by Senators and Representatives to the Department of 
Agriculture, and who had not already received them. There 
is no more important provision in this bill; and there has not 
been a greater waste of money or a worse leak than the depre- 
ciation in the value of seeds that have been left on the hands of 
the Secretary on the Ist of July.. I hope that every member 
of the committee will vote against thisamendment. Ithas been 
a loss to the country and to this entire fund: and it has been 
one means why we have in times past received so little for the 
money we have expended. I think it is the most beneficial pro- 
vision in the bill. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Let me suggest to the gentleman that if 
this provision is adopted the Secretary will have in his posses- 
sion the seeds that would be required to fill the demands of each 
member after the 2d day of May, and at a time when perhaps 
one-half of the requests come to him. 

Mr. HATCH. There is no reason, in my judgment, why the 
amendment of the gentleman should be adopted. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. The Secretary will have at his disposal 
the amount left to the credit of each Representative and Senator 
on the 2d day of May; and after the 3d day of May he will have 
no allowance there; and I have complied with hundreds of such 
requests since the 10th of May. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, in further 
explanation, and in answer to the gentleman from Ohio, I wish 
to say that he or any Senator or Member who wishes to do so 
can draw his entire quota of seed prior to the Ist day of May 
and have them on hand to meet the. demands which the gentle- 
man says come in after that time. This bill as drawn simply 
provides for the nonaction of a Member or Senator. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. We do not hire a warehouse when we 
come here. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. It is presumed that a large 
buik of the seeds have been distributed long before the Ist of 
May; and the remaining portion would only be a small quantity 
and would not be in the way. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Have you not had requests for seeds 
since the Ist of May?’ 

__ Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
but very few requests since the Ist of May. 

Mr. ORTHWAY. I have had a hundred of them; and they 
are coming along now. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I will say further that I 
drew my entire quotain bulk and sent every one of them out my- 
self without any assistance from the Department; and that I 
disposed of them before May to my entire satisfaction, and I 
think to that of my constituents. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. BRETZ. Let us have it reported, Mr. Chairman. 
‘The amendment was again reported. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 


I will say that I have had 


Have not members and those whom they rep- 
resent time enough to get in their reauests for seeds by the Ist 


Mr. CRAIN. I offer an amendment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 15, in line 25, after the words “upon their request,” insert “after 
due notification by the Secretary of Agriculture that the allotment to their 
respective districts is ready for distribution.” 


Mr. CRAIN. 


be notified that they are ready. 
Mr. HATCH. ) 
The CHAIRMAN. 
will be considered as agreed tc. 


The amendment simply provides that we shall 


I have no objection to that. 


If there be no objection the amendment 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


Mr. RAY. 


cuttings, or plants.” 


Mr. RAY. 


I offer an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 15, after the word “seeds,” 


insert 


“bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, 


Now, Mr. Chairman, this bill provides that the 


Secretary shall not ‘‘ distribute to any Senator, pn hems Meet 


or Delegate seeds entirely unfit for the climate anc 


locality he 


represents,” leaving it to be implied that he might send bulbs, 
shrubs, and trees of a character entirely unfit for that climate. 
Therefore, in order to make the bill symmetrical, and to perfect 
it, I move to insert those words. 
I will explain, as I have explained to the gen- 
tleman before, that these words are embraced in the general 
language of the statute, and to insert them now would be a rep- 


Mr. HATCH. 


etition. 


It is always done. 


It is simply surplusage, and will accomplish no good. 
I care nothing about it, except that it makes 


a bungling section of what was a perfect section. 


Mr. RAY. 


It does not make a 


ungling section. 


It makes a 


plain, common-sense section of what was a bungling section. A 


seed is not a tree, although atree may grow froma seed. 
is not a shrub, although a shrub may grow from a seed. 


A seed 
So that 


the argument that the word ‘‘ seed ” covers trees and shrubs is 

all nonsense, as the gentleman well knows. 
The question was taken on the adoption of the amendment, 

and the Chairman announced that the noes seemed to have it. 


Mr. RAY. 


Division. 


The committee divided; and there were—ayes 36, noes 97. 


Mr. RAY. 


No quorum. 


Mr. CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York makes 
the point of no quorum. The Chair will appoint the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] and the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. RAY] to act as tellers. 

Mr. RAY. The gentleman can get along with it in three 


minutes, and let that go in. 
Mr. HATCH. 


Yes; and the gentleman has yielded every 


courtesy and every fairness to the gentleman from New York 


that he is entitled to, and will not permit any more of it. 


is all there is of it. 
The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 


33, noes 77. 


Mr. RAY. No quorum. 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being made, the 
Clerk will call the roll. 
The roll was called, when the following-named members failed 


to respond: 


Abbott, 
Adams, Ky. 
Adams, Pa. 
Aitken, 
Allen, 
Apsley, 
Babcock, 
Bailey, 
Baldwin, 
Bankhead, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Belden, 
Bell, Colo. 
Beltzhoover, 
Bingham, 
Black, IL. 
Bland, 
Boatner, 
Boutelle, 
Bower, N. C. 
Branch, 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brown, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Bynum, 
Cadmus, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Ill. 
Chickering, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Clark, Mo. 
Cobb, Ala. 
oo 
‘ogswell, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Ind. 


Cornish, 
Cousins, 
Crawford, 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Dalzell, 
Davey, 
Denson, 
Donovan, 
Doolittle, 


Gardner, 
Gear, 
Gillet, N. Y. 


Gillett, Mass. 


Goldzier, 
Goodnight, 
Graham, 
Griffin, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Grow, 
Haines, 
Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Harter, 
Hartman, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, 
Heard, 


Heiner, 
Henderson, Iowa 
Hendrix, 
Hermann, 
Hicks, 

Hines, 
Holman, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Pa. 
Hudson, 
Hulick, 

Hull, 
Hutcheson, 
Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, Ohio 
Kem, 

Kribbs, 
Lapham, 
Lefever, 
Linton, 
Lisle, 
Lockwood, 
Lynch, 
Magner, 
Marshall, 
McAleer, 
McCall, 
McCreary, Ky. 
McDowell. 
McGann, 
McKaig, 
McKeighan, 
MeMillin, 
Meredith, 
Milliken, 
Morse, 
Newlands, 


That 


O'Neil, Mass. 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Outhwaite, 


Reyburn, 
Richardson, Mich. 
Ritchie, 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, 
Russell, Conn. 
Russell, Ga. 
Ryan, 
Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 

Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Sickles, 
Simpson. 
Smith, 
Snodgrass, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, W. A. 
Sweet, 
Tarsney, 
Tawney, 
Taylor, Penn. 
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Tho:aas, Wadsworth, Waugh, White, 
Turpin, Walker, ells, Whiting. 
Tyler Waneger, Wheeler, Ala. Wilson, Wash. 


Van Voorhis, N. Y. Washington, Wheeler, Ill. Wright, Pa. 


Mr. ROBBINE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that my col- 
league, Mr. Coss, has been called to the Post-Office Department 
on business. 

The roll call being completed, the committee rose, and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, reported that that committee having had 
under consideration a bill (H. R. 6937) making appropriations 
for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending 


June 30, 1805, and having found itself without a quorum, he had 
caused the roll to be called and now reported the names of the 
absentees to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The names will be entered on the Journal. 


One hundred and eighty-two gentleman have answered to their 
names. ‘The committee will resume its session. 

The committee accordingly resumed its session, Mr. RicuH- 
ARDSON of Tennessee in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order, and the 
tellers will resume their places. The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray]. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 26, noes 116. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, would it be in order for me to 
withdraw the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can withdraw it by unan- 
imous consent, 

Mr. RAY. I ask unanimous consent to withdraw the amend- 
ment. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, from the 
Committee of the Whole, reported that they had had under con- 
sideration a bill (H. R. 6937) making appropriations for the 
Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1895, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


“ LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted eas fol- 
lows: 

To Mr. WHITING, for this day, on account of sickness. 

To Mr, CUMMINGS, for three days, on account of sickness in 
his family. 

The House then, on motion of Mr. Hato (at 5 o'clock p.m.), 
adjourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered tothe Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE, from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs: A bill (S. 1526) for the relief of Henry Halteman. (Re- 
port No. 905.) 

By Mr. HOUK, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill 
(H. R. 3003) to grant relief to Thomas L. Higgins. (Report No. 
906.) 


PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, bills of the following titles were 
introduted, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. MAHON: A iil (H. R. 7106) to establish a bureau of 
public health within the Department of the Interior of the United 
States—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FIELDER (by request): A bill (H. R. ed for the pro- 
tection of the property of passengers carried in sleeping cars 
and limiting the responsibility for the same of individuals or 
corporations owning or operating said cars, and fixing a penalty 
for the violation of the same—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BRYAN: A bill (#1. R. 7108) to amend an act entitled 
‘‘An act to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nica- 
ragua”’—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GRESHAM: A biil (H. R. 7109) to establish a light- 
house and arange light at the entrance to Galveston Harbor, in 
the county of Galveston, in the State of Texas—to the Committees 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PENCE: A bill (H.R. 7110) to provide for co at 
the Soetasts mint at Denver, Colo.—to the Committee on 
age, Weights, and Measures. 
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PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CONN: A bill (H. R.7111) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion against the name of John I’. Kelley—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7112) to remove the charge of desertion 
against the nameof Andrew Matheny—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 7113) granting a pension to Cora L. Dodge— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

| By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 7114) for the relief of the heirs 
| of Jacob K. Johnson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7115) for the relief of Jacob S. Fritts, of 

Emory Gap, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 7116) for the relief of Jacob Henry, of Mary- 
ville, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7117) for the relief of Henry T. Cox, of 
Louisville, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: A bill (H.R. 7118) to relieve Isaac C. 
Biglow of the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 7119) granting a pension to 
Anna Bell Wyvill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 7120) for 
the relief of the estate of Josiah J. Bryan, deceased, late of Ham- 
ilton County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R.7121) for the relief of O. H. P. Wayne, of 
Hamilton County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: Petition of H. Hulman and others, of 
Terre Haute, Ind., favoring the passage of Houso bill 5294, to 
regulate the mode of removal of letter-carriers—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Papers to accompany House bill 7100, for 
the relief of the estate of S. H. Patterson—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. COOMBS: Petition of 4 citizens of Brooklyn, in favor 
of House bill 6840—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Letters from W. J. Mundt, of Garner; 
John Edge, jr., of Dakota City, and S. K. Winne, of Humboldt, 
all of Iowa, protesting against the income tax as applied to 
building and loan associations—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, protest of E. A. Donohoe, editor of Havelock Item, and 
F. M. Linehan, editor, Thompson, Iowa, against any increase in 

stage on second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the 

ost-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition from Baton, Iowa, in favor of the Manderson- 
Hainer bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


Roads. 

By Mr. GRADY: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Alexander McArthur, of Cumberland County, N. C.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: Petition of 50 citizens of 
Grant, Pa., asking the passage of the Manderson-Hainer bill— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HUDSON: Petition of citizens of Farlington, Kans., 
against the Wilson bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of people ef Chetopa, Kans., for change in the 
preamble of the Constitution—to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 

Alea, resolutions by the Dickinson we farmers, protesting 

inst the retiring on full pay of Judge Foster, of the district 
of Kansas—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Galena, Hepler, Perry, and Che- 
topa, in the interest of fraternal society and college journals—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of 35 farmers and citizens of Fair View, Kans., 
for the issue of more money by the Government and for a fair 
hearing of Coxey’s commonweal army—to the Committee on 
Revision of the Laws. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of E. I. Tator, R. C. Friend, 
Frank Armstrong, and 420 other citizens of Webb County, Mo. 
protesti ainst treatment of J. S. Coxey—to the Committed 
on the Judic . 

By Mr. OGDEN: Resolution of the New Orleans Cotton Ex- 
change, indorsing the Cotton States and International Exposi- 
tion at Atlanta, Ga.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 
against th RAN 9 oe aie of a Boston Marine — 

st the passage of House bills 5502, 5503, 5504, » an 
to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
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By Mr. RICHARDS: Petition of citizens of Sandyville, Ohio, 
against reduction of postage—to the Committee on the Post- 
Ofiice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: Petition of the Grand 
Rapids Brush Company and 115 employés, of Grand Rapids, 
Mich., relative to the employment of convict labor—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

Also, a resolution of Harmony Assembly, Knights of Labor, 
of Holland, Mich., indorsing the Coxey movement—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

Also, resolutions by the Stephens Assembly, No. 3526,Knights 
of Labor, of Grand Rapids, Mich., against any removal of re- 
strictions placed on Chinese immigration—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Protest from citizens of Con- 
neeticut against income tax of Wiison tariff bill, as applied to 
national building and loan associations—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHAW: Petition of F. B. Waste, F. A. Kellom, and 84 
others, citizens of town of Mondovi, BuffaloCounty, Wis., in favor 
of the enactment of a Federal statute to enable States to enforce 
State laws regulating the sale of substitutes for dairy products— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: Papers to accompany bill for the 
relief of John M. Tessier, of Natchitoches Parish, La.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Resolutions of Council No. 
826, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Grand Valley, 
Pa., in favorof House bill 5246, restricting immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. STORER: Memorial of the Cincinnati Chamber of 





Commerce, a against the discontinuance of Statistical 
Bureau in the Agricultural Dspartment—to the Committee on 


Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions (renewed) of the Cincinnati Chamber of Com- 
merce, in favor of the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 62 citizens of Hamilton County, Ohio, protest- 
ing against the taxing of incomes of building and loan associa- 
tions—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of T. J. Smith and 37 others, citizens of Cincin- 
nati, Ohio, praying for the passage of the Manderson-Hainer 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of the Women’s Christian 
Temperance Union, of Union Corners, in favor of an amendment 
of the laws of 1884, whereby the study of physiology and hygiene 
is made mandatory in all schools supported by public money or 
under State control—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, May 17, 1894. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBuRN, D.D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tlon from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the Senate of December 20, 1893, a re- 
port of the Second Comptroller of the Treasury relative to cer- 
tain Treasury statements heretofore certified to Congress for 
appropriations, etc.; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
ey to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

He also laid before the Senate acommunication from the Sec- 
retary of War, transmitting, for the information of the Senate 
Committee on Appropriations, a copy of a letter from the Super- 
intendent of the Military Academy of the 15th instant, calling 
attention to an amendment as reported tothe Senate of the 
item for continuing the construction of one new reservoir, and 
recommending that the item be restored to the shape in which 
it passed the House of Representatives; which, with the ac- 
companying paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of sundry business firms 
of Cincinnati, Ohio, remonstrating against an increase of the in- 
ternal-revenue tax on distilled spirits; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Corset Manufacturers’ 
Association of the United States, remonstrating against an in- 


crease of the duty on horn strips; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 
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Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Egbert C. Smyth, D.D., 
resident of the Andoter Theological Seminary, of Andover, 
Mass., and other members of the faculty and officers of that in- 
stitution, praying for the enactment of legislation to suppress 
the lottery traffic; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Grange No. 23, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Dalton, Mass., praying for the } of the so-called 


assag 





Hill oleomargarine bill to enable the States to enforce State 
laws regulating the sale of substitutes for dairy produ which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce 

He also presented the petition of Rev. Thomas J. Packard, 
rector, and 29 other members of Christ and St. John’s Churches, 
of West River, Md., praying for the enactment of legis] Oo 
suppress the lottery traffic; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 


Mr. LODGE presented the petition of Edward F. Fay 
other citizens of Boston, Mass., praying that building and loan 
associations, national and local, be exempted from the proposed 
income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was or 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Boston, Mass., praying for the passage of certain remedial 
amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which was refer? 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce? 

Mr. IRBY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Columbia, 
S. C., praying that fraternal society and college journals be ad- 
mitted to the mails as second-class matter: which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. TELLER. I present the memorial of Hon. John Evans, 
of Denver, Colo., remonstrating against the consolidation of 
other railroad lines with the Union Pacific. As this is a very 
important paper, I move that the memorial be printed as a doc- 
ment and referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of the Hooper Build- 
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ing and Loan Association, of Hooper, Nebr., praying that build- 
ing and loan associations, national and local, be exempted from 


the proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. QUAY presented the petition of J. . Downing and 52 
other citizens of Erie County, Pa., and the petition of Churles 
Corkhill and 43 other citizens of Berks County, Pa., praying 
that building and loan associations, national and local, be ex- 
empted from the proposed income-tax provision of the pending 
tariff bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Territories, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 352) to enable the people of 
Utah to form a constitution and State government, and to be 
admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the’original 
States, reported it with amendments, and submtited a report 
thereon. 

TRADE REGULATIONS WITH THE NEW HEBRIDES. 

Mr. TURPIE. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom were referred certain memorials which 
were presented to the Senate and referred to that committee 
upon the subject of the traffic by Europeans and Americans in 
firearms and intoxicants with the natives of the New Hebrides 
Islands, in the South Pacific, to report the resolution which I 
send to the desk, and recommend its adoption. A written re- 
port accompanies the resolution. I ask for the present consid- 
eration of the resolution. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested to enter 
into negotiations with those European powers whose citizens and subjects 
are engaged in commerce with the natives of the New Hebrides, with a view 


of establishing with them joint treaty regulations for the prohibitionof the 
sale of firearms and intoxicants to the natives of said islands. 


ADVANCES TO PUBLIC PRINTER. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7072) to amend 
section 3816 of the Revised Statutes, relating to advances made 
to the Public Printer, to report it without amendment, and to 
submit a'report thereon. As it is a very important matter for 
the Government Printing Office, I ask that the bill be now con- 
sidered. Let it be read for information. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 3816 of the Revised Statutes be amended so 
as toread that ‘‘ There shall be advanced to the Public Printer, from time to 
time, as the public service may require it, and under such rules as the Sec 
retary of the Treasury may prescribe, a sum of ae not exceeding at any 
time four-fifths of the penalty of his bond, to enable him to pay for work 
and material.” 


Mr. MANDERSON. The amount of the bond of the Public 


Printer is $100,000. Under tho existing law there is permitted 
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to be advanced to him from the Treasury but two-thirds of that 
amount, or $66,000. It is absolutely essential that a greater pro- 
portion of the amount of his bond should be advanced to him, and 
the bill proposes to change the sum from two-thirds to four- 


fifths, or from $66,000 to $80,000. It is the same provision that 
was inthe general printing bill which passed the Senate hereto- 
fore and has since that time passed the House of Representa- 
tives. I hope the bill may be passed. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

TARIFF BULLETINS. 

Mr. VOORHEES. [report from the Committee on Finance 
Bulletins Nos. 6 and 7, being replies of importers and manufac- 
turers and others to tariff inquiries relating to Schedule B,earths, 
earthenware, and glassware. [ask that the bulletins be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PEFFER. By the request of James K. Russell, an intel- 
ligent and respected citizen of Oswego, in the State of Kansas, 
representing a large number of persons who believe as he does, 

_T introduce a bill. 

The bill (S. 2029) to authorize the free coinage of silver; to 
coin the gold and silver bullion now owned and held by the 
United States Government; to provide for the payment of the 
interest-bearing debt of the United States; to take up the na- 
tional-bank notes, United States Treasury notes of all kinds, 
gold and silver certificates, both coin and bullion, and all other 
noninterest-bearing indebtedness of the United States now out- 
standing; to repeal the act of July 14, A. D. 1890, known as the 
silver-bullion purchase act; to repeal all laws providing for the 
issue of Treasury notes, gold and silver certificates, either coin 
or bullion, or other certificates; to repeal all laws for the re- 
funding of the national debt; to repeal the national banking act; 
to repeal all tariff and internal revenue laws, and for other pur- 
poses; was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 2030) to authorize the Ohio 
River Bridge Company to construct and maintain a bridge across 
the Ohio River at Rochester, Pa.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 2031) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Thomas Riley, Com- 
pany A, Forty-third Indiana Infantry Volunteers; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying resolution, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PEFFER introduced a bill (S. 2032) to grant a pension to 
Ida C. Martin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. BUTLER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
be oo ps to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

. Mr. BLANCHARD submitted four amendments intended to 
be peceeees by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SUITS AGAINST TRUSTS AND COMBINATIONS. 


Mr. MORGAN. I submit a resolution, which I ask may be 
printed and lie on the table. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas on the 2d of June, 1890, the following statute was enacted by Con 
gress: 

An act to protect trade and commerce against unlawful restraints and mo- 
nopolies. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, SHCTION 1. Every contract, combination 
in the form of trust or otherwise, or conspiracy, in restraint of trade or com- 
merce among the several States, or with foreign nations, is hereby declared 


tobe illegal. Every person who shall make any such contract or in 
any such combination or conspiracy, shall be deemed lty of a e- 
meanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished by fine not exceeding 


%5,000, or by imprisonment not exceeding one year, or by both said punish- 
ments, in the discretion of the court. 

Src. 2. Every person who shall monopolize, or attempt to monopolize, or 
combine or conspire with any other person or persons, to monopolize any 
part of the trade or commerce among the several States, or with foreign 
nations, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, 
shall be punished by fine not exceeding %5,000, or by imprisonment not ex- 
ceeding one year, or by both said punishments, in the discretion of the court. 

Sro.3. Every contract, combination ia form of trust or otherwise, or con- 
spiracy, in restraint of trade or commerce in any an of the United 

tates or of the District of Columbia, or in restraint of trade or commerce 
between any such Territory and another, or between such Territory or 
Territories and State or States or the District of Columbia, or with for- 
eign nations, or between the District of Columbia and any State or Statesor 
foreign nations, is hereby declared ill . Every person who shall make 
any such contract or engage in any such combination or conspiracy, shall 


be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be 
punished by fine not exceeding %%,000, or by imprisonment not exceeding 
one year, or by both said punishments, in the discretion of the court. 

Src. 4. The several circuit courts of the United States are hereby invested 
with jurisdiction to prevent and restrain violations of this act; and it shall 
be the duty of the several district attorneys of the United States, in their 
respective districts, under the direction of the Attorney-General, to insti- 
tute proceedings in equity to prevent and restrain such violations. Such 
proceedings may be by way o tition setting forth the case and praying 
that such violation shall be enjoined or otherwise prohibited. When the 
parties complained of shall have been duly notified of such petition the 
court shall proceed, as soon as may be, to the hearing and determination of 
the case; and peacng Soh petition and before final decree, the court may 
at any time make such temporary restraining order or prohibition as shall 
be deemed just in the premises. 

Sec. 5. Whenever it shall appear to the court before which any proceed- 
ing under section 4 of this act may be pending, that the ends of justice re- 
quire that other parties should be brought before the court, the court may 
cause them to be summoned, whether they reside in the district in which 
the court is held or not; and subpoenas to that end may be served in any 
district by the marshal thereof. 

SEo, 6. Any property owned under any contract or by any combination, 
or pursuant to any conspiracy (and being thesubject thereof) mentioned in 
section 1 of this act, and being in the course of transportation from one 
State to another, or to a foreign country, shall be forfeited to the United 
States, and may be seized and condemned by like proceedings as those pro- 
vided Pr oe for the forfeiture, seizure, and condemnation of property im- 
ported into the United States contrary to law. 

SEc. 7. Any person who shall be injured in his business or property by 
any other person or corporation by reason of anything forbidden or de- 
clared to be unlawful by this act, = sue therefor in any circuit court of 
the United States in the district in which the defendant resides or is found, 
without respect to the amount in controversy, and shall recover three fold 
the damages by him sustained, and the costs of suit, including a reasonable 
attorney's fee. 

Sec. 8. That the word ‘‘ person "’ or ‘‘ persons ” wherever used in this act 
shall be deemed to include corporations and associations existing under or 
authorized - the laws of either the United States, the laws of any of the 
Territories, the laws of any State, or the laws of any foreign country. 

Approved July 2, 1890. 

And— 


Whereas it is alleged that a combination exists in the nature of a monop- 
oly and in restraint of trade in the business of refining sugar, and is injuri- 
ously affecting the interests of the people in all inhabited parts of the United 
States, that is known as the sugar trust: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General is directed to inform the Senate 
whether any action has been taken in any court of the United States, either 
civil or criminal, to restrain or punish the persons engaged in such viola- 
tion of law. And that he inform the Senate of the results of said pro- 
ceedi if any have been instituted and whether there is in thesaid statute 
any defect that tends to embarrass its due execution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to call the attention of the Senator 
from Alabama to the report of the Attorney-General upon the 
subject of trusts. I think after he reads that report he will see 
how the Attorney-General very curtly, and I think very impo- 
litely, treats the trust law, as it is called, and he will not care to 
refer this resolution to him for his opinion, because he will find 
it expressed there in, I think, rather a rude way. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that the resolution go over until to- 
morrow ae 

Mr. MORGAN. The resolution will go over on my request. 

Mr. HOAR. I was not aware of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under 
the rule. 

Mr.MORGAN. I propose to refer the matter to the Attorney- 
General because I want an official statement from him of his 
opinion as to what the law is. 


WILLIAM P. KELLOGG. 


Mr. TELLER submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to William P. Kellogg, late Senator from the State of Lou- 
isiana, the sum of 83,543.38, his salary as such Senator from the 4th of March, 
1867, until June 24, 1868. The said payment to be made from the miscella- 
neous items of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


PROPOSED SENATORIAL INVESTIGATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from Massachusetts[Mr. LODGE], 
coming over from a previous day. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
LopaGE, as follows: 


Whereas it has been stated in the Sun, a newspaper published in New 
York, that bribes have eee reer. a2 es Senators to induce them to 
uccens oe heclaieo Race atated ina signed article in the Press, a news- 
paper published in Philadelphia, that the s schedule has been made up 
as it now stands in the proposed amendment in consideration of large sums 
of money paid for cam Pp s of the Democratic party: 

Resolved, That a committee of five Senators be appointed to investigate 
these charges, and with power to send for persons and papers. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, Iam no friend of unnecessary 
investigation, neither do I think it at all desirable or becoming 
that either House should make a practice of taking up loose 
allegations in the newspapers or of noticing the denunciations 
and vague general statements of unsigned editorial articles. 
But when specific charges are made by responsible newspapers, 
or by responsible correspondents of 


ose newspapers, charges 
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which reflect most seriously upon the character and integrity 


I desire to say now, sir, that I hope the resolution offered by 


of persons holding high office under this Government, and when | the Senator from Massachusetts will be adopted unanimously by 
they also involve criminal charges against other persons, it | the Senate, and that this investigation shall be of the most 


seems to me that it is neither right nor proper to pass them 
over without due consideration and investigation. 

On Monday there appeared in the Philadelphia Press a long 
article, printed on its first page, charging that the enormous 
profit which it is well known will accrue to the sugar trust 
under the new amendments fixing the date on January 1, 1895— 
a profit estimated to be in the neighborhood of %50,000,000— 


were made in fulfillment of pledges given to the representatives | 
of that trust, and under their exactions. Many specific state- | 
| ment, Mr. President. It is stated in the article written by 


ments were made in that article. 
It was said there that these amendments werein the hands of 
‘a firm of New York brokers before they reached the Senate and 


even when their very existence had been denied by the chair- | 


man and other members of the Finance Committee. The names 
of the brokers were given. It was charged that the fulfillment 


of these pledges to the sugar trust was demanded by the Secre- | 


tary of the Treasury, and the substance of what he said to the | 


committee was given on the authority of some person then pres- | 


ent. 


These are specific charges and statements of fact and they | 
are not made anonymously; the signature to the article is a well- | 


known one. Itis that used by Mr. E. Jay Edwards, a corres- 
pondent of the Philadelphia Press, a gentleman whom I do not 
personally know, but who, I am told, is a man of standing and 
responsibility, a graduate of Yale College, and well known in 
the newspaper world and to the readers of newspapers. If there 


is any truth in the allegations which he makes, it ought to be 
known to the public. If they are false, then he isa criminal | 


libeler of the grossest kind. 

Yesterday, forty-eight hours after the appearance of this 
statement by Mr. Edwards, there appeared in the New York 
Sun a statement from their correspondent here in Washington 
of the specific fact that bribes had, been offered to two Senators 
of the United States to induce them to vote against the pending 
tariff legislation. That statement-has since been confirmed by 
an interview with one of the Senators. 

Certainly, Mr. President, there can be no graver charge, there 
can be few graver crimes than an attempt to bribe members of 
the Senate or of the House of Representatives of the United 
States. 

The charge is made carefully and specifically and, certainly, 
such a charge as that should not go unnoticed or uninvestigated. 
If there is a person who has been offering bribes, he would come, 
I presume, within the reach of the statute law; he certainly 
would be within the reach of the statute law of my own State, 
and I suppose he would be within the reach of the statutes of 
the United States, although I have not examined them on that 

int. 
 Cortadaly these facts ought not to be allowed to go unnoticed; 
they can not be sneered down; they are a reflection upon the 
Senate. I think the public is entitled to know the truth, if 
there is any truth in any part of them; and if there is no truth 
in them, the public is entitled to know that, and the men who 
have made these charges in great and important journalsshould 
be at least branded at the bar of public opinion as wanton libelers. 
It is for these reasons, Mr, President, that I offered the resolu- 
tion. I trust that it will pass without objection. 

I suggest an addition at the end of the resolution, which I in- 
tended to place upon it. After the words ‘‘ be appointed to in- 
vestigate these charges, and with power to sendfor persons and 
papers,” I propose to add the words, ‘‘to administer oaths and 
employ a stenographer,” both of which are necessary to such an 
investigation. [A pause.] On the suggestion of a Senator near 
me, I will leave out ‘‘ and employ a stenographer,” and simply 
say ‘‘and with power to administer oaths.” 

p e VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution of the Senator from 
Massachusetts will be so modified. 

Mr. HUNTON. Mr. President, as my name has been con- 
nected somewhat with the resolution offered by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], I merely desire to say now 
that I hope the Senate will pass unanimously the resolution to 
investigate this matter to the very depths. 

It probably is not becoming in me, in view of the fact that 
this investigation is to be had, to say more than this and to state 
what I understand to be the facts in regard to this alleged at- 
tempt to bribe, because I think every member of the Senate 
knows that this man has never approached me at all; I have 
never seen him in connection with it; but I dofeel annoyed, and 
very deeply annoyed, that anes should suppose that I could 
be bribed, and especially in the mode selected by this man to 
reach me. The averment is that he was to reach me through a 
weli-beloved son, who is as high above anything of that sort 
as I claim to be. 
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thorough kind. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, my only objection to the 
resolution is that it is not quite wide enough, and therefore I 
move to amend after the word ‘‘charges,” in line 2, by insert- 
ing the following words: 

And to inquire further whether any contributions have been made by the 
so-called sugar trust to any political party for campaign purposes. 5 

| hope the amendment will be accepted. 

Mr. LODGE. [ shall most cheerfully accept that amend- 


** Holland,” to which I have referred, that contributions were 
made by the sugar trust to both campaign funds. I sincerely 
hope the matter will be probed to the bottom, and that the in- 
fluence of that trust in our politics will be thoroughly exposed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Missouri will be considered 
as agreed to. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, one of the individuals 
inferentially mentioned in the resolution submitted by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts is a constituent of mine, being, I be- 
lieve, a resident of Ransom County, N. Dak., and engaged there 
in the businessof farming. He called upon me last evening and 
conferred with me in regard to the matter, and concluded that 
the proper thing to do would be to demand, or rather to court 
an investigation as speedily as possible; and he submitted to me 
a letter which I ask may be read atthe desk. I trust the action 
of the Senate willbe prompt in regard to the resolution of the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE}. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D, C., May 17, 1894. 

DEAR Str: The newspapers charge that I attempted to bribe Senators 
HUNTON and KYLE to vote against the pending tariff bill. Senator LopGcE 
has introduced a resolution dirécting an investigation of this charge, with 
one other. 

I respectfully ask you, as one of the Senators representing my State, to 
urge the adoption of the resolution and the speediest possible investigation. 

As these scandalous stories, derogatory to my character, have been given 
to the press and published in every part of the country, I beg of you to state 
that I deny them entirely, in whole and in part, and denounce them as false- 
hoods and slanders. 

Of course my words do not refer at all to the two honorable Senators men- 
tioned. I believe them both to be incapable of telling anything but the truth. 
I simply mean to stamp the newspaper statements charging me with at- 
tempting to bribe the Senators in question as utterly without foundation. 

Very respectfully, 
C. W. BUTTZ. 

Hon. H. C. HANSBROUGH, _ 

United States Senate. 


Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, inasmuch as the name of the 
Senator from South Dakota |Mr. KYLE], who is unfortunately 
absent at this time on official business, seems to be connected 
with these charges, I simply desire to say from my personal 
knowledge of that Senator that if he were present he would join 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON] in urging a thorough 
investigation of the matter. It is in justice to the Senator from 
South Dakota, who is absent, that I wanted to say this much. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to add a little to the amendment 
that I offered, which [ trust the Senator from Massachusetts 
{[Mr. LopGE] will accept. I move to insert, after the words 
‘* made by the so-called sugar trust,” the words ‘‘or any official of 
the same.” 

Mr. HOAR. I think the words ‘‘or any person connected 
therewith ” would be better, because a man may be connected 
with the trust and not be an official. I suggest that amendment 
to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Then let it read ‘or any person connected 
therewith.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Ifthere be no objection, the amend- 
ment of the Senator- from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] will be 
agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then after the word ‘‘ purposes” I move 
to insert ‘‘or to secure or defeat legislation.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection that amend- 
ment will be made. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The resolution ought to read: 


And with power to send for persons and papers and to administer oaths. 


Mr.CHANDLER. L[ask that the resolution as modified be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read as mod- 
ified. 

The Secretary read the resolution as modified, as foilows: 

Resolved, That a committee of five Senators be appointed to investigate 
these charges, and to inquire further whether any contributions have been 
made y the so-called sugar trust, or any person connected therewith, to 
any political party for campaign purposes or to secure or defeat legisla- 
tion, and with power to send for persons and papers and to administer 
Oaths. 
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Mr. ALLEN. I desire to state that the junior Senator from 
South Dakota {[Mr. KYLE] has been absent from the Chamber for 
something like two weeks in connection with the Committee on 
Indian Depredations, looking after the claims that have been 
made against the Government, and is now engaged in the dis- 
charge of that duty as a subcommitteeman. I myselfam heart- 
ily in favur of the resolution, and I hope the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. LopG£] will still broaden it so as to include not 
only attempts to bribe and contributions to the campaign funds 
of both the Republican and the Democratic parties, but also 
allegations in connection with the same stories that have been 
floating around about Senators speculating in sugar stocks, and 
other things of that kind. I hope the Senator who has charge 
of the resolution will embrace that subject. 

Iamsatisfied thatif the Senatorfrom South Dakota[Mr. KYLE] 
were present he would be very anxious that the matter should 
be investigated promptly and sifted to the bottom. That the 
Senator from Virginia |Mr. HUNTON] and the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. K¥L&] are incapable of being approached in 
this way or in any other dishonorable or disreputable way I 
bave not the slightest doubt. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move toamend the resolution by insert- 
ing between the word ‘‘campaign” and the word ‘ purposes” 
the words ‘or election,” for the reason that the word ‘‘cam- 
paign” is somewhat indefinite. It might be construed to mean 
a campaign before the people, whereas I have reason to believe 
that money of this trust has been contributed for the purpose of 
electing or controlling the election of United States Senators. 
Therefore, { do not want the resolution restricted to a popular 
array campaign; and as the Senator wants to make the reso- 
ution broad, I suggest the insertion of the words “ or election,” 
80 that it will read: 

For campaign or election purposes. 

l ask the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] whether he 
has any objection to that amendment? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iaccept ¢hything that widens the scope of 
the investigation, I accept the amendment of the Senatorfrom 
New Hampshire |[Mr. CHANDLER] if the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LODGE] will accept it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so modified 
if there be no objection. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, there have been a great 
many charges madein reference to the action of Senators touch- 
ing the bill now before the Senate for consideration, and I think 
it is much better thatif any charges are to be made in the future 
they should be made before a committee and should be inves- 
tigated, and the committee should ‘have all the power that is 
nevessary to carry out a full and thorough investigation of any 
charges anyone is willing to father. For that reason I move to 
amend the resolution by adding the following additional resolve: 


Resolved further, That said committee be authorized to investigate and 
report upon any charge or charges which may be filed before it alleging that 
the open ot any Senator has been corruptly influenced in the consideration 
of sak ° 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
FAULKNER}, 

Mr. PALMER. I desire to make a practical enagerisen in re- 
lation to the resolution. The Senator from Virginia [Mr,. Hun- 
TON] is here and has the right to control the resolution so far 
as it relates to himself. The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
KYL] is not here. He was once a citizen, a highly-esteemed 
citizen, of Illinois. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Vir- 
ginia — HUNTON] to separate the inquiry which relates to 
himself and the Senator from South ota from the dragnet 
which is pro d to be thrown out over all God’s creation 
and the devil’s dominions too, I may say, and treat the two mat- 
ters as altogether distinct. I think it ought to be separated, 
and I think the Senator from South Dakota ought to have an 
investigation, if he desires it, which will be very brief and may 
be quickly disposed of. As to the other points, I have no great 
respect for the charges and I have no great —, for the 
method by which it is attempted to meet them. But the per- 
sonal matter concerning these two Senators ought to be sepa- 
rated from the rest of the proposed investigation. 

Mr. HUNTON. So far as the first part of the investigation 
is concerned, sir, I do not wish to make any suggestion as to con- 
trolling its modus. I wish it te be full, perfect, and complete. 
But I take it for granted that the committee, when appointed, 
will take up these matters in their order; and so believing, Ido 
not wish te interfere with the resolution at ali. . 

Mr. HALE. I do not suppose there is a Senator here or else- 
where who believes for a moment that either the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. Hunron] or the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
KyYue] has been improperly ae or that a 
has been made to commit bri 8 


ry in their cases. There 
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nothing in our associations with those Senators and nothing in 
their public or private character which for a moment would 
justify the harboring of a suspicion of that kind. I suppose the 
committee when appointed will act rather in the line just sug- 
gested by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. HuNTON], which 
meets the suggestion of my friend from Illinois [Mr. PALMER], 
that they will take the single subject relating to these two Sena- 
tors, in which they are personally interested, themselves and 
their reputation, before approaching the other domain, and will 
act upon it and investigate, if need be, and report to the Senate, 
so that the matter will be cleared from our consideration. 

I suppose it will be found then that the reports, the suspi- 
cions which have been sought to be set afloat, are simply in the 
nature of back fire, and that they come from the other matters 
which it is proposed the committee shall investigate, and are only 
started here for the purpose of calling away attention. It is the 
‘stop thief” cry. 

Now, with that in view, I think the committee ought to con- 
sider all these subject-matters most thoroughly, and I hope the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] will accept any amend- 
ment that will make the resolution more penetrating and enable 
the committee to go to the profoundest depths, so that at last the 
country and the world may have light upon what are real suspi- 
cions and real beliefs of the American people that certain por- 
tions of the tariff bill have been surrounded by and have been 
subjected to influences which alarm and would disgrace the Sen- 
ate if they be true. That, Mr. President, can not be too thor- 
oughly probed. 

There is-afoot among the people of this country suspicions so 
great, doubts so great, that it is better they should be solved by 
a thorough and complete investigation, and when that is made 
and it is shown that no Senator's garments are smirched and 
that no fire rests upon them, if that shall come about, it will be 
better for the Senate that it should come at the end of the in- 
vestigation and that these suspicions do not continue in the air 
uninvestigated. 

Mr. VILAS. I wish to add to the resolution of the Senator 
from West Virginia an amendment. I move to add the words, 
‘or that any attempt has been made to so influence legislation.” 

Mr. FAULKNER. I accept the amendment of the Senator 
from Wisconsin to my amendment. 

. SHERMAN. [ask that the amendment be read as modi- 
ed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the 
from West Virginia will be read as modified. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved further, That said committees be authorized to investigate and 
report upon any charge or charges which may be filed before it, alleging 
that the action of any Senator has been corruptly influenced in the consid- 


— of said bill, or that any attempt has been made to so influence leg- 
ation. 


Mr. QUAY. I ask the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
FAULKNER] to accept another amendment. It seems evidently 
the consensus of opinion in the Senate that we need » committee 
to take care of our morals and characters, and the resolution 
as proposed to be amended by the Senator from. West Virginia 
will be fittingly amended by striking out the words ‘‘ said bill” 
and inserting in lieu thereof the word “legislation.” Thatwill’ 
give the committee authority to take cognizance of any charge 
affecting the integrity of any Senator uponanysubject. I trust 
the Senator from West Virginia will accept the amendment. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The only objection I have to the amend- 
ment su —— by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] 
is, that I have never heard any intimations or rumors or suspi- 
cions as to any a being made as to other legislation. I 
hardly think it would be dignified in the Senate to go andinvite 
an investigation of matters that have never been suggested in 
the press or anywhere else that I know of. 

Mr. QUAY. How was it about the Committee on Finance? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest to the Senator from West Vir- 
— add after the word “corruptly” the word ‘‘ improp- 
erly.’ 

Mr. FAULKNER. Laccept the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the res- 
olution will be modified as ee 

Mr. WHITE. I of course do not know exactly what the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] conceives the scope of 
the amendment to be. I do not know whether the Senator from 
Pennsylvania expects that the committee will investigate 
charges which have been made through newspapers or from 
individuals, or which have become current, or whether he ex- 
pects the committee to advertise for charges. I presume the 
a object in view on the of those who suggested the 

vestigation is to meetaccusations which have been notoriously 
made; and it a to me that if the committee will discharge 
its function in that regard it will probably have sufficient to 


Senator 
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occupy its time, especially if it is intended to report within a 
reasonable limit. 


Mr. ALLEN. I desire to offer an amendment to the amend- 


ment proposed by the Senator from West Virginia[Mr. PauLk- | 
I move toadd after the word ‘legislation ” the following: | 


NER]. 

And whether any Senator has been or is speculating in what are known 
as sugar stocks during the consideration of the tariff bill now before the 
Senate. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 


the Senator from West Virginia. 

The amendment to the amendment wasagreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is onagreeing to the 
resolution of the Senator from Massachusetts as amended. 

Mr. QUAY. Before the question is taken, I merely desire to 
say, in reply to the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE}, that 
other charges have been made affecting the character of mem- 
bers of the Senate. It will be remembered that a resolution of 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER], something in line 
with the suggestion just now made by the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. ALLEN], was tabled. That was inrelation to specu- 


lation by members of the Committee on Finance insugar-trust | 
stock. There was also a scandal, I think, in relation to a divi- 


sion of the appropriation for the Cherokee Indians. The the- 
ory of my amendment is simply in order that, if we are to be 
burdened with an investigating committee, we should have a 
sort of standing committee charged with that duty, which would 
be ready to purge us whenever we needed purging. I regret 


exceedingly that the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULK- | 


NER] did not accept the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution as amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the committee; and Mr. Gray, Mr. LINDsay, Mr. 
Lopes, Mr. Davis, and Mr. ALLEN were appointed. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask unanimous consent to call up the resolu- 
tion which I submitted and which was under consideration yes- 
terday morning. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is only one minute left before the 
_ unfinished business comes up. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O, 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, returned to the Senate in compliance 
with its request the bill (S. 1983) for the relief of the heirs of 
Elizabeth Townsend. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrenée of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 236) toamend section 4837 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States as to soldiers’ homes; 

A bill (H. R. 6719) to provide for the validation of affidavits 
made before the United States commissioners in all land entries; 
and ; 

A bill (H. R. 6748) making appropriations fo: the naval service 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The messagefurther announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 

ned by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 1215) for the relief of Lennes A. Jackson; 

A bill (H. R. 5771) authorizing the Texarkana and Shreveport 
Railroad Company to bridge Sulphur River, in the State of Ar- 
kansas; 

A bill (H. R. 6975) for the relief of the heirs and creditors of 
Elizabeth Townsend; and 

A bill (H.R. 7072) to amend section 3816 of the Revised Stat- 
utes relating to advances made to the Public Printer. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bour of 12 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which is House bill 4864. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes, the pend- 
ing question being on the amendment of Mr. HIGGINs, to insert 
after the word “ earths,” in line 16, page 7: 

Not specially provided for in this act, dry, one-tenth of 1 cent per pound. 

So as to read: 

42. Ocher and ochery earths, sienna and sienna earths, umber and umber 
earths not specially provided for in this act, dry, one-tenth of 1 cent per 
pound; ground in oil, 1} of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, when I yielded the floor 
yesterday in the discussion of the interesting topic of the history 
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of tariff legislation in the United States, I had reached the 
fourth free-trade period—that from 1846 to 1861. I propose to- 
day to occupy a little time in the further discussion of this ques- 
tion, with the promise that when I get the: floor again I shall 
conclude my remarks. 
FOURTH FREE-TRADE PERIOD, 1846-1861--1816: 
MORE. 


after Polk was inaugurated, that a 


FREE-TRADE TARIFF ONCB 


It was quickly discovere: 


| great fraud had been concealed in that cry of “‘ Polk, Dallas, and 
proposed by the Senator from Nebraska to the amendment of | ’ 


the Tariff of ’42,” forno sooner were the Democrats in power than 
they, in 1846, repealed that very protective tariff of 1842 for 


| which they had shouted so lustily; and, meanest of all, that re- 
| peal was obtained by the casting vote of that same professed pro- 


tectionist, George M. Dallas; and again a tariff of very low duties 
became the policy of the country. 

The passage of this tariff bill was opposed most strenuously by 
the Whigs in Congress and by the protectionist newspapers; and 
the direful results that followed were almost literally pictured 
and described. 

Daniel Webster made one of his greatest speeches, running 
through three days, July 25, 27, and 28, 1846, and showed its true 
character. He said: 


You indulge in the luxury of taxing the poor man and the laborer! That 
is the whole tendency, the whole character, the whole effect of the bill. One 
may see everywhere in it the desire to revel in the delight of taking away 
men’s employment. It is nota bill for the people or the masses. It is nots 


bill to add to the comfort of those in middle life or of the poor. Itis nota 
billforemployment. It is a bill for the relief of the highest and most luxu 
rious classes of the country, and a bill imposingonerous duties on the great 
industrious masses, and for taking away the means of living from labor 
everywhere throughout the land. 


_ Mr. Webster showed clearly that this bill narrowed and dimin- 
ished our industries, and thus deprived the masses of needed em- 
ployment, and added: 

The interest of every laboring community requires diversity of occupa- 
tions, pursuits, and objects of industry. The more that diversity is multi- 
plied, even extended, the better. To diversify employment is to increase 
employment and to enhance wages. 

And, sir, take this great truth; place it on the title-page of every book of 
political economy intended for the use of the United States; put it in every 
farmers’ almanac; let it be the heading of the column of every mechanics’ 
magazine; proclaim it everywhere, and make it a proverb that where there 
is work for the hands of men there will be work for their teeth. Where 
there is employment there will be bread. It is a great blessing to the poor 
to have cheap food, but greater than that, prior to that, and of still higher 
value, is the blessing of being able to buy food by honest and respectable 
employment. Employment feeds and clothes and instructs. Employment 
gives health, sobriety, and morals. Constant employment and well-paid 
oe produce in a country like ours gencral prosperity, content, and cheer- 

ulness. 


The leading newspapers worked very hard to prevent its pas- 
sage, but in vain; and after it became a law, declared with true 
prophetic inspiration what would follow. 

July 29, 1846, the New York Tribune said: 

We believe the change just made entirely wrong—flagrantly, grievously 
wrong—yet we shall studiously avoid “panic-making.’’ When thecrisis has 
been met with manful resolution, we apprehend that there will be quite dis- 
aster enough, suffering enough, because of this great national mistake. We 
fear that thousands upon thousands who would have been steadily em- 
ployed and comfortably situated, if this bill had not passed, will now be 

estitute of employment and dependent upon charity for bread. 

July 30, 1846, the New York Courier and Inquirer said: 


The country will bs flooded with foreign goods, many manufactories will 
be stopped, and others will work at half price; the home market now being 
built up will be injured, ruinously low prices of agricultural products will 
follow, and the day laborer will be required to work for reduced wages. The 
consequence of such excessive importations will cause a balance of trade 
against us exceeding the amount of specie within the country, which must 
be sent abroad, followed, perhaps, by a derangement of our monetary sys- 
tem. 

And on the same day the New York Express said: 


Wherever the news will go, it will sound a death knell in the ear of indus- 
try and enterprise. No sadder tidings for many a year have reached all 
branches of labor, and ths outcry, therefore, is general. 

Similar quotations could be made to a great extent, but these 
must suffice. 

The bill was passed, and went into operation, and the direful 
rophecies concerning its disastrous effects were fulfilled almost 
iterally. 

THE INEVITABLE RUSULTS. 

The same inevitable results followed, as always before, under 
free trade or very low duties, though they were postponed for 
some years by causes which will be referred to presently. It 
can be stated truthfully that for some years after the repeal of 
the tariff of 1842 there was an apparently increasing prosperity; 
but the apparent success that seemed to follow the tariff of 1846 
was wholly due to external, adventitious, and unexpected causes. 
But as soon as these unusual and accidental resources were cut 
off, then followed the same disastrous results, as always before, 
under free trade or very low duties. Many industries were de- 
stroyed; business was paralyzed; total ruin overtook tens of 
thousands of the most useful merchants and manufacturers of 
the country; and armies of toilers were hurled from the factory 
or the shop into the streets to steal or starve. 
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Oxr exports of cotton, rice, tobacco, corn, and pork dimin- 
‘ished; the demand for ships and for labor fe)l off, and immigra- 
tion, which had trebled under the workings of the tariff of 1842, 
greatly declined. 





THE PROPHECIES FULFILLED. 


On December 18, 1854, the New York Tribune published a col- 
lection of facts which showed the dreary and prospectively des- 
perate condition of industry and commerce. It nome that 
the chief industries necessary to the life of the nation were par- 
tially.or wholly collapsed through the influences and effects of 
the British free-trade doctrine put into operation here by the 
tariff of 1846; that our people had been brought to a condition 
which in Europe is attendant upon revolution, and thatin every 
occupation and branch of business the depression wasso terrible 
that one-half or more of all employés had been thrown out of 
employment. The Tribune added: 


Whata picture is here presented! We have supported European manu- 
facturers and artisans and middlemen to the neglect, loss, and destruction 
of our own men of industry and talent, of whatever kind, and that is the sole 
reason of our difficulty. 


One year later, January 15, 1855, the Tribune printed the follow- 
ing pathetic article, which explains itself: 


Who is hungry? Goand see. You that are full fed and know not what it 
is to be hungry—perhaps never saw a hungry man—go and see. Go and see 
thousands, men and women, boys and girls, old and young, black and white, 
of all nations, crowding and jostling each other, almost fighting for a first 
chance, acting more like hungry wolves than human beings, in a land of 
plenty, waiting till she food is ready for distribution. Such a scene may be 
seen every day between 11 and 2 o'clock around the corner of Orange and 
Chatham streets, where charity gives a dinner to the poor, and soup and 
bread to others to carry to their miserable families, 

On Saturday wespentan hour there at the hour of hightide. Wehave never 
seen anything like it before. Upward ofa thousand pie were fed with a 
plate of soup, a piece of bread, and a piece of meaton the premises, and in all 
more than I, On the same day 1,130 portions of soup were dealt out from 
Stewart's soup kitchen, corner of Reade street and Broadway. Attherooms 
on Duane street for the relief of the poor, on the same day, they gave food to 
2,256. In the sixth ward alone over 6,000 persons were fed by charity on Sat- 
urday, January 13. And this is only one dayin oneward. Meanwhile scenes 
of a like nature are being enacted all over the city. 

The cry of hard times reaches us from ae of the country. The 
making of roads is stopped, factories are closed, and houses and ships are 
no longer being built. Factory hands, road-makers, carpenters, bricklay- 
ers, and laborers are idle, and paralysis is rapidly embracing every pursuit 
in the country. Thecause of all this stoppage of circulation is to be found 
in the steady outflow of gold to pay fore Jaborers for the cloth, the shoes, 
the iron, and the other things that could be produced byAmerican labor, but 
which can not be so produced under our present revenue system. The con- 
vulsion would havecome upon us sooner but for the extraordinary demand 
in Europe for breadstuffs, growing out of huge famines and big wars, and 
but for the dazzling and magnificent discovery of gold mines in California, 
by which hard money, sufficient to buy an empire, has been called into ex- 
istence and exported to Europe. If we could stop the import of the foreign 
articles, the gold would cease to flow out to pay for them, and money wou!d 
then again become more abundant; labor would then again be in demand; 
shoes, clothing, and other commodities would then again be in demand, and 
men would then cease to starve in the streets of our towns and cities. If it 
be not stopped the gold must continue to f° abroad, and employment must 
become from day to day more scarce, until where there are now many thou- 
sands we shall see tens of thousands of men everywhere crying: ‘‘Give me 
work! Only give me work! Make your own terms—my wife and children 
have nothing to eat!” 


But the Democracy was still in power, and was so infatuated 
with British free trade that, notwithstanding the fearful state 
of things just described, it would not stop the import of foreign- 
made goods that our people might have work, nor the flow of 
gold to Europe to pay for them. The condition of the country 
went from bad to worse until the frightful culmination was 
reached in the panic ef 1857, which will be discussed fur- 
ther on. 

In 1849 President Zachary Taylor succeeded Mr. Polk, and in 
his first annual message, December, 1849, referring to insuffi- 
cient revenue under the tariff of 1846, said: 

Irecommend a revision of the existing tariff, and its adjustment on a 
basis which may augment the revenue. I do not doubt the right or duty of 
Congress to encourage domestic industry. Ilookto the wisdom and patriot- 
ism of Congress for the adoption of a system which may place home labor 
at last on a sure and permanent footing, and, by due encouragement of man- 
ufactures, give new and increased stimulus to agriculture and promote the 
development of our vast resources and the extension of our commerce, 


1850,— Vice-President Fillmore was the successor of Mr. Tay- 
lor, who had lived but a few months as President. 

Hear what he had to say in his annual message in December, 
1851, oa the results flowing fror: the repeal of the tar- 
iff of 1842. Said he: 


Tre value of our exports of bread-stuffs and provisions, which it was sup- 
posed the incentive of alow tariff and large importations from abroad 
would have greatly augmented, has fallen from $68,000,000 in 1847, to $21,000,- 
000 in 1851, with almost a certainty of a still further reductien in 1852. The 

licy which dictated a low rate of duties on Ore sarees. it was 
Rrougnt by those who established it, would.tend to tthe pop- 
ulation of this country by increasing the demand and raising the ce of 
our agricultural products in foreign markets. The f how- 
ever, seem to show. incontestibly, that no such result ollowed the 
adoption of this policy. 


THE REASON FOR THIS FREE-TRADS POLICY. 


The action of Mr. Polk and his Administration in causing the 
repeal of the protective tariff of 1842, and substituting therefor 
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the free-trade tariff of 1846, is so incomprehensible to Americans 
of the present day that it may be helpful and advantageous to 
us to find and understand the reason that led them to do as they 
did in this respect. 

Robert J. Walker, of seen was Mr. Polk’s Secretary of 
the Treasury, and probably the ablest thinker and writer on the 
free-trade side this country has ever produced. 

The South under slavery was irrevocably committed to free 
trade, and Walker was selected as its leading advocate. Cotton 
was king and demanded an economic system based upon agricul- 
tural pursuits only. Walker wrote a long and very elaborate 
report, in which he boldly proclaimed the new doctrine that was 
to govern the nation from that time; and its leading thought or 
principle was contained in the following extract: 

We have more fertile lands than any other nation, can raise a greater va- 
riety of products, and, it may be said, could feed and clothe the people of 
nearly all the world. Agriculture is our chief employment. It is best 
adapted to our situation. We can raise a larger surpius of agricultural 
products and a greater variety than almost any other nation and at cheaper 
rates. Remove, then, from agriculture all our restrictions and by its own 
unfettered power it will break down all foreign restrictions, and, ours being 


removed, would feed the hungry and clothe the poor of our fellow-men 
through all the densely peopled nations of the world. 


This was the foundation stone of the tariff of 1846; as in this 
country agriculture must always be the basis of every free- 
trade system. Like all free-trade arguments it is made up of 
assumptions; but, as Hon. William D. Kelley once declared, 
‘free trade is the science of assumption.” Whenever or wher- 
ever any such economic system has been tried, it has invariably 
failed, and its fallacies and assumptions have been made apparent. 

Though the English statesmen were very anxious to have us 
adopt the Walker free-trade policy, they knew it was wrong in 
principle and could not long succeed. One of their ablest lead- 
ers in Parliament, Lord Goderich, referring to a protective 
policy that France had adopted, said: 

The policy that France acts on is that of encouraging its native manu- 
factures, and itis a wise policy; forif she were freely to admit our manu- 
factures, it would speedily reduce her to an agricultural nation, and there- 


fore a poor nation, as all nations must be that depend exclusively upon ag- 
riculture. 


WALKER'S THEORY ANSWERED. 


The answers to this theory of Mr. Walker and the free trad- 
ers were set forth with exceeding clearness; for they were based 
upon absolute knowledge and practical experience, and the doc- 
trines contained in them, protectionists say, have never failed 
when they have been given a fair and honorable test. 

They are substantially as follows: 

First. That the value of any product is made up almost en- 
tirely of the wages paid to produce it. 

Second. That that is the best policy that brings to the laborer 
the best possible returns for his labor. 

Third. That the average wages of labor in the United States 
are from two to four times greater than in European countries, 

Fourth. That it would be extremely foolish to adopt any sys- 
tem that would reduce the wages of our laborers to the level of 
the European waves. 

Fifth. That this whole theory of Walker was based upon two 
assumptions: First, that agriculture could do what he claimed 
forit; and second, that (assuming the first assumption to be true) 
because it could do what he claimed, therefore it would do so. 
They also said that, with the whole country cleared and under 
cultivation, if the whole productive industry of the country were 
employed in producing the articles we sel abroad, which are 
aalal breadstuffs and provisions, cotton, rice, and tobacco, we 
should produce a much er wy than we could sell; for- 
eign markets would soon giutted with these articles; the 
prices of them would fall; the labor that produced them would, 
as a matter of course, receive less wages than now; the only stop- 
ping point in the decline of’wages would be the starving point, 
and the inevitable result would be a forced equality of wages be- 
tween this country and European countries. 

Sixth. That a protective tariff is a necessity in this country, 
to give variety to production, a home market, and high wages 
to labor. 

1852.—The Democratic National Convention in 1852 reaffirmed 
its former doctrine respecting protection and free trade. 

Democratic rule continued, and practical free trade prevailed; 
the Democrats remained in power, and the low-tariff policy con- 
tinued till 1857, though the usual evil results were greatly modi- 
fiedand postponed, asalready stated, by a very unusual and acci- 
dental series of events, which occurred about as follows: 

THE MEXICAN WAR. 

1, Very soon after the passage of the tariff actof 1846, war was 
declared by our Government against Mexico. Our supply of 
arms and the numerous munitions of war was very scanty, and 
new supplies had to be created and paid for. This of itself put 
in circulation in the nation considerably more than $100,000,000. 





1894. 





FAMINE IN IRELAND. 

2. Close upon the payment to our people of this great sum fol- 
lowed the well-known and terrible famine in Ireland, when so 
many thousands suffered and perished from starvation. This 
demartd called for and obtained our entire surplus of flour, grain, 
potatoes, and many other things, and left heavy payments of 
sea therefor, which went largely to our agricultural popula- 
tion. 

CALIFORNIA GOLD. 

3. Eighteen hundred and forty-nine brought to our people the 
discovery of those amazingly rich deposits of gold in California, 
the output of gold averaging for ten years from 1849 not less 
than $55,000,000 per year. Many ships were required to trans- 
port great numbers of men as well as large supplies of food for 
the gold-hunters, and for a time the California business increased 
the demand for labor and for our agricultural products. 

EUROPEAN REVOLUTIONS. 

4. About the same time (1848-1851) those violent revolutions 
broke out in many European countries, which most severely 
tested the regular authorities of those nations in putting down 
the revolutions, and almost completely paralyzed their agricul- 
tural and manufacturing industries. 

These events caused an immense demand upon our country, 
particularly for our agricultural products; gave us increased 
prices for them, and brought large sums of money from those 
countries to pay for them, and of course this money was widely 
distributed, and tended to make the times apparently presper- 
ous. 

5. THE CRIMEAN WAR. 

Then right upon the heels of these revolutions followed the 
Crimean war between England, France, and Italy on one side, 
and Russia on the other. This contest was long, fierce, bloody, 
and exhausting. Europe was utterly unable to supply her own 
people, and those great armies beside; anda tremendous demand 
was again madeupon us for ouragricultural surplus at advanced 
prices, which demand continued for several years, and continued 
our apparent prosperity. 

Another series of events like these has never been known in 
the world’s history. So far as the nation and the tariff of 1846 
were concerned they were pure accidents, and are never likely 
to occur again. But 1854 saw the close of these events, and of 
our apparent prosperity as well. As soon as these extrinsic and 
unusual demands ceased, we learned our true economic condi- 
tion. Under the low tariff we could not compete successfully 
with foreign manufactures, and our own factories were closed; 
general business was prostrated; the foreign demand for our 
products fell off heavily, and our own home market was insuffi- 
cient and constantly diminishing as our manufacturing indus- 
tries were suspended or were closed. 

1856. DEMOCRACY AGAIN FOR FREE TRADE. 

Yet, notwithstanding these evil results flowing from the free- 
trade tariff of 1846, the Democratic party in national convertion 
assembled in 1856— 

Resolved, That the time has come for the people of the United States to 


declare themselves in favor of free seas, and progressive free trade through- 
out the world. 


1857. LOWER TARIFF AND DEEPER DEPRESSION. 

In 1857 the Democrats, urged on by the South and by their 
natural tendency to free trade, as repeatedly shown in their 
national platforms, again reduced the duties, already too low, to 
the lowest rates we have ever had since the adoption of the 
Constitution; and again financial revolution, appalling in its 
widespread severity and distress, involved the nation and for 
more than four years tortured and impoverished our people, and 
exhausted our-resources. 

Both of these latter tariffs (1846 and 1857) were intended as 
tariffs for revenue only. Whether or not they were successful, 
the resulting revenues shall demonstrate. 

From 1847 to 1857 the expenditures of the Government ex- 
ceeded its revenues by $21,790,909, and the public debt increased 
in the same period $13,149,629. Yet, notwithstanding these facts, 
the act of 1857 keptin force the principles of thatof 1846, and re- 
duced the duties upon all articles that involved the doctrine of 
protection. 

From this time to 1861, when a protective tariff was enacted 
by the Republicans, the public debtincreased nearly $46,000,000, 
and the expenditures exceeded the receipts by $77,234,116 in the 
same time. So much for tariff for revenue only. 

Hear what James Buchanan, the last Democratic President be- 
fore the rebellion of 1861, in his annual message said officially of 
that distressful free-trade period: 

With unsurpassed plenty in all the productions and all the elements of 
natural wealth, our manufacturers have suspended; our public works are 
retarded; our private enterprises of different kinds are abandoned; and 
thousands of useful laborers are thrown out of employment and reduced to 
want. We have all the elements of material wealth in rich abun- 


possessed 
dance, and yet, notwithstanding all these advantages, our country, in its 
monetary interests, is in a deplorabie condition. 
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SMALL REVENUES MAKE LOANS NECESSARY. 

Buchanan, like Fillmore, not only depicts the complete failure 
of low tariff rates, but also proclaims the unutterable misery and 
ruin which invariably and inevitably follow such low duties. 
Why, under Buchanan and the tariff of 1857 our revenues were 
so small that it became necessary to obtain loans to meet even 
the current expenses of the Government; and these loans could 
be had only by paying exorbitant rates of interest, running from 
8 to 12 per cent, so low were our national credit and resources. 

1860.—The Democratic national convention reaffirmed in 1860 
the platform of 1856 in favor of ‘‘ progressivefree trade through- 
out the world.” 


FOURTH PROTECTION PERIOD, 1867 TO DATE (1891)—1861: REPUBLICAN SUC 
CESS—PROTECTION. 

But in 1861 the Republicans, for the first time, came into 
power in the nation, both in the Presidency and in Congress; 
and withitsadvent came back the doctrine and practice of ** pro- 
tection to home industries:” and, thank God, it came back to 


stay, for even if ey overthrown by the enactment of 
the pending biil it will in due time be re‘stablished upon firm 
and enduring foundations. 


In 1861 a protective-tariff law, known as the Morrill tariff, was 
enacted, and from that time to the present ‘ protection to home 
industries” has been the leading doctrine of the Republican 


party and of the country, and has been the glory and salvation 
of the nation. 
MAGNIFICENT RESULTS OF PROTECTION. 

Under its benign influences we have experienced a degree of 
prosperity absolutely unparalleled in the history of any nation. 

Op. account of the immensity of the work but few of the cen- 
sus returns for 1890 are ready, and it is impossible to show the 
full benefits and increase in all materiai growth. Except those 
marked with the year, the following figures relate to 1830: 

Up to 1890 our population had increased in thirty years over 
100 per cent; our capital from $16,000,000,000 to $70,000,000,000— 
an actual gain of $44,000,000,000, or at the average rate of about 
$1,500,000,000 for thirty years in succession, Our foreign com- 
merce up to 1884 was the astounding sum of over $2,400,0_.0,000, 
with the balance of trade in our favor at the average rate of 
$154,000,000 a year since 1873; the population of our cities has 
doubled; ourannual output of coal has increased from 14,000,000 
tons to 100,000,000 tons; our iron ore from 900,000 to 14,500- 
000 tons (1890); our railway mileage from 30,006 miles to 163,400 
miles (in 1888); our farms from 2,000,000 to over 5,000,000, and 
their value from $6,000,000,000 to$12,000,000,000; our cereals from 
1,230,000,000 to 3,000,000,000 bushels (1890); our live stock from 
$1 000,000,000 to $2,500,000,000 (1890); our flocks from 22,000,000 to 
50,600,000 (1884); our wool from 60,000,000 pounds to 308,000,000 
(1884); those engaged in gainful occupations from 12,000,000 to 
20,000,000 (1890); and deposits in savings banks from $253,200- 
000 to $1,629,000,000 (1890). The census of Great Britain (1891) 
shows her national capital to be $40,000,000,000—a sum less by 
$4,000,000,000 than our gain in national capital since 1860, under 
protection. 

We consume more than any other nation of similar numbers 
in the world. We are less than 5 per cent of the population of 
the earth, but we consume 20 per cent of all the sugar produced 
in the world, 30 per cent of all the coffee, 33 per cent of all the 
iron and steel, 25 per cent of all the cotton, 33 per cent of all the 
wool, 40 per cent of all the coal, 50 per cent of all the marble, 60 
per cent of all the rubber, and 50 per cent of all the tin. Here- 
tofore we have imported our tin and tin plate, but now we shall, 
unless pending legislation destroys the industry, produce the 
tin from our own mines and manufacture our own tin plate. 

From the few census returns of 1890 we find that our popula- 
tion has increased in the decade between 1880 to 1890 13,000,000, a 
number equal to the population of Belgium, Holland, and Portu- 
gal combined; we have redeemed from solitude 377,000 square 
miles of virgin soil, an area more than three times larger than 
that of Great Britain and Ireland; we have added 7,000,000 to 
our city population; we have increased our hay crop from 35,- 
000,000 tons in 1880 to 47,000,000 in 1890. Notwithstanding the 
setback caused by the tariff of 1883, our wool product has in- 
creased from 156,000,000 pounds in 1880 to 240,000,000 in 1890, 
about 54 per cent; the value of our cattle from $1,445,000,000 in 
1880 to $2,500,000,000 in 1890, about 73 per cent; the increase of 
value of our farm animals being from $96,000,000 in 1880 to $139,- 
000,000 in 1890, about 45 per cent. Do these figures indicate any 
great depression or suffering among our farmers? 

Since 1880 the value of our manufactured products has in- 
creased $3,300,000,000, a sum equal to our entire production in 
1870; and the wages paid to labor in manufactures has increased 
$50,000,000 a yearin thattime. These are butafew of the grand 


figures which in due time we shall glean from the census of 1890. 
THIS SUCCESS DUE TO PROTECTION. 
Protectionists say, and the factsseem to verify the statement, 
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that this magnificent and unparalleled success and prosperity 
which our nation has achieved and enjoyed since 1861 has been 
largely, if not wholly, due to our splendid system of protection 
to home industries, by means of which we have established the 
grandest and most valuable home market the world has ever 
known, and which consumes from 92 to 95 per cent of all our 
productions of all kinds. 

But to accomplish these wonderful results patient and per- 
sistent effort and watchfulness have boen required, and numer- 
ous obstacles and seemingly insurmountable barriers have been 
overcome and removed. 

1861—THE GREAT REBELLION. 

In 1861 eleven of our Southern States seceded, and thereby in- 
augurated the greatest rebellion of all time,and set up for them- 
selves as the Southern Confederacy. This wasno sudden move- 
ment, but had been carefully planned and every means had been 
used, as they believed, to make the new government a success. 





Their two principal objects were openly and boldly proclaimed. 
These were to establish, first, a government whose corner stone 
should be slavery; and second, an economic system based upon 


free trade. Relative to free trade their constitution declared 
that ‘‘no bounty shall be granted from the treasury and no 
duties or taxes on importations from foreign nations shall be 
laid to promote or foster any branch of industry.” 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, with the permission of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, I suggest the want of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLANCHARD in the chair). 
The absence of a quorum being suggested, the Secretary will 
call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 


swered to their names: 

Aldrich, Davis, Jarvis, Peffer, 
Allen, Dolph, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, 
Allison, Dubois, Lodge, Pugh, 
Bate Faulkner, McLaurin, Ransom 
Berry, Irye, McPherson, Roach, 
Blackburn, Gallinger, Manderson, Sherman 
Bianchard, George, Martin, Shoup, 
Brice, Gibson, Mills, Teller, 
Caffery, Gordon, Mitchell, Oregon Turpie, 
Oamden, Harris, Morgan, Vest, 
Cameren, Hawley, Murphy, Vilas, 
Chandler, Higgins, Paimer, Voorhees 
Cockrell, Hunton, Pasco, Walsh. 
Coke, Irby, Patton, 


Mr. FRYE. The senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] 
is absent from the city and the senior Senator from Illinois{Mr. 
CULLOM] is detained from the Senate by sickness in his family. 
They are paired, the one with the other. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-five Senators having re- 
sponded to their names, a quorum is present. The Senator from 
New Hampshire will proceed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The leaders of this rebellion were in con- 
trol of our Government to the very date of secession, and they did 
not hesitate to adopt any means to make secession a success. 
So determined were they to secure a government founded upon 
slavery and free trade that they robbed our Treasury of its spe- 
cie and sent it South; they dismantled our forts and stole our 
guns and ammunition; they scattered our Navy to the ends of 
the earth; they instilled treason into and through most of our 
Army and Navy officers of Southern birth, and believed that they 
had so carefully demoralized the people of the Northern States 
that no successful resistance could be made to their rebellion. 
Such were the leadérs of this gigantic rebellion, and nearly all 
the people of those eleven States trusted and followed them 
blindly and implicitly. 

For reasons just stated, the Northern States at first were al- 
most wholly eee, to enter upon such a contest; but they 
— comprehended the situation, and as quickly resolved 

atthe rebellion must be put down and crushed out, no matter 
what the cost of men or of money. : 

But to fight this terrible battle of freedom for four years, and 
finally to succeed, required from the Northern States the incred- 
ible number of 2,859,132 citizen soldiers and sailors, of whom 
nearly half a million were leid in Southern graves, and more 
than twice that number werecrippled and maimed for life. The 
cost in money can never be accurately known, butsoon after the 
close of the war our public debt amounted to $2,844,649,626, 
nearly all of it the cost of the war then unpaid, an average ex- 
penditure of over one thousand lives and $2,000,000 a day for 
four years in succession. 

PATRIOTISM AND PROTECTION SUCCESSFUL. 


But notwithstanding all this frightful cost of men and of 
money there was no hesitation on part of the North (with 


some ignoble exceptions) till success crowned their efforts. The 
demand growing out of the war for food and sustenance gave a 
great impetus to agriculture; the imperative call of the Army 
and Navy for arms, cannon, clothing, ete., caused the establish- 
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ment allover the North of a large number and variety of fac- 
tories for the production of these things; and the necessity for 
quick transportation called for a vast number of horses, mules, 
wagons, and railroad supplies and facilities, 

All these things, without a high tariff, would have caused a 
temporary revival of business, but it would have disappeared 
with the close of the war. But our splendid tariff of 1861, and 
the amendments thereto in connection with these things, gave 
our farmers and manufacturers an assurance of enduring pros- 
perity after the close of the war; provided employment for all 
who wanted it; furnished us with an unequaled and remunera- 
tive home market, and made it possible for the country tocarry 
on and close the war, and safe for our own people to undertake 
such expensive works without fear of ruinous competition from 
similar productionsand manufactures in foreign lands. Indeed, 
it is now admitted by every intelligent person, except free trad- 
ers, that without that high tariff we never could have raised 
the means to conquer the rebellion; and also, that we never 
could have established permanently those magnificent industries 
which have made us so strong, so wealthy, and so prosperous. 
Is it strange that the free traders of the South and of England 
hate and condemn a protective tariff? 

THE HOME MARKET VS. THE MARKETS OF THE WORLD, 

In a brief discussion like this it is impossible to examine the 
tariff question in all its details, but our tariff history shows that 
there are a few points, upon which free traders lay great stress, 
which it may be well to briefly consider at this time. 

For fifty years the free traders have never tired of harping upon 
their dream or theory of ‘‘capturing the markets of the world.” 
The means with which they would do this have varied with dif- 


‘ferent periods. 


In 1846 it was agriculture. Their great leader, Robert J. 
Walker, wanted this to be the general and principal business of 
our country, and said: 

Remove from agriculture all our restrictions, and by its own unfettered 
power it will break down all foreign restrictions; and, ours being removed, 
would feed the hungry and clothe the poor of our fellow-men through all 
the densely peopled nations of the world. 

The Democratic party accepted this doctrine and in the tariff 
of 1846 tried to reduce it to practice; but instead of capturing 
the markets of the world, our exports of breadstuffs fell off from 
$68,000,000 in 1847, to $21,000,000 in 1851, and much less in 1852; 
the public debt increased many millions, and the expenditures 
of the Government from 1847 to 1861 exceeded its receipts over 
$77,000,000. 

Our agriculture failing to give themthe markets of the world, 
they were obliged to invent a new catch word. 

FREE RAW MATERIALS. 

For several years they have been crying for ‘‘free raw ma- 
terials.” ‘Give us free raw materials and surely we will cap- 
ture the markets of the world.” 

They have, indeed, never been able to make it clear what they 
mean by raw materials. They apparently forget that the mo- 
ment labor has been expended upon an article, that moment it 
ceases to be raw material, and becomes somebody’s finished 
product. 

Wool is the farmer's finished product as soon as it is clipped 
from the sheep; but it is then the cloth manufacturer’s raw ma- 
terial. When he has woven it into cloth, it is his finished prod- 
uct; butitis then the tailor’s raw material. What, then, are 
raw materials? They are materials just as we find them in na- 
ture, before any labor whatever has been expended upon them, 
such as iron ore, or coal in the mountain, or standing trees in 
the forest. 

Now, the free trader wants all these and similar articles ad- 
mitted here free of duty, and feels deeply aggrieved because they 
are subjected to a protective duty when brought here. He evi- 
dently thinks it would be better to get his wool from South 
America or Australia, his coal from Nova Scotia, his lead from 
Mexico, his tin from Wales, etc., rather than, by the help of a 
protective tariff, develop these industries from our own native 
resources. 

The protectionist believes the latter course much the better 
for our country, because it thereby ane our own resources, 
gives remunerative wages to our own workmen, affords fair re- 
turns to our own capital, and keeps in our own country the 
money that would otherwise go abroad to pay for such materi- 
als and labor; and also because it prevents the reduction of the 
wages of our own working people nearly or quite 50 per cent to 
thelevel of the cheap foreign labor. 

But ignoring all these benefits, the free trader reiterates his 
plea: ‘* Let us have free raw materials, and the cost of home- 
made will be so reduced that we can export largely and 
take the foreign markets.” 

We have not for years paid any duties on cottons, hides, paper 
stock, silk, and many other articles. Yet with these raw ma- 
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terials free we do not export of the manufactured goods in these 
lines as much as we import, as the following table proves: 
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FOR THE FREE TRADER TO EXPLAIN, , 

Now a very pertinent question arises at this point, and it de- 

mands a satisfactory answer from the free trader: If your plea 

is true, why is it that, with free raw materials in these four im- 

ortant articles—and the list might be largely extended—our 

mports of articles manufactured therefrom so greatly exceed 
our exports of the manufactured articles in the same lines? 

MR. MILLS’S BRILLIANT ANSWER. 

At a great Democratic mass meeting in New Haven in the 
campaign of 1888 Mr. R. Q. Mruus of Texas, the great free-trade 
leader, after making the familiar plea for raw materials, etc., 
was asked this very question by a respectable gentleman in the 
audience. Mr. MILLS was evidently taken by surprise, but he 
answered it promptly by saying: ‘‘ Go home, sir, and soak your 
head!” The wit and the lofty dignity of this answer were im- 
mense, and hisaudiencecheered wildly. The protectionist need 
not discuss the politeness nor the pertinence of the answer, but 
he thinks that the facts warrant him in saying that it probably 
igas clear and intelligent an answer as any other free trader can 
formulate. 

As already stated, cotton is afree raw material, and yet it is 
an undeniable fact thatourexportsof manufactured cotton goods 
is constantly falling off. In 1889 our exports in these goods 
were, in yards, 42,331,080 less than in 1888, and, in values, $2,706,- 
383 less. 

La 1889 we manufactured of these goods not less than $250,000,- 
000 worth, fully the equal of English goods in this line. But 
protectionists have another and complete answer for our free- 
trade friends. For many years whenever an article has been 
imported for manufacture and export Congress has allowed a 
drawback of 90 per cent of the duty paid on the import when the 
manufactured article was exported; and under the McKinley 
act’ this drawback is increased to 99 per cent of the tariff duty, 
which is giving them practically free raw materials. The free 
trader should explain why we cut so sorry a figure asanexporter 
of goods when we have the raw material free. 

OUR HOME MARKET. 


But though the free trader will not or can not give a satis- 
factory explanation, there is one and a good one; and there is an 
answer to-the question so aptly propounded to Mr. MILLS much 
more gentlemanly and conclusive than the one he gave. 

The great and satisfactory reason why we do not export more 
of our American productions is that we have a home market 
more accessible and more profitable, where we can readily dis- 
pose of about 95 percentof all our agricultural and manufactured 
preducts. 

Dr. Benjamin Franklin, one of our greatest statesmen in Revo- 
lutionary times, wrote: 

Every manufacture encouraged in our own country makes a home market, 
and saves so much money to the country that must otherwise be exported. 
In England it is well known that whenever a manufactory is established 
which employs a numberof handsitraises the value of the land in the neigh- 
boring country all around it, partly by the greater demand near at hand for 
the products of the land and partly by the increase of money drawn by the 
manufactures to that-place. It seems, therefore, to the interest of all our 
farmers and owners of land to encourage home manufactures in preference 
to foreign ones imported from different countries. 

This lucid statement of Dr. Franklin is the very essence of 
American protection. 

In a country like ours, possessing such a diversity of mate- 
rials, and such an abundance of mechanical power, it should be, 
and is, the great object of a protective tariff to create and sus- 
tain a variety of manufacturing industries. For whenever a 
manufacturing town or center is created we have established at 
the same time a center of consumption for agricultural products; 
and the neighboring farmers are the first to profit by the enter- 
prise, as shown by Dr. Franklin. 

This law is infallible and allows of no exception, 

Now, if instead of one we have hundreds and thousands of 
these great centers of manufacture and consumption, it follows 
absolutely that the advantage to the neighboring farmer, and 
no less to the home manufacturer, is multiplied proportionally. 
Hach of these classes becomes a helper and an assistant to the 
- Other: Asarule, each can sell at his own door to the other what- 
ever he produces, and both are thereby saved the frequent losses 
and heavy expenses necessitated by long transportation. And 
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thus, under the beneficent workings of a protective tariff, we 
have created a home market the like of which was never seen 
in any other country. 

Our Commissioner of Agriculture reported in 1881 that the 
value of our annual agricultural and mechanical productions 
amounted to about $i5,000,000.000, and the census of 1890 is show- 
ing a much larger aggregate than that of 1880. 

The custom-house books show thatof all thisenormous aggre- 
gate we now export not over 5 per cent, while fully 95 per cent 
is consumed by our home market. 

IMMENSITY OF OUR HOMB TRADE 

Mr. Edward Atkinson, the eminent statistician and opponent 
of protection, in September (1890) Bradstreet’s produced tieures 
and tables which show that our American home trade amounts 
to $50,000,000,000 and our foreign trade to only $1,600,000,000, 
or less than 3} per cent of the amount of our home trade. 

Here is another fact or two, to elucidate the immensity of our 
home trade: 















Thetonnage which passed through the Detroit River alone during the two 
hundred and thirty-four days of navigation in 1889 exceeded by 2,458,127 tons 
the entire British and foreign tonnage which entered and cleared at London 
and Liverpool that year in the foreign and coastwise trade. The freicht 
carried on the railroads of the United States in 1890 exceeded by over 35,000,- 
000 tons theageregatecarried on all therailroads of Great Britain, G 





sia in 1889.— Windom oo 

Is it not, then, the part of wisdom for America to develop, ex 
tend, and protect our home markets, and let the foreign mar- 
kets take care of themselves? 

THE “GOODS FOR GOODS”’ THEORY. 

Another favorite but very fallacious doctrine of our free-trade 
friends has been that we ought to buy largely of manufactured 
foreign products, as we should thereby surely enlarge the foreign 
demand for our own productions; in other words, if we would sel! 
to them we must buy from them. 

Two or three facts will be more satisfactory and conclusive 
than pages of argument. The following table is taken from a 
report of a royal commission to Parliament to show the annual 
sales by Great Britain and to her from 1880 to 1884, inclusive, in 
her trade with the leading nations of the world: 


France, and Ku 


Annually Annually 
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j Balan 
% a boughtfrom, sold to against 
Countries. | Great Great treat 

| Britain. Britain 
Russia $30, 000,000 | 890, 000, 090 $20, 090, 000 
Germany 90,000,000 | 125, 000, 000 25, 000, G00 
Holland... 45, 000,000 | 125,000,000 | £6, 000, 000 
France 85, 000, 000 195,090,000 | 110, 000, 000 
United States 140, 000,000 | 485,000,000 | 345, 000, 000 
China 25,000,000 | 55,000, 000 | 30, 000, 000 

' 








Great Britain is par excellence the greatest manufacturing 
nation on the globe and manufactures her goods to sell, and 
pushes her wares into every possible market; but we see by the 
above table that the ‘‘ goods for goods ” doctrine worked against 
her to the enormous sum of $660,000,000 per year, or $3,300,000,- 
000 in five years. 

Remember, too, that this tremendous balance, not being paid 
in goods, had to be paid in money. How long can even a rich 
nation stand such an annual drain of money for imports? 

Many other factsof similar figuresand similarresults between 
other nations could be given if [ had the time, but if the above 
table is not convincing, no other would be. 

And yet, as late as the second week in March, 1891, so emi- 
nent an authority among free traders as Prof. Perry, in a speech 
before the Tariff Reform League, of Boston, argued that foreign 
trade is everything, and our home markets unworthy of consid- 
eration; and also held that ‘‘a tariff that keeps out a dollar's 
worth of goods that we want to buy, keeps in a dollar’s worth of 
goods that we want to sell”—the old ‘‘ goods for goods” theory. 
The Boston Journal met that statement with this crushing 
reply: 

In 1865 we sold to Great Britain $18,000,000 more than we bought from her 
The next year we sold her $85,000,000 more than we bought. Withsome fiuc- 
tuations this discrepancy continued to increase till 1881, when we sold of our 

roducts to Great Britain $306,000,000 more than she was able to sell us of 

er own. For the entire period since 1865, Great Britain's purchases of our 
products in excess of her sales to us of her products reached the enormous 
total of-$4,054,000,000. What becomes of Prof. Perry’s ‘‘ goods for goods”’ 
axiom, in view of these figures? 

In 1890, the United States sold to British Australia goods to the value of 
$11,266,484, but we bought therefrom goods to the value of only $4,277,676. It 
is well known that we do not import any railway cars, and but very fewcar- 
riages; but in seven months ending January 31, 1591, we exported American- 
built carriages and railway cars amounting to $3,123,658.—New York Press. 

In the annual report of the British Chamber of Commerce in 
Paris, published in 1891, some of the lessons for Englishmen to 
learn relative to French trade and the French tariff sre pointed 
out; and among other things we find the following: 


Of late years there has been a steady decline in the value of English ex- 
ports to , the cause of this being attributed to French duties, while 
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French exports to England have progressively risen. Itis estimated that 
the excess of exports in favor of France gives employment to 95,000 French 
workmen. 

These ‘‘ cold facts” positively contradict the free-trade dogma 
that we can not sell to other nations unless we buy from them. 
A fact is something that is; a theory is a scheme, a speculation 
or hypothesis which may be true or may be a delusion. Since 
free-trade theory and actual facts, as set forth above, do not and 
can not agree, which will be accepted and believed? 

OUR RAILROAD FREIGHTS VS. THE IMPORTS OF THE WORLD. 

From a carefully prepared article in the New York Tribune 
of November 6, 1890, I take the following; 

‘ne value of the freight carried on the railroads of the United States in 
1889 was €13,930,587,840, almost $14,000,000,000, to say nothing of that carried 
by water and other means. More than 92 per cent of this was consumed in 
our home market. 

Suppose we should open our ‘‘ home market” to the world, and 
thereby capture the markets of the entire world, what would we 
gain? The aggregate value of the imports for 1888 of Great 
Britain, France, Germany, Russia, Austria, Spain, Belgium, 
Portugal, Italy, Turkey, Switzerland, Denmark, Norway and 
Sweden, Greece, Netherlands, Mexico, Bolivia, Brazil, Chile, 
China, Japan, Ecuador, Paraguay, Uraguay, Argentine, Vene- 
zuela, Peru, Guatemala, Corea, Haiti, Hawaii, Morocco, and Nic- 
aragua,-was $6,710,458,409. From this sum deduct our exports 
to those countries—$660,000,000—and we have as the imports of 
the world, in all their own ports, the sum of $6,050,468,409; or 
less than half the value of the freight carried on our own rail- 
roads. In other words, from the value of our railroad freights 
alone we could have supplied all the imports of the world except 
our own, and have had left about $8,000,000,000. 


THE HOME MARKET AND THE FARMER. 


The home niarket, created by increased manufactories, encouraged by a 
protective tariff, has changed the condition of the agriculturists of the coun- 
try to their advantage and profit. This system has given to the farmers of 
this country, whether they or cotton or corn, wheat or wool, the best do- 
mestic market anywhere Offered; has given to our people a diversity of em- 
ployments, to our industries wider range, and to our labor better wages, 
than can be found elsewhere. Aside from the men who labor in shop or 
mine, no class of our citizens wr are so Roopty panerogee’ in the mainte- 
nance of a protective system as the farmers. They sell 95 per cent of all 
their products at home, and every mile of transportation saved is money 
earned. There is no portion of our people, except labor, which would be so 
seriously affected in income and profits from the policy of free trade as the 
farmers. The recent census shows the remarkable growth of iculture in 
the last ten years under protection. In one department, that of truck farm- 
ing, the progress was almost phenomenal. 

pward of $100,000,000 are invested in this industry, the annual products 
reaching a value of $76,517,155 on the farms, after ying freights and com- 
missions. There are employed in this industry 216,765 men, 9,254 women, 
and 14,874 children, aided 75,866 horses and mules, and $8,791,307 worth of 
implements. This vast in —so not be possible except with a home 
market. The products are perishable; would not stand long shipments; 
must be consumed when ripe, and are of little value except to home con- 
sumers. Nothing could be go disastrous to the American farmer as the sur- 
render of the home market for the foreign. The value of every farm is in- 
creased by its nearness to a manufacturing center, which is a home 
consumer. The farmer wants more mouths to feed, more men who do not 
produce from the soil, but who earn money in the shop, and he wants them 
as near his field of production as he can getthem. The closer you can bring 
the field of production to the field of consumption, the better it will be for 
the producer and the consumer; and that isexactly what, under protection, 
our home market is now doing. Ask the farmer whether he would rather 
have another farm or a factory beside him, and he will take the factory.— 
Wiliiam Mc Kinley. . 


Prior to the passage of the McKinley act there was no duty 
on eggs, and the importations from Canada and other countries 
were enormous, greatly to the ry 4 of the American farmer. 
In April, 1890, we imported 450,000 ozen, valued at $47,786, or 
10.6 cents a dozen. To April, 1891, after six months of the Mc- 
Kinley tariff, we imported about 25,000, valued at $2,070, or 8.3 
cents a dozen. It will thus be seen that with a duty of 5 centsa 
dozen, the country paid 2.3 cents a dozen less than when they 
were free of duty, while the American farmer found a mar- 
ket for 425,000 dozens of eggs in one month, or 5,000,000 dozens 
a year more than he did under free trade in eggs. Should the 
farmer complain or be glad? 

OTHER BENEFITS FROM THE HOME MARKET. 

But this home market not only helps the farmer asstated, but 
it gives the manufacturer better profits, enables him to pay bet- 
ter wages to his workmen, and so stimulate them to higher effi- 
ciency. It also stimulates employer and ouerye to lively com- 

tition, which in turn leads to improved machinery and new 

nventions to lessen the cost of manufacture. Thus the home 
market, built up by protection, becomes a direct stimulus to 
genius and enterprise; benefits ee and consumer alike, 
and indeed is making us successful competitors in certain lines 
in many other markets. 

Mr. H. E. Tremaine has aptly illustrated these facts in show- 
ing that fifty years ago we meperees a locomotive from England 
asasample. We have steadily protected our iron and steel in- 


dustries for many years, and now we not only supply our own 
railroads, but we export locomotives to British America, Mexico, 
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Nicaragua, Central America, Chile, Peru, Argentine Republic 
Brazil, West Indies, Norway, Russia, Sandwich Islands, an 
Australia. Over 95 per cent of the locomotives used in the Eng- 
lish colonies were builtin the United States. Wearecompeting 
in watches with the English and Swiss; and in textiles with Ger- 
many, England, France,and Switzerland. Our progress in mak- 
ing American silk is really marvelous, and is disturbing the silk 
works of Europe, for we are already producing over $40,000,000 
worth annually. Yes, it isthe home market to which the Ameri- 
can producer naturally turns at first, let his production be what 
it may; and it is unnecessary for him to seek the foreign market 
till he has fully supplied that at home, unless the foreign prices 
are so much higher as to make it advantageous for him toexport 
the goods. 
RELATIVE COST OF LIVING IN ENGLAND AND THE UNITED STATES. 

Does it cost more to live in the United States than it does in 
England? Our free-trade friends are obliged to admit—though 
they do it with great reluctance, and never when they can avoid 
it—that the wages of American workmen are fully twice as much 
as are the English workmen’s wages for the same kind of work. 
But they insist that this is a matter of no account, because, they 
say, the cost of living here isso much greater than in England 
as to nearly or quite equalize their wages. 

If the reader will carefully scan the prices current of England 
and the United States for those articles used in respectable fam- 
ilies he will be surprised but gratified to learn that #1 will buy 
more tea, coffee, lamp oil, flour, meat, butter, bread, sugar, po- 
tatoes,and soap in the United States than it will in England; 
and as much sheeting, shirting, calico, boots and shoes here as 
there. A pair of boots here worth $3 can be paid for by one 
day’s work; in England they also cost $3, but the Englishman 
gets but half as much wages and must work two days for his 
boots. It is a well-known fact that a large proportion of the 
flour, beef, pork, bacon, cheese, etc., usedin England is imported 
from the United States. Is it possible that Englishmen can 
come here and buy these things, pay the freight and other ex- 
penses of transportation to England and then sell them at lower 
oe than we can buy them at home? To ask such a question 

to answer it. 

The comments of the Chicago Inter-Ocean upon the foregoing 
factsare pertinent and worth repeating: 

Our free-trade friends are invited to answer these statements of fact. 
They are not requested to say that “the best thought of the country tends 
toward free trade,” or that “all the scholarship and argument are on the 
side of free trade.’”’ They are requested to explain to the workmen of 
America why they should desire a free-trade — so long as a protection- 
ist policy is enabling them to buy more tea, coffee, lamp-oil, flour, meat, 
butter, bread, sugar, potatoes, and soap, and as much of sheeting, shirting, 
calico, boots, shoes, and clothing with one day’s wages in America as can be 
bought with two days’ wages in England, the country which has made the 
largest and most successful experiment in free trade. 

This reasonable request has been before them for a year, but 
no free trader has yet answered it, and he never will. 

Mulhall, page 288, shows that the total living expenses, in- 
cluding food, clothing, rent, taxes, and sundries, average in 
Great Britain and Ireland 41.1 cents per day, while in the United 
States the same daily living expenses are only 31.4 cents, or one- 
third greater in Great Britain than in the United States. 

Protection helps the workingman, as will bs seen by the fol- 
lowing comparison of average annual wages, connected, too, with 
the most highly protected industries: 


Industries. 1860. 1880. | Increase. 

Per cent. 
Woolen and worsted goods................-..---...- $234 $300 28 
ie A a use eee 330 376 15 
EE IE nan onsbtbanunnhisudhonvecdiinvves seve 355 390 10 
Te a a la a cl 200 246 23 
EP a whaireh abun idk hipakdedelcbiA eal eind sevowebinks 390 450 15 
Jewelry......... heiadlibnills dintael patiththsaetalaktihletcigishe awina enti 435 500 15 
PRISE BN RONTOUB soins on ccc ccc ecdcinwies ccic cnn 350 380 9 


Even so zealous a free trader as Mr. Edward Atkinson, the 
eminent statistician, admits that the condition of the working- 
men in this country has been greatly improved since 1860; for in 
arecent report by him to the Bureau of Statistics he shows that 
the average annual wages of all mechanics in the United States 
advanced from $468 in 1860 to $720 in 1880, an increase of $252, 
or 54 per cent; and he also shows that the greater cheapness of 
things necessary for ordinary family support virtually makes 
that increase of wages from 26 to 46 per cent. 

In other words, he shows that the things which the workman 
could buy in 1860 for his average of $468, he can now buy 
for about $348, a saving of $138. Adding $252, his actual average 
gain in wages, to $138, his saving in the cost of family supplies, 
and we have a net average gain to all our mechanics of $390 a 
year. These figures, coming from so eminent authority, must 
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be regarded as true; and they furnish incontestible proof of the 
statement that protection helps the workingman. 

Let us now resume our tariff history in chronological order. 

1867—HIGHER TARIFF ON WOOL—RESULTS. 

One of the most important amendments to the tariff of 1861 
was adopted March, 1867, when the tariff duties on wool were 
raised to 10 and 12 cents per pound, and 10 and 11 per cent ad 
valorem, according to quality. Upto thistime the duty on wool 
had been so low that there was noinducement to American farm- 
ers to make a specialty of this business. From 1850 to 1860 un- 
der the low tariffs of 1846 and 1857 the increase in the number of 
our sheep was only 3+ per cent; but between 1860 and 1870, with 
only three years of high tariff, our sheep increased from 22,500,- 
000 to 28,500,000, or 27 per cent,and between 1870and 1880 from 
28,500,000 to almost 41,000,000, or about 44 per cent, and in 1884 
our sheep numbered 54,626,626. In 1860 we raised 60,264,918 

ounds of wool; in 1884, 308,000,000 pounds, an increase of over 
FOO per cent, and during the same period under the stimulus of 
this high tariff farmers so improved their sheep that the aver- 
age welekt of fleeces rose from 24 and 3} pounds in 1860 to 5 and 
54 pounds in 1884. In 1884 about one-twelfth of our male popu- 
lation was connected more or less of their time with the wool in- 
dustry; and our sheep farmers at the same time were producing 

rofitably for the nation and for themselves an enormous and 
ncreasing quantity of excellent mutton. Why this magnificent 
and profitable industry did not go on increasing in numbers, in 
quantity, and in profits will appear a little farther on. 

1868.—DEMOCRACY AND THE TARIFF. 


In 1868 the Democratic national convention resolved in favor 
of ‘‘a tariff for revenue only, with incidental protection ’— 
whatever that is. 

1870.--HIGH TARIFF ON STEEL RAILS, ETC. 

Prior to 1870, the tariff duty on steel rails was so low and the 
wages of American laborers in that business were so high in 
comparison with English laborers that it was impossible to com- 
pete with the British iron masters in that business. But in 1870 
Congress laid a duty of $28 a ton on steel rails and ingots; and 
the results have been even more wonderful than in the wool in- 
dustry. In 1870 only 30,000 tons of steel rails were made in this 
country, but in 1888 we manufactured 1,386,277 tons of steel rails; 
and from 1877 to 1890, inclusive, we made 16,763,116 tons of steel 
rails, enough to build over 100,000 miles of railway, and over 
20,000,000 tons of steel ingots for other industrial purposes. The 
average cost of this 36,800,000 tons of steel was about $50 per 
ton, amounting to the enormous sum of $1,840,000,000. 

Suppose we allow $340,000,000, or about 20 et cent, as profits 
to the manufacturers, a profit probably much larger than the 
actual profit, we shall have left a balance of $1,500,000,000 to the 
credit of the laboring men who converted that great mountain 
of iron ore into first-class steel. Whocan say that, in this in- 
stance at least, protection has not been a benefit to the laborers 
of this country? Fifteen hundred millions of dollars divided 
among the laborers engaged in asingle industry in twelve years! 
Were these workingmen growing poorer under protection? 
Again suppose the American Congress had followed the advice 
of our free-trade friends and not put on that duty of $28 per ton, 
nor any other protection duty. Of course, we should have been 
obliged to import from England all that enormous quantity of 
steel. The free trader asks, ‘‘ What difference would this plan 
have made with our workingmen, our capitalists, and our coun- 
try?” 3 

his: The British workingmen would have received $1,500,- 
000,000, or its English equivalent for that labor, instead of the 
American; the British capitalists would have pocketed that 
$340,000,000 of profits, or its English equivalent, instead of the 
American; and Great Britain would be hugely enjoying that 
$1,840,000,000, or its English equivalent, instead of the United 
States. True, we would have had our rails and our ingots; but 
the resulting benefits to our nation would have been as follows: 
On the one hand, free trade, plus the steel, but minus $340,- 
000,000 of profits, and minus $1,500,000,000 of wages; and, on the 
other, protection, plus the steel, and plus $340,000,000 of profits, 
and plus $1,500,000,000 of wages. 


OTHER BENEFITS. 


But this is not all the benefit we have received through this 
high tariff on steel. The New York Press of May 4, 1891, stated 
a truth well known to protectionists in these words: 


In 1870 the price of steel rails was $106.75 per ton, but from that date, by 
means of Ss and improved machinery, the price has gradually de- 
creased till it has reached $28 per ton, and even iess; and the duty has been 
reduced to $17 per ton; while the average wages of the men employed have 
increased 10 per cent. Asstated above, we made in 1888, 1,386,277 tons of steel 
rails, and used them at home, while of fore steel rails we imported and 
used but 63,000 tons; but in 1890 we made, and our home market consumed, 
1,867,837 tons, a gain of 481,560 tons of steel rails in two years, while our im- 
portation of foreign rails fell off to 204 tons. 


* 
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Who can estimate the value of the home market which this 
mighty industry has created for our agricultural and manufac- 
tured products to supply those laborers and their families with 
food and clothing and the other necessaries and comforts of life? 


1878.—FINANCIAL PANIC—RESUMPTION’ 


Ihave already asserted and shown that “all the hard times suf- 
fered by the American people (since 1783) have been preceded 
by heavy reductions of duties, or by insufficient protection.” 
In view of the panic of 1873, and the financial depression that 
followed for several years during a period of high protective 
tariff, this statement has been somewhat sharply criticised. 
And this criticism would be just and difficult to answer if it 
could not be clearly and honestly shown thatthe country at 
large did not suffer from this depression and that there was no 
possible connection between the tariff and the panic of 1873. 

Reference has already been made to the greatrebellion of 1861, 
and it was shown that it compelled us to withdraw nearly 3,000,- 
000 of citizens from all industrial and productive work, to engage 
in war and destruction; that over half a million of these men 
were killed; that over a million more were so crippled and dis- 
abled that instead of becoming productive citizens after the war, 
they were and are cared for and supported largely by the coun- 
try; that during that dreadful period the value of the property 
expended and destroyed and of the manufactures stopped and 
prevented exceeded the sum of $9,000,000,000; that besides all 
this almost incomprehensible loss we were left with a public 
debt of over $2,800,000,000, the interest on which at first was over 
$150,000,000 a year. Of course, in such a frightful expenditure 
of money and means, the gold and silver of the country were but 
as a drop in the bucket. 

The $55,000,000 of gold we were yearly receiving from the 
gold mines of California, amounted to nothing in the matter of 
payments, except to help pay interest on our bonds held in Eu- 
rope, butitsaved usfrom becoming absolutely depleted of specie. 
We had practically no coin, but depended for money upon a pa- 
per currency, based upon the credit, or promise to pay, of the 
Government. Every time there was an adverse movement, or 
the loss of a battle on the part of the North, the price of gold 
went up, and at one time it went to 280 percent, and our currency 
and credits were in like degree expanded. The temptation to 
speculation was general, and became almost a mania. The real 
value in gold of the nominal dollar was but fifty cents or less. 
It was a terribly dangerous condition, and one that could not be 
long maintained. 

SPECIE PAYMENTS DEMANDED. 


The thinking men of the country, the great party that had 
saved the nation from death through rebellion, began to feel and 
to say that we must get back tospecie payments, to real money, 
though they knew that tode this would involve great individual 
loss and sacrifice. They admitted that it would be a severe or- 
deal, but they said it was a matter of simple honesty, as well as 
necessity, and that the longer it was delayed the greater would 
be the danger and the suffering. Thespeculators tried to with- 
stand and postpone this movement; and then followed Black 
Friday and the panic of 1873. This was inevitable—such dan- 
gerous expansions of currency and of credits are always followed 
by financial trouble. But, in this case, the people were firm, 
and in 1879 we resumed specie payments. There was, indeed, 
more or less of suffering, but it was confined mostly to individu- 
als, largely to speculators. 

This suffering was caused by the unavoidable shrinkage which 
must occur whenever expanded currency and credits return toa 
normal and honest basis; and there was no possible connection be- 
tween this panicand the tariff. Onthecontrary, the tariff greatly 
mitigated individual distress, and assured successful progress to 
the nation. Thecountryasa whole was never more prosperous. 
Our grand protective tariff gave us a magnificent income; fur- 
nished the means to pay our current expenses; helped us to 
greatly reduce our national debt; afforded encouragement to 
many valuable industries; provided work at highly remunera- 
tive wages to large numbers of our laborers, and thus added 
hundreds of millions of dollars to our national capital. Our na- 
tional valuation increased from $30,000,000,000 in 1870, to $44,- 
000,000,000 in 1880, a growth which all our national experience 
has proven never could have been attained without protection. 
In the words of Mr. Blaine: 

And strongest of all points, this financial distress was relieved and pros- 
perity restored under protection, whereas the ruinous effects of panics 


under free trade have never been removed except by a resort to protec- 
tion. 


1876°—DEMOCRATS AGAINST PROTECTION AGAIN. 


{n 1876 the Democratic national convention declared ‘‘ that 
we demand that all custom-house taxation shall be only for rev- 
enue;” and in 1880 they resolved in favor of ‘‘a tariff for rev- 
enue only.” 
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1883.—DUT¥Y ON WOOL. REDUCED. 

The marvelous increase in the number of sheep and in the 
quantity of wool under the tariff amendment of 1867 up to 1883 
and 1884 has been shown. 

Had the tariff duty been allowed to remain as it was during 
that period, there is no doubt that the same or a greater rate of 
inerease would have continued. In 1883 both Houses of Con- 
gress and the President were Republican, and it was thought 
best to revise the tariff of 1861, when it could be done by the 
friends of protection. But by this time the old free-trade De- 
mocracy of the South and of slavery had again asserted itself, 
and taken full possession of all the Southern States. 

Those States had become and still remain the “ Solid South.” 
Then as now, their leading men were and are always united to 
fight for free trade and against protection. In 1883, backed by 
their servile followers from the North, they demanded a reduc- 
tion of duties on many articles, and especially on wool. Their 
clamor was loud, brazen, and unceasing, and unfortunately Re- 
publicans were found in both branches of Congress who yielded 
to that clamor and voted fora considerable reduction of the duty 
on wool. The entire protective features of the act of 1867, re- 
lating to wool, were repealed; and it was a sad day for the sheep 
and wool industry of the United States when the act of 1883 be- 
came a law. The amended tariff of 1883 was on the whole an 
improvement, but there were a few exceedingly unfortunate 
amendments, and among these the worst were those relating to 
wool and woolens, 

RESULTS FROM REDUCED DUTIBS. 

The unfailing and inevitable results be at once, though the 
iaw was passed so late in 1883 as not to affect greatly the results 
of 1884, which were the greatest and best under the act of 1867. 
But in the following years the results were disastrous in the ex- 
treme, In three years, including 1887, our sheep had decreased 
over 5,800,000, when on the rate of increasefrom 1867 to 1884 there 
should have been increase of 6,000,000, equivalent to a loss of 
about 12,000,000 sheep to the country, and worth not less than 
$30,000,000. In 1888 the number had declined from 54,500,000 in 
1884 to 42,600,000, a loss of 12,000,000. But in the election of 
1888 the proiectionists won a decisive victory, and in two years’ 
time, with a sure prospect of a restoration of the higher tariff 
on wools, the number of sheep increased from 42,600, in 1888 
to 46,353,000 in 1890. In the same period, 1884-1887, the quan- 
tity of American wool decreased 79,300,000 pounds, worth $23,- 
790,000. The raising of wool became unprofitable, as our peo- 
ple, without protection, could not compete successfully with the 
cheaply raised wools of South America and Australia. Ameri- 
can wools were neglected and declined in price; American woolen 
mills had to shut down, while English aailaniane running — 
and day to _ ly us with woolen goods, aud English manufac- 
turers were piling up their vast profits at our expense, 

In 1884, the great and ruinons mistake of so reducing tariff 
rates on wool, as has been done in 1883, had become very clear; 
and in April, 1884, a motion was made in the House to restore 
the old rates of 1857. Petitions had come in in great numbers 
from all the wool-producing States for such a restoration; and 
in Ohio the Democratic party adopted a plank demanding of 
this Congress the former protective rates. But the House was 
strongly Democratic, and after a vigorous effort on the part of 
the Republicans, the Democrats, true to their free-trade pro- 
clivities, refused to restere the rates of 1867; and the disastrous 
results, already pointed out, speedily followed. 


18°4.—THE MORRISON BILL. 


In 1884, the Democrats had. again obtained control of the 
House, and under the lead of Mr. Morrison, of TUinois, made a 
persistent and determined effort to pass a bill, making a hori- 
zontal reduction, as it was called, of about 20 per cent on nearly 
all duties alike. On reaching a vote, it failed to pass by four 
votes, and great was the sorrow and lamentations among the 
free traders here and in England. : 

The Telegraph, a leading paper of London, regretting the 
failure of the Morrison bill, said: 


A bill to establish in America what the English call free trade has just 
been dsfeated by the narrow majority of four. ‘Chat measure was of enor- 
mous importance for English manufacturers, as it would have enabled them 
to export goods to the United States without the crushing duty now imposed. 
The fate ef the bill was watched with intense interest by Englishmen. Had 
it passed, it would have been worth $500,000,000 per annum to British manu- 
facturers. 


The Telegraph is frank and refreshing! Notice the amount, 
$500,000,000 per annum! Notice also the ones to receive this vast 
yearly sum! Not American consumers, but British manufac- 
turers. 

Of course they would watch the fate of such a bill with intense 
interest, with such a great sum at stake; but how any citizen of 
this country can consider himself a real patriot, a true Ameri- 


can, and support such a policy, is incomprehensible, 
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1884.—THE DEMOCRATS STILL FAVOR FREE TRADE. 

In 1884 the Democratic National Convention, still adhering to 
its cherished free-trade convictions, declared as follows: ‘‘ We 
demand that Federal taxation shall be exclusively for public 
purposes.” 

ALL REPUBLICAN PRESIDENTS PROTECTIONISTS. 

I have already shown that every President from Washington 
to Buchanan, except Polk and possibly Van Buren and Pierce, 
were in favor of protection to home industries, and their state- 
ments have been quoted in proof thereof. As protection has 
always been a cardinal doctrine in Republican platforms and 
policy, so all Republican Presidents have been firm defenders of 
protection; and Lincoln, Johnson, Grant, Hayes, Garfield, Ar- 
thur, and Harrison take equal rank as protectionists with Wash- 
ington and all our earlier Presidents, and it is not necessary to 
ag their remarks, as no one questions their fealty to protec- 

on. 






1887.— PRESIDENT CLEVELAND'S FREE TRADE MESSAGE. 


But in 1884, by means of a series of most unusual and remark- 
able accidents, Grover Cleveland, Democrat, secured the electoral 
vote of New York State by about 1,000 plurality, and was thereby 
elected President—the first Democratic President in twenty-four 
years. He had very little to say about the tariff in that cam- 
paign, but his party insisted upon a tariff ‘for public purposes 
ae usively,” which was simply another phrase for English free 

rade. 

One of Mr. Cleveland’s strongest workers in 1884, Mr. George 
William Curtis, a gentleman who said that he did not then love 
Democracy, but who, before the campaign had gone far sup- 
—_— both it and him because of their adhesion to free trade, 

escribed that party in June, 1884, thus: 

The Democratic ee hungry. and, as you may well believe, very 
thirsty—a party without a single definite principle; a party without any 
distinct national policy which it dares to present to the country; a party 
which fell from power as aconspiracy against human rights, and now at- 
tempts to sneak back to power asa conspiracy for plunder and for spoils. 

But if the party was so utterly ae in principles and had 
no policy which it ‘dared to present tothe country,” Mr. Cleve- 
land, after three years, had evolved one, and announced himself 
to an astonished world asa modern political Columbus, who had 
discovered a new world in politicaleconomy. Beyond question, 
it was new tohim. He named it “ Tariff Reform,” but its real 
name was “Free Trade.” This marvelous discovery was made 
the sole topic of hisothird annual message, in December, 1887. 
It was long and very elaborate, but can readily be condensed 
— a few propositions and fairly stated and answered about as 

ollows: 
CLEVELAND'S: FIRST PROPOSITION. 

That our tariff laws in 1887 were “the vicious, inequitable, 
and illogical source of unnecessary taxation.” 


ANSWER. 

Protectionists replied that this proposition was clearly dis- 
proven and shown to be an assumption by the ‘‘ cold facts,” and 
census statistics which, extended to 1890, have already been 
quoted; and that by these faets and statistics are demonstrated 
a regular and s y increasing thriftand prosperity for thirty 
years in succession, in all the material, benevolent, and educa- 
tional affairs of the nation, absolutely unknown in previous his- 
tory; that steady prosperity, such as we have enjoyed for thirty 
years, was never known in any nation under a system of laws 
unvaryingly ‘‘ vicious, inequitable, and illogical;” and that no 
nation, worthy to be called a nation—least of all a nation so in- 
telligent, so self-respecting, so sensitive of its individual rights 
as. our own—ever did or would rest quietly for a third of a een- 
tury under a system of laws which could be fairly and justly 
characterized as were: our tariff laws by President Cleveland in 
1887. In short, that this proposition was disproved by all the 
previous.experience of mankind, as well as by all the material 
and esta facts of our own history. 

CLEVELAND'S SECOND PROPOSITION. 

That the tariff is ‘‘a tax that raises the price to consumers of 

all articles imported by the amount of the duty.” 
ANSWER: - 
In 1870 the price of steel rails in England was $107 per ton; 
and Congress placed a duty of $28'a ton on imported rails. Will 
free trader eras a single instance, since: 1871, in 
which the consumer paid $107 plus $28 equal $135 for a ton 
of steel rails? This should be so, if his theory be true. On the 
contrary, under protection, their price las declined to $30 per 
ton, or even less, 
STEEL WIRE NAILS. 

In 1882 our manufacture of steel nails was too small to be men- 
tioned. At thattime the duty was | cent a pound,and the price 
of steel nails was 8} centsa pound. They were imported, as our 
steel nail makers could not compete with English cheap labor 








1894. 





with the duty at lcenta pound. But in 1883 the duty on steel 
nails was raised to 4 cents a pound, and behold the results. 
According to Mr. Cleveland, the price then should have been 
8% plus 3, the increase in duty, equal to 11¢ cents a pound; but 
in 1885, under two years of protective tariff, we produced 200,- 
000 kegs of steel nails, and in 1890, 3,900,000 kegs; and the prices 
have declined from 8} cents in 1882 to less than 2 cents (1.95) in 
1891. In other words, instead of increasing the price “by the 
ount of the duty,” to wit, 3 cents a pound, the prices have de- 
clined about 6+ cents (6.38), or nearly 3} cents a pound more than 
the increass in duty. Which will the reader accept—the freo- 
trade theory, or this grand and helpful American fact? 


SODA ASH. 


Prior to 1884 no soda ash was made in this country, though we 
used 175,000 tons a year. In 1883 Congress placed on it a duty 
of $5 aton. The price prior to that time was $48 per ton. Has 
the consumer been paying $53 a ton since 1883? If the free-trade 
doctrine is true this should be so, as that sum would be the cost 
plus the duty. . 

But the fact is that instead of costing more because of the duty 
the American consumers have actually been paying but $28 a 
ton for it, and thereby have saved $3,500,000 a year by means of 
that duty. Was that tariff duty a tax? Besides this great sav- 
ing, see how it has helped collateral industries; for in making 
that soda ash at home we consumed annually 70,000 tons of coal, 
100,000 tons of limestone, 10,000 tons of coke, and 100,000 tons of 
salt where not a pound of either was consumed before, and pay 
$800,000 a year in wages and $152,000 a year in freights. ‘The 
protectionist asks again: ‘‘ Has that duty been a tax upon either 
the consumer or the country?” 


STATEMENTS OF ENGLISH MANUFACTURERS. 

A leading manufacturer of Bradford, England, said to Com- 
mis-ioner Robert P. Porter not long since: 

The least possible reduction in the American tariff will be a grand thing 
for Bradford. Weare selling our goods for the same prices as we did be- 
fore the higher tariff was enacted; and, as I know, the Bradford manufac- 
turer is paying the duty, not the American consumer. 

And another added: 

If the duties came out of the American consumer the English manufac- 
turer would not care a button about the American tariff laws. 

AMBPRICAN STATEMENTS. 


The Commercial Bulletin, a leading newspaper of Boston, in 
February, 1891, remarked that ‘‘one of the heaviest importers 
of woolens in Boston stated that as soon as his present contract 
with foreign manufacturers expires he has been promised a re- 
duction in prices to meet the advanced rates of duty now appli 
cable to the merchandise of his importation.” And the New 
Yori Mail and Express of March 2, 1891, said that English man- 
ufacturers of tin plate had agreed to reduce the price of their 
tin plate by the amount of the McKinley act. How can these 
things be if the tariff is an added tax and is paid by the con- 
sumer: 


j 
t 


LUMBER. 


The United States produces lumber sufficient to supply the 
home demand, and we export it to the value of $28,000,000. 
Under such circumstances, how can Canada get her lumber into 
our market unless she sells itatour price? Impossible. But to 
do this she will have to pay duty thereon herself. 

Sir John McDonald, late prime ministerof Canada, in October, 
1889, said that the Canadians know to their cost that this sec- 
ond proposition of Mr. Cleveland is not true, and that the only 
way they can get their productions into our markets is to pay 
the duty themselves. 

This free-trade theory may be beautiful, but as a rule it is not 
in accordance with the facts, for under a protective tariff it is 
the rule for the importer to pay the duty, though there are some 
exceptions. 

HOW PROTECTION IS APPLISD. 


Briefly stated, this is the rule: Onall imported articles which 
we do not and can not produce here, such as tea, coffee, etc., 
and on those things regarded simply as luxuries and used only 
by the rich, the duty, if any, is added to the cost, and of course 
_ by the consumer. This is the English or free-trade tariff. 

ut on imported productions, the like of which we produce here, 
the duties, after the business is established, are paid principally 
by the foreign producers who send them here and not by the 
consumer. As Sir John MeDonald says: ‘‘It is the only way 
they can get their productions into our markets.” This last 
class of foreign productions constitutes the great bulk of our 
importations. It should be added that, except luxuries, nearly 
all articles embraced in the first class, such as tea, coffee, sugar, 
etc., are admitted free of duty. So that the only instance in 
which the tariff is a tax and is paid by the consumer is a Demo- 
cratic free-trade tariff or one for revenue only. 
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CLEVELAND'S THIRD PROPOSITIO'S. 

That on account of this tariff tax the prices of all similar 
articles produced in this country are “ nearly or quite the same 
enhanced price which the duty adds to the imported articles.” 

ANSWER 

The tariff duty on imported calico is 100 per cent, the English 
priceisfrom5to7centsperyard. If thefree-trade theory is cor- 
rect, the price of American calico of same quality should be from 
10 to 14 cents per yard; but, as a matter of fact, it is only 5 to 7 
cents per yard, sometimes less. 








AMERICAN STEEL RAILS. 

In 1883, Mr. Randallof Pennsylvania in Congress showed that 
the actual cost of a ton of American steel rails manufactured in 
this country was $30.03. The tariff at that time was $17 per ton. 
If Mr. Cleveland’s doctrine is true, American steel rails should 
then have cost the consumer $!7, which was the cost plus the 
duty. Asamatter of fact American steel rails were then selling 
for $35 per ton in our markets, and even less, if sold in large 
quantities. Facts are dreadfully disagreeable things to the free 
trader. 

BLANKETS. 

About. the date of Mr. Cleveland’s message the cost of certain 
5-pound English blankets was $4.45. The duty and custom- 
house fees were $4.90, making their cost in the American mar- 
ket $9.35. According to Mr. Cleveland’s theory American 
blankets should have been of the same price; but as a matter 
of fact, American blankets of precisely the same weight and 
quality cost in our market $5.20. The difference between theory 
and fact on a single pair of blankets was $3.85 in favor of an 
American fact. 

LINSEED OTL. 

In October, 1890, and for several months prior thereto, lin- 
seed oil was quoted at 62 cents per gallon. On October 6, 1890, 
the McKinley tariff increased the duty on linseed oil from 25 to 
32 cents per gallon, or7 cents per gallon. The free trader in- 
sists that “‘ the tariff is a tax which is added to the price; and 
according to this theory, the price then should have gone to 62 
plus 7 equal 69 cents per gallon. 

But as a matter of fact, nine months after the passage of the 
McKinley bill linseed oil had not increased in price to 69 cents 
(the old price plus the increase of duty), but was selling in open 
market at 47 cents a gallon. a decrease in price of 15 cents per 
galion. The difference between theory (69 cents) and fact (47 
cents) is 22 cents per gallen. 

THE FREE TRADER WILL NOT BE CONVINCED. 


Hours might be occupied with other illustrations; but those al- 
ready stated completely disprove Mr. Cleveland’s theory; but 
as shown by his letters and speeches in 1889 and 1591, like all 
genuine free traders he still clings to it, notwithstanding the 
truth that the facts are all against him; apparently believing 
that if this be so, then ‘‘it is so much the worse.for the facts.” 

In this he and other free traders differ from Prof. Agassiz. 
Senator FRYE, of Maine, who is a great trout-fisher, says: 

I once called on Prof. Agassiz, who was a great authority on fish, and asked 
him to go with me to Rangely Lakes to fish for trout. Asan inducement I 
told him of the splendid speckled trout there, weighing from 10 to 14 pounds 
each. When I said this, the professor gave me a pitiful smile and said: “I 
have just completed a treatise, in which I have demonstrated that it is im- 

ssible for a speekled trout to weigh over 4 pounds.”” I knew better, but 

new that Icould not convincehim byargument. So Iwenton to Rangely, 
and next day caught two speckled beauties, one of which weighed 10 and the 
other 12 pounds. I packed them in ice and sent them by express to Prof. 
Agassiz. By return mail [received from him a letter saying: “‘ My Dear 
Senator, the theory of a lifetime has been kicked to death by a single fact.” 

Would that free traders could be convinced by facts, and that 
they would as readily admit their error when convinced. 


CLEVELAND'S FOURTH PROPOSITION. 
That the tariff rates on woolshould be still further reduced. 
ANSWER. 

The all-sufficient refutation of this proposition has already 
been given under the headings, ‘‘ 1867—High tariff on wool—Re- 
sults,” and ‘'1888—Duty on wool reduced,” to which reference is 
made. 

CLEVELAND'S FIFTH PROPOSITION. 

That “tariff reform” (meaning really ‘‘free trade,”) is the 
grand panacea for all present and prospective financial troubles. 
ANSWER. 

This last proposition is not stated in the message in the terms 
set forth above; but it is there, and, by reading between the 
lines, can be seen everywhere. , 

The absolute and overwhelming answer to it are the his- 
torical facts, which prove conclusively the invariable rule that 
protection means prosperity, while free trade means adversity. 
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EFFECT OF CLEVELAND'S MESSAGE. 


Within aes hours after these propositions were promul- 

ated by Mr. Cleveland in that message they were clearly shown 
c Mr. Blaine, then in Paris, and by others to be a series of as- 
sumptions based mostly upon fallacies, and unsupported by any 
material or tangible facts. Those who were familiar with our 
tariff history, especially under free trade, found in this me e 
a new and splendid illustration of Mr. Kelley’s definition, to wit: 
‘* Free trade is the science of assumption;” while the intelligent 
but irreverent, after reading it, declared with Josh Billings: 
“It isa great deal better not to know so many things than to 
know so many things that ain’t so.” The national election of 
1888 showed that the American people applied the definition of 
Mr. Kelley and the remark of Josh Billings to Mr. Cleveland and 
his famous free-trade message, and that they preferred a Con- 
gress and a President who cared more for the well-known and 
solid facts of protection than for the pleasing but fanciful theo- 
ries of free trade. 

This message was a great surprise to the business centers; 
and followed, as it was, by the Mills bill—a bill admitted to be 
in the interest of free trade—it caused great anxiety among 
mill-owners, merchants, and manufacturers, and led to a great 
depression in many kinds of business. Especially was this true 
of the wool, woolen, and lumber industries; and of course prices 
fell off discouragingly. It thus appears that not only low tariff, 
but even a threat of low tariff, will produce disastrous results 
in the business world, precisely as the threat of low tariff is 
doing to-day. 

EFFECT OF THE MESSAGE ON WOOL ILLUSTRATED. 

A single fact stated in September, 1888, by a Mr. Libby, a 
prominent dealer in wool, sheep, and cattle in the State of Maine, 
will illustrate the evil effectsof that message and the Mills bill. 
Said he; 

On the Ist of December, 1887, my firm had $60,000 worth of wool stored in 
Boston, We were then negotiating with a woolen manufacturing company 
there for the purchase of our wool, and had come within one-half a cent a 
pound of an agreement, but neither of us would yield the half cent and I re- 
turned to Maine. On my way I bought an evening paper and found therein 
President Cleveland's free-trade message. I read it with great interest, but 
when I reached his demand that wool duties should be so greatly reduced I 
knew who would have to yield the half cent. At the next station I tele- 

aphed the Boston ace as follows: ‘‘Gentlemen, I have been consider- 

ng the matter of our negotiations and have decided to yield the half cent. 
I accept your offer. Please answer.’’ When I reached my home station I 
found their answering telegram: ** Mr. Libby, we, too, have read the Presi- 
dent’s message.”’ 

That was all—a single line, but it was volumes to me. I scon returned 
to Boston and saw ~ parties, but their first offer was $1,000 less than the 
day before Mr. Cleveland's message appeared. The offer I refused; but 
after sounding the marketI went back next morning to accept their last offer. 
I was then told that they had decided to make their offer $2,000 less than 
that of the day before. This I unwisely refused, and went home to await 
results. But when the Mills bill was reported I went again to Boston de- 
termined to aor the first offer I could get; and, to make a short story of 
it, I sold the wool for just $6,000 in hard cash less than the offer of December 
1. And this, too, when the bill was culy pepeusee. So much forme. Now 
see how it came home to our farmers. e had been paying 27 to 3 cents a 
pound for our wool, and there was no reason except this free-trade policy 
why prices should not have been the same in 1888; but as a legitimate re- 
sult of that policy the price of wool in 1888 has been but 20 cents a pound, a 
net loss to a 5 woetgeowers of 87 to $10.0n every hundred pounds of wool 
they had to sell. 


1888,—-MILLS'S FREE-TRADE BILL. 


Immediately after the delivery of Mr. Cleveland’s celebrated 

message the House of Representatives, heavily Democratic, or- 
ganized with Mr, Carlisle as Speaker, and he in due time ap- 
»ointed his Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. MILLS of 
Foxes was made chairman, and the oe of the committee 
were from States that have comparatively little interest in man- 
ufactures. . 

In discussing the tariff in a previous Congress Mr. MILLS had 
said: - 

Our policy should be to take the smallest amount of taxes that we can 
by customs; and we should gradually decrease the amount until our cus- 
—— come alone from noncompeting articles entering our custom- 

That is precisely the English free-trade system, and Mr. MILLS 
was a proper person to lead in formulating a free-trade bill. 

The meetings of the committee were held in secret session 
mostly, and they came to be known as ‘‘the dark-lantern com- 
mittee.” The suggestions and motions of the minority (Repub- 
lican) members were wholly ignored, as were those of all other 
persons who favored protection. 

On April 2, 1888, Mr. MILLs reported his notorious bill, ‘in 
response to the recommendations of Mr. Cleveland,” as he says. 
It was a long step in the direction of free trade. It was so in- 
tended by the committee, and was so understood by the people 
of the country. ‘ 

Especially was this true of the Democratic party in 1888, 
which, in its national convention held ia June, unanimously— 


indorsed the views expressed by President Cleveland in his last annual 
message (1887) as the correct interpretation of the platform upon the ques- 


tion of tariff reduction. * * * That this convention hereby indorses and 
recommends the early paseom> of the bill for the reduction of the revenue 
now pending in the House of Representatives—the Millis bill. 


THE MILLS BILL PASSED BY THE HOUSE. 


The discussion upon the Mills bill was long and earnest; every 
step on the part of the free\traders was hotly disputed by Re- 
publicans, and every free-trade argument was fearlessly met 
and answered by them. 

However, the bill passed the House, 162 ayes to 149 noes, and 
was sent to the Senate; but as the Senate was Republican, the 
bill soon slept the sleep of death, and in November the nation 
set the seal of its approval upon this action of the Senate by 
electing a meets of Republican protectionists to the succeed- 
ing House of Representatives, and also a Republican President. 

And thus it came to pass that the Republicans anc protection- 
ists held both Houses of Congress and the Presidency, and were 
in a position to revise and amend the tariff in the interests of 
protection and by its true and tried friends. 

Mr. President, in this discussion I have endeavored to present 
the historical facts with absolute ames I have come down 
to the time when the McKinley tariff bill was enacted in 1890. 
I shall now rest my case and resume the floor to-morrow to con- 
clude my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MARTIN inthechair). The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINS]. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, I offered this amendment for 
the purpose of submitting a very few remarks that occurred to 
me on listening to the paper that was read just before the ad- 
journmentlast evening by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER], with comments by him, upon the placing of dry 
ocher on the free list. 

The facts concerning this are too interesting in their general 
application, they are too important to the industry and those 
who are concerned in it, and too important to the sections of 
the country affected by this industry to be condemned to death 
without something being said in its behalf and something being 
said about it. 

I learn, on inquiry, that this is no novel duty. The duty was 
put at 1 cent per pound in the tariff of 1797; it was continued at 
that rate until, in 1812, all taxes were doubled by the war meas- 
ure. In 1816, when the war taxes were taken off, it was put back 
at 1 cent per pound, and there remained until the Walker tariff 
of 1846, when it was put at 30 per cent ad valorem. In 1862 it 
was turned into a specific duty of one-half cent per pound, and 
this maligned and much anathematized McKinley act, which it 
is alleged has helped certain robber barons to perpetrate out- 
rages upon the people of this country, actually reduced this duty 
no — of 1 cent per pound and took oft 50 per cent of the 

urden, 

The curious thing is, Mr. President, that with the duty of 1 
cent per pound upon this product, it was never developed asan 
American industry to any other than an inconsiderable extent 
aa 1873, Prior to that it may be said that it cut no figure 
at all. 

Here was a duty that was large, that involved a really heavy 
tax, really a tax, because up to that time the American consumer 
of this product, entering into all colors and paints, could only get 
it abroad, and the impositionof 1 centa pound, or $20ashort ton, 
went into the Treasury of the United States as an actual rev- 
— a the whole product consumed, for it was practically all 

mported. 

hy was this? I find the explanation in the fact that this 
product of hematite iron ore has been found and developed in 
the South. The first considerable development of it, as it is 
termed in one of these a the pioneer mine and manufac- 
tory was in the State of Virginia. It is now largely produced 
not only in Virginia, but in Georgia and Alabama, and beyond 
that in Missouri and Colorado, besides New York, Pennsylvania, 
Vermont, Wisconsin, and California. I assume, however, that 
in the Eastern States the product is inconsiderable. It may be 
largely produced in Colorado, though I have not the figures 
and facts as to that. 

Until the great cause which underlay Mr. Calhoun’s action in 
propounding his theory of free trade had been removed, until 
the destruction of slavery, until the liberation of Southern labor 
from its grasp, and until the resources of the South were opened 
to development, this wealth lay slumbering in its hills and in 
its mines, untouched and practically inaccessible, through the 
folly, and worse than folly, of man. Providence had done its 
part, but the social structure of the Southern States had effect- 
vally overruled what Providence had ordained, and had sealed 
the mines of ocher in the South. 

In 1873 this industry was largely exploited in the State of Vir- 
ginia. It has since largely been developed in the State of Vir- 
giniaand of course in , Where we have such interesting 
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developments of the iron ore. Why is this industry to be con- 
demned to death? What is the charge against it? With what 
is it accused? Who are its accusers, and on what ground do they 
summon it into this forum? How do they justify themselves in 
propening that this great tribunal of the American people shall 
strike down this industry, put it upon the free list, and send it 
back to France that had it almost entirely before the American 
industry was developed? 

It is on the ground that the tariff is a tax. It was a tax under 
the tariff of 1797, of 1816, and of all the tariffs up to the Ameri- 
can development in 1873. It was $20 a ton when it was 1 centa 
pound, or whatever the amount was when it was 30 per centad 
valorem, and it was $5 or $10 a ton under the tariff act of 1862, 
when it was one-half cent a pound. All was exacted of the 
people of the United States as a tax added to the product, and 
was paid by the people whenever they had a barn or a house 
painted. 

So our friends on the other side, either with knowledge and 
the confidence that comes from knowledge, or with ignorance 
of the real facts, or with the blind and brutal assertion of power 
because they possess it, wedded to a theory because of which 
they are going to offer up the industries of the United States as 
a burnt offering to their allegations of its truthfulness—what- 
ever may be their reason, they say that now this duty of one- 
fourth of 1 cent a pound, or $5 a ton, is a tax, and that the suf- 
fering people of the United States must be relieved from it. 

The Senator from Texas[Mr. MILLS]said in the speech that he 
made of a few minutes, in the preliminary skirmish on this bill, 
that he was not going to ask these robbers as to what per cent 
of their plunder they would keep and retain in their pockets. 
So he and those with him composing the majority who support 
this measure propose to exempt and relieve the consuming peo- 

le of the United States, ‘‘the yeomanry,” as the Senator from 
exas puts it, from this burden. 

Mr. President, I know I talk to deaf ears. Though I spoke 
with the tongue of angels and of men I can not get a hearing. 
No amendments are to be put upon this bill that do not come 
through the canonical and hierarchical channel of the Commit- 
tee on Finance or the Democratic majority of it. But whatthey 
have to stand before in the presence of the American people is 
the fact that up to 1873, and the development of the American 
industry, the price of this product was $70 a ton, and to-day it 
has gone down as low as $20 a ton, indeed between $18 and $20. 

“the tariff is a tax,” said a certain great authority, and par- 
rot like it is repeated. The French exacted off us, duty added, 
simply between three and four times as much as the American 
consumer has to pay for it now under the wholesome and health- 
ful influence of American production and competition. So to- 
day, whenever the people of the United States paint their house 
or their barn they get thisimportantingredientand these paints 
at the rate of $18 or $20 a ton instead of having to pay $70 a ton. 
Twenty of that you understand was duty. Fifty per cent went 
to the Frenchmen and the importer. 

My friend from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], in his able 
and interesting speech, of which he has given us an installment 
this morning, was speaking of the exemption of steelrails. His 
manne r. CHANDLER] last evening referred to the same 
matter. But the answer that is brought in respect to steel rails 
is, ‘‘Oh, the Bessemer process; the improvements in methods; 
you are claiming the whole product of invention as a justifica- 
tion for tariff taxes.” Tariff reform is utterly above anything 
of that sort. 

But what has this interesting object called a tariff reformer 
to say of this industry which employs nothing but the rudest 
labor in mining it, in transporting it, in washing it, in putting 
it in barrels and packagesand invending it? Fifty dollars a ton 
was divided between the French | pageecses and the importer; and 
who was the plunderer, and who were the plundered? The 
Frenchman got the profit and the American paid the cost, and 
the plunder was divided between the French producer and the 
New York importer, who can well afford to pay and retain the 
New York Times and the New York Evening Post to betray the 
principles on which they started and leave the party to which 
they owe allegiance and the Southern Republicans, whose be- 
rinnings they stabbed and surrendered, to the tender mercies of 

eir remorseless enemies. 

Mr. President, there was no invention to bring down this 
product—none whatever. It came down simply by American 
competition breaking down the exorbitant exactions of the for- 
er when he had this entire market in his own hands. And 
it is to this object of our bounty and our benevolence that the 
Democratic majority of this Chamber propose, in respect to this 
industry, to turnover the American consumer and the American 
people. Thatisthiscase. But that is not all of it. 


here is this product produced? Where is it found? As I 
have already said, in Virginia, in Georgia, in Alabama, in Colo- 
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rado. Weare told by the press that, I think upon the 30th of 
this month, there is to be a convention held in a city in the 
State of Georgia, I do not know whether Atlanta or Augusta, of 
delegates and representatives of all the Southern States to ad- 
vocate and promote the development of Southern industries. 

In more senses than one that will be the most interesting as- 
semblage that has been held on this continent for a very great 
while. I do not propose to go into all the thoughts that strike 
the mind when youconsider the circumstances under which they 
are called together in one breath to promote Southern industries 
and to strike down the protective system by which alone they 
can be developed —called by a section represented here solidly 
as a party by its Senators on this floor who have projected the 
measure that is now pending for the punishment and overthrow 
of the Eastern and Northeastern sectionof thecountry. It may 
be that they think somehow or other under this bill Northern 
industries can be destroyed and Southern industries can survive. 
I should be very glad to hear some Senator on this floor pro- 
pound that proposition and undertake to explainit. But cer- 
tainly if they do they would not take ocher; they would not 
take this industry. 

I very much regret that the junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
WALSH], whose genial presence reconciles us to the lossof the 
lamented Colquitt, is not present in the Chamber, but I am glad 
to see here our gallant friend [Mr. GORDON] for whom we all 
feel a great affection. I have not his attention just now, but I 
shall proceed just asif I hadit. Ido not know whether tho 
senior Senator from Georgia proposes to attend this convention 
in his State on the 30th of May, but undoubtedly the junior Sen- 
ator intends to attend. He placed upon our desks one day a 
most valuable paper printed in his own newspaper in Augusta, 
Ga., in which he fully exploited the development of Southern 
industries. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Dela- 
ware yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Ido. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that there is not a quorum of the 
Senate present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The suggestion being made 
— there is not a quorum present, the Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Coke, Jarvis, Pettigrew, 
Allen, Davis, Jones, Ark. Pugh, 
Allison, Dolph, Lindsay, Quay, 
Bate, Dubois, McMillan, Ransom, 
Berry, Faulkner, McPherson, Roach, 
Blackburn, Gallinger, Martin, Shoup, 
Blanchard, George, Mills, Squire, 
Brice, Gibson, Morgan, Stewart, 
Butler, Gordon, Murphy, Teller, 
Caffery, Hale, Palmer, Turpie, 
Call, Harris, Pasco, Vest, 
Camden, Higgins, Patton, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Hoar, Peffer, White. 
Cockrell, Hunton, Perkins, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-five Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. The Senator 
from Delaware will proceed. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, when I was interrupted I was 
rar with respect to the coming convention in Georgia of 
the Southern manufacturing interest to promote Southern in- 
terests, to be held on the 30th of Mays I would suggest that 
the Senators form Georgia, when they go there, will read what 
Earle & Oram, of Barton County, Ga., say on page 55 of Bulle- 
tin No. 4 of answers to the tariff inauiries, with reference to 
two points merely, and I shall not read more than their reply 
on those subjects: 

We desire a specific duty because ocher varies in quality and value, and 
only a specific duty will prevent undervaluation. 


“ * * * e « 


I desire simply the retention of the existing low duty of % per ton on dry 
ochers. The tariff act of 1890 reduced the duty to %. It had been $10 per ton. 
The present duty barely protects me in the payment of existing wages, and 
any reduction must come out of the wages of men now getting only #1.15 P= 
day. The Wilson aero that ochers shall comein free. A duty of 8 
per ton on ocher would not increase the cost of painting an ordinary house 50 
cents. 


He gives his case away. It would reduce it 75 per cent. 

So why should a man making a dollar a day be obliged to take one-fourth 
or one-third less wages in order that aman who can afford to paint his house 
should save 50 cents or a dollar? 


We thus have an answer here from a manufacturer in Georgia, 
and I commend it to the Senators from Georgia if, not being in 
the Chamber, they should do me the honor toread my remarks. 
But when they meet their Southern brethren let them expound 
to their auditors the doctrine that a tariff isatax. Let them, 
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in the face of these facts, take the proposition of my friend from 
Illinois [Mr. PALMER], that legislation can not benefit, fairly 
and properly, their condition. Let them go to these auditors of 
the South and show them this Southern industry offered up as a 
ewe lamb on the altar of Tree trade as a sacrifice to this theory. 

Let them tell that convention that they have begun the work 
of promoting Southern industries by destroying the mines of 
ocher; that they do it without reason; that the Southern mines 
themselves have lowered the cost from $70 a ton to $18 and 
$20; that if it goes back into the hands of France the price 
will be whatever the French choose to put upon us until another 
Republican majority gets in Congress and restores the duty; 
that they are sacrificed remorselessly to a theory. Let them 
point to that convention the example of ocher and ocher earths, 
dry,as one by which they may take warning, and let them begin 
by funeral proceedings over this andall the Southern industries 
which are not adequately protected by the bill. 

That is what I have to say, Mr. President, to that solid repre- 
sentation on this floor from the South except so far as my State 
has had the opportunity to have broken it. I do not stand here 
to-day pleading for Delaware industry, but I feel that in a cer- 
tain sense [ am accredited for that sectionfrom which I come, 
and which, by methods that are a credit to no one who has had 
todo with them or who is responsible for them, has denied to 
the protectionists of the South any voice on this floor. Ispeak 
for the industries of the South;1 speak for its manufactures, 
present and to come;I speak for the ownersof its mines, its water 
courses, its forests to-day undeveloped and unopened. 

{ speak for its youth, standing at the dawn of their life and 
resting for the fate that they are te meet in their active life 
upon what we do on the pending bill; I speak for all those pro- 
tectionists through the South who have felt that they dare not 
give articulate expression to their ideas through the instru- 
mentality of their votes and of political parties, who have felt 
that everything was to be subordinated to the issues that grew 
out of the presence of the negro and of his right to vote. 

i stand to-day before a South made solid by means of the 
prejudices which arise because of the negro; I stand before a 
representation from the South that is ruthlessly handing over 
its own industries to destruction because it follows the doctrines 
of Calhoun when the reason for them has departed. It does not 
go back to Calhoun of 1816, when he spelled nation with a big 
N, and believed in his country and his whole country, and be- 
fore he gave up his faith in nationality to his fealty to slavery 
and to cotton. Were he here to-day, with that clear vision that 
saw the distant future, that did not stick in the bark, that saw 
the ultimate resultand trend of affairs, ho would adopt that great 
principle of the law that where the reason ceases the law ceases, 
and he would realize that to-day his followers are only holding 
on to the husks of the faith when the substance of them and the 
reason for them have departed. 

Mr. President, the South to-day is on trial before the imperial 
forum and jury of the American people. Mr. Calhoun said, one 
slave State for every free State to be admitted into this Union, 
that the balance may be preserved. The balance was not pre- 
served. Abraham Lincoln was elected President of the United 
States. and free trade, slavery, cotton, nullification, and seces- 
sion went to their ultimate efforts and their ultimatefate. They 
have passed out of this problem. To-day the South, brought 
back by the support and alliance of the doctrinaires and the 
Mugwumps, the importers and the free traders of the North, 
are taking their opportunity to carry out their ideas to their 
ultimates. It has been a question with me whether it is best for 
the bill to be defeated: whether this battle with Southern folly 
and Southern heresy should be ended at Bull Run or Appomattox; 
whether this measure should be defeated in limine, on the thresh- 
old, or whether we should allow it to go upon the statute book, 
so that by the full measure of its sweeping destruction of the in- 
dutries and the prosperity of this country the people could be 
taught the absolute truths that govern our American economy. 

Had the issue of the war been different at Bull Run, had it re- 
sulted in the defeat of Beauregard and Johnston and the cap- 
ture of them and Jefferson Davis, the war would have come toa 
speedy conclusion, but it would have carried with it certain in- 
cidents of enormous concern to the _—_ of this continent. It 
would have been the Union restored with slavery and not with- 
outit. It would have been the South coming back largely u 
their own terms and not with the abandonment of those ideas 
and those institutions whose condemnation meets no severer 
terms from any than they do from them. They are the last and 
the completest converts to Republicanism. 


It may be that if we were to defeat the pending measure now 


this heresy would not bo extirpated; that we would still have 
the doctrinaires and the charlatans talking as if a 
all knowiedge and repeating their story like parrots in the New 
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York and metropolitan press to dogmatize over the intellects 
of the people of country. It may be that this would still be 
a subject for debate and discussion. Let the bill pass; let it go 
— the statute books, and when it will go off the statute books, 

r. President, it will go off forever. It will be a fearful cost to 





pay. 

The New York Sun, not long ago, figured it up that $8,000,- 
000,000 was the cost of the suppression of the rebellion and the 
destruction of slavery. That sum, with all the precious lives 
and maimed bodies that went with it, was a email price to pay 
to get rid of slavery, nullification, and secession. This measure 
to-day is not met, as Henry Clay was met in 1832, with the threat 
of disunion. That heresy has departed. I donot know but that 
the nation, in the providence of God, is called upon to pay as 
great aprice in the paralysis of its industries through the coming 
four years, in order that the Southern heresy of free trade, with 
its miserable and contemptible Northern appendage, shall be 
forever remitted to the limbo of the past. 

It isa great crisis. Enormous results hang upon what we may 
do. But the responsibility of the Senators on the other side, in 
whose hands rests this event, which I may almost call a dread 
event, is enormous. To-day the world is relieved from war, 


| pestilence, and famine. Population is not kept down by these 


agencies of the past. Our conflicts are peaceful; they are the 
conflicts of commerce and of economic ideas. They are waged, 
however, just as fiercely and their results are just as great and 
momentous. Under thirty-three years of protection, a precious 
period, for it has given what this country has so much needed, 
a long opportunity of experiment, we have developed the most 
extraordinary greatness of manufacturing and commercial pros- 
perity, of well-to-doness of individual and family and home that 
the world has ever seen. 

Since 1863 the men whose economic ideas are to-day in the 
ascendent have been held in fetters. They propose now to re- 
impose their ideas upon this country. They may succeed, they 
may fail; but I believe that if their measure should go upon the 
statute books with any considerable application of the free-trade 
idea it will simply hand us and this country back to its condi- 
tion before 1860. It will be the successful attempt of the people 
of the South to drag down the North to the level where some of 
them are now. [fn doing it they will prevent the elevation of 
their entire section to where the North is now. But it will be 
metin turn by the majestic response of the people, from whose 
eyes all mists will be removed, from whose hands and feet all 
shackels will fall, and who, in the final result, will give that de- 
cisive utterance which, like that at Appomatox in 1865, will 
know no opps d no Ae wong. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Delaware 
a question, if he has no objection to answering it. He spoke of 
the people of the South and Calhoun. Let them rest in the 
position in which God has placed them. I want to call the Sen- 
ator’s attention to the fact thatin the statement I understood 
him to make he is in error. I understood the Senator from 
Delaware to assert that the tariff wasa tax. Am I rightin that 
assertion? 

Mr. HIGGINS. You are;I say, emphatically, in the case of 
ocher. I was confining it to that. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator if it is not 
true, recognized by all constitutional lawyers and jurists, Mr. 
Justice Story, Mr. Justice Miller, Chief Justice Marshall, and 
the Supreme Court of the United States, that a tariff duty, an 
excise, and an impost are all different forms of taxation? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Speaking philologically and judicially that 
is true, but not economically. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is constitutionally true, is it not; so that 
theargument ordinarily made by protectionists that a duty is not 
a tax is not strictly correct? 

Mr. HIGGINS. I think it is absolutely correct where there 
is an American product. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam ees now constitutionally. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Well, that is a very blunt way and rather an 
abstruse way of putting it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Now, if that is true I should like to ask the 
Senator from Delaware another question. Where is the line of 
taxation marked out by the Constitution of this nation? How 
far can you tax—— 

Mr. HIGGINS. It is left in the wise discretion of its repre- 
sentatives in Congress assembled. 

Mr. ALLEN. have no desire to enter the debate at this 
time, particularly upon this branch of the question, but I want to 
call the attention of the Senator from Delaware to one tact that 
no man can escape from. Either the ee of taxation by the 
Constitution of this nation is limited when the Government 
levies a tax for the purpose of revenue, or it is a power that is 
unlimited, to which there is no check and which may be carried 
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in the discretion of a corrupt or dishonest Congress tothe point 
of confiscation. 

Mr. HIGGINS. If the Senator will allow me, I will say in 
this case the people give a swift answer in this country. The 
remedy in this country isclear. We havean election every two 
years. Some people seem to think that if there is constitutional 

wer to dosomething, everything wicked is going to be done. 

ere is another remedy. Our English brethren have no con- 
stitutional restraints, and they exercise a great restraint over 
themselves. Here the answer will come in two years; and you 
can trust the American people, even if the representatives whom 
they send here should be foolish people who could not be trusted. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to suggest to the Senator from Dela- 
ware that the taxing power is the greatestsovereign power that 
is conferred by our Constitution on the Government. Of course, 
he agrees with me that our Government is a government of 
enumerated or limited powers. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Yes. 

Mr. ALLEN. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. HIGGINS. [tis sovereign within the powers granted. 

Mr. ALLEN. The power of taxation is one of the greatest 


powers that has been conferred upon this Government by the - 


Constitution. Every other power, the power to raise armies 
and equip navies, the power to control commerce, and every 
other constitutional power that has been conferred upon this 
Government by the Constitution, is very carefully guarded by 
the Constitution. The extent to which those powers can be ex- 
ercised are plainly marked out by the Constitution. Now, does 
the Senator believe that it was ever the purpose of the framers 
of our Constitution that the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives, upon whom is conferred the exclusive power to levy taxes, 
should have in their absolute keeping the property and interests 
of the citizens of the United States, and that they might go un- 
checked to the extent of absolute confiscation? Does the Sena- 
tor take that position? 

Mr. HIGGINS. I do, with this limitation: I understand that 
taxation becomes confiscation when it is not equal. for in- 
stance, the application of an unfair income tax is a confiscation 
of the property of those upon whom it is imposed. The Sena- 
tor, who is a good lawyer, will find a big roll of authority where 
courts have set aside taxation because it was unequal and did 
not fallon allalike. Then it is confiscation; but when it falls 
upon all alike it is at the discretion of the representative who 
may be presumed not to destroy his people by making them un- 
fair objects of taxation. ' 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me one more question? 

Is there any power in this Government to levy a tax for a dis- 
tinctively protective purpose and independent of its revenue 
purpose; 
' Mr. HIGGINS. The answer to that would be in my concep- 
tion a very interesting one if it were given in its fullness and by 
some master of the subject. If the Senator will allow me a mo- 
ment in answer to his question I will state my opinion that one 
of the chief reasons and objects for the adoption of our present 
Constitution as a substitution for the Articles of Confederation 
was that the Articles of Confederation gave no power to tax to 
the ultimates, or no power to tax at all. 

The infinite suffering and loss to the people of the country 
and the weakness of its Government imbued the men of that 
time with the necessity of making a stronger government, and 
their chief object in making it was to be found in the unlimited 

wer to tax and the unlimited power to regulate commerce. 

ith those powers in their hands the men who framed the Con- 
stitution of the United States, after passing an essential act for 
the designation and appointment of certain officers to conduct 
the Government, enacted as their first substantive statute the 
famous one with the preamble providing for taxation for the 
poses of collecting revenue. ThatI believe is the sound con- 
struction to be given judicially bya court sitting uponit. That 
was the contemporary construction of its authors. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to ask one more question, if the Senator 
from Delaware will indulge me. Where a burden is levied in 
the nature of a tax which is not to be used for revenue, for the 
purposes of conducting the Government and paying the ex- 
penses, and where the manifest purpose of it is to take property 
out of the pocket of one citizen and put it into the pocket of 
another, would the Senator call that a tax? 

Mr. HIGGINS. That, I think, raises another question which 


would have to depend upon the circumstances of the case, as so 


often does rest the application of large judicial principles. 
Mr.ALLEN. Suppose that were true, now—— 
Mr. HIGGINS. I think in respect to the income tax it is ab- 
solutely true 
to set aside the present proposal of this bill as unconstitutional. 


Mr. ALLEN. But the Supreme Court of the United States 


and the Supreme Court of the United States ought 
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in three different instances has held an income tax to be consti- 
tutional. So there can be noquestion about that. 

Mr. HIGGINS. But this is one which is proposed to be im- 
posed on as high an exemption as $4,000. 

Mr. ALLEN. But the question I put to the Senator to which 
I should like to have an answer, is this: Does the Senator con- 
tend that this Government under the guise of levying a tax can 
levy a burden upon persons or property for the use of private 
citizens and transfer the benefit to them? Is that his applica- 
tion or does it come under the taxing power? 


Mr. HIGGINS. If you do it by way of a protective duty for 
the purpose of excluding foreign importations and permitting 
domestic production so as to cheapen thereby the whole prad- 


uct of the people of the United States and promote their gen- 
eral welfare, I answer yes. 

Mr. ALLEN. Where does the Senator find authority under 
the Constitution to levy what he calls a distinctively protectiv 
duty? 

Mr. HIGGINS. I have already stated that as fully as I can. 

Mr. ALLEN. For instance, I understand the argument that 
is usually made by gentlemen taking that view of the question, 
and it is under the general-welfare clause. I believe Mr. Ham- 
ilton put it on thatground. But the welfare clauseas the court 
have construed it means the general welfare of all the people, 
not a particular branch of the people—the general welfare of a! 
the people of the United States as distinct from any particular 
class or classes of persons. Now, then, itis sometimes put : 


der the commerce clause, that it is an incident of regulating 
commerce. I should like toask the Senator if he thinks Con- 
gress has power to levy adistinctively protective duty under the 


commerce clause when there is no necessity for any particular 
regulation of our foreign or domestic commerce? 

Mr. HIGGINS. I would say in answer to the Senator from 
Nebraska that it would be impossible to apportion off authority 
to one power framed in the Constitution or to another. If it is 
found within the four corners of the instrument it is a granted 
power, and the power to regulate commerce amply contributes 
to the object, but I think even without that clause, itis entirely 
to be found in what the Senator has designated as the ‘‘ general- 
welfare clause.” It may beas well to read that familiar provision 
again, section 8, Article I, of the Constitution: 

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and 
excises, to pay the debts— 

Of course that is taxes laid and collected for the payment of 
debis— 
and provide for the common defense and general welfare of the United 
States, but all duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform throughout the 
United States— 

And not put this income tax on the Northeastern section merely. 

Mr. ALLEN. Now, then—— 

Mr. HIGGINS. If the Senator will allow me, here this power 
is to lay and collect taxes for the general welfare. [ will illus- 
trate it. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; I beg the Senator's pardon—not to lay and 
collect taxes for the general welfare, but to lay and collect taxes 
for the payment of public debts, ete. 

Mr. HIGGINS. ‘To pay debts and provide for the common 
defense and general welfare of the United States.” I commend 
the Senator to look again at his copy of the Constitution and see 
the punctuation thereof. 

Mr. ALLEN. Now, let me ask the Senator this question: 
Suppose that a protective tariff, so called, which is merely an 
act that robs the market of its natural element of competition, 
would be a direct benefit to, say, only 3,000,000 persons, which I 
think is in excess of the number that would be directly benefited 
by it, would the Senator claim that that would come within the 
general-welfare clause of the Constitution? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Yes; I should think it would. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is, out of 70,000,000 people, relatively 

speaking, you would have power under the general-welfare 
clause of the Constitution to levy a tax for the benefit of 3,000,- 
000 of them, and take the money out of the pockets of the other 
67,000,000? 
Mr. HIGGINS. Oh, thatisanother matter. Ido not choose 
to gointo a speculative proposition such as the Senator presents. 
The proposition I contend for is that the help to 3,000,000 of 
people does not hurt the remaining portion of the 67,000,000 
people of the United States, but it benefits them also. 

Mr. ALLEN rose. 

Mr. HIGGINS. To illustrate, if the Senator will allow me, I 
think that it does not hurt any of the people of the United States 
at all that the wool industry of his constituents and of his sec- 
tion of the country shall not be-destroyed by this bill, and I am 
very sorry at this indication of the opinion of the Senator, coming 
from a Northern community and representing a party which acts 














, 


upon the idea of large powers conferred by the Constitution, and 
that he indicates his action upon this bill by denying the con- 
stitutional authority of Congress to levy protective duties. 

I believe, Mr. President, that the farmers of this country will 
be benefited: by levying duties upon wool, and I believe that it 
will harm no part of the poems of this country; that by levying 
a duty upon wool you will carry its price to as low a pitch as you 
need for profitable manufacturing, as it has been carried already; 
that you will develop the growth of wool of all kinds and sorts 
over the great breadth of climate and soil and latitude and lon- 
gitude that we have, and that what is the help of one is the hurt to 
none of the rest; that it falls fully within the legal principle sic 
utere tuo ut alienum non laedas, to so use your own that you will 
not injure another. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. Président, I rise to a question of or- 
der. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I hope the Senator will not. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It seems to me that the debate on this 
great question of principle should be listened to by a more full 
Senate than is now present, and therefore I suggest the lack of 
a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum being 
suggested, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Coke, Jarvis, Perkins, 
Alien, Daniel, Jones, Ark. Pugh, 
Allison, Dubois, Lindsay, Ransom, 
Bate, Faulkner, ; Lodge, Roach, 
Berry. Jeorge, McMillan, Shoup, 
Blackburn, Gibson, McPherson, Squire, 
Blanchard, Hale, Manderson, Teller, 
Butler, Harris, Martin, Vest, 
Caffery, Hawley, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 
Call, Higgins, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Camden, Hoar, Pasco, Walsh, 
Chandler, Hunton, Patton, White. 
Cockrell, Irby, Peffer, 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I desire to state that my colleague |Mr. 
SMITH] is absent from the Senate on account of illness. He is 
paired with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. DuBotIs]. 

Mr. PALMER. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
CULLOM] has been absent several days attending the bedside of 
a very dangerously sick daughter at Boston, and that he will 
probably be absent for two or three days longer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-one Senators having an- 
swered to their names, a quorum is present. The Chair recog- 
nizes the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN and Mr. HiGGIns addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The impression of the Chair 
was that the Senator from Delaware [Mr. H1IGGINs] had con- 
cluded his speech and had yielded the floor, and that he was 
=e responding to a question of the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr., ALLEN]. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Ido not remember myself who at the time 
had the floor; but on the colloquy I had the floor again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will then recognize 
the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think the Senator from Delaware had the 


floor. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Since the interesting exercise of the duty on 
the part of the Senator from New Hampshire |Mr. CHANDLER] 
in calling other Senators to their mh do not recall whether 
the Senator from Nebraska or myself had the floor; but I beg 
to call the attention of the Senator from Nebraska in respect of 
section Sof Article I of the Constitution. I was rather improvi- 
dent in answering the Senator’s first question in what might be 
construed into an admission that under this clause of the Con- 
stitution a tariff was a tax. On the contrary, the Senator will 
observe, by an attentive reading of this section, that the framers 
of the Constitution very carefully distinguished and differ- 
entiated a tax froma duty. They say that: 

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes— 


Then they follow those words up by the additional words— 
duties, imposts, and excises. 


All for the purpose— 
to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general welfare 
of the United States. 

Then comes a significant addition— 


But all duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform tbroughout the 
United States. 

They scem, therefore, there to draw that distinction between 
a duty and a tax, and a tariff imposition is, as is well known, 
comprised within the term “duty.” They do not leave the pro- 
vision as to taxes there; ‘they do notieave that to the unchecked 
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discretion of Congress; they go over in another clause, which I 
have not before me, to say that all direct taxes shall be laid ac- 
cording to population in the respective States; and as regards 
the income tax the question is whether or no itis not a direct 
tax that ought to be laid according tothe population. That pro- 
vision was so pet in the Constitution out of the wise and mar- 
velous foresight of the great and upright men who framed that 
instrument, to prevent just this thing coming about, that when 
in the future, far distant or near, this ample continent should 
come withing the folds of this Constitution and should be filled 
with people, one section of it should not impose a tax upon an- 
other that would be unfair and unequal, but that the rule of ap- 
pereeeen of the burden, and its distribution, should be the popu- 
ation of the States respectively. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to call the Senator’s attention to the 
fact that under section 8 of Article I, of the Constitution, there 
has never been acourt or a jurist in the United States who has 
not held that the words ‘‘duties, imposts, and excises” are 
simply different forms of taxation under the Constitution, and 
all of those things can be levied for the purpose of the payment 
of the debts, and for the promotion of the common defense and 
general welfare of the nation. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I should a great deal sooner hear the authori- 
ties themselves than have even the Senator's statement of their 
conclusions. 

Mr. ALLEN. I may take occasion at some time to cite them 
to the Senator. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Ishall listen to the Senator very thoroughly. 
I beg now to call his attention, however, to the fact that Mr. 
Calhoun at the outset of his career did not agree with the Sen- 
ator. Never until he came to construe the Constitution, I would 
say through spectacles, or in such a way as would be consistent 
with the preservation of slavery, for he was really devoted to 
the Union, but he knew that slavery would not die without at- 
tempting to destroy the Union. Hoping to preserve slavery, he 
sought to induce the people of this country to adopt a construc- 
tion of the Constitution which would cohere with the existence 
of slavery, and then he changed his views. But before that, 
first moral and then mental strabismus took possession of his 
exalted intellect, while he was yet a full-formed American, he 
had no such questions or quibbles as perplex the Senator from 
Nebraska row with regard to the construction of the Constitu- 
tion; and I submit to the Senator that it is an ill time for any 
such construction to be brought from any Northern State, when 
at last it has been largely abandoned in the South, and when 
they es return to their senses it will be totally aban- 
doned. . 

If the Senator will allow me, I will say that I ventured to give 
unstinted praise on this floor to the distinguished Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] when I followed him in the compre- 
hension and latitude which he gave by construction tothe power 
to regulate cofhmerce in egg of the antioption bill. Idonot 
expect to find from the South, as it shall progress, a construc- 
tion of the Constitution which wouid limit the power of the Gen- 
eral Government. 

AsIsaid before in my remarks, when the reason ceases the 
law ceases. Slavery was the thing which provincialized the 
South, which divorced it from the world, and which turned 
mankind into their foes, and which made of them antediluvians. 
It is from that they have been emancipated, and their emanci- 
pation will not be complete until they suspend with the institu- 
tion the wretched attempt to pervert the Constitution of the 
pore ray States which sprang out of the effort to maintain slavery 
under it. 

I am tired, Mr. President, of this revivalof the Calhoun ideas 
of the construction of the Constitution. I have too great re- 
spect for the impression which his great personality made upon 
his contemporaries and upon posterity to believe that he would 
be guilty of the folly to-day of holding on to his late ideas, in- 
stead of adhering to his earlier ones, when the reason for his 
change had been removed. 

I want now, if the Senator from Nebraska will allow me, to 
put a question to him? 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Justone moment. Ido notclaim to be much 
of a Yankee, exceptin ideas. I thank Godlam not Southern 
in my ideas, and I do not believe that Delaware ever was, or 
that its people ever were. They followed Clay, and did not fol- 
low Calhoun. That State was represented here by Clayton in 
the days of the Federalists. It voted with Massachusetts, and 
as long as there was a Federal rag flying it stood by it. Weare 
Whigs, and we never were Democrats. I do not agree with the 
ideas of Calhoun, and I hope they will not be long represented 
here by the Stateof Nebraska, but that the Senator from that 
State will abandon his heresies. Iam Yankee enough, however, 
to ask him a question. 
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Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, if the Senator Disquisitions on Governmentand some of his speeches and works, 
Mr. HIGGINS. I should like to ask a question of the Senator. but 1 was never a believer in nullification myself. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Dela-| Mr. HIGGINS. I will ask the Senator—— 
ware yield to the Senator from Nebraska to put a question? Mr. ALLEN. Wait a moment. 
Mr. HIGGINS. Not until I ask the Senator a question. I The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne- 
should like to know whether the Senator’s idea of the limited | braskayield to the Senator from Delaware? 
power of Congress under the Constitution will constrain him to Mr. ALLEN. Let me finish the sentence. 
vote for the pending measure? I was never a believer in the doctrine of nullification; I was 
Mr. ALLEN. I am very glad indeed of the privilege of an- | never a believer in the doctrine of State sovereignty, and 


swering the Senator. j am not to-day. I have always been a believer in the fact that 
The Senator from Delaware seems to think that Iam a follower | this was a nation with a big N, if you want to put it there, and 
of the late Mr. Calhoun, and he deprecates the fact very much | that this Government possesses national power, and is not a 


that a man of Northern birth should not look upon the Consti- | mere league of States bound together bya rope of sand. In that 
tution as he looks upon it, and especially that a man of Northern | respect I may differ from a great many Senators with whom Iam 
birth should not be so narrow in his mental vision as to look | associated on this side of the Chamber. 
alone at the locality in which he was himself born. I can not But that is not the question. Thatis merely plowing amongst 
do that. the rocks and sticking in the bark. The question here is a ques- 
Iam an American citizen “tothe manner born,” whose ances- | tion of constitutional power. It is not a question whether some 
tors settled in this country long before the Revolutionary war. | man rebelled when he ought not to have done so, or some other 
I endeavor to take within my oe so far as I can—how far I | man is right or wrong with reference to some other thing. I 
succeed, of course, I can not tell—all sections of this great coun- | submit to the Senator from Delaware that the question which 
try, the North, and the South, the East and the West. While | weare now discussing is a question of constitutional power, and 
my particular place of birth was over here in the State of Ohio, | there can not be two interpretations of constitutional power, one 
and is very sacred to me, and has very many sacred memories at- | for the South and one for the North. If one view of this great 
tached toit, yet the home of every American citizen, black or instrument is correct, another view must be wrong. That is en- 
white, rich or poor, whatever his station in life may be, is as | tirely true, whether you undertake to apply it in the State of 
sacred to me, and as sacred under the laws of this country, as | Maine or the State of Florida. I think the Senator from Dela- 
my own home or my own surroundings. ware will agree with me in that. 
The war, with all of its incidents—I do not know whether the What, then, is the constitutional power of taxation? That 
Senator from Delaware took any part init or not—is over. question lies at the very foundation of the whole discussion of 
Mr. HIGGINS. Toa very limited degree. the taxing power of this nation. If you are going to obey the 
Mr. ALLEN. I had a very humble part in it, lasting some | mandates of the Constitution, as you have sworn to do, the first 
three years and two months, myself,asaboy. My services were question you are confronted with in the discussion of this sub- 
against many Senators on this side of the Chamber. I had the | ject is the question of power under the Constitution. Otherwise 
honor when I was a boy to meet some of them under other and | your Constitution is of no value. I shall not kill much time for 
different circumstances from those under which [ meet them to- | you. Now I make the distinct assertion—and I wish the distin- 
day, but I hope the Senator from Delaware is broad enough and | guished senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] were 
candid enough and patriotic enough to let all the things which | here, because he is the guardian of the Constitution—that no- 
occurred in thiscountry thirty or forty years ago rest where the | where in the legal literature of this nation, at no time and at no 








logic of events places them. place, can you find any distinction between the words “ tariff,” 
Mr. HIGGINS. If the Senator will allow me right there —— | ‘‘ tax,” ‘‘ duties,” ‘‘imposts,” and ‘‘excises.” They are all dif- 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne- | ferent forms of the same thing, which is embraced in the defini- 
braska yield to the Senator from Delaware? tion of taxation. 
Mr. ALLEN.. Yes, sir. Mr. Justice Story, himself a rank protectionist, being born 


Mr. HIGGINS. I wish to punctuate right there the remark ; and living in a country where and at a time when he could not 
of the Senator from Nebraska by saying that I have not in the | beotherwise,sodeclares. The Supreme Court have so declared. 
course of my remarks uttered one word of reproach on the peo- | Mr. Justice Miller, the greatest man who ever sat upon the Su- 
ple of the South for their conduct during the rebellion. Mr. } preme Bench since the days of Marshall, has so declared; and 

resident, they could no more haveavoided that than they could | no man who has occupied a position on the Supreme Bench or 
have escaped the day of judgment; they could have no more re- | on the supreme bench of any State ever declared to the con- 
frained from the part they took then than, if they had been | trary. 
wrecked on the river above the falls, they could have escaped Mr. HIGGINS. I should like to ask the Senator from Ne- 
shooting Niagara. They were the victims of their situation, | braska a question. 
andthey could notescape it. But their conduct is one thing and Mr. ALLEN. In one moment. 
their ideas are another: and I want to call the Senator’s atten- Mr. HIGGINS. I think I havearight to ask the Senator. I 
tion to the fact thatnarrownessand breadth to-day turn not upon | yielded to the Senator all the time. Did Mr. Justice Millerever 
any review of the unhappy episode of the rebellion, but upon the | decide that a tariff was unconstitutional? 
great underlying principles which caused it and the principles Mr. ALLEN. That is not the question. 
which have been emancipated by its overthrow. Mr. HIGGINS. _Oh! 

* Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, the question with me inthe bill| Mr. ALLEN. That is not the question. 

under discussion now is never limited by particular localities or Mr. HIGGINS. Ishould like to ask what the Senator is talk- 
surroundings: it is not a question of what has been done in this | ing about, then? 

country, whether a man was born and lived in the South or born Mr. ALLEN. I say that Mr. Justice Miller has held that the 
and lived in the North. We are all Anglo-Saxons; it makes no | words ‘‘ duties,” ‘‘ imposts,” and ‘‘ excises,” as they occur in 


difference whether we live in Georgia or in Delaware. section 8, Article I, of the Constitution all express different forms 
Mr. HIGGINS. I must remind the Senator that we can not | of the power of taxation. That is what I say he has held; and 
hear him over here unless he speaks louder. in the Topeka case, in one of his recent decisions, he prett, 
Mr. ALLEN. I regret it very much, because the newspapers | nearly held the doctrine the Senator mentions. Now, then, if 
sometimes say I talk too loudly. you do not possess the power of taxation under section 8, Article 
Mr. HIGGINS. Never. I, of the Constitution, be kind enough to tell me where you do 
Mr. ALLEN. And I wish to please the newspapers. find it. 
Mr. HIGGINS. The only time the Senator talked too loud Mr. HIGGINS. Oh, I think it is ample there, if the Senator 
was when he talked fifteen hours. from Nebraska will allow me. 


Mr. ALLEN. I endeavor in the discussion of a public ques- Mr. ALLEN. Now let us turn over. Itis said by protection- 
tion to take into view every citizen. Our own homes and States | ists (I do not say whether I am a protectionist or a free trader; 
and localities are all very dear to us. We all have very sacred | I have taken no stand upon that question yet) that under the 
memories; but I beg the Senator from Delaware to remember | power to regulate commerce with foreign nations, and among 
that the same thing characterizes the men from the South, and | the several States, and with the Indian tribes, the power exists. 
ascomprehensive, true, loyal, and patriotic citizens of this coun- | In 1860 the platform upon which Mr. Lincoln was elected to the 
try we ought to recognize that fact. Presidency declared for a revenue tariff with incidental protec- 

r. HIGGINS. 0 one admits it more than I do. tion, but now it is claimed that, entirely distinct from the pur- 

Mr. ALLEN. And the Senator from Delaware ought not to | pose of raising revenue, there is the constitutional power upon 
make the mistake—and I donot see how he has been drawn into | the part of Céngress, under the power to regulate commerce, 
making it—in thinking I was a follower of Mr. Calhoun and his | to levy a burden called a duty for a distinctively and separate 
doctrine. I have had the pleasure of reading Mr. Calhoun’s | protective purpose. 
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Mr. President, that is not true; it never was true. No gentle- 
man who examines the legal history of this country and the his- 
tory of the formation of this great instrument can reach any 
conclusion of that kind. That Congress under the commerce 
clause of the Constitution possesses power under some circum- 
stances to impose a greater burden than is necessary for revenue 
purposes, I readily admit; but Congress does not possess the 
power to arbitrarily say that circumstances exist warranting a 
regulation of commerce, and upon that predicate a tax in excess 
of the revenue limit. 

For instance, let me illustrate. Congress has the power to 
declare war, grant letters of marque and reprisal, and make 
rules concerning captures on land and water. Suppose to-day, 
when this Government is in an era of profound peace, Congress 
should pass an act declaring that a state of war exists between 
this country and some other country; suppose Congress could 
be induced to declare that at this moment war exists between 
the United States of America and the British Empire, when 
every man upon the face of the earth knows that the relations 
are perfectly friendiy, and there is not even any semblance of 
war existing between the two nations, does anyone claim, will 
the Senator from Delaware |[Mr. H1GGINs] claim, that such a law 
would be the exercise of constitutional power? I should like to 
hear from the Senator from Delaware upon that subject. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I should like to have the Senator from Ne- 
braska state his proposition again, so that I may understand it 
exactly. ; 

Mr. ALLEN. Suppose that Congress to-day, under the power 
to declare war and to conclude peace, should by an act, or by a 
resolution, or in whatever form it might be, declare that war 
exists at this moment between this country and Great Britain, 
in face of the fact that we are in the most harmonious relations, 
would the Senator from Delaware claim that Congress was exer- 
cising good faith and unquestioned constitutional power under 
that clause of the Constitution? 

Mr. HIGGINS. That is a mootcourtquestion. Iam ataloss 
to know its application. Undoubtedly Congress has the power 
te declare war, and there is no limit uponthe power. Whether 
or not it makes a fool of itself in declaring war, it has the power 
to doit. lt might not be wise. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am glad to receive that honest confession 
from the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. HIGGINS. The fact is that war is very seldom declared 
nowadays, and has not been in this century. 

Mr. ALLEN. Except in the Senate when we want to fight 
over the battles of the past. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Now, I wish to answer the Senator’s question 
seriously. Generally, an act of war precedes a declaration of 
war, but it is smiaallt open to the Congress of the United States 
te create a condition of war by a declaration of war; and if it 
chooses to put it in the form that war exists, it could doit. Of 
course, it is presumed that it doés it for adequate reasons. But 
any such speculative questions are quite apart from the question 
under consideration, and so the whole discussion of the Senator 
from Nebraska, very much like that of the schoolmen in medi- 
ceval times, is barren and fruitless, and does not go to the point. 

Mr. ALLEN. I call the Senator’s attention to this for the 
purpose of illustrating the absurdity of the argument that Con- 
gress under the commerce clause of the Constitution has un- 
limited power to impose taxes. ; 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me a 
moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFIGER. Does the Senator from Ne- 
braska yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. : 

Mr. LODGE. I understood the Senator to say that Lincoln 
was elected in 1860 on a platform which had a revenue tariff 
plank. That plank—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Waita moment. If the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts understood me to say that he misunderstood me. I 
said Mr. Lincoln was elected on a platform that declared for a 
revenue tariff and incidental protection. Now, theSenator may 
read the platform if he desires. 

Mr. LODGE. Iwill read a part of that platform. 

That, while providing revenue for the peeees of the General Government 
by duties upon tmperts, sound policy requires such an adjustment of these 
imports as to the development of the industrial interests of the 
whole country; and we commend that policy, etc. 


Mr. ALLEN. That is it. ’ 

Mr. LODGE. On that, as a protection plank, the Republican 
ty was greatly assisted in carrying the State of Pennsylvania 

the October election. 

Mr. ALLEN. I said exactly what the extract the Senator 
from Massachusetts has read shows, that Mr. Lincoln was elected 
on a platform which declared for revenue and incidental protec- 
tion; that is, a discriminating duty within that line. 
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Mr. LODGE. Ido not think that is the declaration of the 
platform. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iwill not, however, be led into discussing that 
question any further. I called the attention of the Senator from 
Delaware |Mr. HiGGINns] to the clause of the Constitution giving 
the power of Congress to declare war, conclude peace, ete., for 
the purpose of asking the Senator if he thought Congress to- 
day possesses power under that clause of the Constitution to de- 
clare war when war did not exist. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Certainly I think Congress has the power. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then that is a confession. Iam glad to re- 
ceive it. 

Mr. HIGGINS. It can turn a condition of peace into a condi- 
tion of war. I wish to say to the Senator from Nebraska with 
regard to that point, if he will allow me—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne- 
braska yield to the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I donot belong to the school of the citizens 
of the United States who believe that because a power exists it 
ean and must of necessity b2 exercised in folly. I believe that 
the men who vote inthe United States have the common sense 
of grown men. I donot think it is necessary to continually in- 
voke restraint upon the Federal Government in the exercise of 
its granted power, because there is some sort of fear that any- 
thing it may do is bad. If the Senator from Nebraska will per- 
mit me, I will say to him right here, as it is as good a place as any, 
that the Constitution of the United States was not framed until 
it had to be, until there was the gravest necessity for its being; 
and I commend the Senator for a patriotic revision of his ideas 
to the histories of those times that have been written within 
the last ten years, one by Mr. McMaster, of Pennsylvania, and 
the other by Mr. Fiske, of Massachusetts, as to the condition 
that compelled the adoption of the Constitution of the United 
States. 

It was because the Federal Government had no power. The 
very origin of the convention at Annapolis was the discovery 
by Mr. Madison, that as between the State of Virginia and the 
State of Maryland there was no power to regulate commerce 
upon the waters of the Potomac River. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator from Delaware will allow me to 
conclude I will be through in a moment. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Allright. Then I will continue when the 
Senator has concluded. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam not going toconsume much more time. 
I probably have foolishly got into this debate, but { am going 
out of it as soon asIcan. I referred simply to this clause of the 
Constitution with reference to the powerof Congress to declare 
war and to conclude peace, etc., for the purpose of showing that 
while the Government possesses full power in this respect the 
Constitution does _not contemplate that it shall be exercised 
without those circumstances existing calling forth its exercise. 

Now apply that reasoning if you will to the commerce clause 
of the Constitution. You might find other illustrations in other 
parts of the Constitution, but apply it to the commerce clause 
of the Constitution, and my position is that while Congress pos- 
sesses power to levy a tax, or a duty, or a burden, or whatever 
you may call it, for the purpose of sogeaiine commerce, it can 
not use that — for the purpose of retaliating upon foreign 
commerce unless there are some circumstances existing at the 
time calling forth its exercise. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Now, if the Senator from Nebraska will 
allow me there, I just wish to direct his attention to the fact 
that one of the early statutes of this country with regard to the 
regulation of commerce was essentially a retaliatory one. We 
allowed goods to be imported only in American bottoms. We 
shut off foreign ships from bringing goods into this country ex- 
cept under special conditions. Thereby we built upthe Ameri- 
can marine. The whole of the early history of the country is 
one of special retaliatory legislation, going far beyond anything 
that the —— 

Mr. ALLEN. Lam entirely familiar with the embargo act, 
and measures of that kind, but the Senator from Delaware must 
remember that at the time we the embargo act of 1808 
and the other restricting acts that he speaks of, a condition ex- 
isted with reference to this country and England that called 
forth the right of Congress to exercise this power under the 
commerce clause. 

Mr. HIGGINS. If the Senator from Nebraska will allow me, 
I will state that I was speaking of legislation absolutely irrespec- 
tive of the embargo. The em grew out of the condition of 
war between France and England, and it was a measure of de- 
fense resorted to by Mr. Jefferson and Mr. Madison. But en- 
tirely se og of that, the American marine reached its 
proud position by such a law as I have indicated, and I would 
gladly see a law enacted and placed upon our statute books 
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which would allow goods brought into thiscountry from certain 
countries to come under differentialsin favor of American ships. 

Mr. ALLEN. There can be no question in my judgment 
about this truth, that while Congress possesses the power the 

Senator from Delaware spéaks of, it isa power that can not 
be rightfully exercised unless there aresome particular cireum- 
stances or exigencies warranting a resort toit. Let me illus- 
trate this position still further. For instance, the Constitution 
declares that ‘‘the privilege of the writ of habeas corpus shall 
not be suspended unless when in cases of rebellion or invasion 
the public safety may require it.” Now, we all uncerstand that 
this country is in a perfect condition of safety, unless the pres- 
ence of Coxey’s army is a threatening circumstance. The coun- 
try is in profound peace. There is not a pretense of rebellion 
or invasion in this country; there is not the slightest circum- 
stance leading us to believe that there is anything like a rebel- 
lion in the country or that our territory is to be invaded by a 
foreign enemy. 

Now, suppose that Congress should to-day pass a law declaring 
that a state of rebellion exists or that a foreign enemy is invad- 
ing this country, when as a matter of fact the world is cogni- 
zant of the truth that there is no rebellion or invasion, does any 
man in this Chamber claim that Congress has the power and the 
right to pass alaw of that kind under those circumstances? Not- 
withstanding the power is plenary, full, and complete, itisgranted 
to be exercised only when the circumstances or exigencies arise 
making it mecessary. A mere declaration on the part of Con- 
gress that those circumstances exist when as a matter of fact 
they do not exist, would not give us power to pass a law of that 
kind and enforce it. 

I think, Mr. President, that I have now discussed this matter 
about‘as far as I care todo. PerhapsI have helped the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. HIGGINs] to consume some time, which isa 
very valuable item in this discussion, but I can not refrain from 
calling the attention of the Senator from Delaware to one or two 
morecircumstances that have come to my notice. Lastsummer, 
during the extraordinary session, [ heard the Senator from Dela- 
ware declare that valuecould not be created by law,and I heard 
him inveigh ferociously against the Populist party as a socialist 
party, as possessing all the isms and heresiesand bad things that 
no political party should possess; that Populists were long-haired 
and wild-eyed and would run to destruction unless they were 
changed in some form. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Not in this discussion. 

Mr. ALLEN. Now, then, it isa little bit singular that Sena- 
tors who:stand in this Chamber from day to day and denounce 
paternalism and put it all on the Populist party (I suppose be- 
cause there are only afew of us here) willstand hereand advocate 
the most notorious act of paternalism of which this country can 
be guilty.. What is it but paternalism fora government by legal 
enactment to put its hand into the pocket of one citizen, like a 
pickpocket, take his money by force of law and put it in the 
pocket of another? 

Mr.HIGGINS. I presume the Senator from Nebraska refers 
to the Wilson bill as it is now. 

Mr. ALLEN. I must decline at this time to be interrupted. 
What is that if it is not paternalism? You want to build up 
colossal private fortunes, as you have done, at the expense of the 
farming and industrial interests of the nation. When there is 
any likelihood of the country coming to its senses and preventing 
you from carrying this rapine and robbery further, then a howl 

oes up over the land that the industries of the country are be- 

ng assailed and brought to ruin by the action of the Democratic 
party. Iamnot responsible for the Democratic party, however, 
and I do not know that I shall accept all their doctrines and 
measures. But that is paternalism. Is itnot paternalism when 
you say that under the Constitution of this country you have the 
wer to confiscate the property of the citizen, when you stand 
ere and admit and assert that under the Constitution you have 
power to confiscate my property, every dollar of it. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I do not admit it. 

Mr. ALLEN. And transfer that property by legal enactment 
intothe handsof some other man. That is notpaternalism; oh, 
no; of course not. The wildest-eyed, the longest-haired Pop- 
ulist of the West never dreamed of paternalism of that kind. He 
believes in working honestly for his livelihood, living under 
honest laws with equal opportunities. 

If it be true, if that is the position which the Senator from 
Delaware takes—I say it is a funny position, indeed; it provokes 
a good deal of mirth—if it be true that you can not legislate 

into’a thing, then of what earthly account is a protective 
tariff? Why have it? Why protect if you can not give value? 
The Senator from Delaware stood in this Chamber last summer, 
in discussing the silver question, when he wanted to put the 
knife hilt-deep into every man and every eee rae section 
of the country, and did it cold-bloodedly and without any com- 
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punction of spirit or conscience whatever, and said you could not 
create value by legislation. When you wanted to drive the knife 
into the agriculturist of the West and the laborer of the West, 
you told the country that you could not create value by legisla- 
tion, a kind of legerdemain sort of reasoning, a good deal like 
the thimble-rigging game, now you see it and now you do not 
see it. You see it when it comes to your own interests. 

When it comeshome to you to affect your own people, then 
you admit that Congress can create value in property by legisla- 
tion: but when it atfects your interest otherwise, you stand in 
this Chamber and deny it. If your position was right last sum- 
mer, that Congress can not by legislation create value, I ask you 
in Goed’s name why are you standing here now and asking fc 
protective tariff? Of what earthly value is it? It is be 
that kind of a tariff does put value into the pockets of some men 
and take it out of the pockets of others; it is because it . 
galized system of larceny. Larceny is larceny, give it whatever 
name you see fit. The law that puts its hand into my pocket 
and takes my money out and gives it to you, sir, without com- 
pensation is, in the domain of morals, just as much guilty of lar- 
ceny as the thief who puts his hand in my pocket and takes 
my money out and puts it into his cwnpocket. That is all I de- 
sire to say. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, I have had no expectation 
whatever of prolonging this discussion. Indeed, when [ rose 
I did not suppose that I would take more than ten or fifteen 
minutes, if that much. But I wish to add a few words. 

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] has imputed a great 
many things to me, some of which I accept and many of which 
I repudiate. I have said nothing about Populists in the discus- 
sion this morning, except a mere reference to the fact that they 
believe in a large exercise of power by the Federal Government 
as to their own peculiar desires. I can not recall what I may 
have said in some previous discussion in the Senate. I have 
not said that the Senator from Nebraska belongs to the tribe of 
short-haired women or long-haired men. 

I am curious, however, and interested to know whether the 
object of the expression of his views just now is to read the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] out of the Populist party. It 
may be that the internal interest of that party has grown exi 
gent. The Senator from Kansas the other day made an argu- 
ment that was fairly a protective one, and I think it was sound. 
Ido not see that in doing it he read himself out of the Populist 
party or that he subjected himself to the criticisms which the 
Senator from Nebraska has undertaken to heap upon me. 

It isa curious thing that we should hear from an exponento! 
this new party, whose advent in the nation has aroused serious 
apprehension more than any other, as it asserts a construction 
of the Constitution so latitudinarian that it would be danger- 
ous—an argument against the constitutionality of a protective 
tariff. It only shows the safety to the individual and the nation 
from the law of compensation. Out of the mouths of babes and 
sucklings will you learn wisdom; and possibly it is a fortunate 
thing for the country that from a trenchant representative of 
the extreme section of the Populist you have a strict construc- 
tion of the Constitution of the United States. 

All I have to say, Mr. President, is that I will not joke upon 
the constitutionality of a tariff bill that has met the approval 
and the sanction of John C, Calhoun, or the application of prin- 
ciples by him which would constitute a sanction of the present 
law. Most of all it is curious that such an argument should be 
adduced in criticism of the McKinley law, which actually re- 
duced the then existing tariff on the article of ocher from one- 
half cent to one-fourth, it being an article on which George 
Washington's tariff bill levied a duty of 1 cent a pound. 

Mr. President, it is a totally false contention that we are leg- 
islating aguinst the Western farmer or taking money out of the 
Western farmer’s pocket and putting it into that of the Eastern 
producer. I am sorry that after firing so many volleys at me 
the Senator from Nebraska has run. [ would much prefer to 
have him stay here and hear what I have to say in reply, but I 
shall have to put it in the RecorpD so that he can read it, and 
when he comes to read it I want him to know thatI am a farmer. 
I want him to know that Lam interested in Delaware farms, and 
that until I came to be a lawyer my people never had any other 
interest than that of farming. To-day farming is my comfort, 
my recreation, and my delight. There is nothing so interest- 
ing as the problems of the land. I wish to know what the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska and our brethren from the South propose 
to do with the wretched and unhappy millions whom they would 
expel from prosperous and remunerative employment in exist- 
ing factories? 

Do they went to send them upon the land? Ican well remem- 
ber from my childhood the argument of the Whigs of Delaware 
of the generation that preceded mine that it was unwise to pro- 
mote the competition in farming in that way, but to-day you 
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come to a more momentous problem than that, one that up to 
this time has received no mentioninthe debate. Itisafactthat 
is as pregnant to the continent of America and the human race 
as the discovery of America, as the landing of John Smith at 
Jamestown, a8 the landing of the Pilgrims at Pyne Rock, 
as the landing of the Swedes in Delaware, as the landing of the 
Dutch in New York, as the Declaration of Independence, as the 
war of the rebellion, an epoch marked in the history of the 
United States, of the American continent, of the planet upon 
which we live; it is no other than the fact that we have arrived 
at the end of the land that can be appropriated for homestead- 
ing in the United States. 

Every acre, excepta few that belong to Indian tribes, from 
whom it is not yet bought,and arid acres that can only be made 
productive by irrigation, is owned by private individuals or cor- 

wrations. Uncle Sam is no longer rich enough to buy us alla 
coin There isno place for the expelled manufacturing employé 
to go. The miserable policy of our brethren on the other side 
of the Chamber would inundate the congested: farms of to-da 
by precipitating upon them all these manufacturing workers an 
employés who heretofore have received remunerative returns 
for their labor. 

The Senator from Nebraska can not point to me and say that 
I, in the course which I pursue as to the bill, take no interest 
in the farmers of the country. With wheatatless than 60 cents 
a bushel on the seaboard, 50 cents at Chicago, it is the proposi- 
tion of the other side that all these people shall be turned loose 
on the land. Coxey’s army, Kelly's army, Galvin’s army, Fitz- 
geraid’s army, and all the armies are not stopping to work upon 
the farms as they go through the country toward the Capitol. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. HIGGINS. With great pleasure. - 

Mr. PALMER. Why should not Coxey’s army and Fitzger- 
ald’s army, and all these people be supported? If the Senator 
insists that the manufacturing iaborers must be supported, why 
should not these people be supported? Why should not the 
doctrine of protection extend to these poor fellows as well as to 
others? 

Mr. HIGGINS. I do not say they should be supported. I 
say that the - of the United States would be criminal in 
their folly if they did not maintain a system that enabled them 
to support themselves. Before the Senator from Illinois, in 
treason to the grand old party to which he belonged, helped to 
bring into power another party which has precipitated these 
poor wretches upon the charity of the community—— 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Dela- 
ware yield further to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. I sineniet to make the negroes free. I did 
not struggle to give the power to the capital of this country to 
rob the poor fellows and tax their shirts and breeches and boots. 
I sought to make them free indeed, and that each one of them 
might have an opportunity of earning a living for himself. But 
I never su ~— that the protection party would secure their 
votes ; ond, y the way the protection eed would not assist in 
their liberation. They had to be bought toinduce them to take 
part in the war for the liberation of the blacks. I did not sup- 
pose that they would chain these negroes to the car of protec- 
tion and rob them by imposing upon them burdens for the sake 
not of the labor, but of the capital of the country. Idid not ex- 
pect that. I want to free them indeed, and give them what they 
can earn, 

Mr. HIGGINS. I should like to ask the Senator from Illinois 
what we now have to pay for a good linen shirt? 

Mr. PALMER. I have not a one ae ge! [Laughter.] 
I am like the fellow who was advised to buy a half dozen shirts. 
‘* Why,” says he, ‘I have two shirts now. Do you want a fel- 
Jow to have a thousand?” But, whatever shirts may cost now 
the protectionists seek to impose a little pitiable, sneaking load 
upon the poor negro who buys them. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Does the Senator say the poor negro? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes: or the poor white man; it makes noaif- 
ference. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I heard the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs] 
. the other day about the shirt on the back of the poor man 
that was taxed. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to 
make one other remark? 

Mr. HIGGINS. I will yield to the Senator from Illinois to 
make a dozen remarks? 

Mr. PALMER. The protectionists are the only persons in 
this country who disregard the previous conditionof men. They 


- rob them without noe to their previous condition of race or 
ro . 


of servitude; they 
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Mr. HIGGINS. Or of color. 

Mr. PALMER. They rob all. 

_ Mr. HIGGINS. The Senator from Illinois, allow me to Say, 
is a flagrant example of a victim to an illusion and a delusion. 
In the name of Heaven, how cheap would he have shirts to be? 
He can get at plenty of shops and manufactories the best sort of 
a boiled shirt for a dollar. I do not know how cheap a shirt a 
laborer would wear for work in his employment in the day. I 
defy the Senator as an honest man, with any pretense to honesty, 
and he is entitled to be accorded every right for the whole 
United States hold him in respect, to show that shirts ever were 
as cheap as they are under a protective tariff. 

Mr. PALMER. I will meet that by asking whether wheat 
was ever so cheap or were the products of labor ever so cheap? 

Mr. HIGGINS. The Senator is going into quite another 
question. I am speaking of the products of manufacture. I do 
not want to widen this debate. I think very likely that the 
Senator from Illinois is after all more or less jocular. I know 
that sometimes Homer may nod, that it is perfectly admissible 
to deal in a jocular way with serious subjects, but my friend 
from Illinois can not mean what he says with regard to shirts 
when he is ready to stand up here and vote for the pending bill 
with its proposals as to collars and cuffs. Even shirts have a 
duty of 50 per cent ad valorem, and I think it is wise. Shirt 
factories are started over the country. 

Mr. President, going back from the interruption of the Sena- 
tor from Illinois, and ee, ang a word, to what was said by the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], I wish to repeat what I 
have had occasion before to say, that the time has long gone by 
when we want to stand on an obsolete construction of the Con- 
stitution which denies to the Federal Governmentits legitimate 
power. In the days before the Revolution, when at the instance 
of Franklin a convention was held in the city of Albany, the wise 
men of the colonies realized that the ultimate destiny of the con- 
tinent was to stand together in a Union. 

The Congress of 1765 met the stamp act; the Congress of 1774 
anticipated the American Revolution; the Congress of 1775 pro- 
jected into the doctrine the Articles of the Confederation. They 
went through the dreadful experience of the American Revolu- 
tion, and for five years afterwards they struggled on, harried 
and hackled by the absence of power in the General Government 
to protect them from the competition of foreign nations in their 
domstic industries. In so many other vital respects they had 
no power to conduct those matters and affairs which properly 
belong to the central Government, that at lasta convention was 
called at Annapolis, which was presided over by that great states- 
man, first from Pennsylvania, and then from Delaware, John 
Dickinson, who in turn was a delegate to the convention that 
framed the Constitution itself. Thatconvention produced an in- 
strument which has won from the greatest and most interesting 
contemporary statesman of the time, Mr. Gladstone, the enco- 
mium that it is the greatest single instrument of government 
that ever sprang from the brain of man. 

I remember here on these streets some years ago I stopped at 
an old second-hand bookstore and picked up a volume of Sidney 
Smith, and this great friend of America, as he was sickened by 
holding the bonds either of Pennsylvania or Mississippi, ven- 
tured to lecture the United States to the top of his bent, and no 
one was more able to do it than that liberal-minded Englishman. 
He said that when America had produced a great m,a@ great 
history, a great speech, a great act of statesmanship, it might 
begin to plume itself upon its achievements. It is pardonable 
in England in its time that its most liberal-minded representa- 
tive man should be ignorant of the achievements of the men be- 
a the sea here, and that as late as he then spoke, he did not 

now what the Constitution of the United States was. 

To-day, Mr. President, the thoughtful Englishman, launched 
upon the torrent of an unchecked democracy, filled with ideas 

spoliation, with none of the restraining powers of the Amer- 
ican Constitution, with no power that forbids to its Legislature 
or any constituent legislature the right to impair the obliga- 
tion of contracts, with a Parliament t has the power to take 

rivate property for public uses without compensation and does 
oso, that has spoliated one church after another and proposes 
to spoliate them all—the thoughtful Englishman looks upon the 
Constitution of the United States to-day as Blackstone said about 
Fearne on Contingent Remainders, with mingled feelings of ad- 
miration and despair. We do stand here under restrained 
wers, thank Heaven and thank our fathers. No one holdsthe 
nstitution in more veneration than I do; but I believe it was 
a grant of power within the legitimate sphere of the Federal 
Government, and I have no fear of its exercise and its judicious 
exercise by the people of the United States in Congress assem- 
bled, subject to the restraining authority of the Supreme Court 
of the United States. 
It is an interesting evolution through which we have gone. 
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As we have widened the suffrage we havecurtailed, soto speak, 
the Legislatures. All the recent constitutions of States say that 
a Legislature can not do this and can not do that and can not do 
the other thing. I thank Heaven that men are sent here whom 
you can trust; that we have behind us this great constituency 
that will always either sustain us in what is right or condemn 
us in what is wrong. The Republican party is willing to stand 
and take its fate by the verdict of that constituency. 

We believe to-day that on this tariff question there has been 
a snap judgment taken upon it. I shall lad to learn by the 
inquiry authorized this morning how far the sugar trust con- 
tributed to that judgment. I shall be glad to know what was 
the explanation of the marvelous change that took place in the 
last ten days of the campaign of 1892. I know thatin my town, 
whee manufacturing industries have been in the past prosper- 
ous 22d people have had employment, men who voted the Demo- 
cratic ticket at that time under the promise of better things 
could gointo the back yard and kick themselves for having done it. 

We are willing always to take the responsibility of our exer- 
cise of the powers granted by the Constitution of the United 
States. I believe intheirliberalapplication. The Federal Gov- 
ernment was created todo certain things. I shall not take up 
the time of the Senate by any discussion, so to speak, academic, 
that would go into an illustration of it. 1 have gone into all 
this contrary to my expectation and from no desire to consume 
time. All the interruptions have been put to me by Senators 
on the other side. 

But, Mr. President, I believe that all these questionings of 
the right to impose a protective tariff are based upon a grave 
heresy. They were all created for the protection of slavery. 
As slavery has departed the reason for that has departed. You 
can trust the people of the United States in their representa- 
tives in the Senate and House and in the Presidential chair 
not to abuse them. Mr. President, when the people of this 
country are incapable of self-government, then, and not till then, 
will we find that the powers granted in all their amplitude and 
in all their limitations by the great men who framed that great 
instrument wiil be found to be wisely administered by those 
whom the people from time to time will choose to represent 
them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendmentof the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. HiGcrIns]}, 
which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. 
graph 42, insert: 

Not specially provided for in this act, dry, one-tenth of a cent per pound 

So as to read: 

Ocher and ochery earths, sienna and sienna earths, umber and umber 
—- not specially provided for in this act, dry, one-tenth of acent per 
pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, it isa matter of regret that 
this discussion must descend from the heights upon which it 
has been carried on for the last two hours to the practical con- 
sideration of the rate of duty to be fixed upon ocher earths. 
The history of the rates imposed upon ocher from the founda- 
tion of the Government is a very interesting one. A century 
ago, within ten years of the formation of the Constitution, the 
men who framed the Constitution imposed a duty of 1 cent a 
pound upon dry ochery earths. This imposition was made at 
the suggestion, I may perhaps say, at the demand,of the Sen- 
ators from Virginia and Georgia and other Southern States. 

The men who framed the Constitution and who adopted the 
first tariff acts had a very keen sense, a very deep appreciation 
of the interests of the people which they represented in the Con- 
gress of the United States. They imposed by way of specific 
duties a protection upon the articles which they produced and 
in the development of which their people had a great interest. 
They levied a specific rate upon coal at the a of the 
representatives of the coal miners of Virginia. They imposed a 
bigh specific duty upon indigo, another Southern product of that 
time. Later on, under the leadership of Mr. Calhoun, they im- 
posed a high specific duty upon raw cotton; and as [ havealready 
stated, in the very early years of the history of the Congress of 
the United States they imposed 8 cents a pound specific duty 
upon dry on 

Through all the mutations of tariff changes which occurred 
from 1792 or 1793 down to 1846 this duty of 1 cent a pound was 
maintained without change. In 1846, under the tariff which I 
have already many a time stated is the ideal measure of every 
Democratic party reformer to-day, a duty of 30 per cent ad 
valorem was putupon dry ochery earths, the same duty that was 
maintained upon cotton manufactures and upon woolen manu- 
factures and all the other great manufactures of the North. 

With the return of a protective tariff in 1862,a duty of a cent 
a pound was levied upon this article. That remained until 1890 
the duty in force. It was then reduced to a quarter of a centa 
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pound. I think it was reduced first in 1883 to one-half acenta 
pound, and then in 1890 to a quarter of a cent a pound. 

Now the Senator from Delaware |Mr. HIGGINS] suggests a 
tenth of a cent a pound—not the duty maintained and imposed 
by the fathers, buta tenth of acent a pound, which amounts to but 
little more than 10 per cent ad valorem upon this article which 
has remained upon the statute books of the United States with 
a duty running from 1 to 2 cents a pound, as it was 2 cents a 
pound in 1812. Thisduty was maintained at the earnest request 
and suggestion of the Senators from Virginia and Georgia, and 
yet during this discussion the Senators from those States have 
been most of the time absent from the Senate Chamber and they 
have never said one word in defense of this industry which is 
located in their States. . 

There have been times in the history of this country when the 
Senators from Virginia and Georgia were not silent whenever 
the interests of their States were under discussion. There have 
been men who represented those States in this Chamber whose 
eloquent voices have been heard often in defense of the princi- 
ples for which they contended. Iremember reading over again, 
as [ always read with delight, the speech which an honorable 
Senator from Georgia made upon this floor in opposition to the 
tariff of 1846—one of the most complete arguments that was ever 
made upon this floor in advocacy of the protective system. 

I remember how Madison and his successors maintained the 
rights and supported the interests of the old Mother of Presi- 
dents in the past. When I know that those two States, of all the 
States in the South, are interested in the question of protection 
of their interests and their industries; when I know that they 
are gathering new life day by day from the development of 
their iron and their cotton interests; when I know that the pro- 
tection sentiment in those States is growing hour by hour, | am 
surprised that any padlock of silence should be placed upon the 
representatives of those States inthis body while their interests 
and their industries are under consideration. 

Mr. LODGE. I wish to refer very briefly to some of the tes- 
timony here in regard to this matter of ocher and ochery earths, 
to show that the great reduction which is proposed in its man- 
ufacture would also tend to a reductionof wages, and also show- 
ing the business involved in taking the raw material from the 
States in this country. Here is the Matteson Paint Company, 
of Cape Girardeau, Mo., who say: 

Specific duty is necessary to place domestic products on a footing with for- 
eign product:. Too great temptation to undervalue 

In regard to reducing the rates of duty one-third, would say the reduction 
would have to be in labor. 

George H. Blake & Co., of Portland, Me., are Democrats and 
tariff reformers, and here is the benefit they would expect: 


We are the only manufacturers of the kindinthe State. Freetrade would 
benefit us in this: that as English steamers run every winter to this port, we 
could land here from England certain grades of ochers which our State 
does not produce, and perhaps keep our mill running all the year around at 
@ profit. 

That is, they would take what other States in the Union pro- 
duce from England. 

My opinion is, that if all duty was taken off imported ochers it would not 
alter the selling price, but would put more more money into the pockets of 
manufacturers, because they would come over as raw material and be worked 
up here 

E. P. Earle, of New York, says: 

Ladvised you that ochers (dry) were all made from hematite iron ores. 
Now, iron ores under the Wilson biil were to come in free, as also were 
ochers, ete. (dry). I note by to-day'’s papers that while the Senate commit- 
tee has putaduty of 40 cents per ton on iron ores, ochers remain where they 
are, on the free list. Is that fair dealing towards the mineral paint-maker? 
You propose taxing the raw material and letting the finished product in 
free. You tax whiting, which is made from chalk, which is not found at all 
in this country, 35 per cent, but ocher, which is made in exactly the same 
way as whiting (I mean the process of manufacture is the same), you make 
free. 

That points out a very striking inconsistency in the mannerin 
which this bill was made up, thatthe people who make chalk and 
can not get the raw material in this country have a duty of 35 
per cent while the product of the people who make ochers and 
can get the raw material in this country is tocome in free. 
James Flinn & Co., of Philadelphia, say: 


We favor a protective tariff on all goods manufactured in thiscountry and 
free raw materials; that is, such as are not produced in this country. 
They want— 


Enough duty to make difference in labor, so as to keep our workman 
above the foreign laborer, is necessary to place domestic products on an 
equal footing with foreign. 

We could not stand a reduction of one-third in our manufactured goods, 
as the cost is largely due to labor, and the workmen would be compelled to 
submit to a reduction and longer hours, as the margin in our goods is very 
small, owing to sharp competition 


Mr. HOAR. What page is that? 
Mr. LODGE. It is page 53. Henry Erwin, of Bethlehem, 


Pa., manufacturer of umber, ochers, and siennas, says: 


Specific duty is necessary to place domestic products on equal footing with 
foreign producers, as follows: On manufactured, dry, one-half cent per 
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pound, or $10 per ton, on ocher and ocher earths, dry or ground; umber and 
umber earths, dry or ground, same; sienna and sienna earths, dry or ground, 
fame. Reasons why: (1) Because the greater part of costs in manufactur- 
ing eaid goods is in labor and freights, for which we pay greatly in excess 
of its foreign producers. For instance, England can ship from Liverpool 
to Chicago same grade of goods for $3.10 per ton. Now, I pay from my mill 
to Chicago at present time 84.75 pe ton, and as freight is a on weight 
of barrels, makes rate practically 8 per ton; and in regard to labor, we pay 
our commonest laborer y= day, for which Europe pays but 30 cents. 

This statement is verified by men whom I have had my employ, who 
worked in Europe and know of what they speak; but it is a matter that can 
easily be veritied by statistics. 

A two-thirds reduction of cost of production would be necessary if rate of 
duty was reduced one-third. 

-* * Eo a x te ae 

Am not producing as much as in 1892, because can not find market for 
same, owing tothe uncertainty of the tariff, which, according to Wilson bill, 
proposes putting my products on free list. 

me + * - a * - 

My opinion as to the cause of present depression is agitation of tariff, 
and my remedy would be to place a tariff on all manufactured goods, high 
enough to protect the high standard of wages paid in this country. 


Here is the statement of Earle & Oram, of Barton County, Ga. 
They say: 

I advise a specific duty of 8 per ton, because we pay an average wage of 
€1.15 per day, and the foreigner about 6 cents. 

This is a Southern company. 

The whviesale price of our goods in 1884 was $60 per ton; 1890, $32.50 per 
ton: 1892, $27.50 ner ton; now, about $18 to §20 in the markets. — 

That is since 1884, in ten years, the price has declined from 
860 ito $20 a ton, showing no great infliction upon the consumer 
in that. 

We desire — 

They say— 

a specific duty because ocher varies in quality and valno, andonly a specific 
duty will prevent undervaluation. 
@ ws Oy & we wt iv) 

We propose to meet any reduction of duty by reduction in wages. It's 

the only way left. 
ui a te © * e ue 

If raw material were free, there would be necessity for duty on the manu- 

factured product. 
‘ De] We a ae 

I desive simply the retention of the existing low duty o? % per ton on dry 
ochers. 

The amendment, I understand, asks for only $2 per ton. 

Hudsondale Ocher Works, of Hudsondale, Pa., say: 

for nineteen years we ran our factory day and night, but now there is no 
trade. We felt the effect of this trouble when this Administration went in 
power. Our ae are complaining for more work, but they voted for this 
change and they have got it, — as itold them. No more revenus reform 
for me; itis no good for the laborer, and a it is no good for our 

r 


firm. Our businessis completely ruined, af @ many years’ work to build 
it up; but that is revenue reform—low wages and no work. 


Messrs. J. Lee Smith & Co., of New York, say: 


We see no reason why the foreign grinder should send his manufactured 
wdered earths here free of duty, and as he has to pay freight only upon 
is goods made ready for use, he has a direct advantage over the American 
grinder on this account, as also by his cheaper labor. We simply ask for a 
protection of one-quarter cent per pound upon these earths if powdered or 
pulverized, and which small amount would mean tous whether we can keep 
our factories running or have to close them at intervals on account of this 
foreign competition, 

In the tariif bill of 1800 these earths were admitted at a duty of one-quar- 
ter cent per pound, whether crude er powdered, and which seemed to be an 
exception to the general principle as applied to other articles in that bill, 
that if the goods were powdered, ground, or verized they should pay a 
higher rate of duty. We do not see why the same principle should not apply 
to these earths as well. 


All that testimony from manufacturers scattered all over the 
country is to the same effect, that.the proposed reduction will 
cause a large reduction of wages in some places, closing the fac- 
tory ané injuring the reduction of raw material which has been 
a large industry from the beginning of the Governmentand has 
met with protection. The amendment of the Senator from Del- 
aware, I understand, ee a specific ae of one-tenth 
of a cent per pound, and the lowest asked by any of these men in- 
terested is $5 a ton. 

I hope, Mr. President, that the amendment may prevail in 
simple justioe to these manufacturers. 

Mr. GORDON. I wish to admonish my friends on this side 
of the Chamber that they need not have any misapprehension 
nor my friends on the — side any hope that I am going 
to prolong this debate. rise simply to — an 
tion of my friends from Rhode Island [Mr. DRIOH from 
Delaware [Mr. ma < the cry and poliet eee, hg 
the industries of Georgia. Person tically, poss 
I would be glad to have the duty on hone articles increased. 7 
wished to say as much the other day when my friend from Rhode 
Island was hurling his bauxite tests at the heads of the Georgia 


Senators. I have only to say, however, upon all those questions 

afiecting the people of my State, that Se I would 

be glad to see the duties increased, » by which I 
o 
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mean the interest in the whole country, I and my people are 

much more interested in settling this question in order that the 

eae doubt as to what this Congress may do may be set- 
ed. 

I therefore say now, with all the emphasis that I can command, 
that our people in Georgia, all of them, and the producers of 
bauxite and of the material now under discussion, are vastly 
more interested in having this question settled than any in- 
crease of duty. We want action rather than protection, and I 
appeal to the other side to give us a vote upon this question. 

ir. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Georgia if this is his feeling—and I have no doubt he has cor- 
rectly stated it; that, although he might like to have these du- 
ties in the main, it is much more important to have the doubt 
settled—whether he would join me in moving to lay the pend- 
ag on the table? We could settle the whole question in five 
minutes in that way. 

Mr. GORDON. I will say in reply to the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts that while this bull can not be laid upon the table, for 
one I would prefer to see action, even if it defeated the bill, 
rather than to continue this discussion until next November, as 
seems to be the purpose of the other side of the Chamber. 

Mr.HARRIS. While I do not think I would favor laying the 
bill on the table, I will move to lay that small part of it known 
as the pending amendment on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator frem Tennessee. 

Mr. LODGE. On that I ask for a division. 

Mr. MILLS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. HUNTON (when his name was called). Ibeg leave toan- 
nounce that for the entire day I am paired with the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. MCLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr.Drxon], with 
the a of voting if necessary to make aquorum. I with- 
hold my vote for the present. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] with the 
right to vote in order to make a quorum. I withhold my vote 
for the raeees 

Mr. CAMERON (when Mr, QUAY’S name was called), My 
colleague [Mr. QUAY] is paired with the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MorGan]. If my colleague were present he would vote 

‘may.”’ 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota|Mr. WASHBURN], but I have a right 
to vote to make a quorum. 

Mr. VILAS (when hisname wascalled). I willannounce that 
Iam paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], 
but I can vote to make a quorum. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. Iam paired with the Sena- 
tor from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY}. 

Mr. CALL. I announce the pair of the Senator from Ver- 
mont Me. PROCTOR] with the Senator from South Dakota[Mr. 
Kye}. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. GORDON (after having voted in theaffirmative). I voted 
inadvertently. Iam paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
WILSON], and withdraw my vote. 

Mr. DUBOIS. lam with the junior Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. SMITH], but will transfer that pair to the Senator 
trom Rhode ie DIXON], thus permitting the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. MCLAURIN] and myself tovote. I make 
this announcementfor the day. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. LODGE. I make the same transfer I made before, by 
which the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] and the Senator 
from Se WOLCOTT] will stand paired. Thisarrange- 
ment will stand du the day. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. MCLAURIN. Under the transfer of the pair made by the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. DuBois] I will vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. ALDRICH (after having voted in the negative). I voted 
inadvertently, forgetting that I am with the Senator from 
a i ALSH]. I understand the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. VILAS] announced a with the Senator from Oregon 


Mr. ent den I suggest that the Senator from Oregon ir 
- 2) 6 : 
WALSH 





tand paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 


Mr. V S. Very well. I vote “yea.” 
Mr. ALDRICH. Then my vote will stand. 
Mr. MILLS (after having voted in the affirmative). Has the 


Senator from New Ham Page GALLINGER] voted? 
The VICE-PRESID ‘ has not voted. 
ae I withdraw my vote, having a pair with that 
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The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 20; as follows: 
YEAS—81. 


Allen, Cail, Harris, Pugh, 
Bate, Camden. Jarvis, Ransom, 
Berry, Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Roach, 
Blackburn, Coke, Lindsay, Turpie, 
Blanchard, Daniel, McLaurin, Vilas. 
Brice, Faulkner, McPherson, Voorhees, 
Butler, George, Martin, White. 
Caffery, Gibson, Pasco, 
NAYS—20. 
Aldrich, Dubois, Lodge, Perkins, 
Allison, Hale McMillan, Power, 
Cameron, Hawley, Manderson, Shoup, 
Davis, Higgins. Patton, Squire, 
Dolph, Hoar, Pefier, Teller. 
NOT VOTING—34. 
Carey, Hansbrough, Morgan, Smith, 
Chandler, Hill, Morrill, Stewart, 
Cullom, Hunton, Murphy, Vest, 
Dixon, Irby, Palmer, Walsh, 
ye, Jones, Nev Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Gallinger, Kyle, Platt, Wilson, 
Gordon, Mills, Proctor, Wolcott. 
Gorman, Mitchell, Oregon Quay, 
Gray, Mitchell, Wis. Sherman, 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading 
ceed. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

43. Ultramarine blue, whether dry,in pulp, or mixed with water, ‘and 
wash bine containing ultramarine, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out ‘‘ 20 per cent 
ad valorem” and insert ‘'3 cents per pound” in line 22, para- 
graph 43. : 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to say on that amendment that in the 
debate the other day, I think I quoted, or some one did, the 
reply of the Heller Merz Company, of Newark, N. J., in which 
they state: 

To be on an equal footing with European manufacturers of ultramarine, 
it will be necessary to have a specific duty of at least 3} cents per pound. 

Apparently that has been made the subject of adverse com- 
ment and attack,and I received to-day from them the following: 

- NEw YORK, Jay 16, 1894. 

Dwar Str: The New York Times of May 15 states in an article on the tariff 
that the manufacturers of ultramarine blue in this country have formed a 
combination. As this‘is done to influence the Senate’s vote on this article, 
we beg tostate that the Times is misinformed. 

There is acombination of ultramarine blue manufacturers in Europe, but 


not in this country. 
Respectfully, 


of the bill will pro- 


THE HELLER & MERZ COMPANY. 

Hon. Henry CABor LODGE. 

I simply put that in in justice to them. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONEs]. 

The amendmens was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next paragraph of the bill 
will be read. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

44. Varnishes, including so-called gold size or japan, 25 per cent ad va- 


lorem; and on spirit, varnishes for the alcohol contained therein, $1.32 per 
gallon additional. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move to strike out in paragraph 44, line 
25, ‘‘ twenty-five ” before the words “‘per cent ad valorem” and 
insert ‘‘ thirty-five”; so as to read; 

Varnishes, including so-called gold size or japan, 35 per cent ad valorem. 


I see no reason why the duty on varnishes should be reduced 
from 35 per cent to 25 per cont. The importation is quite large 
now, and considerable revenue is received from the existing rate. 
It is a fair revenue rate; certainly not a protective one. I hope 
the present rate will be allowed to stand. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. LODGE. On that let us have a division. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). I am 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his namewas called). I 
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY]. 

- PALMER (when his name was called). I announce my 
pair with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANsBROUGH}. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. 

The roll call was concluded. 


I am paired with 


ired with 
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Mr. HIGGINS. 
McCPHERSON] has voted? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Mr. HIGGLNS. 
Senator. 


1 withhold my vot 


understand 


He has not voted. 
‘,as Tam paired with that 


revious al 
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Task if the Senator from New Jersey [Mr 


with 


Mr. VILAS. I the } rangement 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] stands for the 
day. and | will therefore vote. 


Mr. ALDRICH. 
Mr. VILAS. 
Mr. VEST. 


KYLE}, and I vote “ yea.” 
Mr. GEORGE. 
{[Mr. DoLPH). 


It will stand up to 6 o'clock. 

I vote “yea.” 
I transfer my pair with the Senator from Minne- 
sota |Mr. WASHBURN] to the Senator 


Tam paired with the Senat 


from South Dakota | Mr. 


or from Orevon 


The rosult was announced—yeas 29, nays 17; as follows: 


YEAS—29 


Allen Camden. Lindsay, Turple, 
Bate, Cockrell, McLaurin, los 
Berry, Coke, Martin, Vila 
Blackburn, Daniel, Pasco Yoorhees 
Blanchard, Faulkner, Peffer, White 
Brice, Harris, Pugh, 
Butler, Jarvis Ransom, 
Call. Jones, Arik Roach, 
NAYS—17 

Aldrich, Hawley Patton, Shoup 
Allison, Hoar, Perkins, Teller 
Cameron, Lodge, Pettigrew 
Davis, Me Millan, Power 
Dubois. Manderson, Proctor, 

NOT VOTING —39 
Caffery Gordon, Kyle, Quay, 
Carey, Gorman, McPherson, Sherman, 
Chandler Gray, Mills, Smith, 
Cullom, Hale. Mitchell, Oregon Squire, 
Dixon Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis Stewart, 
Dolph, Higgins, Morgan, Walsh 
Frye, Hill, Morrill, Washburn 
Gallinger, Hunton, Murphy, Wilson, 
George, Irby, Palmer, Wolcott 
Gibson, Jones, Nev. Platt, 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In the last line of the paragraph I 
strike out ‘32 cents” and insert ‘'70 cents.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On line 2, page 8, before the words “ per 
gallon,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ 32” and insert ‘*70:"so as 
to read: 

And on spirit varnishes for the alcohol contained therein, $1.70 per gallon 
additional. 


Mr. ALDRICH. This adds to the duty on spirit varnishes 38 
cents per gallon, which is the sum added for the tax upon alcohol 
by other provisions of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be con- 
tinued. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


45. Vermillion red, and other colors containing quicksilver, dry or ground 
in oil or water, 20 per cent ad valorem; vermilion red, not containing quick 
silver, but made of lead or containing lead, 6 cents per pound. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is no amendment to that 
paragraph. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
lorem.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 4, of paragraph 45, after the word 
“water,” itis proposed to strike out ‘‘ 20 per cent ad valorem;” 
so as to read: 

45. Vermilion red, and other colors containing quicksilver, dry or ground 
in ocilor water; vermilion red, not containing quicksilver but made of lead or 
containing lead, 6 cents per pound 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the present duty upon ver- 
milion red containing quicksilver is 12 cents a pound, which 
amounts to about 26 per cent ad valorem. The placing of quick- 
silver upon the free list will certainly not equalize the great 
reduction which is intended to be made by placing this rate 
at 20 per cent ad valorem. I think the rate of 6 cents a pound 
would no more than equalize, if it would do that, the cost ofthe 
production in this country and abroad of vermilion red con- 
taining quicksilver, even with free quicksilver; and I hope the 
Senator from Arkansas will allow this amendment to be made. 

Mr. MILLS. Question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Task for a division. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 16, 
noes 32. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


move to 


I move to strike out ‘20 per cent ad va- 


o 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be re- 
sumed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

40. Whiting and Paris white, dry, and ground in oil, or putty, 25 per cent 
ad valorum. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 9, after the word ‘‘dry,” I 
move tostrike out ‘‘and” and insert ‘‘ one-fourth of 1 cent per 
pound;” and in line 10, to strike out ‘25 per cent ad valorem” 
and insert ‘* one-half of 1 cent per pound.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 46, line 9, after the word 
“dry,” it is proposed to strike out the word ‘‘and,” and to in- 
sert ‘‘ one-fourth of 1 cent per pound; ” and in line 10, after the 
word ‘ putty,” to strike out ‘25 per cent ad valorem,” and in- 
sert ‘ one-half of 1 cent per pound;” so as to read: 


46. Whiting and Paris white, dry, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound; ground 
in oll, or putty, one-half of | cent per pound, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be re- 
sumed, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Zinc, oxide of, and white zinc paint or pigment, dry or ground in oil, 20 
per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported an am endment to the par- 
agraph, in line 14, after the word ‘‘ oil” to strike out ‘‘ 20” and 
insert ‘'25;” so as to read: 


47. Zinc, oxide of, and white zinc paint or pig ment, dry or ground in oil, 
25 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I find printed herea proposed 
amendment to zinc. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We offered an amendment to insert 
*25 per cent.” 

Mr. HALE. I find an amendment also stated here of ‘' 1 cent 
per pound.” 

Mr. ALLISON, I hope the Senator from Arkansas will offer 
his original amendment of 1 centper pound. Iamsure from the 
examination [ have made that that is the wise thing to do. 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. Very well; let the amendment stand 
at 1 cent per pound. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is that the umendment which the 
Senator from Arkansas proposes? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 14, after the word “ oil,” it is pro- 
posed to strike out ‘20 per cent ad valorem,” and insert ‘‘1 cent 
per pound.” 

Mr. AL.DRICH. Mr. President, I do not intend to enter into 
an argument now upon the rate fixed by the Senator from Ar- 
kansas in his last amendment, but the duty upon zinc oxide is a 
question of relation with the crude zinc. If the duty should-be 
fixed as it is in'this bill at another rate, when the bill gets into 
the Senate I desire to have the rate increased, because there is 
no reason under heaven that I can understand why the rate of 
duty upon zine oxide should not be as high as the rate of duty 
upon white lead. They are of about the same value, they are 
used for the same purposes, and the treatment of one is as ex- 
pensive as the treatment of the other. So the duty upon zinc 
oxide should be a cent and a half a pound. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

ae VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be re- 
sumed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

48. All other paints, colors, and pismenss, whether dry or mixed, or ground 
in water or oil, or other solutions, including all colors in tu lakes, cray- 
ons, smailts, and frostings, and not specially provided for in this act, 25 per 
cent ad valorem. 

Lead products: 

49. Acetate of lead, white, 2j cents per pound; brown, 1j cents per pound; 
litharge, 1} cents per pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the proper rate of duty to be 
fixed upon lead products depends, of course, upon the rate fixed 
upon lead ore and pig lead, and I suggest to the Senator from 
Arkansas that we pass over the _—_ in relation to lead 
products, being paragraphs 49, 50, 51, and 52, until the paragraphs 
on lead ore an big lead are reached in the metal schedule. ° 
can not fix the duties upon these intelligently until we know 
what duties are fixed upon pig lead. 

Mr. VEST. The Sonator can very safely assume, so far as I 
know the sentiments of Senators on this side of the Chamber 
tbat the duty will not be changed. The rate of three-fourths o 
a cent on lead ere will remain there, I think, and that is too 


much, 
ae VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be con- 
use . 
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The Secretary read as follows: 

50. Nitrate of lead, 1} cents per pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask the Senator from Arkansas to go back 
a moment to paragraph 47, in relation to zinc, and insert there 
instead of ‘‘ white zinc paint or pigment, dry or ground in oil,” 
the ~~ “any paintor pigment containing zinc, dry or ground 
in oil.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hardly think it would be reasona- 
ble to do that, because there may be mixtures made, and a very 
small quantity of this mixture would come here dutiable under 
this paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is only tosave the importation of spurious 
articles under the penagragh as itstands. The paragraph as it 
now stands is the same as the paragraph of the existing law, 
but it seems there is an omission there, which a very intelligent 
paper here suggests be changed. 

r. VEST. That might lead to very great confusion. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest that the paragraph should read: 

a oxide of, and any paint or pigment containing zinc, dry or ground in 


Mr. VEST. As the Senator from Arkansas has stated, there 
is an almost infinitesimal quantity of zinc in this paint, and that 
ought to bring it into this classification. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not likely to be so. 

Mr. VEST. We can not tell about that. We can not antici- 
pate that everybody is going to do exactly right in the tariff. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We can not consent to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well,then. Ishall not offer the amend- 


ment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I wish to make another appeal to the Sena- 
tors on the other side of the Chamber to allow the paragraphs 
in regard to lead products go over until we fix the duty on pig 
lead and lead ore. The lead industry in the United States is a 
very large one, a a very important way several States, 
and a strong effort will be made, certainly, by the friends of lead 
ore to increase the rate of duty upon that product. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If the Senate should choose to 
change the proposed rate of taxation on lead ore, it will be time 
enough then in the Senate to make the proposed change, and 
then other lead So ema can be made to conform to the rate as 
fixed. Ido not believe there will be any change in those rates. 
Iagree with the Senator from Missouri in that, and I see no 
necessity of not going on and fixing these rates of taxation as 


es? mex 
r. ALDRICH. Ican only express the hope that the Sen- 
ator fvom Arkansas and the Senator from Missouri may in the 
near future change their minds in regard to this question, be- 
cause it is very important. 

Mr. VEST. Let the nec the bill go on. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. he reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

51. Orange mineral, 1} cents per pound; red lead, 1} cents per pound. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is no amendment to that 


paragraph. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be con- 
tinued. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
pulp, or ground or mixed with oll, 4} coute per pound. ee 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask to havea letter, which I send to the 
Secretary's desk, read upon this subject, a letter written to Mr. 
WILSON, chairman of the Committee of Ways and Meansof the 
House of Representatives. It contains so clear a statement 
upon the subject that I should like to have it read and printed 
in the RECORD. 

Mr. BUTLER. Why not have it printed in the RECORD with- 
out being read? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I prefer to have the letter read. 

Mr. BUTLER. If I can, I shall object to it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The objection of the Senator from South 
Carolina only makes it necessary that I shall read the letter 
myself. I thought we had clerks for that purpose. The letter 
says: 

PHILADELPHIA, Décember 9, 1898. 


My DEAR Sir: The duties recommended on lead products, paragraphs 47 
to 50 of the bill now pending in the Ways and Means Committee, when taken 
connection with duty on pig lead, as provided for in paragraph 164, 
have a most disastrous effect on the corroding industry. Even without 
lead the ee industry of this coun’ might be seri- 

embarrassed, with a duty of onl pod gd ceut on white lead and lith- 

+ om orange mineral red lead. It would a that 

serious error in the recommendation of those duties, and it 
think, to point out this error to secure its immediate cor- 


It requires about 8 pounds of metallic lead (counting in loss and waste) 
to make 100 pounds of white lead, and about 94 metallic lead to 
make 100 pounds of the oxides, litharge, and red lead. It takes about 100 


pounds of white lead to make 80 pounds of orange mineral. 
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It being understood that it is the intention of the proposed bill to have 
some fair relation between any manufactured product and its primary ma- 
terials, I take it that the following will be admitted as conclusive reasons 
for having a proper relation between the duty on pig lead and the duty on 
its products, as obtained by corrosion and oxidation. 

The average market price of pig lead in London for this year, accord- 
ing to the trade circulars, has not exceeded £10}, or, say, less than 2.3 cents 
aS pound. The price in London at this time about £9}, equal to about 

06cents per pound. It is apparent, therefore, that the duty of 1 cent per 

und recommended for pig lead in paragraph 164 is equal in ad valorem 
equivalent to 45 to 48 percent. As stated, the duty on its products by cor- 
rosion and oxidation ( resene which contain 85 to 95 per cent of actual 
metal) is recommended for the principal one, white lead, at 30 per cent ad 
valorem, and for red lead and orange mineral, which comparatively are 
less important, 35 per cent. 

In all the previous tariff enactments since 1861 the duties on lead prod- 
ucts were advanced to agree with the advancement in manufacture, there 
being generally a difference in favor of white lead of at least 1 cent per 
pound. The recommendation for the duty on pig lead being a specific duty 
of 1 cent per pound (and itis very desirable to have the duty specific), the 
duty on all of its products—or certainly those which contain so large a pro- 
portion of the metal itself—ought to bea compound duty and 30 per cent ad 
valorem added to the proposed specific duty on pig lead under the circum- 
stances might be sufficient to compensate for the extra investment of capi- 
tal and the much greater cost of labor required in this country to conduct 
the business. 

In referring to labor employed in this industry, it must be kept in mind 
that in this country it is entirely adult male labor; while in Germany and 
Great Britain the larger part of the work is done by women and children, at 
about one-fourth the rate of wages paid here. 

Recurring to the ee of metallic lead in its ger it is well to 
state that in the salts of lead, such as the acetate and the nitrate, uhe lead 
is there alsoin large proportions, never under 60 per cent, and the samerule 
of making duties, if they are to be in any sense symmetrical, must apply as 
in the case of the products of corrosion and oxidation. 

I think from what I have shown that further detailed evidence is not 
necessary to support the assertion that the enactment of this proposed law 
as now recommended would completely annihilate the industry as far as all 
the seaboard is concerned; and even for such interior points as Chicago, 
where it is aepely established. It may be that it would survive in certain 
localities which are immediately adjacent to the lead-smelting works, and 
which to some extent would control the immediate local market through 
the protection afforded by reason of the cost of transportation from the 
seaboard and favorable position for supply of metal; but then the seaboard 
market, which is the principal marketof the country, would be lost entirely 
and given over to Germany and Great Britain; at the present time Germany 
is even a more formidable competitor than Great Britain. 

The quantity of pis lead entering into the manufacture of the articles un- 
der consideration has reached the immense total of more than 80,000 tons; 
and should the future condition of the country permit the continued con- 
sumption of these articles to the same extent as in the past, the proposition 
as now recommended, if enacted into a law, would transfer from this coun- 
try the production of at least 60,000 tons of metallic lead, with all its collat- 
eral interests, to Mexico, Germany, and Great Britain. The damage which 
would be inflicted upon the mining and transportation interests of this 
country by the transfer abroad of such a volume of business can hardly be 
estimated. The labor alone that is involved may be estimated at several 
millions of days per annum; and the question naturally follows, What is 
the compensation for such a loss? These 60,000 tons of lead are fully one- 
tenth of the entire product of the world and nearly one-third of the product 
of the smelting furnaces of this country. 

The amount of invested capital which would not be turned into any other 
source because of the usefulness of the plants for any other —— and 
which would be entirely wiped out of existence without compensation t any 
kind whatever, it is hard to estimate; even without counting in the primary 
mining operations, the transportation and collateral interests. 

Now, in regard to orange mineral, as it requires 100 pounds of white lead 
to make 90 pounds of this (and the genuine article can only be made from 
white lead), it therefore follows that the equivalent duty, without consider- 
ing any compensating duty to cover the increased cost of the extra plant re- 
qu ed and the higher cost of labor, should be at least one-fourth more than 

e duty on white lead. 

To sum up, if the duty on pig lead be established at 1 cent per pound, the 
duty on white lead and litharge ought to be at least 1 cent specific and 30 per 
cent ad valorem; and on orange mineral and red lead at least 1 cent specific 
and 35 per cent ad valorem. You will note that the error in the paragraphs 
47 to 50 is the omission of | cent per pound 

The duty on red lead should be the same as on 01 6 mineral for this rea- 
son, that when red lead is in a very finely powdered form it is impossible to 
distinguish fairly between it and orange mineral by such inspection or ex- 
amination as readily can be given by Government officials; and if red lead 
were placed at a lower duty than orange mineral, the latter would be 
shipped asred lead, evading its proper duty without detection. This thought 
seems to be present in the recommendation of the proposed bill which makes 
red lead and orange mineral dutiable at the samerate. 

There has been much said concerning the white lead business be con- 
trolled by a trust. It is true that the seriouscompetition between the home 
manufacturers rendered the business so unprofitable that it did appear that 
the only means of peveseae the extinction of some of the smaller interests 
was to oe a a oe This ne put in the . e of = ae but = 

uently chang © an incorporated company. pularly su 
that this ory controls all of the business of the United States wows 
ership of all the factories; in the first place, there were a number of fac- 
tories which never entered the original trust, and since the large company 
was formed, anumber of concerns have come into existence. Atthe present 
time there are factories established as follows: 

Two in New England. 

Four in activeoperation in the Middle States, with one in course of con- 


stru 4 
Two in Ohio. 
A very 1 one in construction in Illinois. 
One in Nebraska. 
One in Colorado. 
One in California. : 
Which are quite sufficient to make as active competition as could be de- 


Asking your consideration of all the foregoing, I am, 
Very respectfully, yours, 
THOMAS S. HARRISON. 


Hon. WILLIAM L. WILSON, 
Washington, D. C. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the replies in Bulletin No. 4 
*onfirm exactly that which has been read by the Senator from 


Rhode Island. The firm of Harrison & Bros. also state that they 
employ only adult labor, that they have eighty-eight men. 

The Eagle White Lead Company, of Cincinnati, Ohio, manu- 
facturers of red lead, white lead, and litharge, say: 


Reduction of duty on goods must be met by a large reduction in wages in 
order to realize even a very small return on the capital invested. 

We employ 88 men, no women or children. Wages vary from #1.65 for or- 
dinary to 8 for skilled labor, per day of ten hours. 

Our hours of labor are sixty per week. 

Under present conditions, foreign competition is very light, and does not 
affect prices. 

Our goods are all consumed in the United States 


s a e e G nt nt 
We depend entirely on home production for our material. 
With free raw material it would be utterly impossibie for us to compete 
with foreign labor, which now, in our industry, is only about 35 per cent of 
what we are obliged to pay, this great difference resulting from the employ- 


ment abroad of a large percentage of female labor, while here we employ 
men only; and, further, the expense of the mechanical appliances necessary 
to protect the health of the employés with us, a matter utterly disregarded 
abroad, as witness the parliamenfary investigation of white-lead factories 
in England, the report of the committee having been submitted within the 
past month. 

Which illustrates the point of the higher standard here, which 
is affected directly by the protection given by the existing law. 

The testimony of Wetherill & Brother, of Philadelphia, man- 
ufacturers of white lead and lead products, is precisely the same, 
They say: 

We desire specific duty, owing to undervaluation and adulteration frauds 

” A - * so . a 


Remedy for present depression is to announce to the country that the 
Wilson tariff bill is a failure and that the present law shall stand for three 
years. 

x 7 ” ua a 


Our labor is about 20 per cent skilled. 
Reduction of duty on goods must be met by reducing wages and by em- 
ploying women, children, Dagos, and Chinese. 
We ao seventy-five to eighty men; only pay skilled #12 to$15 per week; 
unskilled, 87.50. 
* 


We import nothing nowadays. 
There would be necessity of duty with free raw material, owing to differ- 
ence between domestic and foreign labor wages. 


“~ ~* * uw « * a 


We do not recommend any change. Any reduction offers temptation to 
England to disturb our home market, and as yet affords us no outlet in ex- 
change for what she may be allowed through her satellites to rob from us. 

I desired simply to putin this testimony in confirmation of 
what the Senator leone Rhode Island has stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

53. Phosphorus, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out ‘25 per cent 
ad valorem,” and insert ‘‘15 cents per pound.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 9, line 10, after the word ‘‘ phos- 
phorus” it is poe to strike out ‘‘ 25 per cent ad valorem,” 
and insert ‘15 cents per pound.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Potash: 
54. Bichromate and chromate of, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to the 
ragraph in line 13, before the words “‘ per centum™” to strike 
out ‘'20” and insert ‘‘ 25;” so as to read. 


Potash: 
54. Bichromate and chromate of, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move to strike out ‘‘ 25 percent ad valorem” 
and insert ‘‘ 24 cents per pound.” [notice the committee recom- 
mend the rate of duty to be fixedupon bichromate of soda at 2 
cents a pound, leaving an ad valorem rate upon bichromate of 
potash. I caa not understand the reason for this difference in 
rates upon articles which are so nearly analogous both in their 
uses and appearance that it may be impossible to distinguish 
one from the other. There should be aspecific rate upon both 
articles, certainly. 

Isuggest to the Senator from Arkansas that he consent to 
have a specific rate of some kind upon bichromate of potash. 

Mr. HALE. Soas to conform to the amendment on page 11, 
line 11, which fixes the rate on bichromate and chromate of soda 
at 2 cents per pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; I think the rate should be at least 24 
cents a pound, and I move that amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island to the amendment 
reported by the committee. 


* * x + * % 
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Mr.ALDRICH. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and theSecretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY]. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pale with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANs- 
BROUGH]. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MILLS (after having voted in the negativé). Iam paired 
with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], and 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. GORDON. Iam paired with the Senatorfrom Iowa [Mr. 
WILSON]. 

Mr, CAFFERY (after having voted in the negative). I am 
paired with the Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER], and with- 
draw my vote. 

Mr. VILAS. Iam paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MrrcoHreE.t,}, but transfer that pair for the remainder of the day 
to the Senator from South Carolina[Mr,[rRBy]and vote. I vote 
“nay.” 

Mr. GRAY (after having voted in the negative). I voted in- 
advertently. I am paired with the senior Senator from Illinois 
| Mr, CULLOM], and therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CALL. I announce the pair of the Senator from Ver- 
—_ Mr. PROCTOR] with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 

YLE}. 

Mr. LODGE. I inquire if the Senator from Ohio [Mr. BRICE] 
has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. LODGE. Then his pair, I suppose, stands with the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorT], and I announce my pair 
with the Senater from New York [Mr. HILt]. 

Mr. GEORGE. I announce my pair with the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. DoLPu]. 

The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 30; as follows: 





YEAS—16, 
Aldrich, Davis, Higgins, Perkins, 
Allison, Dubois, McMillan, Shoup, 
Cameron, Hale, Manderson, — 
Chandler, Hawley, Patton, Teller. 
NAYS—30. 

Allen, Cockrell, Lindsay. Turpie, 
Bate, Coke, McLaurin, Vest, 
Berry, Daniel, McPherson, Vilas, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Martin, Vv 
Blanchard, Gibson, Murphy, Walsh, 
Butler, Harris, Pasco, White. 
Cali, Jarvis, Peffer, 
Camden, Jones, Ark. Kansom, 

NOT VOTING—. 
Brice, Gorman, Mills, Pugh, 
Caffery, Gray, Mitchell, Oregon uay, 
Carey. Hansbreagh, Mitchell, Wis Roask, 
Oullom, Hill, Morgan, 
Dixon, Hoar, Morrill, Smith, 
Dolph, Hunton, Palmer, Stewart, 
Frye, Irby, Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Galiinger, Jones, Ney. Platt, 
George, Kyle, Power, Wolcott. 
Gordon, Lodge, Proctor, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment reported by the committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from Arkansas will be 
willing to give the Senate the reason why he proposes an ad 
valorem rate upon bichromate of potash and a specific rate 
upon bichromate of soda. There must be some reason for it, 
and I should like to know what it is. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not wish to ocoupy time, but I am told 
by those who know, that bichromate of potash and bichromate 
of soda are used for the same purposes, and that it is difficult to 
distinguish between them. If that be so, I think the rate of 2 
cents a pound would be a little less than 25 per cent ad valorem, 
and I do not see why the same rate should not apply in both in- 
stances, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We are willing to make it apply in 
both instances, and to make soda, when we reach it, ad valorem, 
as well as potash in this form. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I want to make it 2 cents a pound, instead 
of 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. LODGE. Is that a lower rate? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is a lower rate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Rhode Island will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On 9, in line 13, after the words 


“chromate of,” it is proposed to strike out “20 per cent ad 
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valorem” and insert ‘‘2 cents per pound;’ so as to make the 
paragraph read: 


Potash: 
54. Bichromate and chromate of, 2cents per pound. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. [I call for a division. 

The question being put, there were, on a division—ayes 17, 
noes 35. 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

— VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be re- 
sumed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

55. Hydriodate, iodide, and iodate of, 25 cents per pound. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to the 
paragraph to change the rate of duty from ‘‘ 25 cents per pound ” 
to “ 10 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendment proposed to that 
paragraph is withdrawn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to strike out ‘'25” and insert ‘'50.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Rhode Island will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 15, after the word “of,” it is pro- 
posed to strike out ‘‘ 25” and insert ‘‘50;” so as to read: 


Potash: 
55. Hydriodate, iodide; and iodate of, 50 cents per pound. 


Mr. ALDRICH. That is the present rate, and on the unit of 
value of last year’s importation it was a little less than 20 per 
centad valorem. The rate suggested by the committee will add 
10 per cent ad valorem upon an important article, which it is 
very difficult to make, and I am sure 10 per cent ad valorem 
would not be sufficient to maintain the industry at all in this 
country. I have therefore moved to make it 50 cents a pound. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
re by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

r. ALDRICH. I call for a division. 

The question being put, there were, on a division—ayes 15, 
noes 36. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will pro- 


The Secretary read as follows: 
56. Nitrate of, or saltpeter, refined, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment in line 18, 
after the word “refined” tostrike out “one-half of 1 cent per 
pound,” and insert ‘10 per cent ad valorem; ” so as to read: 


Potash: - 
Witrave of, or saltpeter, refined, 10 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The committee amendment pro- 
posed to that paragraph is withdrawn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to strike out ‘‘ one-half of ” so that 
the rate will be left at ‘‘ 1 cent = pound.” 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I have some difficulty, to which 
I call the attention of the Senator from Arkansas, as to item 
56, which reads: 

Nitrate of, or saltpeter, refined— 

Then come the words with a line drawn through them: 

One-half of 1 cent per pound. 

Then in brackets are inserted the words: 

Ton per cent ad valorem. 

After that in small type appear the words: 

One-half of 1 cent per pound. 

Let me ask the Senator if this clause, as it appears in these 
different forms, is left unmolested, how will it read and which 
one of these will becomes the law? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Wilson bill,as the paragraph 
came to the Senate was: 

Nitrate of, or saltpeter, refined, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 


The Finance Committee, when they reported the bill, reported 
an amendment, to strike out ‘‘ one-half of 1 cent per pound” and 
to insert ‘‘10 per centad valorem.” Notice was given of certain 
amendments which were to be offered on behalf of certain Demo- 
cratic members of the Committee on Finance to insert ‘ one- 
half of 1 cent per pound,” or to restore the rate as it came to the 
Senate in the Wilson bill. : 

Mr. HALE. That is what I supposed. Now, what do the 
committee advise? 

Mr. Tr ES of Pg amo a ee the pro ae amend. 
ment, leave paragraph as it came from the House 
Representatives. 
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Mr. HALE. At one-half of 1 cent per pound? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HALE. So that it isin accord with the last amendment? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HALE. And the 10 per cent ad valorem is abandoned’ 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Exactly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If there is any industry in the United States 
which should be retained here and developed, it is that of the 
production of refined saltpeter. If the effect of this reduction 
of rate of 60 per cent should be to transfer the manufacture 
abroad, it certainly might prove to be a very serious affair for 
the United States in case of war. 

Mr. GRAY. The Southern Confederacy did it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir, the Southern Confederacy did it, 
and they did it, I presume, under circumstances we do not care 
to repeat. But, seriously, I think there can be no very good 
reason for reducing this duty so greatly as to imperil the exist- 
ence of the industry in the United States. There is nothing in 
the papers which shows why the reduction was made, and I cer- 
tainly hope we shall have some explanation by the Senator from 
Arkansas why it is made. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Question! 

Mr. PALMER. In reply to the Senator from Rhode Island, 
who makes an allusion to the fact that saltpeter was made at a 
certain period in the history of our country, I answer that, now 
the Union is restored, saltpeter belongs to the whole country, 
and there is an abundance of it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There will be an abundance for all if we 
maintain the present rate of duty. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Ishould like to say as to that, if the Senator 
from Illinois will permit me, that we have a large interest in 
the possibility of war outside; that is, since the war of the re- 
bellion is over and the Union is restored. If a higher duty be 
necessary for the proper protection of the industry of the man- 
ufacture of gunpowder, we have quite as much interest in that 
as we have in the manufacture of armor at the Bethlehem Iron 
Works, which receive great advantage by the contracts made by 
Secretary Whitney in the previous Administration of Mr. Cleve- 
land, quite as much interest as we have in the manufacture of 
projectiles, of armor, of guns, of cruisers, of battle-ships, and of 
ordnance of every kind. Ido not really know what the effect 
of this duty will be upon the manufacture of gunpowder; but 
certainly we have a present interest in such things independent 
of the war of the rebellion. 

Mr. BUTLER. We shall be with you in the next war, Mr. 
President, and gunpowder will bo manufactured down South 
again. 

Te, CHANDLER. I certainly hope that Senators will not 
destroy the saltpeter industry, so important, as it is, to the 
manufacture of gunpowder. The stern and unrelenting Sena- 
tor from Texas | Mr. Mirus], when he constructed the tariff bill 
a few years ago which bears his honored name, was willing to 
grant 1 cent a pound uponsaltpeter. Whether it was a revenue 
duty or a protective duty doubtless he did not care and gave no 
thought to that question, or, if he did, he resolutely called it a 
revenue duty and quieted his conscience, so far as protection 
was concerned, by that kind of asseveration upon his part. 

Mr. President, [ find that under the fostering influence of pro- 
tection we imported in 1893 only 129,246 pounds of saltpeter, and 
that we manufactured 3,000 tons. The manufacture abroad is 
apparently Indian. If I am wrong about that, I ask the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to correct me. If manufac- 
tured in India itis produced by the very cheapest labor the world 
knows, 10 or 15 cents a day labor, and Y cortatnip can not believe 
that when the Senator from Texas was allowing 1 cent a pound 
on revenue principles, the Senator from Arkansas, when he is 
reconstructing this bill upon the principle of protection, will not 
do as well for this industry when he realizes, as he must realize, 
that it will not do to impose an inadequate duty upon the produc- 
tion of oriental countries, where men and women live upon noth- 
ing and earn substantially nothing. 

I urge, and I urge with great confidence at this time, 
that this industry may be thoroughly protected and domesti- 
cated in this country. 

I have here a paragraph taken from President Monroe’s an- 
nual message to Congress of December 2, 1817, showing the im- 
portance of continued protection. When an infant industry is 
started in this country, which is to be built up until it is prof- 

-itable, itis most unwise and inconsistent and injurious to with- 
draw that protection. Mr. Monroe appreciated the necessity of 
ee, protection, and I shall read from his message of that 

ate: 


Our manufactories will require the continued attention of Congress. The 
capital employed in them is considerable, and the knowledge acquired in 
= Le ne ere of - me nee ee manufactures is 2 

¥ preserva Ww 2) su ue eco em > 
nected with the high tateres ts of the ietton. -_ ae 
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And that principle is so obvious that it can not be resisted by 
the Senator from Arkansas. 

The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] has just said 
in reference to some allusion made to “ the late unpleasantness,” 
that he and other Senators would be with the North in the next 
war; and as an evidence that the Senator will not aid in plung- 
ing the country into the next war unprepared, I certainly hope 
he will give us a duty which will protect the manufacture of 
saltpeter, so that if we are plunged into war by the impetuosity 
of the Senator from South Carolina, or that of other Senators 
who came so near defeating us in the last war, we shall not find 
ourselves, as the South did when the war commenced, destitute 
of saltpeter, and obliged to resort toallthe extraordinary meth- 
ods to which the South resorted for the manufacture of gun- 
powder. 

Mr. BUTLER. It would stimulate inventive genius. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Shall I yield to the Senator? 

Mr. BUTLER. No; I only desired to say that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I say we have got this question upon a 
broad national platform. We have the Senator from South 
Carolina leading his associates upon the other side of the Cham- 
ber, pledging them to the defense of the country in time of 
war against all its enemies; we have them expressing the most 
patriotic sentiments imaginable in respect tothe continuance of 
this country in all its unity, its integrity, its power, its great- 
ness, and its glory; and yet, at the same time, with strong and 
patriotic expressions upon their lips, we find the Senators try- 
ing tostrike down one of the most important industries that we 
shall need in case we do have a war. 

Mr. President, why can not saltpeter and gunpowder be ele- 
vated above the harsh strife of partisanship in this Chamber? 
Why will the Senator from Arkansas insist upon it that 10 per 
cent ad valorem is enough to protect an American industry 
against the competition of the poorly paid labor of India? Why 
are the professions of Senators upon the other side of the Cham- 
ber so belied by their actions that, I say, suspicion will be cast 
upon them, and upon the House of Representatives as well,where 
the members of the dominant party make the same profession of 
patriotism and devotion to the Union of these States that the 
Senator from South Carolina does, and we believe, and the whole 
country believes, that they are sincere and that when the next 
war comes the South will lead the column, whether itis a war of 
defense or a war of aggression; surely doubt or suspicion is 
thrown upon these professions in the other Chamber and upon 
the professions of Senators in this Chamber when they ender- 
take to strike down the manufacture of saltpeter and to cripple 
the manufacture of gunpowder in this country. 

Mr. President, above all things, let us protect this great ne- 
cessity of national defense. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to inform the Senator from New 
Hampshire that I think I am right in saying that saltpeter is 
not required in the manufacture of smokeless gunpowder; 
which, [ understand, is to be the powder of the future. So his 
eloquence is lost. [Laughter. | 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I call fora division. 

The question being put, there were, on a division—ayes 9, 
noes 34. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be re- 
sumed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Potash: 
57. Prussiate of, red or yellow, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In line 21,I move to strike out 
“twenty ” and insert ‘‘ twenty-five.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “yellow,” in line 21, it is 
proposed to strike out “ twenty” and insert “ twenty-five;” so as 
to read: 

57. Prussiate of, red or yellow, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. ALDRICH. After the word “red,” in line 21, I move to 
insert ‘‘ 10 cents per pound.” That is the present rate and it 
is only 29 per cent ad valorem upon the foreign valuation. That 
is the specific rate, and one which ought to be maintained. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island; which will 
be stated. 


The SECRETARY. In line 21, after the word ‘‘red,” it is pro- 


posed to insert ‘‘ 10 cents per pound;” soas to make the paragraph 
read: 

57. Prussiate of, red, 10 cents per pound. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I desire to place before the Sen- 
ate the important reply of a firm whose name is not given, but 
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their manufactory is in Pennsylvania. It was established in 
1754, with an invested capital of $125,000. They give a careful 
statement of this industry, and it goes so strongly in waynes of 
the change proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island, that I 
desire to call the attention of the Senate toit. This firm, who 
are manufacturers of prussiates of potash, say on page 85 ot Bul- 
letin No. 4: 

Established by our predecessors in business in 1754, continuing for many 

ears as a factory for the production of general chemicals, and for the past 
Atty years producing only prussiates of potash and the by-products resulting 
from that branch of chemical manufacture. 

Prussiate of potash was of very little commercial importance inthe world 
until the year 1843, although we had been making it in a smal! way for fully 
fifteen years previously. 

Then they give the statistics of the production and consump- 
tion of prussiates of potash, both red and yellow; and they con- 
tinue: 

The duties on prussiates of potash now are and for a great many years 
have been specific ones, viz, 5 cents per pound on yellow prussiate and 10 
cents per pound on red prussiate, with which we are satisfied. Reduced to 
ad valorem rates these duties would be at the present time about 26) pe 
cent on yellow and 34 at cent on pas, peeraerS invoices were made out at 
the current market prices ruling abroad. 

That shows what a large reduction is made when they are 
classed together, as they are here, at a single ad valorem duty. 

But it has been the long-established policy of the foreign manufacturers 
of prussiates to keep up prices in their home markets, and ship surplus 
stocks to this country to be sold at a lower figure. 

Which throws some interesting light on the point which is so 
constantly made about manufacturers exporting and selling at 
lower prices. It seems that it is done by other manufacturers 
than American; so that they are not the only criminal class in 
that respect. 

The reply then goes on to say: 

That the greater ad valorem rate on red is only fair is due to the fact that 
the red is made from the yellow by the voxpenditure of much labor and the 
consumption of a large amount of other chemicals, fuel, etc. 

Both these articles are classed together in this bill under a 
common duty, as if there was no difference whatever between 
them, as if they were of the same value and involved the same 
expenditure of labor. 

hey further say: 

There has been a decided increase in domestic competition. 

We prefer a specific duty as at present provided for under the existing 
tariff law. Reasons: The foreign exporter has no reason to undervalue his 
shipments; the custom-house officers at the port of entry have no complex 
questions to decide respecting real value of the goods, and all parties in- 
terested know the amount of duty clearly and definitely. 

- + * = * * . 

The tendency of wages is downward, but we have made no change our- 

selves as yet 
o * + * * cs * 

We believe that the present depression in tradeis almost wholly due to the 
general apprehension that a ical change in our laws is about to be 
made, viz, the substitution of a tariff for revenue fora protective tariff. For 
remedy (we ask the indulgence of the committee for the see untness 
of our reply, but it honestly represents our conviction on the subject): 
Cease tariff agitation and there will be a — and complete restoration 
of good times throughout the length and breadth of the land. 

They then state at some length what the materials are which 
they use. Theysay: 

To meet reduction of duty we should probably endeavor, first, to obtain 
all articles consumed in our manufacture at lower prices; second, with great 
reluctance we should reduce wages more nearly to the level of those paid in 
Europe; and third, if we find ourselves unable to compete with the Euro- 
pean manufacturers, we shall wind up the affairs of a business successfully 
carried on for one hundred and forty years, and close the factory. 

They then remark on the foreign articles which enter into 
competition, and say that none of their manufactured products 
are exported, and that there has been a decrease in cost and a 
decrease in price. They conclude by saying: 

If everthing entering into the cost of our product, viz, fuel, iron, cast- 
ings, animal matters, carbonate of potash, etc., and especially labor, were as 
cheap in this country as in Europe, there would be no necessity for a cus- 
toms duty on the finished article; but such a state of affairs is ly su 
posable, especially in the matter of labor, and could only be reached through 
great suffering and self-denial on the part of our la’ classes. 

We think the present rates of duty, which we believe have continued un- 
changed for thirty years (although we have no statistics at hand respecting 
this point), are as fair and equitable as any that could be adopted. In the 
pe a bill, which, however, failed to become a law, these rates were un- 


So in that bill, which was intended to be a bill for revenue 
which was made much more systematically, more uponagene 
principle than this bill, they received, oe to their state- 
ment, the same treatment which they had received eons 
but this bill not only cuts the rate heavily, but it classes the yel- 
low and the red product as exactly the same, when one is an in- 
ferior product and the other is made from it, according to their 
statement, by a great additional expenditure of labor. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
Ls Be committee. 

r. ALDRICH, I moved an amendment which must have es- 
caped the attention of the Chair. 


pro 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Rhode Island after the amendment of 
the committee is acted upon. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg pardon. 

The VICE-PRESIDE The question is on agreeing tothe 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I modify my amendment so as to make the 
rate 7 cents on red and 3 cents on the yellow, which are the rates 
imposed by the Mills bill. I hope that will be sufficiently satis- 
factory to Senators on the other side of the Chamber. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Rhode Island will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 57, line 21, after the word 
‘‘red,” insert ‘7 cents per pound;” and after the word “ yellow,” 
in the same line, insert ‘‘3 cents per pound;” so as to read: 


Prussiate of, red, 7 cents per pound, or yellow, 3 cents per pound. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I am beginning to pray to be delivered 
from the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] and to be turned 
over to the tender merciesof the Senatorfrom Texas[Mr. MIL.s)}. 
lam beginning to lament, if this bill is to become a law, that 
the Mills bill did not become a law, because certainly that was 
constructed with much more care, proceeded with much more 
system, and was more protective in some respects than the pend- 





ing bill. 

koe, it seems, the heart of the Senator from Texas, however 
much he dislikes ee duties, was moved to grant 7 cents a 
pound on red prussiate and 3 cents a pound on yellow. TheSen- 
ator must have thought that here was a public duty to be per- 
formed which required him for some reason to give up his fa- 
vorite ad valorem and fix aspecific rate, which under the present 
conditions probably would be sufficient! y protective to allow this 
industry to survive. 

It appears that we imported for the year ending June 30, 1893 
of red prussiate 16,679 pounds, and we manufactured 200,000 
pounds. Of yellow prussiate potash, we imported 1,047,910 
= and we manufactured 3,000,000 pounds. We have been 

oing well under the existing rates, while the ad valorem rate 
of 25 per cent, oes practical reduction, is likely to destroy 
the industry and subject the citizens to the necessity of using 
the foreign article. I hope, therefore, that the Senator from 
Texas will speak in support of this amendment, which pro tanto 
isan indorsement of one of his political positions taken not 
many years — 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is onagreeing tothe 
amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania[Mr.CAMERON]. However, lam 
allowed to vote to make a quorum. 

Mr. CALL (when his name wascalled). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor], but I transfer that pair 
to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE], and vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. DGE (when his name was called). I am yes with 
the senior Senator from New York [Mr. HILL], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. MI (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREy]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

“Mr. GORDON. Iam paired with the Senator from Iowa[Mr. 
WILSON]. 
Mr. GEORGE. [am paired with the Senator from Oregon 


[Mr. DoLPH}. 
The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 31; as follow 
YEAS—15. 
Aldric Du Mande Power, 
Ailieon” s Baie” — Shoup, 
Chandler, Higgins, Perk Teller. 
Davis, McMillan, Pettigrew, 
‘ NAYS—31. 
Bate, Coke, McPherson, Roach, 
perry Daniel, Martin, oe 
burn, Faulkner, Morgan, Vest, 
Blanchard, | oy Murphy, ee 
— mre ie 
r, 
Cockrell, McLaurin, Ransom, 
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NOT VONRNG—39. simply gave way to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] 
Alien, George, Jarvis, Pugh, to have certain committee appointments made. 
Butler Gormat Kyler = Sheri Mr.GRAY. That is true 
utler, jorman, yle, erman, Mh. WIR. DR EQINENT : : : 
ben OR Gray, Lodge, Smith, The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
‘Arey a Hansbrough, Mills, fs Squire, from Nebraska. 
— ‘ a ear wee wabern. Mr. MANDERSON (at 5o’clock and 55 minutes p.m). Tmove 
Dolph, Hoar, Morrill, Wilson, that the Senate adjourn. 
‘rye, Hunton, Platt, Wolcott. Mr. COCKRELL. I hope we will not adjourn. 
Gallinger, Irby, _ _ Procter, The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
So the amendment was rejected. the Senator from Nebraska that the Senate do now adjourn. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. [Putting the question.] The noes appear to have it. 


Mr. MANDERSON. [ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from lowa[Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM]. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name wascalled). Iought to have 
stated before that I am paired with the Senator from North Da- 
kota (Mr. HANSBROUGH], but the pair has been transferred to 
the Senator from Nebraska |Mr. ALLEN]. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam paired with the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. CAMERON]. If he were present [should vote ‘‘ nay.” 
1983) for the relief of the heirsof Elizabeth Townsend, deceased. | Mr. CAPPERY (after having voted in the negative). I am 
Since that time the House of Representatives passed a precisely paired with th- Senator from Montana [Mr. POWER], and I with- 
similar bill and it has been passed by the Senate. I ask thatthe | d'w my vote. ‘ ; s 
Senate bill be indefinitely postponed. It was sent back from | Mr. MILLS. I am paired with the Senator from New Hamp- 
the other House. shire[Mr. GALLINGER]. 


‘fn. SIDE f ithout objection. it is soordered. | Mr. CALL. I announce the pair of the Senator from Ver- 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Withou a/eonaan " mont i PROCTOR] and the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 


The bill (H. R. 236) to amend section 4837 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States as to soldiers’ homes, was read twice 
by its title. and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 6719) to provide for the validation of affidavits 
made before United States commissioners in all land entries, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. - 

The bill (H. R. 6748) making appropriations for the naval serv- 
ice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other pur- 
poses, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 


HEIRS OF ELIZABETH TOWNSEND, DECEASED. 
Mr. HARRIS. Sometime since the Senate passed a bill (S. 














THE REVENUE BILL. | KYLEI. : 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- Mr. BUTLER. If aquorum is not present I am authorized to 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide | vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. | Mr.GEORGE. I am paired with the Senator from Oregon 
Mr. MANDERSON. We have reached the end of one of the | [Mr. DoLPH]. 
main articles in this bill and we are about toembark upon a new The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 32; as follows: 
item or series of items, medicinal preparations. It has been ex- pri 
cessively warm in the Chamber all afternoon. i suggest to the Pa 7BAS~t. : 
Senator in charge of the bill that we had better take our medi- ee a a. Tonee’ 
cine in the morning rather than just now. Davis, Higgins, Patton. P 
Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator yield to me a moment | Dubois, Lodge, Perkins, 
until I can have a little committee business transacted? NAYS—32. 
Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. Bate, Coke, McPherson, Ransom, 
Berry, Daniel, Martin, Roach, 
COMMITTEE SERVICE. Blackburn, Fosizner, en Wis va 
Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent to make some — leone, Murphy, Vilas 
changes in the chairmanship of committees. The Senator from —, Tom Ark. —" Voorhees, 
Delaware [Mr. GRAY] will make a request. Cockrell, MeLantia. Pome - we 


Mr. GRAY. I desire to tender to the Senate my resignation 


as a member of the Committee on Patents. NOT VOTING—39. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Lhope the resignation will be accepted. | rice’ Gene 5 ay Onn 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Withoutobjection, the resignation | caftery, Gordon, Kyle, Sherman, 
will be accepted. Cameron, Gorman, Mills. Smith, 
Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senator from Delaware | (°%),... a oe a 
. ’ . o. - € , « . 34, : . é t, 
Mr. GRAY] be appointed chairman of the Committee on Privi- | Culiom, Hill, Pettigrew, Washbern, 
eges and Elections. Dixon, Hoar, Platt, Wilson, 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so | Poin —s ——, — 
ordered. , 
Mr. CALL. Iask to be relieved from further service upon | So the Senate refused to adjourn. | ; 
the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate take a recess until 11 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair | 0’clock to-morrow morning. 
hears none, and the Senator from Florida ts relieved from fur- sae nar thea Tecenadens The question is on the motion of 
ther service upon that committee. e prom + on! D. ’ 

Ne ee inted ohaittnon ot the Cotumities on Pet | Mr. HARRIS. ‘Tho question fa not debatable. 
Joa oF | Mr. MANDERSON. I submit that the motion to take a re- 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it isso ordered. | cess is debatable. — ak 

r. COCKRELL. I move that the Senator from North Car- The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
olins Mr. J ARTES) be appointed chairman of the Committee on | enh be abel + the motion is notdebatable. The Chair 
Civil Service and Retrenchment. are a Seg 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair | hay Yom cagpe lider no objection to giving unanimous con- 
hears none, and it is so ordered. . Bt . 
etait ae | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and 

THE REVENUE BILL. the Senator from Nebraska will proceed. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-| Mr. MANDERSON. [ask unanimous consent before moving 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide | anamendment to the motion to suggest my reason for the amend- 
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. ment. I certainly can not be canted among those who, by their 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate take a recess until 11 | vote or voice, have sought to delay action upon the bill. I have 
o'clock to-morrow; and I give notice that I shall immediately | taken no time in the discussion and I have taken no part in the 

the meeting of the Senate, if I can get the floor, move to | debate except to a very limited degree on the specific items. I 


u 
P to the consideration of the tariff bill. do not think I can be ranked, and I do not propose under usual 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of | conditions to be ranked, among those who are termed filibusters 
the Senator from Tennessee. or those who propose to delay the passage of the bill. 
Mr. MANDERSON. I thought I had been recognized, and The motion of the Senator from Tennessee proposes to con- 
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tinue the legislative day and by that course cut off action upon 
any motion, resolution, the presentation of any petition or the 
transaction of any business whatever, except the consideration 
of this bill, and it is proposed to consider it from 11 o'clock, the 
moment of meeting, until the Senate shall finally adjourn for 
the day, or take a recess for another day. 

Mr. President, it seems to me the time has hardly come for 
that sort of oppressive action. We have been here laboriously 
to-day in heat that is very oppressive, and really exceptional at 
this season of the year. [, for one, do not propose, if I can pre- 
vent it by any aetion of mine, to cut off members of the Senate 
from the usual morning business that pertains to the morning 
hour. We have already consented to reduce it from two hours 
to one, and now the proposition is to abolish it altogether, and 
to keep us here simply for the consideration of this bill and noth- 
ing else, no matter how important the matter may be that calls 
for our consideration. 

I move, therefore (if the proposition is that we shall continue 
the legislative day for the sole purpose of continuing the consid- 
eration of this bill), to amend the motion that the Senate take a 
recess until 12 o'clock noon to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS. The motion is not amendable. 

Mr, LODGE. It is not amendable? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Chair decide the motion not to be 
amendable? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has not decided. The 
Chair will be glad to hear the suggestion the Senator may make 
upon that question. 

Mr. HALE. Upon what ground— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChair will hear the suggestion 
as to whether the motion is amendable. 

Mr. HALE. I did not hear from whom the suggestion came. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have not referred totherule. Let the Sec- 
retary read the rule. I am not sure as to the Inatter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The rule will be read. The Chair 
desires to hold in accordance with the rules, so that there will 
be no misunderstanding. 

Mr. HALE. It-.is to take a recess to a particular hour. 

Mr. MANDERSON. As a matter of course it is amendable. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear the Senator 
from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. Let the Secretary read the rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The rule will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

RULE XXU. 
PRECEDENCE OF MOTIONS. 
When a question is pending no motion shall be received but— 


To adjourn, 
Toadjourn to a day certain, or that when the Senate adjourn it shall be 


to a day certain, 
To take a recess, 


~ a « me * ao aE 

which several motions shall have precedence as they stand arranged; and 
the motions relating to adjournment, to take a recess, to proceed to the con- 
ane of executive business, to lay on the table, shall be decided with- 
out de 5 

{Marginal note by Clerk.—Motion to take a recess amendable, 
but not debatable. 

Mr. HALE. Precisely. 

Mr. LODGE. Then it is stated in so many words that the mo- 
tion is amendable, but not debatable. 

Mr. HALE. It is clearly amendable, and has always been so 
considered. 

Mr. LODGE. Thatis the rule in every parliamentary body. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair willentertain the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. 
The question is upon the amendment seer by the Senator 
from Nebraska to the motion of the Senator from Tennessee. 
{Putting the question.] The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. ANDERSON . On that I demand the yeas and , 

Mr. VEST. Idemand acount. It requires one-fifth of the 
Senators present to order the yeas and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. is the demand for the yeas and 
nays seconded? 

he yeas and nays were ordered, fifteen Senators rising to sec- 

ond the demand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll will be called on agreeing 
to i ane to the ——— the a Tennessee. 

e Secretary proceeded to the roll. 
Mr. BUT (when his name was called). I am paired with 


the Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I announce the pair 
of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PrRocroR] with the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. Kye], and vote “ “sf 


with 
Mr. Squire}. I shall not vote 
unless my vote is necessary to make a quorum. 
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Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when hisname was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Carry], but I 
have reserved the right to vote tomake upaquorum. It ig per- 
fectly plain to me that a quorum isnot voting,andI vote “ ‘iy. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam paired with the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. DoLPH], but I have a right to vote to make a quorum. I 
yote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. BUTLER. I have a pair with the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. CAMERON], but am authorized to vote to make a 
quorum. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. GRAY. I refrained from voting because I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM]; and I vote 
now to make a quorum, pursuant to my understanding with him. 
I vote “ nay.” . 

Mr.GORDON. Byan arrangement with the senior Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] I am permitted to vote in a case of 
this nature where my vote would not change the final result. I 
vote “ - 

Mr. MILLS. I am paired with the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER], but I transfer that pair to the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. BRICE], and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Brice] is paired 
with the Senator from Rhode Island | Mr. Drxon]. 

Mr. MILLS. Then 1 withdraw my vote. 

Mr. TELLER. If my colleague [Mr. WOLCOTT] were present 
he would vote ‘‘nay.” The Senator from Texas can transfer the 
oo of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Drxon] to my col- 

eague and his pair with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
GALLINGER] to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Brice}. 

Mr. MILLS. Very well. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iam paired with the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. Power], but I have a right to vote to make a quorum. I 
vote *‘ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 5, nays 38, as follows: 


YEAS—5. 
Allison, Manderson, Patton, Perkins. 
Dubots, 
NAYS—. 
Bate, Daniel, McPherson, 
os he pene, Martin, Tellier, 
ac rn, eorge, Mills, Turpie, 
Blanchard, Gibson, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Butler, Gordon, Morgan, Vilas, 
Caffery, Gray, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Cail, Harris, Palmer, Walsh, 
ometen, ow ga — White. 
Cockrell, effer, 
Coke, McLaurin, Ransom, 
NOT VOTING—42. 
Aldrich, Gallinger, Jones, Nev. uay, 
Allen, orman, Kyle, 
peice, ale, "A a e, a 
ameron, Hansbroug Cc an, . 
y; Hawley, Mitchell, Oregon Squire, 
Chandler, Higgins, Morrill, Stewart, 
Cullom, Hill, Pettigrew, Washburn, 
. oar, Platt, W: " 
Dixon, Hunton, Power, Wolcott. 
Dolph, Irby, Proctor, 
Frye, Jarvis, Pugh, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move that when the Senate adjourn 
to-day it be to meet on Saturday next at 11 o’clock. 

Mr. BUTLER. That looks very much like filibustering. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On that I ask for a division. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let-us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I announce the pair 
of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PRocToR] with the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. KYL&] and vote “‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MILLS. Iam with the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER]. I transfer that pair to the Senator 
from = Brice] and vote “ nay.” 

t was : 


The res announced—yeas 0, nays 39; as follows: 
YEAS—0. 
NAYS—39. 
Bate, Caffery, Daniel, Gordon, 
Blanchard, Camden, George, " Jones, Ark. : 
Butier, Coke, Gibsen, Lindsay, 
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McLaurin, Morgan, Ransom, Vilas. 
McPherson, Murphy, Roach, Voorhees, 
Martin, Palmer, Teller Walsh, 
Mills, Pasco, Turpie, White. 
Mitchell, Wis. Peffer, Vest, 

NOT VOTING—46 
Aldrich, Gallinger, Kyle, Pugh 
Allen, Gorman, Lodge, Quay, 
Allison, Hale, McMillan, Sherman, 
Brice, Hansbrough, Manderson, Shoup, 
Cameron, Hawley, Mitchell, Oregon Smith, 
Carey, Higgins, Morrill, Squire, 
Chandler, Hill, Patton, Stewart, 
Culiom, Hoar, Perkins, Washburn, 
Davis, Hunton, Pettigrew Wilson, 
Dixon, Irby, Platt, Wolcott 
Dolph, Jarvis, Power, 
Frye, Jones, Nev. Proctor, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is not necessary. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Thatcomes of course. It does not need | 
a motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will call the roll—— | 

Mr. COCKRELL. No: I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be | 
directed to request the presence of absent Senators—— 

Mr. HALE. Oh, no. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And, if necessary,that he be directed to 
compel their attendance. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear the question 
of order raised by the Senator from Nebraska. | 
Mr. MANDERSON. I make the point of order that no motion 
of that kind can be had until after the call of the roll. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will rule that the Sec- 
retary must first call the roll. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is right. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


A quorum has not voted. 
I move a call of the.Senate. 


Aldrich, Cockreil, Hawley, Patton, 
Bate, Coke, Higgins, Pefter, 
Berry, Daniel, Lodge, Ransom, 
Blackburn, Dubois, McLaurin, ‘Teller, 
Blanchard, Faulkner, McPherson, Turpie, 
Butler, George, Manderson, Vilas, 
Caffery, Gibson, Morgan, Walsh. 
Call, Gordon, Murphy, 

Camden, Gray, Palmer, 

Chandler, Hale, Pasco, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thirty-seven Senators have an- 
swered to their names. There is no quorum present. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed 
to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSergeant-at-Arms will execute 
the order of the Senate. 

Mr. MANDERSON (at 6 o0’clock and 50 minutes p. m.). The 
depletion of the Senate is of such a character since the last roll 
call that I feel constrained to move that the Senate adjourn. 
We shall not have anyone here at all if we go on. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That can be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. FAULKNER. We can not have unanimous consent. If | 
necessary, I ask for the yeas and nays on that motion, as the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] is not present in the | 
Chamber. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have noquestion that the Senator from | 
Tennessee has absented himself from the Chamber for that pur- | 

e. Ican not imagine any other reason that could take him | 
rom the Chamber. 

Mr. FAULKNER. He is in charge of the bill and—— 
en COCKRELL. Let the Chair put the motion. It is in 

er. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT.- The Chair will put the motion. | 
The Senator from West Virginia was making an explanation. 
What was the suggestion of the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is a motion to adjourn explainable? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Or debatable? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. FAULKNER. lIcall for the yeas and nayson the motion. 

Mr. MANDERSON. All right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Nebraska that the Senate do now adjourn, on 
which the yeas and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and having been taken, the 

Was announced—yeas 12, nays 30; as follows: 





YEAS—12. 
Aldrich, Hale, Lodge, Perkins, 
Chandler, Hawiey, Manderson, Shoup, 
Dubois, Higgins, Patton, Teller. « 


NAYS-—30. 
Allen Camden, McLaurin, Ransom, 
Bate, Coke, McPherson Roach, 
Berry, Daniel Martin Turpie, 
Blackburn George, Mitchell, Wis Voorhees, 
Blanchard, Gibson, Murphy, Walsh, 
Butler, Gordon Palmer, White 
Caffery, Harris, Pasco 
Call, Lindsay Peffer 

NOT VOTING —43 

Ailison Gallinger Kyle Quay 
Brice, Gorman, McMillan, Sherman, 
Cameron Gray Mills, Smith 
Carey, Hansbrough Mitchell, Oregon Squire, 
Coc‘rell Hill Morgan, Stewart, 
Cullom, Hoar Morrill, Vest 
Davis, Hunton Pettigrew, Vilas 
Dixon, Irby, Plat Washburn 
Dolph, Jarvis, Power, Wilson,’ 
Faulkner Jones, Ark Proctor Wolcott 
Frye Jones, Nev. Pugh 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. BUTLER. We have been assured, Mr. President, byour 
friends—— 

Mr. MANDERSON. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask unanimous consent to make an explan.- 
tion. Lrise toa parliamentary inquiry. That is debatabie 

Mr. MANDERSON. No business, not even a parliamentary 
inguiry, can be received when a quorum is not present. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am not proposing to transact any business. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Unanimous consent can not be given 
with less than a quorum to do anything but-—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Nothing can be done. 

Mr. BUTLER. If Iam not allowed to go on—— 

Mr.MANDERSON. Theonly business in order is the calling 
of the roll. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the rule 
to be as stated by the Senator from Nebraska; but if there is no 
objection the Chair will hear the parliamentary inguiry. 

Mr. MANDERSON. All right: I donot object to a parliz- 
mentary inquiry. 

Mr. BUTLER. The parliamentary inquiry I desire to make 
is, whether cortain Senators, whom | may designate later, voted 
on a roll call not a great while ago in the Senate? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is that a parliamentary inquiry’ 

Mr. MANDERSON. I submit that is nota parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina that he does not regard that as a par: 
liamentary inguiry. The Chair will have the rule read. 

The Secretary read clause 3.of Rule V, as follows: 

3. Whenever upon such roll call it shall be ascertained that a quorum is 
not present, a majority of the Senators present may direct the Sergeant-at- 
Arms to request, and, when necessary, to compel the attendance of the ab 
sent Senators, Which order shall be determined without debates; and pend 
ing its execution, and until a quorum shall be present, no debate or motion 
except to adjourn, sha}! be in order. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms is now executing the order of the Senate. No 
motion or business is in order other thana motion to adjourn. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Has the roll been called since the dis- 
closure of the last lack ofa quorum? I submit that the vote 
upon the motion to adjourn discloses no quorum and that there 
has been no roll call since. 

Mr. PASCO. [suggest that that was disclosed before. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Isubmit as a parliamentary fact that 
a change in conditions. 


there may be 

Mr. BUTLER. I object to debate, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state,in response 
to the inquiry of the Senator from Nebraska, that the roll call 
disclosed the lack of a quorum, and the Sergeant-at-Arms is 
now executing the orderof the Senate. No business is in order, 
other than a motion to adjourn 

Mr. MANDERSON. May I be permitted by the President of 
the Senate to make a suggestion? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is willing to hear the 
Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. MANDERSON. At every roll call,even where there has 
been before that time disclosed the lack of a quorum, the law is 
imperative, based on the constitutional provisions that the roll 
must be called. The reason is obvious, if I may have the atten- 
tion of the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is hearing theSenator 
from Nebraska. 


Mr. MANDERSON. The reason is obvious, because there 


may be an entirely different number of Senators constituting 
less than a quorum upon the last call of the roll, and the duty of 
the Sergeant-at-Arms inenforcing the order of the Senate would 
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be entirely different because of different individuals he was to 


reach, 

Mr. FAULKNER. Thatis met at once, if the Senator will 
permit me, by the return of the Sergeant-at-Arms. Where the 
roll call has disclosed the want of a quorum and nothing is pre- 
sented to the Senate showing a quorum present, it can not be 
called again until the order has been executed and a quorum ap- 


pears. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has nodoubt of the cor- 
rectness of the Chair's ruling upon that point. The Sergeant- 
at-Arms is now executing the order of the Senate. Until that 
order is executed there is no business in order except a motion 
to adjourn. 

Mr. SHOUP. I was absent from the Chamber at the time the 
vote was taken which disclosed the fact that a quorum was not 
present and when the order was issued to request the attend- 
ance of Senators. On my return to the Senate I found the roll 
call in progress, which I ascertained to be on a vote for adjourn- 


ment. On that roll call I voted. 
Now, I have not answered on the previous call. I had not 
been advised whether a quorum was present or not. It had not 


been disclosed to me that a quorum had not been present at any 
time. This is the first ged I have had to answer. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the request of the Sena- 
tor from Idaho? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That his name be recorded. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Idaho asks that his name 
be recorded. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the name 
of the Senator from Idaho; 

Mr. SHOUP answered to his name. 

Mr. ALDRICH (at 7 o'clock and 30 minutes p.m.). Mr. Presi- 
dent, has the Sergeant-at-Arms reported upon the order of the 
Senate made some time since? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The Sergeant-at-Arms has not made a report. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest, then, Mr. President, that we 
might adjourn. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS. Upon which motion I ask for the yeas and 


nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. 

Theroll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 11, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—l1. 
Aldrich, Hale Manderson, Shoup, 
Chandler, Hawley, Patton, Squire. 
Dubois, Lodge, Perkins, 
NAYS—29. 

Allen, George McPherson, 
Bate, Gibson, Martin Vest, : 
Blackburn, Gordon, Mitchell Wis. Vilas, ies 
Caffery, ra: 
Call, : Palmer, Walsh. 
Camden, Hunton, Pasco, 
Daniel, Lindsay, Peffer, 
Faulkner, McLaurin, Roach, 

NOT VOTING—45. 
Allison, Dol Kyl Ransom, 
Berry, Pee, : MeMillan, Sherman, 
Bleachard, Gallinger, Mills, Smith, 
Brice, Gorman, Mitchell,Oregon Stewart, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Morgan, Teller, 
Cameron, Higgins, Morrill, Washburn, 
Carey, H Pettigrew, White, 
Cockreil, Hoar, Platt, . 
Coke, Irby, Power, Wolcott. 
Cullom, ar Proctor, 
Davis, Jones, Ark. Pugh, 
Dixon, Jones, Nev. Quay, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. PuGH (at 7 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m.) entered the 
Chamber and responded to his name. 

Mr. MARTIN (at 7 o’clock and 47 minutes p. m.) entered the 
Chamber and responded to his name. 

Mr. CHAND (at 8 o'clock and 14 minutes p.m.). Is it in 
order for me to submit some remarks on the general principles 
that ought to govern the framing of this bill! 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the 
Senator from New Hampshire that nothing is in order except a 
motion to adjourn. 

Mr. WHITES. If the Senator from New Hampshire will con- 
fine himself to ocher, or possibly to castor oil, I do not know 
that there ought to be oy objection to hearing him. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Would it be in order to move to send the 
Assistant PoE after the Sergeant-at-Arms to find out 
whether anything is being done to secure a quorum? 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inform the 
Senator from Rhode Island that a report will be made by the 
Sergeant-at-Arms in a few moments. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (at 8 o’clock and 20 minutes p. 
m.) The Chair lays before the Senate the report of the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


SERGEANT-AT-ARMS, UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, May 17, 1894. 


Stir: In obedience to the instructions of the Senate directing the Sergeant- 

seams to request the attendance of absent Senators, I have to report as 
ollows: " 

Ten Senators are absent from the city. 

Twenty-two Senators have not yet been found. 

One, the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], says his health will 
not permit him to attend. 

Nineteen of those reported absent are now presentor have said they would 
come at once. 

Very respectfully, 
R. J. BRIGHT, Sergeant-at-arms. 
Hon. A. E. STEVENSON, 
Vice-President of the United States and President of the Senate. 


Mr. PASCO. I suggest that the names of the absent Senators 
be called, so as to see whether any have responded to the re- 
quest of the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is that in order, Mr. President? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Chair state what the request 
was before ruling upon it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request was that the 
names of absent Senators be called. 

Mr. PASCO. If there is any doubt about the propriety of 
the request, I will withdraw the application. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. hat is the pleasure of the 


nate? 

Mr. ALLEN. I suggest the absence of a quorum and ask 
that the roll be called. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inform the 
Senator from Nebraska that it is already known to the Chair 
and to the Senate that there are only 40 Senators present. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to answer to my name. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator has a right to be 
recorded on the roll if he was absent at the time. 

Mr. ALLEN responded to his name. 

Mr. HARRIS. The uniform custom since I have been in the 
the Senate was upon an occasion such as this that the roll call 
continued. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isuggest that unanimous consent be had for 
anything that is in the nature of debate. 

Mr. HARRIS. There is nothing in the nature of debate. I 
am stating what the uniform custom of the Senate has been in 
respect to thismatter. ‘ue roll call is continued until aquorum 
appears, and therefore—— 
he PRESIDING OFFICER.’ The Chair so ruled in the in- 
formation he gave the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 

Mr. HUNTON. May I be noted as present? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The name of the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. HUNTON] will be called. 

r. HUNTON answered to his name. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed 
to compel the attendance of absent Senators, but I desire to ex- 
clude from that order the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], 
whose health is such that he ought not to be asked to come here, 
and I also desire to exclude the name of the Senator from Ohio 


[Mr. SHERMAN]. 

’ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennesseo 
moves that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to comp2! the 
attendance of absent Senators, excluding from that.order the 
senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] and the senior 
Senator from Ohio[Mr. SHERMAN]. Is the Senate ready for t!e 


question? 
Mr. ALDRICH. I raise a question of order. 
The PRESIDING OFFIC The Senator from Rhode Is- 


1and will state his question of order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My point of order is that itis not competent 
‘or the Senate to compel the attendance of absent Senators. 
That a has been before the Senate a number of times, 
and it has always been decided that it is not competent for the 
Senate to do it. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. I beg the Senator's pardon; it never has 
been so decided. The rule is explicit. , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would rule thatthe 
motion of the Senator from Tennessee is in order. What will 
nt -thereg result of the motion is a question not now before the 

r. 
Mr. MANDERSON. I have no question of the correctness of 
that ruling. I have a little doubt as to whether we can without 
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a quorum excuse members, but I wish to make no pointupon it, 
except to add to those to be excused the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. CAMERON], who I know has been quite under the 
weather for some time. ; 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to that. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent, the Sen- | 


ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] will be excepted from 
the order. 

Mr. PALMER. I move toexcept my colleague [Mr. CULLOM], 
who is absent on account of the sickness of his daughter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. HARRIS, None. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I supposed that the exceptions were in- 
tended to apply to all who were absent from the city, and that 
the motion was intended to apply only to those who are in the 
city of Washington. 

Mr.HARRIS. Thatsupposition of the Senator is, like most of 
his suppositions, absurd. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Tennessee, that the Sergeant-at-Arms be 
directed to compel the attendance of absent Senators. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant-at-Arms will 
execute the order of the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER (at 8 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.). I take 
the liberty (although I may subject myself to the charge of ab- 
surdity) tocallattention to the fact that the senior Senator-from 
Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] is not recorded as present. 

Mr. HARRIS. He has been very numerously present for a 
good while. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest, if the suggestion is not absurd, 
that the Senator's name be called, so that he may be recorded as 

resent. 

’ The PRESIDING OFFICER. This proceeding is by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. HARRIS (at 8 o'clock and 45 minutes p.m.). I under- 
stood from some remarks a short time ago, I believe by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire one CHANDLER], that my name does 
not appear upon the roll call on which we are proceeding. Is 
that true? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
is correct. ; 

Mr. HARRIS.’ Then I want it to appear. 
ull the time, and I am here still. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I was aware the Senator was here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The name of the Senator from 
Tennessee will be called. 

Mr. HARRIS answered to his name. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to inquire whether a quorum 
of the Senate is present. I ask for an announcement of the re- 
sult of the roll call. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-three Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to dispense with all further proceed- 
ings under the call. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Is- 
land moves to dispense with all further proceedings under the 
eall. Is the Senate ready for the question? [Putting the ques- 
tion.] The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. [call for a division. 

There were on a division—ayes 5, noes 31; no quorum voting. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 


roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


The Chair is informed that it 


Ihave been here 


Aldrich, Daniel, McLaurin, Pugh, 
Allen, Dubois, McPherson, Roach, 
Bate, Faulkner, Manderson, panies, 
Berry, eorge, Martin, Teller, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Mills, Turpie, 
Blanc . Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Caffery, Gray, Palmer, ilas, 
Call, Hi b Pasco, Voorhees, 
Camden, Hunton, Patton, Walsh, 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Peffer, White. 
Coke, Lindsay, Perkins, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-three Senators have re- 
sponded to their names. A quorum is present. The question 
recurs on the motion of the Senator from Rhode Island to dis- 

nse with all further proceedings under the call, upon which a 

ivision has been called for. 

The question being put, there were, on a division—ayes 0, 


noes 35. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum is present. The 
Secretary will call the roll. 


XXVI——306 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Aldrich, Dubois, McPherson, Ransom, 
Allen, Faulkner, Manderson, Roach, 
Bate, George, Martin, Shoup, 
Berry, Gibson, Mills, Squire, 
Blackburn, Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Teller, 
Caffery, Gray, Palmer, Turpie 
Call, Harris, Pasco, Vest, 
Camden, Hunton, Patton, Vilas, 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Peffer, Voorhees, 
Coke, Lindsay, Perkins, Walsh, 
Daniel, McLaurin, Pugh, White. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-five Senators having an- 
swered to their names, a quorum of the Senate is present. The 
question recurs on the motion of the Senator from Rhode Island 
fox ALDRICH], to dispense with further proceedings under the 
eall. 


Mr. MANDERSON. That, I believe, is a debatable motion. 
At least I know of no reason why it should not be debatable, 
and I believe it is such. 

Mr. TELLER. What is the motion? 

Mr. MANDERSON. The motion is to dispense with further 
proceedings under the call, which of course dispenses with any 
further action by the Sergeant-at-Arms to compel the attend- 
ance of absent Senators, and would permit us, a quorum being 
present, to proceed with the transaction of any business that 
may be brought before the Senate. 

Mr. President, I rise not for the purpose of addressing myself 
particularly to the question as to whether proceedings under the 
call should be dispensed with, but to call attention to the exist- 
ing condition. The debate upon the tariff bill proceeded this 
afternoon and progress was made upon the bill after certain 
speeches had been made. We reached, apparently, a point that 
was satisfactory, so far as the day’s work was concerned, to the 
Senator whois in parliamentary charge of the bill, and there then 
came in most unexpected fashion and without notice a motion 
to take a recess until 11 o’clock to-morrow. Had that motion 
been presented to the Senate when this side was fairly repre- 
sented as to its membership I do not know that there would 
have been vigorous opposition to it on the part of many who 
were here. 

It would not have met with my approval, but that opposition 
would have been expressed in the usual fashion, and simply by 
the record of my vote and perhaps the raising of my voice against 
it; but certainly I would have gone into nothing that partook 
of the nature of filibustering had it been made under different 
conditions. But with a very full Senate, so far as the Demo- 
cratic side of the aisle was concerned, and with but eight or ten 
members present on this side, the usual leave-taking that we 
have between 5 and 5 o'clock having come to us, this unex- 
pected and most exceptional motion was made by the Senator 
from Tennessee, representing the majority side. [do not want 
to characterize that action as being unfair, but it is at least un- 
usual that action of that sort should be attempted to be talren 
under these circumstances. 

The proposition as made is apparently that we shall continne 
in the discussion of this billon the present legislative day. The 
effect of that is that no other business will be transacted except 
the discussion of the tariff bill. It means a practical denial of 
the right of petition. If means that no matter how important 
the petition, how important the bill or the resolution that a 
Senator desires to intrcduce, or that his constituents desire that 
he shall introduce, no matter how important the report from 
some committee may be, the opportunity shall not be given to 
him to present it. 

Now, for one I oppose that sort of action, 
forced in the consideration of this bill by an 
want no delay in the consideration of the bill. I want no time 
taken for the mere sake of taking up time. I want the Senate 
to proceed and proceed with rapidity in the consideration of the 
minor questions in the bill, so that when we come to the great 
questions that are involved in it we may have full and fair de- 
bate that will not be wearisome, but will be such as should be 
made upon questions so importantas those that pertain to sugar, 
to wool, to woolen fabrics, to the question of raising revenue by 
a tax upon incomes. 

Mr. President, I have noquestion but that if to-morrow morning 
the Senator from Tennessee, when this side was fairly and fully 
represented, had suggested to the Senate his desire for unani- 
mous consent, commencing, we will say, at a day two or three 
days in advance, so that full notice might be given to absent 
Senators, that perhaps on Monday next we would begin our ses- 
sions at 10 o’clock and after devoting an hour to morning busi- 
ness we would commence the consideration of this bill at li 
o'clock, it would have been acceded to. I have no question but 
that if he had made the proposition to-morrow morning that at 


No haste can be 
such method. [ 
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the conclusion of the morning business, and co morning | an extra session, and this isa ar session of Congress for the 
business to that which did not involve debate we take up | consMeration of all business of all character-—— 


this bill, that proposition would have been acceded to. 

But this effort, under the circumstances I have narrated, when 
with a full membership on the other side of the aisle and witha 
mere handfull here, to ask us that we should take action that 
should bind the whole of this side of the Chamber, I think very 
prove led to just the character of ———- that it has pro- 

uced, which character of opposition will be proceeded with if 
the proceedings is to be insisted upon in this fashion. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, the fact that notice, formally 
or otherwise, was nah. ainen, of the intent to make the motion 
for a recess is magnified by the Senator from Nebraska im- 
measurably beyond any just proportion that can be attached to it. 

1 will state the progress made to-day: About three hours and 
a half were consumed in general debate without coming down to 
asingie paragraph or a single amendment. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Oniy the difference between tweedledum 
and tweedledee. 

Mr. MANDERSON. For the sage of appropriation bills 
and other matters of general interest. 

Mr. LER. The Senatoris notcorrectinhisfacts. There 
was no session called for any special purpose. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It was generally so understood. 

Mr. TELLER. It might have been understood that that was 
the main , and I presume it was with certain parties, but 
the session was a session for all sorts of business, and the Senate 
transacted various kinds of business. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Was it not generally understood, or was it 
not the practice of that session, that no general business should 
be transacted? I do not know that there was a committee meet- 
ing; certainly no committee to which I belonged reported a sin- 


The day’s work amounted to comparatively very little. We | gle bill 


went over a few paragraphs of the bill. I and a number of 
other Senators on this side thought that we ought to avail our- 
selves of little longer hours. We have no power tolimit debate. 
For that reason I made the motion, without any extended con- 
ference with either side of the Chamber—only a few Senators 
on this side. It was not contemplated an hour before the mo- 
tion was made. I had no dream of taking advantage of any- 
body; nor do I think now that the thinness on the other side of 
the Chamber, or either side, furnishes any sort of excuse or jus- 
tifieation for the course which has been pursued here. 

I confess that I was profoundly astonished when I found the 
Senator from Nebraska eens the movement he cham- 
pioned, because [ have found that Senator very generally, if not 
always,eminently practical and ready to proceed with public 
business and never seeking to delay. I may be mistaken, but I 
think my memory is not at fault w I say that when we were 
considering the repeal of the purehasing clause of the 
act a similar policy was pursued with the approval and codpera- 
tion, | am inclined to believe, of the Senator from Nebraska, 
and we did take recess after recess to avoid the business of the 
morn hour for a short time. 

Mr. MANDERSON rose. 

Mr. HARRIS. Now, if the Senator had allowed my motion 
to carry-—— 

Mr. MANDERSON. Will the Senator allow me a word? 

Mr. HARRIS. I should have consulted, as [ have consulted 
from time to time, the other side. It has been my pleasure to 
make arrangements with them where — I expect to con- 
tinue to consult them, and where it is possible to come to an 

eement, I shall always be glad to do it. But if it is impos- 
le to come to an agreement that will s this cause, t 
will forward and make ress upon this bill, I must 
the a of the Senate to take control of it and do best 
they can. I am very much surprised at the course things have 
taken here to-night. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I simply desire to ask the Senator, who 
speaks of there being some precedent for this action, whether 
he knew during the debate on the silver bill of any action such 
as the signature of a paper to bind the majority of the Senate to 
a certain action, and then that action attempted to be enforced 
at a time when the minority of the Senate were to a very large 
number absent from the Senate? 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not know, ah paeaend te the existence 
of any such paper at the timo the Senator refers to, nor do I 
know of the tence of any such paper at any other time. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Net even now? 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not, nor does the Senator, I imagine. 
xe RS eles eee 
e . MANDERSON i a lit 

pl ag I recollect at 


more active to-night than it was at the last 
the last seasion of Congress when the debate on the silver ques- 
tion was p in an orderly » without unnecessary 


roceeding any 

delay, without the slightest obstruction on the of the oppo- 
nents of the repeal of the purchasing clause of Sherman law, 
that a motion came in here without any noticeto any silver Sena- 
tor—I prestume some others might have had notice of it—to hold 
long continuous sessions th h the nighttime. That mo 
did not meet with any ‘on the part of the silver Sena- 
tors, although we thought itwasrather harshonus. Itreceived 
the support of the Senator from Nebraska, and for two or three 
weeks, or several weeks at least, the r _ of petition, about 
which he is so solicitous to-night, was denied to all the people 
of the United States. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes, but the Senator will probably per- 
mit me to say—— 

Mr. TELLER. tT will permit the Senator to say anything he 


chooses. 
Mr. MANDERSON. That was a called session of Congress, 


Mr.MANDERSON. And noappropriation bills were reported 
or considered. 

Mr. TELLER. It was the understand of the majority of 
the Senate that the Senate should be held to that particular 
bill, and nothing else, and it was an attempt on the part of the 
majority of the Senate, of which the Senator from Nebraska 
was one, that cut off debate as well as cut off petitions. Itwasa 
determination that there should be no debate upon the silver 


i j uld it. 
i VOORHEES We ir the oa vield to me a moment? 


Mr. TELLER. I yield to the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. VOORHEES. AsI had charge of the pe measure 
at that time, I venture to interpose se emg sate which is, 
that during the two or three weeks that we adjourned by re- 
cesses instead of by regular adjournment there was no denial 
here of the right of petition. My recollection is that every 
morning I allowed a liberal space of time for the transaction of 
that kind of morning business which would consume no time in 
debate. Certainly I have no recollection of the right of petition 
being denied; but the taking of the recesses ins of adjourning 
was, as a matter of course, an interference with the business of 
the morning hour. It was found to be It was a 
measure which I took no pleasure in resorting to, and I would 


/not now but for the fact that it is manifest to my mind that 
| debate is to be resorted to here to pass 


the summer in this body 
without _monaings the bill on the subject of the tariff. I am 
reconciled to a measure of this kind only because of extreme 
ee While I regretted the measures that were necessary 
during the extra session—and —— it largely on account of 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. ager wed do not think 
those proceedings were open to the c which are in- 
d od: in at this time. 

ade oe unt sobject eat Fapprchouttiaae sill bs j - 
may do upon that s apprehe re no just 
grounds of complaint of the absolute denial of the right of pre- 


oe titions in this body because of the taking of a recess 
rather an 
I think there isa r spirit in which to execute a measure 


of this kind, which would obviate complaint to a large extent. 
In fact, there was but little, if re age a t durin, 
the extra session; there was but , if any, acrimony or ani- 
mosity engendered here. Whilst we had to resort to extreme 
measures, still they were executed in such a spirit as to disarm 
them of their most offensive qualities. 

I wanted to this much, Mr. President. 

Mr. . Mr. nt—— 

Mr. MANDERSON. With the permission of the Senator 
SS ee Senator from Indiana a 

uestion . 
’ Mr. TELLER. I a, for that a. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Lask the tor from Indiana whether 
he has any recollection of the denial of debate during the dis- 
owe se of the silver question, as suggested by the Senator from 

orado. 

Mr. TELLER. I can answer that question. The Senator 
from Nebraska and his coadjutors were not able to deny the 


tion | rightof debate in this Senate. 


r. MANDERSON. No. 
Mr. VOORHEES. Certainly not. 
Mr. TELLER. But the most determined effort was made by 


the then majori oo es a Sees eee ne Cumntor 
from abn eorane I admit, as the chairman of the 


Finance pacar ae that every . was es in the 
morning hour nt, ex ia, , me they 
would be allowed b do that ir ceatabe we had taken 


a recess until 11 o’clock. I donot, however, know as to that. 
I only desired to call attention to the new-born zeal of the 
Senator from Nebraska in the interest of the right of petition. 
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Lagree with him that the right of petition ought to be respected; 
but I think it is not of a bit more consequence than the right of 
fair debate in this body. , 

Mr. President, we met, I think, during the last session at 10 
o’clock, part of the time at least, and we sat here frequently un- 
til 8or9 o’clockin the evening. That, however, was not enough; 
and we were then required to sit through the nighttime, which 
we did until it was found that that wasafailure. I donotrecol- 
lect any of the Senators on this side of the Chamber, who were then 
so solicitous for action, entering any protest to what we consid- 
ered the unusual and cruel methods which were then proposed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Particularly the Senator from ode Is- 
land [Mr. ALDRICH] did not enter any protest. 

Mr, TELLER. No Senator who is now complaining of the 
action of the majority complained then, so far as I knuw, of what 
we thought, I repeat again, was rather severe treatment on the 
partofthe suaborite t0 the Senators on this side who formed a part 
of the minority. i have a distinct recollection that the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance, who had that bill in charge, 
and whose good nature we are familiar with, was fairly forced 
into longer hours by the taunting that came from this side of 
the Chamber from Senators who are now exceedingly anxious 


for delay. 

Mr. HARRIS. With the permission of the Senator from Col- 
orado, I should like to call attention of the Senator to a fact. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. That duri gon long debate, where he and 
I happened to be together in the minority, there was not a roll 


call upon a question or to show the presence of a quorum that 
both he and I wére not in our places and answering it invaria- 
bly—somewhat different from the course of our friend from 
Nebraska and other Senators on that side of the Chamber this 


evening. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, during that debate I had oc- 
casion toexpress whatI believed to be the right of the minority, 
which was by dilato pea to secure to itself the right 
to dehate at the right to consideration. I have not — 
my views upon that subject. I believe now that that right be- 
longs to the minority, and I shall be always ready, whenever [ 
think the question is of sufficient importance, to exercise that 
right, if I may be a member of the minority; but I have a very 
distinct recollection of the hes made by my political asso- 
ciates upon that question the severe castigation that we re- 
ceived. Wewerefrank enough to say that we intended to come 
here at night and by dilatory pr ngs prevent being forced 
into a debate. 

The Senators on thisside, suppose, still insist that filibuster- 
ing is a very un-Senatorial seme | of course, except when 
they think they are imp rly treated. 

Mr. President, we have been deba this bill for about ten 
days. Everybody knows that if the bill is to pass between this 
time and the 4th of March, 1895, there must be more progress 
made than has been made or than is likely to be made under this 
method of ure. 

Iam opposed to this bill; 1am not going to vote for it; but I 
expect it to be passed, and I expect it to become a law. I ex- 


tit to be because the question of the revision of the 
iff was ‘tted to the American people in 1892, and the 
voice of the American people was in favor of a revision. Whether 


the revision now is in accordance with the wishes of the major- 
ity of the le, [do not know. That is a question for the ma- 
ty of this Chamber and the majority of the other House to 
termine. They are charged with that responsibility,and not 
we. But that the peopfe have aright to have some kind of leg- 
islation upon this subject nobody need deny. They voted for it, 
and they are entitled to it. 

There is no between this subject and the repeal of the 
Sherman bill, for which the people have not clamored and for 
which they have not voted. 

Mr. And that question was never submitted at 


election. 

“i. TELLER. That question was never submitted, as the 

Senator from Missouri s ts, to the people, and upon it the 

never have been heard. ave no doubt, as suggested, that 
they had been questioned upon thatsubjectand their verdict had 
been taken, it would have been the other way. But no matter 
if ae: roceeding in this in rderly it is 
we are p case in an orderly manner, 

evident that we shall have to lengthen the hours of the session. 
If the Senators who are opposing this bill so actively on the 
little minor schedules expect to be heard upon all of these and 
ra all of the great questions which are concerned in the bill, 
expect to be heard and ever to come to a 
must know that the hours of daily sessions must 
; and there is no reason for saying that it is any 
upon them, if the majority shall lengthen the hours, 


3 


as the majority lengthened them inthe extra session, and as the 
majority always lengthen the hours in this body when they 
have determined that a particular bill is to come to a final vote. 

Mr. President, I agree entirely with the sentiment uttered 
yesterday by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusors], which is 
that the people of the United States expect action upon this bill, 
and that it is important that action bo taken. I do not mean to 
ped that there should be such haste with this bill as to prevent 

r discussion of the income tax and of the sugar tax, and of the 
question of placing wool on the free list: but I do say, Mr. Pres- 
ident, that I do not believe the American people are concerned 
whether these little items in this bill have 20 per cent or 25 per 
cent duty placed — them, or that the people care very much 
whether the duty is ad valorem or specific. 

That is nat what the people are concerned about in this bill. 
The people are concerned that if this bill goes through, it shall 
be a fair bill, one that shall not destroy the industries of the 
country; one that, if it is a free-trade bill, shall mark distinctly 
the line between protection and free trade. Those are ques- 
tions that I think could be profitably discussed; and if we are to 
have a profitable discussion, we must have time to discuss those 
questions, which we shall not get, judging from the debate dur- 
ing the past ten Te unless we lengthen the hours of the ses- 
sion,I repeat. So I have been myself inclined to favoran earlier 
meeting of the Senate. I believe the Senate ought to meet at 
10 o'clock in the morning. I believe that is the time to meet; 
and I would give a reasonable time for the introduction of morn- 
ing business, and then take vp this bill, and proceed with it. 

enators who have been tal ing disclaim any intention of un- 
necessary delay. Iam not charging that that is their purpose 
or their object; I am only showing if that is fair debate and 

itimate debate, and if that is to be continued on the whole 

1, and we come toa vote, as they admit we mustand we ought, 
it must be done either ae the hoursor by the aul 
tion of a rule which shall cut off debate in reference to this bill 
before it is closed, and that Iam opposed to. Iam for givin 
the minority in this body at all times and on all questions all 
the time for debate which they think they want, believing and 
knowing, as I have seen in the a that the majority, when it 
is determined to pass a bill, will pass it. 

There never has been an occasion when the majority of this 
body desired to pass a bill that they did not find a way to pass 
it; and that will occur now with this bili. If there isa majorit 
on that side of the Chamber of Democrats, who want this bill 
—— it will be passed. There will be no vote for this bill on 

is side of the Chamber—not one. If there is afull vote on the 
other side it will become a law. If there is less than a majority 
vote on the other side it will not become a law. 

In view of the condition of the country, in view of the fact that 
our manufactories are idle, and that at least three million men 
with their dependents are without labor or the opportunity to 
earn their bread, I submit there is no analogy between this case 
and the case which was before the Senate at the special session. 
If bay was a demand for action then, there is infinitely more 
to-day. 

Mr. President, I do not believe that the passage of the pend- 
ing bill will bring the millenium; I do not believe that it will 
bring prosperity; but I know what it will bring to the people— 
certainty. The people will know then what they have got to 
meet. Kvery manufacturer will make his calculations as to the 

urchase of his materials for his factory; every producer will 
w exactly what the price, or nearly what the price of his 
roduct is to be, so far at least as it will be affected by foreign 

a. 

hy is ft not the proper thing for us to do, to bring this toan 
issue just as soon as it can be fairly done, after fair debate, after 
fair consideration, after fair exposure, on the part of those who 
do not believe in the bill, of its fallacies, of its weaknesses, of 
its absurdities, and, on the other side, a reasonable defense of 
the bill? So, Mr. President, so far as I am concerned, my vote — 
shall be given inthat direction. I believe that to be om; [ 
believe that to be demanded by the people of this country. 

I have heard but one voice trom my section of the country, 
and that is to di of this question. In my section of the 
a we do not believe that we are suffering from a threat 
of tariff legislation; we do not believe we are suffering from the 
evils of the McKinley act; we believe we are suffering froma 
vicious monetary system which has been forced upon this coun- 
try by one section of it against the wishes of a great majority of 
the people of the country; and we believe when it shall be demon- 
strated that no revision of the tariff will bring prosperity to the 
country, the people will take hold of this question and in some 

ind = what the trouble is; and, having found out, they 
w y the remedy. 

For that reason J am in favor of not haste, but proper dis- 

patch. Iam willing that Senators who do not believe that this 
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is a fair bill shall have every opportunity to present their ob- 
jections to it; lam willing that they shall proceed even to the 
extent of what may seem tedious to some, if they think they ought 
todoso I have no criticism to make of individuals who think their 
duty requires them to doacertain thing. Each individual for 
himself must determine what is his duty touching this matter. 
I think the majority have a right to proceed with this bill with 
reasonable dispatch, not with haste, not with the haste that was 
attempted at the last session, but with reasonable dispatch, and 
to dispose of the bill or to bring it where, if there is a majority 
on that side in favor of it, that can be determined and the coun- 
try will know whether it is to live under the McKinley act or 
under this bill, whatever it may be or whatever it may be called. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I rise to endeavor to dep- 
recate the anger of the Senator from Colorado |Mr. TELLER] 
against his Republican associates by reason of their acts of this 
aibiannok in declining to allow a vote to be taken for a recess 
until 11 o’clock to-morrow. I do not think the Senator does us 

justice when he castigates us for the fidelity with which we fol- 
lowed under the lead of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voor- 
HEES] last summer upon the so-called silver bill. The truth 
was that that was rather an unnatural alliance. The Republic- 
ans were not the leaders on the question—— 

Mr. COCKRELL, Oh, yes; the Senator from Rhode Island 
{[Mr. ALDRICH] was one of the principal leaders, 

Mr. CHANDLER. The leadership was the President of the 
United States and the Senator from Indiana; the Republicans 
were only soldiers in the great fight; andif any harsh measures 
were adopted that have met with the criticism of the Senator 
from Colorado, it was rather the fault of the leaders whom we 
foliowed than of the rank and the file, who naturally went with 
them. ‘Therefore, I hope the Senator from Colorado will ex- 
cuse us if in that contest, originated by the President of the 
United States, who called us in extra session, and conducted by 
the Senator from Indiana and his Democratic associates, we 
were faithful to the movements which were then made to ac- 
complish the Democratic result which was then sought. I do 
not think the Senator should take occasion to discipline us all 
for that mistake, if we made one, under those peculiar circum- 
stances, . 

Now, however, the situation is changed. Just when we give 
up following after these false gods and resume our natural alle- 
glance toour own pee and are united, as the Senator from Colo- 
rado says we are united, in opposition to this bill, the Republican 
party against the Democratic party, and when we should have 
the Senator with us on all points of the fight, our alliance being 
dissolved with the Senators upon the other side of the Chamber, 
the Senator from Colorado takes occasion to form an alliance 
such as he then denounced. 

Mr. President, I think that is harsh treatment of us. I donot 
think that we should be judged in our present movement as a 
party by a reference to that grand nonpartisan movement for 
repealing the purchasing clause of the Sherman act and giving 
prosperity to a distracted and distressed country. 

The present issue which is before the Senate is much nar- 
rower than that which the Senator from Colorado has discussed. 
The Senator from Colorado and the Senator from Idaho, and one 
or two other Senators upon this side of the Chamber, have dis- 
tinctly stated publicly that they would take no part in filibus- 
tering; that they would not attempt by unusual means to pre- 
vent the passage of the pending bill. Therefore it has been 
evident from the beginning that its passage was not likely to be 
defeated by filibustering. 

The same Senators have said.that they would vote for suffi- 
ciently long hours to give proper consideration to the bill; and 
that is all which Senators upon the other side of the Chamber 
have professed to wish. Under those circumstances, there has 
been no intention on this side of the Chamber to prevent the 
majoriiy from voting for such hours as they wish to have given 
to the consideration of the bill. 

If they deliberately decide that we are to begin at 11 o’clock, 
we must begin at 11 o'clock; if they deliberately decide that we 
must begin at 10 o’clock, then we must begin at 10 o'clock; fora 
majority unquestionably can vote upon that question, and will 
vote upon that question under proper conditions and under rea- 
sonable circumstances; but the trouble was simply this, that a 
vote was attempted to be broughton here at6 o’clock this after- 
noon, without any notice to this side of the Chamber that the 
vote was to be brought on, and with studied preparation for the 
vote upon the other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. President, an agreement was entered into that we should 
meet at 1] o'clock, and that at 12 o'clock we should the 
consideration of the tariff bill. This side of the Chamber has 
not undertaken to interfere with that agreement. An attempt 
was made here the other morning, when there was no quorum, 
at half past 11 o'clock, by some Senator to move an adjourn- 
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ment, and I promptly said that it was contrary to the under- 
standing by unanimous consent that we should begin the consid- 
eration of the tariff bill at 12 o'clock. 

We have begun the consideration of the tariff bill at 12 o'clock; 
we have gone on with it until 6 o'clock; and then the Senator 
from Tennessee has always moved either an adjournment or an 
executive session. What has been the result? [thas been that 
at about 5 o'clock every afternoon Senators have dropped away, 
have gone to their homes, and at no time has there been a quo- 
rum of the Senate here, I think, at half past 5 o’clock; certainly 
at no time has there been a quorum here at 6 o'clock; and from 
both sides of the Chamber there has been this absenteeism. 

Certainly, under those circumstances, if the Senator from 
Tennessee had wished to change the method of doing business 
and to move a continuous session of the Senate for the purpose 
of going on with the consideration of this bill, he ought to have 
given usenotice, so that we could have had our Senators upon 
this side of the Chamber ready to vote either yea or nay upon 
that proposition. Instead of that, what was the situation? At 
6 o’clock, when we all expected to go into executive session or 
have an adjournment, the Senator sprang this motion on us. 

There were not half a dozen Senators upon this side of the 
Chamber, when suddenly * sprang on the other side of the 
Chamber thirty Senators, like so many Indians from ambush 
[laughter], and the Senator from Tennessee sounded the charge 
upon the little handful, the forlorn hope upon this side. 

Mr. President, without desiring to complain of the Senator 
from Tennessee, who is usually so courteous and only occasion- 
ally forgets himself and relapses into discourtesy to me, I sub- 
mit that if the Senator wishes this fundamental change of pro- 
ceeding, he ought not to have allowed the Senators upon the 
other side of the Chamber to have deliberately planned to all be 
here at 6 o’clock, when he sprang his unexpected motion, with 
a view of carrying the motion for an 11 o’clock recess, to let it 
go out to the country that there were thirty-five Democratic 
votes recorded for it and not over ten or twelve Republican Sen- 
ators in their seats to vote. 

I say that was not just, that that was not a proceeding which 
the Republican Senators could be expected to submit to. There- 
fore it is that I have been appealing all the evening to the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee to forego the.pleasure of ramming this 
motion down our throats, and to give us until to-morrow morn- 
ing, or some suitable time, when, without taking advantage of 
the accidental absence of Republicans, a vote can be taken 
upon this question with full Senatorial seats. If the dozen of 
us who happened to be here had allowed that vote to be taken 
with thirty-three or thirty-four Republican Senators absent, to 
reproach us to-morrow that we did not give them the oppor- 
tunity to vote, we should have been more cowardly than I think 
the minority will be found during the present session. 

I say that is the only — and that isa very narrow ques- 
tion, because it is utter folly, 1 think, for the Senator from Ten- 
nessee, or any other Democratic Senator, to suppose that this 
side of the Chamber will engage in filibustering to prevent them 
from voting, on reasonable notice, what the hours of debate 
shall be. It is the privilege of the majority; it is nota privilege 
which the minority wish to interfere with; but we do stand 
here, Mr. President, for fair play, for reasonable consideration 
as to the time when an important motion shall be made, and we 
insist upon it. 

The Senator from Tennessee and the other Democratic Sen- 
ators should accord to us upon any proposition to enlarge the 
hours of debate a reasonable time within which to vote upon the 
motion, so that, if we do not approve of it, we can at least have 
the advantage of recording .u+ votes in the negative. 

That is all there is to the business. The question how the de- 
bate shall proceed or what length of time shall be taken up in 
debate, what the hours of the session shall be, are all matters to 
be settled after due debate by a majority of the Senators upon 
this floor; but they are not, I submit, questions to be determined 
by a deliberate plan upon the other side of the Chamber, by 
which their seats are to be full and overflowing, and our seats 
are empty, simply because Republican Senators have taken ad- 
van of a custom of the Senate, in which both sides of the 
Chamber have been participating until this afternoon, when, for 
some reason, the Democratic Senators were all notified to be 
here at 6 o’clock, in order that this magnificent, but, as I sub- 
mit, somewhat unfair victory, should be attained by the Senator 
from Tennessee over the minority. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I have ge 4 afew words 
to say in regard to my attitude on this question. I wish to state 
to my Democratic friends just how it seems to me, however. 
Within the last ten days it has so happened on two or three oc- 
easions that I — I must go — a few minutes before 6 
o'clock in the evening, and I generally found that the Senate 
was dwindling a little about that time on both sides. Upon ask- 
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ing friends on this side whether it would be safe for me to go 
away, I was always told there would be no advantage taken of 
this thing; that at such an hour nothing would be done. [I had 
to go away twice this week before 6 o'clock, and I was told that 
there would be sufficient Senators left to take care of the debate, 
That is what was done last night. 

I was invited to go out with some friends last evening to din- 
ner, and some of the party were late in getting there. It was 
said, ‘‘Perhaps the Democrats have gone into something.” 
Then somebody said, ‘‘ No; it is not possible that any advantage 
will be taken of the absence of Senators, because the debate was 
going on under a practical understanding that an adjournment 
should be had about 6 o’clock.” If I had gone away to-night, I 
should have been very mucl mortifiedif I found that important 
proceedings had taken place here without any knowledge on the 
part of absent Senators of what was proposed to be done. 

If the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] had kindly said 
that to-morrow, on the assembling of the Senate, he would in- 
troduce a resolution for new hours of meeting, nobody in the 
world could possibly have found any fault with it. 

Teall attention to the fact that during many days when the 
Senate has been thin no Republican Senator has ever tried to 
take the slightest advantage of it. During the time between 5 
and 6 Geleek to my knowledge, no one has ever called for a quo- 
rum or interfered with the Democrats going on with business, 
although we had them frequently at our mercy. 

Now, I say let this matter go over until 11 o’clock to-morrow 
morning, and whatever proposition Senators desire to’ make 
will be received in the usual way, and those who are conducting 
the debate on this side of the Chamber, I[ believe, can get to- 
gether and make an arrangement with Senators on the other 
side. . 

It is not profitable to spend the time here in crimination or 
recrimination. I do not care what was done on the silver bill 
or any other bill. The question now is as to the proper mode 
of considering the bill which is before the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, the absurd and flimsy excuse 
for the filibustering movement over there on the other side of 
the Chamber I regret; but 1 can not have the shadow of respect 
for it. 

What is the great advantage which I or any Senator on this 
side of the Chamber has sought? The only change was a mo- 
tion to take a recess until 11 o’clock to-morrow, instead of ad- 
journing until 11 o’clock to-morrow. There were not a half 
dozen Senators on this side of the Chamber who knew that any 
such suggestion was going to be made. 

It was the result of a conference of some half dozen Senators 
on this side of the Chamber, growing out of the fact that three 
and a half hours had beenconsumed—I was about tosay wasted— 
in the general discussion of the tariff policy of the country, in- 
stead of considering, paragraph by paragraph, the bill which is 
pending. My motion did not change to the width of a momeni 
the time the Senate met; and the only possible difference was 
that under my motion, and the notice I gave when I made it, 
the morning business would not have been entered upon on to- 
morrow morning. ; 

We were fully justified in the desire to get on with the consid- 
eration of the pending bill at least an hour earlier than hereto- 
fore, for the reason that three and one-half hours had been ut- 
terly—yes, wasted; that is the word; and I shall not get around 
it—absolutely wasted in the discussion of the general tariff pol- 
icy of the country. 

nder the consent agreement—which, by the way, I will re- 
mind the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] it was 
expressly stated would stand just so long as this side of the 
Chamber chose to abide by it—the distinct understanding was 
that we should seek to lengthen the hours whenever this side 
of the Chamber deemed it necessary and proper. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Tennessee allow 
me? 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That statement is entirely correct. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course it is. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The only point I make is, that if the Sena- 
tor was going to terminate that arrangement and substitute a 
new one, he should not have got all his forces here at 6 o’clock 
ae sprung it upon half a dozen of us, when the rest had gone 

ome. 

Mr. HARRIS. I want to say that he who says or intimates 
that I or ~ other Senator on this side has sought to take ad- 
vantage of the other side by any such flimsy statements as those 
utters what is absolutely false. No such idea ever existed in 
the mind of any Senator on this side of the Chamber, and it is 
the flimsiest excuse, in view of the fact that the motion was to 
take a recess to identically thesame hour, instead of adjourning. 


re 


If the other side of the Chamber can find comfort in it, or can 
find anything in the record they are making and the emphasis 
with which they give that excuse, I am surely willing that they 
should avail themselves of its fullest measure. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Will the Senator from Tennessee allow 
me to interrupt him? 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I take everything the Senator from Ten- 
nessee says as importing absolute verity, and [| never question 
his veracity in any way; but I wish he would gratify that which 
I think is a laudable curiosity on my part, and advise me how it 
came about that the Democratic seats were filled at 6 o'clock 
this evening for the first time during the debate? 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I am unable to answer, but I 
will say very frankly that what is called the steering committee 
upon this side has been for many days endeavoring to impress 
upon every Senator on this side of the Chamber that he should 
remain here until the Senate adjourned or took a recess, as the 
case may be, though the recess idea was not suggested or thought 
of, as I said a few moments since, more than an hour before the 
motion was made, if so long. 

Mr. MANDERSON. But the urging to that result never 
seemed to have produced any effect until to-day. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not know that it produced any greater 
effect a than formerly, but I hope it may produce, and I 
hope it will produce, the effect of keeping every Democratic 
Senator in his seat and either absolutely annulling his pair or 
having it understood that he is at liberty to vote at all times to 
hold a quorum. 

Mr. GRAY. 
a moment? 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. I wish to say that as one Democratic Senator I 
hadno notice or intimation that any such motion as was made 
by the Senator from Tennessee to take a recess would be made; 
and I knew nothing of it until I heard it from his lips. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have already distinctly stated that not a 
half dozen Senators on this side or on the other did. 

Mr. PASCO. Will the Senator from Tennessee allow me to 
call his attention to the fact, in view of what has been said, that 
at the closing hour of yesterday’s session there were thirty-three 
Senators on the Democratic side of the Chamber who put them- 
selves on record as being present then? So it is not an unusual 
thing on recent days for the Democratic side of the Senate to be 
well represented. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I take it for granted that after all we are 
here for the purpose of transacting the business of the country, 
and proceeding inan orderly manner to discuss and dispose of the 
pending bill. I think the Senator from Tennessee will agree 
that, so far as concerns those of us 9n this side of the Chamber 
who in acertain sense have represented Republicans on this 
question, we have agreed willingly and cheerfully to any longer 
hours which have been suggested by him or by other Senators 
representing the opposite side of the Chamber. 

We have agreed without dissent to any hours that the ma- 
jority of the Senate have seen fit to make for the discussion of 
this question, and we are now ready to agree to any hours that 
the majority of the Senate think necessary to impose upon us 
for the discussion of this question. There is no disposition on 
the part of Senators upon this side of the Chamber to do any- 
thing except to go on with the discussion of the question in an 
orderly and proper manner. Of course the Senators upon this 
side of the Chamber reserve the right, whatever may be the 
suggestions on the other side or on this side, to discuss the items 
that they think necessary to discuss, and in the manner which 
they think it is necessary to discuss them. ThatI assume is a 
right which every Senator has, and I know of no method by 
which he can be deprived of it. 

The Senator from Coiorado |Mr. TELLER] and the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. DUBOIS] have taken occasion to declare in defi- 
nite terms that they are opposed to any filibustering upon the 
pending measure and are in favor of action. The Senator from 
Colorado and the Senator from Idaho occupy no different posi- 
tion in that regard than thatof any other Senator upon this side. 
Weare all ready and anxious to proceed with the discussion of 
the question in a proper and orderly manner and within such 
reasonable hours as the majority in this Chamber shall decide 
from time to time, and we have manifested no other disposition 
and have no other intention. 

Now, I submit to the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS}, 
with whom I[ have served in various capacities in the Govern- 
ment for a long time, and for whom I have the very highest re- 
spect, that possibly we might have had the right to feel that 
we were taken by surprise by the motion which he made to- 
night. If the Senator from Tennessee is now willing to make 


May I interrupt the Senator from Tennessee for 
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the motion to adjourn, we shall come here to-morrow morn- 
ing and be can take up his motion for the Senate to meet 
at 10 o’clock, and so far as I am concerned, and I believe so far 
as the Senators upon this side are concerned, there will be no 
factious opposition to fixing such an hour as "he sees fit to fix 
for the meeting of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will theSenator from Rhode Island allow me? 
Let the Senate take a recess until to-morrow morning, and he 
and [ will talk about the matter for the future. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We can not take a recess. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then we can not adjourn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I see nothing for usto do but to remain 
in session until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. BARRIS. That is all right. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do net believe, however, that that is wise 
either for the other side of the Chamber orfor this side. I have 
been present on many occasions like this one, and I have never 
known any progress to be made er any good results tocome from 
all-night sessions. 

Mr. GORDON. Before the Senator from Rhode Island takes 
his seat will he allow me to ask him one question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. GORDON. Tae Senator from Rhode Island says there 
is no objection on the other side of the Chamber to reasonable 
progress being made in the debate upon this question, or to rea- 
sonable hours. I ask the Senator if he will now say that he is 
ready to agree that the vete on the passage of the bill shall be 
taken within any reasonable time. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not think the Senator from Georgia ex- 
pects an affirmative reply to that question. 

Mr. GORDON. I did not expect an affirmative reply, Mr 


President, but I want the ,country to understand exactly what 


the Senator meant by the word ‘‘ reasons 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the 
motion of the Senator from Rhode Island, upon which a division 
has been calied. 

Mr. MILLS. What is the motion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is to dispense with 
— roceedings under the call. 

ARRIS. Let us have the yeas and nays. I want tosee 
which Senatoss are going to put themselves on record as voting 
upen pending questions. Let the country know and let the rec- 
ord show it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr, MILLS (when his name was called). I am _— with 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name wascalled), The senior Sena- 
ter from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL} is unable to be present, and I 
agreed to pair with himforthisevening. For that reason I with- 
hold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CALL. I announced the pair of the Senator from South 
— [Mr. KYL] with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proc- 
TOR 

Mr. GORDON. In order that there may be no mistake about 

my position, I wish it to go into the RECORD that by an under- 
tanting with the sen Seagiee from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] I am 
permitted, although paired with his colleague [Mr. ae to 
vote whenever it uired to make a quorum, provided 
my vote does not decide the question at issue. Im this case 
therefore I shall vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 


Mr. GRAY. I wish to make the same statement with refer- 
ence to the senior Senator from [Mr with whom | 
Tam paired, that the Senator from Georgia [Mr. ] hus 
mace as to his 


Mr. BLANCHARD (after having voted in ee. Mobian ora 
am paired with the Senator from Michigan d 
with the reservation of the right to vote to ee a & quorum. 
have therefore voted. 


Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from le eg = [Mr. = 


was unexpectedly called from the Chamber. He is paired with 
the Senator oe MORGAN]. 
The result was annou yeas 2, nays 38; as follows 
YEAS—2 
Dubois, Teller. 
NAYS—38. 
Tinte. pene McLaurin, Roach, " 
y, Georee, McPherson, wr 
Brice. Seer, Murphy, 
Cal. Bunton, Pasco," wane” 


Jarvis, Peffer 
Coke, Jones, Ark. Pugh, 
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NOT VOTING—45. 

Aldrich, Gallinger, McMillan, uay, 
Allison, Gorman, Manderson, en 
Butler, Hale, Mills, eep. 
Camden, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Oregon Smith, 

Hawley, M uire, 
Carey, Higgins Morrill, Stewart, 
Chandler, Hill, Washburn, 
Davis,” rr Pettigre Wolcott. 

v, w, olco 

Dixon, Jones, Nev. Piatt, 
Dolph, Kyle, Power, 
Prye, Lodge, Proctor, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum having voted, the 
Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, ang the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 
McLaurin, Roach 
Manderson 


Allen, Dubois, b Squire, 

Faulkner, Martin, Teller, 
. George, Mills, Turpie, 

Gibson, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 

Blanchard, Gordon, Palmer, Vilas, 

Brice, Gray, Pasco, Voorhees, 

Caffery, Hansbrough, Patton, Walsh, 
Harris, Peffer, White. 

Cockrell, Hunton, Perkins, 

Coke, Jarvis, Pugh, 

Daniel, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fort oo Senators having 
answered to their names a quorum of Senate is present. 

The question recurs on the motion of the Senator from Rhode 
Island |Mr. ALDRICH] to dispense with further proceedings un- 
der the call, u 7 which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. HARRIS. There being a quorum re I move that 
further eedings under the call be dispensed with. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the pending motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thatmotion is now pending as 
the motion of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

Mr. HARRIS. I am willing now to dispense with further 
proceedings under the call,and I hope we may proceed with the 
consideration of the bill. We have a quorum present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Rhode Island to dispense with further pro- 
ceedings under the call, on which the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. The Secretary will call the roll, unless by unanimous 
consent the demand for the yeas and nays be withdrawn. 

Mr. a I ask unanimous consent to withdraw the de- 
mand for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ALDR CH. Lobject, Mr. President. 

Mr. HARRIS. All right Let the roll ca)l proceed. 

_- PRESIDING OFFICER. The Seandner will call the 
ro 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I announce the pair 
of the Senator from- Vermont [Mr. Proctor] with the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. KyLE}, 1 vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PERKINS (when his uamewas called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. emnas 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MILLS. I am paired with the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire {[Mr. GALLINGER]. 

The result was announced—yeas 39, nays 0; as follows: 

YEAS—39. 


Allen. Daniel, Jones, Ark. Pugh, 
Blackburn G : McPherson Turpie, 
a ° eo) . rson, 

. oon Martin, Vest, 
Caffery. Gray. Moroney sy a 
on Herris, Pasco . White. 
Coke. Jarvis, Peffer. 

NAYS—8. 
NOT VOTING—4. 
Ac Gomme Men, «eat 
Butler, E Mills, 
Camden, Mitchell, Oregon =< 
Cameron, Hawley, wenean. 
\ handle = Hoar Perkins. Washvarn, 
Davis. Irby, Pettigrew, Wilson, 
Dtxon, ge Nev Platt, Woicott. 
Frye. Lodge, Proctor, 
The PRESIDING — No quorum. having voted, the 
yee will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 

swered to their names 
Aldrich, Blanchard, Coekrell, 
Alien, Brice, Coke, 
Bate, oe Daniel, 
Blackburn, Chandler, Dubois, Hale, 
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Hansbrough, Martin, Perkins, Vest, 
Harris, Millis, Pettigrew, Vilas, 
Hunton, Mitehell, Wis. b Voorhees, 
Jarvis, Murphy, Ransom, Walsh, 
Jones, Ark. Palmer, Roach, White. 

dsay, Pasco, Squire, 

urin, Patton, Teller, 

McPherson, Peffer, Turpie, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-nine Senators having 
responded to their names, a quorum of the Senate is present. 

Mr. HALE. We have evidently a good business quorum here, 
and Iam going to make a suggestion, which I hope may be as- 
sented to by the Senator from Khode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] and 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. I suggest that we 
proceed to consider the bill for a half hour in good faith, and at 
the end of that time I am willing to leave it to the discretion 
and the good sense of the Senator from Tennessee as to what 
motion he will make. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is a good suggestion. 

Mr. HALE. If there is no objection to that suggestion, the 
Senator from Rhode Island will withdraw his motion, the Sec- 
retary will proceed with the reading of the bill, and we will see 
what comes out of a half hour’s work. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam quite willing to proceed with the con- 
sideration of the bill for a half hour, if we can bave an under- 
standing that at the end of that time we shall adjourn. 

Mr. HALE. Do not let us ask any understanding. Let us 
leave it to the good sense of the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. I prefer that we should not proceed upon any 
sort of uncertainty. Now, as to whether we adjourn until’ 11 
o’clock to-morrow or take a recess until 11 o’clock to-morrow, it 
seems to me is a very small matter for the United States Senate 
to have been squabbling over for these hours; but Ihave always 
had an impression thatthe majority of the body ought to con- 
trol its action. 

The Senators most actively engaged in the management of 
the bill on the other side will bear me witness that I have been 
reasonable and always ready to confer with them as to the gen- 
eral management of it. 

I may say now thatI had no idea of persevering in the policy 
suggested by the motion I made beyond to-morrow, but I have 
intended, as I now intend, at a very early time to ask the Sen- 
ate toagree to a resolution tomeet at 10 o’clock. I shall ask fur- 
ther agreement to the effect that a very brief space of time be 

given every morning to morning business. I want it limited to 
* a short time, and that we shall proceed with the consideration 
of the bill as rapidly as we — consistent of course with 
giving every Senator an opportunity to point out his objections 
to the particular paragraph reached, if he has objections, and 
the opportunity to any Senator to say what he may choose to 
vindicate and pats the form of the paragraph. But I want to 
make practical progress. We have not made it. 

We have been since the 2d day of April with the bill under 
consideration in the Senate. We are now on the ninth page of 
the bill, though we have spent from the 2d day of April up to 
this hour of to-night in the consideration of the bill. We owe 
it to ourselves, we owe it to the country that we shall make prog- 
ress, and that within a reasonable time we shall dispose of the 
bill in just such amanneras the majority of the body may finally 
decide to dispose of it. 

Itisof the highest, the most vital importance to the whole 
country, to the business of the whole country, that they should 
know at the earliest moment possible what the rates of import 
duties are to be in the future. 

So soon as that question isdetermined, and no matter how de- 
termined, the business men of the country can proceed upon 
certainties and upon reliable and accurate knowl ; it will no 
longer be speculative probability. The business of the country 
is partially paralyzed and will continue paralyzed until we have 
disposed of the bill, in whatever way we shall finally dispose of 
it. [am eagerly anxious that we shall proceed with it as rap- 


idly as possible. 
ow, t do not think the Senators on the other side ought to 
object to a recess until to-morrow at 11 o’clock, and this side of 
the Chamber will be very ready to make any reasonably fair 
ment with the other side of the Chamber as to the meth- 
of hereafter. Of course if we can not come to an 
agreement, then a majority of the Senate, whoever that ma- 
jority may be, must determine what its action shall be. 
Mr. HALE. My proposition was made in good faith. It is 
evident that cer t 
complish 


ed. Whether the Senator from Tennessee was at fault 


It was felt upon this side thatit was not giving 


upon as to the course of business, and that we had but few Sena- | 
ters here and were not pre to consider the . The} 
Senator from Tennessee has said that it was not ma- | 





ean and certain things can not be ac- | 


terial whether we adjourn until 11 o'clock, as we have done 
commonly, or take a recess. If it is not, why does the Senator 
insist that we shall take a recess instead of adjourning, as we 
commonlyhave done? It isevident enough that a recessean not 
behadwith the present feeling in the Chamber. My suggestion 
was intended to let us all out of that. 

What the Senator from Tennessee desires is progress with the 
bill. Wehaveaquorum. Let usgoon fora half hour and con- 
sider the bill, and at the end of that time I am entirely willing 
to leave it to the gocd sense of the Senator from Tennessee as 
to whether he will not have accomplished everything practi- 
cable and desirable, and then adjourn until to-morrow morning 
and come here as we commonly do at ll o'clock. Now,as tothe 
time at which the Senator from Tennessee has notified us he 
will pretty soon ask the Senate to meet—10 o’clock—I agree 
with the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The responsibility of that is with the majority, and while it is 
hard to bring Senators here in this weather at 10 o’clock and 
continue in session until 6, we upon this side of the Chamber 
can stand it if the other side can stand it. When that is done 
there ought to be an hour given for the morning business for 2 
time. When the Senator from Tennessee and other Senators 
upon the opposite side believe that they ought to take the whole 
or a portion of that hour, then the Senator from Tennessee 
ought to give us upon this side notice that he proposes to change 
it, so that we may talk about it and come together, and not 
spring a motion to change the course we have been pursuing 
without notice. We will have no difficulty if this policy is pur- 
sued, and I have no doubt the good sense, the long experience, 
and the judgment of the Senator from Tennessee will lead him 
to do that if he is let alone. 

I do not believe we will have any trouble. Already ten min- 
utes have passed, and we might have disposed of a half dozen 
amendments or clauses in the bill by this time instead of the 
discussion that the Senator from Tennessee and I have indulged 
in, which has taken up the time, delaying the bill thereby. Let 
us go on for a half hour with the consideration of the bill and 
see what our position is at the end of that time. 

Mr. GRAY. Letus go on with the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to dispense 
with further proceedings under the call. 

Mr. GRAY. That motion is withdrawn. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Did the Chair understand the” 


Senator from Rhode Island to withdraw his motion? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam willing, as a matter of compromise, to 
withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the 
Chair understands the motion is withdrawn. The Secretary 
will proceed with the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

Preparations: 

58 All medicinal preparations, including medicinal proprietary prepara- 
tions, of which alcohol is a ap ae Jy or in the preparation of which 
alcohol is used, not specially provided for in this act, 50 cents per pound: 
— That no such preparation shall pay less than 25 per cent ad va- 
orem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to insertafter the word “‘in- 
cluding,” in line 24, page 9 of the bill, ‘‘ medicinal coal-tar prep- 
arations and.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SecrerarRy. After the word “including,” in line 24, 
paragraph 58, insert ‘‘ medicinal coal-tar preparations and;” so 
as to read: 

All medicinal preparations, including medicinal coal-tar preparations and 
medicinal proprietary pre ations, of which alcohol is a component part, 
or in the fe een ot which alcohol is used, not specially provided for in 
this act, 50 cents per pound: Provided, That no such preparation shall pay 
less than 25 per cent ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary proceeded with the reading of the bill, as fol- 
lows: 

59. All medicinal preparations not specially provided for in this act, 25 per 
cent ad valorem. 

60, Products or preparations known as alkalies, alkaloids, distilled oils, 
essential oils, expressed oils, rendered oils, and all combinations of the fore- 


ing, and all chemical compounds and salts not specially provided for in 
this act, 25 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I shall have to ask that that paragraph 61, 
relating to cosmetics, be passed over without action, because I 


Seeing be motion at 6 o’clock without notice to this side intend to submit some remarks upon it, and I have not my mem- 
isnot oranda and papers here. 
us due notice of a change in the policy that had been agreed | 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is no objection to that course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraph 61 will be passed 
over if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. The 
reading of the bill will proceed. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 





62, Santonine, and all salts thereof containing 80 per cent or over of san- 
tonine, #1 per pound. 
Soap: 


63. Castile soap, 20 per cent ad valorem; fancy perfumed and all descri 
tions of toilet soap, 35 per cent ad valorem; all other soaps, not specially 
provided for in this act, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 
graph 63 by striking out ‘' 35,” before ‘per cent,” and inserting 
"630." 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The committee amendment is with- 
drawn. I move to ada in line 24, after the word “ toilet,” the 
words ‘‘ and medicinal or medicated.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to strike out ‘‘20 per cent ad va- 
lorem” on castile soap and insert ‘‘ 14 cents per pound.” 

The SECRETARY. Strike out, in line 23, after the word ‘ soap,” 
**20 per cent ad valorem” and imsert in lieu thereof ‘'14 cents 
per pound;” so as to read: 

Castile soap, 1} cents per pound, 


Mr. ALDRICH. This is a specific rate, which is a little less 
ad valorem than the rate suggested by the committee. There 
is no difficulty in collecting a specific duty, and there is diffi- 
culty in arriving at the actual value of castile soap, for it in- 
cludes a great many varieties. I can see no possible objection 
to changing the rate from ad valorem to specific. I have there- 
fore moved that the rate be fixed at 1¢ cents per pound. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 


to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. 
{Putting the question.) The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is very evident that we shall not dispose 
of any contested questions io-night. That is the way it seems 
tome. I have aseries of amendments to offer to all the para- 
graphs relative to soda products. If the Senator in charge of 
the bill is willing that the Senate should adjourn now, I think 
it will be just as well as to go on and discuss the bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. Let us take a recess. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We have gone over half a dozen items, and 
the next ten or twelve items as to the soda products are matters 
of contest. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I agree to the suggestion of the 
Senator from Rhode Island that we can not dispose of any con- 
tested items to-night, but as the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
Harris], who is in charge of the management of the bill on the 
floor, is absent from the Chamber at this moment, I am not will- 
ing to make any other agreement. I suggest that we pass over 
to paragraph 69. 

I presume there will be no difficulty about paragraph 69, and 
from there to the end of that subdivision, leaving soda and the 
other articles to be disposed of hereafter. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to paragraph 69, but in 
paragraph 70 I desire to try to restore a specific rate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. A specific rate is restored in para- 
graph 70 by the action of the committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think not. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is proposed to make the rate 30 
cents an ounce. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is it 30 cents an ounce? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes; that will be the motion of the 
committee, We can proceed from paragraph 69 and go on. 

Mr.HALE. Setting aside and reserving the contested items? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Of course they can bereserved. If 
there is any objection to them they can be passed over. ~ 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to any of the paragraphs 
on the next e of the bill, but I think when we dispose of 
these we had better close. I have no objection to paragraphs 
72, 73, 74, and 75. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Rhode Island 
has no objection to any of those paragraphs? 

Mr. ALDRICH, No. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. All right. Then we can go to the 
end of that subdivision. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I have objections to the paragraph relating 
to sulphur. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, That paragraph may be passed 


over. 
Mr.CHANDLER. Iask the Senator from Arkansas to pass 
over paragraph 69 until to-morrow. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I think we had better close after we dispose 
of paragraphs 72, 73, 74, and 75. 
r. JONES cf Arkansas. Is there any objection to disposing 
of paragraph 70 to-night? 
r. ALDRICH. No. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let that 


ph be read, then. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 


no objection 


r- 
agraphs from 63 to 69, inclusive, will be over. The Chair 
hears none. The reading of the bill proceed. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 

70. Strychnia, or strychnine, and all salts thereof, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

Mc. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike cat ‘‘ 30 per cent 
ad valorem” and insert ‘30 cents per ounce.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘thereof,” in line 23, par- 
agraph 70, strike out ‘30 per cent ad valorem ” and insert ‘30 
cents per ounce;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

Strychnia, or strychnine, and all salts thereof, 30 cents per ounce. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

71. Sulphur, refined, sublimed, or flowers of, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask that that paragraph be passed over. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let it be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be passed over if there 
be no objection. The reading will proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

72. Sumac, ground, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

73. Tartar, cream of, and patent tartar, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported to amend paragraph 73, 
by striking out ‘‘ twenty-five,” before ‘‘ per cent,” and inserting 
‘*twenty;” so as to read: 

73. Tartar, cream of, and patent tartar, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

74. Tartars and lees crystals, partly refined, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment by strik- 
ing out ‘‘ twenty-five” and inserting ‘‘ twenty;” soas to read: 

Tartars and lees crystals, partly refined, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

Tartrate of soda and potassa, or Rochelle galts, 10 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I wish to move aspecific rate in that case. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out ‘10 per cent 
ad valorem ” and insert ‘‘ 2 cents per pound.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. he amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “salts,” inline 8, strike out 
**10 per cent ad valorem” and insert ‘‘ 2 cents per pound;” soas 
to read: 

75. Tartrate of soda and potassa, or Rochelle salts, 2cents per pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is all right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Now, it is very evident that we can not dis- 
pose of any other paragraphs to-night, because there will be 
contest on all the paragraphs in the chemical schedule. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I presume that is true. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, after a very earnest and per- 
sistent effort to hold a quorum to do business, I am_ bound to 
recognize the impossibility of holding a quorum in the Senate 
at this time. The practical question that I have to decide is 
whether the faithful few are to be held here all night without 

rofit. 

P There has been a good deal said about notice; there has been 
a good deal of what I conceive:to be very idle talk about the 
want of notice and the importance of notice, and there has been 
a good deal of talk as to the difference between tweedledum and 
tweedledee, whether we should adjourn until 11 o’clock to-mor- 
row or take a recess until 11 o’clock. 

I will send to the desk the resolution I hold in my hand. I 
introduced a similar one a number of days ago that I have al- 
lowed to lie on the table until this time. I modify it by includ- 
ing in it an additional feature, and I send it to the desk in order 
that it may be read. I wish to give notice now that to-morrow 
morning I shall ask the Senate to consider it, and agree to it 
or —* it upon its merits. My object is to make progress with 
the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution be read. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the resolu- 
tion will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That on and after Monday, the 2ist day of May. 1894, and until 
otherwise ordered, the daily sessions of the Senate shall begin at 10 o’clock 
a. m., and the morning hour shall terminate at the expiration of thirty 
minutes thereafter. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is proper that I also give notice that under 
Rule LX, the pending measure being a revenue bill, I have a 
right to move to consider it any time during the morning hour. 
I do not want to exclude absolutely all morning business, but I do 
want to limit it within reasonable proportions; and after me 
minutes devoted to morning business to-morrow morning I shall 
move to proceed to the consideration of the tariff bill. I now 
move that the Senate adjourn until 11 o'clock to-morrow. 

The motion was ag to; and (at 10 o'clock and 35 minutes 
P; m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, May 18, 

; at 11 o’clock a. m, 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, May 17, 1894. 


The House metat12o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 


proved. 
ENTRIES WITHIN THE DES MOINES RIVER LAND GRANT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, transmitting, in accordance with the sun- 
dry civil act of March, 1893, to ascertain what persons made en- 
try within the limits of the so-called Des Moines River land 
grant for the improvement of the’navigation of the Des Moines 
River, Iowa, the date of such entry, etc., a report on this work 
by special agent Robert L. Berner; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


ST. MARY’S FALLS CANAL, MICHIGAN. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the | 


Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from,the Chief of En- 
gineers submitting a copy of the report of Col. O. M. Poe, Corps 
of Engineers, in relation to statistics connected with the oper- 
ating and care of St. Mary's Falls Canal, Michigan, for the sea- 
son of 1893, and recommending that the same be printed; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


CONTRACT FOR POSTAGE STAMPS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
Postmaster-General, transmitting, pursuant to House resolution 
dated March 7, 1894, information relating to furnishing postage 


stamps to the Post-Office Department for the contract term of | 


four years beginning on the Ist of July, 1894; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


WRECK OF UNITED STATES STEAMER DESPATCH. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 1405) for 
the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of the United States 
. steamer Despatch on Assateague Shoals, Virginia. 

Mr. COVERT. Mr. Speaker, [ask that that bill be permitted 
to lie on the Speaker’s table for the present. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bills of the 


following titles; which were respectively read twice, and referred | 


as stated: 

A bill (S, 322) to place Dunbar R. Ransom on the retired list 
of the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 409) for the relief of Olivia and Ida Walter, heirs 
~~ of Thomas U. Walter, deceased—to the Committee 
on Claims. 


WARM SPRINGS INDIAN RESERVATION, OREGON. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 123) de- 
fining and permanently fixing the northern boundary line of the 
Warm Springs Indian Reservation, in the State of Oregon. 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. I ask that this bill be permitted to re- 
main on the Speaker's table for the present. 

There was no objection. 


THE RECORD. 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, yesterday I intro- 
duced an amendment (which appears on page 4835 of the REc- 
ORD) to the agricultural appropriation bill, which was then 
pending. In the course of my remarks on that amendment, I 
am credited with saying that ‘‘I have incorporated it in House 
resolution No. 9.” Thisis anerror. What I meant to say,and 
what I think I did say, was that I had incorporated in this 
amendment House resolution No. 9, which had, as a matter of fact 
been introduced by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HEARD] 
and had been favorably reported by the Committee on Agricul- 
ture, as I stated further in my remarks. I desire to have an- 
other correction made. In the amendment, I used, instead of 
the word ‘‘ requested,” as printed inthe Recorp, the word ‘ au- 
thorized,” so as to read, ‘‘ and the President of the United States 
be, and he is hereby, authorized to cause correspondence to be 
had,” ete. 

Furthermore, the RECORD does not disclose that any action 
was taken by the Committee of the Whole on the amendment. 
As a matter of fact the amendment was adopted, after a divi- 
sion I believe, as the Journal itself should disclose. 

The SPEAKER. The clerks state to the Chair that the 
amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I ask that these corrections be 
made; and I especially call attention to the fact that the resolu- 
tion to which I referred was introduced by the gentleman from 


Missouri [Mr. HEARD], and favorably recommended by the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 
HEIRS OF ELIZABETH TOWNSEND. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a resolution of the Sen- 

ate; which was read, as follows: 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, May 16, 1894. 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 1983) for the relief of the heirs 
| of Elizabeth Townsend, deceased 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, this request of the Sen- 
ate will be complied with. 

There was no objection. 


. LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. THOMAS, for two weeks. 

To Mr. Rusk, for six days, on account of sickness in his 
family. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its’tlerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment the 
bill (H. R. 7072) to amend section 3816 of the Revised Statutes, 

relating to advances made to the Public Printer. 
| 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolied Bills, re- 
| ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills ot 
| the following titles: 

A bill (S. 1215) for the relief of Lennes A. Jackson; 
A bill (H. R. 5771) authorizing the Texarkana and Shreveport 





5771 
| Railroad Company to bridge Sulphur River in the State of Ar- 
| kansas; 

A bill (H. R. 6975) for the relief of the heirs and creditors of 
Elizabeth Townsend; and 

A bill (H. R. 7072) to amend section 3816 of the Revised Stat- 
| utes, relating to advances made to the Public Printer. 

When the Speaker signed the same. 


COLLISIONS AT SEA. 


Mr. FITHIAN. [ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 6977) to amend an act approved Au- 
gust 19, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act to adopt regulations for prevent- 
| ing collisions at sea.” 
| The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That article 7 of the act approved August 19, 1890, en- 
titled ‘An act to adopt regulations for preventing collisions at sea,’’ be 
amended to read as follows: 

“ART. 7. Steam vessels of less than 40, and vessels under oars or sails of 
less than 20 tons gross tonnage, respectively, and rowing boats, when under 
way, shall not be required to carry the lights mentioned in article2 (a), (b), 
and (c), but if they do not carry them they shall be provided with the fol- 
lowing lights: 

“First. Steam vessels of less than 40 tons shall carry— 

‘*(a) In the fore part of the vessel, or on or in front of the funnel, where it 
can best be seen, and at a height above the gunwale of not less than 9 feet, a 
bright white light constructed and fixed as prescribed in article 2 (a), and of 
| such a character as to be visible at a distance of at least 2 miles. 

**(b) Green and red side-lights constructed and fixed as prescribed in 
article 2 (b) and (c), and of such a character as to be visible at a distance 
of at least 1 mile, or a combined lantern showing a green light and a red 
light from right ahead to two points abaft the beam on their respective 
oa Such lantern shall be carried not less than 3 feet below the white _ 

ght. 

**Second. Small steamboats, such as are carried by seagoing vessels, may 
carry the white light at a less height than 9 feet above the gunwale, but it 
shall be carried above the combined lantern mentioned in subdivision 1 (b). 

“Third. Vessels under oars or sails of less than 20 tons shall have ready at 
hand a lantern wi th a green glass on one side and a red glass on the other, 
which, on the approach of or to other vessels, shall be exhibited in sufficient 
time to prevent collision, so that the green light shall not be seen on the 
port side nor the red light on the starboard side. 

“Fourth. Rowing boats, whether under oars or sail, shall have ready at 
hand a lantern showing a white light, which shall be temporarily exhibited 
in sufficient time to prevent collision. 

“The vessels referred to in this article shall not be obliged to carry the 
lights prescribed by article 4 (a) and article 11, last paragraph.” 

at article 9 be hereby repealed. 

That article 21 be amended to read as follows: 

*“ Art. 21. Where, by any of these rules, one or two vessels is to keep out 
of the way the other shall keep her course and speed. 

‘“* NoTE.—When, in consequence of thick weather or other causes, such 
vessel finds herself so close that collision can not be avoided by the action 
of the giving-way vessel alone, she also shall take such action as will best 
aid to avert collision.” (See articles 27 and 29.) 

That article 31 be amended to read as follows: 


*““DISTRESS SIGNALS. 


“Art. 31. When a vessel isindistress and requires assistance from other 
vessels or from the shore, the following shall be the signals to be used or 
ey by her, either together or separately, namely: 

**In the daytime— 
aaa A gun or other explosive signal fired at intervals of about a 

ute. 

**Second. The international code signal of distress indicated by N C. 

“Third. The distance signal, consisting of a square flag, having either 
above or below it a ball or anything resembling a ball. 


“Fourth. A continuous sounding with any fog-signal apparatus. 
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“ At night— 

opirste A gun or other explosive signa! fired at intervals of about a 
minute. 

‘Second. Flames on the vessel (as from a burning tar barrel, oil barrel, 
and so forth). 

“Third. Rockets or shells throwing stars of any color or description, fired 
one at a time, at short intervals. 

“Fourth. A continuous sounding with any fog-signal apparatus.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I wish to inquire whether the bill is ap- 
proved generally by the maritime exchanges of the country? 

Mr. FITHIAN. I understand it is. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Thisisa matter of international agreement? 

Mr. FITHIAN. Yes,sir. As the gentleman remembers, an 
international conference held in 1889 recommended certain fegu- 
lations. We adopted those regulationsentire in the act of 1890. 
The object of this bill is to amend that act so as to meet the ob- 
jection of certain foreign nations that did not agree to all the 
provisions of the international conference. 

Mr. COOMBS. The act to which the gentleman refers is 
what is known as the right of way act? 

Mr. FITHIAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COOMBS. And this bill is to carry that out? 

Mr. FITHIAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COOMBS. And tomeet the objection, as I understand, of 
England and Spain? 

Mr. FITHIAN. Yes; England and other nations. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before this question is disposed of I wish to 
say that this bill, which has been introduced on the recommenda- 
tion of the American delegates to the international conference, 
has been rendered necessary in consequence of a failure of Great 
Britain to concur in all the regulations adopted by the act of 
August, 1890, particularly the regulations relating to fishing 
vessels, towhich that government objects. All the American 
delegates who were present at that conference, as well as the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the maritime boards of the lead- 
ing cities of the United States, concur in the recommendation 
that these amendments. should be made so as to bring Great 
Britain intocodperation with the United States relative to regu- 
lations to prevent collisions at sea. Indeed, some of the amend- 
ments were supported by our delegates in the international con- 
ference, and then rejected. 

There is one provision that perhaps. had better be inserted for 
safety. The act of 1889 provided regulations for fishing vessels. 
That, [ fear, would be repealed by the act of 1890, in case it 
should be accepted by the various commercial that par- 
ticipated iu the conference. This act repeals Article IX of the 
act of 1890-—— 

Mr. FITHIAN. Entirely. 

Mr. DINGLEY (continuing), Entirely; leering eee 
te whether or not Article X of the act of 1889 be still con- 
tinued in fores, As a measure of precawtion I think it would 
be well to add, as section 2, an amendment which I send to the 
desk continuing in force Article X of the act of 1889. 

Mr. PITHIAN. If you do that it will prevent an agreement. 

Mr. DINGLEY. No; the agreement will not have anything 
to do with the = vessels. 

Mr. ROBBINS. [If the gentleman will — me, I would 
suggest that that might come in on another 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is true there may be some question again 
with Great Britain as to the regulation of fishing vessels, and 
perhaps it will be better in a separate act. 

Mr. BBINS. I think that would be better. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think it should be madeclear that 
ticle X is continued in foree, and the committee ought to report 
bill simpty continuing it in force—because it is a serious ques- 
tion whether it would not be repealed by this act when it is ap- 

it 





proved by Great Britain. 

I will state, Mr. Speaker, that this yeoonions tes meets 
the concurrence of the marine boards th ee me 
and is oppreres generally by maritime people, because it w i 

adoption of wntihees regulations to prevent collisions 


secure 


at sea. 
Mr. COOMBS. I wish te state in that connection that I have: 
received various communications from marine boards through- 
out the a particularly in the Hast, recommending the 


passage of the 

The SPEAKER. The qvestion is om the engrossment. and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
ont being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
an¢ 

On motion of Mr. FITHIAN, a motion to reconsider the last. 
vote was laid om the table. 
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JOHN NELSON. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6069) to 
reimburse John Nelson for money paid in 1863, to avoid a draft. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the bill? 

Mr. STALLINGS. I object. 

DONATION OF CERTAIN BRIDGES. 

Mr. COPFEEN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill (S. 
591). to donate to the ceunty of Laramie, Wyo., certain bridges 
on the abandoned Fort Laramie military reservation, and for 
other purposes, and ask unanimous consent for its present con- 
sideration. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion.of the bill? 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Mr. Speaker, Idemand the regu- 
lar order. 

The SPEAKER. That is equivalent to an objection. 

The regular order is the call of committees for reports. 


CALL OF COMMITTEES. 


The committees were called; when reports were severally sub- 
mitted and referred as follows, namely: 

BRIDGE ACROSS CALUMET RIVER. 

By Mr. DURBOROW, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, the bill (S. 1424) to amend section 8 of the 
act to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Calumet 
River, approved March 1, 1898—to the House Caiendar. 

LIGHT VESSEL, SOUTH PASS, MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

By Mr. BRICKNER, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, the bill (H. R. 7124) to establish a light ves- 
sel off the South Pass of the Mississippi River in the Gulf of 
Mexico, and for this. purpose to discontinue the light vessel off 
Trinity Shoal in the Guif of Mexico—to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

SHIPPING COMMISSIONERS. 

By Mr. ROBBINS, from the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries, the bill (H. R..5603) to al an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to amend the laws relative to ship commissioners,” ap- 
proved August 19, 1890—to the House Calendar. 


ASSISTANT CHIEF, BUREAU SUPPLIES AND ACCOUNTS. 
By Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
the bill (H. R. 6320) to vide for the creation of the office of 
assistant to the Chief of the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, 

Navy Department—to the Union Calendar. 

COMMUNICATION BETWEEN LAKES AND HUDSON RIVER. 
By Mr. CHICKERING, from the Committee on Railways and 
Canals, the bill (H. R. 4476) for ascertaining the feasibility and 
cost of constructing aship canal from the Great es 
to the navigable waters of the son River—tothe Union Cal- 


endar. 
AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, for the further consideration of the agricultural appro- 


te. 
; ngly resoived itself into Committee of the 

Whole, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee inthe chair. . 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the pending amend- 


ment. 
Mr. HATCH. There enna nas. The amend- 
ment last offered was withdrawn. I ask the Clerk to proceed 
with the reading of the bill. 
The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follows: 


And the Sonesteny of Agplewiuaes sue ube net te-snewed. O00 of the 
ount here ropriated for the preparation, printing, and of 
farmers’ bullet ns, which shall be adapted to the interests ot poor! 
be sup tatives, and Del- 

Po 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. I move to amend by adding 


wg 2 ae which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
e Clerk read as follows: 


me broeded, “tan ine Seorseary of Agruiture shall notity Senators and 
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of the Department of Agriculture (not sent to the folding room of the Sen- 
ate and House) to which each Senator and yy may be entitled, 
for distribution, on the basis herein provided for the distribution of bulle- 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, if the committee will indulge 
me, I wish to suggest a modification to the gentleman from 
Maine. I suggest that he insert the words “‘character and,” 
before the word “number,” so that it will read: 

That the Secretary of Agriculture shall notify Senators and Representa- 
tives of the character and number of each bulletin. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The chairman of the committee suggests a 
modification which is entirely agreeable to me. My object is 
simply to provide by law that Senators and Representatives 
shall be notified whenever there is a bulletin or other publica- 
tion of the Department of Agriculture to which they are en- 
titled, instead of leaving it to be done as a matter of favor on the 
part of the Secretary of Agriculture; in order that, being thus 
notified, Senators and Representatives may be able to transmit 
these publications to persons in their districts who desire them. 

Gentlemen very well understand that, as it has been until re- 
cently—for recently notices havs been sent out—the first infor- 
mation we have ordinarily had that any bulletin or pu 
on any special subject has beenissued by the Department of Ag- 
riculture has been the reception of a letter from some constit- 
uent who has been informed by some newspaper of the publi- 
cation of such a document. Now, many of these documents are 
of exceeding value, but im consequence of the absence of notifi- 
cation, a large number of districts, and indeed many States have 
scarcely received any copies of these important bulletins and 

blications. My object is to have them distributed by notice 

members in the same manner as other publications. 

Mr. HATCH. I have no objection to the amendment as modi- 
fied; and while it simply indicates the practice of the Depart- 
ment, I think it is a very proper amendment. 

The amendment as modified is as follows: 

Amend by adding to line 2, page 17, as follows: 

** Provided, That the Secretary of Agriculture shall notify Senators and 
resentatives of the character and number ofeach bulletin and each other 
lication of the Department of Agriculture (not sent tothe folding room 

of the te and House) to whieh each Senator and Representative may be 
entitled, for distribution, on the basis herein provided for the distribution 
of bulletins.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 
aden Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 

WS: 


Agricultural experiment stations: To carry into effect the provisions of 
an act approved h 2, 1887, entitled ‘‘An act to establish cultural ex- 
oa stations in conn with the colleges estab’ in the several 

tes under provisions of an act approved July 2, 1862, and ofthe acts 
Mmentary thereto,” and to enforce the ex thereof, $745,000, $25, of 
h sum shall be payable upon the order of the Agri 
enable him to carry out the provisions of section 3 of said act of March 
2, 1887; andthe Secretary of Agriculture shall prescribe the form of the an- 
mual financial statement = by section 3 of the said act of March 2, 


1887; shall ascertain whether ditures under the appropriation 


by made are in accordance with theprovisions of the said act, and shall 
thereon to Congres of Agriculture is hereby 
persons as he may 


rized to a 
ration of the 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. HatTcu] will give me the honor of his attention just 
for a moment, I desire to inquire how it is that the estimate for 
experimental stations is ,000, while the amount carried by 
the bill is $745,000? 

Mr. HATCH. I explained that fully to the committee on the 
day before yesterda my general statement. The Secretary 
simply left out of the original Book of Estimates that part to 
which the gentleman refers. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Was it an inadvertence on the part of the 
Secre or was it done ee 

Mr. TCH. I stated all the rmation I have on the sub- 
ject, and ee a will find it in the REcorD of yesterda 
ae. yp dary Sage Seen at that time did not think 

general fund s put in the agricultural appropriat 
bill, and therefore left it out of the Book of Estimates. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Then it was not his design that that appro- 
en should be cut off, but that it should be carried else- 


Mr. HATCH. Carried elsewhere. 
Mr. BROSIUS. Now, if my friend will allow me, does he not 


think that a amount of money ee ty appro- 
al tem; and if the Secretary the nity 

eee in expending a little more 
money for se important an as that? 
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Mr. HATCH. The money carried by this paragraph is the 
sum provided by law in the act referred to in the paragraph. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I see it is exactly the sum carried by the ap- 
propriation bill of last year, and that leads me to observe that 
one of the notable features of this appropriation bill is that it 
carries the same amount in almost every item. There are afew 
conspicuous exceptions, but in the main the amounts carried by 
this bill are identical with the amounts carried in the bill of last 
year, and perhaps the year before. 

Now, itlooks to me very much like a case of “‘ arrested devel- 
opment;” and I do not like tosee the Department of Agriculture 
in that situation. I would like to see somewhere in this bill a 
little evidence of growth in this important Department of the 
Government, and that it has some disposition to extend its use- 
fulness. I would therefore like to offer an amendment to this 
section, on page 8, line 11, by striking out the word ‘forty-five ” 
and inserting ‘‘ fifty;” and I do that—— 

Mr. HATCH. I makethe point of orderonthat. This appro- 
priation is fixed by law. It is $15,000 for each experiment sta- 
tion in each State. Every dollar is appropriated that the ex- 

riment stations are entitled to; and nobody has asked for an 
increase. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Let me ask my friend a question. 
the amount of this appropriation is fixed by law. 
stand him to convey by that statement the idea that it is not in 
the power of this House, when a point of order is made against 
it, to increase that appropriation in this bill? 

Mr. HATCH. Itis not in the power of the House, if a point 
of order is made, to put an amendment in an appropriation bil! 
which changes the existing law on the statute book and does not 
retrench expenditures. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I was not aware of the fact that the amount 
of this oN get is fixed by law. 

Mr. HATCH. Itis. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I thought it was subject to be enlarged or 
diminished by the action of this House from year to year. 

Mr. HATCH. It can bechanged if the two Houses ina separ- 
ate bill agree to do so. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Then I have nothing further to add. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. HATCH. I will offer my amendment later on. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I move to strike out the last 
word, and desire the attention of the gentleman from Missouri. 
I hold in my hand tke report of the Secretary of Agriculture. 
On pages 5, 6, and 7 of that report the Secretary seems to ‘‘ go 
for” this appropriation. His criticism is somewhat wolfish. I 
take it for granted that the criticisms contained in the report of 
the Secretary of Agriculture have received the attention of the 
chairman in charge of the bill; and I would be glad to know 
whether the gentleman or his committee have investigated 
touching the expenditure of some of these appropriations which 
the Secretary claims have been diverted from the legitimate 
public purposes and diverted to purposes of a personal and not 
patriotic character; and I will pause for a reply, if the gentle- 
man will give one. 

Mr. HATCH. The report provided for under the act of March 
2, 1887, entitled “An act to establish agricultural experimental 
stations” is an annual report; and while the reports in the main 
have been entirely satisfactory, some few of the States have 
made rather incomplete reports of the manner in which the ap- 
propriation has been expended; and the committee, keeping 
within the section of the law, have added little stronger lan- 

than had been used before to make more complete this 
provision: 


And toenforce the execution thereof, $745,000; $25,000, 
retary of Agriculture shall prescribe the form of the annual financial state- 
ment required by section 3 of the said act of March 2, 1887; shall ascertain 
whether the expenditures under the appropriation hereby made are in ac- 

with the provisions of the said act, amd shall make report thereon 
to Congress. 


While the reports, as I stated to the gentleman from Illinois, 
so far as the committee have had an opportunity of examining 
them, complied with the law, they have not been in some in- 
stances as full and complete in detail as they will be under the 
provisions of this act. Twill say further, in reply to one branch 
of the gentleman’s question. that we have no information from 
any source that infers that this sum has ever been misappropri- 
ated, misapplied, or used for personal or partisan purposes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Has the committee made an inves- 
tigation? 

r. HATCH. They have investigated all of the reports as 
fully as it was ible to do so. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I would be glad to withdraw my 


He says 
Do I under- 


* * * andthe Sec- 


amendment and renew it, for the purpose of having an extract 
read that I have marked from the report of the present Secre- 
tary of Agriculture. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


To-day each State draws from the Federal Pronmany Se pro rata share for 
its experiment station, and the only accounting required under the law for 
that money to the United States asury Officials is the declaration and 
vouchers of the State authorities that the money has been expended under 
their direction. No detailed account as to how thé money has been ex- 
pended, to whom, or for what it has been paid out, is required. 

rumor in some of the States and Territories, so universal, pronounced, ac- 
centuated, and vehement as to have secured great credence, indicates that 
some of the mobvys appropriated for experiment stations have been di- 
verted from legitimate public purposes and turned to those of a personal 
and not patriotic character. Thorough investigation, either by a committee 
of Congress or by some person authorized by law to make it, will demon- 
strate either the verity or the falsity of such evil reports. And it seems due 
to gentlemen who have the experiment stations in charge—some of whom 
are of the most exalted personal and scientific character—that such investi- 
gation be male at an early day. 

Properly pursued it can harm no one who ought not to be harmed. In- 
vestigation br deca and brightens the esteem of a for those who, 
in oficial itions, have been proved faithful and efficient. It dis- 
honor and disgrace to those only who have been unfaithful and inefficient. 
Complete investigation into the management of each ee station in 
the United States and Territories will, therefore, certainly elevate in public 
esteem and render sti!l more illustrious those distinguished scientists who 
have faithfully and efficiently discharged their duties as directors. And it 
will just as cer ly uncover, demolish, and disgrace those, if any there be, 
who have frittered away the public funds, rendered inefficient service, and 
established as solid reputations which were only thinly plated with pre- 
tense. Investigation will build up the strong; it will destroy the charlatan 
and the pretender in science, as in all other human pursuits. 


Mr.CANNON of Illinois. Now, Mr. Chairman, that isa pretty 
serious allegation as to the expenditure of these appropriations. 
It is somewhat indefinite. ich one of the States or Terri- 
tories it applies to is not known. The Secretary, who speaks 
in no uncertain words, makes allegations. If theexpenditure is 
being made properly in most of the States and Territories and im- 
properly in some others, justice to those who are making proper 
use of the appropriation requires that they should be exoner- 
ated from the general charge. Iam not aware that there has 
been any investigation made by the Committee on Agriculture. 
The gentleman does not claim that there has been, at least a 
thorough investigation. He does say that the committee has 
examined the accounts of many, if not all, and found that the 
expenditures were proper. Now, then, if the expenditures 
were proper in all, in justice to those making the expenditures 
the statement in this allegation made by a Secretary—the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture, should be properly characterized in jus- 
tice to those who make those expenditures. 

In other words, it seems to me that the head of a great De- 

yartment should be well fortified before, in his annual report, 
e makes allegations of this kind, and if there be cause for the 
allegations then the public service required thorough investi- 
ation and report, to bring the wrongdoing home where it ex- 
fited, or to blot out the somewhat meat axy, direct, and positive 
arraignment of somebody in connection with this expenditure. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw the formal 
amendment? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I withdraw the formal amendment, 
regretting that I have not been able to either condemn or vin- 
dicate the expenditure of money for these stations on the one 
hand, or, on the other hand, to condemn a Secretary of a great 
Department of the Government who has improperly—if he has 
improperly—made these allegations. Having said that much, I 
am content to let the bill be read further, if the gentleman in 
a of the bill and at the head of this great committee is 
content. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ganount of water necessary vo irrigate the farious scllsot arid regions of the 
United States, and the amount of evaporation from the same, the proper 
methods of water measurements, 8 observations of the snowfall and 
rainfall in irrigated ons and districts, the purchase of ins ts and 
technical works and publications on said subjects, and for temporary local 
assistance and necessary traveling expenses, 88,000. 


Mr. HARTER. Mr. Chairman, [ move that the poreeree® 
ae — lines 11 to 19 inclusive, on page 19, be stricken from 

e ; 

Mr. ELLIS of Oregon. I desire to offer an amendment, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will bein order before 
the question is taken on the motion to strike out. 

The amendment of Mr. ELLIs of Oregon was read, as follows: 

a 19, line 19, b t “eight” and inserting ‘t . 

aver so thal tke clnuse will read “and for temporary local sesistance aid 
necessary traveling expenses, 825,000.”’ 


cule cuptoneiation of $8,000 te for the purine of purchasing. tn 
is appropriation of $8, or - 
cecal teatnheal works and publinations on Setontine for 
temporary local assistance, and for traveling ex 

Now those of us who are at all conversant with the sec of 
country that would be benefited by this tion know 
that that sum is entirely too meager to accom what it is 
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intended todo. There is a vast area of this country that is of an 
arid or semiarid nature, and it will shortly be necessary to make 
it productive, and if that is to be done at all it can not be done 
by pfoing about it in this beggarly manner. 

€ appropriation that is here proposed to be made will be 
used up in the payment of salaries and minor expenses, and will 
not be atall adequate to meet the expensesof any board or set of 
persons competent to take such a thorough investigation as will 
enable us to understand the subject and to ascertain what can be 
done to the best advantage for the benefit of that portion of the 
country needing irrigation. Those of us who come from that 
region or have within our districts lands of the character in- 
tended to be benefited by this investigation know the necessity 
of it, and I think that no appropriation can be made that is bet- 
ter calculated to subserve the interests of the country at large, 
and especially of that vast semiarid region in the far West, than 
an adequate appropriation looking to the irrigation of that re- 
gion. is question of the irrigation of our arid lands is one of 
the great problems of the present day; one that must be met in 
the near future, and I would like to see this Congress take some 
advanced ground upon the subject, and show what can be done 
to bring about the development of that large and, in its present 
condition, com tively worthless portion of our territory, 
which, with proper irrigation, can be changed into the most pro- 
ductive land on this continent. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the gentleman from 
Oregon, I desire to say that he fails to take notice of the fact 
that this subject of irrigation in its general scope as applied to 
all the arid lands of the United States is in charge of what is 
known as the Geological Division, presided over for so many 
years by Maj. Powell, and that there is now upon the Calendar 
a bill reported favorably from the Committee on Agriculture 
providing for the transfer of that Bureau from the Department 
of the Interior to the Department of Agriculture. When that 
is done all this work will be concentrated under one head. The 
work proposed to be provided for in this bill is a special work 
which is being done under the direction of the Secretary of Ag- 
riculture. Last year the appropriation for this purpose was 
$6,000. This year the Secretary asks for an increase of $2,000, 
andno more. Eight thousand dollars, he says, being a sufficient 
sum for use during the next fiscal year and until itis determined 
by Congress whether the Geological Bureau shall be transferred. 
If the transfer is made, then the work will of course be entered 
upon on a more extensive scale. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, when it is understood that 
but one-half of the entire area of this great country belongs to 
the humid or the semihumid region, and that the remaining 
portion of the publicdomainis composed ey of lands of such 
a character that they can only be made available by irrigation, 
it can at once be seen how absolutely useless will be the small 
amount which it is proposed in this bill to Specenetete for the 
investigation of this great subject. Eight thousand dollars is 
the entire amount proposed by the Committee on Agriculture. 
Why, sir, take one-half of the State which I have the honor in 
auc represent—take that portion which is represented by my 

onored colleague |Mr. ELLIs]}—who has just taken his seat, 
and this amount would not be sufficient to give the investiga- 
tion which is unecessary even to that limi area. When it is 
understood how much is needed to be accomplished, it can be 
seen how — t from an economical point of view this 
small expenditure is. et is often the worst kind of ex- 
travagance. This is a waste of the public money, because it can 
accomplish nothing in the way of attaining the purpose for which 
it is designed. j : 

It is F senor aq here that the investigation shall include an ex- 
amination as to the various soils of the arid regions of the entire 
United States. Then the amountof the evaporationof the same 
is to be carefully ascertained; then the proper methods of water 
measurement are also to be discovered; and meee? is to be 
made into thé snow fall and the rainfall in the irrigated regions 
and districts. Then the purchase of instruments and various 
technical works and publications upon this great subject must 
be takenintoconsideration. In addition to this, local assistance 
and necessary traveling expenses are to be provided for. aoe 
sir, take the temporary local assistance alone, and $8,000 w i 
not begin to cover that one item. Then when we consider the 
necessary traveling expenses over that vast area of our country 
constituting the arid and semiarid region, it can be seen at a 
— how absolutely deficient and inadequate is the amount 

ere provided. This is a a subject—a subject which, as I 
have already suggested, enlists the attention of a vast portion 
of the homeseeking and industrial population of the country, 
because it prepares the way for the utilization of a great em- 
pire for homes for multitudes of our people. When water is 
once applied to the soil it develops amazing richness and fer- 
tility, and the most abundant yields follow cultivation. 
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Mr. CRAIN. If the gentleman will allow me to interrupt 
him—— 

Mr. HERMANN. Corny. 

Mr. CRAIN. Willhe be kind enough to tell the Committee | 
= practical results he thinks will flow from this investiga- 

on 

Mr. HERMANN. I will say to my friend from Texas [Mr. 
CRAIN] that in my opinion great results will be accom- 
vlished by the investigation which is outlined in this provision— 
results thut may lead to the most practical operations tending 
to the relief of that great country and to ius preservation and 
storage of the waters which now go to waste during the winter 
or the rainy season, particularly upon the Pacific shores of this 
continent. TheGovernment is interested notalone insupplying 
further area for our expanding population, but also in deriving 
a révenue from sales of lands which now can not be disposed of 
for any purposes. This,as the gentlemanfrom Texas will agree 
with me, is an entirely new proposition. It isa theory which 
embraces a vast portion of country and involves matters which 
have not heretofore been experimented upon. 

Mr.CRAIN. I thought there wasto be some practical result. 
But judging from the communication which I have—— 

Mr. HERMANN. I will state that the practical result can 
only be realized after the theory is properly matured. 

Here the hammer fell.] ; 

r. CRAIN. I will finish my sentence, if the Chair pleases. | 

I have received a communication from the Secretary of Agri- 

culture stating that the problem has been solved already, and 

that the amendment which I intended to offer to this bill in- 

creasing the appropriation to $10,000 is unnecessary. That was 
my reason for asking the question. 

r. HERMANN. I will say in answer to the gentleman-— 

Mr. CRAIN. Iam on your side. 

Mr. HERMANN. That I think the reasoning of the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture is on an entirely different subject. This 
appertains to a new subject, not heretofore investigated by the 
Director of the Geological Survey. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. CRAIN]. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, I took a similar view of this 
—— to that which has been taken by the gentlemen who 

ave preceded me; and I addressed a communication to the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture, suggesting to him that certain portions of 
my State had for a number of years been afflicted by drought, 
and asking him to give me some sufficient reason to support me 
in urging this committee to increase this appropriation from 
$8,000 to $10,000. The amendment before the committee pro- 
poses, as I understand, an increase of $17,000 over the proposi- 
tion of the bill. I have here the answer of the Secretary, which 
I confess somewhat surprised me; and I came to the conclusion 
after reading it that instead of offering an amendment to increase 
the a I ought perhaps to vote for a motion to strike 
out the entire paragraph: 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., May 16, 1894 


Str: Your official telegram of date 15th instant was duly received. 

In it you speak of the long-continued droughts in certain parts of the State 
of Texas, and of your desire to “increase the oPB ole te ere, for the division 
of irrigation inqu of this Department, from to $10,000.” 

The drought of which you speak is not confined to Southwestern Texas. 
It extends from that region westward, including New Mexico, Arizona, and 
the southern half of California, and is so severe in the greater part of the 
afflicted area as to have eet killed a large portion of the herds which 
eens its plains, andas it continues unabated, the stockmen are mov- 

that they can save of their herds northward into more favored regions. 
All the farmers in this very 1 area, who have been depending upon its 
always scanty rainfall for purposes, have been obliged to give up 
their farms, and depend upon some other calling for a living. 

The remedy for this evil is not to overstock nor overcultivate the regions 
where such conditions of climate are manifested—— 


Paeeetee: 
had wired to the Secretary in a spirit of friendliness toward 
the idea of the gentleman from Oregon, which was my own 
notion, anticipating some practical result to the advantage of 
the sections of which the Secretary of Agriculture speaks in 
this letter. But I judge from his reply that this is merely a 
technical investigation—an inquiry for the benefit of science in 
general and not for the advantage of the people who live in por- 
tions of the country like that of the gentleman from Oregon and 
my own, which are afflicted by drought. 

evidently the Secretary of Agriculture, in sending this com- 
munication, knew what I thought was the intention of this para- 
graph; and evidently, too, he took the same view of its intend- 


ment. 
I read from the Secretary’s letter: 


The remedy for this evil is not to overstock nor overcultivate the ons 
where such conditions of climate are manifested; but where settlements are 
aa settlers should at once discover oe ee ae pg Ade 
from streams and und und y for the purposes o: gation, 
Snd must not improve lands beyond the Lishite of thas supply. 


— 
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In other words, the people of those regions are to do for them- 
selves the very work which it was supposed this paragraph 
would assist them in accomplishing. They themselves are ex- 
pected to know exactly what it was supposed the bureau of in- 
vestigation and inquiry on the subject of arid lands would ascer- 
tain for them under the operation of this paragraph. 

The Secretary further says: 


This lesson has been taught the people of Southern California by man 
years of failure, losses, and much suffering. They have at last taken ad- 
vantage of the waters stored.on their mountains, and have supplied them- 
selves with it at whatever cost, and now there is in their region more land 
under cultivation than ever before, and no one hears of crop failures in their 
irrigation districts. 

In this connection, strange to say, I find accompanying this 
communication from the Secretary a clipping from a paper pub- 


lished in Nevada, which I will read: 
Reno Gazette: 

Two thousand head of cattle were shipped from Salinas County— 

And ina note which is written upon the margin of the slip I 
find ‘‘ Elko (Nev.) Free Press,” showing the paper from which 
the clipping was taken, and also the following: 

Salinas County is in Southern California. 

The very section of the country about which he speaks and in 


| which he states that these conditions do not exist, for we are in- 


formed by the Secretary that the people themselves have dis- 
covered the very thing which we propose to appropriate $8,000 
to enable the Bureau to discover. This article continues: 

Two thousand head of cattle were shipped from Salinas County to Mill 
City last week— 

And in the marginal note referred to I find this statement: 

Mill City, in Central Nevada. 

And then the note goes on to say: 

The movement of stock from New Mexico to Arizona and Southern Cali- 
fornia to Utah and Nevada is immense. 

Now, this article from the Reno Gazette, to which this mar- 
ginal note is appended, I will read in full: 

Reno Gazette: 

Two thousand head of cattle were shipped from Salinas County to Mill 
City last week, and about 25,000 head of sheep have recently gone from the 
drought-stricken districts of Southern California. The Southern Pacific 
Company have given a rate of #5 per caron stock from Southern California 
tc Nevada and 830 per car into Utah. Ranges in this State are becoming 
valuable property. 

In the letter from the Secretary to which I have referred we 
are told that: 

This lesson has been taught the people of Southern California by many 
years of failure, losses,and much suffering. They have at last taken advan- 
tage of the waters stored in their mountains, and have supplied themselves 
with it at whatever cost, and now there is in their region more land under 
cultivation than ever before, and no one hears of crop failures in their irri- 
gation districts. 


The letter then goes on: 


The appropriation of 88,000 asked for by this Department for the office of 
irrigation inquiry, is deemed sufficient for the needs of that office for the 
ensuing year, and therefore it does not need the addition which you pro- 


pose. 

Namely, $2,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CRAIN. I ask unanimous consent to proceed for five 
minutes longer. 

Mr. PICKLER. I hope there will be no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN, In the absence of objection, the gentle- 
man from Texas will be permitted to proceed for five minutes 
longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CRAIN. Concluding the letter of the Secretary, to which 
I have just referred, we find the following language: 


The officer in charge of it is ready to advise as to the best methods for the 
improvement of the conditions in your State, of which you speak. 


Very respectfully, 
J. STERLING MORTON, Secre/ary. 

Hon. W. H. CRAIN, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Now, in this very letter I am told what the remedy is. Why, 
then, should we communicate with the officer in charge of the 
bureau? He tells us that it was not discovered by the bureau, 
but that the remedy was found out by the people of Southern 
California themselves. He tells us that they have availed them- 
selyes of the proper remedy, and to-day we hear no more of the 
failure of crops in that section, and it may be added of the re- 
moval of stock from that region, because, as I have already said, 
I find the clipping from the newspaper to which I have referred 
in the same envelope with the official communication bearing 
upon this subject which I have read to the committee for infor- 
mation. This same clipping also gives the following informa- 


tion: 
[Reno Gazette, 8th.] 
Nine cars of sh pe Selma and fifteen cars of aneep from Madera, Cal., 
to D.C. Wheeler, and sixteen cars of sheep from Hanford, Cal., 
billed to M. S. Moura, Reno, arrived on this morning's train from the west 
to feed in this vicinity. 





nr 


ee 


ON, De pg ns ne a TG 


ee 


eee 


i 


A894 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 17, 





I think, Mr. Chairman, and gentlemen of the committee, if 
the.statements in this letter of the Secre of Agriculture are 
to be credited, and certainly they are enti to consideration 
and credit, as ‘they come from the official head of one of the Ex- 

ecutive Departments of the Government, that there is ~_ necas- 
sity at all for the appropriation which is provided in this 
paragraph. Why should we make an ropriation in the 
cultural bill, the ultimate object of which is the amelioration of 
the condition of the struggling farmers and stock-raisers of the 

country, if the appropriations contained in the bill are to result 
in no practical benefit? I fail tosee, in reading this raph, 
in connection with the communication from the tary of 
Agriculture, how there can be any practical benefit to elem 
ers and stock-raisers in the drought-stricken regions of Texas, 
Arizona, New Mexico, and other States and Territories through- 
out the country. 

If $8,000, however, be sufficient or is sufficient, because the 
Secretary says it is, asan appropriation to carry out the provi- 
sions of the paragre h, and he suggests to me that he not 
require the $2,000 ditional that I had intended to ask at the 
hands of the committee, believing as I have already stated that 
practical results were intended to be accomplished by the action 
of the Bureau, certainly the amendment of the gentleman from 
Oregon increcsing the appropriation to $25,000 ought not to pre- 
vail. On the contrary, it would seem that the entire paragraph 
ought to be stricken out, 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman allow an 
interruption? 

Mr. CRAIN. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON of Wedbingwn. How will it be possible with 
this limited [a to do anything further than to con- 
ra the board here in Washington? Now, $8,000 is not going 

very much traveling expenses, or to provide any tem 
oe) ocal assistance to enable the board here to make these 
vestigations over a large area of the country. Either the ap- 
propriation ought to be larger, it seems to me—— 
r. CRAIN. Or the a ought to be stricken out. 

Me CHEAIN' Mot tn Siar Se 8,0 wil bo nour 

r ow, t retary says $8,000 w enoug. 
that he does not need any more. It is the first time I have heard 
of an officer not wanting more. They rensge ye: t less than 
they ask for. I was in favor of an increase of $2,000; a 
the Secretary of Agriculture op s it upon the 
itis not necessary. Well, if it is not necessary for him to a 
more than $8,000, why should we give him more than $8,000, un- 
less we extend the operations of his bureau? But is that neces- 
— in view of the fact that he says the remedy we have been 

ing has been already found by the residents of the drought- 
stricken part of California? 

Mr. BOWERS of California. The meee en bE entirely mis- 
taken. I know more about that business than 

Mr. HATCH. I ask unanimous consent fhat all debate on 
- paragraph and amendments thereto be closed in ten min- 


oe. BOWERS of California. Coming from Seuthern Cali- 

—_ I desire five minutes myself. 
r. HATOH. The gentleman can have five mim ye and =. 

vole else who a e can have five ained i, i — . 
any time upon ave already explain there is no 
a gentleman on the floor who does not understand it, and who 
can not vote understandingly on theseamendments. I ‘ask unan- 
imous consent that debate be closed in the time I mentioned, 
and I shall insist upon it. 

Mr. DOOLITTL Mr. Chairman, we shall insist on more 


time. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentlemanfrom Missouri . HATCH] 
asks unanimous consent that all debate on the item or 
paragraph and amendments thereto close in ten minutes. Is 
there objection? 

Mr.SWEET. I object. 

Mr. HATCH. Then I shall aval ——_ the committee rise. 

Mr. PICKLER. Give us gg, Fo 

sine tated WILSON of Washington. thinkir's miniiedien 

minu we could get throug 
or "GA: NON of Illinois. I wili ee 


— Fi Suet, umaieden, 24 toate ieee oe 
e rst 
HATO That was a bill that covered the whole 


of ire eae it was a matter en i the woo beet 
vision, which every tleman on floor understands. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I will make ittwenty minutes. Iask unani- 
mous consent that all debate on the pending paragraph and 
amendments thereto be closed in twenty minutes 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. seaunenn deeneumiaaielitesaben dist 
better make it an hovr. 


TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri[Mr. Hato] 


=o ) that debate be closed in twenty minutes. Is there objec- 
tion 

Mr. HARTER. I should like to have an explanation from 
the tleman from Missouri. Does he mean that he wants 
the ion on this present amendment to cease in twenty 
minutes? 

Mr.HATCH. Debateon the pending paragraph and all amend- 
ments thereto. 

Mr. HARTER. Then I object 

Mr. HATCH. I move that all debate — n the pending par- 

ph and amendments thereto be closed in twenty minutes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Make it an hour. 

Mr. HARTER. Two hours. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman ought to get 
through in an hour. 

Mr. HARTER. I want to give these Western arid fellows 
plenty of time. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The Western fellows are not 
the arid ones. [Laughter.]| 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
HATOH] moves that all debate on the pending paragraph and 
amendments close in twenty minutes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I move to amend by making it an 
hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois moves to 
strike out twenty minutes and insert an hour. The question 
will first be taken on that amendment. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

ne a of Lilinois. Well, I guess we had better have 
a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 61, noes 77. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, Mr. there is no 
geet. I suggest 4 the gentleman that he make it forty-five 


y any 
tee; but > a as well as I know anythin 
es ae this i of time, and I not consent to it. 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Can- 
NON] makes the ° point of no The Chair will int as 
tellers the gentleman Seumn tilionene’ [Mr. Hatou] and gen- 
tieman from Illinois IMEC CANNON]. 
The committee divided; and ~| reported—ayes 25, noes 


103. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. No quorum. 
The CHAIRMAN. The tleman from Illinois makes the 
a. The will call the roll. 
The roll wascalled; when the following-named members failed 


to respond: - 

Alaris, i" Feeibbs, — 
—_. 2 English, a Kyle, Sherman, 
Belden, Epes, oe Simpson, 
oer oe Forman, Linton, 

Beltzhoover, Funston, Magner, Somers, 
Bland, — ms Ind. Stone. 0. W . 
Boatner, Geary, Stone, W. A. 
ae, c Geissenhainer, , Mian. —, 
Branch, Soaelone McNagny, Tawney _ 
Breckinridge,Ky. Griffin, Taylor, 
Brown, Grosvenor, Milieen, Thomas, 
Bryan, a Morse, Turpin, 

‘ Hammond, Newlands, van Voorhis, N.Y. 
Causey, — Haugen, O'Neill, Mo Wadsworth, 
Clarke. Ala. Hicks, Paschal, Weckington, 
Cooper, Ind. atin, Phillips, Wheeier, 111. 
uses See Fe wen 
Curtis. N. Y. ‘Bulicr, Robinson, Pa. Wilson. Onto, 
Daniels, Johnson, Ind. Resssit, i Wright, Pa. 

Johnson, Ohio 
ry, Jones. Sclarterhen, 
Mr. a Mr. Chairman, I ask aes the 
Nebraska be excused on account —— 
The C . The committee will ao 


The committee rose, and the Speaker resumed the chair. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. the Commit- 
tee of the Whole 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee, chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reports that the committee having under consideration the bill 
(HR. 6037), found itself without a quorum, that he caused the 
roll to be called, and reports the names of the absentees. The 
names of the absentees will be entered u the Journal. Two 
hundred and twenty-one tlemen having answered to their 
names, the committee will resume its session. 

Mr. DAVIS. Lask that the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
KEM] be excused on account of sickness. 

Mr. ENLOE. I did not hear my name called, but I was pres- 


nt. 
‘he SPEAKER, The Chair can not entertain any motion. 

The committee accordingly resumed itssession, Mr. RICHARD- 
SON of Tennessee in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will resume their stations. 

The committee again divided. 

Pending the announcement of the result 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois said: Mr. Chairman, I will propose 
to the gentleman from Missouri that we agree on forty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. DockERy). The gentleman from Illi- 
nois asks unanimous consent that debate on the paragraph and 
pending amendments be limited to forty minutes. 

Mr. HATCH. If the gentleman will accept thirty minutesas 
a compromise, he can have it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I guess we will have to have the 
forty minutes. We ought to have the hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. On this question, the yeas are 12; the 
nays 108. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, before I make the 
point of no quorum, I again ask the gentleman to assent toforty 
minutes’ debate on this important amendment. 

Mr. HATCH. I object. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I make the point of order that 
there is no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The roll was called, when the following-named members failed 
to respond: 


Adams, Pa. Durborow, Latimer, Russell, Ga. 
Aitken, Edmunds, Lefever, L 
Allen, English, N. J. Lisle, Schermerhorn, 
Apsley, Epes, Lockwood, ttle, 
Babcock, Funk, Loud, Sherman, 
Belden, Funston, b Sibley, 
Bell, Colo, Gardner, Mahon, Sickles, 
Beltzhoover, Gear, McAleer, Sim \ 
Black, Ml. Gillett, Mass McCleary, Minn. Sipe, 
oodnight, McDa Snodgrass, 
Gresham, cDowell, Somers, 
Griffin, McEttrick, Sperry, 
Grosvenor, Milliken, Stallings, 
Grow, Money, Stephenson, 
Haines, Morse, Stone, C. W. 
Hall, Mo Murray, Stone, W. A. 
Harmer, Newlands, Storer, 
Hayes, Oates, Z b 
Henderson, lowa O’Neill, Mo. Taylor, Tenn. 
Hepburn Page ’ 
Holman, Patterson, Walker — 
0: ’ 
Hooker, Miss. Payne, Washington, 
Hooker, N. Y. Paynter, Waugh, 
Hopkins, Ill. Pence, Wells, 
a Pa. Phillips, Wheeler, Ala. 
Post, White, 
Hulick, Price, Whiting, 
— _ Richardson, Mich. Wilson, WY 
. Va. 
Kribbs, Robinson, Pa. Wolverton, 
Lapham, Rusk, right, 





The CHAIRMAN. The committee will rise. 
The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker resumed 


the chair. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr.S er, the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, having under consideration the 
H. R. 6937, finding itself without a quorum, I caused the 
roll to be called,and herewith report the names of the absentees. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri, Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reports that that committee, having under consideration the bill 
H. R. 6937, finding itself without a quorum, he caused the roll 
to be called, and reports the absentees. The names of the ab- 
sentees will be entered upon the Journal. Two hundred and 
nineteen gentlemen having answered to their names, the com- 
mittee resume its Seauiien. 
The committee accordingly resumed itssession, Mr. DOCKERY 
in the chair. “s 
geome Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now . 
ee motion was agreed ool a ao 
committee accordingly rose; . DOCKERY r- 
men of the Committes of the Whole House on the state of the 


———————————— 


Union, reported that that committee having had under consid- 
eration the bill H. R. 6937 had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of general appropriation 
bills; and pending that motion I move that all debate upon the 
paragraph under consideration and amendments thereto be 
closed in thirty minutes, and on that I demand the previous 
question. 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question, 
and the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 86, noes 41. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. HATCH. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appointas tellers the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] and the gentleman from Mis- 
souri[{Mr. HatcH}. 


Mr. HATCH. I hopetheChair will be kind enough toappoint 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMs], who is a mem- 
ber of the committee, to act as teller, as I have been in my seat 
all the morning. 


The SPEAKER. 


The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WIL- 


LIAMS] will please act as a teller in connection with the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 
Subsequently Mr. HOOKER of New York was appointed teller 
in place of Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 157, nays 42, 
answered ‘‘ present” 5, not voting 147; as follows: 


YEAS—157. 
Abbott, Crawtorda, Latimer, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Alderson, Culberson, Lawson, Pigott. 
Alexander, De Armond, Layton, Randall, 
Apsley, De Forest, Lester, Rayner, 
Arnold, Dinsmore, Livingston, Reilly, 
Bailey, Dockery, Lockwood, Richards, Ohio 
Baker, Kans. Donovan, izam. Richardson, Mich. 
Baldwin, Dunphy, addox, Richardson, Tenn 
Bankhead, Durborow, Maguire, 
Barnes, Ellis, Ky. Mallory, ns, 
Bartlett, English, Cal. Mars: Robertson, La 
Barwig, Enloe, Martin, Ind Sayers, 
Bel, Tex. E Mc ‘ Sheil, 
Berry, Everett, McCall, Sibley, 
lack, Ga. Fielder, McCreary, Ky 4 
Breckinridge, Ark. Fithian, MeCulloch, Stallings, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Forman, McDearmon, Stevens, 
Bretz, Fyan, McEttrick, Stockdale, 
Brickner, Geary, McGann, Stone, Ky. 
shire, Geissenhainer, McKaig, Strait, 
Brown, Goldzier, McLaurin, Straus, 
mem, = Seaetin, «= Meee, «= UB. 
r “McNagny, rt, S.C. 
Cabaniss, Hall, Minn. McRae, " Talbott, Md. 
Cadmus, Hammond, Meredith, Tate, 
Caminetti, are, Meyer, Taylor, Ind. 
Campbell, Harmer, Money. Terry, 
Cannon, Cal. Hatch, Montgomery, Tracey, 
Capehart, Heard, Moon, Tucker 
Caruth, Henderson, N.C. Morgan, , Ga. 
Catchings, Hunter, Moses, ler, 
Clancy, Hutcheson Mutchler, arner, 
Clark, Mo. Ikirt, Neill, Weadock, 
Cobb, Ala. Izlar, Sree. Williams, Miss. 
bb, Mo. Johnson, Ind O'Neil, Mass. ise, 
> Jones, O’Nelll, Mo. Wolverton, 
Cogswe KE Outhwaite, Wright, Mass. 
Conn, Kyle, Paynter, 
Cornish Lane, Pearson, 
Cox, Lapham, Pendleton, Tex. 
NAYS—42. 
Adams, Ky. Davis, Hermann, Reyburn, 
Adams, Pa. Doolittle, Hooker, N. Y. Robinson, Pa. 
Aldrich, Ellis, Oregon Kiefer, Russell, 
Avery. Fletcher, Lacey, Smith, 
Bartholdt, Gillet, N. Y. Linton, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
mn, Haines, Lucas, Wanger, 
Brosius, Harris, McKeighan, Wheeler, Il 
Bundy, Harter, Mercer, Wilson, 
Chickeri Haugen, Murray, Woomer. 
Cooper, Heiner, Perkins, 
Cousins, Henderson, Lil. Pickler, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT”—5. 
Broderick. vaniels, Hudson, Tawney. 
Curtis, N. Y. 
NOT VOTING—147. 
Aitken, Bower, N.C. Cooper, Fla. Dunn, 
Allen, Bowers, Cal. Cooper, Ind. Edmunds, 
Babcock, Branch, Cooper, Tex. English, N.J. 
Baker, N. H. Bunn, Covert, Epes, 
Belden, Burnes, Crain, Funk, 
Bell, Colo. Burrows, Cummings, Funston, 
Beltzhoover, Cannon, Ill. Curtis, Kans. Gardner, 
Bingham, Causey, Dalzell, Gear, 
lack, Childs, Davey, Gillett, Mass. 
Blair, Clarke, Ala. on, Goodnight, 
Bland, Cockran, Dingley, Gorman, 
Boatner, Coffeen, Dolliver, Gresham, 
Bo . Coombs, Draper, Griffin, 
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Grosvenor, Kribbs, Post, Strong, 
Grout, Lefever, Powers, Sweet, 

Grow, Lisle, Price, Tarsney, 
Hager, Loud, uigg, Taylor, Tenn. 
Hainer, Loudenslager, y, Thomas, 

Hall, Mo. Magner, Reed, Turner, Va. 
Hartman, Mahon, Rusk. Turpin, 
Hayes, Marsh, Russell, Ga. Upde aff, 
Henderson, lowa Marvin, N. Y. Ryan, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Hendrix, McCleary, Minn. Schermerhorn, Wadsworth, 
Hepburn, McDannold, Scranton, Walker, 
Hicks, McDowell, Settle, Washington, 
Hines, Meiklejohn, Shaw, Waugh, 

Hitt, Milliken, Sherman, Wells, 
Holman, Morse, Sickles, Wever, 
Hooker, Miss, Newlands, Simpson, Wheeler, Ala. 
Hopkins, Ill. Northway, Sipe, White, 
Hopkins, Pa. Oates,' Snodgrass, Whiting, 
Houk, Page, Somers,, Williams, Ill. 
Hulick, Paschal, Sperry, Wilson, Wash. 
Hull, Patterson, Stephenson, Wilson, W. Va. 
Johnson, N. Dak. Payne, Stone, C. W. Woodard 
Johnson, Ohio Pence, Stone, W. A. Wright, Pa. 
Kem, Phillips, Storer, 


The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama with Mr. MORSE. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. HAYES with Mr. GEAR. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

Mr. SNODGRASS with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. LEFEVER. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. POWERS. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 

Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. BRANCH with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. WrRiGuT of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr, GROSVENOR. 

The following for this day: 

Mr. PAGE with Mr. GARDNER. 

Mr. Epes with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. Kripss with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. HAuL of Missouri with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. BOATNER with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. DRAPER. 

Mr. DENSON (pending the announcement of the result). Mr. 
Speaker, I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall during the 
roll call, and did he fail to hear his name called? 

Mr. DENSON. I can not say that I was. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair can not entertain the gen- 
tleman’s request. 

Upon this question the yeas are 158, the nays are 42, and those 
a present are 5. The ayes have it, and the previous 
question is ordered. The question now is upon the motion to 
limit debate on the pending paragraph to thirty minutes. 

The question being taken, the Speaker declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 1 ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 100, noes 25. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. No quorum, 

Mr. HATCH. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and Mr. WILLIAMs of Mis- 
sissippi and Mr. CANNON of Illinois were appointed to act as ‘ell- 
ers at the desk. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 154, nays 63, 
answered ‘‘ present” 3; not voting 131; as follows: 


YEAS—1i54. 
Abbott, Clancy Grady, Mallory, 
Alderson, Clark, Mo. Graham, Marshall, 
Alexander, Cobb, Ala. Haines, Martin, Ind. 
APaont Cock! Te eatin a, McCreary, Ky. 
rnold, re on ’ . 
Bailey, Coffeen, Hare, McCulloch, 
Baker, Kans. Conn, Harmer, McDearmo 
Baldwin, Cornish, Hatch, McEttrick, 
Bankhead, Cox, Heard, McGann, 
Barnes, Crain, Henderson, N.C. McKeighan, 
L Crawford, Hunter, McLaurin, 
Bell, Culberson, Hutcheson, MeMillin, 
. Davis, Tkirt, cNagny, 
Ga. De Armond, Izlar, McRae, 
Breckinridge,Ark, De Forest, Johnson, Ind. Meredith, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Denson, Johnson, N. Dak. Money, 
Bretz, Dockery, ones, Montgomery, 
Brickner, Donovan, Kilgore, Morgan, 
Brooks! Durborow, Kyle, ‘oses, 
Brown, Eliis, Ky. Mutchier, 
Bryan, English, N. J —- 1, 
Bynum, oe, wson, 
Cadm Era Layton, eil, 
Caminetti, Everett, Lester, O'Neill, Mo. 
Camp Fithian, Livingston, Outhwaite, 
Cannon, Forman, Lockwood, ——, 
OCaruth, ° Pearson, 
Catekings, Telbaten: Mander, Pendleton. Tex. 
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Pendleton, W.Va. Ryan. Strait, Tyler, 
Pigott, Sayers, Straus, arner, 

ce, Shelli, Swanson, Weadock, 
Reilly, Sibley, Talbert, S. C. Williams, Tl. 
Richards, Ohio Sickles, Talbott, Md. Williams, Miss. 
Richardson, Mich, Sperry, Tate, Wise, 
Richardson, Tenn. Springer, Tracey, Wolverton, 
Ritchie, Stallings, Tucker, Woodard. 
Robbins, Stockdale, Turner, Ga. 
Robertson, La Stone, Ky. Turner, Va. 

NAYS—63. 

Adams, Ky. Curtis, Kans. Hitt, Perkins, 
Adams, Pa. Davey. Hooker, N. Y. Pickler, 
Aitken, Dingley, Hopkins, [11. Powers, 
Aldrich, Dolliver, Hudson, Quigg 
Avery, Ellis, Oregon Hull, Ray, 
Babcock, Fletcher, Kiefer, Reyburn, 
Bartholdt, Gillet, N. Y. Lacey, Russell, Conn. 
Bingham, Hager, Linton, Smith, 
Boen, Harris. Loud, Strong, 
Bowers, Cal. Harter, Lucas, Updegraff, 
Brosius, Hartman, Maguire, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Bundy, Haugen, Mahon, Wever, 
Chickering, Heiner, Marvin, N. Y. Wheeler, fll. 
Childs, Hepburn, Murray, Woomer, 
Cogswell, Hermann, Northway, Wright, Mass. 

usins, Hicks, Payne, 

ANSWERED “ PRESENT "3. 
Broderick, Cooper, Wis. Daniels. 
NOT VOTING—I131. 

Allen, Dunphy, Lapham, Sherman, 
Baker, N. H. Edmunds, Lefever, Simpson, 
Bartlett, English, Cal. Lisle, Sipe, 
Belden, a Magner, Snodgrass, 
Bell, Colo, elder, Marsh, Somers. 
Beltzhoover, Funk, McAleer, Stephenson, 
Black, Ill. Funston, McCleary, Minn. Stevens, 
Blair, Gardner, McDannold, Stone, C. W. 
Bland, Gear, McDowell, Stone, W. A. 
Boatner, Gillett, Mass. McKaig, . Storer, 
Boutelle, Goldzier, Meiklejohn, Sweet, 
Bower, N. C. Goodnight, Mercer, Tarsney, 
Branch, Gorman, Meyer, Tawney, 
Bunn, Gresham, Milliken, Taylor, Ind. 
Burnes, Grin, Moon, Taylor, Tenn. 
Burrows, Grosvenor, Morse, Terry. 
Cabaniss, Grout, Newlands, Thomas, 
Cannon, LIL Grow, Oates, Turpin. 
Causey, Hainer, Page, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Clarke, Ala. Hall, Mo. Patterson, Wadsworth, 
Cockran, Hayes, Pence, Walker, 
Coombs, Henderson, Il. Phillips, Wanger, 
Cooper, Fila. Henderson,Ilowa Post, Washington, 
Cooper, Ind. Hendrix, Randall, Waugh, 
Cooper, Tex. Hines, Rayner, Wells, 
Covert. Holman, Reed, Wheeler, Ala. 
Cummi Hooker, Miss. Robinson, Pa. White, 
Curtis, N. Y. Hopkins, Pa. Rusk, Whiting, 
Dalzell, Houk, Russell, Ga. Wilson, Ohio 
Dinsmore, Hulick, Schermerhorn, Wilson, Wash. 
Doolittle, Johnson, Ohio Scranton. Wilson, W. Va 
Draper, Kem, Settle, Wright. Pa. 
Dunn, Kribbs, Shaw, 


Mr. BRYAN ( nding the announcement of the result). Mr. 


Speaker, my colleague, Mr. KEM, is absent from the House on 
account of sickness, and I ask that he be excused for the day. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Upon this question the yeas are 154, the 
nays 65, and those answering present 3. The ayes have it, and 
the motion of the gentleman from Missouri is agreed to. The 

uestion recurs on the motion that the House resolve itself inte 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for fur 
ther consideration of general ore riation bills. 

The motion wasagreed to, and the House accordingly resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole [Mr. RICHARDSON of 
Tennessee in the a 

The CHAIRMAN. e House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of resuming the consideration of House bill No. 
6937, the agricultural ——— bill. Under the order of 
the House, debate on the pending pomqreee and all amendments 
thereto is limited to thirty minutes. The Clerk will report the 
amendments pending. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. HARTER moves that all from line 11 to line 19, inclusive, on page 19 of 
the bill, be stricken out. 


Mr. Evuis of Oregon moves to strike out to word ‘‘eight,” in line 19, on 
page 19, and insert ‘‘twenty-five’; so as to read “traveling expenses, $25,000." 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
entleman from Oregon to strike out ‘‘ $8,000” and insert ‘‘ $25,- 
” 


Mr. BRODERICK. I ask consent to offer an amendment at 
this time which I trust I may have an opportunity to discuss 
later. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment can be read for informa- 
tion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of line 16, page 19, add the following: “and suitable grounds or 
places for the construction of reservoirs.” 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Oregon [Mr. ELLIs]. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, did time permit 
I believe I could satisfy this Committee of the Whole, not only 
that the pending appropriation in this bill is necessary, but that 
it should be multiplied in amount ten times. In the limited 
time allowed me, however, I can not satisfactorily present the 
case. Ican only say that something like a quarter of a century 
ago I settled in the arid region of Southern California. During 
the years that have since intervened I have seen those waste 
places, those desert spots, transformed into gardens and fruitful 
fields. 

But, sir, not one-quarter of the available land in my district 
or in Central and Southern California has yet been made produc- 
tive, owing to the want of irrigation. I have had some expe- 
rience in connection with irrigation. I was a member of the 
joint committee of the senate and assembly of the State of Cali- 
Soraia which some eight years ago formulated the Wright irri- 
gation bill which is now the lawof that State. Having thus had 
some experience in connection with this subject, I wish to say 
that [ differ entirely with the Secretary of Agriculture and be- 
lieve that a proper investigation and development of this subject 
has not really begun. 

Recently the Government in its unwisdom has set apart and 
fenced in and consecrated todisuse as a reservation large areas 
of the watershed of California, placing there a company of cav- 
alry to keep the people out, so that that desirable region may 
not be used for an ye whatever. This week I presented 
to the Secretary of the Interior a petition signed by 800 of the 
leading citizens of San Joaquin Valley, asking that under cer- 
tain rules and restrictions he would allow the cattle, sheep, and 
other stock now starving in Southern California to have access 
to the foothills of those reservations, and obtain subsistence 
from the grass now growing there, and which must otherwise 
be consigned to disuse. 

During the present season the worst drought that has visited 
California in twenty years is prevailing. In the years gone by, 
before these reservations were made, those mountain pastures, 
when one of these dry seasons came on, afforded a refuge for 
saving the stock. But now the peopleof that region are obliged 
to ship their stock to Arizona, Nevada, and Northern California 
to save their lives. 

The problem that faces California is this: There is undoubt- 
edly water enough falling and collected each season upon the 
western slope of the Sierras and the Rocky Mountains and flow- 
ing to the sea unused and wasted to irrigate all the valleys of 
that State; now the greater part sinks upon reaching the plains 
and is lost. 

Thus this water practically does no good. The problem now 
is to collect, to reservoir, and to preserve that water all along 
the mountain slopes; and by doing this a vast area of tillable 
land in California can be made available for purposes of cultiva- 
tion. 

Now, the Government having taken that watershed from those 
people, it is in duty bound to have that region of country sur- 
veyed for the purpose of finding out the best manner of saving 
the water that falls along these mountain slopes. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

fr. HARTER. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry on any occasion to 
disagree with the recommendations of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture; for it seems to me that in public life we have no man 
who, on general principles, is the superior of Mr. Morton. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I know more about this ques- 
tion than he does. power) 

Mr. HARTER. have great respect for the opinions of my 
friend from California; but on this question, as a as on some 
others, I would prefer to follow the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I mean no disrespect for him; 
but he is not supposed to know everything. 

Mr. HARTER. If we were in a condition of famine; if, by 
reason of poor crops, high prices prevailed for agricultural prod- 
ucts, and starvation were at our doors, I can imagine how an 

ver might be made with some propriety to the Representa- 
tives of the greater part of this country for an expenditure in 
this direction. But at a time when it is difficult for the farm- 
ers in the Eastern, Western, and Central States to keep off the 
sheriff and the taxgatherer, when in my Congressional district 
you can now buy land (deducting the cost of buildings, fences, 
and all other improvements) for less than $1 an acre, itseems to 
me it is a poor time to come forward with such a proposition as 
this, to burden the farmers of the country with this kind of a 
tax in order to create for them new and still more disastrous 
competition. 

Moreover, what does this proposition amount to? We have 
arid lands in abundance in Nebraska, in Kansas, in Texas, in the 
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two Dakotas, in Montana, in Wyoming, in Idaho, Colorado, Utah, 
Nevada, New Mexico, Arizona, California, Vregon, Washington. 
Yes, and we have them in Rhode Island, in Massachusetts, and 
in ow Pretty nearly allof New Jersey isarid. |Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. You do not include Kentucky. 

Mr. HARTER. No; I do not. 

_ Mr. REED. The late elections in New Jersey indicate that 
it is not so arid as it was. |Laughter.] 

Mr. HARTER. They indicate, however, speaking after the 
manner of this bill, that the people there need irrigation, at 
least more water and less whisky. This isin reality only a prop- 
osition to throw a sop of $8,000 to a certain portion of the coun- 
try that wantsirrigation at somebody else’sexpense. Youmight 
as well offer an elephant a peanut for his breakfast as to expend 
$8,000 for a purpose like this. Why, Mr. Chairman, divide this 
sum among these States and Territories and see what it amounts 
to. We only provide for an expenditure in this appropriation 
bill of $444.40 for each State and Territory. It is an absurdity, 
Take the fifty States and Territories (more or less) we have in 
the Union (and all of them have need of irrigation), and divide 
this appropriation equally among them and you have the mu- 
nificent sum of $160 per State. 

Is it possible, Mr. Chairman, that if these Territories and 
States want to prospect for water they can not, inside of their 
own limits, manage to raise the sum of $160 without their Rep- 
resentatives coming to the General Government and asking this 
aid? Why, many of our poor, overtaxed, stricken down, and 
plundered farmers in Ohio—plundered for thirty years past un- 
der the operation of a high protective tariff—manage individu- 
ally to spend $160 on their own farms prospecting for water, and 
they ask nobody to help them. And yet the Representatives of 
these Western Territories, boasting of their wealth and advan- 
tages, come here and beg from the public Treasury a pitifulsum 
like that at a time when we are already suffering from a heavy 
deficiency in the Treasury receipts. 

If we had more money than we knew what to do with: if the 
Treasury was full and overflowing; if we still had a great sur- 
plus, such as we had when my friend from Maine occupied that 
chair, and we wanted to distribute the surplus, this would be a 
good time and a favorable opportunity for such legislation as 
this, only we ought to have provided for a larger and more effec- 
tive expenditure than is here proposed. But now, when the 
Representatives of the far and boastful West come here and beg 
Congress to tax Ohio farmers for their benefit, their only an- 
swer should be in the negative. Itis ashame to even talk of 
such an appropriation as this. 

I know many of the gentlemen who represent the portion of 
our Western States and Territories which will be specially ben- 
efited by this appropriation. They are all ready enoughenow 
to make a poor face for their section when it comes to an ap- 
propriation, and groan and lament over the condition of things 
amongst their people, and yet when they come here to ask to 
have their Territories admitted as States, we hear a very dif- 
ferent story. They sing an entirely different tune. 

I sat here during the last session of Corgress and heard these 
arid Territories spoken of as gardens of the gods, and we all, 
through theeyesof their eloquent Delegates, saw a vision of sur- 

assing fertility. Listening to their flowing words, their glow- 
ing imagery carried us to sunny regions covered with flowers, 
which only had to be cut down to have the whole land laugh 
with rich harvests of wheat, corn, oats, or cotton, and with or- 
chards laden with fruits, rich, sweet, and juicy enough to tempt 
men to leave the Garden of Eden for these ideal regions; but to-day 
because they scent $444.40 in this appropriation bill, the entire 
poeees changes, and we find these regions arid, forbidding, in- 

ospitable, barren, and only to be made endurable at all by the 
expenditure of this enormous sum ($444.40), which spread over 
the whole it must cover, becomes so thin that the fairy gossomer 
of the humming bird becomes thick as a sheet of armor-plate in 
comparison. 

What a contemptible sum this $444.40 is to cause such a change 
of front! Why do not these gentlemen vote against such illad- 
vised and mischievous misuse of the public moneys? Why not 
pay the money out of their own pockets? Surely some of them 
mus{ spend as much as $444.40 on a single dinner at Chamber- 
lain’s or some other of thecheap(?) eating establishments in this 
town of great comfort at low cost. Seriously, however, what a 
mistake it is of these gentlemen to permit their sections to de- 
pend upon the public Treasury. What will $444.40 do spread all 
over Utah or distributed over boundless Arizona? 

If, however, aes will stop asking Uncle Sam to help you and 
urge your people to join you and help themselves, my word for 
it, you can easily raise in your own Territories and from your 
own liberal, broad-minded, and excellent citizens not $444.40, but 
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certainly one hundred times as much, and, —> under the 
wise and interested supervision of the givers, it will benefit your 
sections one thousand, yes, ten thousand, times as much as this 
little contemptible appropriation you are begging, coaxing, and 
whining for. 

You are all too able, too self-respecting, and in every way too 
superior men to be making such an exhibition of yourselves, and 
on second thought will, I trust, spurn the bounty of the Gov- 
ernment as a Vanderbilt would a plate of soup from the munic- 
ipal kitchen. Do not be beggars when you may be kings. 

Do not live on the taxes or bounty of your needy Eastern fel- 
low-countryman, when you own, as you boast, all the gold and 
silver mines in the United States, all the tallest trees, the rich- 
est lands, the best climate, and pretty nearly everything else a 
bountiful Providence has bestowed upon this continent of ours. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HARTER. Well, Iam very sorryfor it. I wanted more 
time. 

Mr. REED. That is just what we strove for two hours here 
to get for you. 

Mr. HARTER. I am very much obliged to the gentleman 
from Maine. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Chairman, I must confess that I am 
not at all surprised at the position taken by the gentleman from 
Ohio |[Mr. HARTER], who has just taken his seat, on this sub- 
ject. His argument is in strict harmony with that spirit of 
broad-minded, generous statesmanship, which is exhibited by 
the gentleman from Ohio on any and all occasions, when any 
question comes up here affecting in any way that section of our 
common country which is west of the Missouri River. It is ex- 
actly whet we might have expected from him from the expe- 
rience we have hadin the past. He knowsevidently just as much 
about the arid lands of this country as he does about any other 
question that he assumes to discuss on the floor of this House. 
| Laughter and applause.} He knows just as much about that 
question as he knew about the effectof there of the purchas- 
ing clause of the Shermanlaw. [ hter and applause. ] 

Fou all remember the glowing picture he drew if that law 
was repealed; and how he told us that all we had to do in order 
to insure an era of unexampled prosperity here was to repeal 
thatlaw. He told us if that was done rity would stalk 
abroad in the land unaided by any other consideration of legis- 
lation and yg of any conditions that might exist. 

Mr. HARTER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. HARTMAN, Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Montana yield? 

Mr. HARTMAN. I have yielded tothe gentleman fora ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HARTER. Iwish to ask the gentleman, since he is talk- 
ing about the repeal of that act, what money was worth before 
it was repealed? What did you have to pay for interest on money 
before that? 

Mr. HARTMAN. Oh, my friend, we are discussing the arid 
lands now. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HARTER. I thought you was discussing the repeal of 
the Sherman law? 

Mr. HARTMAN. I donot doubt at all that you want to get 
away from it. 

Mr. HARTER. Oh, not at all. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Iamdiscussing the arid-land question, and 
I say I do not wonder that the gentleman wants to get away from 
that. Why, my friend, I do not believe you would know a piece 
of arid eal from a piece of limestone if you saw it. [Laughter 
and applause.| You have no knowledge whatever on that sub- 
ject. r. say this to the gentleman in all kindness, of course. 
Laughter.] Not in any spirit of offense. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio sat in his 
banking office in the city of Mansfield, Ohio, clipping coupons 
while this question was being considered practically by men in 
that part of the country. That is the only means he has had of 
acquiring the great wisdom he sses in reference to the arid 
lands of the United States. [Laughter and applause.] 

I undertake to say,sir, that if the tleman would get on the 
train and go out in that country and open his eyes and allow 
that thinker of his to think, he would learn something about 
the country. [{Laughter.] That is what is the matter with the 
gentleman from Ohio. He means well, but he does not know 
any better. eas 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in all candor and all fairness, 
say this miserable pittance of $8,000, this “peanut,” which the 

Ueman from Ohio proposes to wee us, is entirely 
vate. Instead of $8,000 it ought to be $300,000, and then 





T undertake to say that every dollar of that amount would bead- 
vantageously invested, if it was under the control of a man who 
knew capthing about his business. 
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I frankly say that if the Secretary of Agriculture does not 
know any more about arid lands than he does about a great 
many other things, or more than my distinguished friend from 
Ohio (Mr. HARTER] knows, we might just as well not appro- 
priate anything, for I do not believe he would know how to ex- 
pend it; but, sir, let $800,000, or $80,000, be placed in the posses- 
sion of some practical man, let him go out to that country, let 
him take surveyors, let him take his brains with him and not 
his prejudices, as the gentleman from Ohio always does when 
he comes to deal with a thing of this kind, and [ undertake to 
say he could not fail to find hundreds of thousands of acres that 
could be made to blossom like the rose. And I say, further- 
more, it comes with ill grace from the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. HARTER}—after he has voted to destroy the industries of 
the West, by voting to kill silver, by voting to take the tariff off 
lead and wool—it-comes with ill grace from him to say to us, 
‘Oh, well, the farmers of the country are raising too much now, 
and for God’s sake do not put any mere land under cultivation!” 
[Applause. } 

Mr. Chairman, I say that instead of having such sentiments 
as that coming from the gentleman from Ohio, it would be better 
for him to open his eyes rather than his mouth, and come out 
and see what is before him, what a field there is, and what re- 
sults might be achieved. Why, Mr. Chairman, there are mil- 
lions of acres of land lying west of the Missouri River which 
need nothing except to have water brought upon them; and I 
undertake to say that they will produce greater crops than any 
land within the limits of the State of Ohio. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. And the land will be worth more than a 
dollar an acre. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Yes, it will be worth more than a dollar 
anacre. I say, sir, that in the country in which I live I know 
of one piece of land, 3,500 acres in one farm, which produced 40 
bushels of barley upon the first breaking of the sod. We pro- 
duce from 105 to 125 bushels of oats per acre. We eed pe 
from 40 to 60 bushels of wheat per acre; and the gentleman from 
Ohio has the audacity, in the face of having destroyed the price 
of all these products, to say to us ‘‘ We will not help you develop 
your country im any way at all.” I say it is cruel and out- 


r pplause. 

(Here the hammer fell.] 

r. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Chairman, now that our friend from 
Ohio [Mr. HARTER} has had his guns so thoroughly spiked on 
this proposition, I su {f may leave his observations and 
come to the subject embraced in this amendment. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in the Pacific coast States of Washing- 
ton and Oregon there is a of mountains running north 
and south. On the western side of those mountains, between 
the mountains agd the ocean, we have a country that is well 
watered by nature, and no irrigation is required in that section 
in either of those States. 

But on tbe eastern side of these mountains, in my State 
siretching between the eastern base of the mountains and the 
Columbia River, we have a section of country which is im- 
mensely productive, if you are able to put water upon it; but 
without artificial water supply portions of that section are ab- 
solutely nonproductive. soil is composed of disintegrated 
basaltic rock, and contains all of the materials best adapted to 
the production of vegetation, grains of all sorts, and fruit. No 
finer fruit country lies upon the footstool anywhere. But you 
must put water upon the surface of that soil in order to make it 
productive. BY tion you can make these lands produce 
enormously. You raise their present value of from five to 
ten dollars an acre up to $100 an acre, just as soon as you put 
this water —_ them. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, all along these mountain ranges are can- 
yons and valleys a into the mountain. This mountain 
range has many sno peaks, and in the winter time snow 
falls toenormous depths upon those mountainsand remains until 
late in the spring. The desire of our _— is that this coun- 
try shall be surveyed along the base of se mountains, that 
the elevation of these plateaus may be determined, that the 
availability of these ts, these valleys aod wameene in the 





mountains may be ascertained, and the that will sur- 
round the of dams at the mouths of the canyons deter- 
mined, thus fo reservoirs which, during the summer 
months, will y all of this coun with an abundance of 


water and make these valleys more fruitful than any others that 
have ever existed on the face of the earth anywhere. 


Now, then, this $8,000 is an insignificant sum and entirely in- 
sufficient for the on of the scientific inquiry that is nec- 


essary. We are not asking the Government to go and construct 
works or to do anything of that character, but simply to survey 
ascertain where these reservoirs 


that country and may be prop- 
erly constructed. Now, that is areasonable and I think 
that this Congress need not be niggardly or lessen itself in the 
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estimation of the people who know anything of that country by 
confining this appropriation to-the paltry sum of $8,000. 

Why, $25,000 if very little, but it will go some distance inthe 
right direction, and be of assistance to the people of that coun- 
try, and we believe that when that country is assisted you are 
assisting the people of this entire country. And now, gentle- 
men, there ought to be no hesitation in increasing the amount 
of the appropriation from $38,000 to $25,000 for the purpose of 
making these necessary and proper surveys. Private individ- 
uals can not carry on an enterprise of that kind very well, be- 
cause the country is too great Inextent that can be reached from 
these mountains in the way of water supply. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, nobody else 
requesting the floor, I simply desire tosay that in the Fifty-first 
Congress a recommendation was made by the Chief of the Geo- 
logical Bureau, and if my memory is not correct I hope that 
some gentlemen before me will correct me, withdrawing all the 
land west of the one hundredth western parallel. I see the 
Delegate from Arizona [Mr. SMITH] before me, and he can con- 
firm or deny the proposition. But I think in the Fifty-first Con- 
gress a recommendation was made for the withdrawal of all 
lands west of the one hundredth standard parallel that would 
require irrigation, and a large 2 was reguested by 
the Chief of the Bureau, for something like $500,000 or $600,000, 
to enable him to go forward and make these surveys and deter- 
mine the places for these reservoir sites, and all that sort of 
thing. Allover the great West opposition developed to that 
measure, on account of the withdrawal of the land; and Mr. 
Oarter, the late member, the predecessor of the gentleman from 
Montana [Mr. HARTMAN], made a very extensive speech. if I 
recollect aright, in opposition to that scheme. 

Consequently, the entire scheme that had been urged by the 
Chief of the Geological Bureau was postponed. I think it was a 
very great and a very serious mistake, so far as the arid lands 
are concerned. Since then we have had a report, in two vol- 
umes, upon Arid Lands, and Reclamation Thereof. We have 
had the irrigation report of 1893. They are very valuable from 
a scientific standpoint, and largely demanded by people located 
in the arid-land regions. ButI desire to say that in so far as 
{ have any information upon this subject, and in so far as 
my immediate locality is concerned, whatever benefits have 
come to the people from irrigation, have been developed by 
their own muscle, their own ability, their own money, and their 
own energy. 

Mr. HARTMAN. That is right. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Whatever assistance the Gen- 
eral Government has given has been entirely of a scientific order. 
Now, we have over there, the great Yakima Valley, of which I 
have before me a photograph, which in the Fifty-first Congress 
was arid land. It was not worth 2 cents an acre. Yet by se- 
curing, after considerable difficulty, a bill granting a right of 
way through an Indian reservation we have been able to reclaim, 
through the Sunnyside ditch, a ditch extending 65 miles, andas 
large as this canal out here, from the Cascade Mountains, by 
which we haveirrigated 300,000 acres of land. This which I ex- 
hibit is a photograph which was made last year of a plum farm. 
Thaveanotherphotograph hereofahopfarm. All the land shown 
in this photograph was desert land, a mere ash heap, that was 
not worth a cent an acre, upon which we could not raise any- 
thing without water, and to-day it is worth $50, $860, and $75 an 
acre. By giving that place water, we can raise everything ex- 
cept corn and cotton. 

r. SWANSON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
uestion? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Certainly. 

Mr. SWANSON. I have in my district some swamp lands 
that are not worth a dollar an acre. We want todrain it and 
take the waier off. Are you willing to give us the assistance of 
the Government to drain the water of these swamp lands that 
you are asking to introduce the water to the arid lands? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman has notlistened 
to me closely, or he would not have asked me that question. 

Mr. SWANSON. I have listened closely. 

Mr. WILSON of W: ton. I regret that my remarks 
should have been either so feeble or sodense that the gentleman 
has not been able tocomprehend what Isaid. WhatI have said 
was that all this work, wherever an irrigation ditch has been 
made, has been with the energy, with industry, and the 
money of the people themselves. That is what I 

Of course every now and then we peg gam a little money. 
When the Mis i sufferers come along they have to have a 

hundred thousand dollars. I am willing tosurvey your swam 
lands. I am willing to do anything that will be for the benefit 


Sa eS ee countey- 
Mr. . Mr. Chairman, if there is any gentleman on 
the floor representing the section of country eenhraced in this 
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provision of the bill who has not had five minutes, I will very 
gladly yield to him four of the five minutes remaining. 

Mr. SMiItH of Arizona rose. 

Mr. HATCH. I yield four minutes to the gentleman from 
Arizona. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, it strikes me that 
this appropriation, limited by the purposes stated in the para- 
graph, is of very little account to anybody. Eight thousand 
dollars for the yok te of investigating the amountof water that 
is necessary to irrigate the various soils! Now, there are not 
many men irrigating lands in the West who do not know about 
how much water it takes to properly irrigate a crop, and this in- 
formation would be obtained especially for the benefit of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. HARTER], who objects to the appropria- 
tion, and of other gentlemen in the East; not for the men who 
have struggled with the environment, not for the men who have 

ractically applied their hands to the soil. This information, 

say, is not ie those men, but it is for the benefit of the gen- 
eral reading public of the East. 

Now, if we are going to start upon the system that we ought 
to carry out, a system for the proper conservation of the waters 
of the desert country, putting them by law so that there shall be 
no monopoly, and that there shall be a proper distribution of 
them to actual settlers—if that system can be started on sensibly 
it ought to be done, and any amount of money that may be ex- 
— in doing it, or in setting it on foot on aproper basis, will 

well spent. But as to throwing money away for an examina- 
tion to be made by clerks in Washington, or even by scientific 
men on the ground, it seems to me thatit is of very little use. 
It is simply holding out a hope that something will be done in 
the future, when we here in this sence know that nothing 
will be done. I repeat, therefore, I think it matters very little 
what becomes of this appropriation. If the money is appropri- 
ated there may be some little knowledge obtained for the edifi- 
cation of our Eastern friends, but I do not believe it will do the 
people of the West any good. 

Mr.STOCKDALE. In the opinion of the gentleman, would 
not it be better for the Government, instead of entering upon 
this complicated system of irrigation, to cede all those arid 
lands to the State? 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I unhesitatingly think so, and I 
think that will be the ultimate solution of-the question. When 
that is done let the States take care of those lands for them- 
selves, and I have no doubt they will do it wisely. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. That is what ought to be done. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I simply desire to state in the 
remaining minute that the Committee on Agriculture in report- 
ing this provision of the bill followed the estimate of the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture and recommended an appropriation two 
thousand dollars larger than that which was made last year. 
That is all that the Secretary asks for, and he says it is all that 
isrequired for the purposes of this paragraph, simply to collect 
information in regard to the newest and best methods of irriga- 
tion from an agricultural standpoint, and to publish that infor- 
mation for the benefit of the agriculturists of the United States. 
This is not a part of the great proposition of the Government to 
undertake a system of conserving and controlling the waters of 
the arid regions in the interest of irrigation and agriculture. 
That isa separate and distinct proposition, and I think that in 
— to the suggestions of the Secretary of Agriculture and 

n view of the present condition of the Treasury, the committee 
have done wisely in not attempting toforce upon the head of 
that Department an amount of money that he does not ask for 
and does not require for this purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Debate upon the pending paragraphisended. The Clerk will re- 
port theamendment of the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. ELLIs]. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

a 19, line 19, strike out the word “eight” and insert in lien thereof the 
words ‘“‘twenty-five;” so that the clause will read “twenty-five thousand 
dollars.” 

The question being taken, the Chairman declared that the 
noes seemed to prevail. 

Mr. BOWERS of California, ‘I ask for a division. 

The committee divided, and there were—ayes 71, noes 81. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I make the point of no quorum. 

Mr. HATCH. I desire simply to state to the gentleman, in 
all candor and fairness, and to those whom he represents, that 
I have for years _ this proposition —— 

The CHAIRMA . Debate is not in order. 

Mr. HATCH. I just want to state this much, so that the gen- 
tleman may understand. I have stood as a friend of this meas- 
ure for 

Mr. 
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. Debate is not in order, Mr. Chairman. 


Mr. BOWERS of California. I only want to get a record vote 
on this question. 
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Mr. HATCH. I ask unanimous consent for one minute to 
make a statement. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HATCH. I want to say to the gentleman that I have 
earnestly and conscientiously, year after year, with a strong 
minority upon my committee, in the interest of the gentlemen 
who represent that great Northwestern country, aided in keep- 
ing this provision in the bill. If those gentlemen insist now 
upon fighting it in this way by calling a quorum, and by such 
methods, [ shall vote forthe motionof the gentleman from Ohio 
{[Mr. HARTER] to strike the provision from the bill. [Derisive 
crieg on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Missouri has 
that right now under the rules, has he not? 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being made, the 
Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. BowERS] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
HATcH}. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
68, noes 100, 

Mi. BOWERS of California. I withdraw the point of no quo- 


rum. 
‘The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being withdrawn, 
Ahe noes have it; and the amendment is rejected. The Clerk 
will now read the next amendment in order, which has been 
offered by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK]. 
/ The Clerk read as follows: 
At the end of line 16, on page 19, add the following: “And suitable grounds 
or pisces for the construction of reservoirs.”’ 
“The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HARTER], which will be 


read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the following, being tines 11 to 19 inclusive, on page 19: 

Irrigation investigations, Division of Irrigation inquiry: Investigating 
the amount of water necessary to irrigate the various soils of arid re- 
gions of the United States, and the amount of evaporation from the same, 
the proper methods of water measurements, s al observations of the 
snowfall and rainfall in ee regions and districts, the purchase of in- 
struments and technical works and publications on said subjects, and for 
temporary local assistance and necessary traveling expenses, $8,000. 


The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment there 
were, on a division—ayes 15, noes 123. 

Mr. REED. Is that a quorum? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
HARTER] having Saapereres after the speech of the gentle- 
man from Montana [Mr. HARTMAN], perhaps I ought to make 
the point of no quorum, as it may be owing to his absence that 
the amendment does not receive more votes, 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make the point of no 
quorum? 

Mr. REED. I do not. 

The CHAIRMAN. On this question the ayes are 15, the noes 
323; and the amendment is rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Nutrition: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to investigate and re- 

rt upon the nutritive value of the various articles and commodities 
or human focd, with special suggestion of full, wholesome, and edible ra- 
tions less wasteful and more economical than those in common use, $10,000; 
and he is authorized to require, free of charge to him, from such cul- 
tural experiment stations as he may select, services in the chemical analy- 


sis of such food material to an amount in cost from any one station not ex- 
ceeding $500, 


of HATCH. I offer the amendment which I send to the 


esk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the word ‘‘dollars,” in line 25, on page 19, to the end of 
line 4, on page 20, and substitute the following: 

“And the agricultural experiment stations are hereby authorized to codp- 
erate with the Secretary of Agriculture in carrying out said investigations 
in such manner and to such extent as may be warranted by a due regard to 
epee ing — and needs of ne seapeeare anne Lag = = 

ally agreed upon; and the Secretary of Agriculture is here 
authcrized to uire said ataticns to report to him the result of any such 


' investigations which they may Carry out, whether in codperation with said 


Secretary of Agriculture or otherwise.” 


Mr. PICKLER. I would like to hear from the chairman of 
the committee in reference to this amendment. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, on the day before yesterday I 
explained that this amendment had been pre at the sug- 
gestion of a committee appointed by the dents and other 
officers of the experiment stations of the United States and is 
entirely acceptable to them as well as to the Secretary of Agri- 
culture. The language is entirely different from that in 
the origival proposition, and is in perfect accord with the exist- 
ing law, which requires a report to be made by the experiment 
stations to the Secretary of iculture in to their work. 


Mr. BOWERS of California. 1 wish toask the gentleman from 
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Missouri [Mr. HATCH] whether his amendment is offered asa 
substitute for the section or as an addition to it? 

Mr. HATCH. It is offered as a substitute for all after the 
word “dollars” in line 25, on page 19, down to’ and including 
line 4, on page 20. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. I desire to offer an amendment 
to another part of the paragraph. My amendment applies to 
line 24, immediately preceding the part to which the amendment 
of the gentlemanfrom Missouri applies. Perhaps this amend- 
ment is in order now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will entertain that amend- 
ment next. 

Mr. REED. Is it not entitled to come in before the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Missouri? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment indicated by the gentle- 
man from California does not touch that part of the paragraph 
which the gentleman from Missouri proposes to amend. 

Mr. HATCH. My amendment is simply to perfect the text. 

The CHAIRMAN. The anfendment of the gentleman from 
Colifornia can come in subsequently, because it dces not affect 
the part of the paragraph to which the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri applies. 

Mr. REED. But if the amendment of the gentleman from 
California applies to an earlier part of the paragraph, should it 
not be first put? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is immaterial,as the Chair supposes, 
which amendment is first put. The Chair has not heard the 
amendment of the gentleman from California. 

Mr. BOWERS of California. Let it be read for information. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis usual to permit the committee re- 
porting a bill to first offer amendments to perfectthe text. This 
amendment will not cut off the amendment which the gentleman 
from California has indicated. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Hatcu, 
it was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheClerk will now report the amendment 
which the gentleman from California [Mr. BOWERS] has sent to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Inline 24, page 19, strike out the word ‘‘ten’’ and insert in lieu thereof 
‘five,’ so as to read ** $5,000.”’ 


Mr. BOWERS of California. Mr. Chairman, in the preceding 
section of this bill the committee have allowed the sum of $8,000 
only, to be used for a matter of great public interest and of vast 
importance, but they put in here $2,000 more, or $10,000 in all, 
to find out about somebody’s rations. Now, as far as I am con- 
cerned, I think I am competent to judge of the quality of my own 
rations and they will be just as good as I am able to purchase. 

There are some very curious distinctions in this bill.. This 
Government has taken from the people of a section of the San 
Joaquin Valley their water supply, and put it in such condition 
that they can not use it at all, yet gentlemen come in here and 
say that that is something unnecessary to investigate, or to make 
an appropriation for! But it is very important, in their judg- 
ment, to find out whether somebody’s rations are wholesome or 
not, or whether they have been adulterated in any way. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HARTER], in the course of his 
remarks a short time 860, gave us an interesting picture of the 
distress and general ru ee e farmers and 
business men of his Congressional district. Why, itis a terri- 
ble picture. It issomething thatis prevailing, however, nearly 
everywhere. Butat the same time the gentleman seemed to 
think it entirely wrong for the farmers of our region to ask of 
this r, pore ee cken East, with its hundreds of millions 
of dollars lying idle in the banks of New York waiting for prof- 
itable investment, to allow the sum of $25,000 for the benefit of 
the great agricultural regions of the Northwest, for the benefit 
of those men who go out opto the plains and raise the very =" 
that support and keep every one of these cities going here in 
the East, with their banks Joaded down with money. While 

ou can do them no service and refuse any aid, yet you can spend 
10,000 to find out whether some gentleman’s rations are whole- 
some or not. 

This section, let me say—and my friend from Arizona was mis- 
taken in it—reads: 

Special observation of the snowfali and rainfall in irrigated regions and 
districts. 

That comprehends at least the forest reservation of San Ber- 
nardino, in California. You have taken the entire watershed 
on the north of the valley for 40 miles, and at this time not one- 
quarter of the valley is watered. And the Government steps in 
and takes from these people the source of their water supply, 
forbidding them to go there at all. I tell you it is a question 
that the United States, in justice to these people there, should 
investigate and throw open by a survey, as to the best places, 
and how the water can be stored for the use of the valley below. 








- 
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I wanted to bring this matter to the attention of Congress. I 
know that the man who has been brought up in the East, who 
never was in the arid regionsof thiscountry, can not understand 
the questions presented in this connection. He must have been 
there and studied it to be able to comprehend the importance of 
the question, because it presents a subject that is against all of 
his experience. I wanted to point out where the Government 
had done wrong. In that one place, on the San Bernardino 
Reservation, they could spend $8,000immediately, investigating 
the water supply, how to store it, how to deliver it to the peo- 
ple to whom it rightfully belongs in the valley below. 

That isa great and important question, I repeat. It isaques- 
tion that is far superior in importance to authorizing anyone 
going around to some grocery and buying acan of baking powder 
and investigating it to ascertain if itis pure. It goes more to 
the direct interest of the people of the United States than any 
other question presented in your bill, and yet you refuse prac- 
tically any remedy for the wrong that is being done to them. 
You will find if youinvestigate the matter that in Tulare County 
and in Fresno County, bordering on the great plains, the Gov- 
ernment has taken from those people their water supply and 
have put your cordon of cavalry around the watersheds to keep 
them from using any of it. Thatisa matter that is worthy of 
investigation. The Government should at once survey the res. 
ervations to ascertain the best method of collecting the waters 
and delivering them to those to whom they rightfully belong, 
the settlers in valleys adjoining. 

Here the hammer fell. } 

he CHAIRMAN. The question ison agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from California. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Between the words ‘‘food” and ‘‘ with,” in line 22, page 19, insert, ‘‘and 
any adulterations thereof.” 

Mr. HATCH. I will say to the gentleman from Ohio, that 
while there is no objection in the world to the amendment, itis 
provided for in a separate and distinct section, and an appro- 
priation made for it. [ hope the gentleman will not insist on 
presenting it here. 

Mr. WILSON of. Ohio. You mean in this bill? 

Mr. HATCH. Yes, in a separate and distinct paragraph; and 
the Secretary has an appropriation for the investigation of the 
adulteration of food, drugs, drinks, etc. We have passed that 
provision, and I make the point of order against the amendment 
as not being germane here. I hope it will be withdrawn. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment was inserted at the foot 
of page 10, the Chair thinks. 

- Mr. WILSON of Ohio. With that understanding, that the 
bill provides already for this subject, I withdraw the amend- 


ment. 

Mr. HATCH. If the gentleman will note, on page 11 the 
amendment was offered to line 6, he will find. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Theamendmentis withdrawn. The Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follows: 


Museum: Collecting, classifying, and namingcereals; collecting and mod- 
eling fruits, vegetables, and other plants; for labor and material for pre- 
ring same for the museum, and other necessary expenses and supplies, 


Mr. SICKLES. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On m page 20, after line 16, add the following: 

* rinvestigation: To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to continue 
the investigations relating to textile fibers indigenous in or adapted to the 
United States, including their economic growth, cleansing, and decorticat- 
ing preparatory to manufacture; the testing machines and processes for 

d cleansing and decorticating; for the purchase of material for said tests; 
for the purchase of fiber plants and seeds for distribution, propagation, and 
experiment; and for the labor and expenses incident thereto, and for travel- 
ing expenses in connection with said du ties, $4,200, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary.”’ 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I want to say in explanationof 
this amendment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SicKLes], that this matter was covered by a provision in the 
present law, and has been for several years previously. 

The Secretary of Agriculture did not make any estimate for 
its continuance in the present appropriation bill. Therefore 
the committee did not submit any ee to the House 
for the continuation of this work. But inasmuch as the com- 
mittee, by a majority vote, have placed in the bill an amend- 
ment eens #800 for the continuance of this fiber inves- 
tigation in the State of Washington, I will not make any per- 
sonal opposition to an expression of a on the part of the 
committee, on the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. SICKLEs]. 


_— 


Mr. SICKLES. I want to say a word in explanation of my 
proposition. My special purpose is to endeavor to promote thse 
growth of a fibor called ramie, that is now beginning to be used 
extensively in manufactures in our country; a fiber that produces 
an article very much like silk, and nearly equal in value to silk, 
for manufacturing purposes. 

It may seem somewhat strange for me to be a champion of ag- 
riculture, which is not one of the active pursuits of my district; 
but, sir, all the glory and strength of New York rest onthe age 
riculture of the eountry and its manufactures; our commerce is 
their offspring; whatever concerns the manufactures and agri- 
culture of our country interests New York, and I want to be not 
the least among those of us who would make two blades of grass 
grow where perhaps none grew before. I want todoa litile bet- 
ter than Franklin, for he was satisfied to make two blades grow 
where one grew before. 

Now, this article called ramie is chiefly grown in China. We 
are importing several hundred thousand dollars’ worth of it 
every year, and [ am informed by gentlemen who understand 
the subject that our soil and climate are as well adapted to its 
growth as any other in the world; that it will grow like a weed 
in any part of the South or Southwest; that its introduction, by 
a reasonable amount of exertion through the Department of Ag- 
riculture, will add a new, important, and valuable fiber to our 
agriculture and to our manufactures; and as the committee have 
already adopted the principle of this proposition by appropriat- 
ing $800 for experiments in the State of Washington, [ am un- 
able to see why the appropriation may not be judiciously aug- 
mented to the extent of $1,200, which makes the same amount 
that was appropriated last year, in order that these experiments 
may be made in other parts of the country beside the State of 
Washington. 

Hitherto the chief difficulty has been to remove the outer coat- 
ing or bark from the fiber so as to make it susceptible of manipu- 
lation, like hemp or cotton. The process of doing this has re- 
cently been discovered by one of our ingeniousinventors. Under 
these circumstances, and feeling assured from the investig.tion 
I have given to the subject that the results of this small appro- 
priation will be useful, I beg to commend it to the favor of the 
committee. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, I should like to see 
the amendment carried. I was not conscious of being absent 





' from the House at the time $800 was appropriated for the inves- 


tigation of this matter in the State of Washington, but I was 
called away fora moment. 1 want to say that in the expendi- 
ture of this amount I should like to see it placed in the extreme 
Southwest. Llearn from letters recently received thatthe finest 
ramie that grows in the world, China or elsewhere, grows in the 
vicinity of Yuma, in the heart of the desert between Arizona 
and California. There isalreadyan appropriation made byCon- 
gress of a thousand acresof land to the Territorial penitentiary 
for the very = of testing the growth of this plant; and I 
will say, in addition to what the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SICKLES] has said, that I do not think the committee can attach 
too much importance to that branch of industry. I hope to see 
the amendment agreed to. 

Mr. LOUD. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 
Does not the gentleman know that it is unnecessary to appropri- 
ate money to ascertain whether we can produce ramie or not? 
I produced ramie twenty-five yearsago. There isnodoubtabout 
our ability to produce it. Itissimply the preparation of the 
fiber which is the question to be solved. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I am talking about the production 
of the finished article. 

Mr. SICKLES. That is the important part. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Contingent expenses: Stationery, twine, paper, gum, dry goods, soap, 
brushes, brooms, mats, oils, paints, glass, lumber, hardware, ice, fuel and 
lights, freight, express charges, advertising, telegraphing, purchasing sup- 
plies, and washing towels; the purchase, subsistence, and care of horses; 
the purchase and repair of harness; the purchase and repair of vehicles; 
expenses of sales of old material; payment of duties on imported articles; 
actual traveling expenses while on business of the Department; and other 
miscellaneous supplies and expenses not otherwise provided for, and nec- 
essary for the practical and efficient work of the Department, 25,000. 

That the Secretary of Agriculture shall be authorized to confer with the 
Architect of the Treasury, and with his codperation cause to be prepared 
ae and specifications for a properly devised and durably constructed 

uilding or buildings for this Department, which shall be reported to the 
next session of Congress, with estimates for the construction of the same. 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 
following line 14. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized and directed to procure 
@ proper seal with such suitable inscription and device as he may approve, 
to be known as the executive seal of the Department of Agriculture, and to 
be kept and used to verify official documents, under such rules and regula- 
tions as he may prescribe. 
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Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I only desire tosay in reference 
to this amendment that 1 am informed by the Secretary, in an 
official communication, that he finds that the Department has no 
executive seal. It will be remembered by every member of the 
House thatthis Department has been in existence asan Executive 
Department a little more than five years, and that every other 
Executive Department of the Government has a seal. 

The Secretary does not feel authorized to provide a seal for 
that Department without some authorization on the part of 
Congress. Therefore | offer this amendment. There is no ad- 
ditional expense incurred, as it will be taken out of the con- 
tingeut fund. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to have that 
paragraph read with reference to rebuilding the Department 
building. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thequestion is on the amendment of the 
gent!oman from Missouri. : 

Mr. HATCH. This is a separate and distinct proposition. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. But I do not want to get away from that 
paragraph so as to be precluded from making a point of order 
upon it. 

Tho CHAIRMAN. The Chair will not allow that to bedone. 
This amendment is ofered as an amendment to one part of the 
section and the other purt will still be pending. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RAY. I offer an amendment. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I have another amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of 
the gentleman from Missouri first. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Any person who shall knowingly issue or publish any false or counterfeit 
weather forecast or warnings of weather conditions, represen such fore- 
casts or warnings to have been issued or published by the Weather Bureau 
of the United States, the ~~ Service, or other branch of the Government 
service, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof 
for each offense be fined in a sum not exceeding $500, or imprisoned not to 
exceed ninety days, or by both fine and imprisonment in the discretion of 
the court. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suggest to the gentleman 
that this is an amendment to the ‘ eaaeees for the Weather 
Bureau, which is the next earer > 

Mr. HATCH. Then I withhold it for the present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray]. 

he Clerk read as follows: 

On page 21, line 9, after the word “Agriculture,” strike out the words 
“shall be" and insert “is ers and after the word “ authorized’ insert 
the words ‘‘and directed;" so that it will read: 

‘Phat the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized and directed to 
confer,”’ etc. 


Mr. HATCH. I accept the gentleman’s aviendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word unless the gentleman has any further amendment he de- 
sires to offer. - 

Mr. HATCH. I have no further amendment to offer to this 


ag 

Mr. DINGLEY. We have now, Mr. Chairman, reached the 
close of that part of the bill that appropriates for the Agricul- 
tural Department proper. The remainin — of the bill ap- 
propriates for the Weather Bureau, w as been added re- 
cently to the Department by law. On examining the appro- 
priations that are made for the Agricultural Department arm 
setting aside the appropriations for the Bureau of Ani In- 
dustry, which is a Bureau for the inspection of meat for export, 
we find that theappropriations made in this bill for the conduct 
of the Department of Agriculture are $16,420 more than the 
appropriations for the current fiscal year. 

fr. HATCH. Oh, no. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, setting aside the $50,000 for the Bureau 
of Animal Industry and the Weather Bureau, the increase is 
$16,420. If the appropriations for the Bureau of Animal Indus- 

, which is reduced $50,000, which refers to the export of meat, 
is included then the reduction would be $33,580. Ifthe Weather 
Bureau, which does not have todo with the De ent Bureau, 
is also included, then the reduction in this bill would be about 
$107,000. 

Mr. HATCH. Will the gentleman from Maine permit me 
simply to suggest to him that by an act of weg oe the Weather 
Bureau has been transferred from another Department to the 
Agriculturai Department, and it is just as much a part of it as 
any other division. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understand that, yet itis a recent addition 
and its work is outside of the traditional work of this Depart- 
ment. 

but what I desire to call attention to is the reportof the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture, submitted tothe country and exploited in 
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wigs newspapers in November last, in which the Secretary 
said: 

When the present Secretary of Agriculture took charge of the Department, 
there were upon its pay rolls 2,497 employés. To-day, however, there are on 
the pay rolls of the Department of Agriculture only 1,994, a reduction of 508 
employés. In justice, however, there should be deducted from the present 
current expenses of the Department the salaries of eleven clerks who have 
been, at its request, detailed to the United States Civil Service Commission, 
and are still paid their salaries, amounting to the sum of $16,200 per annum, 
out of the appropriation for the Agricultural Department. 

The strenuous endeavor has been, in view of a depleted public Treasury 
and because of the imperative demands of the taxpayers of the United States 
for economy in the administration of their Government, to rationally reduce 
expenditures by the elimination from the pay rolls of all persons not needed 
for an efficient conduct of the affairs of the Department. 

At the outset, conditions of an unsatisfactory character. due largely to a 
system which permitted the grossest inequality in compensation to the em- 
ployés of the Department, wereconfronted. Cautiously and conscientiously 
the erasure from the pay rolis of the Department of the names of all un- 
necessary employés, and the increase of its usefulness, have been under- 
taken with persistent purpose and not a passive vigor of will. There has 
also been an attempt, not by any means yet completed nor satisfactorily 
successful, to equalize compensation. 

The expenses of the Department of Agriculture during the first quarter of 
the present year aggregate but $345,876.76, as against $402,012.42 for the paral- 
lel period of the fiscal year 1893. And it is gratifying to observe that the sav- 
ing up to this time is not less than 12 per cent per annum on current ex- 
penses, In verification of the intention to make at least this reduction per- 
manent, the estimates for the next fiscal year, which have been submitted 
to Congress, are less by $369,656.94 than those for the current fiscal year which 
will end June 30, 1894. 


Now, this was exploited through the newspapers last year as 
indicating that under the new control of the Department of Ag- 
riculture a saving at the rate of $369,000, as compared with the 
previous fiscal year, would be made ir the present fiscal year, 
and that a similar saving would appear in the appropriations for 
the next fiscal year. ; 

We have now completed that-part of this appropriation bill 
which refers to those bureaus of the Agricultural Department 
where it is said this $369,000 of reduction of expenses is to be 
made; and yet for precisely the same bureaus we are about to 
pass an aveed riation bill which increases the appropriations, 
outside of the Weather Bureau and Bureau of A al Industry, 
$16,420 above the appropriations for 1892, instead of .reducing 
them $369,000, as announced by Secretary Morton. 

Now, what I want to call attention to is the great difference 
between promise ard: performance in this case. Itis always a 
great deal better for gentlemen who assume public office to wait 
until their terms are pte name before they exploit their re- 
forms, rather than do it before they know where they will come 
out. We have had altogether too much reform by proclama- 
tion, and too little reform by performance. 

Mr.PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, Ioffer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add at the end of line 14, page 21, the following words: ‘‘And shall reeom- 
mend a site for said bujlding.”’ 

Mr. PICKLER. I only desire, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HATCH. Unless the gentleman wishes to speak to this 
amendment, Isuggest to him that the ground now belongs to the 
Government u which the building will be erected. 

Mr. PICKLER. But we wantsome particular place designated 
or recommended. 

Mr. HATCH. That is not necessaryat all. Weare proceed- 
ing in this matter as rapidlyas we can. All that we ask here is 
that the plans and specifications of the building may be submit- 
ted to the next Congress, and when a bill is introduced for the 
construction of a new building for the Department of Agricul- 
ture, then will be the time to select a site. 

Mr. PICKLER. But when that report is made there will be 
differences of opinion in regard to the place where the building 
ought to be put, and why not have the two Secretaries recom- 
mend a site at the time that they report on the plans and speci- 
fications? 

Mr. HATCH. I think the site is already selected, and I do 
not think there is any member of the House who would be wil- 
ling to change it or to put the new building to be erected for the 
He ere of Agriculture anywhere but on the grounds now 
dedicated to that Department. 

Mr, PICKLER. here do you pcqpots to put the building? 
Do you propose to tear down the old building and put the new 
one on that site? 

Mr. HATCH. I donot hesitate to say that in my judgment 
the old building is unsafe and absolutely unfit for the purposes of 
the Department, and it ought to be torn down and the new build- 
ing erected —_? that site. 

r.PICKLER. Then why not have the two Secretaries make 


areport to that effect? 
Mr. HATCH. Possibly the two Secretaries might take it 
into their heads to recommend some other site than that which 


the fo Spear of the people woulddesire. The proper site 
is in the grounds now dedicated to the Department of Agricul- 
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ture, and I do not want to give the Secretaries too much latitude 
in the matter. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PICKLER. I believe that if we are to have this recom- 
mendation in regard to the building we ought to have a recom- 
mendation inregard to the site at the same time. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to raise a point 
of order against this provision in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is too late, debate 
having proceeded so far. ; 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Icalled attention to the matter awhile 
ago and the Chairman assured me that I should have an oppor- 


tunity. 
Mr HATCH. An yen ny for amendment. 
TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair understood the gentleman from- 


Alabama to say that he desired to offer anamendment. The 
Chair certainly did not understand that any point of order was 
to be raised. 

Mr. HATCH. There is no appropriation carried in this para- 
graph, and I do not see why the gentleman from Alabama should 
Object to it. Itsimply calls for a report from the Secretary of 
plans and specifications for a new building. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I desire to make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. What would be the point of order that 
the gentleman from Alabama would submit? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I desire to make the point that this is 
new legislation, that there is no authority of law for any such 
proposition in this bill. When I rose awhile ago to state my 
purpose I was assured by the Chair that the committee would 
not pass from this paragraph until I had an opportunity to pre- 
sent the point. 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair understood the gentleman from 

labama to say that he desired to offer an amendment, but the 

hair will accept the gentleman’s statement that his purpose 
was to make the point of order, 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman certainly left the impression 
on the minds of members of the committee, as well as on the 
mind of the Chair, that what he desired was to offer an amend- 


ment. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I said that I desired to present a point of 
order. a 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will accept the gentleman's 
statement. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Then I make the point of order which I 
have already stated, that this is new legislation. 

TheCHATRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman on the 
point of order. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Ido not desire to enter into a lengthy 
discussion of the point, but it seems to me perfectly clear with- 
out anyargument at all that this is a proposition to create anew 
public building. Now, there is no law anywhere authorizing 
the construction of a public building for this purpose, and this 
is simply a proposition on the part of the Committee on Agri- 
culture to authorize the construction of a new building for the 
purposes of that Department. 

Mr. HATCH. I suggest to the gentleman that there is nota 
word in that paragraph that he can construe into providing for 
a building. The paragraph simply provides for a report of 
plans and specifications for a building. 

Mr. BANKHEAD, We all know what that means. 

Mr. HATCH. In regard to the point of order, I want to say, 
if the gentleman from Alabama is through, that this paragraph 
does not change existing law. There is no existing law upon 
this subject, nor does this paragraph increase expenditures, be- 
cause it does not appropriate a dollar. Therefore it is not in 
_e sense open to the point of order that it changes existing 


aw. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, it may be true that this 
pa does not change existing law; but it certainly makes 

w; it is certainly new legislation looking to a large appropria- 
tion; and sucha proposition can not under the rules be engrafted 
upon an appropriation bill. Thatis the whole question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. HATCH. I hope now the gentleman from South Dakota 
[Mr. PICKLER] will withdraw his amendment, and not give any 
more trouble inregard tothismatter. I do not think the amend- 
ment ought to be put on this proposition. 
a minute if there were anything in it. 

Mr. PICKLER. I will withdraw the amendment if the chair- 
man of the committee will give just one reason why these two 
Secretaries, when they are getting up plans for this building, 
should not give us the benefit of their judgment in regard toa 
site. The plan of any building, as I understand, depends largely 
upon the ground upon which it is to be put. An architect does 
not d a building except by taking into consideration the 
ground it is to oceupy. If the chairman of the committee 
will give one good reason (after all the trouble we have had in 


I would accept it in 
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regard to sites for public buildingsin this city) why, when these 
two Secretaries are agreeing upon a design of a building to be 
recommended to Congress, they should not also recommend a 
site, and thus settle the whole thing at one time, I will with- 
draw the amendment. It would seem that the gent!eman must 
have some latent object in desiring that a site should not be 
recommended by these officers when they are determining upon 
adesign. If the gentleman can offer one good reason ayainst 
the amendment I will withdrawit. It seems to me that the 
question of tho site is the first thing that should be dotermined. 

Mr. HATCH. I thought I had already given as gooda reason . 
as could possibly be offered; and that was, first, that there is no 
necessity at this time for such an amendment as the gentleman 
proposes, because Congress will have absolute control over the 
site of any new building that may be erected for the Depart- 
ment. We have already dedicated to this Department the most 
beautiful grounds in the city; and it is on those grounds, on 
those grounds alone, that it iscontemplated to erecta new build- 
ing for the Agricultural Department. 

Mr. PICKLER. How do we know that? 
know that. 

Mr. HATCH. I supposed that every member did know it; 
and I did not suppose any member would yote against this pro- 
vision of the bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. 
building? 

Mr. HATCH. I have already stated that if I had control of 
the matter, my voice and vote would be given in favor of tear- 
ing down the old shell which is now in use, and erecting in its 
place a building that will be some credit to the 30,000,000 rep- 
resentative agriculturists in the United States. 

Mr. PICKLER. And that only emphasizes my position, that 
in recommending the plan of a building these officers should 
recommend the site on which the building is to be placed. We 
could then decide intelligently, taking into consideration the 
site, whether we would accept the plans and specifications. 
What object can the gentleman have in opposing the proposi- 
tion that these two Secretaries recommend a site at the same 
time that they recommend a plan of the building? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I move to amend by striking out that 
portion of the paragraph embraced in lines 9 to 14 inclusive. 

The CHAIRMAN, The first question is upon the amendment 
of the gentleman from South Dakota. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. PICcKLER, 
it was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Alabama {Mr. BANKHEAD] to strike out 
the lines he has indicated. ; 

Mr. CRAIN. Lrise toa parliamentary inquiry. Before that 
question is put, is it not in order to vote upon all amendments 
which look to perfecting the text of the paragraph? 

The CHAIRMAN. There are no such amendments pending. 

Mr. CRAIN. Iwas on my feet for the purpose of offering 
one. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ment. 

Mr. PICKLER. I rise toa pariiamentaryinquiry. I wish to 
ask whether the jurisdiction with reference to the construction 
of public buildings does not belong specially to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds—not the Committee on Agri- 
culture? 

The CHAIRMAN. This paragraph does not propose the con- 
struction of any building. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is the first step looking to the construc- 
tion of a building. 

Mr. HATCH. Well, it is too late for any new point of order. 
I insist now on the regular order in regard to this bill. We 
have been debating and voting on amendments to perfect the 
text. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will now entertain the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. CRAIN]. 

Mr. CRAIN. As I understand, the Chair has ruled this para- 
graph in order as not making new law. Am I correct in that 
supposition? lassume thatlam. I desire to amend by adding 
to paragraph this provision: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury cause to be prepared by the Architect 
of the Treasury Department. plans and specifications for a properly devised 
and durably constructed public building at the city of Laredo, inthe State of 


Texas, which plans and specifications shall be reported to the nextsession of 
Congress, with estimates for the construction of such building. 


Mr. HATCH. I make a point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. CRAIN. IJ hope the gentleman will withdraw the point 
of order. 

Mr. HATCH. 





The House does not 


Do you propose to tear down the present 


The gentleman will send up his amend- 


I will not. The point of order is so palpable 


that I am surprfsed the gentleman should offer his amendment , 
seriously 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
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Mr. BANKHEAD: Mr. Chairman, I submitted a point of 


order to this paragraph, feeling perfectly sure that it was sub- 
ject to such a point. 

There does not seem to me to be a particle of doubt that this 
is, to say the least, new legislation. It is legislation attempting 
to authorize the construction of a public building for public pur- 
poses. That being true, it seems to me that it is clearly subject 
to the point of order. However, the Chair has overruled the 
point, and I have moved to strike the lines from the bill. 

Now, I do notcare toargue that question. Ifthe House, under 
these conditions, proposes to enter upon legislation of that char- 
acter; if they propose to give authority to every committee of 
the House to bring in bills here for the construction of public 
buildings, whenever and wherever they please, this is about the 
best time that I know of to take up that question and dispose df 
it. There are many gentlemen here who are anxious to have 
public buildings provided in their districts,and there are many 
towns and cities all over the country sadly in need of them. 

Mr. CRAIN. Laredo, for instance. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. We need a new Public Printing Office, a 
hall of records, and other public buildings here in the city of 
Washington. All of these matters have been referred to the 
committee having en of the question. Now, I repeat, 
if the House intends on this occasion, and under the conditions, 
to transfer that jurisdiction by giving authority to some other 
committee, now is a good time to decide it. 

That is all I care to say. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I will not detain the committee 
amoment. This is simply a proposition that the Secretary of 
Agriculture, the Secretary of the Treasury, or the Chief Archi- 
tect, may prepare and submit plans and specifications to Con- 
gress ina report, upon which we can base a bill to be submitted 
tothe Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds in the future. 
There is no purpose on the part of the Committee on Agricul- 
ture to usurp any portion of the jurisdiction of that committee 

resided over by the distinguished gentleman from Alabama, 
ut simply to have a properly prepared plan and specifications 
to submit to that committee so as to save so much time. 

I hope the motion of the gentleman from Alabama will be 
voted down. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. BANKHEAD, 
to strike out the paragraph, there were on a division—ayes 51, 
noes 43, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, HATCH. I wish to give notice that I will demand a yea- 
and-nay vote in the House on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading 
of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

WEATHER BUREAU. 


Salaries and expenses of the Weather Bureau: To enable the Secretary of 
Agriculture to carry out the provisions of the act of October 1, 1890, trans- 
ferring the Weather Bureau to the Department of Agriculture: Onechief of 
the Bureau, $4,500; one assistantchief, 83,000; two professors of pabeeteey, 
at $3,000 each, 85,000; three fessors of meteorology, at 82,500 each, $7,500; 
three forecast oMfcials, at $2,000 each, $6,000, for ser in the city of Wash- 
ington or elsewhere, as the exigencies of the Bureau may demand; one chief 
clerk, 8,250; three chiefs of divisions, #2,000 each, 86,000; three clerks of class 
four, $5,400; one ere and librarian, $1,600; one assistant station- 
ery and property clerk, $1,600; five clerks of class three, 88,000; fourteen 
clerks of class two, $19,600; twenty-eight clerks of class one, 600; ht- 
een clerks, at $1,000 each, $18,000; two telegraph operators, at $1,000 each, 
#2,000, for service in the city of Washington or elsewhere, as the 8 
of the Bureau may demand; seven clerks, at $900 each, $6,300; four copy- 
ists or typewriters, at $840 each, $3,360; one copyist or Were, $720; one 
chief mechanician, $1,200; one captain of the watch, $1,000; one eer 
#840; one battery man, &840; four skilled artisans, at 8840 each, 83,360; two 
skilled mechanicians, at 8840 each, $1,680; three assistant messengers, at 
#720 each, #160; two firemen, at 8720 each, $1,44C; watchmen, at $720 
each, $2,160; one carpenter, 8720; five laborers, at $660 each, 83,300; seven mes- 
sengers, or laborers, at 8600 each, 84,200: six messengers, or laborers, 8450 
each, €3,700; five messengers, or laborers, at $300 each, $1,500; four char- 
women, #240 each, $960; for temporary employment of messengers and labor- 
ers, as may be Pesseeeny in the office of the Chief of the Weather Bureau, 
800; in all, $164,290; and the Secretary is hereby authorized to make such 
changes or assignment to duty in the personnel or detailed force of the 
Weather Bureau for limiting or reducing expenses as he may deem neces- 
sary. 


Mr. MARSH. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I propose when the proper time arrives to move 
to recommit this phil to the Cemmittee on Agriculture, with in- 
structions to report it back to the House with an amendment 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read in my time, for infor- 
mation. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike outallof the paragraph commencing with the wo “Provided 
further,” in line 7, page 7, and insert ‘“‘ that the publication of the month! 
crop reports and wwe Fees of the information on which they are A 
shall be discontinued.” And strike from line 25, page 6, the words, “one 
hundred" and insert “ ninety-nine.” 


Mr. MARSH. The pur in view is to discontinue the prac- 
tice which has grown up in the De tof Agriculture of 


gathering agricultural statistics so faras these agricultural sta- 
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tistics contain, or purport to contain, a statement of the amount 
of grain which the farmers have upon their farms, the numbers 
of acres which they have planted in the various cereals, and the 
guessing of the amount which they will reap when the harvest 
time comes. I insert the word ninety-nine there so that it will 
read ninety-nine thousand dollars instead of one hundred thou- 
sand, as appropriated for the purposes of the paragraph. 

Now, a word in addition to what I said on yesterday as to the 
merits of this proposition. While I deny that the Government 
has any right to inquire as to what the farmer has in his gran- 
ary, or the number of acres he has sowed in oats or wheat, or 
planted in corn, or other cereals; while I deny that, yet for ar- 
gument’s sake I will concede it, and call the attention of the 
House to this fact—that it is absolutely impossible and imprac- 
tible to assert with any reasonable degree of certainty what a 
field of growing wheat will yield at harvest time. Your wheat 
field on the Ist day of March may look well, and be so reported; 
the Ist day of April the same, and so reported; on the Ist day of 
May the same, and so on the Ist day of 5 une. 

On the 10th of each month the Agricultural Department sends 
out broadcast to Europe the promises of a bountiful harvest 
based on such reports; and yet I say to you, gentlemen, that 
there is not.a practical farmer in this country, not a practical 
farmer in the State of illinois, who, ten days before harvest 
time, is able to tell you within 50 per cent of what the yield of 
his wheat fields will be. 

Go in upon that field ten days before harvest. The beautiful 
grain is just turning a golden hue and there isa magnificent 
stand. 

The color is elegant, the heads are long, the meshes contain 
three to four grains in a formative state, everything indicating 
from 30 to 40 bushels to the acre. The grain is ‘‘in the milk.” 
It is just entering upon the stage known as ‘‘in the dough.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MARSH. I hope the gentleman from Missouri will allow 
me five minutes more. 

Mr. HATCH. I object to any further extension of time. 
The gentleman is simply repeating the speech he made the 
other day. I gave him twenty-five minutes then on this same 
proposition. 

Mr. MARSH. I move to strike out the last two words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can not do that. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I ask that the gentleman 
have five minutes additional. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BAKER] asks unanimous consent that the time of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. MARSH] be extended five minutes. Is 
there objection? a" 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I object. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Fuel, lights, and repairs: For fuel, lights, repairs, labor, and other ex- 
a for the care and preservation of the public building on the corner of 

enty-fourth and M streets northwest, in the city of Washington, %8,000. 

Mr. REED. What has become of the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. MARSH]? 

The CHAIRMAN. It was simply a motion to strike out the 
last word. 

Mr. REED. But unless it was withdrawn, it must be voted 
upon, and if it is withdrawn, the gentleman then has the right 
to move tostrike out another word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Another section or paragraph of the bill 
has been read. The amendment being purely formal, the Chair 
treated it as having been withdrawn as usual, and the Clerk 
read the next Leena of the bill. 

Mr: MARSH. I move to strike out the last word of the para- 
— which has just been read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is in order. 

Mr. MARSH. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have got that wheat 
into the dough. A rainstorm comes, and half an inch or three- 

uarters of an inch of water falls, and the next day the sun 
shines upon that wheat field and rust strikes in, and that field 
which, five days before, eee eee thirty bushels to the acre, 
when it comes to be reaped and threshed, will yield but from five 
to ten bushels, and that only shriveled grain. 

What may be said of a wheat field, may be said of a corn field. 
On the 4th of July, in the latitude where I live, ordinarily the 
corn commences to tassel. A week later it commences to silk. 
In the expression of the farmers of that country, the corn be- 

ins ‘‘ to shoot.” There is asplendid stand, and not a weed to be 

ound in thefield. Youcould not — a bouquet of weedsonan 
acre of ground. Everything indicates from 60 to 70 bushels of 
corn to the acre, and yet, at this critical period in the growth 
of the corn, a drouth strikes the country, and for three or four 
weeks there is no rain. That field of corn, which on the 4th of 
July Pons mae 60 bushels of corn to the acre, will perhaps yield 
but 20 or 25 bushels of poor quality. 


- 
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Now, gentlemen of this committee, I want to say to you that 
this practice which has grown up in this Agricultural Depart- 
ment of prophesying month by moith and sending these tabu- 
lated statements, with the backing of this great Government 
behind them, is false and misleading, calculated to injure the 
agricultural interests of the country; and as I said before, just 
as impressively as I knew how, I say again, that it is alone in 
the interest of gentlemen engaged in speculating in the prod- 
ucts of the farm. That is all I desire to say. [Applause.] 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair will consider the formal amend- 
ment as withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 


GENERAL EXPENSES, WEATHER BUREAU. 


xponses of the Weather Bureau, under the direction of the Secretary of 
iculture, for the benefit of agriculture, commerce, navigation, and other 
interests, as provided by law, namely: 

Salaries of three inspectors, thirty local forecast officials, observers, as- 
sistant observers, operators, repairmen, messengers, and other necessary 
civilian employés, outside of the city of Washington, $347,195; and the Sec- 
retary is hereby authorized to make promotions in the service without prej- 
udice to those transferred from the Signal Service of the War Department. 
All other expenses, itemized as follows: Maps, bulletins, and stationery for 
stations, and the maintenance of a printing office in the District of Colum- 
bia (including the hire of printers, lithographers, and other necessary work- 
ing force), for printing of the necessary circulars, weather maps, bulletins, 
monthly weather reviews, and other meteorological data for distribution and 
display in the interest of ee commerce, and navigation; for trans- 

rtation and legal traveling allowances of employés when traveling on 
usiness connected witb the Bureau, including transportation of materials 
and funds; for meteorological and other instruments and shelters therefor; 
‘for telegraphing or telephoning reports, messages, or other information; 
the special and regular circuits, drops, and rates for Weather Bureau Serv- 
ice, to be fixed by the Secretary of Agriculture by agreement with the tele- 
graph or telephone company or companies performing the services; for rents 
and other incidental expenses of ofiices maintained as stations of observa- 
tion; for the maintenance and repair of seacoast telegraph lines; includin, 
the maintenance of telegruphic or telephonic communications between Mid- 
dle and Thunder Bay Islands and the city of Alpena, Mich.; for river ob- 
servations and reports necessary for flood forecasts; for storm, cold-wave, 
flood, frost, and other signals (including the purchase of flags for thesame) ; 
for cotton-region observations and reports; for special observations and 
pay of observers of West Indiastations dur‘ag the hurricane season; for sup- 
lies for State weather servicestations; for apparatus, assistance, supplies, 
abor, printing, books; for providing a building or additional apartments 
and for traveling, general, and all necessary expenses of investigation and 
experiments on meteorology in relation toagricultural soils; for investiga- 
tions on the relation of climate to organic life, and for investigations and 
fora periodical publication on climatology in its application to sanitary 
science, and for the erection of necessary buildings for use of the Weather 
Bureau at Point Reyes Light, California, and Tatoosh Island, Washington, 
in the interest of commerce and navigation, $347,338.(6. 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the Clerk’s desk, to come in as a separate 
paragraph at the end of line 12, page 26. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Any person who shall knowingly issue or publish any false or counterfeit 
weather forecasts or warnings of weather conditions, ig chy ag such 
forecasts or warnings to have been issued or published by the Weather 
Bureau, United States Sao Service, or other branch of the Government 
service, shall be deemed lty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof, 
or each offense, be fined in a sum not exceeding $500, or imprisoned not to 
= ninety days, or be both fined and imprisoned in the discretion of the 
cour 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I ask the Clerk to read two com- 
munications which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I wish to raise a point of order against 
lines 8, 9,10, 11, and 12, on page 26. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
HATcH] has offered a separate paragraph, which has been read. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. ut it is an amendment to this. 

Mr. HATCH. I donot offer it as an amendment to that para- 
graph. I offer it as a separate paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman offered it as a separate 
paragraph. Does the gentleman wish to make a point of order 
against the paragraph which has just been read—the one offered 
by the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. No; I have noobjection to what has been 
—- I will move to strike out lines 8, 9,10, 11, and 12, on page 


The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman from Missouri has the 
floor and has moved an amendment. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Allright. Isuppose the gentleman from 
Missouri will not keep the floor all the while. 

Mr. HATCH. I ask the Clerk to read the two communica- 
tions which I send to the desk. I hope the committee will pay 
attention to them, because this is an important matter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., May 16, 1894. 


Sim: Maj. Dunwoody has called my attention to the misuse of the United 
States Weather Bureau —— flags for theatrical and other advertising 
Badly the throughout the United States. He has some !etters showing how 
a ~ he ae has amp yes ae and a eo aayve been 

abou: t system of misappro ting signal flags. It seems 
very desirable that there should be somet: in the statutes prohibiting 
such use of the Weather Bureau s The statute should provide for a 


speedy punishment for all offenders:in this direction. 
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Maj. Dunwoody, who takes this to you, will explain more fully than I pos- 
sibly - in a brief letter the absolute necessity of legislation upon this 
question. 

Respectfully, yours, 





J. STERLING MORTON, Secretary. 
Hon. W. H. Hatcn, 
Chairman Committee on Agriculture, 
House of Representatives. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, WEATHER BUREAU, 
OFFICE OF THE OBSERVER, 
Cleveland, Ohio, May 5, 1894, 

Str: Placards similar tothe one inclosed were posted throughout this 
city on April 30, and as it caused a great deal of uneasiness tothe people of the 
city, and we were receiving very frequent calls over the telephone regarding 
it, United States iaw authorities were seen with a view of having these pla- 
cards torn down, and after an extended search through law books by the 
eUnited States circuit judge and the United States attorney, no statute 
was found covering this case in any way, and it is the opinion of the cir- 
cuit judge and the United States attorney that a statute covering such 
cases should be passed, so that the public should not be unnecessarily fright- 
ened by the display of such placards as these. This placard is advertising 
a theatrical show, and credence was given this by many people on account of 
a@ special telegram appearing in one of the afternoon papers from Kansas 
City, Mo., informing that a tornado had struck that city, killing nineteen 
children, and wrecking a schoolhouse. 

I respectfully invite attention to the clippings inclosed to-day. 

Very respectfully. 
One inclosure. 
W. B. STOCKMAN, 
Local Forecast Oficial. 
The CHIEF OF THE WEATHER BUREAU, 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. HATCH. Here isa copy that I ask the Clerk to holdup 
so that members may see. This is a placard, with a black flag 
printed on the corner, that was scattered all over the country. 
It reads: 

UNITED STATES SIGNAL SERVICE BULLETIN. 

Warning! A tornado is coming. 

The flag printed on that placard is an exact duplicate of the 
storm flag or signal used by the Weather Bureau. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I now move to strike out 
the lines 8, 9, 10,11, and 12 of this paragraph. I ask the Clerk to 
read the portion I have indicated. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And for the erection of necessary buildings for use of the Weather Bu- 
reau at Point Reyes Light, California, and Tatoosh Island, Washington, 
in the interest of commerce and navigation, $347,338.06, 

Mr.BANKHEAD. I move to strike these lines out of the bill. 

Mr.HATCH. Iwanttosay that these are temporary buildings 
erected in the interest of those engaged in commerce and navi- 
gation who get these weather reports. They are most insignifi- 
cant buildings, mere shelters for the men who make these re- 
ports. There is nothing in the world that would rise to the desig- 
nation of a public building, and they are absolutely necessary for 
giving the proper warnings to the vessels upon that coast. The 
buildings are nothing like Federal public buildings. They are 
mere shelters, buildings for the use of the Bureau, and I trust 
he gentlem an from Alabama making the motion to strike out 
the provision will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iask that the words proposed to be stricken 
out be read again. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman does not wish to have the 
entire section read. 

Mr. HATCH. Only the portion proposed to be stricken out. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Lask that the portion proposed to be stricken 
out be read. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. 
we had passed this Se ee 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state in reference to the 
point of order that he does not think the point of order is well 
taken, and for this reason: After the paragraph was read the 
Chair recognized the chairman of the committee in charge of 
the measure to offer an amendment, which is usual and custom- 
ary, under the supposition that the amendment he offered was 
to the paragraph, but it turned out, however, that it was a new 
peesaree which he offered. Now, to prevent any amendment 
being offered with reference to the paragraph read, the Chair 
does not think would be right; and therefore overrules the point 
of order. 

Mr. H-AINER of Nebraska. There is no claim that the gen- 
tleman was at all prevented from offering his amendment. 

The words proposed to be stricken out were again read. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to ask the gen- 
tleman whether he holds that the amount of money mentioned 
in the lines just read is to be expended merely on a temporary 
construction? 

Mr. HATCH. Oh, notatall. The $347,000 is for the entire 
section, and all the work of the Bureau. And I will state tothe 
gentleman that the erection of these buildings and the neces- 
= repairs will not cost $347. They are simply temporary 
shelters. 


I make the point of order that 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama will please 
reduce his amendment to writing. 

Mr. HATCH. It is not meant to strike out $347,338.36. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. If the Chair will permit me, I will ex- 
plain. J only move to strike out the lines 8, 9, and 10, down to 
a word ‘‘navigation” inline 11. Ido not move to strike out 
the amount. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will reduce his amend- 
ment to writing and send it to the Clerk’s desk, in conformity 
with the rules. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word as 
to the character of work done. This is joint work between the 
man in charge of the Weather Bureau, signals, and the Light- 
Heuse Department. So that it is as much used by the Agricul- 
tural Department for this weather service as for the other De- 
partment of the Government. It is very small affair. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But I want to ask the gentleman in charge 
of the bill whether there is =e limitation in the bill upon the 
amount that shall be expended for thispurpose. The gentleman 
from California has indicated that it is fora double use. We 
know that there is no limitation as to what may be expended for 
the construction of a light-house. 

Mr. HATCH. I take the statementof the Secretary of Agri- 
culture and the Chief of the Weather Bureau, which is that this 
money is to be expended for the purpose set forth in the para- 
graph or the preceding portion of the paragraph, but that it 
may require an expenditure of $200, $300, or $4 to erect such 
shelter for these observations as will shelter the men of the 
Bureau on that coast at these two particular points simply while 
they are discharging their duties. There is nothing to rent 
there. They can not even occupy the building of the Light- 
House Board, for they have not room enough, but with an ex- 
penditure of $300 or $400 for the erection of a temporary addi- 
tion or shed to the light-house building there the representative 
of the Weather Bureau can take his observations. It is nota 
matter that is worthy of the considerations of this committee or 
the House for five minutes, because it is not a public building, 
but is merely a shelter to enable these people to perform the r 
duties for the Weather Bureau. 

Mr. BANKHEAD, Willthe gentleman acceptan amendment 
or the cost of these buildings to $500? 

. HATCH, I will, with the greatest pleasure. I will move 
that amendment, Mr. Chairman. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend the latter part of the paragraps. lines 8, 9, 10, 11, and 12, so as to 
read: ‘‘And for the erection of necessary bu {ldings for use of of the Weather 
Bureau at Point Reyes Light, California, and Tatoosh Wi 
in the interest of commerce and navigation, not to exceed $347,338. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the Eeackenat 
wili be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. LACEY. I wish to call the attention of the tleman 
from Missouri to the fact that there will be some usion un- 
less the last words of the paragraph, stating the total, be stricken 


out. 

Mr. HATCH. We will not strike those words out, but I will 
move to amend further by ad the words “in all” before 
them, 50 as to make the — read: “In all, $347,338.06.” 

The amendment was 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair understands the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD] to withdraw his motion to 
strike out this part of the paragraph. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I withdraw it. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk, to come in at the end of the 
paragraph just passed. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After line 12,-page 26, insert the following: 

““Tnat the Secretary of Agriculture, in codperation with the Postmaster- 
General. shall arrange a plan by which there shall be displayed on on all == 
and other conveyances used for trans the United States mail, s 
able flags or other signals ‘ > indicate the weather forecast, cold-wave ‘wae warn: 
sae», £ frost warnings, ete., to be tanner’ by the Chief of the Weather Bu 

Mr. HATCH. [hope there will be no objection made to that 
amendment. It simply provides for the display of a signal flag 
upon mail trains. 

Mr. COX. Has the gentleman any idea how much this will 
cost? 

Mr. HATCH, This amendment o: authorizes the Secre- 
ws of Agriculture, in cofiperation with the Postmaster-Gen- 

to see if he can arrange for this to be done under the ap- 





seaneiniioias already made. If he finds that he can not, then. 


when the subject comes up again in the next bill wecan provide 
~~ it if we choose. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky. The amendment is sim de- 
signed to extend the benetits of the weather service to the 
eres of the country. 

© amendment was agreed to. 
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The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rise 
and report the bill as amended to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed thechair, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, a orted that 
they had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 937) making 
appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1895, and had directed him to report the 
same to the House with amendments. 

Mr. HATCH. I move the previous question on the engross- 
mentand third reading of the bill and upon the ame ndments 
and the bill to its final passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is aseparate vote demanded on any of the 
amendments? 

Mr. HATCH. It isso late that I will not ask for a separate 
vote on any amendment. 

The amendments were adopted. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the bill 

Mr. MARSH. I move to recommit the bill with inst Scilla 
to the committee to report it back with the amendment that I 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out all of the paragraph after the words “ Provided further,” in line 
7 inamladen eta one and the gathering of the 
meuuiee on which the ave henes shall be discontinued.” 5 

Also, strike out, in line ens. a the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ the words 
‘one hundred *’ and insert “ ninet: 

The question being taken on oa motion of Mr. MARSH, the 
Speaker dec that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. M I ask for a division. 

The House divided; — — were—ayes 4, noes 128. 

Jn the motion was rejected 

The bill was then passed. 

Mr. HATCH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
as and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. WHITING, for this day, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. KEM, for one day, on account of sickness. 


REPRINT OF DOCUMENT. 


Mr. BAILEY. ~- Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
there be a reprint of Executive Document No. 188, a letter from 
the Secretary of the transmitting, ant to House 
resolution of the 5th instant, information relative to Treasury 
notes, as there has been a misprint. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The House then, on motion of Mr. Hatcu (at 5 o’clock and 
4 minutes), adjourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. MORGAN, from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, reported the bill (H. R. 6633) for the re- 
lief vi ee W. Harbaugh, which, with the accompanying re- 

), was ordered to be printed, and referred to the 
ities of the Whole House. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By. Mr. MABON: A bill (H. R. 7122) to establish a bureau of 

ublic health in the Department of the Interior of the United 
tes,and to provide additional measures of ey a 
introduction and spread of contagious and e c 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: A bill (H. R. 7123) to amend section num- 
bered 2324 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating 
to mining claims—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H.R. 7125) to make oleomargarine 
and all other imitation ucts subject to the laws of the 
State or Territory into w! 


Cepesiee oe 
ByMr. "A. resolution for the adoption of a rule author 
izing the e submission of amendments to to general appropriation 
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bills and conference reports on general appropriations bills, 
providing for the levy of an income tax, or for the repeal of 
the law authorizing the payment of sugar bounties, or em- 
powering the President to suspend the collection of duties on 
articles or commodities upon which the price may be affected 
by combinations or trusts during the existence of such combina- 
tions or trusts, and for other purposes+-to the Committee on 
Rules. 





‘PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BUNDY: A bill (H. R. 7126) for the relief of John H. 
Snyder—tc the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A Dill (H. R. 7127) for the relief of 
Alexander S. Rosenthal—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DE FOREST: A bill (H.R. 7128) granting a pension 
of $3 a month to George M. Sindair in lieu of the pension of $2 
a month now paid him—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HELNERof Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7129) granting 
a pension to Henry Schnetberg, of Indiana, Pa.—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H.R. 7130) for the relief of John A. 
Kelley, of Bull Run, Tennessee—to the Committee on Pansions. 

By Mr. TUCKER (by request): A bill (H.R. 7131) to remove 
tite charge of desertion against Addison C. Stanton—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. ay 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: A bill (H. R. 7132) for the relief of Cen- 
ter Ledford—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH: Protest against the adoption of an amend- 
ment to the preamble of«the Constitution acknowledging the 
supreme authority of Almighty God by Immanuel Lutheran 
Evangelical Church, of South Chicago—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. CRISP (by request): Petition of sundry citizens of In- 
dian Territory, relative to changing the judicial system of said 
Territory—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ENGLISH of California: Petition of John Wilson For- 
syth and others, in favor of Senate bill 897, introduced by Sen- 
ator WHITS, to amend the Indian depredation act of March 3, 

-1891—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce 
of the City of Milwaukee, Wis., in favor of continuing and im- 
proving the work of collecting industrial information in the Ag- 
ricultural Department—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. IKIRT: Petition of C. C. Dryhoff and 95 others, citi- 
zens of North Georgetown, Ohio, asking the of House 
bill 5246—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: Protest of Rev. C. E. 
Bode and 39 members of the Lutheran Church, of Albion, Dickey 
County, N. Dak., against —— amendment for acknowledg- 
ment of God in the preamble of the Constitution—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MADDOX: Petition of Hershall P. Burnettand Jessie 
B. Stephens, heirs of George P. Burnett, deceased, of Floyd 
County, Ga., and of Smith D. Sale, also of Floyd Connty, Ga., 
asking that their claims be referred to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of John M. Quinn, executor of William Quinn, 
deceased, of Rome, Ga., asking that his claim be referred to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OGDEN: Petition of citizens of Shreveport, La., re- 
questing an appropriation for the improvement of the harbor of 
said city—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan. Protest of the Evan- 
gelical Lutheran Church of Grand Rapids, against the proposed 
change of the Constitution by the acknowledgment of a Divine 
Being—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RUSSELL ofConnectieut: Petition of citizens of Vol- 
untown and Sterling, for Federal legislation regulating the sale 
= substitutes for dairy products—to the Committee on Agri- 

ture, : 

By Mr. SHAW: Resolutions of the Milwaukee Chamber of 

reé, urging the continuance and improvement of the serv- 
ice of the statistical division of the Department of Agricul- 
ture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WEADOCK: Petition of G. M. Tennant and 29 others, 
for the of House bill 4897—to the Committee on the 
Ppst-Office and Post-Roads. 
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SENATE, 
FRIDAY, May 18, 1894. 


The Senate mot at 11 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MrLsurn, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday, 
when, on motion of Mr. FAULKNER, and by unanimous consent, 
the further reading was dispensed with. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PEFFER. I present the petition of Mrs. Matilda Allen 
Patterson, president of the Sisterhood of the American Patriot 
Society, of Chicago, Ill., representing that association, and pray- 
ing for legislation appropriating money to procure land and 
farming implements for persons in need of homes. I move that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented the petition of Hamilton S. Peck 
and 45 other citizens of Chittenden County, Vt., praying that 
the funds of mutual life-insurance companies and associations be 
exempted from taxation in the proposed income-tax provision 
of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I present resolutions adopted by the 
cane growers and sugar manufacturers of Louisiana, in conven- 
tion assembled, declaring that the present sugar schedule as 
proposed by the Senate l‘inance Committee, fixing the duties on 
raw sugars imported into this country at 40 per cent ad valorem, 
is inadequate and insufficient. As the tariff bill is pending be- 
fore the Senate, I move that the resolutions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLANCHARD presented a memorial of sundry citizens 
of Crowley, Arcadia Parish, La., remonstrating against the pro- 
posed reduction of the duty on uncleaned and paddy rice; which 
was ordered to lie on the-table. 

Healso presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of New Or- 
leans, La., remonstrating against the proposed reduction of the 
duty on uncleaned and paddy rice, and praying for the reten- 
tion of the rates as fixed in the Wilson tariff bill by the House 
of Representatives; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present the memorial of J. W. Burke, of 
Jacksonville, Ala., remonstrating against the redistricting of 
the judicial districts of that State. I move the reference of the 
memorial to the Committee on the Judiciary, and I call the spe- 
cial attention of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Pve@n] to it. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of theo Chamber of Com 
merce, of Cleveland, Ohio, praying that an appropriation be 
made for the Naval War College.at Newport, R. I.; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of Rev. Gerald H. Beard, 
of South Norwalk, Conn., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to suppress the lottery traffic; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented the petition of Hobart L. Mills and 69 other 
citizens of New Britain, Conn., praying that the funds of mutual 
life-insurance companies be exempted from the proposed in- 
come-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FAULKNER, from the Commiltee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. 
McMILLAN on the 24th of April, intended to be proposed to the 
District appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and 
moved that it be printed, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed 


to whom was referred the bill (S. 1803) authorizing the construc- 
tion of a wagon road on the Hoopa Valley Indian Reservation, in 
the State of California, and making appropriation therefor, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. HUNTON, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself 
on the 2d instant, intended to be proposed to the District ap- 

ropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it 
ts printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian At 

fairs, to whom was referred an amendment submitted by himself 


to. 
| Mr. BLANCHARD, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
| on the 4th instant, intended to be proposed to the Indian appro- 
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priation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and be printed; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1990) to amend an act approved August 19, 
1890, entitled ‘‘An act to adopt regulations for preventing coi- 
lisions at sea,” reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1835) to amend an act approved September 
25, 1890, extending the limits of the collection district of Hart- 
ford, Conn., reported it without amendment. 

PEMAQUID POINT LIGHT STATION. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6770) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to exchange, in behalf of the United 
States, deeds of land with the Pemaquid Land Company of 
Maine, in settlement of a disputed boundary of the Pemaquid 
Point (Maine) light station, to report it favorably without amend- 
ment. As it is simply a bill to correct the boundary lines of a 
Government light-house site and ought to be passed immedi- 
ately, I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. It 
will not take a minute. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

TARIFF BULLETINS. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I report from the Committee on Finance 
Bulletin No.8, being replies of importers and manufacturers and 
others to tariff inquiries relating to Schedule B—earths, earth- 
enware, and glassware—which I ask be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

AMENDMENTS TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

Mr. POWER submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PROPOSED SENATORIAL INVESTIGATION. 

Mr. GRAY submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the select committee appointed under resolution of the Sen. 
ate of May 17, 1894, tomake certain investigations, be, and it hereby is, au- 
thorized to employ a stenographer and incur such other expenses as may be 
deemed necessary; the said expenses to be d out of the contingent fund 
upon vouchers approved by the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate. 

On motion of Mr. GRAY, it was 

Ordered, That the select committee of investigation appointed on the 17th 
instant have leave to sit during the sessions of the Senate. 

SUITS AGAINST TRUSTS AND COMBINATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution coming over from the previous day, which will be 
stated. 

The Secretary stated the resolution submitted yesterday by 
Mr. MORGAN, as follows: 

A resolution directing the Attorney-General to inform the Senate whether 
any action has been en in any court of the United States, either civil or 
criminal, to restrain or punish the persons engaged in unlawful monopolies 
or restraints of trade, etc. ° 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 


~The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be 


Tho Secretary read the resolutior submitted yesterday by Mr. 
HARRIS, as follows: 

Resolved, That on and afier Monday, the 2ist day of May, 1894, and until 
otherwise ordered, the daily sessions of the Senate shall begin at 10 o’clock 
a. m., and the morning hour shall terminate at the expiration of thirty min- 
utes thereafter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The maga is on agreeing to the 
resolution which has just been read. 

Mr. SHERMAN, have just been informed (and if that is 
the case I shall not object) that there was an agreement or ar- 
rangement last night that the resolution should be acted upon 
without controversy. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] last 
night, just before the close of the proceedings, had the resolu- 
tion read and gave noiice that he would call it up this morn 
and ask for a vote upon it. So it was at the time that 
should be brought up this morning and considered. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. If it was understood between Senators on 
both sides that that should be done, I have nothing further to 


say. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If the Senator will permit me, I did not 
understand that it was agreed the resolution should be adopted. 
Personally I have no objection to this proposition and I do not 
propose to urge any objection toit; but last night, with the few 
in number of the Republican Senators here, it certainly was not 
considered the proper thing that any arrangement should be 
made or consent given upon this side. After wasting four or 
five hours in a very immaterial manner perhaps, there was some 
understanding that we would adjourn until this morning and 
that this resolution should come up to-day. Of course it is sub- 
ject to objection as to its present consideration, as it proposes a 
a change of the rules of the Senate, but J do not make any prop- 
osition of that kind. 

B ag COCKRELL. Notatall. It is not subject to an objec- 
tion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I was not here, but if there was any under- 
standing to the effect that the resolution should be taken up 
to-day I do not wish to violate that understanding. But it isa 
violation of the rule to pass an order of this kind without refer- 
ring it to the Committee on Rules. It proposes to make a change 
in the rules of the Senate._ 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Ohio is certainly grossly 
mistaken. 

Mr. COCKRELL. He is entirely mistaken. The morning 
hour has always been fixed by a resolution of this kind, and in 
the rules the Senator will find such a resolution, introduced by 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. SHERMAN. At all events, if there was an understand- 
ing that the resolution was to be taken up this morning, I shall 
not interpose. 

Mr. DOLPH. There was no understanding. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, there ought not to be any misun- 
derstanding about the arrangement that was made last night, if 
one can call itanarrangement. “There was no agreement that this 
resolution should be adopted, and the Senator from Tennessee 
did not ask it when he presented it, but it was at the end ofa 
prolonged and tedious session, where but few upon either side, 
especially upon this side, thought it worth while to stay here 
and make the fight. It was understood by me that the Senator 
from Tennessee would bring the resolution up this morning and 
that it should be voted upon; I think the language he used was 
that it should be either voted up or voted down; but there was 
nq attempt to bind anybody who was not here to vote for the 
resolution or to vote againstit. I think thatis perhaps exactly 
what took place. 

Mr. HARRIS. The statement of the Senator from Maine is, 
according to my recollection, the exact fact as to what occurred. 
1 did not ask unanimous consent, but after a prolonged contro- 
versy I presented the resolution and gave notice that I should 
ask the Senate this morning to vote uponit. All I desire isa 
vote of the Senate upon the resolution. 

Mr. DOLPH. I was here at the time the resolution was of- 
fered. Any Senator might have objected to its being presented 
at the time, so it would have been in order to-day as a part of 
the morning business, but no Senator on either side made an 
objection. Therefore this morning the resolution is in order, 
suppose, and can not be objected to as a matter of right so as to 
go over until another day. But I deny that there was any re- 
quest by the Senator from Tennessee for any unanimous consent 
whatever in regard to the resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. The denial iswholly unnecessary. The Sena- 
tor from Tennessee has so stated. 

Mr. DOLPH. I want to refer to what was said by the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE]. If there was any understanding what- 
ever that the resolution was to be voted upon this morning it 
was not niade in the Senate. The RECORD will show that there 
was not a word said on either side of the Chamber in regard to 
that matter. As far as my understanding is concerned, unless 
it was made outside of this Chamber or in secret by members on 
both sides, there is no understanding that the resolution shail 
come to a vote this morning. It is a debatable question and 
may be discussed ane I do not propose to make any ob- 
jection to voting immediately upon the resolution, but I merely 
wish to say that I do not understand there was any agreement 
either that the resolution should be voted upon to-daf or that 
the resolution should be passed. 

Mr. HALE. That is ne what I stated. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to 
read just five lines from the RECORD? 

Mr. HALE. Yes; that will tell the story. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Said the Senator from Tennessee: 


I will send to the desk the resolution | hold in my hand. I introduced a 
similar one a number of days ago that I have allowed to lie on the table 
until this time. I m it by inclu in it an additional feature, and I 
send it to the desk in order that it may read. I wish to give notice now 
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/ c x : shall ask the Sens to consider it, and agree to 
it 4 pt meg i hang pty My object is to make progress with the bill. 

That is all that was said on the question. 

Mr. HALE. Thatisit precisely. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish simply to call the attention of the 
Senate to the rule. Not being present last night I do not pro- 
pose to interfere in any way with any arrangement that was 
agreed upon. It is perfectly clear by the seventh rule, which 
provides for the morning business and also by Rule XL, which 

rovides for the amendment of the rules, that the rule regard- 
ing morning business can not be changed except by unanimous 
consent without a reference to the Committee on Rules, and 
after ‘‘one day’s notice in writing, specifying precisely the rule 
or part proposed to be amended.” 

I know what the Senator from Tennessee refers to. There is 
a footnote in the Manual which gives the “ resolution submitted 
by Mr. HoAR and adopted August 10, 1888:” 

Resolved, That after to-day, unless otherwise ordered, the morning hour 
a. Se at the expiration of two hours after the meeting of the 
enate. , 

That resolve could only have been adopted by general consent, 
and certainly it did not change the rule, because the rule could 
only be changed in the following mode: 

No motion to suspend, modify, or amend any rule, or any part thereof, 
shall be in order, except on one day’s notice in writing, specifying precisely 
the rule or part proposed to be suspended, modified, or amended, and the 


purpose thereof. Any rule may be suspended without notice by the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate, except as otherwise provided in clause 1, Rule 


This rule provides that by unanimous consent the rules may 
be changed at any time, as was done in the case cited in this 
note; but it can not be done except by unanimous consent. 

I think after what occurred last night, as stated by the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut and the Senator from Maine, it amounts to 
an honorable obligation that we should allow a vote upon the 
resolution without any delay. Therefore, so far as I am con- 
cerned, I am perfectly willing that the vote shall be taken if the 
Senate so desires. 

Mr. FRYE. Yesterday for the first time during the session, 
I think, I was absent. At about 2 o’clock, at the invitation of 
the Board of Trade, I went down the river. Before going I in- 
quired of the leaders on the Republican side whether there was 
perfect safety in doing so, whether there would be any contest of 
any kind; and 4, bar grab me that under the unanimous-consent 
agreement which had been given that the bill should be con- 
sidered from 11 o'clock in the morning until 6 it was impossi- 
ble that there could be any difficulty. 

Accordingly I went. hen [ returned at half past 10 I saw a 
light in the Capitol building and immediately telephoned to the 
Senate to know whether I must go up; and I was informed that 
the probabilities were that an arrangement would be made and 
an adjournment had in a very few minutes. 

Mr. President, I would not be absent on any account when 
there is a serious contest going on here, for I am very fond of 
contests myself. I like to see the fights going on. 

I have had but one opinion in relation to this tariff bill, and 
that is, that it is the duty of the Republican side to defeat it in 
any way, by a resort to any and all parliamentary methods; but 
I have not been able to persuade the Republican side that that 
is the true policy to pursue. On the contrary, that after fair 
consideration the bill shall be permitted to come to a vote seems 
to be the determination of the Republican side. I am always 
bound, where a matter of conscience or principle is not con- 
cerned, by the action of the majority on my side, believing that 
the majority know more than the minority; and I wish there 
were more who were bound in the same way. I think we should 
then get along with less difficulty. 

But, Mr. President, I'am rather glad on the whole that the 
Senator from Tennessee last night saw fit to spring this resolu- 
tion upon the Senate. Iwas rather glad when I returned home 
to find that it had been done. If the Senator from Tennessee 
will do that frequently, I am inclined to think he will succeed 
in consolidating the Republican side, and that there will be a 
fight made in earnest to defeat this bill. If, on thecontrary, he 
obeys the courtesy which generally prompts and controls Liss, 
I am inclined to think that, after a fair and reasonable discus- 
sion of the various items of this bill, it will be permitted to come 
to a vote without any dilatory proceedings whatever. 

Mr. HARRIS. I simply want to correct one statement which 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]inadvertently made. There 
never was a consent agreement as to the hour of adjournment. 
It was agreed that the tariff bill should be taken up at 120’clock, 
and proceeded with until a majority of the Senate should choose 
to adjourn; that was the agreement; but no hour was fixed for 
adjournment by such agreement; and it was distinctly stated, 
when that agreement was made, that no time should be fixed for 
{ts duration, and that the majority of the Senate would deter- 
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mine when it wouldabandon that consentrule. That isall there 
was of it. 

In reply to the suggestion of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN], I beg toassure him that the Senate has always fixed 
its hour of meeting by resolution; there is no rule that fixes the 
hour at which the Senate shall meet; and this proposition does 
not change any existing rule of the Senate, except so far as 
morning business is concerned. Rule VIII requires that the 
Calendar shall be taken up after the conclusion of the routine 
morning business. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The Senator is correct in stating that the 
Senate does not fix the time at which it shall meet by rule: but 
the rule does provide that, no matter when it meets, until the 
hour of 1 o’clock the morning business shall be attended to. I 
will read the rule: 

Until the morning business shall have been concluded, and so announced 
from the chair, or until the hour of 1 o'clock has arrived, no motion to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of any bill, resolution, report of a committee, or 
othersubject upon the Calendar shall be entertained by the Presiding Officer. 


It is the hour to which the morning business is limited: that 
is, Lo’clock. If we meet at 11 o'clock we have two hours for 
morning business, and if we meet at 10 o'clock we shall have 
three hours. If the resolution of the honorable Senator from 
Tennessee isadopted, we shall have to change the rules in order 
to accomplish his object. However, a rule may be adopted by 
unanimous consent to limit the morning hour to only thirty 
minutes. I believe that is the rule now offered; but the rule as 
it stands requires us to proceed with the morning business until 
it is concluded, or until 1 o'clock; and we can only change that, 
rule by unanimous consent, or by the method pointed out in the 
rules for that purpose. 

In this case [ would not have the slightest doubt raised upon 
that point, and if there is an understanding, expressed or im- 
plied, that this motion shall be acted upon, [ should dislike to 
violate that agreement. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May [ask the Senator from Ohio a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iask whether, assuming this resolution 
to be a change of the rule, the fact that it was offered last night, 
the legislative day of yesterday, does not make the considera- . 
tion of it in order this morning? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Itis not like an ordinary motion to change 
a rule, for that requires a much more formal proceeding than 
the passage of an ordinary resolution. 

Mr. CHANDLER. My suggestion is, that if one day's notice 
is given to change the rule, and thisis a change of the rule, then 
the notice has been given. If it is only an ordinary resolution, 
it can not be considered until the second day. So thatit does not 
occur to me that the resolution is not in order, because it is in 
accordance with the previous custom of the Senate. 

Mr. President, as I understand the Senator from Tennessee, 
he states correctly what has been the consent agreement under 
which the Senate has been proceeding. It has been nothing 
more than this, that at 12 o'clock we should take up the tari'f 
bill for consideration. Nothing has happened to constitute any 
agreement between the two sides of the Chamber since that ar- 
rangement was made, except that an implied understanding may 
have grown up from the custom of adjourning at 6 o'clock in the 
afternoon, and a habit, which Senators have acquired on both 
sides, of going away at 5 o’clock in the afternoon. 

While it is true that there was noagreement last night of any 
sort, and while the language which has been read by the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], uttered by the Senator from 
Tennessee, expresses exactly the situation, and, therefore, any 
Senator is at liberty now to make any objection which the rules 
entitle him to make, or to debate against the resolution, or to 
vote against the resolution, there was, I think, an expectition 
that, if the majority desired to-day to fix the hours during which 
there should be a session of the Senate, there would be no un- 
re gama on this side of the Chamber to have such a vote 
taken. 

The point of objection to the proposition of the Senator from 
Tennessee was distinctly this, that there was objection on this 
side of the Chamber to having a vote taken fixing the hours of 
meeting when so many Senators were present on the other side 
of the Chamber and when so few Senators were present on this 
side of the Chamber. We felt then that we owed a duty to ab- 
sent Senators, if they desired to do so, to give them an oppor- 
tunity to vote no upon this resolution. That opportunity has 
been given. The Senators upon both sides of the Chamber are 
here; and, so far as I am concerned, I do not object to having 
a vote taken upon the resolution to-day, although the Senator 
from Ohio is not bound by any understanding not to make any 
objection to the resolution which the rule gives him the right 
to make. 
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I am not inclined to object w such hours of meeting, within 
reasonable limits, as the majority of the Senate may see fit to 
impose upon the Senate. The proposition his not yet reached 
a question of cruel and unusual punishmext by prolonged and 
injurious sessions of the Senate; I mean injurious to the health 
of Senators. Therefore, I shall not vote against the resolution. 
Senators know that I am naturally of a peaceful nature, and 
when a motion of this kind is presented, and an opportunity 
given to vote upon it, and hours are named which it is perhaps 
right and proper should be given to the discussion of this sub- 
ject, 1 do not propose to make any objection to them myself. 

I will say that it would be entirely pertinent for me in the dis- 
cussion of this resolution to submit some remarks as to what is 
legitimate debate, based upon the proceedings recorded in the 
volume which is in my hands and which [ have studied with 
great care—the proceedings of the extra session of the Senate 
in March, 1881. { do not care to submit them during the debate 
upon the resolution; but when the tariff bill is under considera- 
tion, I shall take occasion, unless Iam prohibited in some way, 
to show what was considered legitimate debate upon tiie propo- 
sition that the Senate should proceed to elect its officers. 

The range of debate, Senators will remember, was very wide, 
and if the Senator from Tennessee now is willing to concede 
that everything which was legitimate in debate at that time 
upon a resolution which said that the Senate should proceed to 
the election of its officers, is legitimate debate upon the pending 
bill, or after we eee agair to the consideration of 
the tariff bill, there will be no dispute between that side of 
the Chamber and this sideof the Chamber as to what legitimate 
debate there is to be. What legitimate debate is has not yet, I 
think, been determined either by a vote of the Senate or by a 
definition and exposition, which I shall hope to have the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee give us when we take up the bill for regular 
progress with that remarkable instrument. 

tohear any Sen- 





Mr. DOLPA. Mr. President,I amsu 
ator say, in view of the extractfromthe Recorp which has been 
read by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], that 
there is any agreement, express or implied, on the part of the 
Senate in regard to the disposition of the pending resolution. 
Aa member of the Senate, as I said when on my feet before, 
could have objected to its being presented a tthe time it was, 50 
as to have prevented its consideration to-day. There was no 
consent whatever of the Senate had concerning the resolution. 
It might be discussed for a month, in my judgment, without 
that discussion being in any way a violation of any ement 
on the part of the Senate, on the part either of those Senators 
present last evening or this entire side of the Chamber; and 
any objection which could be raised to its consideration would 
be entirely legitimate, and no viclation of any agreement. 

I did not rise, however, to repeat what I said in — to 
that matter; I rose to refer to the remarks of the junior ator 
from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. I wish to say that I do not understand 
that there has been any agreement w ver on the part of the 
minority of the Senate in regard to the course which should be 

ursued relative to this bill; and either the Senator from Maine 

s mistaken or I am mistaken in régardtothat matter. If there 
is any division on the part of Senatorson thisside of ths Cham- 
ber, I want it distinctly understood where | stand. 

I should be ready to unite with the Senatorfrom Maine inany 
course which he might think proper to pursue to defeat the 
pending bill. Iam not at all alarmed or intimidated by the 
threat that the country must judge of my conduct in regard to 
it, or as to what the verdict of the country upon it will be. 

So far as the State which I have the honor in part to repre- 
sent is concerned this is a free-trade measure. We have few 
manufactures. One of the greatest of ourindustries is the wool- 

rowing industry. By the bill that great industry in my State 
fs to be utterly and entirely destroyed. The threat of placing 
wool upon the free list has had that effect already; and if this 
bill is to be passed and become a law the 2,500,000 sheep in the 
State of Oregon are to be driven to the slaughter pen and that 
industry is to be destroyed. 
: This " . fron ene bill = far a0 Jaman is cnnnecnns. The 
umber industry isa greatindustry in my State,employing many 
thousands of laborers. We have noah and valeaiie forests in 
Western Oregon as well as in Western Washington. 

The hop-growing industry is another great industry of ~ 
State. e decrease in the duty upon hops from 15 cents to 
cents a pound, the duty proposed by the amendment to the bill 
which has been offered by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
JONES], will be destructive of that incustry. 

The provision for reciprocity in 
Canada will be oe to our agri 
is nothing in the bill to compensate for this 
industries. 


ural industries: and there 
destruction 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


products with | considered in the future. 
of our | cording tomine. If it turn 


May 18, 





fighting this bill in om omy way which parliamentary 
usages would admit of; and | wish it understood that, so far as 
Iam concerned, Iam quite willing to unite with members of 
this body, sufficient in number to absolutely defeat the bill and 
never let it come to a vote. 

Mr, HIGGINS. Mr. President, I observe that the Senator 
from Tennessee made the remark jast evening that the day, yes- 
terday, had been wasted. I am extremely sorry to think that 
the Senator from Tennessee should visit such a judgment as that 
on any remarks which I had the honor tosubmit. Ido notstand 
here now in any way apologizing for any time I took up yester- 
day. It happened, however, to be a fact that it was on my part 
involuntary. I did not expect when I rose to take over ten min- 
utes, or possibly fifteen or twenty minutes. I may bave run on 
into thirty. 

When I was about to sit down Senators on the other side 
threw the floodgates open to the widest possible debate, the 
Senator from Nebraska |Mr. ALLEN] on the broad question of 
constitutional authority to impose tariff duties, and the Sena- 
tor from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] not only wanted to go into the 
price of shirts, but actually into the price of wheat, and all that 
class of questions, which would have opened the discussion as 
wide almost as the silver debate of last autumn. I think the 
Senator from Tennessee, if he will take the time to scrutinize 
the remarks I made, will find that resolutely I limited the scope 
of debate constantly within what was laid out by the question 
on the other sideof the Chamber; I confined it rigorously to the 
closest and the shortest answer I could make. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not wish to occupy any time in the dis- 

cussion of the resolution. For one, I am willing to meet at the 
hour named by the Senator from Tennessee and continue the 
discussion of the bill during reasonable hoursfrom thattime for- 
ward. I believe in the discussion and consideration of the act 
of 1890, at the time we did meet here at 10 o’clock in the 
morning and continued the discussion until 6 o’clock in the even- 
ing, or about that time. 
_ Twas not here last evening during the controve Suppos- 
ing that we should adjourn soon after 6 o’clock, and having an 
engagement which I regarded as imperative, I went home and 
did not return, because the notice did not reach me until a late 
hour in the evening? Therefore, so far as I am concerned, I 
am willing to go on with the bill. But after the observations 
made by the two Senators near me, the junior Senator from 
Maine[Mr. Fryrjand my friend who sitson my left{Mr. DoLPH], 
I desire to say a word upon that subject. 

I do not now commit myself one way or the other as respects 
what will be done or what may be proposed later on in this dis- 
cussion. Iam to know the views of those two Senators as 
to what they will do. So far asI know, at no place and under 
no contingency where I have been present, as respects the con- 
sideration of the bill, has it been osed that any one partic- 
ular method shall be adopted concerning its discussion or debate. 
I had supposed that we would go on with the bill and debate it 
as we have vein, sane bills in this Chamber, considering the 
items, whether t or unimportant, as they deserve to be 
considered, and whether it shall take ten days or ten weeks. 
That is the method, as I understand it, of considering bills in 
this Chamber, occupying such time from = day as Senators 
may be able to occupy and stay in the Chamber. 

r. President, I think that there has been and is some im- 
patience on the other side of the Chamber. The bill can not be 
considered as it should be within two weeks or three weeks or 
four weeks. I have no doubt that we shall reach a conclusion 
_— the bill, as we have reached conclusions upon prior bills, 

ter full debate. These questions may have been considered at 
more leugth than they ought to have been considered eonsider- 
ing their relative importance, but that we are not to debate the 
important amendments, some of which were suggested by the 
Senator from Oregon, and other provisions of great importance 
in the bill, so that we may present our views to the Senate, it 
seoms to me ought not to be considered for one moment asa matter 
ofdoubt. Thereforeif we will go on with the bill, somewhat per- 
haps in a better nature than we have been in for the last day or 
two, we shall be able to make progress. I desire to contribute to 
that $as one member of the Senate; and what I doasa 
member of the ublican this week or next week as re- 
spects the tendency of the debate at that time will depend very 
much upon considerations hereafter to be developed and not upon 


which has occurred hi » 
, Mr. President, I want to em the fact that so far as 
I know there has been no on as to how the bill shal) be 
representing States upon 
this floor will act to their ju nt, as I shall act ac- 
out + chere uve to be two 
one on the other side and one on this side, I have no 
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are following their party regarding the matters of detail. I want 
to say for myself that I desire to go on with the debate on the 
bill and with the votes upon it from time to time upon the items 
as they appear here after debate and discussion, and when the 
other great questions which have been suggested are reached it 
will be time enough to debate them. 

Mr.MANDERSON. I move to amend the resolution by strik- 
ing out ‘‘ one-half hour” and inserting ‘‘one hour.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 5, strike out ‘‘ thirty minutes” and 
insert ‘‘one hour;” so as to read: 


And the morning hour shall terminate at the expiration of one hour there- | 


after. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The questionis on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, there seems to be a general will- 
ingness on both sides of the Chamber to have this matter de- 
termined by the Senate now. I do not wish to interfere with 
that arrangement, although I was not here last night when the 
Senator from Tennessee gave 42s notice. There are some Sen- 
ators who believe that this cnange could not be made except in 
the mode provided for a change in the rules, by notice before- 
hand and a specification of the rule to be changed. 

There are other Senators who think that the peculiar condi- 
tion of the rules on this subject puts it within the power of the 
Senate by an ordinary vote or resolution to change the time al- 
lowed for the morning hour, as well as the time fixed for the or- 
dinary hour of meeting. I want it to be distinctly understood 
that the Senate is not determining that question one way or the 
other now by giving consent to vote. [reserve my right to in- 
sist upon the first view which I named if the question shall come 
up hereafter, without being affected one way or the other by the 
action today. I want the vote to take place, and I suppose that 
is the general understanding all arornd. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. President, [ am led to speak again 
upon the resolution by reason of remarks made by the junior 
Senator from Maine |Mr. Frye]. I do not understand that I 
clearly comprehend the exact force of his statement, but as I 
understood him I got the impression that he meant to convey 
the idea that at some time there had been a proposition made 
somewhere to somebody that the Republican Senators should 
decide to defeat the passage of this bill at all hazards by fili- 
bustering or obstructive tactics, and that this proposition had 
been rejected by somebody. If I understood the Senator cor- 
enn he said he had proposed this method and others had re- 
fused to join him, and that therefore as that method of defeat- 
ing the bili! was not to be adopted he felt at liberty to assure the 
Senators upon the other side of the Chamber that that method 
being excluded some time would be agreed upon when a vote 
could be taken upon the bill. 

I desire to say for myself that I have no knowledge of any 
such eee ever being made, or of any such proposition 
ever being rejected by any Republican Senator. It never has 
been made tome. It never has been made when I was present. 
I never have either agreed to such a proposition or dissented 
from it. I desire to say further that I have never considered 
that proposition as a pertinent one. I never have considered 
that the Republicans in their attempts to defeat this atrocious 
bill were yet called upon todetermine what would be the course 
of the party with regard to a time for voting thereon. I have 
felt, as every Senator upon this side of the Chamber has felt, 
that there would be two or three months of debate upon the 
bill as legitimate as ever was encountered by any bill that was 
a before this body. Upon what theory a proposition 
could be made three or two months in advance of the close of 
legitimate debate that there should be a decision reached by this 
side of the Chamber that there should be a deseat of the bill by 
filibustering and obstructive methods I can not understand. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that that question is entirely 
Open. Senators upon the other side of the Chamber need not 
act upon the theory either that it has been decided on this side 
of the Chamber to filibuster against the passage of the bill or 
that it has been decided not todo so. The question is an open 
one. It has not been decided, so far as I am aware. It is not 
likely to be decided, so far as I am aware, until after there has 
been the fullest possible debate upon the bill, and then I take 
it that it will be decided. 

I think I ought to say this muchin answer to the Senator from 
Maine, who seemed to think that he had proposed sometime, 
somewhere, the only panacea that would secure the defeat of 
the bill; that other Senators upon this side of the Chamber had 
refused to adopt his remedy; and therefore he was at liberty to 
make some declarations with reference to his purposes concern- 
ing the bill which he could not have otherwise made. I could 
not - still and allow any inferences to be drawn from that state- 
men 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





ADT 





I desire to repeat, in closing, that I never heard of any such 
proposition being made. I never heard of it being rejected; I 
never heard of it being accepted; and [ consider that to make 
any such proposition at this time or in the near future is as out 
of place as would be arequest at the present time or in the near 
future from the Senator from Tennessee that Senators upon this 
side of the ¢ should agree upon a time when this great 
bill should be taken up and voted on and disposed of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The quest ion is on agreeing to tne 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska |[Mr. MAN- 
DERSON]. 

Mr. MANDERSON,. On that I asx for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was ealled). Lam paired with 
the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH}, but the junior 
Senator from Rhode -Island [Mr. Drxon], the junior Senator 
from Mississippi |Mr. MCLAURIN], and I, after conference with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], have agreed that i 
shall transfer my pair with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 


hambder 


SMITH] to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Dixon]. [ an- 
nounce that this transfer will stand for the day. I therefore 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HUNTON (when his name was called). I have a general 


pair with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLaTr}. I shal! 
withhold my vote unless it is necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from New York [Mr. H1.u], bat I transfer my 
pair to the Senator from Nevada| Mr. JONES], and vote ‘** yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Carry]. | 
wish to announce once for all that throughout the day I shall 
withhold my vote unless there be a lack of a quorum, in which 
event [ have reserved the right to vote. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Lam paired with 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania | Mr. QuAyY}. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota {[Mr. HANSBROUGH| and with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. VILAS (when his name wasealled). [havea general pair 
with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], and in his ab- 
sence withhold my vote. 

The roll call was coneluded. 

Mr. GRAY. I wish to announce my pair with the senior Sena- 
tor from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM]. I withhold my vote. 

Mr.CALL. Laskif the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PRoc- 
TOR] is recorded as voting. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He is not recorded. 

Mr.CALL. Then I announce the pair of the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. PRocror} with the Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. KYLE], and I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. VEST. [wish to announce that I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have a general pair with the junior 
Senator from Texas [Mr. MiILLs}, who I believe did not vote. 
The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] stands paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAy]. I propose to the 
Senator from Alabama that we transfer our pairs and both vote. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. MORGAN. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. CAMDEN. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], whom I do not see in his seat, 
but I have his general permission to vote on questions when he 
isin the city. I will, however, withhold my vote for the pres- 
ent until I know more about his wishes. - 

Mr. DANIEL. I desire to state that I am paired with the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE], otherwise I should 
vote ‘‘ nay.” JI make this announcement so thatit may be known 
during the day that if I do not vote I am paired; but it is un- 
derstood that I may vote if it be necessary to make a quorum. 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—22. 


Aldrich, Gallinger, MeMillan, Power, 


Allison, ale, Manderson, Sherman, 
Chandler, Hawley, Morrill, Shoup, 
Dolph Higgins Patton, Teller. 
Dubois Hoar, Peffer, 
Frye, Lodge Perkins, 

NAYS—32. 
Allen. Cail, Irby, Pasco, 
Bate, Cockrell, Jarvis, Pugh, 
Berry, Coke. Jones, Ransom, 
Blackburn, Faulkner Lindsay, h, 
Blanchard, George, McLaurin, Turple, 
Brice, Gibson, Martin, Voorhees, 
Butler. ° Walsh, 
Caffery, Harris, Murphy, White. 
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NOT VOTING—31. 


Camden, Gray, Mitchell, Oregon Squire, 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 
Carey, Hill, Palmer, Vest, 
OCullom, Hunton, Pettigrew, Vilas, 
Daniel, Jones, Nev. Platt, Washburn, 
Davis, Kyle, Proctor, Wilson, 
Dixon, McPherson, Quay, Wolcott. 
Gordon, Mills, Smith, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DOLPH (at 12 o’clock and 8 minutes p. m.). 
regular order. 

Bho VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing 
to the resolution of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS}. 

Mr. DOLPH. I thought under the rule the regular order at 
12 o'clock was the tariff bill. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That arrangement was settled last night. 

Mr. DOLPH. I submit the question as, to whether the tariff 
bill is not the regular order at 12 o'clock. 

Mr. HARRIS. I supposed that the consent agreement was 
ended by the proceedings last night. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that under 
the rule of the Senate the morning hour will continue until 1 
o'clock. The question recurs on agreeing to the resolution sub- 
mitted by the Renster from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Nowthatthere will be time enough, I hope 
we shall not violate any rule. The resolution can be passed just 
as well to-morrow as to-day, because it is not to take effect until 
Monday. I hope the Senator from Tennessee will let it go over. 
Certainly by order of the Senate the tariff bill was made the 
regular order at 12 o’clock. The Chair has in several instances 
set aside matters which were pending at 12 o’clock on account of 
the tariff bill coming before the Senate. I do not wish to see 
the resolution of the Senator from Tennessee defeated, because 
I think the majority of the Senate are in favor of it, but I hope 
it will not be pressed against the rule of the Senate and against 
the order that has heretofore been made that the tariff bill shall 
be taken up at 12 o'clock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Ohio that the Chair has no disposition to press the reso- 
lution as against the rule. TheChair unders that what was 
considered as the agreement had terminated by the proceedings 
in the Senate last night. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senate made no order tothateffect. There 
is not such an orderonthe Journal. I ask the Chair to ascertain 
whether there is anything on the Journal rescinding the order 
of the Senate which is upon the Journal. 

Mr.SHERMAN. The Senator from Tennessee can have the 
resolution passed just as well to-morrow as to-day. It can go 
over with that understanding. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair simply stated in reply 
to the Senator from Massachusetts that under the rule of the 
Senate the morning business would terminate atl o’clock. What 
has been done heretofore has been done by unanimous consent, 
the Chair has understood. 

Mr. SHERMAN, There wasarulemade. The Senator from 
‘Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] must be aware that upon his motion it 
was agreed that at 12 o'clock we should proceed with the tariff 
eae = was agreed that that bill should be made the order at 
that time, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood that course 
to be in accordance with the unanimous-consent agreement of 
the Senate heretofore. The Chair will hear the views of Sena- 
tors on the subject. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator from Tennessee that 
to-morrow is Saturday, the last day of the week, and that either 
the vote on the order ought to go over and be taken by unani- 
mous consent after the conclusion of routine morning business 
to-morrow, or the order ought to be- made to apply to Monday. 

Mr. HARRIS. If we can have an agreement that we shall 
vote on the resolution to-morrow I should quite as soon have the 
vote taken then as now. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that the vote on the 
resolution be taken to-morrow after the conclusion of the rou- 
tine morning business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. HIGGINS, I should like to hear what the request is. 
Let it be stated by the Chair. 

Mr. WHITE. [I desire to inquire what 
request of the Senator from Massachusetts 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state the request of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. It is that the vote on the 


I call for the 


My the nature of the 


mee, resolution be taken to-morrow morning. Is there ob- 
jection! 

Mr. ALLISON. Why not take the vote now if there is to be 
no further debate. 
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Mr. HOAR. It will save Saturday and the order will not take 
effect until Monday. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The resolution does not take effect until 
Monday anyway. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I have no objection to acting upon it now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The resolution certainly does not take ef- 
fect until Monday. 

Mr. HARRIS. The resolution provides in express terms that 
on and after Monday the Senate shall meet at 10 o’clock. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I withdraw the request. 

Mr. DOLPH. Before I consent, E should like to have the 
RECORD read showing the agreement which fixed 11 o’clock as 
the hour of meeting and 12 o’clock as the hour to take up the 
tariff bill. I wish to have it read,so that it can go into the 
RECORD in this connection as justifying me in calling for the 
regular order at 120'clock. Then I shall not object to a vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from Oregon that the agreement does not appear upon the 
Journal, It was simply a request made by the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] and concurred in by the Senate by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. DOLPH. Does not the Journal show that an agreement 
was made to meet at 11 o'clock? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal shows that fact. 

Mr. DOLPH. How is the Recorp? . 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was agreed upon ‘‘until otherwis 
ordered.” 

Mr. DOLPH. I shall not insist upon it now, but I will look 
up the RECORD, and during the debate this afternoon I shall put 
the matter iu the RECORD as justifying me in calling for the 
tariff bill as the regular order at 12 o’clock. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have been endeavoring to get the floor 
to ask that the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] withdraw his 
request and allow the resolution to be disposed of to-day by 
unanimous consent. It seems, now thatthe Senator from Massa- 
chusette [Mr. HOAR] has withdrawn his request that the reso- 
lution go over until to-morrow, there will no objection to 
considering it at this time. As I understand the course which 
the Senate has been pursuing by unanimous consent (whether 
itis on the Journal or not, it is in the RECORD), at12 o'clock 
every day by unanimous consent the tariff bill was to be taken up. 
That unanimous-consentorder has not been abrogated, and there- 
fore I think it was the right of the Senator from Oregon to call 
for the regular order. 

I rise now to ask unanimous consent to let the regular order 
be passed over until the resolution can be adopted, because I 
have no desire to make any objection to it. But in justice to 
the situation I say the unanimous-consent order was one that the 
minority had as much right to ins‘st upon as the majority, and 
I think the Senator from Tennessee will state that he so under- 
stands the proceeding of the Senate. 

Mr.HARRIS. The Senator from New Hampshire, I think, is 
mistaken on one point. ,It was expressly stated, when the unan- 
imous-consent agreement was proposed, that no time should be 
fixed for its duration, but that whenever this side of the Cham- 
ber proposed to insist upon a different order it had a perfect right 
todoso. My motion last night was an abrogation, so far as this 
side of the Chamber is concerned, of the unanimous-consent 
agreement. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is best to be accurate on these nice 
points. The Senator from Tennessee is undoubtedly right in 
saying that after the tariff bill should have been laid before the 
Senate at 12 o'clock it was in order for him to move to postpone 
it and move to proceed with his resolution or perhaps move to 
take up his resolution prescribing a method of proceeding with 
the bill. But 1 still insist (and [ do not think the Senator from 
Tennessee will dispute my statement) that at 12 o'clock the 
regular order was the tariff bill. If it had been laid before the 
Senate, of course, as the Senator from Tennessee has so often 
stated, the Senate could do exactly what it chose to do, and the 
majority could take any action it chose. 

The ICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution of the Senator from Tennessee. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Re resentatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 


Senate: 

A bill (H. Kk. 6937) making appropriations for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fi year ending June 30, 1895; and 

A bill (H. R. 6977) to amend an act approved August 19, 1890, 
entitled “An act to adopt regulations for preventing collisions 
at sea. 








1894. 





THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 4864. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) 
to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and 
for otber - poses. 

The VI RESIDENT. The Secretary will read the next 
paragraph ot the bill. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

61. Preparations used as applications to the hair, mouth, teeth, or skin, 
such as cosmetics, dentifrices, pastes, pomades, powders, and all toilet 
preparations, and articles of perfumery, not specially provided for in this 
act, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

_ The Committee on Finance reported a» amendment to para- 
graph 61, before the words “‘ per cent,” in line 18, to strike out 
40” and insert ‘* 30.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thecommittee amendment is with- 
drawn, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. Let me make a suggestion to the Senator from 
New Hampshire. There is a very full Senate here, and some of 
these items | should like very much to get at to-day if possible. 
Would it be agreeable to the Senator from New Hampshire to 
go on with his remarks to-morrow or Monday? 

Mr. GALLINGER,. In response to the suggestion of the 
Senator from Maine I desire to make astatement. I have heard 
from the other side of the Chamber at various times suggestions 
that there was filibustering going on upon this side. I wish to 
say for my part that I have been guilty of nothing of the kind. 
A eo ago Iengaged in the preparation of a speech, which 
I think is of interest to some people in this country, which ina 
proper and legitimate way I have been delivering at the earliest 
possible moment that presented itself. I am in no special haste 
about completing it. Perhaps it would be agreeable for me to 
do so to-morrow, occupying about an hour and a half. But 
there are reasons why I siniould be rather glad to yield the floor 
to-day and postpone my remarks until to-morrow or Monday, if 
it be thought sivieuhae to postpone them until Monday. I will, 
therefore, yield the floor for the present and take it again at 
some subsequent time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with 
the reading of the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Whatis che paragraph under consideration? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Paragraph 61 has just been read, 
and the amendment proposed by the committee has been with- 
drawn by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have an amendment to offer to that para- 

aph. How does the paragraph stand now? 
a" r. JONES of Arkansas. It stands as it came from the other 
ouse, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

61. Preparations used as applications to the hair, mouth, teeth, or skin, 
such as cosmetics, dentifrices, pastes, pomades, powders, and all toilet 
preparations, and articles of perfumery, not specially provided for in this 
act, 40 per cent ad valorem. 
catty. ALDRICH. I move to strike out ‘“‘forty” and insert 

t, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. [n line 18, strike out ‘“‘forty” and insert 
‘*fifty;” so as to read: 

Fifty per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I have taken occasion sev- 
eral times to remind the Senate that ev ery principle that has 
been adopted and every theory which has been advocated by 
tariff reformers in their arguments in the past has been aban- 
doned in the preparation of the pending bill. There can be no 
more striking illustration of this fact than is found in the treat- 
ment of the paragraph now under consideration, and those of a 
similar character throughout the bill. The party in power, 
through its platforms, its orators, and the tariff-reform press, has 
— declared in favor of the policy of reducing customs taxes 

n the necessaries of life for the benefit of the common people 
@ the country. They have asserted that the burdensof taxation 
for carrying on the Government ought to be imposed upon the 
luxuries that are used by the rich, in order that the taxation 
imposed upon articles in common use should be reduced to the 
lowest possible point. This rule has been reversed in the prep- 
aration of this measure. The articles provided for in this para- 
finds, are cosmetics, toilet powders, toilet preparations of all 

n 


8, upon which it is proposed to reduce the rates of duty from 
50 to 40 per cent ad loess. - 


XX VI——308 


I withdraw the committee amend- 
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In his opening speech upon the bill the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Indiana |Mr. VOORHEES], the chairman of the Finance 
Committee, stated that he proposed by this bill to reduce the 
burdens which had been placed upon the people by the act of 
1890 to the extent of $76,000,000. Now, I propose, without tak- 
ing up too much of the time of the $ Senate, to analyze the nature 
of these reductions of $76,000,000 as made by the bill as it was 
reported from the committee. oe more than $38,000,000 are 
upon articles of pure luxury. I desire to call the attention of 
the Senate in detail to the nature of the reductions and the arti- 


cles upon which they are made. They are as follows: 
Statement giving the value of the importations of lu : the an nt of duty 
collected in 1898 under the present law, the amount of duty to t , ? 


























der the proposed law, and the difference between them; also the avera 
an mrate of duty on these articles under the preser ut law and in the S 
rt 
Articles. Values. | Fresent | senate. | Dilfer 
Artificial feathers and flowers $1, 637, 367 8818, 683 $573, 078 F245, 605 
Alcoholic perfumery -...... 296, 707 | 183, 287 109, 111 74, 176 
Cosmetics, toilet prepar: ations, | | 

| “SRY Se a RRR sa 209, 777 | 104, 889, | 62, 933 41, 956 
Fancy and perfumed soaps 340, 458 | 124, 7199 | 102, 137 22 662 

szaces, embroideries, neck ruf- 

flings, ruchings, etc 15, 378, 899 | 9, 22 6, 151,559 3. 075, 780 
nice BR otal 318, 650 158 111, 527 17, 798 
Aubusson, Axminster ¢ arpets. | 

and oriental rugs _.... 1, 271, 037 773, 465 | 444, 863 828, boz 
Wilton and other velvet carp ‘ts_| 95, 717 | 66, 571 33, 501 33, O70 
Firecrackers. 335, 479 491, 228 167, 730 326, 489 
Dressed and other ostrich feath- 

lers ni . 920, 573 134, 886 87,475 97,411 
WIN 25 << sank: aces dex baby 857, 995 199, 369 | 1038, 680 95, 689 
ON i ah Se ee ke 2, 827, 044 98y, 465 706, 761 282, 704 
Ivory buttons... 471, 075 235, 538 | 117, 769 117, 769 
Meerschaum pipe 3, ¢ igarette pa- 

i da itbsddakibtion casecceden 378, 654 265, 058 189, 327 74, 731 
Opium for smoking - einen 471, 658 800, 145 | 400, 072 400, 073 
Gold and silver manufactures | 132, 390 39, 717 33, 097 6, G20 
Decorated porcelain and china..| 6,821,893 | 4,002,656] 3,069,492 | 1,023, 164 
Stained or painted window glass | 121, 268 54, 571 | 42,414 12, 127 
Marble and manufactures of | 

tiie tsa dink ecscgielidsciscoun tt 1 ae 507, 351 318, 906 188, 445 
Marble clocks. = 76, 603 38, 301 19, 151 19. 150 
Musical instruments of metal. 380, 101 171, 045 114, 030 57, 015 
Musical instruments of wood. --| 641, 412 224, 494 160, 353 | 64, 141 
a wl 515, 523 231, 985 154, 657 | 77, 328 
Preserved fruits and sweetmeats 780, 352 273, 123 234, 106 | 39, 017 
Almonds, shelled or unshelled 935, 304 420, 888 233, 826 187, 062 
Sardines and anchovies.......... | 1,129, 068 354, 461 ‘ 6 72, 194 
French peas, mushrooms, etc -..! 517, 066 205, 826 i 51, 766 
Silk handkerchiefs. ----| 1,384,514 830, 708 623,031 | 207,677 
Silk laces and embroideries __._- 4,931,757 | 2,959,654 | 2,219,291 | 739,763 


Silk webbings, gorings, etc 723, 023 


361, 511 289, 209 72, 302 
2, 281, 774 1, 432, O84 849, 690 
1, 445, 116 37 | 361,279 
4, 596, 481 4, 136, 832 459, 648 


Silk velvets, plushes, etc 
Silk wearing apparel ....... 
Silk piece goods 














PO eS eee 2, 203, 606 | 1,101, 848 991,563 | 110,185 
Other silk manufactures ........ 11, 934,628 | 5,967,314 | 5,370,583 | 506,731 
I 11,491,781 | 4,022,123 | 3,447,534} 574,589 
Fine woolen cloths............... 12, 666, 256 | 12,603,402 | 4,433,190 | 8,170,212 
Fine and fancy woolen goods— } 

all-wool dress goods ........... 9, 641, 447 | 10,130,922 | 3,374,506 | 6,756, 416 
ea TRU... . oncn ceocncch aces 153, 656 161,475 61, 462 109, 013 
Cloaks, dolmans, etc , for ladies’ 

. pale Rak 373, 255 303, 208 149,302 | 153,906 
Worsted webbings, gorings, | 

cords, tassels, etc_ aiid 307, 532 288, 533 | 107,636 | 180,897 
Cotton velvets, plushes, cordu- 

roys, etc........... ...--| 6,190,746] 1, 197,056 761, 069 435, 987 
Cotton yarns, valued at over 50 

cents a pound......... 337, 191 171, 795 | 134, 876 | 36, 919 
Fine cotton cloths....-.....-.--.. 5,422,947 | 2,624,435 | 2, 121, 861 502) 574 
Fine cotton goods, n. @. §........ 2, 172, 440 868,576 | 760,003; 108,573 
Fine fashioned hosiery ..........| 4,908,490 | 3,506,360} 1,963,496 | 1,542,864 
Chenille curtains................. 38, 23, 399 15, 600 | 7,799 
Corsets....... 366, 754 183, 377 146, 702 36, 675 
Cotton manufactures, handker- | 

chiefs, neckwear, etc., not oth- 

erwise provided for............ 1, 288, 105 644, 053 515, 242 128, 811 
Fine underwear ..._. “2 362, 190 246, 768 146, 876 99, 892 
= cords, braids, ‘and lac- 

aaa ceasing Weim: Sood 298, 032 169, 432 104, 311 | 65, 121 
Gime. galioons, etc.............. 421, 394 168, 542 147, 474 21, 068 
I Si alten lates Stl i tl acs 6,853,852 | 3,749,112 | 2,741,541 | 1,007,571 
Cut and decorated glassware .... 618, 334 371, 000 | 247, 333 123, 667 
Plate glass, large size__.........-. 474, 689 514, 817 | 380, 252 134, 565 
Paintings wee ie dots 2, 261, 767 339, 265 |..-..-.-...- | 839, 265 
Brandy .. te 836, 430 765, 733 552, 048 214, 685 
Gins. whiskies, and other spirits| 634,173 | 1,911,467 | 1,376, 256 535, 211 
Cordials, absinthe, liquors. etc 427, 280 | 491, 506 353, 949 137, 647 
Bottles and jugs containing | 

wines, cordials, etc. . da ledecengssece! yn ee 269, 296 
Malt liquors in bottles and jugs. % : 193, 215 | 495, 731 371, 798 123, 933 
Malt liquors in casks............. 681,291 | 412,377 206, 189 206, 188 
PE 1, 151, 359 | 1,727,039 | 1,381, 631 345, 408 
Tobacco and cigars .............. 4,732,586 | 8,176,380 | 4,892,820 3, 283, 560 
I det Lil 5a ip aieicedaieimiglalan dina 9, 841 3, 444 2, 460 O84 
Dice, billiard balls, ete _.......... 21,582 10,791 6, 475 | 4, 316 
Playing cards . hia = 663 1,900 711 | 1, 189 
Lithographs, surface-coated ‘pa- 

pers, etc.. .| 1,855, 981 619, 593 556, 794 92, 799 
Copying paper, tissue paper, ‘sil- 

VOR PADS, O66... n000026226---- 185, 313 | 115, 156 55, 594 50, 562 


ca 
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Statement giving the value of the importations of luxuries, etc.—Continued. 













Articles. 





Manutactures of 
mother-of-pear! 
Miscellaneous 
leather ..... 


shell 
manufactures of 
\154, 667,201 | 98, 892, 484 | 62,011, 396 
Diamonds and other precious 
+ a reduction from House | 
) 





2, 211, 139 
38, 592, 227 





Average ad vaiorem rate of duty in present law, 63.62 per cent. 
Average ad valorem rate of duty in Senate bill, 40.09 per cent. 
Deducting wines, spirits, liquors, and tobacco from the above totals would 
give the following: 














Articles. Values. | P oo Senate. = 
Grand totals ................/@154, 067,201 | 898,992, 484 | $62, 011, 296 | $96,381, 088 
Wines, liquors, ete .........- 9, 656, 334 | 14, 250,619 | 9,134,601 | 5,115, 
145, 010, 957 |, 141, 865 | 52, 876,705 | 31, 265, 160 


Remainder ............- | 


Average ad valorem rate of duty in seenees, law, 58.02 per cent. 
Average ad valorem rate of duty in Senate bill, 36.46 per cent. 





The reduction upon tobacco and cigars will not be as great as 
I have indicated if the amendments recently offered by the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas[Mr. JONES]should be adopted. I have not yet 
been able, however, to procure a statement of the effect of these 
changes, and I thereforeshow reductions which would be effected 
by the bill as it was reported from the committee. 

Mr. HALE. Now, let me ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
a question. What proportion, if any, of the most interesting 
ard important table which he has introduced is covered by 
articles of everyday use among the people? ° 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not one single article. I have put nothing 
into the table except luxuries, articles of voluntary use. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator one more question. How 
does the amount of the reduction upon all these luxuries which 
would be effected by the bill as reported by the committee com- 
pare with the amount which the committee propose to put on 
to the duty upon sugar, which will be paid by every man, woman, 
and child in the United States? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The increase of taxation and revenue from 
sugar will be at least $50,000,000. 

Mr. HALE. So that a part of this scheme is to take off $38,- 
000,600 upon imports which are pure juxuries and not used in 
everyday life, and to make up for that reduction the committee 
prees to add $50,000,000 to the duties, and tax the break- 

ast table of every man, woman, and child in the United States. 
Ts that true? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is true. 

Mr, HALE. a it off of luxuries and put it on sugar? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; they take it off of luxuries and put it 
on sugar. 

In striking contrast with this statement, which is a very re- 
markable one from every stand t, I propose to put into the 
REvORD another table which will show the reduction effected 
by the scheme of the committee upon articles in common use, 
7 what they sometimes call the necessaries of life, and upon 

© materials used in manufactures. 

It has been part of the payee of tariff reformers, theoret- 
ically at least, to insist that duties upon the materials which 
enter into our manufactures should be reduced, and thatarticles 
of necessity should pay a very much less rate of duty than arti- 
cles’ of voluntary use or luxuries. I now propose to show the 
reductions upen this class of articles. 


Statement giving the value of the importations of materiale and 
mon use, the amount of duty collected tn 1893 under the 


articles in com- 
law, the amount 





duty to be obtained under the proposed law, and the between them; 
0 the average ad valorem rate of duty on thease articies under the present law 
and in the Senate dill. 
Articles. Vaiues. 






Burilaps. not exceeding 60 inches. 





81, 810, 525 $905, 263 

Window gilass,common........./ 4,425, 1, 408, 562 505, 015 
Packet and table cutlery ........ 1,898,818 | 1, 120, 637 513, 121 
Lead in silver ore ................ 1, 190, 462 897, 136 448, 560 
Plain white chinaware..........- 2,110,856 | 1,160,971 422, 171 
POPES ccd: sania cn ceec 1, 199, 804 645 266, 689 
manufactures.............| 3,692,999 | 1,197,088 247,173 
Caustic and bicarbonate of soda.| 1,318,758 567,253 330, 236, 577 
and shell buttons .......... 275, 216 395, 245 171, 223, 386 

tee! ingots, ete ...... 2... cccccee 1, 603, 018 606, 768 398, 208, 263 
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Statement giving the value of the importations of materials and articles in com- 
mon use, etc.—Continued. 











Articles. 





—-_-__-_ | | 






























Sel Kdlvasbacabaetenaaswiiada $206, 1 $49, 233 | $156,923 
iat Siac cleaetiniaidaninceapinadt 570, 400 419, 458 150, 942 
A I viccccinnets beaninitninnaien 179, 865 61, 568 118, 297 
STI 5. resins sbticeshs giebines oiedlliitien conti , 505 151, 795 111,710 
Glass bottles............ 238, 073 128, 733 109, 340 
Flax and hemp yarns 282, 503 175, 646 106, 857 
SIE ii csclhieent iauimeneen 25, 202 10, 845 14, 357 
citi cal aia heen 364, 167 313, 695 50, 472 
Paints and colors................. 373, 051 310, 283 62, 768 
Potash products.................. 713, 217 648, 449 . 768 
i Ea ac es 34, 800 17, 168 17, 367 
Plaster of Paris.................. 9, 054 7,241 1, 813 
Brown earthenware ........-.... 16, 569 18, 255 3, 314 
Common and fire brick .......... 49, 028 40, 056 , 972 
China, clay, or kaolin............ 158, 014 105, 343 52, 671 
Freestone and granite, hewn or 
SIE: diaihe ngechosmnch ole hdrugigiaes 87, 830 87, 820 
rR a So eile 2 7,339 3, 679 
ED oid kn wi Caceacue cand 61 89, 755 89, 755 
TN es Bnd clslowie ; 28, 230 15, 487 7,743 
Brass, manufactures of.......... 199, 796 89, 908 59, 989 29, 968 
tincsntttieniiecedadntind 1, 504 T17 478 239 
a ee 3, 975 994 506 398 
Bronze powder ...................- 447,062 162, 111 184, 119 27, 992 
Needles ........ 4 41, 201 12, 115 10, 1,815 
I cicinctk an Z 77, 619 49, 275 27, 166 22, 109 
Lead products -. J 151, 255 115, 599 47,799 67, 800 
ag nannaarascconnnentanciins 1, 497, 102 420, 967 336, 848 84,119 
Boller and other plate -........... 21, 827 9, 368 6, 549 2,819 
DITA spddinid a raanin cubtenecemned 25, 546 8, 418 6, 386 2, 032 
I ac ch.ctngdimnnenonibace andl 8, 641 2, 364 2, 160 204 
isch pestidldhtaccaiitna maghanlanitniiieniaan esi 112, 856 44, 061 28, 214 15, 847 
ins .. cetildiamnis-didbidnenid 64, 795 31, 317 19, 438 11, 879 
Trace Chains... . .. nce cnac.so<se 41 19 12 7 
Saws .... hepeinaiks puerhtmsie tee 29, 080 11, 972 7,902 4,070 
SII a iahpslaceetibibinentsdtctnicie a 30 27 9 18 
Brass in bars and pigs... ‘ 2, 707 271 +8 
Aluminum, crude ......... ae 1, 509 226 110 
Fence wire smaller than No. 1 
and not smaller than No. 16_.-. 100, 409 30, 128 18, 848 
Steel plates not thinner than 
No. Pe ncccctqkvnniad 112, 966 39, 538 18, 060 
I ic. cate diniammminkiesieiee 59, 989 20, 996 20, 112 
I als ti cscicninchenthinedibcohisisi 66,308) 26,201 }j............ 25, 201 
Cut s siaediathdieaspaniiliialies amdiihel 289 65 3 
III iii ities ann.dinrocknsintedesidigitiinindl 474 il 101 
Lumber, planed .................- 198, 845 14, 477 32, 012 
Oe” eae 107, 982 1 21,747 
Cotton cloth, not exceeding 100 
iss seal Minne eiencitinn nee 356, 936 92, 455 57, 028 
Cotton shirts and drawers, not 
more than 61.50................. 39, 629 11, 889 1, 981 
for cotton............... 813 6, 122 6, 849 
SE Riienidininiansnnenpne enamel 121, 450 88, 687 
ST nhiiiicks Unie bine eptinéewnguivin , BOT” 26, 697 
Collars and cuffs.................. 51, 538 12, 685 
Sh Rthil eibianee: ecceptaaeibickauane 19, 369 1, 987 
Gill-net be To ninttipiineumenes 1, 690 8, 997 
Cables, cordage, and twine 5, 556 9,840 
d line Sle abnameil 48, 903 48, 903 
line of hemp............. 2, 198 2,707 
Miscellaneous manufactures of 
NI atin actidis eb hiaailani es sims dhtindee 229, 864 88, 276 
ceeep woolen yarns.............. 2, 647 7, 834 
Blankets under 40 cents per 
I ais ants ddininicnepimieniananbeeiuia 429 1,072 
cls for underwear under 4 
Ee ee 400 978 
Shawls under 40cents per pound. 122 401 
Wool hats under 50 cents per 
Pie nad Walee pig tegraie care eae 
o and three ply car- 
IAT sisiriveivinn vice oss wanted’ subiene tn 18, 051 16, 705 
Cotton warp dress goods under 
Ps os staies dbliticsinnehcieeisiiilaontvinihiteeinanl 665, 066 | 1,119,870 
Boots and shoes.................. 28, 906 19, 124 4, 
Ed. ince dite dubceiabmneenas 89, 309 18, 875 25, 
Scar > «bet chaebenadabs bpknwubens 105, 456 70, 304 85, 152 
Brooms.. 1, 829 915 914 
Brushes - . 827, 678 245, 758 81, 920 
Calfskins. . 357, 430 277, 637 79, 793 
Gun wadding ............. 331 95 236 
ee 14a 731 | geass | 48s as 
PEED o ncnccicccadconddcnseed ’ ’ f ’ 
td sidhsntiewenitidaietibnsdeanaiianained 146, 915 |............ 1,146,915 
acntuiphdednngtdadhtoa 207, 236 207 
Ss diikiaks nite anes bnthchieans wien ieee, 156, 814 







aiieesiiee 717, 531 
isthe eimai ein n-eiteblati 75, 138 
Metal, unwrought 5, 906 
a die Ca wetness ii aee al 31, 090 
a. 9, 446 
sta sg hiipinia-ciilitinliinditiil oabe sil 271, 893 
die huh eeaeacdomenednaiiiil 47, 287 

I nc snisie onrntihaaniheal Gi 86, | 2, 800,710 12,082, 763 /10, 657, 947 


Average ad valorem rate of duty in present law, 34,92 per cent. 

Average ad valorem rate of duty in te bill, 18.6 per cent. 

I wish to contrast some of the items in these tables. 

Take for instance, blankets. I think there is not a Senator 
on the other side now listening to me who has not in his 
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ches, both in Congress and out of it, called repeated atten- 
ton to the fact that the blankets used by the people of the coun- 
try were heavily taxed, and that there was great necessity fora 
reduction of the duties upon these necessary articles. _ 

Wow, what is the amount to be saved by the changes in taxa- 
tion which these gentlemen propose? They propose areduction 
on the revenue to be derived from blankets of $1,072. In con- 
trast with this they reduce the taxes upon laces, embroideries, 
neck rufflings, and ruchings more than 3,000,600. ; 

Take flannels, another item to which our friends never tire of 
calling the attention of the Senate and the country. They pro- 
pose to reduce the revenue by a reduction of the duties upon 
flannels for underwear of $978. They reduce the revenue from 
diamonds $2,200,000, and that from flannels $978! 

The duties upon cut nails has been a source of trouble to tariff- 
reform Senators. The farmers of the country are said to use 
cut nails in great quantities, and their attention has been called 
to the immense saving that was to be effected to them by a re- 
duction of duties. What do we find? The Senators upon the 
other side of the Chamber seriously propose to reduce the rev- 
enue from cut nails to the extent of $3 perannum. They reduce 
the custom taxes upon decorated china and glassware more than 
$4,000,000, and upon cut nails $3! 

The duty imposed upon farmers’ trace chains has attracted the 
attention of the country, and has been the subject from time to 
time of a great deal of comment by our friends upon the other 
side of the Chamber. I remember one tariff-reform campaign 
based upon the enormities which the farmers of the country were 
supposed to suffer from on account of the enormous duty upon 
trace chains. 

Now, what if the suggestion of this bill in regard to trace 
chains is carried out? A saving will be effected by a reduction 
of duty upon trace chains of $7 perannum! The duty upon silk, 
laces, and embroideries (which I suppose the farmers’ wives of 
Arkansas and Missouri wear every day) are reduced a million 
and a half of dollars, and the duties upon trace chains are re- 
duced $7! 

Wool hats are necessaries of life. Our friends upon the other 
side of the Chamber are constantly reminding us that if the 
duties upon wool hats were reduced, a greatsaving to the common 

e of the country would be effected. The taxes on the wool 

ts that the e of Missouri and Arkansas wear are.reduced 

$1,408, while the duties upon fine woolens that are used by the 

rich men and women of 
duced $14,000,000 by this proposition. 

The duties upon wood screws is another item sure to be con- 
sidered at great length in every tariff discussion. Tariff re- 
formers never weary of discussing what they choose to call the 
great injustice imposed upon the people of the country who buy 
wood screws—upon carpenters, machinists, farmers, and me- 
chanics—by the heavy duties upon wood screws. 

Now, what is the suggestion of Senators upon the other side 
in regard to this important item? They propose to reduce the 
revenue to be derived from wood screws $18 per annum, and in 
contrast with this saving in revenue these gentlemen propose 
to reduce the duties upon French brandies, gins, Scotch whis- 
kies, cordials, absinthe, vermuth, and other articles of that 
character to the extent of more thana millionof dollars. I will 
read the figures, if the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] has 
any doubt about the amount. On French brandy it is $214,000; 
on gms whiskies, and other spirits, $535,000; on cordials, ab- 
sinthe, liqueurs, $137,000; bottles, $269,000; malt ener, $123,- 
000; and so on, amounting, I think, in the neighborhood of $2,- 
7. I will not stop to make the computation. 

he duty onfence wire is another item upon which the changes 
have been rung from time to time in considering the enormities 
of tariff legislation. It is important in the view of tariff re- 
formers that the immense duties upon fence wire should be re- 
duced or removed for the benefit of the farmers of the country, 
that the cost of their fences might be reduced. Now, the reduc- 
tion proposed by this bill upon fence wire is $18,848. You pro- 
a reduction of $1,542,864 on fine fashioned hosiery, which 

Fe bo ht by the rich people throughout the country, and 

s6i8 ence wire! 

Mr. FER. I wish to inquire of the Senator from Rhode 
—_- what year’s importations he is basing these esti- 
mates: 

Mr.ALDRICH. The year 1893—last year. My calculations are 
based upon tke statement submitted by the Finance Committee, 
prepared by the Treasury Department. 

The duty on spool cotton is another source of anxious solici- 

for tariff reformers. The suggestion made by the Senators 
the committee is that the revenue from spool cotton shal! be 
$21,747. The taxes kid gloves are to be reduced 
1,007,571, while spool cotton is reduced $21,747! 
Frequent have been made by Senators representing 


great cities of the country are re- | 
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the South upon this floor for a reduction or the remoyal of the 
duties upon bagging for cotton. The great injustice of this 
duty has been frequently called to the attention of the Senate 
in eloquent terms by the representatives of certain States. 
Now, what is the suggestion of these Senators in regard to bag- 
ging for cotton? If their rates are adopted instead of existing 
rates the revenue to be derived from bagging for cotton will be 
reduced $6,849. The revenue ‘from silk velvets and plushes, 
these articles of pure luxury, is to be reduced $849,690, while 
the taxes upon bagging for cotton are reduced $6,849! 

We have heard itintimated in previous discussions—a discreet 
silence has been maintained upon the subject during this discus- 
sion for obvious reasons—that the duty on shirtsand collars and 
cuffs, articles in common use, were extremely high and should be 
largely reduced. The suggestion of the committee originally 
made would reduce the revenue to be derived from collars and 
cuffs and shirts $13,635, while the duty upon silk ribbons is re 
duced $110,185. 

The total reductions made upon these articles in common use 
and materials used in manufacture amount in all, as shown by 
the table, to but. $10,557,947. We have, therefore, $38,550,000 re- 
duction upon articles of pure luxury and $10,500,000 upon all the 
materials of manufacture and upon all articles in common use! 

Ido not understand the theory upon which this bill is pre- 
sented to the Senute for its serious consideration. Can it be 
possible that the representatives of a great party are to impose 
atax of more than $50,000,000 per annum upon sugar, which 
enters into the household of every person in the United States, 
a tax which is absolutely-and inevitably added to the cost of 
sugar to the consumer, in order that they may reduce the tax- 
ation upon cosmetics, laces, embroideries, silk goods, French 
brandies, and upon the other items mentioned in this statement 
to the extent named. Why is this changemade? Every one of 
these articles is bought by the rich. They are articles of vol- 
untary use, and sugar is a necessity in every family. 

Thirty-eight and a half million dollars are taken from the ex- 
penditures of the rich people of New York, Boston, and Phila- 
delphia, and the other great cities of the country and inrposed 
upon the people who live on the farms and in the homes of Ar- 
kansas and Missouri and the other States of the Union. 

No measure so indefensible as a method of tariff taxation, no 
measure so out of line with the theories and suggestions of 
thoughtful economists of this and every other country has ever 
been presented to any legislative body for its consideration. [If 
Thad not made these computations carefully and if | were not 
confronted by the fact that these items and these rates are pro- 

ed in the bill which is now before the Senate, I would not 

ve believed it possible that any committee of cither House 
would have had the courage to have suggested any changes of 
this kind. 

I move to make the duties levied upon cosmetics the present 
rate of 50 per cent ad valorem; and I shall try whenever any 
item in this long list of luxuries is reached to have existing 
rates restored. 

If you are determined upon this policy of reducing the duties 
upon French brandies and fine laces and embroideries, and upon 
the manufactures of silk, in order to impose a duty upon sugar, 
you must make the record after a full knowledge of the effect of 
your action. 

Allusions have been made on two or three different occasions, 
yesterday and to-day, to what was called unnecessary debate on 
unimportant paragraphs of the bill, or the unnecessary time 
consumed in calling the roll upon suggested changes in rates. 
The great industries of the country are very few in number. 
The paragraphs in the bill thataffect great industries are read- 
ily recalled. We have 672 paragraphsimposing duties upon all 
articles imported into the United States. 

Every one of those paragraphs affects seriously, for good or 
evil, the a employed in one or more industries. It is the 
aggregation of these industries, some of them unimportant it is 
true, most of them unimportant compared with sugar and manu- 
factures of wool, cotton, and iron and steel, that makes up tho 
great sum of American industrial production. 

I speak for mysolf, andI intend to speak only for myself, when 
I say that whenever I find an industry stricken down by any 

ragraph of this bill I intend to occupy the time of the Senate 

n calling attention to the fact, and I care not, as I said the other 

day, whether it gives employment to five people or five mil- 
lions. The Senatorfrom Colorado[Mr. TELLER], who is notnow 
in his seat, suggested last night that the time of the Senate had 
been taken up in calling the roll as to whether a duty should be 
20 or 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Many times the difference between 20 and 25 per cent ad va- 
lorem means the continued existence of an industry or its de- 
struction. It may mean the question of giving remunerative 
ployment to a very small portion of the American people, but 
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their rights are equal to those enjoyed by any of the great cor- 
porations, monopolies, or trusts that have received such consid- 
erate attention from the Senators upon the other side of the 
Chamber. 

I care not whether the change in duties is 5 per cent or 50 per 
cent, or 500 per cent, if the rates are improper and unjust my 
voice will be heard upon this floor, although it be heard alone, 
in defense of the a engaged in these various industries. No 
length of time taken by the Senate of the Uuited Ssates can be 
too jong if it prevents an injustice to an American citizen. No 
caliing of the roll or any other delays in these proceedings can 
be too great if necessary to maintain the rights of any portion 
of the people of the United States. 

Upon this floor the great industries of the United States are 
sure to be properly represented. 

The effect of their demands have been seen in the changes 
which have taken — from day to day in the provisions of the 
vill. It is the small industries and the comparatively unimpor- 
tant items of this measure which have received no attention 
from the committee. Many of these small industries will be left 
stranded by the wayside of this torrent of tariff reform. If the 
bill passes and becomes a law hundreds will go outof existence. 

They may not be of sufficient consequence to attract the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] or the Senator 
from Tennessee |Mr. HARRIS], but they will be, and ought to be 
of sufficient consequence to demand and receive the attention 
and the consideration of the American Senate. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have no disposition whatever 
to curtail at all the utmost liberty of debate, especially by the 
great tribune of the people, the Senator from Rhode Island, who 
appears to-day in a new role. 

Mr. ALLISON. We can not hear the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator will hear me in a moment. 

Mr. ALLISON, I should be very glad to hear the beginning 
of the Senator's observations, and I trust there will be order in 
the Chamber. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, in order to dispose of the present 
item, to begin with, it is true that it is to a large extent an ar- 
ticle of luxury, and yet, under our modern civilization, it has 
become an article of necessity. I take itfor granted there is 
hardly a citizen living in any of the towns or cities, or even in 
the country, in the United States, who does not use some of these 
articles, ntifrices, of course, are articles of necessity and are 
as absolutely necessary to the preservation of the teeth as any 
medicine can be for the ailments of the human body. 

When the Senator says that anything which is not absolutely 
necessary to the sustenance of human life is a luxury he makes 
a mistake. It may be ina state of absolute barbarism that meat 
and bread and clothing to protect the body from the inclemency 
of the weather sum up all the wants of human life; but as so- 
ciety becomes elaborated in its wants, and civilization extends 
its area of enjoyment and comfort, things which were toanother 
people only necessaries are still more necessary, and things 
which are luxuries, ina certain signification of the term, are 
absolute necessities under a high state of civilization. 

Take the articles of which the Senator speaks as an absolute 
article of luxury—powders, dentifrices, pomades, etc. We im- 

orted in 1893 $209,777 worth; we exported in the same year 

345,041 worth; in other words, the manufacturers of the United 
Ste.tes supplied the home demand over and above the importa- 
tion from abroad, and exported nearly double, one-third at least, 
more than was brought into the country. 

But the Senator has gone into a general dissertation to show 
that the present bill has reduced the duties upon luxuries, and 
that it is aviolation of the doctrine of the Democratic party. If 
I had needed to be convinced of the fact that the cause of pro- 
tection is on the wane in this country, and, as I honestly be- 
lieve, doomed before the people of the United States under an 
contingency, the argument of the Senator from Rhode Islan 
would have convinced me of that fact. Mark the unfairness of 
thatargument. Any man who could be caught by it ought to 
be disfranchised ana kept from voting at the polls. 

In 1890 nobody contributed more than the Senator from Rhode 
Island to put these enormous duties upon all the necessaries of 
life; nobody assisted more than the Senator to put up the duty on. 
woolen goods, en cotton s, and on metal manufactures. By 
reason of that imposition those duties excluded imports, and 
now the Senator uses that factand draws conclusions from it most 
misleading in order to attack the pending bill. The Senator takes 
the amount of importations and bases his argument upon that, 
but he takes particular care to say nothing about the duties 
which were imposed in 1890, and the duties imposed by the 
nding bill. I was notable to follow him in all hisillustrations; 





ut take wood screws, which I come to first. 
We introduced into this ar 
ene half inch and less in length, 


last year of wood screws 
pounds; over one-half inch 
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and not more than 1 inch in length, 25 pounds; over 1 inch and 
not more than 2 inches in length, 20 pounds; more than 2 inches 
in length, 466 pounds. 

The Senator from Rhode Island takes these insectivorous im- 
portations, and then compares them with the introduction in 
this country of millions and millions’ of dollars worth of silk an 
silk goods; and says, ‘‘ Look at what these infamous Democrats 
have done! They have only reduced upon wood screws twelve 
or fourteen hundred dollars, and upon silk goods the reduction 
has been in proportion a great deal less.” Does the Senator 
think that itis a fair argument to say *‘ Look at the duties we 
imposed in 1890 and those which we propose now upon wood 
screws?” Under the McKinley act the duty upon wood screws 
is 83.33 per cent; in the bill as it came from the House 35 per 
cent, and as the bill is reported to the Senate 30 per cent. 

On the next classification the McKinley law imposed a duty of 
46.67 per cent, while in the present billas it came from the 
House 35 per cent was imposed, and as reported to the Senate 
30 per cent; on wood screws more than 2 inches in length the 
Senator from Rhode Island, puts in his bill 110.95 per cent in 1890 
on an article of absolue necessity. The House reduced it to 35 
per centinthe Wilson bill, and the Senate committee put it at 30 
oe cent; and yet the Senator, in an argument which would not 

eceive an ordinarily intelligent schoolboy, after he has ex- 
cluded all the importations of wood screws, takes these 30 or 40 
pounds which are imported, and asks how much have we reduced 
duties upon those 30 or 40 pounds, and replies ‘‘ twelve hundred 
dollars.”” He asks how much have we'reduced on silk goods, of 
which there are millions upon millions of dollars’ worth which 
come into this country, and would come in under any duty 
which might be imposed. 

But the Senator reaches the climax of protection oratory when 
he comes to blankets. He turns like a tiger upon this side of the 
Chamber, and says, ‘‘ Lookat blankets, about which we have heard 
so much oratory by the Democrats! How much have they re- 
duced the duty upon blankets?” Then he takes the amount of 
importations for 1893, the result of the high duties of 1890, and 
says, ‘‘ They have reduced the duty only $1,200.” ‘‘ How much 
have they reduced upon articles of absolute luxury, like silk, 
and other things?” 

Now, let us look at this. Of blankets, valuedatnot more than 
30 cents per pound, there came in 5,095 pounds in 1893; valued 
at more than 30and not more than 40 cents a pound, 672.85 pounds; 
valued at more than 40 and not more than 50 cents per pound, 
696.75 pounds; and valued at more than 50 cents per pound, 
3,940.75 pounds; showing that the McKinley duties were abso- 
lutely prohibito Yet the Senator in the Senate of the United 
States, to his colleagues representing sovereign States, takes 
the result of his own outrageous taxation in 1890, and draws false 
and fraudulent conclusionsin the teeth of the Treasury statistics 
in order to attack the pending bill. 

My colleague on the committee [Mr. JONES of Arkansxus] calls 
my attention to the domestic product of wood screws, which was 
$2,326,645 worth. 

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator yield fora question at that 


int? 

P The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pascointhechair). Does 
the Senator from Missouri yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator is speaking very entertainingly 
and instructively, but this question occurred to me, as to whether, 
in the opinion of the Senator, the importation of the classes of 
articles to which he has been alluding will be increased by 
reason Of a diminution in the rate of duty upon them as pro- 
posed in the pending bill? Forexample, would that be the case 
with blankets, wood screws, and other articles? 

Mr. VEST. I think so. I shall come to that branch of the 
argument in amoment, but I wish to finish now what I consider 
an absolutely mathematical demonstration of the outrage in the 
argument which the Senator from Rhode Island attempts upon 
this audience. 

I have shown that his argument is based upon an absolute fal- 
lacy, because he takes these minimized importations caused b 
his own taxation in 1890 and ons notone word about the dimi- 
nution in rates. Look at the difference between the McKinley 
law and the present bill as to the duty on blankets. On blankets 
valued at not more than 30 centsa pound, the McKinley rate was 
88.22 per cent. What afriend of the poor man was the Senator! 
On blankets valued at more than 30 and not more than4é cents a 
pound, 100 per cent. That is what the Senator is doing for the 
people; that is what the people want—100 per cent upon a blanket 
to be wrapped around a man in wintry weather! On blankets 
valued at more than 40and not more than 50 cents a pound, 103.90 
percent. Under the McKinley act valued at more than 50 cents 


a = 80.33 per cent. 
e reduce the first rate from 88.22 to 25 per cent; the 100 per 
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cent rate to 30 per cent, and the 103.90 per cent rate to 35 and Mr. ALDRICH. And, of course, that never takes place. 
30 per cent; and the 80.33 per cent to 35 and 30 per cent. Mr. VEST. I donot care anything about that explanation, 
But the Senator takes care not to say one word about the re- | with due respect to the Senator, because I want to show how 
duction of duties, and he has so poor an opinion of the intelli- | the importations gradually decreased with the increased duty. 
gence of the people of the United States that he thinks this | That is the effect of the McKinley law, and the Senator and his 
humbug and rot will go down with them for legitimate argu- | party now stand by and pose as the great defenders of the peo- 
ment. ple, and say we are reducing duties on luxuries and not on neces- 
Mr. President, I might go on with every statement the Sena- | saries. For instance, take the metal schedule. The estimate 
tor has made and show the same fallacy; but, in order to econ- | was $25,04,755.15 in 1889. In 1891 the duty collected was $23,- 
omize time, I come now to the real point in the discussion. 322,195.77, a decrease of $3,000,000; in 1892 it was $21,534,.764.46; 
Mr. ALLISON. Before the Senator passes from this pointin | and in 1893, with decreased importation, the amount jumped to 
regard to the reduction of duties, I understand him to intimate, | $27,253,774.32. 
although he does not so state, that the reduction will largely Mr. HIGGINS. Can the Senator state how much the impor- 


increase importations. tations decreased? 
.Mr. VEST. That is a matter of individual opinion. I think Mr. VEST. I have the tables here. 
it will produce increased importations; but one thing is cer- Mr. HIGGINS. In 1893, I mean. 


tain, it will reduce the price to the American consumer. That Mr. VEST. The tables are very accessible. Of course there 
is sure, and that is mainly our object in reducing these duties. | was a large decrease of importation. 

The Senator from Rhode Island takes great pains not to say Mr. ALLISON. The chief increase, nearly the whole of it, 
one word about the practical effect of his tariff duties, and that | in the metal schedule comes from tin plate. 
is the opportunity it gives to the domestic manufacturer to put Mr. VEST. Very good. I do not care where it comes from. 
up prices inside of the tariff wall. Nobody can state accurately Mr. ALLISON. After the duty was increased on tin plate. 
how much the manufacturer receives and how much the Gov- Mr. VEST. Here is anarticle of absolute luxury, tobacco and 
ernment gets out of these enormously increased duties. It has | itsmanufactures. On tobacco, and manafactures of,the estimate 
been stated at ten and twenty dollars to one; but we know that | was $20,948,556.27 in 1889. In 1891 the duty collected was $14,- 
the object of putting up these duties is to give the domestic | 172,277.25; in 1892, $10,265,067.98: and in 1893, $14,831,989.99. 
manufacturer the opportunity to charge more for his goods; Take cotton manufactures. The estimate was $7,766,013.61; 
and if it does not do that, the tariff is inoperative andabsolutely | in 1890 the duty collected was $9,146,820.23; in 1892, $9,468,347.42; 
void as to all the claims made by its friends. and in 1893 it jumped to $11,333,605.23. 

The Senator from Rhode Island says nothing about that. He Take flax, hemp, and jute and manufactures thereof. The es- 
undertakes to make the impression that the whole argument | timate was $15,955,162.64 in 1889; in 1891 the duty collected was 
rests upon the diminution in the import duties so far as import | $15,874,451.27; in 1892, $17,354,272.05; and in 1893,$18,794,839.36. 
duties are concerned, when this great and outrageous spoliation That is the system of taxation which Senators now advocate, 
of the tariff isin the fact that when you exclude the foreign | which, with the same duties, decreased importations and in- 
goods you give the market entirely to the domestic manufac- | creased the burdens of the people of the country. 
turers, and they can therefore put up the duties to within a frac- Take Schedule K, wool and woolen goods, which is the foun- 
tion of the cost of the article here, together with the impart | dation stone of the whole protective system, the key of the arch 
duty added. to which the protectionists cling with more tenacity than to any- 

Mr. President, it is only necessary to mention these facts in | thing else. The estimate of 1889 was $55,791,735.44. The duty 
order to explode the entire speech of the Senator; but I have a | collected in 1891 was $41,409,720.26; in 1892, $42,096,021.*0; and 
document here which I commend to his deliberate attention. | in 1893, $44,608,120.95, with average protective duties upon the 
The Senator has been very fond of talking here about what | woolen manufactures of nearly 100 per cent. Still the Senator 
would be the result of the pending bill and boasting of a compu- | from Rhode Island says that that is protecting the people of the 
tation which he made, together with his colleagues, in 1890, as | country and giving them cheaper goods! 
to the effect of the McKinley law, which enormously increased Take the schedule of sundries, some of which are luxuries and 
duties upon both luxuries and necessities. I have a statement | some necessities. The estimate in 1889 was $13,666,300.96. The 
from the Treasury Department showing the estimates made by | amount of duties collected fell until 1893, with decreased importa- 
the Senator and his colleagues in 1890 and the actual results. | tion, when the duty collected was $14,583,006.84. 

Now, let us see what they did for the people. Take the differ- Mr. President, if it were not for the consumption of time, [ 
ent schedules. Take first that of earths, earthenware, and glass- | could go into details and show absolutely and mathematically 
ware. In 1889 the estimated duties were $9,314,387.04 at the | that all the estimates which were made by the Committee on 
time they were framing the McKinley bill. In 1891, after the | Finance in regard to taxation came to naught,and that with de- 
bill took effect, the duties, instead of being $9,314,387.04, were | creasing importations there were increasing taxes. 

$10,926,334.19; in 1892 they were $11,862,067.17, and in 1893 they We have endeavored to decrease duties upon luxuries and 
were $12,148,948.20. upon necessities; we have endeavored to make a general reduc- 

Mr. PEFFER. How did the importations compare? tion in order that the expense of living to the people of the 

Mr. VEST. The importations decreased in 1893. United States may be decreased. We can not, by a tariff bill, 

Mr. PEFFER. While the aggregate amount of duties in- | put up the price of agricultural commodities to our people in 
creased? the West. The statesman who could do it would reconcile a 

Mr. VEST. The aggregate increased from year to year. | large portion of the people of this country even to the McKin- 
That is what the Senator from Rhode Island did on earths, earth- | ley act, but it can not be done. 
enware, and glassware, articles of absolute necessity. t do not say it would reconcile me, as %me of my friends here 
‘Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator will allow me to interrupt | suggest, but I say it would reconcile a large number of people to- 
him right there to say—— day whose fortunes are desperate. The demonetization of silver 

Mr. VEST. With great pleasure. and putting this country upon the gold standard, together with 

Mr. ALDRICH. That the only responsibility which the Sena- | the destruction of our foreign markets for agricultural prod- 
tor from Iowa and I had for these tables, to which he is nowal- | ucts, has brought us down at last, until the farmer in the West 
luding, was that they were presented to the Senate with the bill; | who can live from one year’s end to another without going into 
aaa prepared by the expert of the Treasury Department, | the hands of the trust companies and the banks is a most fortu- 
by Mr. Evans, the same gentleman who is now engaged in pre- | nate individual. 
paring tables for the committee. They do not contain the es- My idea in making this bill—which is not asI would have 

mates of the Senator from Iowa and myself as to the effect | made it, 1 frankly confess—was this: To make more markets 
which the changes of duties would have upon importations and | abroad for the agricultural products of the country, which con- 
revenue; but that is what we are trying to getfrom the other | stitute two-thirds of our exports. If you can not in any other 
side of the Chamber in connection with this bill. way relieve the farmer, let him buy in the cheapest market, as 

Mr. VEST. I will leave out the question of the estimates of | he sells in the cheapest market; and at this hour of great finan- 
the Senator from Rhode Island, which were mere conjecture; | cial depression and absolute ruin, let our brethren in the manu- 
and I will deal with the factas it turned out to be by the figures | facturing States of the Northeast bear their proportion of the 
of the Treasury Department. misfortune which has come to the whole country. Instead of 

Mr. ALDRICH. The figures of the Treasury were, as I have | that, we hear continually the cry of the daughters of the horse- 
already stated, and as the Senator himself has stated, simply a | leech, ‘‘ Give, give, give.” There is to be no reduction in du- 

tation as to what the revenue would be if the importa- | ties; let wheat go down to 30 cents a bushel at your depots; 

tions should be for the year following the adoption of the act | let all the products of agriculture be minimized to the lowest 

precisely what they were for the year preceding it both in quan- | possible price, but the manufacturers, sacred as the white ele- 
tit ag te phant of Siam, are not to be touched as to a single duty. 

r. VEST. Very goog. Mr. ALDRICH. In the remarks which I submitted to the 
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Senate this morning I attempted no defense of the manufactur- 
ers of the United States; I made no plea in their behalf; I did 
not attempt to defend the protective system or protective duties. 
I have simply called the attention of the Senate to the fact that 
in the preparation of the pending bill the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Finance have abandoned every theoryand every prin- 
ciple of tariff taxation which has been advocated by any intelli- 
gent economist in this or in any other country, asall these have 
contended that in tariff constructiona high revenue duty—a rev- 
enue duty, mind you—-should be imposed upon articles of pure 
luxury. 

That is all I have claimed in the argument I have made, and 
T reneat that it is contrary to my notion of a wise public policy; 
it is, I belicve, contrary to the ideas and opinions of nine-tenths 
of the people of the United States, that these unnecessary and 
unwise reductions of duties upon articles of voluntary use, pure 
luxuries, should be made. 

The Senator objects to the method of my argument, and says 
that it is not fair, because I do not take into consideration the 
éffect of these changes in the duties other than u the reve- 
nue. I did not originate this line of argument. e Senator 
from Indiana |Mr. VOORHEES], who opened the debate for the 
other side of the Chamber, made the following statement in his 
speech: - 

Sir, [challenge the attention of the Senate and the country to thegreatand 
commanding fact that by the ee of this bill the see paradox of 
& reduction of taxes and at the same time an increase of public revenues 
will be reconciled when it becomes a law. 


* oe o sd o ate a 

But over and aboveand beyond this wide and well-known field of extortion 

and injustice, it wili be found from the schedules of this bill that tariff taxes 
now officially ascertained and paid under existing law— 

Mark the language— 
on the wants, necessities, and daily consumption of the laboring men, 
women, and children of the United States, have been reduced more than 
ons are as follows: 

Then follows a statement of the reductions on chemicals, on 
Breast on glass, on cotton manufactures, etc., amounting to 

76,670,000. 

I have undertaken to show by the res that of the $76,670,- 
000 referred to in that statement, $33,500,000, or more than one- 
half of the whole, instead of being a reduction. upon the wants 
and necessities of the © of the United States, are reductions 
made upon pure luxuries. That is my contention, and the Sen- 
ator. from Missouri, with all his ingenuity, will have great trou- 
bie in answering the charge. 

As to the comparative reductions which are made apon arti- 
cles in common use, u what the Senator calls the necessities 
of life, and as to the fact that the importations of these articles 
wore small during the year 1893, I do not undertake to say that 
these reductions in rates will not increase importations. I 
think they will. I have no doubt but that they will increase 
importations, and in some cases very ly. Butweare taking 
the importations of 1893 for a basis, and I am taking the state- 
ment of the chairman of the committee and every other Sena- 
tor and cp monn ae in the other end of the tol who has 
Sie hich th enaeatha aoane avai 
effect w ese will have u revenue upon 
what they chose to call taxation. a 

ii the importations in 1895 should be the same as those of 1893, 
the Senator must admit that my statemert of the effect upon the 
revenue will be accurate beyond question. It is upon the im- 
portations of 1893 that all of these computations are made as to 
@ redaction of taxation effected by the measure. Whenever 
either the Senator from Missouri or the Senator from Arkansas 
wish to Pee detect wate sometime in the future, 
the effect which these will have in ee 
SAG, OS 08 SE SS eee with 
them. Whenever you are willing to make an » such 
was made by the Senaator from Iowa and myself in 1890 as to the 
effect of the changes in rates upon the importations, then we 
shall be willing to meet you fora discussion of aan, 


the taxes of $76,008,000 effected by the measure, and I have under- 
articles of luxury and 810,000,000 and something over of 

upon es uxury y over 

articles of common use and materials for manufacture. 

There is no escape from that statement. No amount of rhet- 
oric, no amount of evasion, no amount of skillful fencing on the 
Serle bor Senater from Missouri will change the facts as I 

ve stated them. 

it may be that cosmetics are a necessity to the of Mis- 
only fe Sacmestes bette Lcciaee aaneeaiiaaTs io 

bo use use t as 
I have already stated, that slik tenes aon & Maaeeaae bee thee 
farmers’ wivesof Arkansas; but if this be then [am wofully 
ignorant as to the condition of the masses of the of the 
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country. I have never before heard that articles of this class 
were considered necessities anywhere. 
It was the purpose of the act of 1890—and I so stated over and 


over again—to impose high revenue duties upon all luxuries. [! 
believe that this should be the policy of all the people and of 
both the parties in the United States. 

There can be no reason, so far as I can see, why the woman in 
New York who desires to use French cosmetics should not be 
called —_— to pay a fair revenue duty in addition to the foreign 
cost of the article purchased. The duty does not affect the do- 
mesticmanufacturers of these articles toany considerable extent. 

There is nobody here asking for a reduction or increase of 
duty upon cosmetics. It is true that we export a large quantity 
of tooth powders and various articles of that kind. These are 
— here aswell and as cheaply as they can be made any- 
where. 

The articles mentioned here are articles of fashion, articles of 
the np a ~ —— should be a unanimity among the 
members of this body in their pu to im u these ar- 
ticles high revenue duties. cg ise aa 

The Senator from Missouri has alluded to the estimates made 
in 1890 with reference to the effect of the bill then pending. 
As I have already stated in the course of this debate, the Sen- 
ator from Iowa and I made very careful estimates of the effect 
which the changes in rates of duties would have upon ——— 
tions and upon the revenue, and the estimates which we finally 
made were, I believe, within $3,000,000 of the actual results in 
the year which followed. While the estimate was to a great ex- 
tent a guess, it was a very close guess I think the Senator from 
Missouri will admit. Now, if you will give us some kind of esti- 
mate as to the effect which this bill will have upon importa- 
tions, we shall be a to receive it. 

The Senator from Missouri says that three years after the 
passage of the McKinley act the revenue was greatly in excess 
of our estimates. Weexpected that. The Senator from Iowa 
and I were as well aware of ees of this country, of the 
constant increase which takes p in importations and in the 
revenue, as the Senator from Missouri can We did not make 
an estimate that was to hold good for the next generation. Our 
estimate was solely as to the effects upon the revenue of the year 
following the time the act should go into effect, and I know of 
no estimate that could be madeinany other way. Of course the 
ordinary percentage of increase in the business and in the im- 

ons of the country andinthe revenue had been going on, 
and will, I trust, continue to ge on for all time to come. 

The Senator from Missouri says further that, with smaller 
importations, there have been increased duties. I suppose he 
means by increased duties that the equivalent ad valorem rates 
on various articles increased. Of course there has been no 

in the law and there could be no increase in the duties. 
There might be, and i presume there has been, an apparent in- 
crease—that is, an increase in the equivalent ad valorem owing 
to greatly reduced prices. Prices have been constantly falling 
since the adoption of the act of 1890, and still continue tofall. Ido 
not understand that the Senator from Missouri considers the 
fall of prices of articles which the farmers buy an unmixed evil. 
I understand he is rather in favor of lower prices for manufac- 
tured articles. It is only the prices of agricultural products 
which he desires to have go up, while the others go down. 

One-half of his contention has certainly been brought about 
either as the resultof the actof 1899 or from other causes; prices 
have been constantly falling, and to that extent, perhaps, the 

uivalent ad valorems have been increased. 
aeut to go back to my original statement, I have made no con- 
tention against the changes gested in this bill from a pro- 
tective standpoint. I am. from a revenue standpoint, 
and these changes are indefensible, in my opinion, from that 


t. 

me FONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, the bill proposed 
to the Senate does reduce the tariff on cosmetics. © gross 
unfairness of the argument of the Senator from Rhode Island is 
that he attempted to make the impression that the reduction is 
very much larger on cosmetics that class of goods than it is 
upon the necessaries of life. There is a reduction of 10 per cent 
on cosmetics, that is, from 50 per cent to 40 per cent; while 
there is a reduction from 100 per cent to 30 35 per cent on 
blankets, and a reduction from 106.38 and 86 per cent on wool 
hats to 25 and 30 per cent. These are necessaries of life, and 
there is a reduction of two-thirds of the present duty imposed 
eee, while we have madea reduction efrom 

to 25 per cent on other classes of goods. 

The Senator evidently undertook to make the impression that 
because there would be a small uction of the 
venue or 


in 
better than the Senator from Rhode Island how misleading in 
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its nature is such an argument. I shall only take the time of 
the Senate to call attention to the fact that.according to the last 
census report there were made in this country $5,329,921 worth 
of wool hats, and that we imported at the same time $21,919.01 
worth of wool hats. The heavy tariff of nearly 100 per cent on 
wool hats wus almost absolutely oe of the importation 
of that article, and if we had absolutely put wool hats on the free 
list we should not have reduced the tariff tax imposed upon wool 
hats more than $19,447.21, because that was the total amount of 
the tariff tax collected upon wool hats. Last year we imported 
$21,919.01 worth of wool hats, and we collected $19,447.21 tax 
upon those hats. i : 

But that is not a fair statement of the reduction which comes 
from the proposed reduction of the tariff on wool hats, because 
of the value of those hats. They must have been sold in this 
country for $41,366.22, because the foreign cost, together with 
the tariff paid in the custom-houses, must be realized by those 
who imported the hats. Sothese hats costthe American people 
$41,366.22, whereas they cost abroad but $21,919.01. If there 
should be a reduction in the price of domestic hats in the same 
proportion, the price would reduced on these foreign hats, 
and the saving, instead of being eleven or twelve thousand dol- 
lars, as estimated by the Senatorfrom Rhode Island, would have 
been two and a half million dollars, or in that immediate neigh- 
borhood. 

The same argumentapplies to blankets. It is unnecessary for 
me to add one word to what has been so well said by the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest] in exposing the fallacy of the argu- 
ment of the Senator from Rhode Island; but I wanted to recall 
that one fact, and put the figures in the RECORD, to show the 
absolute unfairness of the argument the Senator from Rhode 
Island attempted to make. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Arkansas says that my 
argument is an unfair one. I took the statement made by the 
chairman of the Finance Committee, that there has been a re- 
duction of taxation upon the absolute necessaries of life to the 
extent of $76,670,000, made up according to the table which the 
committee have furnished the Senate, and I have shown that of 
that $76,000,000 more than $38,000,000 are reductions upon articles 
of pure luxury, and that only $10,000,000 are upon such articles 
as the Senator from Arkansas has suggested. 

It may be true—and I am not undertaking to deny the fact— 
if the taxes were reduced (taxes as the Senator claims, and du- 
ties, as I say) $12,000 oe wool hats, or if the duty were taken 
off entirely, that another industrial change might not take 

lace. Iam not suggesting that as the effect. Neither the 
tor from Indiana nor the Senator from Arkansas has under- 
taken to say what effect this $76,000,000 would have upon any- 
thing but the revenue. It may be, as the Senator suggested, 
that a reduction of $76,000,000 in revenue upon these articles 
would result in an entire change of our industrial system. I 
believe the bill as it passed the House of Representatives would 
have resulted in the entire revolution of our industrial system, 
and that a large portion of the goods now made in the United 
States would be brought from the other side of the water. 
Whether there is any such amount of saving as the Sena- 
tor suggested as to the cost of articles, is another and a much 
broader question, which I do not care to enter into now. 

I have not been discussing at all the question which the Sen- 
ator from Missouri and the Senator from Arkansas raised as to 
= effect of these reductions, either upon importations or upon 

industries of the United States. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from ode Island [Mr. AL- 

CH. 


DRI 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the amendment be stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 61, line 18, after the word 
“act,” it is proposed tostrike out “ forty” and insert “ fifty.” 

The PRESIDIN G OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 


The Secretary read as follows: 


62. Santonine, and all salts thereof containing 90 cent or over of santo- 
nine, $1 per pound. = 


Mr. ALDRICH. My attention was attracted away from para- 
hes jast beam acted upon. I intended to ask 
the amendment I offered to it, and I 
on to m 
61 and have the and nays it. an 
ve uw 
Tne PRESIDING OFFICER. 7 The nerae put upon the 
| meee og op the amendment declared to be ——. and the 
‘Senate had proceeded to another paragraph, which was read. 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There is no objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, 
the Senate will go back to paragraph 61, and the amendment 
will still be regarded as open for action. 

oa ALDRICH. Iask lor the yeas and nays upon the amend- 
ment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Sengtor from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom}. 

Mr. MILLS (when his name was called). Lam paired with 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN}. 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). I will announce once 
for all for to-day that I have a general pair with the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], which I shall observe, except in 
case aquorum is lacking. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PALMER. I announce my pair with the Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH]. If he were present I should 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MORGAN. I am paired with the junior Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

_Mr. HUNTON. Iam paired with the Senator from Connec- 
ticut [Mr. PLATT], and withhold my vote unless it be necessary 
to make a quorum. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 31; as follows: 





YEAS—20 

Aldrich, Dubois, Hoar. Perkins, 
Allison, Frye, McMillan, Power, 
Cameron, Hale, Manderson, Sherman, 

ler, Hawley, Morrill, Shoup, 

. Higgins, Patton, Teller. 

NAYS—31. 

Bate, Coke, Jarvis, Pugh, 

. Daniel, Jones, Ark. Ransom, 

burn, Faulkner, Lindsay, Roach, 
Blanchard, George, McLaurin, Turpie, 
Brice, Gibson, McPherson, Voorhees, 
Butler, Gorman, Martin, Walsh, 
Caffery. Harris, Murphy White. 
Cockrell, Irby, Pasco, 

NOT VOTING—31 
Allen, Gray, Mitchell, Wis. Squire, 
Call, Hansbrough, Morgan, Stewart, 
Camden, Hill, Palmer, Vest, 
Carey, Hunton, Peffer, Vilas, 
_—— Jones, Ney. Pettigrew Washburn, 
vis, Kyle, Platt, Wilson, 

Dixon, Lodge, Proctor, Wolcott. 
Gallinger, Mills, paar 
Gordon, Mitchell, Oregon mith, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall bs glad to have the paragraph read 
as it now stands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

61. Preparations used as applications tothe hair, mouth, teeth, or skin, 
such as cosmetics, dentifrices, pastes, pomades, powders, and all tollet 


preparations, and articles of perfumery, not specially provided for in this 
act, 40 per cent ad valorem. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
continued. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Soap: 
63. Castile soap, 20 per cent ad valorem; fancy, perfumed, and ail a 
tions of toilet soap, 35 per cent ad valorem; all other soaps, not specially 
provided for tn this act, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. After the words “ castile soap,” in the first 
line of the paragraph, I move to insert ‘‘1} cents per pound” in 
place of “ r cent ad valorem.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Inline 23, after the word “ soap,” it is pro- 
posed to strike out “20 per cent ad valorem” and insert ‘‘1+ 
cents per pound;” so as to read: 

Castile soap, 1} cents per pound. 

Mr.ALDRICH. AsI stated last night, this is aspecific duty, 
which is somewhat less in its ad valorem effects than the rate 
suggested by the committee, and there are many reasons why it 
should be adopted. The effect of the specific rate has been to 
improve the quality of the imported castile soap. Castile soap, 
like other kinds of soap, has a great many varieties: and the ef- 
fect of the specific rate has been to exclude from this country 
the cheaper kinds—that is, the poorer qualities—and I hope 
Senators on the other side will consent to the amendment. 

Mr. VEST, The Treasury reports show that our own soap 
manufacturers not only supplied the home market, but that 


there was exported in 1893, 21,262,409 pounds of soap. 
Mr. ALDRICH. There is no castile soap made in this coun- 
try. 
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Mr. VEST. And of fancy and perfume soaps they exported 
$103,649 worth, and of common soap $903,584 worth. I submit 
that this rate is high enough under the circumstances. Be- 
sides that, the testimony before the committee of some of these 
manufacturers is to the effect that they do not need any large 
duty. They not only supply the domestic market largely, but 
- export ey 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not understand that thé amendment of 
the Senator from Rhode Island would give a large duty to the 
manufacturers of soap. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It does not. 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment simply provides in lieu of 
an ad valorem duty of 20 per cent, a specitie duty which would 
be less than 20 per cent. 

I remember as respects these soaps, that a gentleman stated 
to us two years ago—and it is to be found in the printed testi- 
mony—that it cost more to transport soap from his factory in 
Brooklyn to the railway station than it did from Liverpooi to 
New York. 

I do not think this is a very important matter, but I believe a 
specific duty will be of value in the administration of this pro- 
posed law respecting so large an article of importation as soap. 

I can not understand why it is that Senators who are manag- 
ing this bill, insist that we shall have here a 20 per cent ad va- 
lorem rate when the specific rate proposed by the Senator from 
Rhode island is less than 20 per cent, and is the existing law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The suggestion of the Senator from Mis- 
souri in regard to the other items in this paragraph does not ap- 
ply to castile soap, as there is no castile soap made in this coun- 
try, but it is all imported. 

Mr. VEST. Of course, I know that; but itis like the Wind- 
sor soap, which is manufactured in Great Britain. We do not 
manufacture the original Windsor soap atall, and yet I can go 
to any drug store down here and find imitation castile and Wind- 
sor soaps apparently just as good as the original. 

There is no industry in this country which has taken care of 
itself beiter than the manufacturers of soap. They have abso- 
lutely taken the market away from the manufacturers abroad, 
and we continue to improve in our exports from year to year. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator seems to think that the proposi- 
tion of the Senator from Rhode Island is a proposition to increase 
the duty, whereas, in fact, the proposition of the Senator from 
Rhode Island is a proposition to reduce the duty. I wish I could 
get the Senator to understand that, 

Mr. VEST. Ido understand it, with great deference to my 
friend, but I shall be very frank with him and say that I do not 
believe in specific duties, and when I giveaway to them it is be- 
cause exigencies demand it, and I can not help myself. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator not think there is an exi- 
gency in this case? 

Mr. VEST. No, I do not; for I think if there is any article 
in this country that can take care of itself, it is soap. distin- 
guished ex-President, now dead, said that soap was needed inva 
great campaign, and had done great good, but I do not care 
about introducing partisan allusions. I know our friends on the 
other side feel kindly to ~_. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the ado 
ae of the amendment offered by the Senator from Rhode Is- 
and. 

‘ The amendment was-rejected, there being, on a division, ayes 
» noes 34. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Further down in the paragraph, in line 25, 
after the words “ toilet soap,” I move to strike out ‘35 per cent 
ad valorem ” and insert ‘‘ 15 cents per pound;” so as to read: 

And all descriptions of toilet soap, 15 cents per pound. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In the last line of the p h, I move to 
strike out ‘' 10” and insert ‘‘ 20,” before the wars ’ ad valorem;” 
60 as to read: 

: email soaps, not specially provided for in this act, 20 per cent ad va- 
0) . 

The Senator from Missouri “ve that the soap industry in the 
United States can take care of itself better than in any other 
country. It is a fact, however, that the soap-makers of this 
country have to pay large duties upon a great number of 
their materials, especially upon caustic soda, which, under this 
bill, is made dutiable ata rate which is much higher than the 
rate imposed upon soap. It is true that the soap-makers of the 
country export a considerable amount of soap to countries south 
of us, to Brazil and the West India Islands, but they are soa 
not produced in this country to any great exteat for Resnasthe 
use and which are not imported. It is either special brands 
made for particular countries or kinds of soap not now used 


here to any considerable extent, which are sent to Brazil and to 


other South American countries. They do not affect the gen- 
eral question of the production of soap here and the effect which 
this low rate of duty would have upon the importations of soap 
from abroad. The duties now imposed are very low and they 
should not be reduced. 

Mr. VEST. - Mr. President, just a word. Iseethatout of-our 
large exportation we sent to England 7,460,559 pounds of soap. 

r. ALDRICH. A special brand. 

Mr. VEST. It does pretty well when wecan beat the English 
in their own market. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


Soda: 
64. Bicarbonate of soda or supercarbonate of soda or saleratus, one-half 
cent per pound. 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to strike 
out ‘one-half cent per pound” and insert ‘‘30 per cent ad valo- 
rem;” so as to read: 


Bicarbonate of soda or supercarbonate of soda or saleratus, 30 per cent ad 
valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The amendment is withdrawn. 

‘ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is with- 
rawn. 

Mr. HALE. How does that leave the duty, let me ask the 
Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Asitcame from the other House, 
one-half cent per pound. 

Mr. HALE. The amendment ‘‘30 per cent ad valorem” is 
abandoned. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is abandoned—withdrawn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In order that the statement in regard to 
this matter from a ee manufacturer in the United Stutes may 
getinto the Recorp, I ask that the letter I send to the desk, 
which is short, may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter will be read, if there 
is no objection. 

The Secreta.'y read as follows: 


{John Dwight & Co., soda manufacturers, No. 11 Old Slip. ] 
NEw YORK, April, 1894. 


DEAR SIR: We present the following petition, believing it to be in accord- 
ance with the principles of the pending tariff bill, and in favor of the inter- 
ests of the general public. 

Bicarbonate of soda, or saleratus, also known as baking soda, is one of 
the few articles used unreservedly and universally in all sections and in 
every family of the United States, so whatever affects it affects every house- 
hold in the country. The question as to the duty that shall be laid upon 
this article is therefore important, and we may reasonably claim attention 
to our petition. 

Our interest as manufacturers of this article is exceptional in many of its 
features, and therefore may be properly dealt with exceptionally. For bi- 
carbonate of soda, or saleratus, is a food product, at least in the United 
Ss being used mainly for rais bread, biscuit, cakes, or other articles 
of food, and should therefore be made as pure, and especially as perfectly 
charged with carbonic acid gas as possible. Owing to the demands of the 
manufacturers of baking powder, and the large bakers, we, as Well as the 
other American manufacturers have been obiiged to make a pure and com- 
pletely charged article. 

But no such necessity has been laid upon foreign manufacturers, and 
therefore they will have a great advan over us ifa low duty enables 
them to reach the uninformed public with their cheap, impure, or imper- 
fectly charged s. The fo bicarbonate of soda, or saleratus, is 
either a by- uct of the manufacture of soda ash by the ammonia process, 
or is made m freeraw material (soda ash made by the Le Blanc process), 

is impure or of unreliable carbonic acid strength, whereas the American 
manufacturers purchase the foreign soda ash (upon which they pay a duty) 
and then filter and refine it, and finally supercharge it completely with car- 
bonic acid gas, a comparatively expensive process; nevertheless, on account 
of home competition, they sell their pure and perfectly ch goods aslow 
as 2} cents per pound in bulk, which yields them, under the present duty on 
soda ash, & moderate interest on their investments. 

' We plead for exceptional treatment, use a low duty on bicarbon- 
ate of soda, or saleratus, will manifestly be of no ppproctatte mefit to any- 
body, for the price is so low, and the amount used by each family (not more 
than 4 or 5 pounds at the utmost for a whole year) is so small, that the pub- 
lic will receive no appreciable benefit from a low duty, while, on the con- 
trary, our workmen, who know no other business, and our girls, who put 
up our package and who in part or altogether support their families, 
as Well as o ves as manufacturers of a food product, will be oe 
imperiled, for it is manifestly impossible for us without sufficient duty to 
manufacture goods of the present high quality and compete with foreign 
manufacturers ha such evident advan Even under the nt 
duty of I cent a po . they unload at nomi prices their by-products in 
this market whenever it accumulates abroad, and since the amount of bi- 


carbonate of soda, or saleratus, that can be used here is compara- 
: . —_. it will be easy for them to occupy the whole market unless the 
ui ers. 


Another exceptional matter is that the American manufacturers already 
Rey. a duty upon their raw , soda ash, of one-fourth cent a pound (or 
per cent ad valorem as now proposed, and which is about the same as .012, 
the unit of value in the comparative table), and have to compete with foreign 
manufacturers of bicarbonate of or saleratus, ——— as made a 


soda, 
is either a by-product, as ve stated, or, if made ly, is manufact 
from raw material, thus in either tage of untaxed 
basis. The American manufacturers use two-thirds of a pound of soda ash 
bicarbonate o 


to make one pound of soda, or saleratus, thereb: 
the Government arevenue on every pound of bicarbonate of weak oe sale- 
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ratus, that is manufactured in this country, and accordingly they will re- 
ceive under the proposed tariff less benefit even than the manufacturer of 
their raw material, soda ash, and less than is given to most articles on the 
chemical schedule, whereas few articles on this schedule are as universally 
used and are of as much importance to the general public as pure and relia- 
ble baking soda. 

But although bicarbonate of soda, or saleratus, should be exceptionally 
dealt with, it has not been so treated, owing, we believe, to a want of a full 
understanding of the matter, as the following table shows: 

Duty on messpensts = ei Ceol pane 2) 5 

1} cents a pound, | ey . 6 3). 
Oca a pound, McKinley bill, 1890 (Fieyl, 1891, page 224), 
cent a pound, Mills bill, proposed. 
cent a pound, Wilson bill, proposed by Ways and Means Committee. 
r cent ad valorem, Wilson bill, proposed by Senate committee. 

The Senate committee take as a value the figures .017 from the comparative 
table, and make the 30 per cent ad valorem based upon said figures, which, 
if correct, would mean the same thing as one-half cent a pound specific, 
where the Ways and Means Committee placed it. Butthe true facts are that 
foreign bicarbonate of soda, or saleratus, is freely quoted and sold abroad at 
.014, thereby placing a still further reduction on this article, while at one- 
half cent a pound specific the American manufacturer would merely receive 
he net benefit of about 18 per cent ad valorem, because of his having to pay 
duty as above stated on soda ash, his raw material. 

We ask, therefore, that bicarbonate of soda be Seeeneky dealt with, 
and that the duty on this article be allowed to remain where it now is, and to 
which it was reduced by the McKinley tariff bill, namely, at 1 cent a pound, 
and ve that in your good judgment you will grant our request. 

ou 


rs, res tfully, 
re . JOHN DWIGHT & CO. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

65. Hydrate of, or caustic soda, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to strike 
out “one-half of 1 cent per pound” and in insert ‘‘35 percent ad 
valorem;” so as to read: 

Hydrate of, or caustic soda, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The committee amendment is with- 


drawn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The committee amendment is 
withdrawn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Inline 8 I move to strike out ‘one-half of 
1 cent,” and insert ‘‘1 cent;” so as to read: 

Hydrate of, or caustic soda, 1 cent per pound. 


The soda industry of the United States is altogether the most 
important of its chemical industries. The salt from which it is 
produced is found in fifteen States, and the product this year is 
one of the most important used in the industrial arts. Within 
a few years the production of soda ash in the United States has 
been commenced, and the results achieved to this time have 
been very great, very important, and very successful. The mar- 
ufacture of caustic soda here is entirely anewindustry. I think 
until within the last two years none has been produced in the 
United States. TheSolvay Process Company, of Syracuse, have 
recently commenced the production of caustic soda. To give 
some idea of the importance of this product, I will state that we 
imported in 1890, 79,000,000 pounds, with a value of $1,444,938, 
and in 1893, owing to the increase of the domestic production, 
the importations were reduced to 55,000,000 pounds, with a value 
of $1,299,000. The soda industry of Great Britain, which is our 
principal competitor in this product, is in the hands of a stock 
company, the United Alkali Company, with a capital of $30,- 
000,000, and if the production in the United States should cease, 
the monopoly of this market would be in the hands of that com- 


Pathe result of the English combination has been to largely in- 
crease the price of soda products, and the only chance for compe- 
tition is in building up and developing the competing companies 
in this country. A number of capitalists including some from 
my own State, are about expending something like $2,000,000 in 
an infant industry at a place called Saltville, in Southwestern 
Virginia. They expect to compete with the Solvay Process 
Company, and as a result of that competition they believe that 
within a few years the entire American market will be held by 
the American producers. 

There can be no question whatever as to the value of these in- 
dustries to the localities in which they are found. This indus- 
try in Virginia, I am sure, will give new life to that part of the 
State, not alone the expenditure of $2,000,000 in the plant, but 
it is the large amount which is paid there for the workmen em- 
a in this new industry. 

he rate of 1 cent a pound is simply a fair revenue duty. It 
is not prohibitive; it is barely protective in its character. If 
the duty is reduced to half a cent a pound this new industry in 
Virginia will be crippled in its development. I do not know of 
any demand on the part of the purchasers of this article in any 
part of the country for the great reduction of caustic soda pro- 
posed, and I hope my friend from Virginia will have influence 
enough with the committee to secure a retention of the present 


law. 
Mr. VEST. This article is used, as the reports show, largely 


insoap-making and paper-making. As we have reduced the duty 
| upon those two articles we thought it was right to reduce the 

duty upon the materials that enter into them. In this country 
| last year, against an importation of 55,531,899 pounds, we man- 
ufactured 36,000 tons, 67,000,000 pounds and a fraction. If the 
Senator will turn to page 651 of the report of the Tariff Com- 
mission he will find an interesting history of this article, which 
concludes as follows: 

The foregoing facts show that the excessive duty on ‘‘caustic soca’? was 
devised as a war measure— 

That is, 14 cents a pound— 


The foregoing facts show that the excessive duty on “caustic soda’? was 
devised as a war measure, and as the amount of American “caustic soda” 
used in the manufacture of soapis very small, it actually prevents the Amer- 
ican manufacturer of soaps competing with those of foreign countries, 
where there is no duty on ‘‘caustic soda.’ I take the liberty of sending you 
one of these circulars, that you may be prepared to make such a statement 
of facts before the commission that they will be convinced of the injustice 
of 7 om tariff on “caustic soda” and the advantages that would be 
derived by the public generally by having “caustic soda”’ at least placed on 
the free list when used in the manufacture of soap. 

The rate was reduced afterwards to a cent a pound. Itseems 
that our friends in 1890 thought that that reduction ought to be 
made. It appears to me that the rate of duty is right as placed 
in the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In 1883, when that testimony was given, 
caustic soda was produced in the United States in very insignifi- 
cant quantities, if atall. The whole industry has been devel- 
oped since that time, until to-day, as shown by the figures read 
by the Senatorfrom Missouri, the domestic producers have about 
three-fourths of the American market. The result has been 
not only a large increase in domestic production, but a consid- 
erable reduction in price from the prices which were current in 
1883. What I desire is to retain the present duty for the pur- 

ose of developing what is in this case an infant industry and an 
infant industry in which the South as well as the North is 
greatly interested. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Vu.as in the chair). The 
question ison the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think that is rather an important matter. 
We had better have the yeas and nays upon the question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). iam paired with the 
Senator from [llinois |Mr. CULLOM]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (after having voted in the negative). I 
am paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HiaaGrns]. I 
do not see him in his seat and I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the senior Senator from 
Nebraska |[Mr. MANDERSON}, who I am informed has not voted. 
I will withhold my vote, unless it is necessary to make a quo- 
rum. 

Mr. LODGE. Iam paired with the senior Senator from New 





York [Mr. HILL], and therefore withhold my voteand announce 


the pair. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has the privilege 
of voting to make a quorum, and votes ‘‘ nay,’ 

Mr. GEORGE (after having voted in the negative). I am 
paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH], but as my 
vote is necessary to make a quorum, I will allow it to stand. 

Mr. CALL. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. PRocToR] to the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
KYLE], and vote “ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 31; as follows: 


YEAS—17. 
Aldrich, Frye, McMillan, Squire, 
Allison, Gallinger, Morrill, Teller. 
Cameron, Hale, Perkins, 
Chandler, Hawley, Power, 
Davis, Hoar, Shoup, 
NAYS—31. 
Allen, . Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Pugh, 
Bate, Coke, Lindsay, Roach, 
Berry, Daniel, McLaurin, Turpie, 
Blanchard, Faulkner, Martin, Vilas, 
Butler, George, Mitchell, Wis. Voorhees, 
Caffery, Gibson, Murphy, Walsh, 
Call, Harris, Pasco, White. 
Camden, Jarvis, Peffer, 
NOT VOTING—37. 
Blackburn, Dolph, Hansbrough, Jones, Nev. 
Brice, Dubois, Higgins, Kyle, 
Carey, Gordon, Hill, Lodge, 
Cullom, Gorman, Hunton, McPherson, 
Dixon, Gray, Irby, Manderson, 
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Mills. Pettigrew, Sherman, Wilson, 
Mitchell, Oregon Platt, Smith, Wolcott. 
Morgan, Proctor, Stewart, 

Palmer, Quay, Vest, 

Patton, Ransom, Washburn, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will proceed 
with the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

66. Bichromate and chromate of, 20 per cent ad valorem, 

The Committee on Finance reported to amend the paragraph 
by striking out “ twenty” and inserting ** twenty-five;” so as to 
read: 

Bichromate and chromate of, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ask for the adoption of the com- 
mittee amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move an amendment to the committee 
amendment. I move to strike out “25 per cent ad valorem ” 
and insert ‘‘2 cents per pound.” 

Mr. JONES of Ar as. IL wish to call the attention of the 
Senator from Rhode Island to the fact that bichromate of potash 
was yesterday by the action of the Senate made 25 per cent ad 
valorem, and the Senator assured the Senate that bichromate 
of soda and bichromate of h ought to be taxed at the same 
rate, as they are very much alike. r that reason we propose 
to take the committee amendment and make the two rates con- 
form. I sup the Senator overlooked that fact. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I had not overlooked that fact. Lexpected 
in the course of time, with the arguments which will be made 
to the Senator, that he would change his mind in regard to bi- 
chromate of potash; and my idea was to fix this rate now at 2 
cents a pound and allow the Senator in his own time to return 
to reason in regard to the other matter. 

Mr. HALE. Why will not the Senator from Arkansas agree, 
as the committee on its last deliberation had fixed this rate at 
2cents per pound, to fix both bichromate of soda and bichro- 
mate of potash at 2 cents per pound, and that will end the whole 
matter? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That question was taken up yester- 
day, and it was decided by the Senate to fix an ad valorem in- 
stead of a specific tax; and I think the proper course to pursue 
is to make this an ad valorem as well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Rhode Island to the amendment re- 
ported by the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The amendment was — to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will proceed 
with the reading of the bill. ’ 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

67. Sal soda or soda crysta’s, one-eighth of 1 cent per pound; soda ash, 
one-fourth ef 1 cant per pounc. 

The Committee on Finance reported to amend the poe 
by striking out, in line 14, “‘one-eighthof 1 cent per pound;” in 
line 15 inserting “‘ and,” and in line 16 out “‘ one-fourth 
of 1 cent per pound ” and inserting ‘‘20 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. All the amendments of the com- 
mittee are withdrawn in that paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask thatthe paragraph be read as it stands 
in the text. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 

vested. 
’ The Secretary read as follows: 

#°. Sal soda, or soda crystals, one-eighth of 1 cent per pound; soda ash, 
one-fourth of 1 cent per pound. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next paragraph will be 
read, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

68, ee soda, or other alkaline silicate, one-fourth of 1 cent per 
pound, 

The Committee on Finance reported to amend the paragraph 
by striking out ‘‘ one-fourth of 1 cent per pound ” and inserting 
‘*20 per cent ad valorem;” so as to read: 

Silicate of soda, or other alkaline silicate, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move as a substitute for the com- 
mittee amendment to insert “three-eighthsof 1 cent per pound;” 
so as to read: 

Silicate of soda, or other alkaline silicate, three-eighths of 1 cent per 


pound. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I am giad to see that the committee are 
open io reason and in regard toad valorem rates 
upon some of these ar . 

Mr. VEST. That is on account of the large importations. 

Mr. HALE. I think some Senators who are not present are 
interested in this matter. Does the Senator—— 
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Mr. VEST. If there is any complaint we will withdraw the 
amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I shall not make any further suggestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair), 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator 
from Arkansas to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will proceed 
with the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary read paragraphs 69 and 71, as follows: 


69. Sponges, 10 per cent ad valorem. 
7L. Sulphur. sublimed, or flowers of, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move in line 1, of paragraph 71, 
to insert the word “ refined ” after *‘ sulphur,” so as to read: 
“Sulphur, refined, sublimed, or flowers of, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

- SCHEDULE B.—EARTHS, EARTHENWARE, AND GLASSWARE. 
Brick and tile: 

76. Brick, not glazed, enameled, ornamented or decorated iu any manner, 
20 per cent ad valorem; glazed, enameled, ornamented or decorated, 20 per 
cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported to amend the paragraph 
by striking out “twenty” in line 14, before ‘‘ad valorem,” and 
inserting *‘ twenty-five.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

77. Magnesic firejbrick, $1 per ton. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out the word 
**magnesic,” so as to make the paragraph read. 

Fire brick, $1 per ton. 

Mr. ALDRICH. . Ishould like tohave the Senator from Ar- 
kansas explain to the Senate what magnesic fire brick are, and 
what will be the effect of this amendment? 

Mr. VEST. This is a new a ut in the bill at the in- 
stance of some parties who seemed to understand it. Magnesic 
fire brick are used for the lining offurnaces. It was afterwards 
suggested by those who seemed to know more about it than I! did 
that the word ‘“‘magnesic” should be stricken out, leaving the 
~— upon fire brick. 

r.HALE. “ Fire brick” willinclude “ magnesic fire brick,” 
will it not? 

Mr. VEST. Thatis the information we get, that magnesic 
fire brick are fire brick. 

Mr. ALLISON. That would make the duty on fire brick less 
than the duty upon ordinary brick, asshown by our tables. Fire 
brick now have a unit of value of $6.71, and $1 per ton will be a 
little less than a sixth of that sum. I submit to the Senator 
that if *‘m ic” is to be struck out and the paragraph is to 
include all fire brick, it might as well be put in the paragraph 
above, and go in at 25 per cent ad valorem if an ad valorem rate 
is to be insisted in that case. 

Mr. VEST. I do not understand how striking this out affects 
the duty in the other ph. 

Mr. LE. IftheSenator eee to strike out ‘‘ magnesic,” 
and leave only the general article of fire brick, that is all cov- 
oy. item 76, which provides a rate of duty on two kinds of 

c — 


Brick, not glazed, enameled, ornamented, or decorated in any manner, 2% 
per co ad valorem; glazed, enameled, ornamented, or decorated, 30 per 


ee eee eee lazed, cover fire brick, so 
that nothing be gained by ating Ste brick in at another 
= at $1 per ton. A special dena, magnesic fire brick, will 

at $1 per ton, and all other fire brick are included in the pre- 


ceding , 
Mr. VEST Pris was put in by the House of Representatives 
wr ALLISON. i 

Mr. N. But itis a kind of fire brick. 

Mr. HALE. The old law ineludes fire brick, not. glazed, en- 
ameled, or decorated, so much per ton; glazed, enameled, orna- 
mented, 45 per cent ad valorem, showing that fire brick is cov- 
ered by the first item. 

Mr. ‘LER. Oh, no. 

Mr. HALE. The Senate can pass over this for the present 
and the Senator can look it up. I think he will find that all 





Mr. 
Mr. BUTLER. Of course not. 








1894. 


Mr. HALE. Clearly it is. 

Mr. VEST. Brick not glazed, enameled—— 

Mr. HALE. But the old law uses the same ewer 
“fire brick, not glazed, enameled, ornamented, or decorated in 

manner,” such a rate; “ glazed,” etc., but calls it all fire 
prior The generic term would include fire brick, of course, and 

t is already provided for. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is it intended to put glazed, enameled, orna- 
mented, or decorated fire brick at $1 a ton? Thatis the effect of 
the paragraph as it stands. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not understand that pee 77 includes 
the brick described in the seventy-sixth paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. It includes all fire brick and fixes a rate of 

aton. It may be glazed, enameled, or even ornamented, as 
brick is ornamented. 

Mr. VEST. I do not oa the argument. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator will see, if this descrip- 
tion is to stand,that the words ‘‘not glazed, enameled, orna- 

ented, or decorated in any manner” should follow the words 

‘fire brick,” so that the rate of a dollar a ton shall not apply to 
a large class of articles, namely, glazed, enameled, or orna- 
mented fire brick. 

Mr.McPHERSON. It may be remedied, if it is the desire to 
impose a duty upon both, by inserting after the word “ brick” 
* the words ‘‘and fire brick.” 

Mr. ALLISON. That is in paragraph 76? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. In paragraph 76. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to call the attention of the Senator 
from Missouri to another fact. It is not easy to distinguish be- 
tween brick and tiles. If paragraph 77 stands, then paragraph 
78 will be practically mutilated, because what are now known as 
tiles will simply come in as brick; they will be invoiced as brick, 
and all will ae > at oa a _ If it is os — and 
purpose to a utely annihilate those paragraphs the words 

to be inserted will accomplish the purpose. 

r. BUTLER. May [ ask the Senator from Iowa if there is 
any such thing as an enameled or ornamented fire brick? I 
never heard of one. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I thought theenamel would burnoff. Inever 
heardof it. Fire brick is a distinct and separate article, I un- 
derstand. It is made out of a peculiar clay. 

Mr. ALLISON. So is enameled brick made out of a peculiar 





clay. 

Mr. BUTLER. I never heard of enameled brick put in the 
back of a furnace. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are not used for furnaces, but for in- 
terior work. They are made of the same clay as fire brick and 
they are called fire brick to that extent. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ornamental brick, tiling, and things of that 


sort? 
Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from South Carolina will 
read the present law he will understand the distinction. 
Mr. BUTLER. The present law may be wrong. 
Mr. ALDRICH. There were imported last year under this 
denomination $10,000 worth of fire brick that were glazed, en- 
eled, etc., and there was a very much larger amount pro- 
Besa in this sone 
Mr. WHITE. Wi 
to ask him a question? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 
a. se TE. What is the present rate upon ordinary build- 
ric 
r. ALDRICH. Twenty-five per cent ad valorem, not glazed 
or ornamented. 
Mr. WHITE. I am not speaking of fire brick, but simply 
building brick. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Twenty-five per cent ad valorem, if not 
glazed or ornamented, and 45 per cent if glazed or ornamented. 
Mr. VEST. I am satisfied that the word ‘fire brick,” in 
raph 77, should not stand alone. Let it read ‘‘ magnesic 
” as it came from the House. 
The ING OFFICER. The Chair understands the 
amendment is withdrawn. 
Mr. VEST. The amendment is withdrawn. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
paragraph as it will stand. 
The SECRETARY. The amendment being withdrawn the par- 
agraph would read: 
Magnesic fire brick, $1 per ton. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 


The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 


Tiles, and encaustic, not ornamented, painted, enameled, 
25 ean, 
yitruted or decorated ars Valorem; ornamented, gianed, patated. 


1 the Senator from Rhode Island allow me 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


4923 


Mr. ALDRICH. I understand that the committee were to 
make a different rate upon encaustic tiles. The present duty 
upon encaustic tiles is 45 per centadvalorem. The effect of the 
a as it now stands will be to reduce all encaustic tiles 

rom 45 per cent to 25 per cent ad valorem. I do not think the 
committee intend to do that. I suggest that the words ‘‘and 
encaustic” be stricken out of the first line, soas toread: ‘‘ Tiles, 
plain and not glazed,” etc., and let encaustic tiles come in as 
other tiles. 

Mr. VEST. I think that is right. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to see the paragraph read as 
amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

78. Tiles, plain, not glazed, ornamented, painted, enameled, vitrified, or 
decorated, 25 per cent ad valorem; ornamented, glazed, painted, enameled 
vitrified, or decorated, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. The words “and encaustic” 
serted after ‘‘ decorated,” in line 21. 

Mr. VEST. They should be inserted in the last subdivision. 

Mr. ALLISON. After the word “decorated,” in line 21, I 
move to insert the words “‘ and encaustic.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. Now, letthe Secretary read the entire paragraph 
as amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

78. Tiles, plain, not glazed, ornamented, painted, enameled, vitrified, or 


decorated, 25 per cent ad vaiorem; ornamented, glazed, painted, enameled. 
vitrified, or decorated and encaustic, 40 per cent ad valorem 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will proceed 
with the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Cement, lime, and plaster: 

79. Roman, Portiand, and other hydraulic cement, in barrels, sacks, or 
other packages, 8 cents per 100 pounds, including weight of barrel or pack- 
age; in bulk, 7 cents per 100 pounds; other cement, 10 per cent ad valorem 

80. Lime, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported to amend paragraph 80, 
line 4, after the word “lime” to insert “including the value of 
the covering or barrel,” and in line 10 to strike out “10” and 
insert ‘'15;” so as to read: 

Lime, including the value of thecovering or barrel, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw the amendment of the 
committee and move to strike out, after the word ‘‘ lime,” ‘'10 
per cent ad valorem, ” and insert: 

Five cents per 100 pounds, including weight of barrel or package. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will proceed 
with the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows; 

81. Plaster of Paris, or gypsum, ground, 10 per cent a1 valorem: calcined, 
15 per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported to amend the paragraph 
by striking out in line 8, after the word “‘ ground,” the words 
‘**10 per cent ad valorem” and inserting “‘$1 per ton;” in line 10, 
after the word “‘ calcined,” tostrike out ‘ 15 per cent ad valorem” 
and insert ‘‘ $1.25 per ton.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There isan amendment in paragraph 79 in 
regard to cement that I intended to move, but it escaped my 
attention. I should like to go back to it now: or od we go 
back to it later on? 

Mr. VEST. Let us go back to it now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
Senate will go back to paragraph 79. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In the last line of paragraph 79, in regard 
to cement, I move to strike out ‘* ten,” and insert “ twenty;” so 
as to read: 

Other cement, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


It seems to me that as the specific rate in the first part of this 
paragraph is much more than 20 per cent, it is unwise to put all 
other cements at so low arate as 10 per cent ad valorem. It 

will inevitably lead to fraud, because the other cements which 

are now imported under certain names will be imported under 

| other nathes as cement not otherwise provided for at a rate of 
ae which will be less than half that imposed bya —— rate 
in the first part of the paragraph. The imposition of this very 
low rate will inevitably lead to frauds in description. 

Mr. VEST. I do not see how it can lead to fraud, because 
these are inferior qualities, and at that rate of duty there will 
be no inducement to perpetrate any fraud. Roman and Port- 
land cement is the valuable cement. Thatis the cement that 
comes into this country in considerable quantities. As to the 


should be in- 


inferior qualities that are used in ordinary work I do not think 
that there will be any danger from this low rate of duty. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. The universal experience in tariff legisla- 
tion has been that where certain articles were made dutiable at 
a particular rate by name and the general classification was at 
a nee rate after awhile the nomenclature of the articles would 
be changed and they would be brought in as other classes of ce- 
ment, or whatever the article might be, at the lower rate. I 
think that would certainly be the case if you put as low a rate as 
a cent ad valorem upon this general classification. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

Clays or earths: 


'". 82. Clays or earths, wrought or manufactured, not specially provided for 
in this act, $i per ton; china clay, or kaolin, 82 per ton. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to substitute for the para- 
graph just read the following: 

Clays or earths, unwrought or unmanufactyred, not specially provided 
for in this act, $1 per ton; wrought or manufactured, $2 per ton; china clay 
or kaolin, 82 per ton. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that after the words “‘ wrought or 
manufactured” the words ‘‘ not specially provided for in this 
act ” should be inserted, as there are some clays which are made 
dutiabie at a different rate. 

Mr. VEST. In the second subdivision? 

Mr. ALDRICH. In the second subdivision. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment tothe amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘ manufactured” insert 
‘not specially provided for in this act;” so as to read: 

Clays or earths, unwrought or unmanufactured, not specially provided for 
in this act, $1 per ton; wrought or manufactured, not specially provided for 
in this act, $2 per ton, etc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AL- 
meen to the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 

ONES). 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Earthenware and china: 

83, Common ra and brown earthenware, plain or embossed, common 
—— ahd crucibles, not decorated in any manner, 20 per cent ad va- 

84. China, porcelain, parian, bisque, earthen, stone, and crockery ware, in- 
cluding placques, ornaments, toys, charms, vases, and statuettes, plain 
white, and not decorated in any manner, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 
graph 84, in line 4, to strike out “‘ thirty-five ” and insert “‘ forty;” 
so as to read ‘40 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask the Senator from Arkansas to allow 
paragraph 84 and the next two paragraphs to go over for the 
present, as my memorandum in regard to them is nothere. I 
desire te move some increases in rates, and I have not the facts 
in regard to the importations, etc., that I wish to have when 
these paragraphs are considered. . 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. Thereis no objection to that course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Paragraphs 84, 85, and 85 the 
Chair understands are to be passed over. The reading of the 
bill will proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

87. Gas retorts, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Glass and glassware: 

88. Plain green, and colored, molded or pressed, and flint, and lime glass- 

ware, including bottles, vials, demijohns, and carboys (covered or un- 


covered), whether filled or unfilled, and whether their contents be dutiable 
or,free, not specially provided for in- this act, 30 per cent ad valorem. 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment in para- 
graph &8, line 2, to strike out ‘ thirty” and insert ‘‘forty;” so 
as to read: ‘‘40 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I withdraw the committee amend- 
ment, and move as a substitute for this paragraph what I send 
to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out all of paragraph 88 and insert 
in lieu thereof: 

Green and colored, molded, or pet. and fiint and lime glass bottles 
holding more than one pint, and demijohns and carboys, covered or uncoy- 
siscsme mot apectlty povided oe i ths ask Ae-tghtn st cnt pet 

asswaere, no 
Sean. tiveun End cokaned, anaeeee and flint and lime ies 

ttles, and vials, holding not more than one t and not less than one- 

a of a pint, three-fourths of 1 om if hoiding less than one- 

ourth of a pint. 35 cents per gross, Whether filled or unfilled, whether their 
contents be dutiable or free. 


The PRESIDINGOFFICER,. The Chair understands the com- 
mittee amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Thechairman of the Committee on 
Finance has just come in and has some 
wants to make in regard to this - He has not had 
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time to look at it, and I suggest that paragraphs 88, 89, 90, and 
91 be passed over for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered in the 
absence of objection. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

92. Cylinder and crown glass, polished, not exceeding 16 by 24 inches square, 
2} cents per square foot; above that, and not exceeding 24 by 36 inches 
square, 4 cents per square foot; above that, and not exceeding 24 by 60 inches 
oan, 15 cents per square foot; above that, 20 cents per square foot. 

. Fluted, rolled, or rough plate glass, not including crown, cylinder, or 
common window glass, not exceeding 16 by 24inches square, three-fourths of 
1 cent per square foot; above that, and not exceeding 24 by 30inches square, 1 
cent — square foot; all above that, 1} cents per square foot; and all fluted, 
rolled, or a. late glass, weighing over 100 pounds per 100 square feet 
shall pay an additional duty on the excess at the same rates herein imposed: 
Provided, That all of the above plate glass when ground, smoothed, or other- 
wise obscured, shall be subject to the same rate of duty as cast polished 
plate —— unsilvered. 

94. Cast polished plate glass, finished or unfinished and unsilvered, not ex- 
ceeding 16 by 24 inches square, 5 cents per square foot; above that and not 
exceeding 24 by 30 inches square, 8 cents per square foot; above that and not 
exceeding 24 by 60 inches square, 18 cents per square foot; all above that, 30 
cents per square foot. 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment to para- 
graph 94, on page 18, line 1, before the word ‘‘cents ” to strike 
out ‘‘eighteen ” and insert ‘‘twenty;” and in line 2, before the 
word ‘‘ cents” to strike out ‘‘ thirty ” and insert ‘‘ thirty-five;” 
80 as to read: 


Cast polished plate glass, finished or unfinished and unsilvered, not exceed- 
16 by 24 inches square, 5 cents per square foot; above that, and not ex- 
ceeding 24 by 30inches square, 8 cents per square foot; above that, and not 
exceeding 24 by 60 inches square, 20 cents per square fvot; all above that, 35 
cents per square foot. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary continued the reading of the bill, as follows: 

9%, Cast polishedplate glass, silvered, and looking gine plates, exceeding in 
size 144 square inches, and not exceeding 16 by 24 inches square, 6 cents per 
squarefoot; above that, and not exceeding 24 by 30 inches square, 10 cents 
per square foot; above that, and not exceeding 24 by 60 inches square, 20 cents 
per square foot; all above that, 35 cents per square foot. 

Mr. VEST. I move to amend paragraph 95, by striking out 
in line 11, before the word “ cents,” the word ‘‘ twenty ” and in- 
serting ‘‘twenty-three;” and in line 13, before the word “cents,” 
by striking out ‘‘ thirty-five,” and inserting ‘‘ thirty-eight.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. _ In line 11, before the word ‘‘ cents,” strike 
out ‘ twenty ” and insert ‘‘twenty-three;” and in line 13, before 
the word “ cents,’’ strike out ‘‘ thirty-five ” and insert ‘ thirty- 
eight;” so as to read: 

Cast polished plate glass, silvered, and looking-glass plates, exceeding in 
size 144 square inches, and not exceeding 16 by 24 inches square, 6 cents per 
square foot; above that, and not exceeding 24 by 30 inches square, 10 cents 
per square ‘oot; above that, and not exceeding 24 by 60 inches square, 23 
cents per square foot; all above that, 38 cents per square foot. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have not yet received the ad valorems 
under the new table. I ask the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
JONES] or the Senator from Indiana[Mr. VOORHEES], who is fa- 
milar with this paragraph, to state what will be the equivalent 
ad valorem of the rates fixed in thisparagraph. By the way, I 
trust that someone who is in charge will suggest that the com- 
parisons ought to be in the possession of the Senate. They 
vee promised several days ago, and I do not see them on my 

esk. 

Mr. VEST. The expert of the Treasury who is at work a 
them promises them to us day by day. e can not hurry him 
He states that he is working upon them. Weought to have had 
them here by this time. 

Mr. ALLISON. I notice in the old schedules that these seem 
to be very high ad valorem rates as odainally proposed; but if 
the Senator has not the comparisons before him I will not in- 
sist upon ae question. 

Mr. VEST. The only way we can make them out is by com- 

ison with the duties in the present report. The way we 
gure them now is 20, 26, 34, and 31 per cent ad valorem on the 
four classifications. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not _— of the whole classification. 
‘. (eee © a Ih 95. 

Mr. VEST. I am talk about paragraph 95. There are 
four classes, four sizes mentioned in that paragraph. The last 
is 31 per cent ad valorem and the next is 34 per cent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will 


proceed. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


96. But no looking-glass plates or te glass, silvered, when framed, shall 
a beau bane a4 OU tek toe eae "upon similar glass of like descri 
not reese Seer tion thereto upon such frames the ra 
of ou applicable thereto when imported separate. 
97. polished plate glass, silvered or unsilvered, and cylinder, crown, 
or common window glass, when obscured, frosted, sanded, enam- 
beveled, etched, embossed, eee, flashed, stained, colored, painted 
or ot ornamented or decorated, shall be subject to a duty of 10 per 
cent ad valorem in addition to the rates otherwise chargeable thereon. 








1894. 





Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 97, line 22, after the 
word ‘‘unsilvered,” I move to insert ‘‘looking-glass plates;” so 
as to read: 

Cast polished plate glass, silvered or unsilvered, looking-glass plates, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

98. Spectacles, eyeglasses, goggles, opera glasses, and other optical in- 
struments and frames for the same, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 98, line 8, I move to 
strike out ‘‘ thirty-five ” and insert ‘‘forty;” so as to read: 

Speciacies, eyeglasses, goggles, opera glasses, and other optical instru- 
ments and frames for the same, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. 

Mr. ALLISON. The senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
HOAR] called my attention tosome suggestions he wants to make 
with respect to paragraph 98. Ido not see him in the Chamber. 
I hope that if he has any suggestions to make we may go back 
to that paragraph hereafter. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly, we can go back to it. 

The Secretary continued the reading of the bill, as follows: 

99. Glass beads, loose, strung, or carded, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

100. Lenses of glass or pebble, wholly or partly manufactured, 35 per cont 
ad valorem. 

101. Fusible enamel, and glass slides for magic lanterns, 25 per cent ad va- 

lorem. 
102. All stained or painted window glass and stained or painted glass win- 
dows, and all mirrors not exceeding in size 144 square inches, with or with- 
out frames or cases, and all manufactures of glass, or of which glass is the 
component of chief value, not spscially provided for in this act, 35 per cent 
ad valorem: Provided, That bent glass shall pay the same rates of duty as 
the like glass when flat. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 102, line 15, after the 
word ‘‘all,” I move to strike out ‘stained and painted window 
glass and;” and in line 16, after the word ‘‘ windows,” I move to 
insert ‘‘or parts thereof.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 15, after the word ‘‘all,” strike out 
‘stained or painted window glass and;’and in line 16, after the 
word ‘‘ windows,” insert “or parts thereof;” so as to read: 

All stained or painted glass windows, or parts thereof, and all mirrors not 
exceeding in size 144 square inches, with or without frames or cases, and all 
manufactures of glass, or of which glass is the component of chief value, 
not specially provided for in this act, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be 
proceeded with. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Marble and stone, and manufactures of: 
mg Marble of all kinds in block, rough or squared only, 40 cents per cubic 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 103, line 3, I move to 
strike out ‘‘forty ’ and insert “‘ fifty;” so as to make the rate 50 
cents per cubic foot. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. HOAR. I think weought to have some explanation from 
the committee in regard to the ag eae duty on marble and 

ranite. I should like to ask the Senator from Arkansas why 

tis that the bill contains so large a specific duty on marble, 
while the duty on granite is ad valorem and very much smalier? 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator from Massachusetts will 
permit me, I think it might be proper to inquire why there is 
a large duty on marble in the rough, while granite in the rough 
is on the free list? 

Mr. HOAR. That also is a very pertinent question. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ican not give any reason why there 
is a specific duty on marble and an ad valorem duty on granite. 
The majority of the committee would have preferred very much 
to put an ad valorem duty on all these articles if it had been ac- 
ceptable to all the members, but there were differences of opin- 
ion about these rates of duty. The duty on marble was specific 
in the bill asitcame to the Senate, and there were reductions 
in some rates, retaining the classification as we found it. 

Mr. HOAR. Granite is a great product of New England. 
The granite is brought in as ballast to some extent, so that we 
have ee competition in spite of the great weight. The 
working of granite is the occupation of a nen intelligentand 
skilled class of well-paid laborers, and it is a New England in- 
dustry. Now, Tennessee is an inland State, off the sea coast, 
having the protection of all the distance from the Atlantic Ocean 
to the State of Tennessee, and it is the home of a member of the 
committee. I do not mean to say anything about that at pres- 
ent, but I think it is due to the public that the Senator from 
Arkansas should let us know now, if he will permit me, with 
absolute respect to him, why these specific rates are found in 
the bill and proposed toit, after the chairman of the Committee 


on Finance [Mr. VOORHEES] has proclaimed with great earnest. 
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ness that the specific duty is a device to enable the highly pro- 
tected manufacturers who live upon and plunder the public, not 
only to get a large ad valorem duty, whereby the lower grade 
is brought up to the duty of the higher grade, the ad valorem 
increasing as the grade diminishes, but also where the product 
went down in the course of years because of increased improve- 
ment and the proportion of duty to value went up on the article 
imported. 

The honorable chairman of the committee made that the most 
emphatic portion of the speech with which he opened the de- 
bate on the bill. Now, it turns out that the Tennessee marble, 
eight or nine hundred miles from the sea, is to have a specific 
duty of 50 cents per cubic foot, the undressed marble having a 


duty as well as the dressed, and the granite which competes 
with that of the New England coast comes in free, undressed. 
The New England granite has not the protection which comes 


from distance from the seashore and must compete with foreign 
granite, dressed, which comes to this country as ballast on re- 
turning ships and pays a duty of only 20 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. The specific duty on the first class of marble 
does not exceed 30 cents, I think. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Iowa says the specific duty on 
the first class of marble does not exceed 30 cents. On dressed 
marble it is 50 cents. Now, certainly, it is a fair matter of de- 
bate to have it clearly explained why that diiference is made. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I unfortunately could not hear all 
that the Senator from Massachusetts said on account of the noise 
going on around me here. 

Mr. HOAR. I will repeat it if necessary. ‘ 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. But I think i caught enough of 
what he said to understand there was some suggestion th it per- 
haps because marble comes from Tennessee in a large way it has 
a specific tax, which perhaps is considered more favorable than 
the ad valorem tax. [f thatis the Senator’s idea, 1 beg to as- 
sure him that it is absolutely without foundation. The Senator 
from Tennessee, [ believe, favored a tax on marble something 
larger than the tax provided in the bill asitcame from the other 
House, but he never at any time,sofar as I know, suggested the 
raising of this tax. Both the Senators from Vermont at differ- 
ent times mentioned to the committee that the rates upon mar- 
ble in the bill as it came from the other House were unfair; that 
they were unjust, inequitable, and would operate unfairly on the 
marble interests of Vermont. 

Mr. MORRILL. And several other States. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not understand the remarks of 
the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Arkansas will pardon me, I 
find no fault with the duties on marble, but [ wish to know why 
there is the distinction between marble and granite which I 
have mentioned. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Senator from Massachusetts 
has insisted that I should make a statement, and I hope he will 
allow me to make it. I did not understand the remark of the 
Senator from Vermont |Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. MORRILL. I said marble is not a product solely of Ver: 
mont; that it comes also from several other States. When I 
made my suggestions in the committee in relation to marble I 
insisted upon the same treatment of granite as was accorded to 
marble. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is strictly true. The junior 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROcTOR] came before the commit- 
tee on a number of occasions and explained the details and diffi- 
culties that surround the question of marble. While there was 
no effort made on the part of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
HARRIs] to increase the rate above that in the House provision, 
so far as I know he did notobject toit. WhileI am a member ol 
the committee, I heard but little said as to any objection to the 
rate on granite. There were no complaints on the part of any- 
body except at rare intervals. There was an instance or two in 
which there was something said about it, but it was not pressed 
with much energy or vigor, and I thought the rate on granite 
was fairly acceptable to the people of the localities interested. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from Arkansas will allow me 
there, I will state that one reason why the Senator did not hear 
more from Senators interested in granite was because there was 
no suspicion that the very moderate rate upon granite, which 
has never equaled the duty upon marble, would be molested. 
Butthe moment the bill was reported, and it wasseen that theduty 
on granite had been reduced and rough granite had been placed 
on the free list, while at the same time marble had been amply 
cared for, there did arise avery vehement protest. I know that 
in some remarks which [ submitted tothe Senate soon after the 
bill was reported I called attention to the way in which granite 
had been treated. 

I wish to say to the Senator from Arkansas that when we reach 
granite I shall move that on free stone, granite, sandstone, and 
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other building or monumental stone unmanufactured, there shall 
be put the very low duty of 11 cents cubic foot, just what 
the existing law is. I hope, in view of this discussion, showing 
how it is that marble was cared for, because of the exceeding 
importunity of the Senatorsfrom Vermontand the Senators from 
Tennessee, perhaps, though I do not include them, the Senator 
from Arkansas will not object to granite having something like 
the same treatment. I do not ask so much, but merely ask for 
some fair treatment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I must remind the Senator from 
Maine that there has been no reduction made by the Senate 
commitiee of the rate on granite from that in the House provi- 
sion. We have recommunded no reduction of the House rate, 
and certainly the Senator had full notice of what the proposed 
House rates were when the bill came to the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. But everybody supposed that as marble was to 
be so well eared for granite, which isa kindred subject—the two 
almost running together, and both being building material— 
would be treated in somewhat the same way. I was surprised, I 
repeat, as all of us were, when this schedulecame from the com- 
mittee that one had been so tenderly cared for and nursed and 
the other was incontinently thrown aside. However, there is 
ample opportunity to correct it when it is reached. I shall not 
ask anything immoderate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The duties — marble were spe- 
cific in the bill as it came from the other House. 

Mr. MORRELL rose. 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. LIyield to the Senatorfrom Vermont. 

Mr. MORRILL. I merely desire to say that there has been 
no importunity on my part in relation to marble that has not 
been proclaimed in relation te granite. The State of Vermont 
is quite as much interested in graniteasin marble, and whea the 
subject was up I brought the attention of the committee to the 
fact that there was great competition in Scotch granite for monu- 
ments, and that therefore granite should be taxen care of also, 
that in consequence of cheaper labor, there isa geod deal of com- 

tition with rough granite coming in from Canada. I merely 
Sesired to aay that. I will also state thatso faras marble iscon- 
cerned my colleague {[Mr. PRocToR) is not quite satisfied with 
what has been done in relation toit. But I shall make no oppo- 
sition to the amendments. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator from Arkansas allow me to say 
just one word? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. Ido not know of anyone on this side who objects 
to the duty on marble provided for in the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. It is largely reduced. 

Mr. FRYE. I ean not see why the amendments offered by the 
committee as to marble should not be adopted. The only ques- 
tion is as to granite, which is the next item, and when that is 
reached my colleague says he proposes to offer an amendment. 
T ean not see why anybody should diseuss the question of mar- 
ble if the duty is satisfactory. I have no objection to the 
marble of Vermont, or of Tennessee either, having a reasonably 
protective ~~ 

Mr. eo . There is a large reduction made in theduty 
on marble. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I ums criticism of the rate on 
marble was brought into the discussion to get an opportunity to 
make some sort of insinuation that the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. HARRIS) has been looking unduly after the interest of his 
own particular section. I wish to attention to the fact, in 
reply to the suggestion of the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
who first addressed the Senate, thatas the bill came from the 
other House the rates upon marble were specific and the rates 
on granite were ad valorem. 

e have agreed to raise the ratesabove the House rates, from 
40 to 50 cents on marble, from 75 to 85 cents per cubic foot on 
sawed and dressed marble, and from 30 to 40 per centad valorem 
on other manufactures of marble. This change, which the Sen- 
ator from Maine characterized as taking such tender care of 
marie, was made in compliance with the of 
gentlemen who ere familiar with this matter; and as 
awhile ago, itseems that there was no special to the ad 
valorem rate on granite, as fixed by the other 
ior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORR&ELL], who is a member of 
the committee, at the time he men’ this question in the 
Senate, mada the same tas toan increase of the rate on 
granite, that there should be an increase ongranitesimilar to the 
one that has since been made on marble. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iagree with the Senators who have said 
that the discussion on the subject of ee 
myself have no intention,when — 
enter into any invidious comparisons with referenee to the 

uot, or between Tennessee and Vermont, but I do 
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mn Capagiine hee team done tn seommioeding cong geetiec tees 
an in one e te from 
the dutiable list to the free list. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not know that anybody has 
said anything about the Senator from Tennessee to-day in this 
peg ie discussion. The only question which I put was why 

twas that marble, which is largely a Tennessee product and 
has the protection of being from seven to nine hundred miles 
from the sea (indeed, much more than that when we speak of all 
accessible seaports for that importation), hada larger protection 
than granite. The Senator from Arkansas in the first place said 
he did not know. Then he said on a little further reflection 
that it was because the Senators from Vermont pressed the claims 
of marble before the committee; taat the Senator from Tennes- 
see wanted it a little higher than it was in the House bill, and 
that nobody pressed granite. Now, the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. MORRILL] says that he pressed the claims of granite before 
the committee quite as earnestly as he did the claims of marble. 

Finding no fault that in the enormous number of items in the 
bill the Senator from Arkansas, who has it in charge, should 
not be able on the instant, whenever he is challenged, to recall 
the detail showing the considerations in regard to a particular 
item, I have been amazed that varioiis parties who have had 

of appropriation bills and tariff bills at various times in 
the Senate could carry as much in their memories as they did. 
In regard tomy honorable friend from Arkansas, I have been 
frequently astonishea— 
That one small head could carry all he knew. 

I do not make any point at all on that. Yet I think we may 
fairly conclude as a result of the discussion that there is not an 
reason why the granite of New England should not fare as well 
as the marble of Tennessee. Nobody suggests any. So I hope 
that when the matter of Massachusetts granite comes up it will 
be treated as marble has been. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the amendment be stated. 

The-VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Seorerary. In line 3, paragraph 103, page 20, before 
= word “cents,” strike out “‘forty” and insert “ fifty,” so as 


; seartte of all kinds in block, reugh, or squared only, 50 cents per cubic 
‘oot. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

:. ae ee The next paragraph of the bill will 

e read. . 

The Secretary read as follows: 

104, ee ae en anoaien ataing marble slabs, mosaic 
cubes, and marble ee 75 cents per cubic foot (no slab to bs com- 
puted at less than 1 inch in thickness). 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 101, line 6, before the 
word *‘ cents,” F move to strike out ‘‘ seventy-five” and insert 
“eighty-five,” so as to make the rate 85 cents per cubic foot. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph, as follows: 

105. Manufactures of marble, ,or alabaster not specially provided 
for in thix act, 30 per cent ad 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In paragraph 105, line 11, before 
the words; one: I move to strike out ‘ thirty ” and in- 
eert ‘‘foriy-five;” so as to make the duty 45 per cent ad valo- 


rem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. After the subbead ‘‘Stone,” in line 12, page 20, 
I move to insert as an paragraph: 

105}. Freestone, , Sandstone, and other building or monumental 
stone. except unmanufact undressed, peciall a 
Stadia hembpamiien raid ee 

I offer the amendment, first, because it is the existing law. It 
is asmall rate of duty, only 11 cents, while marble is given a 
duty of 50 cents per cubic . It bears the same relation tothe 
granite schedule that ‘‘ marble of all kinds, in block, rough or 
pea only,” bears to the marble schedule, and that is pus at 

cents per cubic foot. LIalso offer the amendment because it 

a small tion to rough granite. When the next par- 

is Ishall move that the rate on dressed stone 
t back to the present rate, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

. CHANDLER. I sincerely h the Senator from Ar- 


will be rous enough and enough to prevent the 

Ss er of rough granite from the dutiable list to the 

list. The amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine 

. HAL] is, as he states, in a ee of the exist- 
law. looking at the free list on page of this lar, 

book, it be seen that there las been added to the free list 

the following: . 
and other b or monu- 
jeutalstoue, except marbie, uamanutactt a uiting, 7 


> 
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That is to say, while marble in the rough and marble partially 
manufactured has been properly protected, undressed granite 
in blocks is to come in free. 

Mr. President, this is an important industry of my own State. 
Our State takes its familiar name of the Granite State from this 
product. There is to be found in the city of my own residence 
the finest granite in the world. 
refer tu the new Library building now nearly completed. The 
outer walls are indeed finished, and the building is likely to be 
a thing of beauty. The whole of the outside granite walls are 
from the quarries at Concord, N. H. 

Within are marbles of all the world, the marbles of Vermont, 
the marbles of Tennessee, the marbles of Italy, but the outside 
is attractive white granite, the like of which is not to be found 
anywhere in the world, I say, except in the city of Concord, N. 
H. Why is it that this product in the rough should not be pro- 
tected exactly the same as the other House and the committee 
of the Senate have decided to protect marble in the rough? 

Mr.GRAY. Why does the industry need protection, if New 
Hampshire has a practical monopoly of this particular kind of 
stone? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will tell the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. HALE. It is only one kind. 

Mr.GRAY. The Senator from New Hampshire says there is 
nothing like it in the world. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes. Where there is only one kind of an 
article in the world its reputation will give it a certain sale and 
you may suy a certain protection, but if there are several kinds, 
the inferior, if there is no duty, will be likely to supplant the 
superior article. That would be likely to be the case here. 
There isa granite in Nova Scotia; Canada is fullof granite; and, 
as the Senator from Vermont has said, there are large quarries 
of fine granite in Scotland. Scotch granite is a noted product. 

From Scotland by sea these heavy undressed granite blocks 
are brought; from Nova Scotia by sea these undressed granite 
blocks are brought, and from Canada all along the line they can 
be brought into the States. Therefore it is that rough granite 
should not be transferred to the free list, but should have the 
reasonable protection of 11 cents a cubic foot that is given to it 
by existing law. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Delaware to 
the further fact that this product is almost entirely labor. The 
= of the quarry is labor; the blasting of the granite in 

ace, the elevation of the heavy masses, the splitting of gran- 
fi ; ifting it,and transportingit, areall labor. Isuppose, and if 
I am incorrect the Senators from Maine can tell me as to their 
State, practically the royalty on granite in place is nothing. It 
is practically worth nothing. 

r. HALE. It is not 1 per cent. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Instead of being, as with the iron indus- 
try, for instance, 90 per cent labor, 99 per cent is labor in the 
working of stone. From the time the earth is shoveled off the 
quarry and the work of getting out the large blocks commences, 
up to the time when the finis. block is put in place in the 
building, or the finished monument is put in place in the ceme- 
tery, it is labor, labor, labor, from beginning to end. There 
are hundreds of citizens in my own town en to-day in the 
granite industry, and it is likely to be wholly destroyed if rough 
granite can be —_ in free of duty. 

Senators must be familiar with the wages that are paid abroad 
and that are paid here in quarrying stone. The paid to 

quarrymen are very mone. I remember meeting an im- 

tin r in New England two or three years ago who 
said he had met two stonecutters from Wales, coming from 
Canada into the United States. They said they were stonecut- 
ters who had left Wales for Canada, and they had left Canada 
for Barre, Vt., where they intended to go to work. 

I said to the inspector that I thought I could tell him about 
what were the wages of those men at these three places, and I 

ed to exercise the Yankee privilege of guessing. I 
Gaamet that their wages were $1 in Wales, $1.50 in Canada, and 

.560 in Barre, Vt. The inspector said I had the figures about 
right. Those men were in searchof higher wages. They went 
from Wales toCanada. Then they heard of the high wages that 
were being paid in the States, and over they came soas to get 
the $2.50 $3 and the $3.50 wages which are paid to quarry- 


men of stone. 

Mr. President, I do not believe Senators on the other side of 
the Chamber will carry their objection to duties which protect 
to such an extent that they will not be willing to protect granite 
in the rough, which is wholly labor, and a failure to protect 
which is likely tobe to a large extent the absolute destruction of 
the granite quarries of New England and anywhere else in the 
United States where granite quarries are found. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I found no fault with the 
duties that have been put on marble and would gladly have 


In proof of this I need only to | 


voted for alarger duty if the committee had so recommended. 
It is a fact that the duties on marble have been somewhat re- 
duced. The existing law, for instance, puts 65 cents a cubic 
foot on marble in the rough. The House of Representatives 
reduced the duty to 40 cents and the Senate committee increased 
it to 50 cents, and we have just passed aflirmatively upon that 
proposition. In the existing law, as the Senator from Maine 
and my colleague have stated, yranite in the roughis dutiable at 
11 cents a cubic foot and the pending bill proposes to transfer it 
to the free list, absolutely wiping out all its protection. 

On manufactured granite under the existing law there is a 
duty of $1.10 per cubic foot. The House of Representatives pro- 

s toreduceit to 75 cents. The Senate committee propose to 
increase it to 85 cents, upon which we have passed affirmatively, 
but while we have a duty of 40 per cent on manufactured granite 
the proposition is to reduce it to 20 per cent. 

Mr. President, I am very deeply interested in this matter, be- 
cause, as my colleague has stated, my own city, which is also the 
place of his residence, has a very large interest in the produc- 
tionof granite. I have a letter in my hand from Hon. James G. 
Batterson, of Hartford, Conn., who 1s at the head of the New 
England Granite Works. He has large worksat Westerly, R. I., 
and at Concord, N. H. It was Mr. Batterson’s concern which 
made the contract to supply granite for the beautiful Library 
Building now under construction. Under date of May 1, 1894, 
Mr. Batterson writes me as follows: 

DEAR SIR: 

> o 4 e @ “ u 


The reduction of duty on manufactured granite, and the admission free of 
rough granite will be very injurious to the granite business in Concord. 
The manufacturers in Scotland, Sweden, Norway, New Brunswick, and 
Canada, with cheaper labor, can lay their product down in this country 
cheaper than we can dothe cutting, if the material is given to us for nothing. 


Yours truly, etc., 
J. G. BATTERSON, President. 

Hon. J. H. GALLINGER, 

United States Senate. 

I have likewise here two granite dies, one a column and the 
other a monument, which have been furnished to me by a gen- 
tleman who has taken a great deal of pains to ascertain the rel- 
ative cost of these productions in Scotland and in this cduntry, 
and I have every reason to believe that the figures given are 
correct. 

This column, so he represents, will cost in Quincy, Mass.—and 
the same will be about true of Concord, N. H.—$2338.55, while in 
Scotland it would cost $181.93, a difference in favor of Scotland 
of $56.62, and that is after the Scotch production bas paid a duty 
of 40 per cent to enter our markets. The wages are in Quincy, 
$3 a day; in Scotland, $1.50; polishing in Quincy, $78.75; in Scot- 
land, $35; blacksmithing in Quincy, $10.50; in Scotland, $5.04; 
and the stock will cost in each place $21.20. The duty paid on 
the Scotch die is $49.69, and the freight to Boston $8; while the 
. to Boston from Quincy, which is a suburb of Boston, is 

2.10. 

So that even with the present duty of 40 per cent the Scotch 
people can make this column and land it in this country ataless 
price than it can be madeinthis country. I have here a sketch 
of a beautiful monument which it is said (and I have reason to 
believe the figures are correct) can be made in Scotland and 
landed in Boston for $275, while it will cost in this country $435 
to make the same monument. 

Mr. President, I feel very confident that the Senator from 
Arkansas will see the pony giving to the granite indus- 
try a reasonable protection. The Senator suggests that the 
Senators from New England did not press upon the committee 
very earnestly the matter of granite. 

I will say for myself that very likely I was negligent in that 

ular, but I was never invited to appear before the com- 
mittee, and indeed I did not know that I would be welcome 
there. I have since ascertained that J would have been welcome 
had I gone; but I did not know that they desired to have their 
work interrupted by importunities even from Senators, and for 
that reason I did not appear. On all occasions I have said to 
individual members of the committee that we ought to have 
protection. 

I said in some remarks which I had the honor to make on the 
floor of the Senate that I thought we had been severly dealt with 
and undulydiscriminated against. I appeal tothe justice of the 
other side of the Chamber. I feel confident that when they 
come to seriously consider this matter they will see that the 
ample protection which has been given to the marble men 
(whether they are in Tennessee or Vermont makes no difference) 
ey om to lead them to give to granite that protection which will 
at least allow us to continue the industry and compete with our 
foreign rivals. 

It is a certain fact that if rough granite is put on the free list 
and so large a cut is made in manufactured granite as proposed 
in the bill, then the granite industry in the United States will 
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be permanently wiped out. I can not believe that the Senators 
in charge of the bill desire to ses a calamity of that kind come to 
so importantan industry as the granite industry of New England. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I wish tocall theattention of the 
Senate to the fact that there is no one who asks that granite, 
sandstone, and freestone be put on the free list except one for- 
eign corporation. No such request comes from any direction 
other than a foreign corporation, and thatcorporation isin New 
Brunswick, Canada. I fail to see any reason on earth why we 
ehould legislate in the interest of the corporations of Canada, or 
for Canada herself. For the last forty a she has been in- 
flicting upon the United States of America every little, miser- 
able injury that she could invent, and protecting herself on ac- 
count of her size, or because she has behind her Great Britain. 

Shedoesnotletusaloneatany time. She brings us to the ragged 
edge of war with Great Britain once every two or three years, 
and yet in the pending bill, as it came from the House o — 
resentatives, Canada received every single thing that sheasked. 
There was not an item leftout. I could have taken the bill as 
it came from the other House and gone toOttawaand madea reci- 
procity treaty with that bill by which all our manufactured goods 
should be admitted free into Canada, a thing which never was 
allowed under any reciprocity arrangement we have ever had. 

In other words, the bill as it came from the other House gave 
to Canada all that she, with her impudence, ever dare ask of the 
United States. Under the treaty which Mr. Bayard made and 
which President Cleveland sent to the United States Senate, 
the one thing received by Canada was fresh fish, frozen or packed 
in ice, free, and for that Canada was willing to give us the right 
to buy bait as much as we pleased; the right to buy all sorts of 
supplies for our fishing vessels without any license, a license for 
which she now charges from $50 to $100 a year. She permitted 
us to go into her harbors and buy coal and permitted us to land 
our fish in any of her ports and send them into the United States, 
and that single item was all Canada asked for all those favors. 
And yetas the bill came from the other House it absolutely gave 
Canada as much as she asked in any demand she ever made upon 
the United States. 

Now, granite has been put on the free list because a New 
Brunswick corporation asked that it be put on the free list, and 
in all the records of the committee I will guarantee that nothing 
will be found asking that granite should be put on the free list 
except the request of a Canadian granite or sandstone concern. 

When it comes to the other class of granite, worked, manu- 
factured, everybody knows that we pay our granite workers the 
very highest wages. They carn from $2.75 to $5 aday. Maine 
has an enormous interest in granite. It has the advantage of 
Massachusetts, it has the advantage of New Hampshire, because 
our granite quarries are right on the seashore. We land our 

ranite right on the vessel's side and ‘transport it on water. 
We can send it to New York, Boston, Philadelphia, and so on, 
at low freight rates. We have not the slightest advantage as 
against Scotland or against England, because they can land their 
granite in New York or Boston nearly as cheaply as we can, for 
they are compelled again and again to put something in their 
ships for ballast, and nothing is more convenient for the ballast 
of a ship than granite. 

Now, Mr. President, if granite, worked, is to be changed to 20 
per cent duty I will guarantee that we will make no more granite 
monuments in the United States of America. Take a cargo of 
tiles. I saw it testified to not long ago. They are landed from 
Liverpool in New York cheaper than they were landed from New 
York in Pittsburg where they wished to use them. The ocean 
freights have got down to a.mere nominal sum. 

Tiles are convenient as mr) Perro they can be stowed 
away in tho holds without any difficulty and without any harm 
to themselves, just as granite can be. You can stow it in the 
hold of a vessel; it will not rust; the rats will not eat it; no 
harm will come to it; and it is the _— ht to be put in the 
hold of a ship when she is coming over here to carry goods from 
the United States into foreign countries; and the freight you 
can count as literally nothing. If there is to be only 20 ver cent 
duty we shall make no more monuments worked from granite 
in the United States of America. They are compe with 
us now under the 40 per cont duty without the slightest difficulty 
in all our Atlantic cities. 
oOMr. President, I do not think that the committee could have 

iven to this subject the consideration they ought to have done. 
t is a vast interest in the State which I ip part represent. We 
have a great variety of interests, most of them small, but. in the 
ate they are the life of the State of Maine. I am i geantly 

° to the Senate committee that they have saved lime 
industry from destruction. It would have been destroyed under 
the House provision in the twinkling of —— The committee 
saved it. Iam grateful to them for it. Under the statement of 


the committee that they gave little consideration to these two 


items I trust they will accept the amendment which will be of- 
fered by my colleague and that we will preserve the industry, 
which is one of the best we have in our State. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I was not in the Chamber 
when the Senator from Arkansas made a statement in regard to 
the granite industry. From what has been said by Senators 
around me I infer that he stated that the New England Senators 
had not called attention to the claims of the granite producers 
to protection. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not know what the Senators 
around the Senator from Rhode Island have stated. I made no 
statement of that sort. The Senator from Massachusetts asked 
me a question as to why the rates on marble were specific while 
they were left ad valorem on granite. 

I told him that I could not say distinctly or positively, but 
that the circumstances were about these: That the bill came 
from the other House with specific rates on marble and an ad 
valorem rate on granite; that the Senator from Vermont had 
suggested the inequality of the rate as it affected marble; that 
there had been but little said to the committee; and that our 
attention had not been called in any very marked way to the 
tariff on granite. I did not say that there had been any neglect 
on the part of the New England Senators. I only intended to 
say that it had not been pressed on our attention with any special 
vigor or close attention, and that it did seem tous that the rates 
were fair as they came from the other House, and we let them 
remain as they came. That is all I said. 

Mr. ALDRICH rose. 

{At this point the proceedings were interrupted by a violent 
rain storm.] 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (at 3 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.). 
As it is impossible to hear what is going on, I move that the 
Senate take a recess for ten minutes. 

The motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the recess 
(at 4 o'clock p.m.) the Senate reassembled. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Arkansas will remember 
that when the question as to the duties upon granite was before 
the Committee on Finance for action, I thensuggested, and that 
suggestion was concurred in by the Senator from Vermont, that 
if the duties on marble were to be increased the duties on gran- 
ite should also be increased; and upon a motion to increase the 
duties on granite the motion to increase the duties upon marble 
should be reconsidered, and the whole matter be referred back 
to the Democratic members of the committee. 

The granite industry of my State is a large and important 
one, and I certainly believe thatit isentitled to equal treatment, 
at least, with the marble industry of Vermont or of Tennessee. 
The proposition of the committee is to put a specific duty,which 
is a I think, to about 20 per cent ad valorem, upon 
rough marble, and to put rough granite upon the free list. I 
do not think it quite fair treatment as between the two building 
stones. 

I have a statement in my possession—I can not put my hand 
on it justncw—made by asuperintendent of one of the granite 
companies at Westerly, inmy State, showing that rough granite 
can be taken from the quarry in Scotland and put on board a 
vessel and landedon the wharf at yy age | at-a less cost than 
= of a similar quality can be taken from the quarry in 

esterly half a mile outside the town and carted to the same 
wharf ig Westerly. The difference in the labor employed in 
taking the granite out of the quarry and the difference in the 
cost of transportation was such that the foreign manufactured 
granite could be laid down from the Scotch quarries at less cost 
on the wharf in Westerly than it can be takenand carted to that 
wharf a half mile from the quarry. 

It seems to me that, under those circumstances, the small 
specific duty suggested by the Senator from Maine ought to be 

reed to without any objection on the part of any Senator. 

I do not know of any demand from the consumers of granite, 
from the persons who buy monumentsor other granite for build- 
ing pur for this reduction in the rate of duty. I have never 
heard of any such claim or demand from any section of thecoun- 
try, or from any class of ple; and I hope the committee in 
this case will permit the restoration of the rate imposed by the 
act of 1890. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the Treasury reports show that 
we exported last year of marble and stone $153,428 worth; of roof- 
ing slate $52,812 worth, and of all other stone, $651,069 worth, after 
after supplying the domestic demand. 

We produce in Missouri as fine granite, I think, as there is in 
the world, not excepting the Scotch granite. The pillars of the 
— in Jefferson City, in my State, are made out of granite 

n from the qu:rry which belonged to the late Governor 
Brown, my predecessor here in the Senate, and donated by him 
to the State when he was governor, and they will compare with 
any granite in the world in beauty, in polish, and in durability. 
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But I am very frank to say that the people of Missouri feel no | little cottages which cost 


interest in this duty, because the freight between Canada or be- 
tween the seaboard, if it is Scotch granite, and the city of St. 
Louis and the interior portions of my State, operates, as a mat- 


750 or $1,000 will have a fireplace of 
sawed marble, the only ornamentationof the marble being done 
witha saw. That is the one single article of ornamentation, 
perhaps, in the entire house, and it will cost perhaps 15 or $25; 


ter of course, tokeep that granite out. The granite quarries of | and on that there is a large specific duty. 


Missouri furnish the entire domestic demand. 

My reason for voting to put this article upon the free list, to- 
gether with the other stones—for this is not the only one, as 
there are other building stones of various sorts, freestone, sand- 
stone, limestone, etc.—was because it is a raw material; and I 
was not able to bring myself to the conclusion that we ought, in 


_ Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I do not pretend to be an expert 
in the matter. I never had occasiun to buy much granite or 
marble, if any, but I go by the Treasury report, and my esti- 
mate is based upon the report. The unitof value of marble, ac- 
cording to the Treasury report, is $1.66 and $1.81. One dollar 
and sixty-six cents is the value of the marble sawed, dressed, 


the interest of the owners of quarries in the United States, to | etc., and the other is all manufactures of marble $1.81, while 
put a duty upon granite in order to prevent the introduction of | the unit of value upon granite is 32 cents, being about one-sixth. 


foreign granite. 

I voted for free lumber, and I was prepared to put all other 
raw materials on the free list, but I cold not getas many of them 
there as I wanted, soI clung to those that I could put into the 
bill as free. 

Mr. President, I wish to make a single remark and then 1 
shall leave this matter. I hope that we shall not hear in this 
Chamber again the charge that this bill discriminates against 
New England. The senior Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] 
made rather a bitter speech here, in which he had a long list of 
articles in New England which were, he said, discriminated 
against, and he said the bill had been made in the interest of 
the Southern and Western people. 

That Senator forgot that the bill came here from the House 
of Representatives, from a committee which had a majority of 
Southern members upon it, with sugar upon the free list and 
with free coal in it; which, I think, is demanded by allof New 
England. The duties as changed here now put up the rates 
upon a great many articles in which New England is interested; 
for instance, in fish and sardines, and the duty upon lime has 
been increased; the duty upon marble has been increased, and 
because we are not able to put up the duty on granite also, and 
because we put these building materials upon the free list, our 
friends upon the other side from New England seem not to be 
satisfied yet with this arrangement. , 

Mr. President, whatever else may be said—and we have heard 
a great deal of it here—about giving duties to obtain votes for 
the bill, we certainly had no object in putting up duties upon 
New England products in the way of obtaining votes. We have 
never for asingle instant thought, that one vote could be ob- 
tained from that section of the country. When, however, other 
duties were put up, though I had opposed these increases, I said, 
for myself and on my own responsibility, I do not propose if I 
can help it to make any sectional discrimination, and therefore 
at last I voted for the increases. It is useless to say that per- 
sonal solicitation did this. No amount of personal solicitation 
would induce me to do what I thought was wrong; but I think 
under all the circumstances it was right to put this increased 
duty upon marble; I believe it was right to put an increased 
duty upon lime, although the most distinguished Democrat in 
New Hampshire was before our committee protesting in the 
most eloquent terms against this increase in the duty on lime, 
and demanding that it should be put upon the free list. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Because he had bought limekilns in Can- 
ada, as the Senator is aware. 

Mr. VEST. He stated that himself and put it in print, and 
made no concealment of it, and I honored him because he did 
so. Hesaid he had gone over there with several gentlemen, 
citizens of the United States, and had bought some limekilns in 
Nova Scotia, built a railroad, and put his money into them. 

Mr. HALE. And in the province of Quebec. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, and in the province of Quebec: His whole 
statement is here in the testimony taken before the Ways and 
Means Committee. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Missouri will permit me, he 
said just now that he thought there were good reasons for put- 
ting up the duty on marble. I wish very much the Senator 
would state those reasons, if he is willing to do so, for [ should 
like to see if Ican use them to controvert other things in the 
bill, in which perhaps citizens in _ State may be interested. 

Mr. VEST. I will state them with great pleasure. In my 
opinion, marble is not the building material of the poorer classes 
of the pore of this country. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, marble is probably used, all 
things considered, a great deal more than granite. Granite 
enters into large structures; it enters into large monumental 
work as shafts, sarcophagi, and othur things; but marble is what 
is used by the common people, the plain people, the poor people, 
if you will, for the headstones for graves, and for the little or- 
namentations about their houses. You will find it in a hundred 
places, where you will find granite in one. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I will state that 
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Mr. ALLISON. Let me suggest to the Senator that the duty 
provided for in this bill upon rough marble is 50 cents per cubic 
foot, which isa little over 30 per cent. The Senator from Maine 
proposes a duty of 11 cents on granite, which is about 30 per 
cent upon the unit of value which he has stated upon granite. 
Therefore it seems to me that they are about on all fours as re- 
spects our obligation to put a small duty upon both granite and 
marble. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, we have mate no discrimination 
between granite and these other building materials of the lower 
grade, the different sorts of stene. These stones are used for 
building purposes. It is hardly necessary for me to say that 
houses are not built out of marble; and unless some gentleman 
wishes to advertise the fact that he is a multimillionaire, he 
does not put up a marble palace. We have heard of marble 
palaces by the tabs of Como and all thatsortof thing in dramas, 
but we do not have them amongst American citizens. 

I do not make my remarks as to building materials so much 
applicable to granite in the way of putting up houses, but granite 
jis a cheap and inexpensive material as compared with marble, 
and different sorts of stone, freestone, limestone, etc., are found 
all over the country. These are put in as building materials. 

[ am compelled to disagree with the argument made by my 
good friend from Maine, the junior Senator from that State [{Mr. 
FRYE]. It was a thorough exposition of the protective doctrine. 
Right across the line from New England are found granite quar- 
ries, and vast deposits are also found in New Hampshire, Ver- 
mont, and Maine; and itis entirely logical to say that we will 
put a duty upon this article, which is just across the line, in or- 
der to make our people use the domestic article. That is the 
very essence of protection. I honestly believe the whole sys- 
tem is wrong. [used to have a sort of leaning toward the idea 
of incidental protection, but I have given that up, and I have 
been cured of it by my researchesinto the tariff system. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the bill before the Senate would 
have that effect. 

Mr. VEST. I have only to say about this bill that itis the 
best we could do. I might as well be frank about it. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator not mean it is the worst he 
could do? 

Mr. VEST. I mean the best from my standpoint, but prob- 
ably the worst from the Senator's, although I do not think that 
he believes it could not be made worse. 

I do not believe in diverting the natural course of trade and 
of supply and demand by an artificial duty; and I state that 
broadly, and leave it right there. 

I favor the duties in this bill, although I think the duties upon 
marble are too high; but, under all the circumstances, as other 
increases have been made, I was perfectly willing, provided the 
raw materials themselves were put upon the free list, to agree 
to the increase. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, a single further observa- 
tion before the vote is taken. [ had hoped that there would be 
no objection to conceding what New England asks, and I think 
properly says, in regard to ber granite. The Senator from Mis- 
souri asks that it is put on the free list because it is a raw ma- 
terial. Mr. President, if granite is a raw material, marble must 
be a raw material. I can not see what distinction is made be- 
tween granite in the earth and marble in the earth; and neither 
of them is a raw material when it is quarried, put on the cars, 
and transported to be manufactured. 

The Senator from Missouri, if I understood him correctly, ar- 
gues that marble is not used by the poor people to the extent 
granite is. The junior Senator from Vermont [Mr. PRocTOR], 
himself perhaps one of the largest manufacturers of marble in 
the worth, tells me that the United States consumes 50 per cent 
of the marble products of the entire world. If that be so, and I 
presume it is, it strikes me that it is par excellence a product 
which the common people of this country use; and it is fortu- 
nate that the common people are able to purchase it, are able to 
buy these little headstones to put in graveyards, which for- 
eigners are perhaps not able to purchase. Claiming, for that 
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reason, that granite is not more a raw material than marble 
and that so large a proportion of the product is used in this 
country and by the common people of this country, it seems to 
me our plea ought not to go unheeded. 

The Senator from Missouri makes a point against protection- 
ists. He says it is the general protection argument that there 
are granite quarries across the line in Canada, and hence we 
must build up a wall by a duty to protect the granite quarries of 
New England. The marble quarries of Italy are just across the 
line, geographically a little farther, but practically not much 
farther. The transportation of the tentagtel from Italy does not 
cost much morethan the transportation of material from Canada 
into the United States. 

One is a line between Canada and New England; the other is 
a line between the United States and Italy. [f the argument of 
the New England protectionists is not good, that because there 
are granite quarries across the line in Canada our quarries 
should be protected, I think we can turn around and say that 
the argument is equally untenable when the manufacturers of 
marble—whether they are in Vermont or Tennessee makes no 
difference to me—areclamoring for protection — the foreign 
marble product, which is across the line in Italy. 

As I said before, I had hoped there would be no objection to 
this request. It seems to me so exceedingly reasonable and 
proper, that I can not quite bring my mind to understand how 
our friends on the other side of the Chamber, who of course 
are doing the best they can under very trying circumstances to 
make a tariff bill, can justify themselves in putting this duty 
upon marble, which is used toa larger extent by the common 
people of this country than is granite for building purposes, and 
discriminate against the products for which we make this plea. 
That is all 1 care to say about it, and I hope they will see the 
justice and propriety of granting what we ask. 

Ma. HOAR. Mr. President, I rose to put in the same ques- 
tion which has perhaps been much better put by the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. 

{ understand the matter stands now in this way: The Senator 
from Arkansas, who has immediate charge of this part of the 
bill, being asked why there should be a distinetion between 
marble and granite, answered thatthe fact was not at that pe--- 
ticular moment in his memory. As I have already said, I think 
it is much more surprising that he can remember so much in the 
multitude of items in this bill than that he should occasionally 
not have in his memory a particular reason. 

But, on refreshing his memory, he oe as the reason that the 
New England Senators represented the claim of marble for cer- 
tain moderate ——_ and*did not represent granite. The 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], a member of the ecom- 
mittee, thinks that he did make the same appeal for granite as 
for marble. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] 
confirms that belief; but, at any rate, the ap is made now; 
and if the thing ought to be done in reason, the Senator from 
Arkansas, I am sure, would be the last person to say that 
whether it should be done or not would depend u whether 
it happened to be suggested three weeks ago or been sug 
gested to him now. 

‘The Senator from Missouri says that he supposed that granite 
was more of a raw material than marble was more used by 
poor people and people in humble circumstances, but he said he 
did not claim to be an expert on that subject, and he did not 
claim to know of his own knowledge, but was informed by the 
Senators from Maine, New Hampshire, and Rhode Island, who 
do know of their own knowledge, who are ht in the places 
whence these products come, that marble is quite as much a raw 
material and more so than granite, and especially, as we all 
know, that itis a necessary of life—if we may use that phrase 
and have it applied to such a subject—to all persons, poor anid 
— who have to bury their dead with anappropriate commem- 
oration. 

I suppose there is nothing where the just and proper pride of 
@ poor and humble person is more appealed to than in a fi 
commemoration at the grave of a husband, or father, or child. 
With some exceptions, true not very important e tions, the 
people in humble life all over the country use marble nes 
and feotstones at ves. 

Now, the question is not the general question of protection. 
I notice the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] sought the floor, 
and 1 could conjecture that ae that Senator might say, 
with an argument which is put wi a and power a 
great many times and in a great many places, ene is 
over the line in Canada and can be obtained by which 
costs a dollar a day, and if obtained here by labor whieh costs 

= — as much, the American people ought to get the ben- 

t of it, 

That is the epinion of a great many economists, but that 
is uot the point here. The point is whether these two things 


should be dealt with alike. Iam very certain the Senators in 
charge of the bill will not say to us or to the people we were sat 
isfied for reasons, which seemed good to us, that marble should 
have a certain moderate duty upon it, whether for protection or 
revenue, or whatever they call it; and if we satisfy them that 
the same principle applies to granite they would deny it there. 
That is the whole question. Is there any doubt of it? 

Mr. President, here is a bill containing hundreds, I dare say 
thousands, of items, and, of course, no committee can feel their 
pride wounded if, upon the floor of the Senate, some suggestions 
are made even from their political opponents which shall in- 
duce them to reconsider and modify a conclusion already formed; 
that is, the committee should not feel any sense of indignity in 
such a case when they have come in, after reporting the bill 
with this large number of amendments, which the Senator from 
Arkansas has already in his charge and has proposed. All that 
we ask them to do is to have the same rule apply to both. If it 
is free trade, if that is the rule and you say so, apply it; if a 
moderate duty is the rule, and you say so, apply that; but let 
there be no distinction; or, if there be any distinction, as we 
suppose, in favor of granite, we think we have aright to demand 
of the justice of the Senate, without regard to party division, 
that the same rule apply te both. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I did not seek the floor to say 
just what the Senator from Massachusetts thought was in my 
mind, although I should have been glad to have said it as 
strongly and as tersely as he has just uttered it; but it was for 
this purpose: I have a very strong notion, from my own expe- 
rience in practical life, that granite does enter into the consump- 
tion of the masses of the people toa far greater extent than does 
marble. Marble, we know, is the material for the most expen- 
sive structures; granite is almost a necessity for the building of 
any home whatever that ranks above a log cabin. : 

If you attempt to build a brick house worth a thousand or fif- 
teen hundred dollars, you will find — in ninety-nine cases 
out of a hundred a granite door-step, granite sills and lintels to 
the windows and doors, perhaps granite surbase, and, part of the 
foundation of granite, something whieh gives durability and 
substance and strength to the structure, humble though it may 
be. That is my experience. I believe it is a matter of common 
knowledge of which we ought to take notice. I do not think 
that le in that sense is a common building material. 

Therefore, it seems that the committee have acted upon a dis- 
tinction which is acknowledged to be re everywhere, that the 
higher tax should be placed on that which partakes more of the 
character of a luxury, and which is peculiarly within the reach 
of the rich; and that a lower rate of taxation should be placed 
upon those things which are thecommon necessities for the sus- 
tentance, clothing, and shelter for the great masses of the people. 

But if the Senator from Massachusetts and the Senator from 
New Hampshire are both correct, that one is just as common 
building material as the other, then I think they are right in 
asking that they should be treated alike, and Ishould be in favor 
then of treating marble precisely as granite is treated here. If 
that is so, and I can get the consent of the committee, I should 
be very glad to put them upon an equality and grant to granite 
the same rate that is granted to marble. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The unit of value on marble as 
given in the tables of the Government is $1.66 a cubic foot. 
whereas the unit of value of a cubic foot of granite is 32 cents, 
One is a cheap and inexpensive material and in the hands of 
ome while the other is a costly material. ; 

Mr. HOAR. Is this a question of the proportion of the duty 
to the cost without to whether one is cheaper than the 

er? a 

Mr. ALDRICH. The proposition stated by the Senator from 
Arkansas is about the same as the duty. 

Mr. GRAY. I know; but the Senator will recollect that the 

le is thata lower proportion of duty ought to be laid upon 
those things which enter into the consumption of the mass of 
the people. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was not discussing that question. I was 
suggesting to the Senator from Arkansas that if 50 cents a foot 
was a fair rate upon marble, then 11 cents a foot is about a fair 
rate granite, even upon the statement made by him as to 
the relative cost. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I am sorry I was absent when 
this schedule came up. I was y so, was not pre- 
pared for the un of motion which has been de- 


—_ have been here. 
I speak to members of the 


mittee on Finance in re- 
gard to the schedule on marble and granite and slate, three 
products of my own State. Granite is not produced in my sec- 
tion of the State, and I have no special knowledge in regard to 
it. Itis, however, a interest in one n of the State; 


and I wish to express the wish that it should have its full meas- 
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ure of proteetion. I think the present rates are not high. The 
most I heard in regard to granite was from dealers in Massa- 
chuscetts, and I referred them to the Senators from that State. 

There is quite a differénce in the character of the production, 
but I see no reason why granite is not as well entitled to the 

resent rate of protection as marble is. Marble has been re- 
Soak in all the schedules. On block marble the reduction is 
about 25 per cent, and on slab marble about the same. The re- 
duction on manufactured marble was very much less, and that 
is apart of the schedule in which the producers, the quarrymen, 
are not specially interested. It concerns the city manufacturers 
more, 


Statements were made before the committee which, I presume, | 


convinced them that the rate ought notto be reduced very much. 
Thefactis the increase in importation has been very great under 
the present duty. It has increased within five years more than 
double, and probably more than the percentage of increase has 
been inthe schedule of finished marble. Asanexample,a large 
building was put up this last season in the city of Chieago in 
which the marble contraet was $170,000, and it was all finished 
abroad, even to the serew holes which fastened it to the wall. 

There were before the committee very extensive protests from 
different cities of the country, how procured I do not know; but | 
was surprised even to see them come in. I know the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PEF FER] introduced resolutions of the labor 
associations in Chicago, and that similar ones were introduced 
from New York. I know there was a New York delegation here 
which represented that there were four thousand workmen en- 
gaged in finishing marble in New York, and that if the rate on 
manufactured marble were reduced it would throw a very large 
number of skilled workmen out of employment. I believe that 
is strictly true. 

I think the same must be true to quite a large extent in re- 
gard to granite. There is a great dealof granite imported, and 
the American producers have much to contend with. One thing 
they have to contend with is Anglomania, if [ may call it so. 
The first impression of a person about buying marble or granite 
is that the foreign product must, of course, be better than our 
own production. In fact, te say nothing about marble, the 
American production of granite is infinitely better, in my opin- 
ion, than any foreign product; yet Scotch granite is brought 
here finished, full of sand holes, as they are called, and filled up 
with wax; but as it comes from abroad and is Scotch granite, it 
is a thing which the American producer has hard work to con- 
tend against. 

I sincerely hope that the members of the committee on the 
other side will consent to anincrease of the rate on granite, and 
especially on manufactures of granite. I an sure they need it. 
The duty is cut down some 50 percent. If it was cut only the 
same as the schedule on block and slab marble it would be a 
great help, although I think it ought to remain as it is, and I 
shall vote for that, but it would be a hardship, I am sure, upon 
the finishers of granite in this country to allow the foreign 
products to come in at the low rate of 20 per cent. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, what I desired to say upon 
this subject has been very largely anticipated by the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], and by the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], who, [ believe, read when I 
was outa while ago a communication from my distinguished 
friend, Mr. James G. Batterson, a man largely engaged in the 
manufacture of granite, who is perfectly familiar with the prices 
of foreign great and marble of all descriptions. Heis furnish- 
ing this splendid specimen of work for the new Library here, 
and he delivers that work as it is built up, and itcomes, I think, 
from within the boundaries of New Hampshire. 

I say he knows the subject from beginning to end, and he has 
stated it better than anybody else could do in the letter which 
has been read, which is similar to one I had myself. 

I can not see why ‘ freestone, granite, sandstone, limestone, 
and other building or monumental stone, except marble, not 
qesteily provided for in this act, hewn, dressed, or polished,” 
should be entitled to even 20 per cent ad valorem, if freestone, 
granite, and other sorts, unmanufactured or undressed and un- 
sawed should be put upon the free list. 

P 104 and 127 describe freestone, granite, and other 
stones, as unmanufactured and undressed. The fact that it is 
unmanufactured and undressed does not show that there has not 
been a t deal of labor expended uponit. If you have visited 

ranite quarry, sir, you must have seen that it takes time and 
labor and skill to select the positions in the great quarries, to 
drill the long series of holes, and put pine wedges in which will 
split out these blocks of granite, which are to be hewn down 
and dressed to make such splendid work as you can see across 
the Capitol square in the new building. It is very con- 
siderably advanced by labor when itis in a condition to be trans- 
ported, although in unhewn blocks. 
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These are established industries, and largely established in- 
Weare great producers of the famous 
Portland freestone, which you will find in all the great cities, 
not only upon the seaboard, but far in theinterior. Wearealso 
producers of a fine quality of reddish granite, called, for the 
sake of distinction, Scotch granite, although it comes from Con- 
We are very large owners of quarries all along the 
New England coast. So I have a distinct interest in this indus- 
try. I have old personal friends engaged in i‘, and I know the 
classes of workmen who are there employed. 

That is an established industry. It is such as is deseribed in 
the Democratic platform of 1884, a portion of which I shall read: 

Knowing, full well, however, that legislation affecting the operations of 
the people should be cautious and conservative in method, not in advance 
et public opinion, but responsive to its demands, the Democratic party ts 
pledged to revise the tariff in a spirit of fairness to all interests. But, in 
making reduction in taxes, it is not proposed to injure any domestic indus 
tries, but rather to promote their healthy growth. From the foundation of 
this Government taxes collected at the custom-house have been the chief 
source of Federal revenue. Such they must continue to be. Moreover, 
many industries have come to rely upon legislation for successful contin- 
uance, so that any change of law must beat every step regardful of the labor 
and capital thus involved. 

It does seem to us, indeed, who know these establishments 
of various kinds and the various classes of industry, that fora 
legislator, without stopping to reflect, in proceeding upon some 
wild theory, a pure theory, to so legislate as to absolutely deso 
late a town or close a faetory, is to perpetrate acruelty of which 
American legislators ought to be ashamed to be guilty. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, I have but a word or two to 
say. The Senator from Missouri[lMr. Vest] in his remarks said 
that he hoped he should not hear any more of this measure be- 
ing a sectional one. For my part I am very glad that this bill 
gives what is considered an adequate duty upon marb!o, a pro- 
teetive duty. I alse should be glad if it could be extended to 
granite, for the reason that there are considerable quarries in 
my own State of a blue stone. Whether it is technically and 
geologically granite or not, it is very closely allied to it and 
serves all the purposes of granite as building material in ereet- 
ing structures and in building of houses. Ishould feel very glad, 
on account of my own constituents who are interested in this in- 
dustry, that the protection could be extended to them, and equal- 
ize these two products of the earth. 

But when the Senator from Missouri said that he hoped he 
should hear no more of the allegations in this debate that the 
pending bill is sectional, 1 confess I was surprised to hear that 
coming from him, when I called to mind what he said in the de- 
bate on the amendment offered by the Senator from Mussachu- 
setts [Mr. LopGE] last week, proposing to double the duties 
upon goods from England and her dependencies unless England 
entered into a bimetallic agreement. In the course of that ue- 
bate the Senator from Missouri said-——— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Delaware 
yield to me? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I propose as a settlement of this 
proposition that a duty of 7 cents per cubic foot be put on rough 
granite, and that 30 per cent be taken as the basis for the duty. 

Mr. HALE. That makes this item 7 cents? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Seven cents specific on rough gran- 


ite. 

Mr. HALE. I hope that will be accepted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment offered by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word ‘‘stone,” in line 12,on page 
20, it is proposed to add as a new paragraph: - 

105}. Freestone, granite, sandstone, limestone, and other building material 
or monumental stone, except marble, unmanufactured or undressed, not 
specially provided for in this act, 7 cents per cubic foot. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be re- 
sumed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Stone: 

106. Freestone, granite, sandstone, limestone, and other building or monu- 
mental stone, except marble, not specially provided for in this act, hewn, 
dressed, or polished, 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. 
r cent,” and insert ‘‘ 30.” 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 16, after the word ‘ polished,” it 

is proposed to strike out “20” and insert ‘‘ 30;” so as to read 

“30 per cent ad valorem.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with 
the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

107. Grindstones, finished or unfinished, $1.75 per ton. 


I move to strike out ‘‘ 20,” before 
“ee 
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The Committee on Finance reported an amendment, after the 
word ‘‘unfinished,” to strike out ‘$1.75 per ton” and insert ‘ 10 

r cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, at the time the additional 
duty upon granite was accorded so gracefully by the committee 
I was making afew remarks, which I suspended, and I desire to 
take a moment to conclude. 

In the debate to which I referred, on the 9th of May, the prop- 
osition of the Senator from Massachusetts to double the duty on 
English goods, unless England went into a bimetallic agree- 
ment, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] used this language: 

When we ask for a reduction of tariff duties we simply ask that our North” 
eastern manufacturing brethren shall bear their portion of the great de 
peeeeen that now rests upon the country and is pervading the entire world: 

nstead of being willing to do this, they insist upon still having the high 
duties in the McKinley act, increasing the price to the farmer of all the 
commodities he buys and at the same time making him bear the burden of 
supporting the Government and selling his agricultural products in compe- 
tition with the pauper labor really of the whole world, 

Later on the Senator said: 

Revenue is the smallest part of it. 


That is the proposition of the Senator from Massachusetts— 
It turns us over, bound hand and foot, to the New England manufactur- 

ers. Take either side of the dilemma and the protectionists profit by it. 
Later on again he said: 


1 take it that the Senator offers the amendment as a protectionist, be- 
cause he knows that the inevitable result will be in either way that the pro- 
tected manufacturers of New England must reap the harvest. 


So we have these utterances, which I assume as an avowal, if 
nut an admission, of the Senator from Missouri, that this bill was 
leveled at what he geographically designated as the Northeast- 
ern section of the country. Iam glad to, know now, from what 
he said a few moments ago, that he thinks the bill has a different 
character. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I want to say just a single word in answer 
to the suggestion made a few minutes ago by the Senator from 
Missouri, who said he hoped he would hear no more talk about 
discriminations in this bill, and said he —_ Senators from 
New Eng!and must be satisfied so long as they had received an 
increase of duty upon marbleand sardines and lime. I am alit- 
tle afraid that even the persuasive eloquence of my friend from 
Vermont [Mr. PRocTOR], who is near me, would not have been 
able to secure an increase of duty upon marble, if there had not 
been some deposits of marble in other sections of the country. 

So far as the suggestion of concessions, as the Senator calls 
them is concerned, upon the other articles, lime and sardines, 
we, of course, are very grateful for them; but if the Senator 
from Arkansas believes or supposes for an instant that these in- 
dustries have any important part in the great industrial work 
of New England, of course he is very much iInistaken. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We will take them all back if you 
wish, 

Mr. ALDRICH. That would be in line with other changes 
you have made in the bill, and I should not be very much sur- 
prised if you did. 

In 1890 the manufactured products of New England amounted 
to nearly $2,000,000,000. I sup in these two or three amend- 
ments which have been made, the amount of the products would 
be of the value of two or three hundred thousand dollars. We 
are grateful, of course, for any concessions made; but to expect 
that these changes will affect in any way the great industries of 
New England, or will change in any way theattitude of the New 
England Senators upon this question of protection, I think is ex- 
pecting a little too much. , 

Mr. VEST. We do not expect anything. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The questionis on the amendment 
— by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretray will proceed with 
the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary read as follows: 





Slate: : 

108. Slates, slate chimney pieces, mantels, slabs for tables, and all other 
mee ores of slate not specially provided for in this act, 20 per cent ad 
valorem. 

109. Roofing slates, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment after the 
word ‘‘slates,” in line 25, to strike out “ten” and insert 
“twenty;” so as to read: 

109. Roofing slates, 20 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. HALE. I move to make the duty in that case ‘25 per 
cent,” and I shall take no time except to make the motion. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Maine to the amendment will be stated. 
The SecReETARY. In line 25, after the word ‘“‘slates,” it is 
pro to strike out ‘twenty ” and insert “‘ twenty-five.” 
r. HALE, That is the present duty. 
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Mr. VEST. Weexport large quantities of thisarticle. There 
is no earthly necessity for putting upon it the increased duty 
proposed by the Senator from Maine. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Maine to the amendment of the 
committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move thatthe Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Tennessee 
withdraw his motion to enable the Chair to lay before the Sen- 
ate bills from the House of Representatives? 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 6937) making appropriations for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30,1895, was read 
— by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 

ons, 

COLLISIONS AT SEA, 

The bill (H. R. 6977) to amend an act approved August 19, 1890, 
entitled ‘‘ An act to adopt regulations for preventing collisions 
at sea,” was read twice by its title 

Mr. WHITE. A similar bill was reported favorably this 
morning from the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE. Let the bill which has just been read go to the 
Calendar, a precisely similar bill having been reported from the 
Committee on Commeree. 

Mr. WHITE. This bill will take the place of the Senate bill 
which has been reported. 

_The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
bill will be placed upon the Calendar. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HARRIS. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After one hour and fifteen 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and 
(at 6 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
morrow, Saturday, May 19, 1894, at 11 o’clock a. m. 





CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate May 18, 1894. 
POSTMASTER. 


John D. Dennis, to be postmaster at Lynn, in the county of 
Essex and State of Massachusetts. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FrRipDAy, May 18, 1894. 


The House met at12o0’clock m. Prayer by Rev. OLIVER JOHN- 
son, of Charlotte, N. C. 

The Journal of yesterday's procsedings was read and approved. 
J. D. COPELAND. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the clerk 
of the Court of Claims, ae findings of the court in the 
case of J. D. Copeland vs. The United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. DUNN, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence, 
for four days, on account of sickness. 


CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON RAILWAYS AND CANALS. 


Mr. WELLS, from the Committee on Accounts, submitted a 
report; which was read, as follows: 


At the meeting of the Committee on Railways and Canals to-day, the fol- 
lowing resolution was unanimously adopted: 

Resolved, That it is the unanimous sense of this committee that a clerk is 
needed in order that the matters c before the committee may be fairly 
and properly ered, and that there is now bgp | before this commit- 
tee a large number of very important bills which are entitled to immediate 
consideration, and we therefore empower and request our chairman to 
make immediate request for such clerk, Without such clerk it will be im- 
possible to give such bills consideration. 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, Aprii 10, 1894. 


Mr. Coss of Missouri submitted the following; which was referred to the 
Committee on Accounts: 

** Resoived, That one of the session clerks provided for in the legislative 
appropriation act for 1894 be assigned to the Committee on Railways and 
Canals, his pay to commence from the adoption of this order.” 
on Te or on Accounts, having considered the accompanying resolu- 

mn, eave tore : 

That Gemma on Railways and Canals is one of the standing com- 
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mittees of the House, and has a number of important matters before it for 
consideration, and should be promptly and properly organized for its work, 
and as this necessarily involves the appointment of a clerk to said commit- 
tee, ene on Accounts respectfully recommend the passage of the 
resolution. ; 


Mr. REED. I would like to inquire what duties the Commit- 
tee on Railways and Canals have to perform and what bills they 
have before them now? 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. The Committee on Railways and Ca- 
nals have before them six or eight very important bills for the 
establishment of canals, and also bills proposing that Congress 
authorize the making of surveys for canals. There is very con- 
siderable work before the committee. 

Mr. REED. Does there seem to be any probability of reports 
in any cases? 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. Yes, sir; we have made two or three 
— already, without the assistance of a clerk. 

Mr. REED. Is there any possibility of the committee getting 
a chance to have them considered? 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. I hope so. 

Mr. REED. Such achance as we have for the consideration 
of private bills? 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. 
chance. 

Mr. REED. Do you really? 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. I do. 

Mr. REED. Are you quite sure that your rights will not be 
surrendered like those of the committees having charge of pri- 
vate bills every Friday? 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. 
thing of that kind. 

Mr. REED. And youthink that with the assistance of a clerk 
you might be more likely to succeed —— 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. We might get our business in better 
= for presentation to the House. 

r. KILGORE. I object to this cross-examination unless we 
are able to hear it. 

Mr.REED. I hope the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] 
will content himself with his ordinary interruptions. 

Mr. KILGORE. I want to hear what is going on. 

Mr. REED. I have the floor, and the gentleman from Mis- 
souri is interrogating me. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. Not at all. 

Mr. KILGORE. I make the point of order that there isa 
colloquy between these gentlemen and the House can not hear it. 

Mr. REED. I will try to make the House hear. I was re- 
marking to the gentleman from Missouri, who is, I believe, chair- 
man of the Committee on Railways and Canals, that I would like 
to know what amount of business thereis before his committee; 
and he said there were a numberof important bills on which the 
committee is laboring very agony 6 that some bills have been 
reported from the committee; that he hoped to have considera- 
tion for them; and that he felt quite certain he would have a 
better chance than the Committee on Claims have on Friday, 
which is regular private bill day. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. I did not say I was “ quite certain.” 

Mr. REED. And when I was interrupted by the gentleman 
from Texas, the gentleman from Missouri was about to tell me 
how the clerk would aid the committee to secure consideration 
for its bills, which is after all the ultimate purpose of committee 


work. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. That is what we want to hear par- 
ticularly. 

Mr. REED. I have no doubt the gentleman from Missouri 
will be able to make that explanation, and I yield him five min- 
utes for that purpose, reserving the remainder of my time. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. I will say in reply to the gentleman 
from Maine that he entirely misunders me; and I am confi- 
dent he could not-seriously draw from my remarks any such in- 
ference as he has stated. It was entirely gratuitous on his part 
to put such a construction on whatI said. I said that by the aid 
of a clerk we would be better able to perfect the business before 
the committee and properly present it to the House. Those 
were my remarks. 

Mr. REED. And the gentleman was kind enough to add— 
and I think quite correctly, because this proceeding on my part is 
not hostile—he was kind enough to add that he thought he might 
be able to get opportunity for consideration of his bills; for of 
course he is aware, as are all members of the House, that the 
only way in which the ripe fruit can be plucked here in the 
House is by some method of consideration. 

Inasmuch as the ruies of the House provide distinctly for pri- 
vate-bill day on every Le ee inasmuch as we have been de- 
prived of what the rules absolutely provide in that regard, I 
wanted to know if there was # likelihood, in this suggestion of 
the gentleman, of getting something else that the rules did not 


Well, I hope we shall have a better 


I will do my best to prevent any- 
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give. Whether, in other words, the place of the rule was to be 
supplied with some other wholesome provision, or whether we 
were in such desperate condition in the House, as far as busi- 
ness is concerned, that we were not able to consider private bills 
on Friday, which has been done for about twenty years, with 
rather rare exceptions to the contrary, that business not being 
set aside without pressing reasons; and,it having been set aside 
almost every day this session, without any pressing necessity, 
my curiosity was naturally excited, and I interrogated the gen- 
tleman, for [ wanted to know where the public business was to 
come in, that is to say, outside of the auditing of the national 
accounts. Therefore, secing what appeared to be a break in 
that direction, and hearing a cry—a Macedonian ery—and I feel 
like apologizing for the rarity of the quotation (laughter)—a ery 
for nel, I desired to know whether the House might not be al- 
lowed some liberty in some other direction than the mere audit- 
ing of the nation’s accounts and improving the nation’s finances, 
which we have been so industriously engaged in for some time 
ast. 

Mr. COOMBS. Let me ask the gentleman from Maine 
whether that ‘‘ Macedonian cry,” to which he refers, comes 
from the Senate, for delay? 

Mr. REED. Ido not really comprehend the question of the 
gentleman from New York. iCanekter.) 

Mr. COOMBS. My inquiry was whether the cry to which 
the gentleman refers comes from the Senate? 
Mr. REED. I was referring in my remarks to the gent!eman 
from Missouri, but perhaps the gentleman from New York did 
not understand the allusion to the Macedonian cry, that being 
a quotation from the New Testament, which was not so mech 
nl in the line of his researches |laughter], and therefore 
is inquiry is entirely appropriate. But being such a trite quo- 

tation and used frequently, I will say to the gentleman that I 
hesitated for some time before using it. 

But that is the way the education of the world goes on! Al- 
ways some man does not understand the commonest allusion; 
and therefore a man runs norisk in repeating the tritest quo- 
tation, because he is quite sure of informing some gentleman, 
[Laug hter. } 

Mr. COOMBS. But will the gentleman repeat the Macedo- 
nian cry? 

Mr. REED. Does the gentleman wish particulars, or has some 
bystander posted him as tothe details? I reserve the remain- 
der of my time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire— 

Mr. REED. LIyield five minutes tothe gentleman from Mich- 
igan. 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to inquire of the gentleman 
whether the committee which he represents is now provided 
with a clerk? 


Mr. COBB of Missouri. It is not. 
Mr. BURROWS. You have no clerk? 
Mr. COBB of Missouri. No, sir. 


Mr. BURROWS. Does the designation of this clerk for the 
committee involve an increase of expense? 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. It givesthe committee aclerk, which 
they have not now. The clerks are provided for by the legisla- 
tive appropriation bill for the present year, but no clerk has been 
assigned to this committee. 

Mr. BURROWS. Does this involve an increase of expendi- 


ture? I understood the resolution provided for detailing some 
official. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. One of the clerks already allowed by 
the law. 


Mr. WELLS. 
of the resolution. 

Mr. BURROWS. Just a moment. The gentleman can not 
move the previous question, becausaI have the floor. I want to 
understand about this. Is it proposed to detail a clerk or of- 
ficer already in the employ of the House? 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. No, sir; it is not. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then it is a proposition to employ a clerk? 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. To employ a clerk. 

Mr. BURROWS. At what salary? 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. At the regular price that the House 
allows to such clerks. 

A MEMBER. Six dollars per day. 

Mr. BURROWS. I understand your committee have seven 
or eight bills before them. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. We have seven or eight bills now 
that have not been acted upon. 
om BURROWS. When did the committee have its last meet- 

g? 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. 


I move the previous question on the adoption 


On yesterday. 


Mr. BURROWS. And it meets frequently, I suppose? 
Yes; every week. 


Mr. COBB of Missouri. 
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Mr. WELLS. I now move the previous question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask unanimous consent to have the reso- 
lution again reported. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, one other question, if my 
friend will allow me. I understand the gentleman from Mis- 
souri[Mr. Coss] is chairman of the committee? 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. I am. 

Mr. BURROWS. U a clerk is employed by the committee 
that will deprive you of your personal secretary? 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. Yes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman will pardon me for one mo- 
ment, is it not the fact that this resolution will authorize the 
employment of a clerk with $80 per month additional compensa- 
tion to that of the member's clerk? 

Mr. WELLS. Iet me say a word in explanation. 
said a word uyon this proposition at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Wetts] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WELLS. This will make a difference of perhaps $200 in 
the expense, during the present session. It will not exceed that, 
because it will deprive the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Coss], 
who is chairman of the committee, of a personal clerk, and as I 
understand it, the salary of the clerk to be employed will be 
about $180. Therefore if we keep on, and if the gentleman from 
whom the Macedonian cry has gone up [Mr. ReED] will call upon 
our friends in the other wing of the Capitol to act with dispatch, 
it perhaps will not cost more than $100. Perhaps we will get 
through in thirty or forty days. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move the 
previous question on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. KILGORE, Will the gentleman allow me toask him a 
question? 

Yes. 


Mr. WELLS. 
I understand the proposition is to take the 


I have not 


Mr, KILGORE, 
clerk who is now the private secretary of the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. CoBB] and make him a committee clerk? 

Mr. WELLS. There is no such proposition. The proposi- 
tion is that the committee be sevilel with @ clerk, and the com- 
mittee may employ the clerk now employed by the gentleman 
as his private clerk, or some one else. It matters not to me, 
nor the Committee on Accounts, nor to this House. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, would it not be better to let the gen- 
tleman from Missouri |Mr. Coss] have his own clerk, and let 
him have that clerk do the work to be done in this committee, 
rather than deprive him of his clerk, and assign the clerk to the 
ommittee? 

Mr. WELLS. The gentleman from Missouri is the best jeige 
of what he desires to doin that particular. I think it would 
be very unfair to ask him to make his clerk do the work of the 
committee, I hardly think the gentleman from Texas would 
do that with his clerk. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Washington? 

Mr. WELLS. Just for a question. 

Mr. WLLSON of Washington. How many bills have the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals reported at this session of Con- 

ress? 
. Mr. WELLS. Iam notinformed as to the number of bills that 
committee have reported. I am simply informedas tothe num- 
ber they have now before them unacted upon; and in this con- 
nection I wish to say to the gentleman from Washington [Mr, 
WILSON] that I think ita disgrace upon the House and the coun- 
iry that any committee worthy of the name should not be already 
provided long since with a clerk. Now, Mr. Speaker, having 
answered the gentleman’s question, I demand the previous ques- 


on. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I had hoped that the gentle- 
wen who introduced the resolution might give us some informa- 
tion. 

Mr. WELLS. Linsist upon the 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Division. 

Tho House divided; and there were—ayes 114, noes 22. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. No ne. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina makes 
the point that no quorum has voted. The Chair will appoint as 
tellers the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT] and 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. WELLS}. 


lar order. 


The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 152, 
noes 29. 
So the resolution was agreed to. 
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On motion of Mr. WELLS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was napbel to was laid on the table. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, was not that vote on the pre- 
vious question, and not upon the passage? 

The SPEAKER. The vote was upon the passage. 
PAYMENT OF CERTAIN OFFICERS OF THE CUSTOMS SERVICE. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, under instructions from the 
Committee on ey oe ger I report back Executive Docu- 
ment No. 150, and ask that that document, together with the ac- 
companying letter from the Attorney-General, be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title, so that the 
House can understand what it is. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communica- 
tion from the Commissioner of Customs relative to the payment of officers 
for services rendered after the expiration of their comunlestons. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Committee on Ap- 
ee will be discharged from the further consideration 
of this document, and it will be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ANNUAL STATISTICAL ABSTRACT OF FOREIGN COUNTRIES. 


Mr. SAYERS. I am also instructed, Mr. Speaker, by the 
Committee on es gee ee to report back Executive Docu- 
ment No. 198, and ask that it be referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a communica- 
tion from the Chief of the Bureau of Statisties, requesting authority to 
print an annual statistical abstract of foreign countries. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Committee on Ap- 
propriations will be discharged from the further consideration 
of this document, and it will be referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees 
for reports. 





COMPENSATION OF MEMBERS. 


Mr. WOLVERTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
submitted a supplemental report on resolution of Mr. KILGORE 
with reference to section 40 of the Revised Statutes; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RAY. r. Speaker, I ask leave,as a member of the com- 
mittee, to file a supplemental minority report on the same sub- 


ject. 
TheSPEAKER. Withoutobjection that leave will be granted, 
and the supplemental minority report will be printed. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH GRANDE RONDE INDIAN RESERVA- 
TION. 


Mr. HALL of Minnesota, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs reported back favorabl the bill (S. 755) granting the right 
of way to the Albany and Astoria Railroad Company through 
the Grande Ronde Indian Reservation, in the State of Oregon; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

RIGHT OF WAY TBROUGH THE CHIPPEWA AND WHITE EARTH 
INDIAN RESERVATIONS IN MINNESOTA. 

Mr. HALL of Minnesota, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported back favorably the bill (S. 1458) granting to 
the Duluth and Winnipeg Railroad Company a right of ‘way 
through the Chippewa and White Earth Indian Reservations in 
Minnesota; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report. ordered to be printed. 

he SPEAKER. This completes the call of committees for 


reports. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BUNN. Mr. Speaker, this being private bill day, I desire 
to state that at the request of many members of this House I 
decline to make the motion to go into Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, with the assurance on the part of the 
managers we are to lose nothing thereby, but that another day 
will be given to us. 

Mr. REED. What does the gentleman understand, when he 


the ae eee Sees Se ae 
r. BUNN. What was the gentleman's question? 
Mr. REED. [ say, what was ygur understanding—that you 
were to lose nothing? 
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Mr. SPRINGER. That they would be given a Saturday as 
well as a Friday. 

Mr. BUNN. That another day was to be substituted for this 
day for the consideration of business on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. REED. Will other days be substituted for the other days 
that have been taken from the consideration of that business? 

Mr. BUNN. Iam not authorized to speak about days in the 

t, but only to provide for a day in the future. 

Mr. REED. For asingle day? 

Mr. BURROWS. I want to say to gentlemen who arse inter- 
ested in business on the Private Calendar and the day for the 
consideration of private bills that you wiil have to insist upon 
it each Friday or you will not get it. 

Mr. BUNN. Allright. ‘‘ Sufficient unto the day is the evil 
thereof.” 

Mr. DOCKERY. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of general appropriation bills. 

Mr. LOUD. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of bills on the Private 
Calendar. 

"he SPEAKER. The Chair will state the question. The 
gentleman from Missouri moves that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of general appropriation bills; the gentleman from 
California moves that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole for the consideration of bills on the Private Cal- 
endar. This being Friday, that motion must be put; and the 
question is on the motion of the gentleman from California. : 

Mr. STONEof Kentucky. The gentleman from North Caro- 
lina says that he has seen the managers and they have assured 
him that we should have other days for the consideration of 
business on the Private Calendar. I wish to inquire who those 


ersare? 
Mr. BUNN. I have conferred with the Committee on Rules, 
who have promised to give us another day. I hope thatis satis- 
factory. 


¥ sl 
TheSPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from California. 
Thé question was put, and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 
Mr. LOUD. Division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 61, noes 99. 


Mr. LOUD. Tellers, Mr. Speaker. 
Tellers were ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gen- 
tleman from California, Mr. Loup, and the 


Missouri, Mr. DoCKERY. 


gentleman from 


Tellers will please alte their places. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 84, nays 154, not 
voting 13; as follows: 


YEAS—84 
Abbott, Childs, Hicks, Payne, 
Adams, Ky. Cooper, Tex. Hooker, Miss. Perkins, 
Adams, Pa. Cousins, Begins, Th. Pickler, 
Avery, Curtis, Kans. Hull, Powers, 
Ba’ 5 Curtis, N. Y. Johnson, Ind. Ray, 
Baker, Kans. Daniels, J ohnson, N. Dak. eed, 
Baker, N. H. Davis, Kem, Robinson, Pa. 
Bartholdt, Dolliver, Kiefer, Russell, Gonn. 
Bell, Colo. Doolittle, Lacey, Shaw, 
Bell, Tex. Ellis, Oregon ° Smith, 
Bingham, Everett, Loudenslager, Stone, W. A. 
Boatner, Fletcher, Lucas, Sweet, 
Boen, Gillet, N. Y. Marsh, Tawn 
Bowers, Cal. Grosvenor. Marvin, N. Y teen soe 
Broderick, r, McCall, 
Brosius. Hainer. McKaig, Van Be Gonrhis, Ohio 
Bryan, Haines, Meikiog Wever, 
Bundy, Harris, Meiklejohn, Wheeler, Ill. 
Burrows Henderson, Ill. Mercer, Wilson, Ohio 
Campbell, Hepburn, Murray, Woomer, 
Cannon, Ill. Hermann, Northway, Wright, Mass. 
NAYS—154. 
Aiderson, Cadmus, Denson, Grabam, 
Arnold, Cannon, Cal. Dinsmore, Hall, Minn 
Capehart, : Hammond, 
Caruth, Donovan, Hatch, 
Baisein, Catchings, Dunphy, Haugen, 
Bankhead, Causey, Durborow, Hayes, 
Barnes, A Edmunds, Heard, 
Paceiess, Clark, Mo. Ellis, Ky. Heiner, 
arwig, Cobb, Ala. English, Cal. Henderson, N. C. 
Cobb, Mo. Enloe, Hendrix, 
Erdman, pie. 
Black, Fielder, olman, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Conn, Fithian, Hunter, 
’ Bretz, Forman, Hutcheson, 
. Cooper, Wis. _ Byan, Ikirt, 
Cox, Geary, Izlar, 
Stawiora Goldzier. — — 
Bren De Armond, Grady, ton 


Lapham, McRae, Reilly, Talbert, S. C 

atimer Meredith, Richards, Ohio Talbott, Mad. 
Lawson, Meyer, Richardson, Mich. Tate, 

ester, Money, Richardson, Tenn. Terry, 
Livingston, Montgomery, Ritchie, Tracey 
Lockwood, Morgan, Robbins, Tucker, 
Maddox, Moses, Robertson, La. Turner, Ga. 
Maguire, Mutchler, Ryapr, Turner, Va 
Mallory, Neill, Sayers, Tyler, 
Marshall, Ogden, Shell, Warner, 
Martin, Ind. O'Neill, Mo Sibley. Weadock, 
McCulloch, Outhwaite, Snodgrass, Wells, 
McDannold, Paschal, Somers, Williams, Il 
McDearmon, Pearson, Sperry Williams, Miss. 
McEttrick, Pendieton, Tex. Springer, Wilson, Wash. 
McGann, Pendleton, W. Va Stallings, Wise, 
McLaurin, Pigott, Stockdale, Wolverton 
McMillin, Price, Stone, Ky. 
McNagny, Randall, Strait, 

NOT VOTING—113. 

Aitken, English, N.J. Lisle, Sickles, 
Aldrich, Epes, Lynch, Simpson, 
Allen, Funk, Magner, Sipe, 
Apsley, Funston, Mahon, Stephenson, 
Belden, Gardner, McAleer, Stevens, 
Beltzhoover, Gear, McCleary, Minn. Stone. C. W. 
Blair, Gillett, Mass. McCreary, Ky. Storer 
Bland, Goodnight, McDowell, Straus 
Boutelle, Gresham, Milliken, Strong, 
Bower, N. C. Griffin, Moon, Swanson, 
Branch, Grout, Morse, Tarsney, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grow, Newlands, Taylor, Tenn 
Burnes, Hall, Mo. Oates. Thomas, 
Caminetti, Hare, O'Neil, Mass. Turpin, 
Chickering, Harmer, Page, Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Clarke, Ala. Harter, Patterson, Wadsworth, 
Cockran, Hartman, Paynter, Walker, 
Coffeen, Henderson, Iowa Pence, Wanger, 
Cooper, Fila. Hines, Phillips, Washington, 
Cooper, Ind. Hooker, N. Y. Post, Waugh, 
Cornish, Hopkins, Pa. Quigg, Wheeler, Ala. 
Covert. Houk, Rayner, White, 
Cummings, Hudson, Reyburn, Whiting, 
Dalzell, Hulick, Rusk, Wilson, W. Va 
Davey, Johnson, Ohio Russell, Ga. Woodard, 
De Forest, Kribbs, Schermerhorn, Wright, Pa. 
Dingley, Layton, Scranton, 
Draper, Letever, Settle. 
Dunn, Linton, Sherman, 
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So the motion was not agreed to. 
The following-named members were announced as paired: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. WILSON of West Virginia with Mr. DALZELL. 
Mr. BLAND with Mr. DINGLEY. 
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Mr. WHEELER of Alabama with Mr. Morsg. 

Mr. HAYES with Mr. GEAR. 

Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. SCRANTON. 

Mr. BRANCH with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. POWERS. 

Mr. ALLEN with Mr. LEFEVER. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

For this day: 

Wr. WASHINGTON with Mr. PHILLIPS. 

Mr. KRIBBS with Mr. BELDEN, 

Mr. CUMMINGS with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. PAGE with Mr. GARDNER. 

Mr. Epes with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. DRAPER. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for 


the consideration of general appropriation bills. 


Mr. 


BURROWS. 


Pending that, 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
move—and I make the motion not for the purpose of delay, but 
simply because [ think members need the rest—that when the 


House adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 


The question being taken on the motion of Mr. BuRROws, the 


Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 


Mr. BURROWS. 


I ask for a division. 


The House divided; and thers were—ayes 68, noes 104. 


Mr. BURROWS. 


I ask for tellers. 


Mr. SAYERS. Let us have the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 79, nays 137, an- 
swered “ present” 0, not voting 135; as follows: 


YEAS—79. + 

Abbott, Bowers, Cal. Cooper, Wis. Fletcher, 
Adams, Ky. Brosius, Cornish, Geary, 
Adams, Pa. Bundy, Cousins. Gillet, N. Y. 
Apsley. Burrows, Doolittle, Gorman, 

very, Cannon, Cal. Dunphy, Grosvenor, 
Barevck, Cannon, Ill. Durborow, Hager, 
Baker, N. H. Chickering, Ellis, Oregon Hainer, 
Bartholdt, Cobb, Mo. English, Cal Harter, 
Bair Qogswell. Everett, Haugen, 

Con, Pielder, Hermann, 
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Hicks, Mallory, Perkins, Stone, W. A. 
Hitt. Marsh, Pickler, Strong, 
Mopikins, 111. Marvin, N. Y. Pigott, Sweet, 
Huli, McCali. Randall, Tracey, 
Johnson, Ind, Meiklejohn, Sem, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Johnson, N. Dak. Mercer, lly, Weadock, 
Jones, Seureay Ritchie, Wilson, Ohio 
Lacey, Mutchler, Russell, Conn. Woomer, 
Loud, Northway, Shaw, Wright, Mass. 
Loudenslager, Payne, Smith, 
NAYS—137. 
Alderson, Cox, Kem, Pearson, 
Alexander, Crawford, Kiefer, Pendleton, Tex. 
Arnold, Culberson, Kilgore, Pendleton, W. Va. 
Bailey, Daniels, <yle, Price, 
Baker, Kans. Davis, Lane Richards, Ohio 
Baldwin, De Armond, Latimer, Richardson, Tenn. 
Bankhead, De Forest, Lawson, Robbins, 
Barnes, Denson, Layton, Robertson, La. 
Barwig, Dinsmore, Lester, Ryan, 
Bell, Colo. Dockery, Livingston, Sayers, 
Bell, Tex. Donovan, Lockwood, Shell, 
Berry, Edmunds, Maddox, Sibley 
Bingham, Ellis, Ky. Maguire, Sn 
Black, Ga. Enloe, Marshall, Sperry, 
Black, Til. Erdman, McCleary, Minn. Sprin: 
Boatner, Fithian, McCulloch, Stallings, 
Boen, Forman, McDannold, Stockdale, 
Bretz, Fyan, McDearmon, Stone, Ky. 
Brickner, Geissenhainer, McEttrick, Strait, 
Brookshire, Goldzier, McKaig, Swanson, 
Bryan, Grady, McKeighan, Talbert, S. C. 
Bynum, Graham, McLaurin, Talbott, Md 
Cabaniss, Haines, McMillin, ‘ate, 
Cadmus, Hall, Minn. McRae, Taylor, Ind. 
Campbell, Hammond, Meredith, rry, 
Capehart, Hatch, Meyer, Turner, Ga. 
Caruth, Hayes, Money, ler, 
Catchings, Henderson, Ill. Montgomery, arner, 
Clancy Henderson, N.C. Moon, Wells, 
Clark, Mo. Hendrix, Morgan, , Williams, Tl. 
Cobb, Ala. an, M Williams, Miss. 
Cockrell, Hooker, Miss. Neill, \ 
Coffeen, Hunter, pi er 
Coombs, Tkirt, O'Neill, Mo. 
Cooper, Tex. Izlar Paschal, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "'—0, 
NOT VOTING—135, 

Ainrick, Bpes, Lynch, Beckton, 

ldric nk, er, mpson, 
Allen, Funston, Mahon, Sipe, 
Belden, Gardner, Martin, Ind. Somers, 
Beltzhoover, ear, McAleer, Stephenson, 
Bland Gillett, Mass. M , Stevens, 
Boutelle McDowell, Stone, C. W 
Bower, N.C Gresham, McGann, Storer, 
Branch, Griffin, McNagny, Straus, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Grout, Milliken, Tarsney, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grow. Morse, Tawney. 
Broderick, Hall, Mo. Newlands, Taylor, 

rown, Hare, Thomas, 
Bunn, Harmer, O'Neil, Masa. 
Burzes, Outhwaite, Turner, Va. 
Caminettt, Hartman, Page, 
Causey, Heard, Patterson, U a 
Childs, Heiner, Paynter, Van Voorhis,.N. Y. 
Clarke, Ala. Henderson, Iowa Pence, w 
Coekran. Hepburn, Phillips, Walker, 
Cooper, Fla. Hines, Post, Ww . 
Cooper, Ind. Hooker, N. Y. Powers, Was 
Covert, H Pa uigg, Waugh, 
Crain, Houk, ner, ‘Wever, 
Cummings, Hudson, ‘ Wheeler, Ala. 
Curtis, Kans. Hulick, Reyburn, heeler, Tl. 
Curtis, N. Y. Hutcheson, Richardson, Mich te, 
Dailzell, Johnson, Ohio Robinson, Wiennte 
Davey, Kribbs, Rusk, ilson, Wash. 
Ding ey, Lapham, Russell, Ga. Wilson, W. Va 
Doliiver, Lefever, Schermerhorn, olverton 
Draper, Linton, Scranton, Woodard 
Dunn, Lisle Settle, Wright, Pa. 
English, N. J. Lucas, Sherman, 


So the motion of Mr. BURROWS was rejected. 
The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the motion of 
Mr. DocKERY] that the House re- 


the gentleman from Missouri 
solve itself into Committee o 


ifr, DINGLIT 


in cou 
order of proceeding 


riation bills. 


the Whole for the consideration 


’. Mr. Speaker, before that motion is put 1 
wish to make a suggestion. There is a stro 
part of many gentlemen on both sides of the 

should be some relief given to members by an adjournment over 


uence of 


the hot weather. 


desire on the 
ouse that there 


In the regular 


ere are two things which will oce 


upy con- 
siderable time: the reading of this lengthy bill in detail, and 
Now, so far as I have conferrred with gentle- 


general debate. 


men on both sides, I think there would be no objection to dis- 
pensing with the reading of the bill in detail, which would oc- 
cupy probably two hours, and concluding the general debate 
to-day, if we can have an understanding that when the House 
era to-day (saving, of course, the night session for pension 
bills) the adjournment shall be until Monday. 

Mr. DOCKERY. So far as I am concerned, Mr. Speaker, hav- 
ing consulted with gentlemen on this side, I am quite willing to 
hays an agreement which shall dispense with the first formal 


readin 


of tle bill ana conclude the general debate on the bill 
at 5 o’clock to-day, with the understanding that at the end of 
the pension session this evening the House shall adjourn until 
Monday. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition, then, is that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union for the consideration of general oppre riation bills, 


that the first reading of the bill referred to by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY] be dispensed with, that general 
debate be concluded at 5 o’clock to-day, the hour for taking the 
usual recess on eereiend that when the House adjourn to-day 
it be to meet on Monday next. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol- 
Ows: 

To Mr. GRESHAM, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. WHITING, for this day, on account of sickness. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The motion of Mr. DOCKERY was then agreed to; and the 
House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of general appropriation bills. The Clerk 
will read the title of the first bill in order. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7097) mak appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, 
and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the order of the House the first 
reading of this bill has been dispensed with. The general debate 
beginsat this moment and concludes at 5 o’clock this afternoon, 
unless the House should take its recess earlier. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask unanimous consent that one-half the 
time for general debate be controlled by the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEyY] and the other half by myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, that order will 
be made. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr.Chairman,I desire only to make a brief 
statement. The estimates of the Secretary of the Treasury for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, for that part of the Govern- 
ment service usually provided for in the legislative, executive, 
and judicial epprope tion bill, call for $22,%10,510.33. The 
amount carrie is bill — by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations is $21,086,923.29, being a reduction from the esti- 
mates of $1,223,587.04 and $781,099.52 less than the appropria- 
tions carried in the current law. The salaries provided in the 
legislative bill for the present fiscal year number 10,668. The 

aries carried in this bill number 10,110—a reduction of 558 
salaries as compared with existing law. 

The increases in the bill under consideration over the current 
law may be briefly summarized: 

For expenses of the House of Representatives ..-..--. $51, 670. 48 


RAbrary OF COmGeGee oo os on 2 cininn enc scceeescneseos---- 
For care of the building occupied by the Civil Serv- 


SOS CI a «5 ini dcigd + dono etsdwcieees es suse. 2, 940. 00 
For the subtreasuries at. New Orleans, Chicago, and 
DE, RIE in iiniidnns doe cabenienvssccsapsesncsekss 7, 400. 00 
For the Territorial governments ------....-...----- 54, 000. 00 
State, War, and Navy Building, for the repair and 
reconstruction of elevator .-.-....-.-.------------- 2, 000. 00 
For the Navy Department. .---...-.......------.-.--- 21, 220. 00 
(This includes $15,000 for the commencement of the 
ublication of the Naval Records.) 
For the various offices of the surveyors-general of the 
RIE xn cing on pe cupcomeepnccusescoescannece 10, 800. 00 
Department of Justice............--.-------.------- 10, 200. 00 
Nk 900. 00 
EE MER rinn on cogs CecWeeccasnscecdesecctse-- 19, 320. 00 
PRS SN tipi cn nctinests cnconpnccastsuagiaes=- 950. 00 
Total increase in the several Departments to 
which I have referred -....................- 182, 120. 48 


And thirty-two additional salaries. 

The decreases carried in the bill are as follows: Reduction be- 
low the estimate of the Senate, $4,520; State Department, $1,280; 
Treasury Department, $183,070; for collection of internal reve- 
nue, $190,000. And 1 might stop here, Mr. Chairman, to state 
that this reduction is arbitrary and results from the action of 
the committee in refusing to report a clerical force for the col- 
lection of what is known as the sugar bounty. Of course, if the 
Wilson bill should not become a law and the present law should 








1894. 
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remain on the statute book authorizing the payment of bounty 
to sugar producers, this bill at some stage of its progress would 


have to carry $190,000 for a clerical force, which amount does 
not now appear in the bill. ; . 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentieman will allow me 
right there 





r. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Is it not true (if I may speak of 
propositions that are pending elsewhere) that the latest edition 
of revenue or proposed revenue legislation, in accordance with 
the Democratic platform, and reform in the revenue laws, and 
justice, and righteousness 

Mr. DOCKERY. What? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois (continuing). Proposes that there 
shallnot be a repeal of the sugar bounty until the Ist of January 
next. And that being the latest test of Democracy, will it not 
be certain, if such legislation is to be had, that this clerical force 
to which the gentleman has referred will be needed? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, Ido not know whether the measure 
which is pending elsewhere is in accordance with ‘‘righteous- 
ness and justice.” Iam notan expertin thatline. [Laughter.] 
But if I may be permitted to submit an observation on the sub- 
ject, 1 would suggest that if the gentleman has in mind the par- 
ticular bill which I suspect he has, itis hardly in accord with 
the last national Democratic platform. I do not know what pe- 
riod is proposed in that bill for the abolition of the sugar bounty. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The Ist of January next. 

Mr. BURROWS. The Ist of January next. That is the 
Jones bill, or the Jones-Gorman bill. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is the latest revelation. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, I will state that if any bill, whether 
it be called the Jones bill or the Wilson bill or the Gorman 
bill—-whatever it may be designated—should continue the ex- 
isting law in respect to the sugar bounty until January next, it 
will call for $190,000 more for clerical force than is carried in 
this bill. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. One further question. Does my 
friend think it is just the thing for the Democracy of the House, 
with that bill pending to which I have just referred—the latest 
revelation—to withhold all appropriation in this bill for the 
purpose referred to? Might it not be considered discourteous 
to another body, as notice that the House does not approve of the 
proposed amendment on that side? I merely call my friend’s 
attention to the question whether it is just the thing for the 
House to act in that way. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I only desire to say, in reply 
to the suggestion of the gentleman from Lilinois, that I hope this 
may be taken as a notice to all bodies in this country, and to all 
the people, that so far as the Democratic membership of this 
House is concerned we intend to repeal the sugar bounty at the 
earliest possible moment [applause on the Democratic side] and 
repeal the bounties paid from the public Treasury to all other 
privileged classes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If my friend will allow me, I have 
seen it stated in the public prints, which it is true are not always 
the most reliable authority, that there isan amendment to go 
onto this bill, as a rider, providing for the repeal of the sugar 
bounty. I failed to discover it after a somewhat careful exami- 
nation of the bill. Is it anticipated that during its progress in 
the House that amendment is to bestacked on? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, I can not say as to that. I do not 
know whether such a proposition will be offered or not, and if 
so I do not know whether it would be in order under the rules 
as they exist. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I had supposed that this provision 
‘ve are talking of was somewhat in the nature of a notice to the 
House that such an amendment might be offered and adopted. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ido not know that I would lose any sleep if 
such an amendment was offered and adopted by the House. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, continuing further a reference to the re- 
ductions carried in this bill, it will be seen that for mint and 
assay Offices the reduction is $64,900; in the War Department, 
$155,300; in the Interior Department, $54,450, and in the Post- 
Office Department, $9,700, or a total reduction of $963,220, and 
590 salaries. 

I do not know that at this time I care to make any further ob- 
servations upon the bill. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. If it would not interrupt the 
gentleman from Missouri, before he takes his seat I would like 
to ask a question or two relative to this bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
reach the particular par: 





My purpose is that when we 
raph of the bili to which I wish to 


ask the gentleman’s attention, that we may have some further 
lightand information in regard thereto. 


I find that we are continuing yearafter year the appropriation 
for surveyor-generals’ offices throughout the country. If you 
will kindly turn to the appropriation in the bill for the surveyor- 
general of Florida, on page 93 of the bill, you will find that we 
appropriate as follows: 

For surveyor-general of Florida, $1,800: and for the clerks in his office, 
$1,200; in all, 83,000. 

For rent of office for the suryeyor-general, fuel, books, stationery, and other 
ncidental expenses, #500. 

Now, it is well known that the great body of lands that are 
being surveyed, and in reference to which plats, maps, and field 
work have to be done, is in the West. But I had supposed that 
the great body of lands in a State in that part of the country on 
which Christopher Columbus almost landed had been surveyed 
long ago. It will be Sound, asa matter of fact, from the testi- 
mony, that in the last three years all the work done by the sur- 
veyor-general of the State of Florida amounted to $10; and yet 
we pay $1,800 for his salary, allow $1,200 for a clerk, and for 
incidental expenses $500, to do $10 worth of work. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Does not the gentleman consider that 
good pay? [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems 
to me that if any of these are to be discontinued in any places 
throughout the country there is a good opportunity to start with 
this character of offices. The same condition exists in Louisi- 
ana. If you will turn to the report of the testimony taken by 
the Committee on Appropriations you will find that the number 
of acres surveyed and the work done from 1885 to 1893 is set forth 
in full, showing that the amount has been insignificant, and yet 
we are going forward appropriating money for offices absolutely 
doing nothing and declining to give adequate appropriation for 
localities where this work is absolutely necessary. Now, what 
possible use, I ask the gentleman from Missouri, can there be 
for a surveyor-general in Florida? 

Mr.COOPERof Florida. If the gentleman from Missouri will 
permit me to answer—— 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I am only bringing this mat- 
ter up in order that we may have some litt'e investigation into 
the subject. 

I will state to the gentleman from Florida that I am talking 
in the time of the gentleman from Missouri, or I would gladly 
yield to him. ’ 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will yield to the gentleman from Florida. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. Mr. Chairman,I do not know what 
is the probable animus of the gentleman against Florida or its 
surveyor-general, or why he shouid have selected us as the vic- 
tim of his sudden fit of economy. But I have this to say in re- 
gard to it: There is quite alarge area of Government land in 
Florida still unsurveyed. Just what was done last year I am not 
prepared to say, because the matter is brought up now without 
a moment's notice. But there has been no suggestion from the 
Department that this office should be discontinued. 

Florida, it is true, is an old discovered country, but it has be- 
longed to the United States fora much longer period of time 
than a great many other portions of the country that were dis- 
covered later. There are circumstances and conditions that 
have retarded thesurveys. A large portion of thesouthern part 
of the State is swamp and overflowed land. 

Various enterprises are being projected in that region, chiefly 
through the aid of Northern capital, for the reclamation and 
drainage of the land, for the establishment of railroads, and the 
location of other enterprisesin thatregion. This portion of the 
State has not yet been surveyed; and there is noreason why this 
office should be discontinued while that work is progressing, and 
there is every reason why it should be retained. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Missouri = DOCKERY] yield to me sufficient time 
to reply to ~ friend from Florida? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman from Florida 
[Mr. CooPER] states that he does not understand the particular 
animus that I have against the surveyor-general of the State of 
Florida. Now, Mr. Chairman, if I had any animus or any de- 
sire to take any snap judgment upon my distinguished friend 
from Florida, I should have waited until we reached that para- 
graph in the bill, and then moveto strike it out. ButI brought 
it up at this time in order to bring the matter before my dis- 
tinguished friend from Missouri [Mr. VOCKERY] in order that 
he might investigate it before we reached that paragraph; be- 
cause here is the testimony taken before the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, showing the apportionment of appropriations for 
surveying the public lands for the fiscal years ending June 30, 
1886, down to 1893; and I find that in 1891, 1852, and 1893 only $10 
worth of work was undertaken by the surveyor-general of 
Florida. 
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In addition to that, I know of my own knowledge that the 
surveyor-general received fees for making transcripts of his 
records, for making plats from that office, amounting to over 
#609, which he has received in addition to his salary. Now, if 
it is the policy to go forward and appropriate $1,800for the doing 
of #10 worth of work; if that is the policy of the gentlemanfrom 
Missouri [Mr. DocKERY], or of the gentleman from Florida[Mr. 
MALLORY], and if it is the policy of gentlemen on that side who 
have been looking into this matter of reducing the clerical force; 
if it is also their policy to allow a $1,200 clerkship for the doing 
of $10 worth of work, certainly there will be no objection on the 
part of the gentleman from Washington. But it does seem to 
me that we are going a little too far in this matter. 

Now, in the State of my distinguished friend from Louisiana 
[Mr. ROBERTSON], whom I see before me, the amount of work 
done was $105; and yet we are appropriating for Louisiana $1,800 
for the surveyor-general’s salary and $7,000 for clerk hire, for 
the doing of $105 worth of work. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. In amoment, when I have fin- 
ished what I have to say, Iwill yield. Now, the point I make is 
that in the States of the West, where the work is retarded, 
where there is a great deal to do which can not be done, owing 
to the insufficiency of Pree aees, where we had an conc 
priation’ of $85,000 for that work we now only receive $9,000, 
whilein Floridaand Louisiana, with no work to do, weare givin 
these gentlemen sinecures, and $7,000 for clerk hire, to do $1 
worth of work. 

Now, there may be conditions and circumstances eee 
this matter which gentlemen can explain; and if so, I shoul 
like to know it. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I should like to ask the 
gentleman a question. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. The gentleman must ask the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DoCcKERY] to yield to him. Iam 
talking in his time. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina, I will ask the gentleman 
if he did not vote this morning to give the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals a clerk when they do not need any? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I will answer the gentleman. 
I was 0 ed to that measure, 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Did you vote for it? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Now, if you will just keep still, 
and when you want to address me rise in your place, I will an- 
swer your question politely and in a gentlemanly way if I know 


ow. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Thank you. 

Mr, WILSON of Washington. Well, you are entirely wel- 
come. Cengpter.] When the matter of clerk hire for the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals came up this morning I was op- 

od to that proposition, because upon. the Calendar of the 
i use I found that the Committee u Railways and Canals 
had only reported two bills; but at the earnest solicitation of 
gentlemen, in order to make a quorum in this House, to make a 
quorum for the Democratic party, when members on your side 
ought to have been here attending to the business of the coun- 
try, I voted upon the call for tellers to make a quorum. I do 
not pretend to be an economist. I am in favor of all necessary 
appropriations. 
Ir. TALBERT of South Carolina. You voted for the propo- 
sition, and you could have voted the other way. 

TheCHAIRMAN (Mr. Tracey). The gentleman from South 
0 meee is out of order. The gentleman should address the 
Chair. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I congratulate my friend 
from Washington on his new-born zealfor economy. I hope we 
shall find him along this line during the consideration of this 
bill. The gentleman from Washington seems to think that his 
State has been discriminated against. 

Mr, WILSON of Washington. No,I beg the gentleman's par- 
don. Lonly stated what is the fact. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, I want to ep Ragen the Secretary of 
the Interior estimated for the office of the surveyor-general of 
Washington, for the ensuing fiscal year, $11,500, the Com- 
mittee on AP ro tions gave for the use of that-office $11,500. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman state how 
much is deducted for the surveyor-general's salary—$2,000, is it 


ty 

Mr, DOCKERY. We gave the full estimate, $2,000 of which 
is for the salary of the surveyor-general. 

Now, I am not na | familiar with the work done by the sur- 
veyors-general in Florida and Louisiana, It may be that re- 
forms can be effected in that direction, and I am frank to say 
that I beliove they can be, because I think the matter of sur- 
veying is largely completed. These officers under the law are 
now charged with the custody of all the original papers. 
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But Congress has done all it could do in the direction of ad- 
ministrative reform, or rather in the direction of suggesting ad- 
ministrative reform in this respect. We recognize the fact, and 
believe it to be true, that there is not sufficient work for these 
officers in many quarters. Congress passed the act of March 3, 
1893, in these words: 

That hereafter the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed whenever practicable to consolidate the offices of two or 
more surveyors-genera! into one office; and in case of such consolidation, in 
the discretion of the Secretary, the surveyor-general appointed in charge of 
the consolidated office may be paid a salary of uot exceeding $2,500 per an- 
num from the sum Srpcounsates respectively for the salaries of the survey- 
ors-general whose offices may be consolidated hereunder. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, that is the act of March 3, 1893, which in 
express terms directs the Secretary of the Interior to consoli- 
date these offices wherever it can done consistent with the 

ublic interest; and if there is any fault, if there is any censure, 
f there is any criticism in any direction, it does not lie at the 
door of the Committee on Appropriations or of Congress, but at 
the door of the administration of the Interior Department. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. May I interrupt you? The 
gentisenen from Missouri misapprehends me. I am not censur- 
ng the gentleman from Missouri. I could not be guilty of any 
thing of that kind. I have always valued your courtesy and your 
friendship and your kindliness to me in such a high degree that 
under no circumstances would I for onc moment be so forgetful 
as to undertake to censure my distinguished friend from Mis- 
souri. I only brought this up, and the gentleman understands 
my position. I wanted to get some light upon this; and I think 
we are entitled to it. Weare crowded and pushed to get our 
work completed, and the appropriations are going in other di- 
rections, where there is no work, it seems; and I brought it up 
thus early, as I said before, that I would take no advantage of 
nt ae in this way we can a the matter. 

r. CKERY. I only desire to reiterate the statement of 
facts so far as the gentleman’s own State is concerned, and he 
aapese with me. e have given the full estimate; and if these 
offices are not necessary, the law expressly requires the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to consolidate them, 

Mr, WILSON of Washington. Have any ever been consoli- 


dated? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ido notknow astothat. I think not. In 
my ptenent there is a demand for consolidation. I now yield 
to the gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. BERTSON of Louisiana, Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
call the attention of the gentleman from Washington to one or 
two little facts upon the subject of the appropriation for sur- 
veyors-general. In the first place, I want to say to the gentle- 
man that I called upon the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, at the request of the Committee on Appropriations, and 
asked him to submit to us a revised estimate of the amount 
which would be actually necessary for the proper conduct of 
these several offices. Now, he submitted estimates which we 
thought even then were too high, but for the State of Washing- 
ton he states this: 

The estimates for clerk hire for the office of surveyor-general are $9,500, 
and the appropriation for 1894 is $8,400. The fullamount of the estimate will 
undoub y be required for the proper exeeution of the work in the office. 

He then goes on and makes a full statement about it, and then 
recommends that $9,500 be oqearrions. which I believe is the 
amount carried in the bill. e gentleman from Washington 
was more fortunate than any other gentleman before that com- 
mittee. In that very item he received every single cent of the 
estimate that was made by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office for his State. 

Now, in regard to the State of Louisiana, I desire also to refer 
to the estimate which was submitted by the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office in to this oflice. The estimate, 
was for $8,000. The enero tion, on this bill, is $1,000 less 
than estimated for by the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office as being the amount found to be necessary for the proper 
conduct of that office. 

I want to state to the gentleman that I do not know what par- 
ticular hundred dollars he refers to in the report of the Land 
Office, as representing the amount of work accomplished in that 
office, and not knowing that, I will state to the gentleman that 
there are valuable archives in the keeping of the surveyor-gen- 
eral of Louisiana, dating back for probably more than a century, 
that have become destroyed by use, and that it is absolutely nec- 
— to duplicate and revise and to retranscribe those a 
and documents, and that is why there is a necessity, and_an 
ee necessity, for the appropriation to the land office at New 
Orleans. 

T would state further that during last year, 1893, after years 
of contest the United States Government declared that the 
State of Louisiana was entitled toa great number of acres of 
swamp land, the Supreme Court having declared that the grant 
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was null, and that land and the consideration of subjects which 
arise in connection with it is before thg land office in the State 
of Louisiana. Now, I think it is unnecessary to state more than 
this to my generous friend from Washington, or to this commit- 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr.Chairman, toreply briefly 
to the gentleman, I will say that I did not intend to go so far in 
this discussion, but only to bring out the facts as | gathered 
them from the report of the Committee on Appropriations. IL 
have no desire in this case, nor has it been my course at any 
time since I became a member of Congress, to do anything other 
than to assist my fellow-members in obtaining such appropria- 
tions as would advance the prosperity and the happiness of their 

le. 
p Bat in this case, taking into consideration the fact that in my 
State we have suryeyed, in the last year, over 300,000 aeres of 
land, the fact that the work is greatly behind, the fact that the 
people who have performed that work are ae for their 
money, and that this Congress will adjourn before they can get 
it, so thatthey will have to wait another year—men whoare pay- 
ing liand 14 percentfor manne taking ane consideration these 
facts and the fact that this work is delayed by lack of force in 
the surveyor-general’s office, being piled up there year after 
year, it did seem to me rather strange, in view of these facts 
and in view of the condition of the Treasury, that this appro- 
riation should be made for the surveyor-general’s office in the 
Btates of Louisiana:‘and Florida, where little or no work is be- 
ing performed. The gentleman’s State received in 1887 an ap- 
propriation of $925, in 1889an appropriation of $105, in 1890 an 
appropriation of $70, in 1891 an appropriation of $400, in 1892 an 
appropriation of $400, in 1893 an appropriation of $733, and it 
seemed to me hardly reasonable or rare in view of the con- 
dition of the Treasury that we should now make a further ap- 
propriation of $7,000 for the clerical force for that office, when 
for years no work has been done in the field. 
ow, there may be circumstances surrounding the old grants 
in Louisiana, or connected with this question of swamp lands, 
which make it proper that the surveyor-general’s office there 
should be continued and should be kept in charge of the rec- 
ords; but I do notthink it requires all of this clerical force to 
take care of those records. - 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, notwith- 
standing the gentleman's opinion upon this subject, I repeat 
that the Commissioner of the General Land Office, the highest 
officer in the country who passes upon these land questions, ex- 
cept where there is an appeal to the Seeretary of the Interior, 
has stated on several occasions—not only the present Commis- 
sioner, but several of his predecessors in years gone by--that 
these appropriations were required; and the gentleman weil 
knows that it is frequently necessary for us here to accept ap- 
propriations by driblets in order finally to obtain the amount 
which is necessary to enable the work to be done. 

The appropriations for this purpose have never been sufficient, 
and every occupant of the surveyor-general’s office in New Or- 
leans, which has to deal with avery large land district, has asked 
for this additional clerical force. e committee therefore 
thought that, as we had given additional clerical force to every 
surveyor-general’s office requiring it, including the office in the 

tleman’s own State, we might properly do what was right 
By the Louisiana office and the Flori ce and these other 

ces—that we might properly appropriate a sufficient amount 
for them, or at least such an amount as we felt warranted in 
giving at this time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, what was the time to be di- 
vided bore between the two sides? 

The - Each side was to have an hour and three- 
quarters. The gentleman from Missouri has occupied thirty- 
eight minutes of his time. 

r. DOCKERY. I will reserve the remainder of my time 
and let the gentleman from Maine [Mi. DINGLEY] proceed. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I have but little to add to 
what has been said in reference to the pending bill. It 
bill w earries the appropriations for nearly all the 
civil officers of the Government in the Departments and estab- 
lishments in the city of W: ton; the exceptions being the 


Agricultural Department, which is provided for in the agricul- 
— oer bill, the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
an e 


are provided for in the sundry 
Office and Bureau of Engraving. 
This bill, as has been stated by my colleague on the committee 
[Mr. DocKERY] who has of it, carries about $21,000,000 


and salaries for 10,110 officials and clerks: a reduction of 558 


from the number cans for in the appropriation for 
the current 


en 
of 145 


fiscal year. This reduction has been made almost 
ie dtaten: diventions, First, there has been a reduction 
growing out of the new accounting system, the bill 
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providing for which has already passed the House, and by direc- 
tion of the House has been inserted in this bill, with the assign- 
ments of the force required in order to carryit out. There has 
also been a further reduction of 382 clerks in the War Depart- 
ment, 

Nearly all of these are in the Record and Pension Division of 
the War Department, and the reduction grows out of the com- 
of the card system which was ordered several years ago 

y Congress for the purpose of preserving the rolls of regiments 
and facilitating publie business in that Department. Wher the 
work was entered upon it necessitated a very large increase in 
the number of clerks in the Record and Pension Office aad in 
the og eg tagger Office. The work, I am pleased te say, 
which has been most ably and successfully carried on by Col. 
Ainsworth, is now nearly completed, and at the end of this fiscal 
year will have been placed in such shape that the examination 
as to the service of the soldiers of the country may be carried 
on not only with great expedition, but without damage to the 
public records. 

On the second of October last there were in the Departments 
and Government establishments at Washington, including the 
Government Printing Office and the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing, 17,599 official clerks and employés. Of this number 
about 4,000 were in the Government Printing Office and the Bu- 
reau of Engraving and Printing, mainly embracing employ¢s 
on mechanical work. Setting asidethose, there were 13,532 offi- 
cials, clerks,and employés in the various Departments and Gov- 
ernment establishments at Washington. Of the whole number 

17,599), 11,667 were men, embracing all in the Government Print- 
ing Office and the Bureau of Engraving and Printing; and 5,637 
women. 

Of the 13,532 officials, clerks, and employés in the various De- 
partments and Government establishments at Washington, out- 
side of the Printing Office and Bureau of Engraving, 8,027 were 
in the classified service under civil-service rules, and about 5,000 
were in the unclassified service. Two thousand of these-were 
in the employ of the District of Columbia, which is not in the 
classified service, as in my judgment those employés ought to 
be. There were 104 employés in the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, which is not under civil-service rules. 

Now, as [ have already said, in consequence of the reduction 
of force growing out not only of the two reasons I have stated, 
but of the nonprovision in this bill for the force to carry out the 
act of 1890 providing for the sugar bounty, there is in this bill 
a reduction of about $780,000 in the appropriations as compared 
with those of the present fiscal year. One hundred and ninety 
thousand dollars of this reduction is due to the nonincorporation 
in this bill of the force required to carry out the act of 1890 re- 
iating to the bounty on sugar. 

About $200,000 of the reduction grows out of the new account- 
ing system and the balance is due to the reduction in the Record 
and Pension Division of the War Department on account of the 
completion of tlre card system. 

In general, I may say that this bill in other respects carries 
simply the salaries provided by law, with perhaps a half dozen 
exceptions, over which I think there can be no difference of 
opinion. So that, in the main, the only questions on which 
there could be any serious difference of opinion in this bill grow 


‘out of the nonincorporation in the bill of the force required to 


carry out the act of 1890 granting a bounty on sugar. That is 
the law to-day; and the gentleman from Missouri having charge 
of the bill has explained why provision for that force has been 
omitted from the bill as presented to the House. 

My colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Illinois 

Mr. CANNON], has made some comment with reference to that. 

ithout stopping at the present time to discuss that matter, I 
will simply say that if any gentlemen in this House desire to 
incorporate in this bill a provision for the force necessary to 
carry out the act of 1890 providing a bounty for sugar, it will be 
necessary for them to move the provision for this in the current 
law, which amendment, of course, would be in order, being in 
accordance with law. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, passing from the point to which I have 
adverted, I wish to call attention to three general provisions in 
the bill providing for a temporary force of clerks for the pur- 

of bringing up the work in the several Departments. There 

in the bill an appropriation of $20,000 for the purpose of com- 

pleting the work now in arrears in the Compiroller’s offices of 

the Treasury Department, so that that work may be rapidly 
brought up to date after the Ist day of July. 

If the new accounting system which this House has approved 
should become a law (and this bill is framed on the assumption 
that it will), then there will remain in the Comptroller's office a 
certain amount of work in arrears, which, in order to bring itup 
to date and start the new accounting system in a proper manner, 
will require a special force. Twenty thousand dollars is appro- 
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priated for thispurpose. According'to the judgmentof the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury and the committee, this will be ample to 
bring up to July 1 the accounting work in arrears in the Comp- 
troller’s office. 

There is also an ooree riation of $18,000 for bringing up the 
work of the Indian division, which is nowinarrears. It is very 
desirable that this work should be brought up to date. 

There is also an appropriation of $39,500 for won up to 
date the work in the money-order division of the Sixth Audi- 
tor’s Office, the Auditor who has charge of the settlement of 
the Post-Office accounts. While the accounts of postmasters are 
now brought up to date the money-order accounts are greatly 
in arrears, and under the plan that has been adopted in the bill, 
which has already received the sanction of Congress and be- 
come a law, designed to bring up this work in the future, there 
will arise the necessity of bringing up, in accord with the sys- 
tem which has now been adopted, this work now in arrears. 

There is another provision in the bill to which I wish to call 
attention, appropriating $15,000 for the publication of the first 
two volumes of the Naval Rebellion Records. Gentlemen are 
aware that during the last few years there have been clerks at 
work a and preparing for publication the naval records 
of the rebellion in the same manner as the rebellion army 
records which have been published, were collated and a 
Copy sufficient for two volumes of these naval records has al- 
ready been completed; and in view of that fact and of the fact 
that Congress by its action in the past has appropriated for the 
coliection of these important naval records of the rebellion, it 
has been — necessary by the committee that the —-s 
of the work should now commence in order that so valuable a 
collation of the records of the rebellion on the naval side—as 
important on that side as the army records which have already 
been collated and published—may now be published; and for the 
= port of the first two volumes ofthis naval record, the 

ill contains, as I have stated, an perce of $15,000. 

And there is included in the bill substantially the same pro- 
vision for the distribution of the copies of this naval record as 
was adopted in the Forty-seventh Congress, with reference to 
the distribution of the records of the Army. Under the rule of 
distribution adopted, each member of the House will have 19 
copies assigned to him, in the same manner as the army record 
was assigned, he furnishing to the Secretary of the Navy a list 
of 19 public libraries, so far as such may exist in his district, 
or-libraries of organizations that will be permanent in their 
character; and last of all, should any remain, to individuals, 
making up the 19 copies which will be assigned to each member 
of the House. 

When these selections are made by the membersof the House 
and Senate, and the Secretary of the Navy is notified, then the 
Naval Record,as published from year to year, is to be forwarded 
as the volumes are issued to the libraries and individuals that 
may have been designated by the Representatives of the present 
House, in order that when the printing of thé Naval rd 
shall have been completed, the whole setshali be preserved, first, 
in the public libraries; second, in the libraries of permanentor- 
gapizations; and last of all, if there is a sufficient number left 
after supplying the libraries of the different districts through- 
out the country, to individuals, the selections being made as 
heretofore by each mamber of the House and Senate. 

Mr. MCNAGNY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
if there has been any computation of the probable number of 
volumes this series will extend to? 

Mr. DOCKERY. About ten or eleven. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes; aboyt ten, or at most twelve. 
not be so voluminous a work as the Army Record. 

Mr. MCNAGNY. Still it will be complete? 

My. DINGLEY. It will be complete; and, as I have said, two 
volumes will be prepared and distributed during the next year, 
material for that number of volumes having been collated and 
to be printed under the provisions incorporated in this bill. 

I desire now, Mr. Chairman, to call attention to another ap- 
propriation in the bill, and that is the amount of $200,000for the 
expenses in the field of examiners detailed from the Pension 
Offices for the examination of pension cases. Gentlemen are 
aware that there is a permanent force of 150 examiners in the 
field under the law as it exists now, and in addition such details 
as the Commissioner of Pensions may from time to time make 
from his office for this purpose. Heretofore an appropriation 
of $200,000 for the expenses of examiners detailed from the Pen- 
sion Office for the investigation of claims, and for other pur- 

s connected with the administration of the office, has been 
ound sufficient. It is the judgment of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations that $200,000 ought to be sufficient now. 

But gentlemen are aware of the fact that during the present 
fiscal year the present Commissioner of Pensions, notwithstand- 
ing the appropriation for the expenses of these special agents 


It will 


detailed from the Pension Office was only $200,000, expended all 
of that amount in the first six months of the fiscal year and ap- 
plied to Congress for a deficiency of $300,000 for the last six 
months of the current fiscal ns making an appropriation of a 
half a million of dollars for the expenses alone, not the compen- 
sation, of the special agents detailed from the office for the pur- 
pose of investigating pension claims. 

It will be remembered that instead of granting the $300,000 
asked as a deficiency, Congress appropriated $200,000 for that 
purpose, thus making the appropriation for this service for the 
current fiscal year $400,000. The Commissioner of Pensions in 
his application for an appropriation for this next fiscal year has 
applied for a half million dollars to be used for this purpose. 

As I have already stated, the Committee on Appropriations 
have placed in this present bill only the usual appropriation of 
$200,000. But if that is all that is done, if Congress leaves this 
official to proceed as he has during the present fiscal year, then 
I have no doubt, when Congress shall reassemble on the first 
Monday in December next, it will find a communication from 
the Commissioner of Pensions informing Congress that all of the 
appropriation of $200,000 for the expenses ot the special agents 
in the field has been expended, and asking for a deficiency ap- 

ropriation of $300,000 for the remainder of the fiscal year end- 
ng June 30, 1895. 
ow, if itis the judgment of the House that this officer who 
seems to be entirely disregarding the appropriations that may 
be made by Congress in detailing the special agents—— 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. ill the gentleman per- 
mit me to ask hima question right there? 

Mr. DINGLEY. rtainly. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. 
and fifty agents are sent out as examiners? 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is the permanent force for this work, 
and in addition nearly one hundred are detailed from the Pen- 
sion Office. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Now, is their work not 
confined to the examination of pensioners applying for original 
— only? That is to say, are they not confined to the num- 

r of those asking pensions de novo? 

Mr. DINGLEY. P think it applies to all. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina (continuing). And has not 
this money been expended in the examination of claims aiready 
granted? That is to say, in the examination of cases to see 
whether they are fraudulent or otherwise. Is not that the cause 
of the increase? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iam very glad the gentleman has cal'ed at- 
tention to this matter. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I asked the question for 
information, because it seems to me that that was the cause. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is undoubtedly true that$200,000 is ample 
for the expenses of the force in the field detailed from the Pen- 
sion Office, provided it is to do the work and only that work 
which has been done in the past, namely, first, as the gentleman 
has stated, to aid in the investigation of original cases; and sec- 
ondly, to investigate such cases of suspected fraud as have been 
brought to the knowledge of the Department. 

Mr. TALBERT of SouthCarolina, Thatis the point I wanted 
to bring out. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the present Commissioner has started 
out on a new work outside of this, and that is to investigate the 
case of every pensioner, especially pensioners under the act of 
1890, for the purpose of reducing the pensions already granted, 
which has occasioned this extra expenditure of $200,000 asked 
for as a deficiency for the present fiscal year, in addition to the 
$200,000 appropriated one year ago. 

This has not been the ordinary work of the special agent sent 
into the field before the present fiscal year, but the extraordi- 
nary work introduced by the present Commissioner; not that of 
investigating frauds, but simply the revision of pensions. 

Now, it seems to me utterly futile for aren to make an ap- 
greece of $200,000 for this board when the Commissioner of 

ensions, regardless of that appropriation, proceeds on the ba- 
sis of an exvenditure of $400,000, which he is doing now, and 
which there is reason to suppose he will continue to do, in the 
absence of restrictive legislation by Congress. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I should like to ask the 
—- if there was not an appropriation for this _— in 

e urgent deficiency bill which recently passed the House? 

Mr. DINGLEY. The sum of $200,000 was appropriated in the 
ee deficiency bill for the present fiscal year; but the appro- 

tion in this bill on which I am commenting is for the next 


seal year. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Does the gentleman think 
there will be another deficiency? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think that may be assumed from the fact 
that the Commissioner of Pensions asked for one-half million 
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dollars for this very work for the next fiscal year. There is no 
doubt that, on the plan which is now being carried out in the 
Pension Office, Congress will be called upon when it shall re- 
assemble in December for an additional appropriation of $200,- 
000 as a deficiency. 24 ee L 

Now, of course the difficulty in making any limitation in this 
matter lies just here: There is no member of Congress, there is 
no good citizen who does not desire that, sofar as there may have 

been any frauds committed in the procuring of pensions, so far 
~ as there may be any wrong, there should be a thorough and 
careful investigation, and that adequate appropriations for this 
should be provided: It is a question of administration; hence 
it is very difficult to apply limitations to it that may not at least 
be charged to be limitations upon the investigation of frauds, 
which investigation no one desires to prevent. 

What I desire, Mr. Chairman, as far as I am concerned, is to 
say that I think the use that is being made of a large proportion 
of this force who are employed as detectives for the purpose of 
cutting down the pensions of those admitted to be entitled to 
pensions, is a use which ought not to receive the encouragement 
of Congress. There is of course one way in which a limitation 
could be put upon this appropriation by attaching a simple pro- 
viso of this kind: 


Provided, That not more than one-half of the appropriation made in this 
paragraph shall be expended in the first two quarters of the fiscal year for 
which the appropriation is made. 


That would limit the expenditure to $100,000 yp to January 
next, and then there would be another $100,000 for the succeed- 
ing six months. And yet, asI have said, such limitations, from 
their very character, while they may serve to show the views 
of Congress respecting a policy that should be pursued, are lim- 
itations upon administrative work, in which it is usually sup- 
posed the administrator has the confidence of those who have 
placed him in such a position. 

Mr. Chairman, I felt it my duty to call attention to this situa- 
tion, because the action of the Committee on Appropriations, 
in unanimously appropriating only $200,000 for this purpose, is, 
in fact, a decision on their part that $200,000 is all that ought to 
be expended in the next fiscal year, and therefore, in view of 
cur knowledge that he has hitherto held that he is not restricted 
to the amount of the appropriation, we should put uponita 
limitation that only one-half of the $300,000 shall be expended 
in the first two quarters of the ensuing fiscal year, or else give 
the Commissioner of Pensions now the $400, which he asks 
and ae to expend. 

Mr. McNAGNY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman pardon 
a suggestion? : 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. MCNAGNY. I want to inquire whether the evil which 
the gentleman mentions could not be met and eradicated by a 
| abbbewas that no part of the money so appropriated should be 

isbursed or expended in the examination of any case in which 
there was not presumptive fraud or mistake, thereby preventing 
the examination of cases in which those circumstances did not 
on their face exist? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Of course that would meet it, only it would 
meet it in a manner to which there might be some objection. If 
there is to be a limitation put on, it seems to me that the limita- 
tion of the proportion of the appropriation to be expended in 
the first two quarters of the next fiscal year will be the most 
effective, without interfering with administrative discretion 
with respect to the enforcement of these laws. If only $100,000 
can be expended in the first six months of the next fiscal year, 
rest assured that a great deal of the work to which there is such 
serious objection in the country at the present time, can not be 
carried on, but that all the work that relates to the investiga- 
tion of frauds, where there is reason to believe there has been a 
wrong committed or an injustice done, can be carried on. 

But, as I have said, ali limitations of this character are in 
some respects objectionable, growing out of the fact of the pe- 
culiar circumstances that may arise. And yet in the case of 
the appropriation for the Government Printing Office, we do 
put precisely a limitation of that kind on the appropriation, so 
that the Public Printer can not expend in any one quarter or in 
any one six months of a fiscal year more than the proportionate 
amount of the appropriation. Unless this is done Congress has 
no control over its own hg for in this case it delib- 
erately says that $200,000 is enough for the field expenses of 
pension examiners detailed from the Pension Office. Having 
said that, the official charged with the expenditure proceeds to 
carry on his work on the basis of a $400,000 or a $500,000 appro- 
ee not upon the basis of the appropriation upon which 

has determined. 

I felt it my duty, Mr. Chairman, to call attention to this mat- 
‘er, because I have seen what has occurred in view of the ap- 


propriation made one year ago, an appropriation of $260,000 as 
now, when the official at the head of the Pension Office proceeded 
to carry on the work of detailed examiners in the field on the 
basis of half a million dollars expenditure; and spend the whole 
$200,000 in the first six months, thus compelling Congress to 
appropriate $200,000 deficiency, or have no investigations in 
the field in the last six months; and i recognize the fact that 
if any limitation is ever going to be placed in this matter, it has 
got to be done in this appropriation bill in respect to the next 
fiscal year. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is one other matter I desire to call 
attention to, and that is with reference to the renting of build- 
ings by the Government for public use within the District of 
Columbia. We are now paying about $200,000 annually for rent 
of buildings used for public purposes within the District of Co- 
lumbia; and from inquiries that have been made by members of 
the committee, especially by the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. CoomsBs], who made a very careful investigation of tl is 
matter, we found in one instance at least that the Governmént 
is paying 18 per cent annual rental on what the land could 
bought for andthe building constructed; and we found that thé 
average was nearer 12 per cent than any other figure; none le 
than 7 per cent. 

Now, it was evident to the committee that less than $2,000,000 
would construct ample buildings for all purposes of the Govern- 
ment and for the District of Columbia within this District, for 
which with far less accommodations we are paying to-day an 
annual rental of $200,000. In other words, the Government of 
the United States, which can borrow money for 3 per cent if its 
revenue is not adequate, is to-day paying $200,000 annual rent, 
when it could borrow the money and erect these buildings for 

2,000,000 at 3 per cent, or an equivalent rental of $60,000. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 
him to express my regret that the chairman of the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, or some member of that com- 
mittee, is not present to hear the statement of the gentleman 
from Maine, which should challenge immediate attention on 
their part. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, Iam aware, Mr. Chairman, that ina 
matter of this kind there has beenaconstant disposition toavoid 
appropriation for buildings, not only within this District but 
elsewhere, regardless of the necessities of the Government; but 
if business men should carry on their business as the Government 
is now carrying it on with reference to accommodations neces- 
sary for the use of the Government in this city, they would goto 
bankruptcy within sixty days. 

Mr. WEVER. And ought to. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And ought to, as the gentleman from New 
York suggests. It seems to me froma purely business stand- 

oint that this policy of renting buildings for public use that 

as been maintained for years at the national capital and which 
has now reached a crisis ought to stop. There is no excuse for 
it, noteven the excuse that we have not sufficient means to erect 
the buildings so long as the Government has credit and can bor- 
row money. I think it is certain that less than $2,000,000, it is 
said by many that $1,500,000, would supply all the buildings that 
the Government and the District need within the District, and 
would save to the Government, as an investment, the difference 
between the interest on the money borrowed, 3 per cent, and the 
10 to 15 percent interest paid as rental on the value of the build- 
ings now used by the Government. 

This is not a matter that we can deal with in this bill. It is 
our duty simply to appropriate for these rented buildings that 
have been leased by authority of Congress and are now used for 
public purposes. 

It may be asked, why pay these enormous rents? Simply be- 
cause the character of buildings needed for these various pur- 
poses happens to be such that others can not be obtained at 
lower rental,and there is a ‘‘ corner” on the Government. There 
are but few buildings in the District that are in any respect 
adapted to our purposes; and even those leased are unsuitable, 
and business is being conducted in them at a great disadvantage. 

Mr. Chairman, I have covered the more material portions of 
this bill. There are some others that I will advert to when we 
reach them, under the five-minute rule. I desire simply to say, 
in closing, that with the exception of the omissions in the bill 
of provision for the enforcement of the sugar-bounty act, there 
has been no difference of opinion between members of the com- 
mittee. The bill simply provides, in the main, forwhat the law 
authorizes and requires, aiid in almost all directions I may say 
it meets those requirements. Therefore, with the exception to 


which I have adverted, and the exception of the appropriation 
with reference to the expenses of pension administration, it 
meets the approval of all the members of the committee, and 
may be adjudged to be a bill which Congress ought to pass. 
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I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] 
as much time as he may desire, reserving the remainder of my 
time after he shall have concluded. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr, Chairman, this bill perhaps of all the 
great money-carrying bills making appropriation for the ex- 
penses of the Government is the most uninteresting. It consists 
simply in the examination of the personnel, with reference to 
compensation and usefulness of the vast subordinate force of 
the Government, and the consideration of the wisdom and the 
propriety of raising or decreasing that force in respect to com- 
pensation and numbers. This bill has been the subject of the 
most careful and critical examination on the part of the com- 
mittee in the hearings given chiefs of the Departments as wellas 
of the bureaus of the Government, and few if any changes are 
to be found in itsave the radical none which has been admitted 
by the House under the authority given the special joint com- 
mission to make recommendations for the reorganization of the 
Departments of the Government. That change the House has 
seen proper, by direction, to make part of this bill; a proceed- 
ing somewhat out of the line of the ordinary action of Congress, 
but perhaps a wise judgment and conclusion. It is, however, 
somewhat extraordinary in that it is embodying in an appro ri- 
ation bill legislation which has passed the House but which has 
not yet been even considered by the Senate. 

This bill, Mr. Chairman, comes from the committee with the 
general concurrence of tts members. But little exception, if 
any, can be taken to its general provisions. 

The item in relation to the sugar schedule, to which my dis- 
tinguished colleagueon the committee, Mr. DINGLEY, referred, 
is, perhaps, a drastic action on the part of the committee. 
While I concurred in it ina general way, I do not consider it 
wise as a principle of legislation or as a well-defined legislative 

licy. The provision for the force necessary for the Internal 
Revains Bureau to make its collections should be a part and 
parcel of every appropriation bill solong as the lawstands upon 
the statute book. However, as I have stated, this has been the 
recommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury, concurred in 
by the gentleman having charge of the bill, as well as by the ma- 
jority of the committee, and not ponireas as a legislative act, 
objected to by the minority of the committee; nevertheless, I 
would not feel that I was doing oe to myself if I did not 
reprobate a line of legislative policy which, upon the mere rec- 
ommendation of the head of a Department, coupled with the fact 
that the legislation pertaining thereto had in no wise become 
a part of the statutes of the nation, makes departure from the 
well-defined rule as to appropriation bills which require that 
appropriations shall be made under the statutes as they exist. 

yr. Chairman, I desire to advert to only one other feature of 
this bill, that is with reference to the Pension Bureau and the 
appropriation of half a million dollars asked for by that Bureau 
for the eo of investigating frauds and providing forspecial 
agencies. This Congress, in a desire to meet the declarations 
of the Commissioner of Pensions as well as the utterance of the 
President of the United States in his m sent to Congress 
last December, gave to the Commissioner of Pensions, in addi- 
tion te the amount in the appropriation bill for the present fiseal 
year, $200,000 for the special agent force and their traveling ex- 
penses in the eas investigations pertaining to what was 
claimed to be a wise administration of that Bureau, based upon 
the declarations and utterances of the Commissioner of Pensions 
and the President of the United States. 

Following up that generous action of C , the Commis- 
sioner comes before the Committee on Appropriations and asks, 
not enly the old eee of $200,000, which has been car- 
ried in the a on bills for some years past, not only the 
$200,000 additional which we gave him cae legislation in 
one of the deficiency bills, but anappropr. of 8500 000. He 
asks for this without submitting to the committee, as he might 
have done even at this late day, any statement that he has de- 
veloped additional frauds in connection with the Pension Bureau 
since the time when we gave him thats eT of 
#200,000; and the committee wisely say to him, in effect: ‘‘ You 
have failed to show a result from the generous action of Con- 
gross in increasing your Fg yt yee rom $200,000 to $400,000 
and our conclusion is that the old appropriation is amply suffi- 
cient to meet the requirements of your Bureau.” 

_ Tam, sir, in daily expectation, and I trust that I shall not be 
disappointed, that the Commissioner of will, before 
this session of Congress closes, give us some statementof results 
and. some detailed information as to the — the large 


coreenet clamored for by the 


of Pensions, and granted by Congress. he has 
not done it up to this time warrants committee in the con- 
clusion, their refusai to grant this extra amount im 
namely, that the occasion for an ap iation for the de 
of alleged frauds in connection wi 
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frauds ever existed at ali, is no greater to-day than it has been 
heretofore, and therefore the declaration of the Commissioner 
of Pensions in his annual report, as well as the utterances of 
the President of the United States, claiming the whole pension 
system was ramified with fraud, stands condemned in the judg- 
ment of the committee, as I trust it will be condemned by the 
eeqeees of this House. 

I have nothing more to say upon this bill, Mr. Chairman, be- 
yond again repeating that it comes before the House generally 
approved in nearly all its features by all the members of the 
committee. 

Mr. DOCKERY. LI yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER]. 

Mr. BOATNER. I desire to give notice at this time that 
when this bill shall be under consideration by paragraphs I shall 
offer an amendment which I ask the Clerk now to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


‘ On page 10, amend by adding in line 4, afterthe word ‘‘salary,” the follow- 
“Provided, That the Secretary of the Senate and Sergeant-at-Arms of the 


House shall respectively deduct from the monthly roa of each Mem- 
or Delegate the amount of his salary for each day that he has been ab- 





sent without leave of the Senate or House, as the case may be, unless he as- 
signs as the reason therefor sickness of himself or a member of his family 
requiring his attention; and if any leave of absence be revoked the Member 
or Delegate shall, on receiving notice thereof, forthwith return by the ordi- 
meaviaes” of travel under penalty of the deduction from his salary as above 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, my object in offering this 
amendment is to restore to the House what! consider to be one of 
its iaalienable rights—that of granting leave of absence to mem- 
bers without deduction of their salary for the time they are ab- 
sent. It is clear to my mind that under the provision of the 
Constitution which empowers this House to make rules for the 
government of its members, it is authorized to grant leaves of 
absence; and that its right to do so can not be, or at least ought 
not to be practically limited, if not destroyed, by a statute which, 
according to the construction now being given it, forfeits the 
pay of the member when absent from any other cause than that 
of sickness of himself or family. 

Under section 40 of the Revised Statutes the Sergeant-at- 
Arms is requiring members to sign certificates giving the num- 
ber of days that have been absent from the House and for 
which in their opinion they ought to suffer a deduction of sal- 
ary under the provisions of the law. That law reads as follows: 

Src. 40. The Secretary of the Senate and Sergeant-at-Arms of the House, 
respectively, shall deduct from the monthly oa of each Member or 

te the amount of his salary for each ae that he has been absent from 
the Senate or House, respectively, unless such Member or Delegate aszigns 
as the reason for such absence the sickness of himself or of some member of 
his family. 

Under the construction which is being given to this statute, 
any member who is absent from the House, unless he assigns as 
a reason for his absence the sickness of himself or some member 
of his family, must suffer a deduction of his pay proportionate 
to the number of days that he is absent. In my judgment, Mr. 
Chairman, that law isrepealed. By referring to the act of July 
28, 1866, we find this provision: 

That the com: of each Senator, Representative, and Delegate in 
Congress shall per annum, to be computed from the first day of the 
present Congress, and in addition thereto m at the rate of 20 cents per 
Inile, to be estimated by the nearest route usually traveled in going to and 
ret om. each session; but nothing herein contained shall 
affect mileage accounts already accrued under existing laws. 


There isthe statute which fixes thesalary of members at $5,000 
perannum. There is no provision for a per diem or monthly 
salary; but they are to receive a salary of $5,000 per annum. 

By the act of 1867 it is provided— 


That each Senator, — of the House of Representatives, and Dele- 


te in Congress, ving taken and subscri the required oath, shall 
fe entitled to receive his at the end of each month, at the rate 
now esta 


nad mileage to the ist dayor July next is hereby appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise eppropriaea ee — 

Thus we have two statutes—the statute of 1866 fixing the sal- 
ary of Senators and Representatives at $5,000 per annum, and 
the act of 1867 declaring that the salary shal! be paid monthly. 
There is no qualification or exception ineither law. The salary 
is absolute. The direction that it shall be paid monthly is abso- 
lute. Laws may be repealed either expressly or by implication. 
They are expressly repealed when the repeal law declares 
that the previous act is repealec. They are impliedly repealed 
when the terms of the repealing act are inconsistent with the 
terms of the antecedent act. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will the gentleman yield a moment? 

Mr. BOATNER. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. As I understand, the amendment of the 

or by implication, 


tection tleman proposes to either directly 
e Pension Office, if any The existing law. If that is 80, what would the gentleman say 


1894. 





to a point of order on the amendment, that it changes existing 
law? 

Mr. BOATNER. I have been very unfortunate if I have not 
made the geuileman understand my proposition, that section 40 
of the Revised Statutes was repealed by the act of 1856 and the 
act of 1867,and that 1am now proposing toenact astatute which 
will deprive members of their salaries when absent without 
leave of the House. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. But suppose that provision of the Re- 
vised Statutes is not repealed, your amendment by implication 
repeals it. 

Mr. BOATNER. Oh, no. I donot say that my amendment 
by implication repeals it, I say the provision is already re- 
pealed. I say that under the act of 1866 and the act of 1867 I 
have the right to demand at the end of each month my monthly 
salary and that the law which authorized the Sergeant-at-Arms 
of this House to deduct any portion of my salary is repealed by 
those acts—the act of 1866 and of 1867. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Here is the whole trouble: There is 
only one branch of this Government that can declare that law 
repealed. 

M vr. BOATNER. I beg the gentleman's pardon; I can not 

ield him my time for an argument. I have only ten minutes. 

e will have opportunity to state his views when he obtains the 
floor in his own right. 

Mr, LIVINGSTON. The gentleman will excuse me: I did 
not know that his time was limited. 

Mr. BOATNER. i state, then, this proposition: that the act 
of 1866 and theactof 1867 have repealed section 40 of the Revised 
Statutes, passed, I believe in 1556, in that these last two statutes 
not only fix the amount of the annual salary but require that it 
shall be paid monthly. I maintain that the statute which was 
onthe books at that time directing the Sergeant-at-Arms to de- 
duct from members’ salaries on account of absence not being 
excepted in the provisions of the repealing act, isfor that reason 
repealed. 

r. WILLIAM A. STONE. I desire toask, if the gentleman 
from Louisiana will yield to me a moment, whether he will be 
willing to insert the word “hereafter” in the amendment he 
proposes toadd? 

. Mr. BOATNER. I do not think it would be at all necessary. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The trouble is that if you do not put in the 
word — the provision would die with the appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. If he did put it in this legislation would 
be subject to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana has expired. 

Mr. BOATNER. I would like to have a few minutes longer. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will yield three minutes longer to the gen- 


tleman. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, it does seem to me to be in- 
consistent with the dignity of this body that the House should 
undertake to deprive itself of the power to grant leaves of ab- 
sence to its members, when in its judgment they should be 

ranted. I will guarantee that there is not another legislative 

y in the United States which does not claim and exercise this 
privilege. 

It is, in my opinion, belittling the position of a member of 
Congress. It is belitttling this body itself to place ourselves in 
the condition of day laborers, working under the eye of a task- 
master, who is to keep our time and deduct for the time we are 
absent, or the time that we do not appear here on the floor of 
the House in the discharge of our official duties. I repeat it is 
incopsistent with the dignity of the office; it is inconsistent 
with what is due to the membership of this body, and incon- 
sistent with the dignity of the House itself that it should be 
made impossible for the House to grant leaves of absence to an 
of its members without deducting from them $13 a day for eac 
SS they are so absent. 

my judgment, the statute of 1856 is not only subject to the 
objection that it has been repealed by the subsequent statutes of 
18€4 and 1867, but to the objection that it is inconsistent with 
the power which the House has under the Constitution toframe 
its own rules for the government and control of its own mem- 
bers. That power has been exercised without reserve or quali- 
fication, and under Rule VIII leaves of absence are authorized. 
There is eee the rule which carries loss of salary as a 
concomitant of the absence of any member to whom the leave is 
granted. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, when this bill is read by sections 
Ishall offer the amendment I have suggested and ask a vote 


u it. 

Mtr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time is under the contrel of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri. 
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Mr. DOCKERY. {[t will be impossible for me to give time to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It can be charged to this side of the House. 
My colleague desires to present a few remarks in connection 
with the proposed amendment of the gentleman from Louisiana, 
and not touching the general proposition. 

Mr. DINGLEY. IL yield to the gentloman from Pennsylvania 
fifteen minutes, or whatever time he desires. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I am ready to 
confess that the amendment suggested by my colleague on the 
Judiciary Committee,from Louisiana,is a great improvement 
on the law as it is now construed by the majority of that com- 
mittee. But I am not willing to concede that there is any neces- 
sity for even such an amendment. I believe that section 49 of 
the Revised Statutes, which the majority of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee has found to be stjll in force,is actually repealed, and 
that it is not now in force and does not regulate the payment 
of the salaries of the members of this House. 

If we should pass the amendment as suggested by the gentie- 
man from Louisiana we would run into this difficulty: The Sen- 
ate holds that section 40 of the Revised Statutes is not in force, 
and they would not pass the amendment, but would strike it 
from the bill; and hence we would find our condition to b» the 
same as itis now, namely, the House holding the fortieth section 
to be in force, while the Senate holds it to be repealed: and it 
will be utterly impossible to get any legislation through the 
House which recognizes the existence of that section that would 
find favor at the other end of the Capitol. 

This section 40 of the Revised Statutes, which was codified in 
the Revised Statutes, has not been in force for twenty-eight 
years. Itis astretch of the imagination, if not of the law, to 
presume that at this late date any lawyer would undertake to 
resurrect a statute which has not been in force for that length 
of time. In the first place it is a simple question of law. There 
is no politics in it,and nothing to prevent any member on either 
side of the House from voting his convictions as to what is or is 
not thelaw. The fortieth section was codified from the act of 
1856, and is known as the sjxth section of that act. This section 
of the act of 1856 provided that the Sergeant-at-Arms should 
deduct from the payment of members under certain circum- 
stances, as follows: 

That it shail be the duty of the Sergeant-at-Armsof the House and the Sec - 
retary of the Senate, respectively, to deduct from the monthly paymentof 
me Ts, as herein provided for, the amount of his compensation for each 
day t such member shall be absent from the House or the Senate, respec- 
tively, unless such Senator, Representative, or Delegate shall assign as the 
. for such absence the sickness of himself or some member of his fam- 

The language of the section expressly directs the Sergeant- 
at-Arms to deduct from the monthly payment of members “as 
herein provided for,” and therefore we have to look to the first 
section of the act of 1856 to ascertain what provision is made for 
the monthly payment of members. 

We find that members, under the first section of the act of 
1856, were to receive a compeusation of $6,000 for each Congress; 
that on the last day of the session ae were to receive the bal- 
ance of the money unpaid to them that had accrued. Under 
that act they were to draw monthly payments of $250 per month. 
Now, if the sixth section of the act of 1856 is enforced, we can 
only deduct from the monthly payment of members ‘‘as herein 
—s, for,” or as therein provided for, which would be about 

r 


y. 

So long as that act of 1856 was enforced it was a very conven- 
ient thing mathematically to deduct from the monthly pay of 
members eight dollars and some cents perday. But, Mr. Chair- 
man, in 1866 Congress passed another law, and that law is the 
law under which we have been working. That law authorized 
the payment of an annual salary of $5,000 per year to members, 
and the moment that law went into force and effect, that mo- 
ment the sixth section of 1856 ceased to be operative, and no- 
body has ever undertaken, before this Congress, to put it into 
operation. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It was not reénacted in the law of 1866. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Itwas not retnacted in that law. 
The act of 1866 especially provided a salary for members. It is 
very simple. This is the act: 

That the Compensation of each member, Senator and Representative and 
Delegate in Congress, shall be 85,000 per annum, to be paid from first day of 


the present Congress, and in addition thereto mileage at the rate of 20 cents 
per , to be estimated by the nearest route usually traveled to and re- 


turning from its regular sessions, 


No attempt was ever made to qualify this act of 1866 by apply- 
ing to it the sixth section of the act of 1856, because it will at 
once be observed that the sixth section of the act of 1856 is re- 
stricted. The Sergeant-at-Arms is empowered to deduct from 
the monthl 


ing as prov 


of members, ‘‘as herein provided for,” mean- 
in the act of 1856, and that provision was not to 
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exceed $250 per month, and that would not permit the Sergeant- 
at-Arms to make a deduction of more than $8 per day. Then 
from 1866 down to the present time no deductions have ever 
been mado from the salary of members. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Of either House. 

Mr, WILLIAM A. STONE. Of either House. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Will the gentlemanallow me toask him 
a@ question? 

Mr, WILLIAM A. STONE, Certainly. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Before the act of 1866 was passed, had 
not deductions ceased to be made under the act of 1856? 

Is it not a fact that they had ceased to enforce the act of 1856? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I understand that is so. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Then there is no force to the argument 
that it was not done after 1866, when It was not done previous to 
1866? : 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, I donot know whether they un- 
dertook to make deductions previous to 1866 or not, but I do 
know that after the act of 1866 was passed, there was no legal 
authority for making deductions. 

Mr. TAWNEY. At the session of Congress following the 
passage of the law of 1856 there was a joint resolution passed 
which, in effect, I think, would repeal the act of 1856, and from 
and after the passage of that joint resolution I understand there 
were no deductions made. . 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. What joint resolution does the 
gentleman refer to? 

Mr. TAWNEY. A joint resolution passed in February, 1857. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. That resolution of 1857, 1 think, 
had no particular effect on the law at all. The simple effect of 
that was to authorize members to receive on the first day of the 
session the salary which had accrued, for instance, from the 4th 
cf March until the Ist of December, instead of waiting until the 
last day of the session to draw the money. 

I do not think that had any application to the authority to 
deduct for absence, but the position that we take is the act of 
1866 simply repealed the act of 1856 by implication; that there 
could not have been any intention whatever to still pursue the 
deduction from members’ salaries for absent days after the pas- 

e of the act of 1866. 
Ir. DOLLIVER. What effect does the codification of the 
statute have? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I will come to that later. Un- 
car the act of 1873 Congress — another act, known as*the 
salary grab. It authorized the payment to members of a salary 
oi $7,500 per year, and that was in force for that Congress; but 
in 1874 Congress repealed the salary-grab act and provided that 
the laws which were in force on the 3d of March, 1873, should 
thereafter be the laws for the — of salaries. Therefore 
we go back to the 3d of March, 1873, to ascertain what the law 
was in reference to the payment of salaries. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. Will the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania yield for a question? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Certainly. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. I want to ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania whether inexamining the law of 1856 he had 
considered the question as to whether or not that law designed 
and contemplated to take away from the House the power to 
grant leaves of absence. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Oh, no,sir. The act of 1856 ex- 
pevany directed the Sergeant-at-Arms to make this deduction 
or absent days. Under that actit was tho duty of the a, 
at-Arms to keep a record of the time of the members in the 
more, ona to check members off as they failed to appear on 
ro 8. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi. If the gentleman will permit 
me one question further, Was there anything in the act itself 
designed or intended to deprive the House of power to grant 
leave of absence? 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. None whatever; buta literal con- 
struction of the sixth section of the act of 1856 would deprive 
the member of his pay for the day absent, unless he was absent 
on account of sickness; and I understand that was the way in 
which the law was enforced. 

Now, it is said that the enactment of the Revised Statutes 
codified the sixth section of the actof 1856 into the fortieth sec- 
tion of the Revised Statutes, and made it the law, if it had not 
been before; in other words, that if the act of 1866 repealed the 
act of 1856, that, nevertheless, the of the Revised Stat- 
utes, which copied this sixth section of the act of 1856 into what 
is known as the fortieth section of the Revised Statutes, pro- 
mulgated and continued that act. 

That would be true, Mr. Chairman, al h the act of 1856 
was repealed by implication by the act of 1866; that would be 
true, if it was not for this fact—that the law which enacted the 


Revised Statutes and passed them expressly provides in one of 
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the sections that any act passed subsequent to the Ist of Decem- 
ber, 1873, shall be as subsequent acts of Congress; and anything 
in the Revised Statutes which is contrary to any provision 
— subsequently shall be a by it. Now, the act of 

anuary 20, 1874, which repealed the ‘‘salary-grab” law, ex- 
od reénacted the laws as they existed on the 3d of March, 





Therefore, we have by the very provisions of the Revised 
Statutes a section expressly providing that, although the Re- 
vised Statutes may contain provisions, yet that any subsequent 
act which is contrary to the other provisions shall be enforced. 
The Revised Statutes were made the law in June, 1874. But 
they provided expressly that what was passed after the ist of 
December, 1873, shall be a subsequent act of Congress. There- 
fore we have this—between the Ist of December, 1873, and June, 
1874, when the Revised Statutes became law, we have the act of 
January 20, 1874, which reénacts the laws as they existed on the 
3d of March, 1873; and then, as the act of 1866 was in force on 
the 3rd of March, 1873, it became a subsequent law; anything in 
the Revised Statutes contradictory to it, by express enactment 
notwithstanding. 

Therefore, it is plain that the act of 1866, being in force on 
the 3d of March, 1873, and being reénacted by the act of Jan- 
uary 20, 1874, being contradictory, as I claim, and entirely re- 
pugnant to the sixth section of the act of 1856, and entirely 
repugnant to section 40 of the Revised Statutes, practically 
ent it; and we have now the law as it stood on the 3d day 
of March, 1873, which is a salary of $5,000 per annum. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, while there are a good many other mat- 
ters, to sum it all up, it is this: The Revised Statutes, by vir- 
tue of their own express provisions, exclude and do not enforce 
the fortieth section because of a subsequent enactment, namely, 
the enactment of January 20, 1874, passed after the Ist of De- 
~ 1873, the time when the Revised Statutes were to take 
effect. 

Now, then, if the sixth section of the act of 1856 or the for- 
tieth section of the Revised Statutes, call it what you will, is in 
force to-day, we have this curious phase of the law. We havea 
law which gives to members of Congress an annual salary of 
$5,000 per annum, and another law which authorizes the Ser- 
———- to deduct $8.33 from the daily payment of $l4 a 

ay for absence for other cause than sickness. It seems to me 
that the very statement of that proposition settles the question; 
and on its face it is repugnant, legally repugnant, and for that 
reason can not be enforced. 

Now, then, we might go to work and patch, by treating the 
fortieth section as in force, and undertake to modify it, but any 
law which we — here in this House recognizing section 40 of 
the Revised Statues to be in force will not receive the approval 
of the body at the other end of the Capitol, for the reason that 
they regardsection 40 as having been repealed—after a thorough 
examination I understand—and they would not pass a law to re- 

a law which they already hold as repealed. 

To hold that the fortieth section of the Revised Statutes is in 
force is, by that declaration, to admit that the membersof every 
Congress for the last twenty-eight years have been drawing sal- 
aries that they were not legally entitled to, and they may be 
called upon to refund some portion of those salaries. 

Mr. BOATNER. I suggest to the gentleman that the amend- 
ment I have offered proceeds upon the hypothesis that section 
40 of the Revised Statutes is repealed by the acts of 1866 and 
1867. Otherwise it would not be in order, but it is in order, in 
that it changes existing law and in the line of the reduction of 


expenses. 

tt we admit that section 40 of the Revised Statutes is in ferce, 
then this amendment isnot in order. It is based upon the prop- 
osition that that section is repealed by the act of 1866, sod that 
now, in maki anereene on for the compensation of mem- 
bers, we may limit it in the way indicated in the amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I have no fault to find with the 
ere pee be amendment. Ithinkitisa very great improvement, 

utif section 40 of the Revised Statutes is out of the way there is 
no occasion for thatamendment. If section 40is not in force we 
do not need the gentleman’s amendment, and to pass that 
amendment is a concession that we do need it and that sec- 
tion 40 is still in force. However, when the resolution comes 
before the House, or when it comes before the House as an 
amendment on this bill, if the House should vote that section 40 of 
the Revised Statutes is in force, then I would very cheerfully 
support the gentleman’s amendment, believing it to be an im- 
provement on section 40, 

Mr. a I would suggest to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania that he incorporate in his remarks the Senate report 
to which he has referred. 

~~ cca A.STONE. Ido not know the number of the 
repo 
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Mr. CRAWFORD. I understand the gentleman from Penu- 
sylvania to take the position that the statute of 1866 repeals the 
statute of 1856 by implication? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Do you hold asa legal proposition that 
one statute can repeal another by implication, except in so far 
as they are in conflict? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. They are in conflict. 
why I hold it. 

Mr.CRAWFORD. Not in that particular, as I understand it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Ithinkso. The conflict is ap- 
parent when you come to read the two statutes. The act of 1866 
gives a salary direct of so much per annum, and the act of 1856 
directs the Sergeant-at-Arms to make a deduction from the 
monthly pay of members for absence for any other reason than 
on account of sickness ‘‘as herein provided for.”” The provision 
‘*herein provided for’ is $250 per month, so that the deduction 
for a day’s absence could not exceed $8.33. 

If I make a contract with a man to perform manual labor for 
so much a month, with a proviso that for every day I am absent 
he may deduct so much money—the per diem amount that I am 
entitled to under the monthly payment, let it be $8.33 or any 
other sum—and then we make a subsequent contract, by which 
he agrees to pay me $5,000 a year, while there may be nothing 
in that subsequent contract expressly repealing or revoking the 
prior one, yet it necessarily revokes it. In other words, the act 
of 1856 does not fit the act of 1866, and it can not be made to fit 
it in any way. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Ido not see how the gentleman reaches 
that conclusion, because the salary under the act of 1866 is in- 
creased over the act of 1856. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Does the gentleman suppose that 
Congress intended to preserve a law which authorized a deduc- 
tion from the pay of each member ‘‘as herein provided,” when 
the compensation was changed? The compensation ‘herein 
provided ” being at the rate of $250 a month, does the gentleman 
suppose that Congress intended to retain that law and have it 
apply to a salary of $5,000 a year? 

Mr.CRAWFORD. I think the gentleman's contention might 
be correct if the pay provided in the subsequent act was less 
than in the prior one, but, on the contrary, it is increased, and, 
therefore, I hold that the presumption can not arise that the in- 
tention of Congress was to make no deduction from the higher 
salary when a deduction had been made from the lower one. 

Mr. WILLIAM. A. STONE. But, does the gentleman sup- 
pose that Congress intended to make the deduction of only part 
of a day’s pay when the member was absent for the whole day? 
Does he think that Congress intended to deduct $8.33 as a per 
diem nalty for the absence of a member who was entitled to 
$14 a day: 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Not atall. There was no provision of 
that sort. The whole matter is left to the member himself to 
say whether or not he has been absent or whether or not a de- 
duction should be made, allowing each member to make his own 
certificate. Fractions are not considered. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. But, under the act of 1866, the 
member received $14aday, while under section 14 the Ser- 
oan if he makes a deduction at all, is authorized to 

educt only $8.33 a day. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Lvyield to the gentleman from New York 
Jl CooMBs] thirty minutes, or so much time as he may de- 
sire. 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr: Chairman, I shall probably not occupy 
the whole thirty minutes, as I shall confine myself to some few 
salient points in the bill. Being new in service upon the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, I have found the work rather inter- 
esting. In ee to reduce the expenses of the adminis- 
trative portion of the Government, we found ourselves beset 
with difficulties on all hands. My experience in this matter has 
taught me one lesson, if nothing more, and that is to look with 
disfavor wpon propositions to add, even temporarily, any new 
department or force to those already existing. 

find that when men get into the oneies of the Government 
there are influences coming up from all sources to keep them 
there; that when a barnacle becomes attached to the ship of 
state it is ge sure to stay there, and that it is very difficult 
to detach it; that the committee after all its work—after re- 
forming thoroughly one large Department of the Government— 
has been able to reduce the working force 5 per cent is consid- 
ered a great achievement. 

In relation to the temper in which this bill has been discussed 
by members of the committee of both — parties com 
ing it, I can any that it has been done in a spirit of perfect fair- 
ness, with no idea of cutting down unduly in any direction, but 
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and the fact that the bill in nearly every respect received the 
unanimous vote of the general committee shows that the sub- 
committee was very successful in its undertaking. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] has in a measure 
anticipated a portion of the remarks that I proposed to make in 
relation to rental of buildings. [t may not be understood by all 
members of the House that scattered through the city of Wash- 
ington are dozens of buildings rented in whole or in part by the 
Government for the carrying onofits operations. In many ciscs 
these buildings are inconveniently located: and in nearly ever) 
case they are ill sdupted to the purpose. We have found build- 
ings overloaded with public documents; and in the course of our 
investigations I have been obliged to advise that documents ba 
removed, because the buildings were unsafe—were unable to 
carry, without danger, the loads which were imposed upon them. 
And in looking for buildings which were safe we found our- 
selves unable to find them. There are to-day, gentlemen, im- 
portant documents of this Government that need to be referred 
to constantly which are difficult of reference, being inconven- 
iently crowded into cellars and into buildings that are not fire- 
proof. 

I wish to call attention to the fact that when you divide de- 
partments up in that way you vastly increase the expense of ad- 
ministration. You make it necessary to have more men of high 
salaries in charge to control subordinate forces. You cause the 
necessity for additional subdivisions of departmental forces. 
There is a great deal lost in traveling from one place to an- 
other. Thus the Government business is not only done at vastly 
greater cost, but with largely increased inconvenience. So [I 
take it that the estimate which the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. 
DINGLEY] made in relation to rentals should have added to it 
the extra expense of administration in these departments. 

I have found that in but one case is any building rented by the 
Governmentatless than 7 percent of its value; and that building 
is one which ought not to te used by the Government atall, hav- 
ing been rejected by almost everybody else; and many rentals 
run up as high as 18 percent. The gentleman from Maine has 
justly condemned this bad policy of a great Government like 
ours, a Government which should be able to provide facilities 
for doing its business in a dignified way. I am not cailed upon 
to repeat his words. ButI say to you, gentlemen, and to Con- 
gress, that the time is not far distant when public buildings 
sufficient to meet the wants of the Government must be erected. 
We must face that problem; and it is not a very difficult one. 
The buildings which the Government requires should be erected 
in convenient localities, near one another, and should be such 
structures as will add dignity and beauty to this city as well as 
promote the convenience of the Government. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Willthe gentlemanallow 
a question? 

Mr. COOMBS. Certainly. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Is it not afact that some- 
times the Government needs a building only temporarily, and 
in such cases must it not necessarily rent a building? For in- 
stance, a building for the Census Bureau is needed only tempo- 
rarily. Ofcourse, it would not pay the Government to erect or 
own a building which was to be occupied only temporarily. 

Mr. COOMBS. I think the gentleman has mentioned the only 
case of that kind—the Census building. 

I wish to say, furthermore, that in looking for buildings to take 
the place of those now occupied which are unsuitable for the 
purpose, or for which the Government is paying too much rent, 
we were unable to find them. We tried the power house down 
on the avenue, but we found it totally unadapted for the use of 
the Government on account of its not being strong enough to 
earry the neccessary load, and also because the constant vibra- 
tion makes it undesirable for use by Department clerks. 

Now, I come to the question of the appropriation of $200,000 
for special examiners in the Pension Bureau. It is claimed 
that this is not enough. It was admitted in the committee that 
it might possibly not be enough: but there was no man, Demo- 
crat or Republican, in the committee who was not willing that 
the Department should have all the money that may be found 
necessary in order that our pensions shall be quickly granted. 

Ido not think, Mr. Chairman, that gentlemen on this floor 
will say that the Department of Pensions shall not examine into 
cases of fraud or of alleged fraud. Itisthe duty of the Depart- 
ment, as an administrative department of the Government, to 
take cognizance of all such cases. We can not embody into law 
a provision that such things shall not be examined into, and I 
sak gentlemen now present what has been their experience in 
relation to the granting of pensions during this Administration? 
My personal experience has been that never before were exami- 
nations made so quickly or pensions granted so speedily as under 
the present Commissioner of Pensions. 
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T am willing to trust him, gentlemen, to administer that fund 
in the general interest of the business of the Pension Office, and 
more particularly in the direction of the quick granting of oa 
sions. For one I shall never place an obstacle in the way of the 
Pension Office making the speediest and most thorough exami- 
nation of all pending claims, because the pensioners are getting 
old, and if they are to have their pensions they ought to have 
them now when they need them. I believe that isthe sentiment 
of the whole committee. If they needed, then, a million dollars 
for special examinations in order to facilitate the work of expe- 
diting the granting of pensions they would receive it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. How about the board of re- 
view? 

Mr. COOMBS. Well, I am not talking of that now. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I never get further than the 
board of review. 

Mr. COOMBS. Well, I do, always. 

Mr. WLLSON of Washington. I congratulate the gentleman. 
I would like some of these special agents to investigate that 
matter. 

Mr.COOMBS. Now, Mr. Chairman, we come to a new propo- 
sition, on page 20 of the bill, whereby, after the closing of the 
next fiscal year, it is made the law that the Civil Service Com- 
mission shall be enabled to employ their own forces. You know 
that at present they are entirely at the control of the other De- 
partments; that is to say, the Departments detail the clerks for 
the Commission. The result has been that not always the best 
clerks are detailed there, but often men that the various Depart- 
ments are anxious to get rid of. The result of this has been a 
lack of efficiency which should not — in that Department 
of the Gavernment, which you and I believe is here to stay. 

If we are to have the Civil Service Commission at all, I claim 
that we should make it as perfect and effective as possible. It 
may be claimed by some gentlemen that the idea of detailing 
clerks from the other Pe Ree we was for the popes of pro- 
viding men who were skilled in those Departmentsin the exam- 
ination of candidates. But if that was the original intention of 
the law it has not been carried out. Men skilled in the various 
Departments have not been detailed to the Civil Service Com- 
mission, and that Commission has suffered from that deficiency, 
which is sought to be remedied here. 

I shall reserve any further remarks on the bill until we pro- 
ceed under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield fifteen minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MAHON]. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit a few obser- 
vations on theamend ment proposed by the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana[Mr. BOATNER]. It seems h ly worth while to go into 
a lega! discussion as to the status of the fortieth section, to which 
reference has been made. One thing-is certain—that the law- 
yers disagree about this business, as to whether such a law is 
still in force or not, authorizing the Sergeant-at-Arms to deduct 
members’ salaries for absence. Able lawyers, some of the ablest 
in the House, differ on that question, and certainly when there 
is so much uncertainty about a matter of this kind, it is entirely 
proper for the House to settle it definitely, either by reénacting 
section 40 of the Revised Statutes, or by providing some other 
legislation to meet the case. 

he history of how members came to be paid in the present 
form is alittle interesting. I find that from the First Congress 
up to the T'wenty-sixth Congress the Speaker, without any law 
authorizing him to do so, simply presented himself at the T'reas- 
ury Department, drew the money for the salaries of members, 
brought the money down tothe House, and paid them in cash. 
After awhile that becoming too much ofa burdenon theS r 
as legislation increased, he called the Sergeant-at-Arms in, and 
that official assisted the S er in the payments. So 
matters stood up to 1856, with little legislation upon the subject, 

Then the act of 1856 was passed. In that act, for the first time, 
the Sergeant-at-Arms was recognized as a disbursing officer of 
the House. and he is recognized in section 6 of that act, which is 
known as the fortieth section of the Revised Statutes, authoriz- 
ing him to deductfrom the payment of members as ‘‘ hereinbefore 

rovidedfor.” That wasfollowed by theact of 1866, which act was 
fn force until 1873; and during all these — the Treasury De- 
ae recognized the er as the disbursing officer of the 
use. From of law of 1866 all the De nts of the 
Government and all of the members of who served dur- 
ing that period recognized section 6 of the act of 1856 as being 
repealed or obsolete, 
r. HUTCHESON. I would like oa ques- 
tion. What was it that repealed the act of 1856? 

Mr. MAHON. Why, because the act of 1856 provided that 
members should get $6,000 per Congress—not per annum; that 
they should be paid $250 a month, and the sixth section pro- 
vided that the Sergeant-at-Arms should deduct for absence of 
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members, unless on account of sickness of himself or family “ as 
SaaED provided for,” according to the language of the 


act. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. But what was it that from 1856 to 1866 
repealed that section? 

Mr. MAHON. Between those two dates? 

Mr. HUTCHESON, Yes; between those dates. 

Mr. MAHON. I am notdiscussing that. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. But I want you to discuss that. 

Mr. MAHON. I will answer you. From 1856 to 1866 a num- 
ber of members of Congress recognized that law as being in force, 
and if the gentleman will go into the Treasury Department he 
will find that from 1856 to 1866 membersof this House and of the 
Senate did dock themselves for their daily pay when absent. 
You will find that several members did that. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Not after 1861. 

Mr. MAHON. Now, Mr. Chairman, after 1866, after that law 
had been changed, after the age of the law giving them 
$5,000 per annum, from that date up to 1894 no man ever pre- 
tended that this law wasinforce. But the Revised Statutes did 
reénact this section. It was placed in the Revised Statutes. 
Whether properly or improperly it was allowed to remain 
there, and was reénacted into law by Congress, and on the 22d 
of June, 1874, that section went into force again, with this differ- 
ence, that the gentlemen who prepared the revision, in putting 
it into the Revised Statutes, knowing that it did not apply to the 
act of 1866, knowing that it did not opply to the act of 1873, 
called the salary-grab act, struck out the words ‘‘as herein- 
before,” and simply made it deduct from the monthly pay of 
members, making it apply to the act of 1873, known as the gal- 
ary-grab act. Now, this existed until 1874, when the act repeal- 
ing the a act putin this proviso, that the law of 1873 
is repealed, and the compensation and mileage of members of 
Congress shall be fixed by the laws existing prior to the passage 
of the act of 1873; thus wiping it out of the Revised Statutes 
again. (Sec. 40.) 

We have nothing to do with the Revised Statutes. The ques- 
tion is, What was the law prior to the adoption of the Revised 
Statutes? because that section was reénacted, and then by the 
act of 1874 it was repealed and stricken out again. This point 
is clear tome. I differ with the gentleman from Texas on that. 

I want to come to another branch of this matter. The Senate 
some years ago passed an act making the oo that body 
a disbursing officer, authorizing him to go to the Treasury De- 
partment, and upon his warrant or requisition draw the money 
pk oa for the pay of Senators, take charge ofthat money 
and to them; and he is paying them to-day, not upon vouch- 
ers signed by the Presidentof the Senate, but their salary is paid 
on a draft which they draw on the Secretary. The draft drawn 
by Senators is a draft and voucher combined. The Senate do 
not recognize section 40 of the Revised Statutes. They do not 
recognize that any officer has a right to deduct any amount from 
their pay. They do not recognize that the President of the Sen- 
ate must attest their drafts before they can bs paid. By — 
ing the act making the Secretary a disbursing officer they have 
put the whole matter in his hands. 

After the Silcott defalcation in this House in 1890, this House 
reénacted the same law. The only difference is that in the place 
of the Secretary they putin the word “ Sergeant-at-Arms,” com- 
manding that officer to go to the Treasury and upon his requi- 
sition draw the money and bring it to his office, and there dis- 
burse it in accordance with the act of 1866; and the Sergeant- 
at-Arms to-day under that act making him a disbursing officer, 
has drawn $354,000. He has it now in his possession. 

Mr. REED. My pay and yours? 

Mr.MAHON. Yes, the pay of the gentleman from Maine and 

. He has my pay, and I say it is his bounden duty, under 
the act of 1890, to pay it to us in accordance with the act of 
1866. There was no act ~ upon the books in relation to the 
Speaker of the House until 1883. From the beginning of this 
Government until 1886 the Speaker of this House was not rec- 
ognized by law as a anything to do with the salaries of 
members, but the act of 1886 says he shall certify the accounts 


and mileage of members to the Secretary of the ry) and 
that the certificate shall be binding upon the officers of De- 
partments. 


That was in 1886. Then we come to 1890. The law then said 
that the Sergeant-at-Arms should bea disbursing officer, not 
that he might draw upon the certificate of the Speaker or of 

body else, but the act says he shall draw the moneys appro- 
priated or hereafter to be appropriated for the members of Con- 
— take them into his on, and pay the money to mem- 

rs in accordance with the law of 1866. 

a that the act of 1890 wipes out the act of 1886, which re- 
q the Speaker to keep the accounts of the members. But 
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let that be as it may. There is an honest difference of opinion 
about this, and I want to go to another matter. 

Iam not adefender of absenteeism. Iam hereas continuously 
as my health and that of my family will permit. I propose to 
stay here asa member and discharge my duties, but I want to 
show you the injustice of the order adopted by the Sergeant-at- 
Arms. There 356 membersof this House, and «ll the deductions 
made in the past month from the salaries of these 356 members 
is $1,256, or $3.50 per member. Members of the Senate can go 
and stay away for months under their construction of the law. 
They are paid in full whether they have leave of absence or not. 
This House has no way of ascertaining whether a member has 
been absent or present. 

You have not adopted a rule which would show whether a 

_member is absent or present; but you have left it to the mem- 
bers of this House to put their own construction upon the law, 
put their own meaning on the statutes on the law books, and 
then file their certificates with the Sergeant-at-Arms. I donot 
desire to be personal in this matter, and do not wish to castany 
reflection upon any member of this House; but I know thatthere 
have been certificates filed with the Sergeant-at-Arms certify- 
ing that the members have been presentduring the whole of the 
last month, when members have been absent part of the time. 
I know that there have been certificates sent to the Sergeant- 
at Arms by those who have not been present during the last 
month, and they have drawn their pay in full; and other mem- 
bers, who stood here in seasonand out of season, ought not to be 
“docked” and punished while the chronic absentees are going 
unpunished. 

You will find certificates stating that ‘‘ we are not entitled to 
be docked by any law;” another stating ‘‘I have not been ab- 
sent as prohibited by any law.” You will find such statemenis 
written on these certificates. Now, what I contend for is this: 
If there is to be any punishment meted out for being absent 
without or with leave, or absent for any purpose, let it fall upon 
all alike. I am opposed to the method of allowing one man to 
escape, because he will *‘ turn around the corner” and puta con- 
struction upon the law and save himself, while the man who is 
conscientious in this matter and obeys the law, who feels like 
obeying the orders of the House, and is conscientious about the 
matter should have the pay for the time he is absent deducted 
and the other go unpunished. 

I will state this further proposition. Whether this proviso 
of section 40 of the Revised Statutes is in force or not, it makes 
no differance; there is nothing on the law books, and thereis no 
rule of this House that authorizes an officer of this House to sit 
down and make rules to control the conduct of the members of 

} this House as to their going or coming. If this section is to be 

‘ enforced it must be enforced by the House and not by the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms. ee If you want to enforce it you 
should have a call of the roll in the morning and every man who 
does not answer let him be marked absent, and atthe end of the 
session for the day a certified list of the absentees should besent 
tothe Sergeant-at-Arms. If during the session a member comes 
in after the roll has been called he can report to the Speaker, 
and the Speaker shall have him marked as present, so that it 
will give every man an opportunity to be marked present who 

| is present any time during the session of the day, and at the end 

' of the day there should be officially certified to the Sergeant-at- 
Arms the names of niembers absent. 

There is no law to authorize the Sergeant-at-Arms, and noth- 

: ing binding members of the House compelling them to give him 

certificate of their coming or going, of their presence or 

‘absence. If youshould pass this amendment the Senate will 

- ignore it. Why, the Senate contains as many good lawyers as 

is House, and for twenty-eight rong that body has held that 
there is no such law in force. If it is, it is modified by the law 

, of 1890, which made the Secretary of that body adisbursing offi- 

‘cer, and he alone keeps the accounts of the members and pays 
them, without interference by the Vice-President or anybody 
else; and this House in 1890 enacted the same law, with the 


, Bergeant-at-Arms in the place of the Secretary. [think we have 


law oe on the subject. I say the actof 1890 is clear, ex- 

plicit. and mandatory, and can not be misunderstood by any man 

who can read. A man who can read or can read law will with- 

out any hesitation say that if this whole matter is left to the 
- Sergeant-at-Armstoact, he will have to pay us inaccordance with 

the act of 1866 and not rely on section 6 of the repealed act of 
| 1856. ud applause. } 

Mr. CRAIN. I desire to inquire whether the points of order 
have been reserved on this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. OUTHWAITE). The present oecupant 
of the chair was not present when the bill began to be read, but 
it makes no difference whether they were reserved or not, the 

ae can be made at the proper time in the considera- 
n of the bill. 


tiie aii RTC Ee! 
ener 


Mr. DOCKERY. Does the gentleman from Maine[Mr. DING- 
LEY] desire to use the rest of the time? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will yield to my colleague [Mr. REED], if 
he desires. 

Mr. REED. I do not desire to occupy any time, but I wish 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERy], in charge of this 
bill, would explain it a little more explicitly and tell us whether 
there are any increases of salaries, or any dockings of salaries, or 
anything of that sort, except the docking of the pay of mem- 
bers, which, as [ understand, is not to be done by an appropri- 
ation bill, but by the officers of the House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I shall be very happy to answer the gentle- 
man from Maine. There is one increase of salary amounting to 
$200. Itis in the salary of the Deputy Commissioner of Navi- 
gation. 

Mr. REED. Is that the only increase in the bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Itis the only one that I recall at this mo- 
ment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is the only one that I recall. 

Mr. DOCKERY. There isa decrease in thesalary of the Regis- 
ter of the Treasury of $400. Now that I remember, there ig an- 
other increase, an increase of $1,000 in thesalary of the First As- 
sistant Secretary of State. In 1881, at the time the gentleman 
from Illinois |Mr. Hrrr] was appointed First Assistant Secre- 
tary of State, the salary of the office was raised from $3,500 to 
$4,500. It remained at that figure from that time until, in the 
appropriation bill for the present fiscal year, the Committee on 
Appropriations reduced it to the amount fixed by law. That 
has been the salary for the current year. 

But, being satisfied on examination that the old figure ought 
to be restored, the committee, I believe without any dissent, re- 
stored it. The restoration puts the salary on the same basis as 
the salaries.of the Assistant Secretary of Agriculture, the As- 
sistant Secretaries of the Treasury, of War, of the Navy, and 
of the Interior Department, all of whom receive $4,500. The 
committee without any difference of opinion concluded that the 
First Assistant Secretary of State ought to havea salary of $4,500 
a year, the amount that was carried in theannual appropriation 
billfrom 1881 until the present fiscal year. I do not recall at 
this moment any other increases or decreases, but if I remem- 
ber any later I will mention them. 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. The gentleman ought to bear in 
mind that there is this difference between the State Department 
and the other Departments he has mentioned. In the War De- 
partment, the Treasury Department, the Department of the In- 
terior, and the Department of Agriculture there are great com- 
panies and regiments of employés, and a great multiplicity of 
bureaus with a great deal of work to be done; whereas in the 
Department of State the Secretary, with all his assistants, and 
all his chiefs of bureausand all their assistants, and all the clerks, 
and all the copyists, and all the laborers,and watchmen, and 
messengers number only fifty-one persons. So that the gentle- 
man perhaps was wiser when he with others led in reducing 
this salary to $3,500 than he is now in increasing it. 

As tothe Army,I know we say that we keep theskeleton there 
and pay high salaries so as to have aregular Army with the view 
of properly handling a citizen soldiery in time of war, but this 
Departmentof State, whether in time of peace or in time of war, 
is made up of just about the same number of persons all told. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman isa little in error with regard 
to the clerical force in the Department of State. It numbers 
eighty-two. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The last time I looked into the 
matter the total number was fifty-one. I recollect that when we 
took a partof the south wing of the War,State, and Navy build- 
ing some years ago, the total number of persons then in the State 
Department was fifty-one. 

r. DOCKERY. Now it is eighty-two, as I am advised. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Seventy-seven isthe number in the exhibit 
in your report. ; 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, if the gentleman desires to 
promote economy and reform. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam glad to have the codperation of the 
gentleman from Illinois in the direction of reform. 

Mr. REED. That is all you do—go in the direction of reform. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I beg to say to the gentleman from Maine 
that this bill effects real reform. Iam not simply submitting 
my owntestimony. Testimony to thateffect has just been given, 
in the absence of the gentleman from Maine, by two gentlemen 
on his own side of the Chamber, than whom there are no more 
distinguished members of this body,his colleague from Maine 
Mr. eens and the gentleman from Pennsylvania[Mr. BING- 
HAM}. 

Mr. REED. Those are two good vouchers. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Now, asthe gentleman from Illinois knows, 
this increase in the salary of the First Assistant Secretary of 
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State is subject to a point of order, and if he thinks it ought to 
be made, when the item is reached in the consideration of the 
bill all he has to do is to submit the point of order. The salary 
was raised, as I have already stated, at the time the office was 
filled, and ably filled, by the gentleman’s colleague, Mr. HITT, 
and it continued at that rate until the current fiscal year, when 
it was reduced. 

Mr, LACEY. I desire to ask the gentleman in charge of this 
bill what reason there 1s for the change in line 13, page 10, in- 
creasing the salary of the clerk to the Committee on Rules to 
$2,500? Is there any special reason for that? Is it on account 
of the increased burdens laid upon the Committee on Rules be- 
cause of the extra duties imposed on them under the new régime? 
[Laughter.] , 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
tion to that item. 

Thatsalary—if it may be called asalary—was increased because 
the gentleman whois now acting in that capacity is also acting 
as clerk to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. REED. Who used to act? 

Mr. DOCKERY: Another gentleman occupied that position 
in former years; that is, he discharged the duties of the clerk 
of the Committee on Rules; and we have carried in this bill, in- 
stead of ‘in a deficiency bill, the amount that has usually been 
paid to the gentleman who acts as clerk to that committee. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Let me ask whether the 
salary of the chief of the division of warrants in the Treasury 
Department has been raised? 

Mr. DOCKERY. It has not. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. What is he paid now? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Three thousand five hundred dollars; and 
he is a most accomplisned officer. 

The Book of Estimates puts 


Mr. BAKERof New Hampshire. 
him down at $3,000. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ithink the gentleman will find that he is 
mistaken. The history of that increase is just this: The salary 
of this gentleman, who is known to all the old members of Con- 
gress as a most accomplished official_— 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. We all agree to that. 

Mr. DOCKERY, Was $3,000 until last session. Secretary 
Foster, in his last annual capests recommended an increase of 
$1,000 in the salary of this officer so long as the office should be 
held by the present incumbent. The Committee on Appropria- 
tions reported an increase of $500, and the House indorsed the 
increase. So that the salary for the present year is $3,500; and 
the committee has reported that amount in this bill. 

Mr. AITKEN. What is the salary of the Second and Third 
Assistant Secretaries of State? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Three thousand five hundred dollars. 

Mr. AITKEN. Then a year ago, when the salary of the First 
Assistant was reduced, the ‘‘cut” did not affect any of the 
others? 

Mr. DOCKERY. It did not. 

Now, this matter is entirely under the control of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole. it is subject to a point of order, if any gen- 
tleman wants to make it. If there is any gentleman here who 
thinks that the salary of the First Assistant Secretary of State, 
who acts for the Secretary of State in his absence, should be 
$3,500, while the law fixes the salary of the Assistant Secretary 
of Agriculture at $4,500, of the Assistant Secretary of the Treas- 
ury at $4,500, of the Assistant Secretaries of War, of the Navy, 
and of the Interior at $4,500, all that he has to do to make h 
oe effective is to submita point of order. I might add 
what a gentleman suggests to me, that the salary of the Assist- 
ant Postmaster-General is $4,000. 

Mr. REED. Inregard to this clerk to the Committee on Rules, 
does the gentleman mean to say that the clerk has always re- 
ceived other compensation in a deficiency bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think so. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. In the Fifty-first Congress 
he received $1,000. 

Mr. REED. Who received it? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Mr. Smith. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Smith was not the clerk. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. He was acting as the clerk 
to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. REED. He was the Journal clerk of the House. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. But he was acting, as the 
gentewen must well remember, as the clerk of the Committee 
on es. 

Mr. REED. But it is not proposed to give this extra com- 
pensation to the Journal clerk? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. No, sir. 

Mr. REED. And it is shifted to whom? 

‘ Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. It is shifted to the clerk 
aow acting as the clerk to the Committee on Rules. 


— 


Iam glae the gentleman has called atten- 
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Mr. REED. What clerk is thaty 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. The Clerk to the Speaker 

Mr. REED. Then this extra compensation is shifted in thid 
bill from the Journal clerk who has usually had it—— 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Well, there is no rule on 
the subject, as the gentleman knows. 

Mr. REED. Has it ever been given to anybody but the Jour- 
nal clerk before? 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. It was given to the Journal 
clerk as compensation for services rendered as clerk to the 
Committee on Rules. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Allow me to suggest that the clerk of the 
gentleman from Maiue, as Speaker of the Fifty-first Congres’, 
was allowed $400 for this particular service. 

Mr. REED. The Speaker's clerk? 

Mr. DOCKERY. ‘The Speaker’s clerk. 

Mr. REED. I had the idea that the Journal clerk was al- 
lowed this extra compensation. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The Journal clerk at the same session was 
paid $1,000 extra. 

Mr. REED. For what service was that? 

Mr. DOCKERY. For extra services, as I am advised, to the 
Committee on Rules. 

Mr. REED. Inaddition to the $400 paid to the other clerk? 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is my advice, fromagentleman who is 
not often in error. 

Mr. REED. The clerk of your committee is very seldom mis- 
taken. He knows his businessthoroughly well. And whatever 
he says ‘‘ goes.” 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Missouri—I have other notes of increases of salar 
which I will pass by for the present—if there are any new of- 
fices constituted in this bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, I think not; that is to say, unless-the 

entleman calls those offices new which are cortained in what 
known as House bill 6948, reorganizing the Treasury Depart- 
ment, which by order of the House was incorporated in this bill. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. But that bill, towhich the 
gentleman refers, only organized two offices, the Comptroller of 
the Treasury and the Assistant Comptroller of the Treasury. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And achief clerk. 

3 BAKER of New Hampshire. Yes; three inall. Is that 
all 

Mr. DOCKERY. How would it be possible for them to con- 
duct the business of the Auditors’ offices without the necessary 
force? Itwasnot the intention nor the expectation of the House 
that these three officials, unassisted, would be able to do the 
whole business. 

Mr. BAKERof New Hampshire. That may be. But the bill 
to which the gentleman refers as being ‘authorized by the 
House” to be inserted here did not authorize the appointment 
of any new officers whatever. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman thinks, then, that it would 
not be in order, under that bill, to reportany clerical force what- 
ever? 

Mr. BAKERof New Hampshire. Non gee gaged that is true. 
But I find in this bill law clerks ad libitum, and a special class of 
employés, and also the manner or how they shall be appointed. 
I would like to know by what authority the committee included 
such a provision? 

Mr. KERY. By the order of the House. The House di- 
rected the Committee on A ppso riations to include in this bill 
what is known as House bill 6948, and report appropriations in 
accordance therewith? 

A MEMBER. That bill is not before the House. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman from 
Missouri point out anything authorizing the appointment of 
these law clerks? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Not in specific terms, of course, nor any- 
thing providing for the appointment of clerks of class 4 or of class 
3, or messengers. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. But the statutes authorize 
the appointment of clerks of class 4.and class 3, but there isa 
provision in this bill to authorize the appointment of law clerks, 
and there is nothing in the bill to justify the appointment of 
eight or ten such officials. 

page 121 the committee have inserted this provision: 

All laws not inconsistent with this act, relating to the Auditors of th 
Treasury in connection with matter, be understood in each case t 
relate to the Auditor to whom this act the business of the Executive 
Department or other establishments concerned in that matter. 

That, of course, would carry the appropriation, under the stat- 
utes e ting, to the Auditor, with the change named. But that 
does not authorize the committee to insert a new class of clerks 
and 0 a division of employés that was not sanctioned by 
the law heretofore. 
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Mr. DOCKERY. But the order of the House referred the 
whole question to the Committee on Appropriations to report 
upon and make provision in accordance with the bill, such as in 
their judgment might be necessary. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Yes, and I might as well 
say a word about that ‘‘ order of the House” now as any other 
time. 

That order was smuggled in at the close of the session of the 
House, when there were not five men who knew that it was to 
be offered or what was being offered. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I want to say that the gentleman’s state- 
ment (if he uses the language in the proper and ordinary sense) 
is untrue, that it was “smuggled in.” The order was made at 
the close of a session, and at the request of the members of the 
joint commission. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. It was put in at the close of 
the session, that is true, and one gentleman has already informed 
me that he had no knowledge of it. 

, DOCKERY. No knowledge that this order was to be 
made 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then I do not know any such 
I would like to know to whom the gentleman from 
shire refers. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. And the gentleman knew 
perfectly well if he offered that at the beginning of the session 
of the House when members were in their seats it would have 
been objected to. But it was putin in the hubbub of the busi- 
ness, pending an adjournment, when nearly all of the members 
were out of their seats and in the cloakroom or on their way to 
the cloakroom for their hats, and [ venture to say that there 
were not five mbn who knew what was being done. If it had 
been presented at the proper time the gentleman would have 
found that there was objection. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I amvery well aware that it would not have 
received the approval of the gentleman from New Hampshire. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. And you took good care to 
offer it when you knew the gentleman from New Hampshire 
was not here to object. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I offered it at the close of the session, im- 
mediately after the committee rose, and if the gentleman was 
not here it was his own fault. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. But if it had been offered 
when such things are usually offered, the gentleman from New 
Hampshire would have been here, and there would have been 
objection. ‘ 

Mr. DOCKERY. And I want to say further that the fact that 
the gentleman from New Hampshire is opposed to this bill is 
not new. He has fought it at every step. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. It is not new, and it is not 
included in your bill; but there are a great many new things in 
your bill eee 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think the gentleman had 1 vote, per- 
Pe in support of his opposition when the bill passed the 

ouse. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Itdoes not matter whether 
I had 1 vote or 1,000. The fact exists all the same that all 
through this whole matter has been conducted in that same 
ao anded kind of a way, without the open knowledge of this 

ouse. - 

Mr. DOCKERY. I want to say that the statement of the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire is absolutely false and untrue. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I am willing that the Rrc- 
ORD itself should determine the question between the gentle- 
man from Missouri and myself, and if the RECORD does not show 
that he took occasion to put in his request just in the hubbub 
pending adjournment, I will retract my statement. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Why, certainly, I put it in at the close of 
the session, as such requests are submitted every day. 

Mr. BINGHAM. There is no opportunity for the submission 
. such requests except at the beginning and the close of a ses- 
sion. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Such requests, as is known to every mem- 
ber of this House, are only submitted either at the beginning or 
the close w the session. The implication of the gentleman’s 
— is untrue, and he knows it to be untrue when he makes 
t here. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. He not only does not know 
it to be untrue, but he knows that it is true. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, in this presence it is not 
pore for me to say more than I have al y stated, and that 

to denounce and characterize the statement as false and un- 
true, and I reiterate that. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I refer to the RECORD for 
the answer to that. 
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Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, has anybody 
got any more questions to propound? [Laughter.] I was going 
to move that the committee rise, unless there are some more 
questions to propound; but if peace has spread its wings, why, 
of course, the gentleman from Washington will have nothing 
further to say. 

Mr. TERRY. Ishould like to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Amendments are not in order at this 
stage, pending general debate. 

Mr. TERRY. I wish to have it read and printed as the 
amendment of the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER] 
has been. 


i The CHAIRMAN. The amendment can be read for informa- 
tion. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY] asks leave to 


submit an amendment for information. 
the amendment will be read. 

The amendment was read, ‘as follows: 

Amend on page 109 by adding at the end of line 2, the following: 

** Provided further, That each circuit court of appeals shall be entitled to 
have expended for its use at least one-half of such surplus accrued therein.” 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I understand that is read for 
information simply? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is all. 

Mr. DOCKERY.* I want to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. REED] to the fact, which has been called to my 
attention, that on page 886 of the Statutes at Large of the Fifty- 
first Congress, the language of the item for compensation to the 
clerk to the Committee on Rules is as follows: 

To pay Amos L. Allen for services as clerk to the Committee on Rules 
during the Fifty-first Congress, $400. 

Now, I will state that by request, when this item is reached 
which gives the additional compensation to the clerk of the Com- 
mittee on Rules, I will move to strike it out. 

Mr. REED. I have no desire to strike it out. I simply want 
to know the facts about it. The gentleman referred to in the 
paragraph which has been read by the gentleman from Missouri 
was my secretary, and not the clerk. 

Mr. DOCKERY. By request of the gentleman interested, 
when the paragraph is reached I shall move to strike it out. 

Mr. REED. I do not care anything about striking it out. I 
wanted to know what the fact was. Of course, I was not always 

resent in Committee of the Whole, and was not aware of all the 
items of appropriations made, but I thought the Journal Clerk 
received extra compensation for something or other. That was 
brought to my notice. The rest of it I knew nothing about. It 
may be possible that I was recollecting some other Congress. If 
I recollect, the Journal Clerk used to have some matter, either 
the Digest or something of that sort, and very frequently his 
name was on the deficiency bill for an extra appropriation of that 
sort. Whether it is that I recollect or this particular instance 
I do not know. Is there anything for the Journal Clerk now? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The salary of the assistant Journal 
Clerk was raised in the Fifty-second Congress by resolution. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iunderstand that Mr. Smith received $1,000 
as extra compensation in the first session of the Fifty-first Con- 

ress. 

Mr. REED. As compensation for what? 

Mr. DOCKERY. For extra services rendered to the Commit- 
tee on Rules. 

Mr. REED. In the second session it was my secretary. 

Mr. DOCKERY. ‘To pay Amos L. Allen, for services as 
clerk to the Committee on Rules during the Fifty-first Congress, 
$400.” That is the language of the appropriation act of March 
3, 1891. 

"Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
this appropriation out? 

Mr. DOCKERY. This $390? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
I propose to vote against it. 

Mir DOCKERY. Inasmuch as objection has been raised to it, 
I shall move to strike it out; but I shall not vote for that motion. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I shall not vote for it—I shall 
vote to keep it in. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Being requested, I shall make the motion; 
but shall oppose it with my own vote. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Ido not know who it is, but I 
wees to support the appropriation so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is for an accomplished gentleman, who 
has performed the duties of the position with as much accepta- 
bility and ability as anyone who has preceded him. 

Mr. BINGHAM. So far as this colloquy which has been go- 
ing on is concerned, there has been no question at all of the pro- 


If there be no objection, 


Is it your purpose to strike 


You propose to strike it out. 
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riety and the wisdom of making that appropriation. There 
Ree simply been that inquiry which every member has a right 
to make of the committee in an effort to get a knowledge of the 
‘pill. I do not think this should stand on any other footing than 
any Other changes, and every change should stand on its own 
merits. I trust that the gentleman will stand by every detail 
of the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think every item of the bill is a proper 
subject of inquiry. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I desire to suggest anamendment which 
I will offer at the proper time. 

The CHAIRMAN The gentleman desires to have it read for 
information. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I understand thatall points of order have 
been reserved on this bill. 

Tho Clerk read as follows: 

On page 20, amend by striking out lines 18 to 25, and on page 21 strike out 
lines |, 2, and 3. 

Mr. BERRY. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Missouri to the paragraph on page 8 commencing with line 
23: 

For miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, $25,000. 

What is covered by that? 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is the miscellaneous fund of the Senate, 
from which they pay all their contingent expenses. - 

Mr. BERRY. ButI see here that “for postage stamps,” “ for 
stationery,” and “for newspapers,” and all that sort of thing, 
there is an ae. 

Mr. DOCKERY. -Those are additional items. 

Mr. BERRY. And what is it used for? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Which; the $25,000? 

Mr. BERRY. Yes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam really unable to state at this moment; 
but if the gentleman will examine the report of the Secretary of 
the Senate he will find the items. 

Mr. BERRY. [have seen that. Now, I find inthe other leg- 
islative branch, the House of Representatives, on page 17, line 
3, a different phraseology: 
ree items and expenses of special and select committees, 


Is it not proper to presume that the miscellaneous fund for 
three hundred and fifty-six men should be as large asfor eighty- 
eight men at the other end of the Capitol? I just want the rea- 
son of the committee for poses this item in. It seems to me 
that three hundred and fifty-six would need a miscellaneous 
series of —- equal to eighty-eight men. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think [ can answer tae gentleman—— 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman will take the trouble to read 
the report of the Secretary of the Senate he will see what it was 
for. 

Mr. BERRY. I wanted the committee to explain it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The House is not so misceilaneous a body. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think the gentleman will find the same 
relative disproportion of expenses between the Senate and the 
House along the whole line. ; 

M r; BERRY. Then why did the committee bring in that 
item? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Because they can not help themselves. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And as the gentleman from has well 
said, and as the gentleman from Kentucky will find out, “he 
can not help himself,” and because the House will have to yield 
to the demands of the Senate before we reach a final agreement. 

Mr. BERRY. Now, I want to know as chairman of the com- 
mittee, why he has not demanded the same amount from the 
Treasury for the use of these people as they do in the Senate. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Because we do not need it. 

Mr. BERRY. All right. 

Mr. BINGHAM. We get along with less miscellaneous ex- 
penses. 

M-. BERRY. Do they need it? 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is their demand. 

Mr. NEILL. LI would like to know of the chairman of the 
committee Mt By shall always yield to the Senate. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, the gentleman is doubtless familiar 
with these contests between the two bodies. The Senate claims 
the right to regulate their own domestic affairs. The House 
has from time to time stubbornly resisted that claim, but finally 
yielded the contest. 

Mr. NEILL. Your “ domestic affairs;” is that what you said? 

Mr. DOCKERY. You may say internal affairs. 

Mr. NEILL. I should like to ask the gentleman from Mis- 
souri why the House of Representatives, who’ come fresh from 
the people, should yield to the Senate in anything? 

Mr. RY. Lgive it up. -} 

Mr. SPRINGER. the gentleman Arkansas will serve 
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on the Committee on Appropriations for one term he will find 
out. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. DOCKERY. How much time have I remaining, Mr. 
Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has ten rainutes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yieldthe balance of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. HuTCHESON]. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Mr. Chairman, I was not.in the Hall 
when the amendment of the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
BOATNER] was presented, and I did not hear his observations, 
nor did [ hear the remarks of any gentleman except those who 
argued that section 40 of the Revised Statutes is not existing 
law. If there was any eens resented to the House to 
show that that law is now in force 1 did not hear it. I do not 
know that I can add anything to any gentleman’s conception as 
to the proper construction of the laws. Any man who comes to 
Congress ought to be able to construe them without my assist- 
ance, even if I had the ability. But there are two questions 
presented here. One is, does this law still exist; and the sec- 
ond is, ought the amendment of the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. BOATNER] to be passed by this committee or this House 
whether that law exists or does not exist? 

Both questions ought to be considered. I shall consider first 
the question whether the amendment of the gentleman from 
Louisiana ought to be adopted. I care not whether this lawex- 
ists or does not exist, in my judgment the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana ought not to be passed by the House or 
recommended by this committee. If the law exists, there is no 
necessity for the amendment. If the law does not exist, then the 
policy of the amendment, in my judgment, is against the policy 
of the pone which is to-day in power. My proposition is that 
if the law does not exist, it ought to exist, and that if it does 
exist it ought not to be trifled away by such a proposition as 
that offered by the gentleman from Louisiana. I believe it is 
just that a man who is sent to Congress shall be required to re- 
main in his seat, and that when he is not here attending to pub- 
lic business he should not draw his pay, and, as a Democrat, I 
am unwilling to institute a different course of proceeding. 

The policy of this Government, enacted into law in 1856, was 
that $3,000 was sufficient for a Congressman, able men as we dare 
claim to be. A dollar then was not worthas much as it is worth 
es Itwould not buyasmuch. It might, perhaps, buy more 
members of Congress (if the a are to be credited) 
Daughter], but with the exception of members of Congress a 

ollar would not buy as much then as it will buy to-day. Three 
thousand dollars in 1856 was not worth as much to a member of 
Congress as $5,000 is to-day. Now, if it was the policy of the 
Government in 1856 that a member should not draw pay for the 
time when he was not in his seat, that certainly ought to be the 

of the impoverished Government of to-day, and it ought 
to be the policy of the Democratic party, which has come into 
power upon the principle that economy ought to prevail. 

But let me pass now to the question whether this law does 
exist. It is true, Mr. Chairman, that no repeal of a statute is 
ever recognized by any court unless it is, first, distinctly and 
palpably mentioned in the repealing act; or second, unless the 
two acts can not be read consistently the one with the other. 
In other words, if you can read the provisions of the two laws 
so that they shall stand unimpaired then they must both be in- 
terpreted as still existing law. The only change in the law of 
1856 made by the law of 1866 was not in the manner of payment, 
but in the amount that should be paid. The law of 1866 in- 
creased the amount from $3,000 to $5,000; it did not change the 
method of the payment or when, or how, or by whom the pay- 
ment should be made. It ch only the amount that a mem- 
ber should receive, not the method by which or the conditions 
under which he should receiveit. Isit consistent, then, to hold 
that you can make a deduction from a salary of $3,000 but that 
you can not make a deduction from a salary of 35,000? 

Is it not more consistent to hold that when the salary is in- 
creased from a, to $5,000, the man who is to receive $5,000 
shall be compelled to earn his money by attending a 
his place? How is the e y the act of 1866? e 
twe provisions of law live side by side, and operate without con- 

on. When gentlemen tell us that from 1866 until this 
time the law has been in ted t the existence of the 
right to make this deduction, I reply that that interpretaticn 
can not be invoked because it ore there was any pro- 
tense of a change in the law. e interpretation by which no 
deduction was made from a member’s for absence did not 
begin in 1866, when there might have some excuse for it 
because of the enactment of the new law; it began in 1861, when 
there was not a shadow of pretense that there was any excuse 
for it in law. If, then, the custom began confessedly without 


law—— 
Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
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Mr. HUTCHESON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOATNER. The act of 1866 declares that members of 
Congress shall receive a salary of $5,000 a year. The act of 1867 
declares that it shall be paid to them monthly. Now, how is the 

entleman going to reconcile a statute which commands the 

geant-at-Arms to pay me $416 on the 4th day of the next 
month with a statute which says that he shall not pay me that 
amount unless I certify that I have been present throughout the 
whole month and which provides that I shall submit to a deduc- 
tion for every day that I have not been present? How is the 
Sergeant-at-Arms going to obey the law which commands him 
to pay me $416 and at the same time deduct $216 from that 
amount? 

Mr.HUTCHESON. I will answer the gentleman. Somuch 
of the act as provides that the Sergeant-at-Arms shall pay at 
the beginning of the session is repealed by the provision that 

ayment shall be made monthly. So far forth the former law 
S repealed; so far forth it is inconsistent with the later law; 
but when you go one step beyond that the inconsistency does 
not exist. 

Then, when the actcomes to say what deduction shall be made, 
you can read the language of the act of 1856 and apply it to the 
act of 1866 without violating either its letter or its spirit. On 
the contrary, both its letter and spirit ought to be infused into 
the law and ought to be recognized by this House to-day. The 
law of 1856 is a just provision. The man whois at home is not 
discharging his duty in thisCongress. The man whois athome 
is not legletating. he man who is at home not only is not leg- 
islating, but is preventing those of us who remain here from leg- 
islating. He is really an incumbrance—a dead er ewung on 
to us, sinking us with himself. He is not only dead himself, but 
he makesall of us incapable of doing what, if he were not counted 
in the catalogue, could be done. 

Mr. BOATNER. Then you ought not to receive any salary 
after the adjournment of Congress, because you are rendering 
no public service. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Loughttoreceive my salary then, because 
Tam remaining at home in accordance with the law. I am not 
transacting public business at home, but am attending to my 
private business, because the law permits me to do so. But 
when the law calls me to Congress, it expects me to be here and 
do my duty, and asa sworn officer of the Government I have 
no right to be anywhere else. Asan honest man, I do not be- 
lieve | can receive compensation and do otherwise than attend 
to my duty here. 

Here the hammer fell.] 
r. BOATNER. Lask that the time of the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. HuTCHESON] be extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman’s time can not be extended 
because only twenty minutes of the time allowed for general de- 
bate remain, and they belong to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
DINGLEY]. 

ah DINGLEY. I have no desire to occupy further time my- 
self. 

Mr. REED. Then I suggest that the gentleman yield the 
time to the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER], who can 
yield to the gentleman from Texas if he desires to do so. 

Mr. DINGLEY. LI yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Louisiana[Mr. BOATNER] if he desires the time. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to consume 
that much time. ButI wish to call the attention of the House 
and especially the attention of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
HUTCHESON] to the proposition that if one Congress may im- 
pose a fine of one day’s pay for every day that a member is ab- 
sent from this body, an that action is binding upon subse- 

uent Congresses, it may extend the fine to any extent; and 

reby one Congress may tie the hands of another Congress 
and prevent it from exercising its constitutional prerogative to 
make rules for its own government and the government of its 
members. 

Now, the Congress of 1856 may have thought, as the gentleman 
from Texas now thinks, that members of Congress must come 
here from day to day, and be in attendance during the entire 
sessions of the Houss, on the peony of a forfeiture of pay for 
every ‘sabsence. But I believe there are very few who en- 
tertain opinion tow. Why, sir, if the spirit of the law for 
which the gentleman from Texas has such veneration were rig- 

enforced a member could notabsent himself from this House 
any occasion or for any purpose, but he must needs be in his 
seat all the time. 

Now, sir, the gentleman can not go any further than I doin 
réeprobation of the practice which has grown up of members ab- 


ting themselves from this House unnecessarily and without 
ve; of leaving it without a quorum, and thereby obstructing 
blic business. But, sir, our condemnation of that practice 
ught not to lead us to an error in the opposite direction, and 


induce us to deprive the House of the right to control its own 
members; to make rules for its own government, and to accord 
to Representatives that freedom of action which the honorable 
position they occupy not only justify but demand. 

Nor, sir, is the idea to be tolerated that because some mem- 
bers have abused the privileges granted them under the rules of 
this body, and have unnecessarily and for long periods of time 
absented themselves from its deliberations while drawing their 
salaries, that all of us are to be reduced to their level and be 
dealt with as if it required the whip and spur of a daily wage to 
hold us to the performance of our official duties? 

Those members whom it is sought to reach by the enforce- 
ment of the provisions of section 40 of the Revised Statutes are 
responsible to their constituents, who will deal with them as 
they see fit. If their presence here is necessary it may be com- 
pelled by revocation of their leaves of absence under the amend- 
ment which I have proposed, if the loss of pay has that effect 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Will the gentleman allow me asingle re- 
mark? 

Mr. BOATNER. The gentleman will excuse me fora moment. 
TI contend, Mr. Chairman, that the position of the gentleman is 
inconsistent with the dignified office which he occupies: that he 
himself is belittling that office, by holding members can not be 
trusted to perform their official duties unless under compulsion 
of pecuniary loss. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Will the gentleman allow me time to 
answer that point? 

Mr. BOATNER. [Ihave notcontrolof the time. The gentle- 
man has as much control of the time as I have. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Then I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question. 

Mr. BOATNER. Ican not yieldatthis momeat. Mr. Chair- 
man, ever since I have been a member of this House I have ob- 
served the spirit which now animates gentlemen who are op- 
posing thisamendment. [ recollect when I first came here as 
a member, one of the matters which first attracted the attention 
of the House was a question whether the United State Govern- 
ment or members of this House should suffer on account of the 
defalcation of an officer of the Government. At that time I 
heard gentlemen contend on this floor that the Sergeant-at-Arms 
was the private agent of the Representatives; that the Govern- 
ment of the United States was paying this officer $5,000 a year, 
was paying his cashier $3,000, his bookkeeper $1,800, and was fur- 
nishing him a safe, an office—for what? To conduct the private 
business of members. And a majority of this House voted that 
members should lose the money stolen by a bonded officer of the 
Government because they were afraid to mect the law of the 
case and to make an appropriation to provide for this defalca- 
tion. 

The question in that shape went to the Court of Claims, and, 
Mr. Chairman, the law was so overwhelmingly in favor of the 
position of those who wanted to enforce the legal rights of the 
members of the House, whose pay had been embezzled by an of- 
ficer of the Government, that the Attorney-General would not 
even take an appeal from the decision in their favor. The ap- 
propriation was subsequently presented and passed this House 
with scarcely . dissenting voice. Wonderful to be told, the 
country did not condemn the action of those who maintained 
that the Government, and not the members, was responsible for 
the fraud of its officer, and they escaped the dire consequences 
so freely predicted by those who then stood watch over the pub- 
lic Treasury. 

Again, only a session or two ago [ heard gentlémen predict on 
this floor that any man who would vote for an appropriation of 
the public money to pay for the services of clerks to assist the 
members of this body in the discharge of their legislative duties 
would never see these Halls again; that he would never have 
the privilege of standing here and participating in the legisla- 
tion of this Government, if he gave his sanction to what was al- 
leged by the opponents of the proposition to be an audacious and 
unwarranted raid upon the public Treasury. But what was the 
resuit? That law was passed. It had been pending before this 
body for years. Members would vote in Committee of the Whole 
in favor of it, but-when the yeas and nays were called in the 
= they would “‘ take to the timber” like rabbits. [Laugh- 
ter. 

But the law was finally passed, and what was the result? Why, 
Mr. Chairman, I doubt te there is a man in this body to-day who 
would vote for its repeal. The apprehension of the criticisms 
to follow such action proved utterly unfounded. Therehas been 
no criticism either in the press or anywhere else. 

Now, what isthe proposition before the House that is so fiercely 
objected to? Merely that this House shall raise itself to the 
level of the ordinary State Legislature; that it may exercise its 
constitutional right to make rules for the government of its own 
members and enable it to say to one of its members who desires 
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to be absent for a time that he may be relieved of duty for the 
purpose that he names. I do not believe that there is any con- 
stituency in this country who would disapprove such a proposi- 
tion if fairly stated and understood. 

Mr. Chairman, I feel perfectly satisfied that I have not a con- 
stituent who would say that this body ought to putitself in such 
a position that it can not grant me, after I have attended to my 
public duties, a leave of absence which may be absolutely neces- 
sary to me to attend to urgent public or private business else- 
where without compelling me to pay a forfeit for the privilege. 
I flatter myself that my constituency does not believe that I 
would leave this body when my presence here is necessary for 
the transaction of public business; and I hope the constituents 
of the gentleman from Texas have the same confidence in him; 
that they believe he will not absent himself when public 
business requires his presence. I have not the slightest doubt 
that when he asks leave of absence from this Congress, if he 
should do so, it will be after he has inet his public duties 
faithfully and well, and only when it ma granted without 
injury to his constituents or the country, I feel perfectly assured. 
But according to his argument this House, with all the consti- 
tutional power back of it to make rules for ‘its own government 
without limit, is not able to grant him such leave without fining 
him at the same time, and if it has the power, ought not to exer- 
cise it. 

There is nothing, I think, in the law of the land which is in- 
consistent with the idea that the House has that power. There 
is nothing inconsistent with the dignity of the House in grant- 
ing that privilege to its members, and I believe that this sec- 
tion 40 of the Revised Statutes, as at present construed, is in- 
consistent with the dignity of the House; that it is inconsistent 
with the constitutional prerogative of the House to make rules 
regulating the conduct of its own members, and inconsistent 
with the position which I think members of this House owe it 
to themselves to oor [Applause. } 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, who desires to ask a question. 

Mr. MAHON, I listened attentively to the speech of the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. HurcHEsoN} and desire to address a 
question to him in connection with it in all fairness and candor. 
J want to know during the time the seigniorage bill was pend- 
ing in Congress, in which his constituents were deeply inter- 
ested, if he did not absent himself during the consideration of 
that measure, and if he was not in his own State attending to 
other business for a partof a month then—some twelve or fifteen 


days? 

Mr. HUTCHESON., I was. 

Mr. MAHON. Well, if this is the law now, it was the law 
then, 


Did you draw pay for that month? 
Mr. HUTCHESON. did. 

Mr. MAHON. Then you ought to turn that money back into 
the Treasury that you took in violation of the law if you wish 
to sustain the consistency of the position you take here on this 
question. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. 
suggestion, and let me ask another question in return. 
the double mileage was —— did you take it? 

Mr. MAHON. I got $47. 

Mr. HUTCHESON, Well, I have $700 in the Treasury of the 
United States which T haVe not drawn, because I did not believe 
I was entitled to it. 

Mr. MAHON. Well, perhaps, you plead an offset. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DING- 
LEY] has the floor. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I wish to state that this section—— 

The CHAIRMAN. _ The gentleman from Maine has the floor. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I beg don. I answered the question 
thinking I had the floor. r. Chairman, my name has been 
brought in here, and I ask that I be allowed a little time. 
<n DINGLEY. I yield a minute to the gentleman from 

‘exas, 

Mr. HUTCHESON, 
sewer what has been said. 

Mr. DINGLEY. ThenI yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr, GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I hope while this ques- 
tion is before us the House will take a far-reaching, intelligent, 
and honest view of the question; and if it is decided that in the 
future no member of this House shall be absent without forfeit- 
ing his pay, and if it is decided that that shall be done because 
of the law of 1856, there is no better way of replenishing the 
Treasury of the United States of America than b _— in 
motion a procedure in each of the district courts of the United 
States to recover back the millions of dollars held by ex-mem- 


Iam obliged to the gentleman for his 
When 


I could not in a minute, of course, an- 


bers and present members of Congress, in fraud of their duty as 
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members of Congress. It is not worth while to raise the ghost 
of this old, and, in my judgment, repealed law, and attempt to 
use it here for the purposes of this session of Congress, while 
members are sitting here who in former Congresses and in the 
present Congress have for months and months been absent. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. How much would it cost 
the gentleman? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, it would cost him a very considera- 
ble amount of money, and he is ready to respond. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Reluctantly ready! [Laughter.] 

» Mr. GROSVENOR. No, not reluctantly ready; but I want 

entlemen to understand that it is not worth while to be honest 
n the future and at the same time hold on to the swag of the 
past. [Laughter.] It is not worth while to undertake now to 
make your constituents believe that you are strictly virtuous, 
while the wedge of gold of Achan is weighting down your con- 
sciences and your pockets. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Has not this rule resulted 
in a pretty good quorum for the last two weeks? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This rule does not change the law of the 
country. I simply want to say in addition that the enforcement 
of this law or the enactment of such alaw puts a member of Con- 
gress in an attitude that no member of Congress ought to aspire 
to, and the gentlemen who believe that they ought to be a set of 
children, to be reined up every morning to answer where they 
were on the day before, ought to be permitted to do it, but they 
ought to understand that they are erecting for themselves a 
standard that nobody else in this country will respect. . 

Mr. DINGLEY. [f hae we three minutes to my colleague [Mr. 
REED], and the remainder of my time to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. EVERETT]. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I understood the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. HUTCHESON] to say that, independent of the statute, 
he felt it his duty to be here at all times, and he felt himself to 
be guilty when he was not. I do not like to say anything which 
may grate upon his feelings, but I do feel like venturing the 
prophecy that he will not quite live up to that profession of faith 
when he discovers what the real law is. 

For my part, although it seems to be a very pleasant thing to 
say that every gentleman ought to be here, and ought to be at- 
tending to his duty, it looks so like ancient Roman virtue, so 
like piety without any sort of limit, that Ido not wonder it is 
attractive to members. 

Nevertheless it is a fact that every now and then there gets 
here a man who has got some other business in this world be- 
side politics. Now, I am here all the time, and consequently I 
can speak a little more freely, pean, than the average citi- 
zen, because I can not be suspected of looking so much after my 
own interestsassomemen. Butfor my own part, I rather rejoice 
whenever I see a man come here who has got something else to 
do. I think -+he represents some of the interests of the country; 
and if on the other side of the House there were more men who 
were connected with the interests of the country, more men 
who had something to do besidedrawing their salaries here, the 
country would not be in the pitiable plight in which it is now. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Does not that apply also 
to the other side? 

Mr. REED. Men who come here with business on their hands 
are nevertheless subjected to the same anyone that any other 
man is. No man can abate any portion of his expenditure by 
having been absent a day or two. He has to meet the same ex- 
penses. Now, for my part, I would rather encourage business 
men, who have some interests at stake in the land, to.come here. 
Other gentlemen on the other side think otherwise. I am sorry 
they do, and I believe they are not taking a very broad view of 
life and duty. I think we could get along very comfortably ver 
often with nothing more than a quorum here, and I think busi- 
ness would be transacted with considerably less noise and a great 
deal more sense. [Laughter.] 

And now you can bear me witness that since this great rush 
of members here which has resulted from this action, we are 
having a noisier House than we ever had before, and we have 
more difficulty in getting along with legislation than we have 
had before. e have had no real improvement resulting from 
this. In fact there has been about as much difficulty in getting 
aquorum. The only thing I notice as the effect of this rule is 
an alarming increase of sickness in families [laughter], an alarm- 
ing stretch of consciences in the signing of certificates; and 
when we get all these facts out it is going to be an interesting 
and ludicrous chapter of our parliamen history. The at- 
tempt to control grown men in this sort of fashion and result of 
it, when they once get at the certificates, I fancy will be very 


am ; 
Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. It has interfered with 
the gentleman's filibustering some, has it not? 
Mr. REED. Nota bit. 
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Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Chairman, I think that the remarks of 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. HUTCHESON], that a member's 
duty as a legislator requires him to be always here, and that it 
is perfectly impossible, if I understood him aright, fora gentle- 
man to do his duty as a member of Congress except in his seat, 
need some reply. It seems to me if he receives a request from 
his constituents or the residents of his district to go there, if 
they call upon him to go and meet them, in publicor in private, 
and lethim mix with them, as many members of this House have 
thought it necessary to do within the last few months [laughter], 
that no one has the right to say that he is not discharging his 
duty as a legislator by those who sent him here because he is 
not discharging it in this particular place. 

I went home the other day under leave of the House for a 
reason that I shall take the liberty presently to mention; and in 
that time I obtained information in conversation with my politi- 
cal and business friends, onanimportant measure of public policy, 
where I found that public opinion was largely different from 
what it had been supposed to be; and I rather think I shall be 
able by my vote to gratify my friends from the portion of the 
country from which the gentleman from Texascomes, as I should 


» not have been able to do if I had not gone home and found out 


what the opinion of my constituents was. 

I have no hesitation in saying what it was. I found the opin- 
fonof the business men on the important question of the repeal 
of the bank tax was very different from what I supposed it to be. 
I do not suppose I should have been able to ascertain it by any 
amount of correspondence or by anything but by meeting them in 
their places of business and discussing the business situation. 
Now, sir, when a member goes away under a leave of the House 
which is apormng | obtained, for a reason that is satisfactory to 
those who know it, he is discharging his duty as a legislator, 
because, as has been said, we are not here as ‘‘ day laborers.” 
We know perfectly well that some days a member iscalled upon 
to do more and on some less—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. I must move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee having had under consideration 
the bill H. R. '7097, had come to no resolution thereon. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment the 
bill (H. R. 6770) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to ex- 
change, in behalf of the United States, deeds of land with the 
Pemaquid Land Company, of Maine, in settlement of a disputed 
boundary of the Pemaquid Point, Maine, light-station. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. WEADOCK, for three days, on account of sickness in 
his family. 
wae Coomss, for this evening session, on account of ill 

ealth. 

, bot nt CAMINETTI, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
amily. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Brook- 
SHIRE] will perform the duties of the Chair at the evening ses- 
sion; and now, in accordance with the rule, the Chair declares 
the House in recess until 8 o'clock. 

And accordingly (at 5 o’clock p. m.) the House was declared 
in recess, 





EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at8 o’clock 
p. m., Mr. BROOKSHIRE in the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the pur- 
pose of consider.ng bills on the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. DocKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
under the special order. The Clerk will report the first bill. 


CORNELIA DE PEYSTER BLACK. 


The Clerk ‘read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 3156) for a pension to Cornelia de Peyster Black, widow of 
Henry M. Black. late colonel of the United States Army, deceased. 

Mr. MOSES. I ask unanimous consent that we begin with 
the number at which we left off last Friday night. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Why not take bills that were laid aside last 
Friday night without prejudice? 
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jn LACEY. Why not begin at the beginning of this class 
of bills? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Why not begin where we left off? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Simply because several cases were passed 
over without prejudice, and they would be passed over to-night 
again. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Objectionis made. The Clerk will report 
the bill. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. Chairman, at the request of the introducer 
of this bill, Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, [ask that it be again passed 
over without prejudice. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


MARY E. TRICKEY. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was a bill 
(H. R. 1196) to restore Mary E. Trickey and children of Hartwell 
M. Trickey to the pension roll. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, that bill was called 
up and passed in the House by unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the House reconsidered that action, 
the bill having been passed under a misapprehension. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
OUTHWAITE] who introduced the bill is not present, and I ask 
that it be passed over without prejudice. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


MARTHA A. HOLT, 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was a bill 
(H. R. 3971) for the relief of Martha A. Holt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the honorable Secretary of the Interior is hereby 
authorized and directed to place the name of Martha A. Holt, widow of 
Thomas C. Holt, of Company F. Second Regiment United >\tates Infantry, 
Mexican war, on the pension roll of the United States, under the provisions 
and limitations of the act of January 29, 1887, the service of the soldier, as 
shown by the records of the War Department, being hereby accepted as suffi- 
cient. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I move that that bill be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass, 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Let the report be read. 

po 

The report (by Mr. TAWNEY) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3971) 
granting a pension to Martha A. Holt, have had the same under considera- 
tion, and respectfully report as follows: 

The records of the War Department show that the claimant's late hus- 
band, Thomas C. Holt, enlisted May 22, 1848, as a privatein Company Ff’, Sec- 
ond United States Infantry, and was discharged May 22,1853. Mrs. Holt filed 
an application for pension July 11, 1890, under the Mexican War act of Jan- 
uary 29, 1887, but the claim was rejected December 11, 1890, on the ground 
that the soldier did not serve sixty days during the Mexican war as he en- 
listed only forty-four days before the war closed. All requisite facts rela- 
tive to legal widowhood, age, and dependence were apparently shown in the 
papers filed at the Pension Bureau, and the sole ground of rejection was as 
stated above. . 

Mrs. Holt is nowabout 70years old. Her husband, the soldier, died in 1858, 
and she has remained his widow ever since. She is old, destitute, and de- 
pendent, and the relief prayed for is absolutely necessary to her comfortable 


support. 
e facts are shown by the testimony on file at the Pension Bureau and by 
the testimony filed with the bill. 

In the light of the foregoing facts your committee believe that the pension 
allowed by law to the widows of Mexican war soldiers should be granted in 
this case, and the bill is therefore returned with a favorable recommenda- 
tion. 


Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I do not 
rise specially for the purpose of opposmg the passage of this 
measure, nor has it ever been my intention to oppose the pen- 
sion of any honest soldier, although I have been misconstrued 
by the newspapers and possibly by some members on this floor. 
I deny that my object is or has ever been to slander the Union 
soldiers or anything of that sort; but as we are in Committee 
of the Whole, and as [ maintain that anything that bears upon 
the subject of pensions is eligible to be read or to be put into 
the RECORD, and as I am not desirous of taking up the time of 
this body, I have here a document, the second of a series of ar- 
ticles published in the New York Times, upon the subject of 
pensions, which contains a good deal of general information 
which does not in any way abuse the old soldier —— 

Mr. HICKS. What is the date of the paper, please? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. March 28, 1894. 

It just points out the abuses of the pension system, and, in ad- 
dition to that, it goes on and speaks of the pension legislation of 
the country, the various acts that have been passed since the 
war. [t commences with the proclamation of President Lincoln 
and comes on down, reciting all the legislation on this subject, 
and showing conclusively that the laws are so constructed as to 
enable almost everybody who is entitled to a pension to obtain 
it under the general laws. There are, of course, some excep- 
tional cases in which there ought to be special legislation, and 
this article does not contend that there ought not to be such 
legislation. 

It does, however, bear upon the general subject of pensions, 
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and I ask unanimous consent,and I hope no objection will be 
made, that the first four or five columns of this article be 
printed inthe Recorp. Lhave already, by unanimous consent, 
put in the first article, and you gentlemen have read it. It con- 
tains no abuse of the oldsoldiers. It gives information that we 
all need, showing the different acts that have been passed in 
relation to pensions. 

Mr. HICKS. What is the title of the article? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. It says ‘‘ Dishonoring the 
pension roll,” ‘‘On the roll of honor,” and so on, giving the 
naines of pensioners and their localities, how the Treasury was 
looted, etc. Now, I ask unanimous consent that this article be 
printed in the RECORD as bearing upon the general subject of 
pensions, y 

Mr. HICKS. Asa part of your remarks? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I do not care what you 
call it. It shows for itself. It can go in that way if you desire. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from South Carolina? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I object. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Now, Mr. Chairman, I 
ask as my right, that this article be read from the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. I ask my friend from Nebraska to 
withdraw his objection. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I hope that the gentle- 
man will withdraw his vin retry My motives have been mis- 
construed. I have no desire or intention to slur the Union sol- 
diers, and this article has no such purpose. I would resent any- 
thing of that kind myself. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I will not withdraw the objection, 
Mr. Chairman. The purpose of the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina is very evident, notwithstanding his disclaimer. 

We are all familiar with the article to which he alludes; I 
think there is no man, woman, or child in the United States who 
does not know the animus of the article. And I for one protest 
against any such article, any such slander, desecrating the rec- 
ords of the Congress of this country. I insist on my objection. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. The article speaks for it- 
self. I insist on —— read. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I ask the gentleman to yield tome 
& moment. ; 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I yield for aquestion. I 
do not yield the floor. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I wish tocall the attention of the 

ntleman from Nebraska to this fact: The gentleman from 

th Carolina is alone responsible for what he may put into 
the Recorp. It will take a long time to read this article, if it 
be read; and I suggest to the gentleman from Nebraska that he 


withdraw his objection, since the gentleman from South Caro-. 


lina is alone responsible. , If the ee be withdrawn, it will 
enable us to get along with our business to-night. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I desire to say, in answer to my 
friend from Indiana, for whom I have the kindest feeling, well 
knowing that his purpose in making this request is, as he con- 
ceives, in the interest of advancing legislation, that this is not 
the first time this request has been e. The article has been 
examined by the Chairman. It bears no relevancy to = case 
or any bill which is now pending before Congress. It will not 
be claimed even by the gentleman from South Carolina that it 
has any material bearing on any bill whichisherepending. Its 
purpose, as I said, is evident; and I for one am ready to go on 
record here and now upon this issue. If these gentlemen desire 
to block pension legislation, let them go sq on record. 

Mr. LITTLE. And take the co uences. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Yes, let them take the conse- 

uences, Ido not propose to be bulldozed into filling up the 

NGRESSIONAL RECORD with alot of stuff, simply because gen- 
tleraen seex to take that course in Sonne pension logislatio 

Mr. TALBERT of South Caroiina. reply to what the dis- 
tinguished gentleman has said, I wish to Joe (his opinion 
to the contrary notwithstanding) this article does bear on the 
subject of pensions. And I submit that in the Committee of the 
Whole gentiemen have wandered far away from the subject and 
talked about matters entirely irrelevant to any bill r con- 
sideration in Committee of the Whole. I submit that this ar- 
ticle bears directly upon pensions, avd upon nothing else; and it 
will throw considerable light upon pension legislation. I ask 
that it be read. 

Mr. BLAIR. I would say to the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina that I have never known in either House of Congress, when 
a time has been set apart for the consideration of private og 
sion bills, that goreens discussion has been indulged in. is 

uite an exception to ordinary rules, _— an exception to any- 
ng I have ever known in any case, that an article of 
this kind has been introduced in time devoted to private pension 
acts. If this were a discussion of ecane ganttal saaseatalinn 
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bill, where the topic of pensions was under debate, it would be 
altogether a different thing. 

a TALBERT of South Carolina. This is a specific appro- 
priation. 

Mr. BLAIR. This is a very different case. And I must say, ~ 
for one, that it seems to me the gentleman from South Carolina 
is outside of anything ever known before in Congress when he 
insists upon insulting those who disbelieve entirely in those 
views with relation to pension legislation and to the Union sol- 
diery that it would appear he must entertain himself. 

Now, why does he ask me to read that matter to-morrow or to 
listen to it to-night when he must know that to me personally it 
is exceedingly offensive, that it is so to every gentleman on this 
side of the House, and, I think, to every gentleman on the other 
side, and altogether outside the rules, altogether outside the 
practice of eesey I have altogether too much respect for 

is personal feelings and for him as a man to think that he will do 
it. For one I think the gentleman from Nebraska will simply 
voice the universal sentiment of both sides of this Chamber by 
insisting upon his objection, if the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina insists that we shall submit to this insult. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I think the gentleman 
argues from false premises entirely. He intimates that it is my 
intention to insult the soldiers and to insult the House. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the gentleman thinks I meant to intimate 
that he intends to insult us, I wish to say that I did not do so. 
But I take it as an insult. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I want to say that this 
article comes from a Northern paper—a paper of the great Em- 
pire State of New York—— 

Mr. BLAIR. And one of the most infamous sheets ever pub- 
lished this side of Tophet. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. The gentleman may say 
what he pleases aboutthat paper; its managerscan stand in their 
own shoes. I stand here to-night in mine, and say to you that 
this is not any publication coming from the South—— 

Mr. BLATR. I know it is not. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. It comes from the North. 

Mr. BLAIR. I disclaim any supposition that the article comes 
from the South. It is not from any worthy human source, andI 
éo not wish to listen to the article; I do not wish to be obliged 
to hear it in this Chamber. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I ask that the article be 
read. I do not care to bandy words with the gentleman from 
New Hampshire any longer. 

Mr. BLAIR. I insist upon the objection. I insist that this 
is not parliamentary; that it is not a proper method of proced- 
ure in such cases; t to-night has been set apart for a specific 
nip and not for general debate upon the pension laws—— 

; r. TALBERT of South Carolina. I demand the regular 
order. , 

Mr. BLAIR (continuing). And that it is not germane to the 
bill or to the discussion. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I refuse to yield to the 
gentleman any longer. 
ai Mr. MOSES. Will the gentleman allow me toask him aques- 

ion? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Certainly. 

Mr. MOSES. As our time is limited tons and inasmuch 
as the. of thisarticle would be as much in order in Com- 
mittee of the e when we are considering the legislative bill, 
where we pay the salaries of pension officials, as it is now, Iho 
the gentleman will withdraw the request and notinsist upon de- 
laying our proceeding to-night. I agree with the gentleman 
that it is as much in order as many things which have been said 
in the way of general debate in Committee of the Whole; but I 
hold that it is not fair, being here all day, and the short session 
oes which must adjourn at half past 10 o’clock, being 
speci cally set apart for pension legislation, to take up the time 
in thismanner. I to him to withdraw his request and 
to prefer it at some other time when we are in Committee of the 
bs er the state of the Union, when we may have time to have 

read. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I would yield to the gen- 
tleman’s request as readily as to that of any other gentleman, 
but [ made a request to have this printed in the Recorp, which 
would not have taken a minute to t. Gentlemen have made 
objection to that, and I therefore t on its being read, and do 
not yield the floor. 

Mr. HATNER of Nebraska. I insist on my objection, Mr. 
Chairman. I make the point that it is not germane to the bill 
under consideration. 

Mr. LACEY. The Chair has already ruled on the same point 
of order heretofore. 

Mr. PICKLER. TI understand this is the particular article 
that the present occupant of the chair some two or three weeks 
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ago held could not be read as a part of the speech of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina or printed in the RD. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I insist I 
will not yield to let any gentleman occupy my time. 

Mr. DAVIS. I want to say a word or two, if the gentleman 
will yield to me. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Very well; fora question. 

Mr. DAVIS. The point is this: I have been for many years a 
close observer of pension legislation. I haveseen service in the 
commissary and sanitary departments in the Army, in taking 
care of sick, wounded,{and helpless soldiers. I was reared as an 
old-time abolitionist, and my sympathies have always been with 
the Union soldier. For years I have observed pension legisla- 
tion; and I want to say that the objection to pension legislation 
comes from Wall street and not from the South. 

The gentleman from South Carolina is not trying to prevent 
pension legislation. He is calling attention towhat Wall street 
wants done in regard to pensions. You do not hear from Wall 
street excepting in this way. They work in a different way; 
and the objection made to inserting this article in the RECORD 
proves what I say. 

Southern men have voted pensions steadily and without a 
murmur. They have passed the largest pension yy, among 
bills that have ever been passed by this or any other Govern- 
ment. But Wall street comes in with its objections, and the 
gentlemen insist that Wall street shall not be heard. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
Does he mean to insinuate that the gentleman from Nebraska 
is a representative of Wall street on this floor? 

Mr. DAVIS. Notatall. The gentleman entirely misunder- 
stands me. I say that Wall street and not the South is oppos- 
ing pensions. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Then you claim that Wall street is right? 

Mr. DAVIS. No; what I said is that you do not dare to have 
Wall street heard on the floor. I think myself that we should 
not permit Wall street to have a voice here when we are consid- 
ering pension legislation. 

Mr. HICKS. Then you claim that the gentleman from South 
Carolina represents Wall street. 

Mr. DAVIS. No; only that he insists on our hearing from one 
of your own Northern papers on the question. 

I want to say this, that since the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina has made his point and shown where the opposition to pen- 
sion legislation comes from and the criticisms upon it, I ask him 
to withdraw his request. He has made his po nt here and has 
calléd attention to the fact that Wall street is the opponent of 
pension legislation. 

The Southern Democrats have voted their share for pension 
legislation and have always formed a large part of the quorum 
at these night sessions for the consideration of such matters, 
while I have heard Republicans on this side of the House exhort 
other Republicans not to come to help make a quorum. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Now, Mr. Chairman, I 
can not yield any longer. I ask for the reading of thai article. 

Mr. DAVIS. I hope the gentleman from South Carolina will 
not insist on his uest. He has made his point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is made that the arti- 
cle the gentleman proposes to have read is not germane to the 
question before the committee. 

The bill under consideration is a bill directing the Secretary 
of the Interior— 

To place the name of Martha A. Holt, widow of Thomas C. Holt, of Com- 
pany fF, Second Re; t United States Infantry, Mexican war, on the pen- 
sion roll of the United States, under the provisions and limitations of the 
act of January 29, 1887, the service of the soldier as shown by the records of 
the War Department being hereby accepted as sufficient. 

Now, then, the gentleman from South Carolina offers, to be 
read as a part of his remarks, an article fron the New York 
Times es The date does not appear. 

Mr. HICKS. March 28, 1894. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Therules are explicit that a point of order 
being made, a member must address himself to the subject 
under discussion. That is the rule of the House—thatis to say, 
that the discussion must be germane to the subject-matter. It 
is further provided that the rules of the House shall obtain in 
Committee of the Whole as far as applicable. The Chair has 
examined the article and can ~*~ reiterate the getgnens of a 
former session, which is, that it not germane to the subject 
under discussion. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Will the Chair hear me 


upon that point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman on the 
point of order. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I desire to say this, that 
since I have been here as a new member of this House, day after 
day and night after night, I have heard read from nig prs 
fesk articles from newspapers, from the RECORD, letters 


that were less germane to the subject by a long sight than that 
article is; and I want to say, Mr. Chairman, we are called upon 
here every Friday night to pass upon pension legislation, and 
to remove charges of desertion, when the record shows that 
there are to-day in the United States numbers of men, according 
to therecord, who have received pensions for beifg deaf, who are 
to-day running telephone lines and sending telephone messages, 
and numbers of men who are getting pensionson account of being 
crippled, who are earning their livelihood by hard labor, and all 
that kind of thing; menswho are pensioned as being blind who 
are doing business every day, employed as watchmen and all 
that kind of thing. Such cases as thatare reported in these arti- 
cles set forth in the New York Times, and I think, sir, that this 
article does bear upon the subject. 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is the only evidence you have, is it not, 
of the charges you now make—ez parte statements of a newspa 
per reporter? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I am trying 

Mr. TAWNEY. Which you desire tointroduce intothe REc- 
ORD here, for the purpose of indicting old soldiers. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I am trying to furnish in- 
formation which will bear upon pension legislation, for the en- 
lightening of this body; and it seems that you and your party 
are utterly unwilling to have light thrown upon the subject at 
all. You do not want any information, and you do not want any 
light. 

Mr. HICKS. Will my friend answer one question? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. If Iean. [do not know 
whether [ can. 

Mr. HICKS. Is it true,as stated by my friendin the rear [Mr. 
DAVIS], that you represent Wall street here? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. He did not say that. 

Mr. DAVIS. I said that newspaper represents Wall street. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I expect the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania himself is a representative of Wail street. 
The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. DAVIS] made no such state- 
ment, and I will not stand any such imputation. 

are HICKS. Did you not assume responsibility for that ar- 
ticle? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I did not assume respon- 
sibility for it. I put it upon its own responsibility. 

Mr. HICKS. Did you not send it up to be read asa part of 
your own remarks, and did you not on last Friday night assert 
that it was true and correct? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. As faras I know it is true 
and correct, and they state that it is, and they have gotten their 
information from the Pension Bureau itself, and it has not been 
contradicted; and I want to say to you that one reason why I 
want to get it into the Recorp is, that if it is wrong I want to 
see it corrected. I do not want to see such a stain upon the pen- 
sion rolls of this great nation; and my object is, if it is not vor- 
rect, to have it corrected. I want to put the people of this na- 
tion upon a broad platform, upon a high and dignified platform, 
and let the pension roli be a roll of honor instead of a roll of dis- 
honor, as is charged in that article. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Then would you not better investigate the 
truth of it before you send up the paper to be read? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I have made some inves- 
tigations in regard to the matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has examined the article. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. DolIunderstand the Chair 
to rule it out? 

The CHAIRMAN. Theo Chair thinks this article is not ger- 
mane to the subject under discussion. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Then I appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina[Mr. 
TALBERT] appeals from the decision of the Chair. The ques- 
tion is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of 
the committee? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I make the point of order that we can 
not tell whether it is germane or not. We have not heard the 
article read, and do not know what it contains. The gentleman 
need not appeal to the committee. We do not know what is in 
that paper. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PICKLER and Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina de- 
manded a division. 

The committoe divided; and there were—ayes 50, noes 3. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. No quorum, Mr. Chair- 


man. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina _. 
TALBERT] makes the point of no quorum. The Chair will ap- 
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point as tellers the gentleman from South Carolina - TAL- 
BERT | and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MARTIN 

Tho committee again divided, and pending the announcement 
of the result— 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina said: I withdraw the point 
of no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws the point of 
no quorum; the ayes have it, and the decision of the Chair stands 
as the judgment of the committee. 

The bill was then laid aside, with a favorable recommendation. 


MARTHA E. MILLER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2903) restoring the pension of Martha E. Miller. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, that bill was intro- 
duced by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. eae He is not 
able to be here to-night, though not confined to his bed, by rea- 
son of sickness; and I ask that it be passed over without preju- 
dice. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


WILSON KALE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3147) granting an honorable discharge to Wilson Kale. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman,!I raise the point of 
order on that bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has examined the question of 
order against bills removing the oa of desertion. The rule 
is explicit, that all private bills must be considered in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is pa author- 
ized and directed tocorrect the military records of and grant an honorable 
siechnnpe to Wilson Kale, of Truro, Iowa, late a private of Company G, 
Sixth Regiment of California Infantry Volunteers: Provided, That no pay 
or emoluments shall be due said soldier by reason of the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. MORGAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to Whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
$147) granting an honorable discharge to Wilson Kale, have had the same 
under consideration, and report that a bill of identical character was favor- 
ably reported by the Committee on Military Affairs of the Fifty-second Con- 
greas, and hereby adopt the report then made, which sets out fully why the 
relief asked for should be granted. 

Your committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


[Report Fifty-second Congress. ]} 

The Committee on Military Affairs have had under consideration the bill 
(CH. 8. 8780) for the relief of Wilson Kale, and find that the soldier enlisted 
as a private in Company G, Sixth California Volunteers, November 19, 1863, 
to serve three years, and served faithfully until March 14, 1865. 

The testimony shows that he was a minor and thata corporal of said com- 
pany deserted the said company at the same time, and the soldier claims he 
was persuaded to leave by said corporal. The captain of the com tes- 
tifles that the regiment was at the time, March, 1 stationed at Monterey 
Barracks, in Southern California, and never performed any military serv- 
ice after that date. 

In view of the faithful service of the soldier from date of enlistment until 
Mavych 15, 1865, and in view of the youth of the soldier, the committee recom- 
mend that the bill do pass. 

The report from the War Department is herewith submitted. 


Case of Wilson Kale, late private, on G, Sixth California Infantry Vol- 
unteers, 


RECORD AND PENSION DIVISION, February 19, 1892. 


Wilson Kale was enrolled asa private in Company G, Sixth California 
Volunteers, November 19, 1863, to serve three years, and ap to have 
served faithfully until March 14, 1865, when he deserted from Monterey Bar- 
racks, Cal., never returning to yd control, although his company re- 
mainedin service until October 31, 1865, 

In an coeonen, for removal of the charge of desertion, the soldier de- 
clared under oath, June 9, 1890, that when he enlisted he wasa minor (born 
December, 1844), and that he entered the service without the consent of his 
parents; that he had two brothers in the Army @ the war, one of whom 
was killed October, 1864, at Allatoona, Ga.; that he left his command with- 
out intending to desert, and that as the war closed soon afterwards, he did 
not believe it was necessary to return to mili control. 

His application for relief was denied June 14, 1 on the und that he 
did not serve until May 1, 1865, and that it did not appear his sworn 
statement that he was prevented from completing his term of enlistment 
by reason of disability contracted in the line of duty. 

Since that date the status of the case has not been changed, either by the 
introduction of new testimony or by legislation. 

Respectfully submitted. 

F. C. AINSWORTH, 
Major and Surgeon, United States Army. 
The SECRETARY OF WAR. 


Cries of ‘* Vote!) 
he bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
ANDREW lL. GRUGETT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1461) to remove the charge of desertion from the record of 


_ Andrew L. Grugett as a former member of Company E, Sixth 


Tennessee Cav in the war of the rebellion, and to grant him 
an honorable diotharge therefrom. ; 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby ,author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the record of An- 
drew L. Grugett asa former member of Company E, Sixth Tennessee Cav- 
az. the war of the rebellion, and to grant him an honorable discharge 

m. 


The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 


Amend by adding after line 7 the following: Provided, That no bounty, 
pay, or emoluments of any kind shall become due or payable by reason of 
the passage of this act. 


Mr. TYLER. I ask that the report be read. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I desire to offer an amendment to the 
amendment offered by the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. LivinestTon). Let the report be 
read, and then the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois 
can be read. 

The report (by Mr. BOWERs of California) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1461) to remove the charge of desertion from the record of Andrew L. Gru- 
gett, Company E, Sixth Tennessee Cavalry, have had the same under con- 
sideration and report: 

From the official record furnished the committee by the War Department, 
which is made a part of this report, it appears that the said Grugett was en- 
rolled in Company E, West Tennessee Cavalry, September 18, 1862; that on 
about the 24th of January, 1863, he, with others, was captured by the enemy 
and after a time escaped; was recaptured and paroled by Gen. Van Dorn, 
and while at home was again taken bg amen and again escaped, and in 
March, 1864, he enlisted in the Second Tennessee Mounted Infantry and 
served faithfully until the end of the war, and was mustered out with his 
regiment May 6, 1865, as shown by the original certificate of discharge filed 
with the evidence. 

The committee recommend the ae amendment: 

“Provided, That no bounty, pay, or emolumentsof any kind shall become 
due or payable by reason of the passage of this act.” 

And being so amended, the committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


Case of Andrew L, Grugett, late of Company E, Sixth Tennessee Cavairy. 
RECORD AND PENSION DIVISION, February 19, 1892. 


Areport in this case was furnished the Committee on Military Affairs, 
House of Representatives, on H.R. 12824, Fifty-first Congress, second ses- 
sion, January 7, 1891. Following is a copy: 

“Tt appears from the official records that Andrew L. Grugett was enrolled 
as a corporal in Company E, First West Tennessee ee (subsequently 
known as the Sixth Tennessee Cavalry), September 18, 1862, to serve three 
years,and he appears as present on roll to December 31, 1862. Company 
muster roll for January and February, 1863, reports him as captured by the 
enemy at Boiivar, Tenn., January 24, 1863. Musterroil for March and April, 
1863, reports him absent as a prisoner of war since January 24, 1863. _ Rollfor 
May and June, 1863, reports him ‘captured and paroled,’ and roll for July 
and August, 1863, ‘deserted—absent since June 10, 1863." Subsequent muster 
rolls do not bear his name. 

“On March 1, 1864, while a deserter at large, and in violation of the 
Twenty-second (now Fiftieth) Article of War, he enlisted under the name 
of Alexander Griggett, as a private in Company C, Second Tennessee 
Mounted Infantry, for the period of one year, and he served in that organi- 
zation until May 6, 1865, when he was mustered out with detachment at 
Nashville, Tenn., as Alexander Gruggett. 

“The following is a synopsis of the testimony heretofore submitted to the 
Department in connection with application for removal of the charge of de- 
sertion, to wit: 

“Under date of June 21, 1880, the soldier testified that he was captured at 
Bolivar, Tenn., and that he was ‘dragged around’ until February, 1863, when 
he made his escape; that after his escape he did not know where his regi- 
ment was stationed, and that he was compelled to reénlist in the first regi- 
ment he met, which he did March 1, 1864, being young, and not knowing 
what else to do. 

“On September 28, 1883, the soldier declared that he was captured at Boli- 
var, Tenn., and paroled; that while at home and cael be exchanged he 
woemesaenes and taken to the enemy's camp, from which he made his es- 
cape an returned home. 

"“G. W. Pool testified that he was a member of Company E, Sixth Tennes- 
see Cavalry, and that on or about January 1, 1863, he was captured with 
Grugett at Bolivar Tenn., while in the line of duty, and that they were 
taken to Pontotoc, ., and there paroled by Gen. Van Dorn. 

“Ww. 0O. Arnett, who claimed to have been orderly sergeant of the soldier’s 
(G tt’s) com , testified, A t 24, 1881, to the soldier’s being cap- 
tured January 7, 1863; after which date he (affiant) did not see him again up 
tothe close of the war. 

“On December 20, 1883, the application was denied, on the ground that the’ 
case was not covered by =<: - 

“Under date of June 15, 1885, the soldier repeated his former testimony, 
adding that he had _ never received notice of exchange, and that if he 
ever Was @xc his regiment was beyond his reach, and that he conse- 
quently enlisted in Com: ©, Second Tennessee Mounted Infantry. 

“On January 22, 1887, the ment held that ‘inasmuch as the case of 
this soldier does not come er the provisions of the act of Congress > 
proved May 17, 1 because he was absent from the service for a period ex- 
ceeding three months the Secretary of War has decided that there is no pro- 
vision of law under which the application can be granted. It is therefore 


denied. 
“On July 7, 1890, the soldier again gave testimony similar to that al 
ed by him, but the application was in denied, July 14, 1890, on th 
und that his period of absence exceeded four months. (Act of M 


889. 

eeu uently, the case came up through the Hon. George W. Smith, M. 
C., who submitted additional testimony, to wit: 

“Under date of December 12, 1890, the soldier testified that after his ole 
at Pontotoc, Miss., he at Corinth, Miss,, where he was given trans- 
portation and subsistence to Bethel, Tenn., but that, as his regiment was 
not at the latter place, he passed on to Purdy, Tenn.,in hope of reaching his 
command; that as the rebels were pooes all around he went home and 
Was again captured; that he enlisted in the Second Tennessee Mounted 
Infantry under his proper name, and not as Alexander G tt, and that 
he visited his old en at Nashville, when both regiments met for the 
first and last time during the war; that about the last of April, 1863, he 
met Capt. Elijah Roberts, who conversed with him about his capture and 

the said beret: that the captain 
ined to receive him back into service until he (soldier) had been ex- 


arch 2, 








1894. 
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changed; that his purpose in reénlisting in another organization was to avoid 
recapture; that Company C, Second Tennessee Mounted Infantry, was com- 
manded by Andrew J. Roberts, a brother of the officer (Elijah a who 
commanded pemapeny E, Sixth Tennessee Cavalry, and that at a meeting of 
the two brothers in 1864 he (soldier) was recognized by his former captain, 
Elijah Roberts. 

“Andrew J. Roberts, late captain Company C, Second Tennessee Mounted 
Infantry, testified November 15, 1890, that he is a brother of Elijah Roberts, 
who commanded Company C, Sixth Tennessee Cavalry, and that he remem- 
bered meeting his said brother after the soldier reénlisted in Company C, 
Second Tennessee Mounted Infantry, and that the soldier was present at 
such meeting and was recognized by Elijah, but that no mention was made 
of the soldier’s desertion from his tormer organization. 

“George W. Poole, a former witness, gave testimony, on September 10, 
1890. similar to that given by the soldier on December 1%, 1890, through Hon. 
George W. Smith. 

“Two comrades of Company ©, Second Tennessee Mounted Infantry, in 
separate affidavits, declared that the soldier went by the name Andrew, 
and that it was a mistake if his name appears as Alexander or William. 
(On me company muster rolls the soldier's name appearsas William Grug- 

ett. 
° “On December 23, 1890, the Hon. Mr. Smith, M. C. was informed that as 
the period of the soldier's absence exceeded four months the Department 
was not empowered by existing law (act of Congress approved March 2, 1889) 
to afford relief.” 

Since the date of the report quoted above the status of the case has not 
been changed, either by the introduction of new testimony or =. 

F, C. AINSWORTH, 
Major and Surgeon, United States Army. 

The SECRETARY OF WAR. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the committee. 4 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an 
amendment to the amendment offered by the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Let the committee amendment be read, 


and then the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois can be 


read. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. This is a bill I introduced myself. 

by amendment recommended by the committee was again 
read. 

The amendment of Mr. SMITH of Illinois was read, as follows: 

Amend by striking out all after the word “therefrom,” in line 7, and in 
lieu thereof insert the following, viz: 

“Said discharge to bear date June 10, A. D. 1863," so that said bill as 
amended will read: 

‘That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to remove the ae of desertion from the record of Andrew L. Grugett as 
a former member of Company E, Sixth Tennessee Cavalry, in the war of the 
rebellion, and to grant him an honorable discharge therefrom, said discharge 
to bear date June 10, A. D. 1863." 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentleman 
who has the bill in charge who was the colonel of that regiment? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. [donotremember. It has been two 
years since I looked at the testimony. 

Mr. COX. There is nothing in the report to show who was 
the colonel of the regiment. . 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Chairman,I desire to be heard 
a moment on my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the question will 
be taken on the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. BRETZ. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of 
the committee to this amendment. As the bill is reported from 
the committee, it is provided that no bounty, pay, or emolument 
of any kind shall become due or payable by reason of the pas- 
sage of thisact. That is the form in which the committee al- 
ways reports bills for the removal of a charge of desertion. The 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois leaves a part 
of that out, and dates the discharge, if I understand correctly, 
of the time of the charge of desertion, in June, 1863. 

It leaves out the provision that has always been reported by 
the Committee on Military Affairs, providing that no pay or 
allowance shall become due or payable by reason of the discharge 
thus granted. I donot think that this committee is prepared 
to pass a bill of that character as changed by the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois, and I hope that amend- 
ment will be voted down; andifthe bill is passed at all, that it 
shall be passed in the form reported from the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. 
from Indiana a question. 

Mr. BRETZ. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Is it a uniform rule of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs to make that provision? 

Mr. BRETZ. It isa uniform rule of the committee to make 
that provision. 

Mr. LANE. Then the soldier is entitled to an honorable dis- 
charge now. 

a BRETZ. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, I did not hear 

m. 

Mr. LANE. Then this soldier is entitled to an honorable dis- 
charge now. 

Mr. HICKS. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois and the gen- 
tleman from Indiana will suspend a moment. What is the par- 
liamentary inquiry? 


I desire to ask the gentleman 


Mr. HICKS. Was the amendment recommended by the com- 
mittee read, and was the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Illinois read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Both amendments have been read. The 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois strikes out every- 
thing after the enacting clause. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Oh, no. 

Mr. HICKS. Will the Chair please have the language read 
again? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. My amendment strikes out lines 7, 8, 
and 9, and not all aftér the enacting clause. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a statement, if the House de- 
sires to hearone. This bill was introduced by myself, and is to 
remove the charge of desertion standing on the record against 
Mr. Andrew J. Grugett, who was a soldier in the late war, and 
who enlisted, as the report of the Committee on Military Affairs 
shows, and as shown by the record of the War Department, 
which is made a part of the report of the committee. He was en- 
rolled inCompany E of the First West Tennessee Cavalry, Sep- 
tember 15, 1862, and on or about the 24th of January, 1863, he 
and others were captured by the enemy, and after a time es- 
caped. He was recaptured and paroled by Gen. Van Dorn, and 
while at home was again taken prisoner, and again escaped. 

In March, 1864, he enlisted in the Second Tennessee Mounted 
Infantry; served faithfully to the end of the war, and was mus- 
tered out with his regiment May 6, 1865, as is shown by the 
original certificate of discharge filed with the evidence. Now, 
I desire to say this in addition to what is stated in the report 
of the Committee on Military Affairs. This man enlisted in 
the Federal service in the company and regiment stated in the 
report, was taken prisoner by the enemy and afterwards es- 
caped. Astheevidence on file before the committee (but which 
is not fully stated in the report) shows he endeavored after his 
escape to find his company and regiment. 

The evidence before the committee—and the chairman will 
bear me out as to the truthfulness of this statement—shows that 
this soldier was given transportation to several places. He did 
not know just where his company was, or where his regiment 
was, and he endeavored for some time to findthem. Being un- 
able to find his company and being near his home in Tennessee, 
he went home, and while there was again captured. He again 
escaped. Then another company of the Federal Army, coming 
through the neighborhood—a company commanded, according 
to my recollection, by a Mr. Roberts, a brother of his former 
captain—he joined that company, served until the close of the 
war, and was honorably discharged. 

The records cf the War Department show his capture, and he 
was continued on the record as a prisoner of war for some time, 
but after that the record shows him a deserter, although, asthe 
evidence shows, he never did desert—— 

Mr. TAYLORof Indiana. Will the gentleman permit a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Did you ever make application to 
the Record Office of the War Department asking to have that 
charge removed? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Certainly. But this man never re- 
joined the company in which he first enlisted and to which he 
belonged, and under the law the War Department is not per- 
mitted to grant an honorable discharge or to correct a record 
like this, unless the party charged with desertion returned to 
his regiment within three months, as I remember the time, or 
perhaps four months, or unless he can show that he was sick 
and was unable to return. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Your statement indicates that he 
was unable to return. You make a statement that would give 
him relief through the Department. 

Mr. SMITS of Illinois. Not under the law. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. According to your statement he 
was unable to return to his command—just as unable as if he had 
been prevented by sickness. He certainly, under the circum- 
stances stated by you, would be entitled to relief there, and this 
bill isimproperly before the committee; the case ought to be be- 
fore the Department if your statement is correct. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Iam always glad to have a question 
asked. If the gentleman has examined the law—— 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiapa. Not only examined it, sir, but I 
have secured an honorable discharge through that Department 
in a case where the facts were very similar to the facts in this 
case as you state them. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Then you have been more fortunate 
than the rest of us, and certainly you secured it without any au- 
thority of law. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. The gentleman ought to speak for 


himself and not for other members. 
Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Well, if the gentleman has asked his 
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question I hope I may be permitted to proceed. The present 
law docs not authorize the Secretary of War to remove the 
charge of desertion in this or any similar case, and the reportof 
the Secretary in this case, which was before the Committee on 
Military Affairs and is a part of the evidence in this case, shows 
that the only way relief can be given is by a private bill, for 
the reasons stated by me. 

Mr. TAYLOR of fllinois. Another question. Your amend- 
ment would eradicate the provision in the bill that this man 


, Shall not have bounty or back pay. It would ey give him 
0 


@ standing which would entitle him to go to the Pension Bureau 
and apply for a pension. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Certainly; and if my statement iscor- 
rect, if the report of the Committee on Military Affairs is cor- 
rect, this gentleman, if disabled, is entitled to a pension. He 
did make application for pension as a discharged soldier, having 
served in two companies. 

Having under his second enlistment continued in service till 
the close of the war,and been honorably discharged, this soldier 


/made application for a pension; and that application was prop- 


erly rejected, for the reason that his military record showed a 
charge of desertion. But this bill seeks to remove that charge, 
because he never was a deserter, as the evidence shows. 

If it is true, as the committee has found and as the evidence 
roves, that he was not a deserter, and if he has been disabled, 
© is entitled to his pension. Heclaimsnothing more. He did 

not know, as the evidence shows, that it was necessary to have 
# discharge from his first company. The affidavit of his first 
captain is on file and was before the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, where it is to-day, showing the service of thissoldier. The 
record shows his capture as a prisoner of war, and the record 
and -_ evidence show the other circumstances which I have 
stated. 

A bill for this man's relief, similar in terms tothis, was d 
in the Fifty-second Congress by a Democratic House—although 
I do not care to bring in politics in connection with this matter— 
but it was passed too late to get it through the Senate. I have 
reintroduced the bill in this Congress, and now ask that the 
amendment which I offer be accepted by the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentioman from Illinois [Mr. SmiTH] to the amendment of the 
commiitee. 

Mr. BRETZ. Mr. Chairman, if the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Illinois should be adopted it will make an exception 
in this case, and will do in favor of this soldier what has not 
been done in any other case since I have been a member of the 
Committee on Military Affairs. It has been the rule of the com- 
mittee—a rule followed in every instance—that bills of this kind 
should contain a provision that the soldier shall receive no ad- 
ditional pay or allowence by reason of the passage of the bill re- 
lieving him of the charge of desertion. 

I want further to call attention to a part of the report which I 
think is not fully understood. Some members of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole understand that this man was captured and 
that it was through no fault of his that he was charged with de- 
sertion; that being a prisoner of war he was unable to get back 
to his command. I wish to relieve the mindsof gentlemen from 
any such misunderstanding; and I will call their attention to.one 
clause in this report. 

’ Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
whether he is a member of the Committee on Military Affairs? 

Mr. BRETZ. Lam. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. It has been suggested tome that this 
amendment of the committee does not contemplate cutting off 
any right to pension on the part of this soldier, if, when his 
record is corrected, it should be shown by evidence that 
he is entitled toa pension. Is that correct 

Mr. BRETZ. The amendment of the committee is intended 
only to cut off any claim to bounty or back pay. 

r. SMITH of Illinois. Has it been the uniform practice of 
the committee to oer in their bills such a provision? 

Mr. BRETZ. That is the universal rule of the committee. 
Mr. SMITH of Lllinois. If that is correct, then [ will not in- 

sist—— 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. LIVINGSTON). Gentlemen must re- 
sume their seats,and we must have order. Gentlemen standi 
in the aisles will take their seats. The gentleman from Illinois 


{Mr. SmrrH| will take his seat. 
Mr. BRETZ [after a pause, during which order was restored]. 


“Mr. Chairman, I will cheerfully weld for any question w 


the gentleman from Illinois may desire to ask me. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, may I be permitted 
to respond to the gentleman from Indiana? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois can, with 
the consent of the peatemes from Indiana, ask bim a question. 

Mr. SMITH of Illincis WhenI was exercising before what 


I supposed was my right in that respect, I was directed b 
Gaol tnateace sont mcr — 

The CHAIRMAN. The reason of that request was that there 
was so much disorder it was impossible to hear what was going 
on. Neither the Chair nor gentlemen on the floor could hear 
the remarks which were passing between the two members. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, may I be permitted 
to say that the reason I walked over to where the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. BRETz] was speaking was that at my seat I 
could not hear what he was saying. I walkedover there in per- 
me order, and was in order when I was directed to take my 
seat. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that there was 
confusion on the floor at the time; and that was the reason of his 
request that all gentlemen should take their seats. 

Mr. SMITG of Illinois. Now, i wish to say to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Bretz] that with his statement as a member 
of the committee I am satisfied. Iam willing to withdraw my 
amendment, and let the bill pass with the amendment reported 
by the committee. 

Mr. BRETZ. {n that form, of course, I make no objection to 
the passage of the bill. 

The question being taken, the amendment of the committee 
was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it pass. 


CALVIN DANIEL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
1110) to correct the military record of Calvin Daniel. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and required to amend and correct the military record of Calvin Vaniel, 
deceased, late a | se in Company B of the Ninth Regiment of Indiana 
Volunteers, in the war of the lion, so as to remove therefrom the charge 
of desertion, which is hereby declared to have been erroneous. 


The report (by Mr. BRETZ) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1110) fer the correction of the military record of Calvin Daniel, deceased, 
late a private in Company B of the Ninth ent Indiana Volunteers, 
have had the same — = consideration and submit the follow report: 

The records from the War Department show that Calvin Daniel was en- 
rolled October 6, 1864, at Richmond, Ind., to serve one year, and on the mus- 
ter roll of December 31, 1864, he was reported absent without leave. Muster 
roll for January and February, 1865, reports him absent sick in hospital at 

vansvuille, Ind. Roll for May and June, 1365, reports him deserted from hos- 

tal at Jeffersonville, Ind. Muster-out roll of ae. dated September 

, 1865, Soa Svanier. Tex. wees him deserted ember 3, 1864, on the 
retreat from Franklin to Nashville, Tenn., while the regimental returns for 
July, 1865, show him to have deserted November 30, 1864. The records of 
the Surgeon-General, United States Army, afford no evidence of treatment 
either at Evansvilleor Jeffersonville, Ind., between December, 1864, and June, 

h period his reg reports so account for him, or at least Jan- 
uary and February, 1865. 

These statements, which should be official, are so contradictory as to 

= conclusively that a part of them are not correct, and the evidence fol- 
owing further weakens the truthfuinessof other statements which attempt 
to account for this soldier. On July 25, 1881, the soldier’s mother testified 
that information reached her that her son was captured by the enemy on 

ber 6, 1864, while the regiment was on the retreat from Pulaski, Tenn. ; 
that the last seen of him he was sitting at the foot of a tree, sick and worn 


out by exhaustion. 
. Shockley, a comrade, testified November, 1887, that he was well 
uainted with Daniels, whom he last saw on the march between Columbia 
Tenn., in the fall of 1864; that he was then sick and fell back 
to the rear; that he, afflant, told him to throw away his blanket and go to 
was of being captured. Abraham Daniels and 
mother of soldier declare that soldier has never been heard of since 1864. 

On the 18th of April, 1886, J. F. Williams appears before the clerk of the 
superior court in County, in the State of North Carolina, and under 
oath states that he was a sold in the Confederate army, in the Fifty- 
eighth North Car Regiment, and that abgut the middle of December, 

. Calvin Daniel was a in the guardhouse at Columbia, Tenn., of 

Which he (Williams) was one of the go in. charge of prisoners at that 

: e remained in the a Week or ten days, when 

e (Williams) took said Calvin Daniel and other prisoners toCorinth, Miss., 

arrived on the 25th of December, 1 On the day next follow- 

ing the were put on the train and sent further south; Daniel was 
not in good health; that he never saw him after that. 

In view of the evidence here reviewed and set forth the committee think 
that the soldier, Calvin Daniel, was captured by the Confederate forces and 
o~- he died in prison. Your committee ore recommend that the bill 

Oo pass. 


STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA, Yadkin County: 

Person ee before me, N. H. Vestal, the clerk of the superior 
court, J. F. and made affirmation in due form of law that he was 
a soldier in the Confederate army, in the Fifty-eighth North Carolina Reg- 
iment. About the middle of December, 1864, Calvin Daniel was a prisoner 
in the house at Tenn., of which he, J. F. Williams, was one 
of the guards in charge of at that a. and he remained there 
about a week or ten days, W. he, Williams, left that post and taken said 
Calvin Daniel with other to ; reached that place on 
Sanapeeiher pelsemece Wwunpes onthe iain Sask pose farther enuth, ona he; 

er rs, was on the sen er sow e, 

never saw him any more, and that Calvin Daniel was in very 
good ition when he first saw him, but not in good health when he last 
saw him, or was complaining; the were scaree of shoes 
and be- 
came ted with 
came to and told that to see 
him, and that thereupon he went to see him and became acquainted trith 





him, Caivin Daniel, and that he is no connection to C. Daniel and has no in- 
terest in his claim whatever. 
J. F. WILLIAMS, 


Affirmed and subscribed to before me this April 13th, 1886. 
N. H. VESTAL, Clerk. 


Case of Calvin Daniel (Daniels), late private Company B, Ninth Indiana Vol- 
unteers. 


RECORD AND PENSION DIVISION, Janwery 28, 1592. 


A report in this case was furnished the Committee on Military Affairs, 
House of Representatives, on H. R. bill No. 4192, Fifty-first Congress, first 
session, March 26, 1890. Following is acopy: 

“The records show that Calvin Daniels was enrolled October 6, 1864, at 
Richmond, Ind., to serve one year, and on the muster roll to December 31, 
1864, he is reported absent without leave. Muster roll for January and Feb- 
ruary, 1865, reports him absent sick in hospital at Evansville, Ind.; ‘official 
information received January 31, 1865.’ He is so borne on the muster roll 
for,March and April, 1865. Roll for May and June, 1865, reports him deserted 
from hospital at Jeffersonville, Ind. ‘Not been heard from for sixty days.’ 
Muster-out roll of company dated September 28, 1865, Camp Stanley, Tex., 
reports him deserted December 3, 1864, on the retreat from Franklin to Nash- 
ville. Tenn., while the regimental return for July, 1865, shows him to have 
deserted November 30, 1864. 

The records of the Surgeon-General United States Army afford no evi- 
dence of treatment either at Evansville or Jeffersonville, Ind., between De- 
cember, 1864, and June, 1865. 

The following is a synopsis of the testimony presented in the case tend- 
ing towards the removal of the charge of desertion entered against this 
soldier, to wit: 

*On July 26, 1881, the soldier’s mother testified that when the regiment was 
on the retreat from Pulaski, Tenn., her son disappeared. That the last seen 
of him he was sitting at the foot of a tree, sick and worn out by exhaustion. 
That information reached her that her son was captured by the enemy on 
December 6, 1864; that he was placed in prison (name and place unknown), 
and thathe has never been heard from since. 

**In June, 1887, the mother declared that he was left by the roadside while 
sick, and was captured; that he was sent as a prisoner to North Carolina, 
and subsequently to a prison farther South, since which time she had never 
heard from him. 

“Elisha H. Shockley, a comrade, testified November 7, 1887, that he was well 

uainted with Daniels, whom he last saw on the march between Columbia 

Franklin, T'enn,, in the fall of 1854; that he was then sick and fell back 

to the rear; that he, affiant, told him to throw omy his blanket and go to 
his company, as there was danger of being captured. 

“The records fail to show any evidence of capture. 

“Abraham Daniel (relationship not stated) declared, April 4, 1885, that the 
soldier has never been heard from since capture. 

“On J _~ 8, 1887, the application for removal of the charge of desertion 
was denied on the gro’ that the testimony was insufficient to warrant an 
amendment of record. 

“The testimony heretofore submitted is not deemed sufficient to warrant 
the Department in making any change of record, the record being almost 
conclusive that the man deserted from an Indiana hospital.”’ 

Since the date of the report quoted above, the status of the case has not 
been —— either by the introduction of new testimony or by legislation. 


Respec y submitted. 
PF. C. AINSWORTH, 
Major and Surgeon, United States Army. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


ELIZA K. STARR. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. a a pension to Eliza K. Starr. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof Eliza K. Starr, widow 
of Samuel H. Starr, late colonel Fifth New Jersey Volunteers and major 
and brevet colonel Sixth United States Cavalry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $50 a month. ~ 


The report (by Mr. LOUDENSLAGER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3487) 
ee anes to Eliza K. Starr, have considered the same, and sub- 
mit the following report: 

The claimant is the widow of Col. Samuel H. Starr, United States Army, 
Whose military record, as rted by the War Department, shows he en- 
listed as a private October 27, 1832, and was assigned to Battery C, Fourth 
United States Artillery, and discharged as a sergeant October 27, 1837. 

He reénlisted as a private June 23, 1846, and was assigned men wy 
United States E Appointed brevet second lieutenant Second - 
goons, to rank June 28, 1848, and accepted appointment July 14, 1848. 

Promoted to be second lieutenant, same regiment, July 15, 1848. 

Promoted to be first lieutenant, same regiment, November 10, 1851. 

Promoted to be captain, same regiment, June 14, 1858. 

On August 29, 1851, he was {teeny leave until further orders to accept the 
colonelcy of the Fifth New Jersey Volunteers and discharged from the vol- 
unteer service October 20, 1862, and rejoined the regular service in his old 
_ He was brevetted major, United States Army, May 4, 1862, “for 
t@nd meritorious services in the battle of Williamsburg, Va.,” and 

to major of Sixth Cavalry April 25, 1863. He was brevetted lieu- 
June 21, 1863, ‘‘for gallant and meritorious services in action 
Va.,” and to colonel July 2, 1863, “for gallant and meritorious 
in the Getty sb campaign.” 
was retired from active service on December 15, 1870, with the full rank 
~  amcemees he held when he received his disabling wound—that of 
The retiring board reported that he was— 
“Incapacitated for active service in consequence of the loss of his right 


ue 


arm 6 inches below the shoulder, said loss resul from a ot wound 
received in the line of duty in action at Fairfield, Pa., J 13 1863, while 
3 holding the rank of major, Sixth United States Cavalry, and in actual com- 


— of said regiment.” 
medical records also show he was wounded in the face at the battle of 
Va., May 5, 1862, and that he died in Philadelphia November 


is shown by the testimony on file in the Pension Department that the 
elaimant was married to the soldier in 1841, and by other testim on file in 
Said office and alidavits filed with che committee: that the widow is without 
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means of support andis dependent for her maintenance a her two daugh- 
ters, one a widow with two children, the other unmarried, and who are com- 
pelled to earn their own living. 

Your committee, after a full and careful consideration of all the facts, be- 
lieve this bill to be meritorious and 1ts passage is recommended with the fol- 
lowing amendments: 

Strike out the word ‘‘fifty,”’ in line 9, and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-five,” and after the word ‘‘month,”’ in the same line, add the words 
“in lieu of her present pension.”’ 


The amtndments recommended by the committee were agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

JOSEPH G. UTTER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4671) to remove the charge of desertion standing against the 
name of Joseph G. Utter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., Thatthe Secretary of War be, and heis hereby, authorized 
and directed to remove the charge of desertion standing against the name of 
Joseph G. Utter, late a music boy, general service, United States Army, and 
to issue to him an honorable discharge; and that the said Joseph G. Utter 
be held to have been regularly mustered into Company F’, Fifth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, as of the date of such discharge, and that he be 
granted an honorable discharge therefrom. 


The report (by Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia) fs as fol- 
lows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R 
4671) to remove the charge of desertion standing against the name of Joseph 
G. Utter, have examined the same, and mopeae: 

The following memorandum, submitted by the Adjutant-General in this 
case, summarizes the facts — which the application is based: 

“It eS from the records in this office that one Joseph Utter was en- 
listed tober 27, 1862,at New York, for three years, and assigned to Com 
pany B, Music Boys, at Fort Columbus, New York Harbor, from which. post 
he is reported to have deserted September i6, 1863, and not to have returned. 
From testimony on file it appears that the boy Utter, then 14 years of age, 
was enticed away from his post by members of the Fifth Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, who were encam at that place during the draft riots of that 
year; that he left New York with that regiment and accompanied it to the 
West, ae rations and clothing in company with other members of that 
regiment until the 4th of October, 1863, when he was thrown from a railroad 
train while in transit, receiving serious injuries, which resuited in an am 
putation of the left leg above the knee.” 

The Adjutant-General states that section 3 of the act of March 2, 1289, pro 
vides that a charge of desertion similar to that which appears in this case 
may be removed, provided the absence from the service did not exceed four 
months, and that the soldier served faithfully under his new command. 
But the obstacle in the case is tbat there is no record evidence of the soldier's 
reénlistment in the Fifth Ohio. This is accounted for by the fact that Utter 
joined the regiment on the (6th of September, and on the 4th of October re- 
ceived the injury which necessitated the amputation of his left, leg and re- 
sulted also in the permanent crippling of the right. 

Itis a fair presumption that had Utter not received these injuries he 
would have continued to serve faithfully with the Fifth Ohio and been 

anted an honorable discharge therefrom; this presumptionis the stronger 
om the fact that one William Lister, a fifer, who deserted at the same time 
with Utter, did so serve and receive an honorabie discharge. 

The fact that Utter received injuries in theline of duty that have attended 

him through life ought not to work to his disadvantage. 
OJohn D. Maddock, private Company F, Fifth Ohio Volunteer Infantry; 
Charles D. Moore, first sergeant Company F; J. L. Gane, first sergeant Com- 
pany C, and William Earnshaw, chaplain, testify to the facts that Utter 
served faithfully with the regiment and drew,rations and clothing with the 
rest until injured, and that he was treated at hospital No. 1, Murfreesboro, 
Tenn., for a period of three or four months thereafter. 

Your committee, in view of the facts that this applicant was but !4 years 
ofage when he deserted; that he was enticed away into the active service 
b ater persons, officers and men, in the Fifth Ohio, under assurances that 
his regular transfer would be secured; that the companion of said applicant 
was subsequently regularly transferred, and that he himself undoubtedly 
would also have been had not the accident referred to intervened. and that 
the intention to return to duty prescribed by the act of March 2, 1888, as the 
main condition to the removal of charges of desertion is fully apparent in 
this case, recommend the passage of the bill. 


The CHAIRMAN (Mr. LIVINGSTON). Thequestion ison lay- 
ing the bill aside with favorable recommendation. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I am unwilling, as one 
member of this committee, to sit here and continue to vote pen- 
sions to deserters. I care not what may be thought of my po- 
sition in regard to such requests or of granting pensions to un- 
deserving people. It has been said to me that by standing here 
in opposition to the granting of pensions to deserters, or to men 
or women that do not deserve them, I am injuring the Demo- 
cratic party. Now, I want to say that if belong toa party that 
in order to keep in power must grant a pension toall the bounty- 
jumbers, deserters, and camp followers—I say if that is required 
of me, I for one will not consent to do it. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. ‘TALBERT of South Carolina. Yes, certainly. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Who is it thatcharges you with in- 
juring the Democratic party with such opposition? 

Mr. TALBERT of South Caroliza. My friend, I am not dis- 
posed here to stand up and give you all the information that I 
am in possession of. {Laughter.] That has been the charge, as 
I have said; and I just want to say this, that if the Democratic 
party must electioneer for votes with the United States Treas- 
ury,it has come toa pretty pass. I, for one, am willing to take 


the bold stand on any and all questions that the Democratic 
party claims to be in favor of. 
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The Democratic policy is one of honesty, and does not rely on 
such proceedings as that. Democrats themselves, however, have 
come to me andsaid that would injure the ey: I say to them 
that I stand on the Chicago as and if they stood on it 
better than they dothey would more nearly subserve the inter- 
ests not only of the Democratic party, but of the people of this 
a 
Mr. PICKLER. The Chicago platform is for pensions. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from South Dakota must 
not interrupt the gentleman without his consent. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina, And [ stand here to repel 
again the slanderous insinuation that I want toinsult this House 
or injure or revile the Union soldiers. I want to say, sir, that 
he who iterates or reiteratessuch an assertion, states that which 
is false and without foundation in fact. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the bill—— 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Hold on, Mr. Chairman; 
I have not yielded the floor yet. 

The CHAIRMAN. You did yield the floor when you turned 
your back on the Chair. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Well, my friend, that de- 
pends on who is occupying the chair whether I turn my back or 
not. 

But I only want to say, in conclusion, that Iam unwilling to 
vote for a favorable report on this measure, and I move that it 
be laid aside with an unfavorable recommendation. 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Chairman, this bill was introduced by 
Mr. CLANCY, who is necessarily absent this evening, and who 
requested me particularly to bring the bill to the attention of 
the committee, in case any opposition was made to a favorable 
report upon it. 

t appears by the report of the committee accompanying the 
bill that this lad was of the age of 14 years when he left his com- 
pany, in the regiment in which he enlisted,and joined the Fifth 
Ohio Regiment. He, cf course, at that age had no understand- 
ing whatever of the obligation of enlistment, or of the formality 
through which it was necessary to pass regularly in order to be 
transferred from one company and regiment to another. He 
left the company in which he was enlisted and serving with at 
the solicitation of older persons—adults—as the report indicates, 
and went into this Ohio regiment with the understanding that 
he was to be properly transferred. 

No doubt the boy understood or acted upon the understanding 
— he had been properly transferred from one regiment to the 
other. 

There was no intention, and could not be, in the mind of a 
young boy of his age of deserting the service in which he had 
enlisted. That is apparent from the circumstance that when he 
loft the one regiment and company, he immediately entered into 
the service of the other. 

Mr. HUNTER. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. DANIELS, Yes. 

Mr. HUNTER. Could this boy, at the age of 14, enlist and be 
sworn into the army as a regular soldier? 

Mr. DANIELS. I suppose not. He was enlisted simply as a 
drummer aoe and taken from one regiment into another in that 
capacity, and the report shows that he was treated in the new 
regiment and company which he joined as a member of that 
company; that he drew his rations and his one and pro- 
ceeded regularly and consistently in the service with the other 
members of the company, from the time when he entered into 
the company himself, and that he so continued, and was bei 
transported to the front for the purpose of reaching the post o 
duty when that accident occurred by which his log was injured. 
Amputation followed, and the other leg was so far injured as 
substantially to disable him, or injure him very materially, in 
any: pursuit or occupation. 

‘Mr. STALLINGS. Was this soldier with the Army at the 
time he lost his leg—at the time he fell from the train? 

Mr. DANIELS. Yes. 

Mr. STALLINGS. And he had served from the time he left 
the other regiment? 

Mr. DANIELS. Certainly; had never lost an hour, appar- 
ently, but went from one regiment or aie directly to the 
other, and remained in that service until this accident occurred 
by which he was disabled. He was then taken to the hospital 
at Murfreesboro, where he remained fora iod of three or 
four months, and then was disch from the service; but in- 
asmuch as this charge of desertion was made im, of 
course he did not receive an honorable . Now, the ob- 
ject and purpose of this bill is simply to remove this stain from 
the record and life of this rn SS oe who entered 
into the service asa soldier in manner, served faith- 
fully until he was disabled. ; 

r. TALBERT of South Carolina. It has been suggested 
ae. this boy is already drawing a pension. Is that the 
ac 
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Mr. DANIELS. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. He could not get a pension with 
the —— of desertion standing against him. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I will state to the gentleman from South 
Carolina that he could not get a pension if the record showed 
him to have been a deserter. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I did not know but what 
he had got tae charge removed under some legislation. 

Mr. DANIELS. N o. I willanswer the gentleman from South 


I think not, sir.. 


Carolina by saying that the Adjutant-General reports that the 
charge of desertion could not be removed, and under the circum- 
stances appearing in this case I think the only remedy that the 
young fellow has is to remove this stain from his record by the 
passage of this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT], that the bill be 
laid aside to be reported to the House with an unfavorable rec- 
ommendation. 

The question was taken, and the motion of Mr. TALBERT of 
South Carolina was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is upon laying aside the 
- to be reported to the House with a favorable recommenda- 
tion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the bill was ordered to be laid aside to be re- 
ported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


PRENTICE HOLMES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 836) for the relief of Prentice Holmes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be directed to amend the 
record of the War Department in the case of Prentice Holmes, late a first 
lieutenant in Company A, Eighty-sixth New York Volunteers, so as to grant 
him an honorable discharge from the service as of the date of his discharge 
as now shown by said record, to wit, as of the 2ist day of December, 1863 


Mr. STALLINGS. I ask that the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. HULL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
836) for the relief of Prentice Holmes, having examined and considered the 
same, report the same back to the House with the recommendation that it 

° 8. 

This same matter was favorably reported to and passed by the House in 
the Fifty-first Co ess, and we adopt the e- then made, as follows: 

“Said Holmes was a first lieutenant in Company A, Eighty-sixth New 
ed from the service by order of the Adju- 
December 18, 1863, and approved by the Secretary of 
War, under and by virtue of-the action and report of a board convened 
under the authority of the tenth section of the act of July 22, 1861, and di- 
rected to examine into the capacity, qualifications, propriety of conduct, 
and efficiency of said Holmes, w ari 
made by B. H 


York Volunteers, and was disc 
tant-General, da 


was suggested by a complaint 
‘ gins, the captain of his said company, and who was after- 
wars colonel of the regiment. 

“The said Holmes has made some powtee tending to establish the injus- 
tice of the finding as made and the action taken, and also tending to show ill 
feelings toward him upon the part of an officer and which actuated the pro- 

i but to go into this would make ngress merely an appellate or 
revisory tribunal, which is not, in our opinion, contemplated in such a case, 
unless, perhaps, in avery flagrant instance, and in this case it is in no wise 
necessary to justify the action we suggest. The complaint in this case was 


based upon two ——, 

“ Pirst. Deficiency mary tactics and knowledge of his duties. 

‘Second. Unfit to command by reason of a want of self-respect—playing 
cards with enlisted men and no regard for his personal ee. 

“A hear was upon these charges, in which evidence was taken, 
which has been before and a finding was made by the board adverse to 
the first charge, and, in effect, a part of the second, but finding that he was 
gate of a great want of self-respect in playing cards with enlisted men of 

regiment,’ which men it a were old neighbors and friends; 
ing and recommendation, ‘ but, in consid- 
, recommend that instead of dis- 


and then the e 
eration of the good examination 
e be reprimanded in general orders.’ 

Brig, Gen. Ward, commanding, on ac- 
t’ shown, and his dismissalwas recom- 
Maj. Gen. French to Maj. Gen. Meade 

of the board a ved,’’ which was 
e Army with a rec- 
but without reason or comment, and 
in turn was submitted to the Secretary of War by the Adjutant-General 
‘with the recommendation that the adverse decision of the board * * * 
» — and that discharged from 
one. 

me t can not fail to strike anyone that it is highly probable that by mistake 

was 


=< report was 
count of the ‘ total lack of self- 


the service,’ which was accord- 


or inadvertence the used. It would seem that the pen- 
alty was out of keeping with the offense, and that there was really no reason 
to recommendation of the board, and that now a he has 


under the s and ignominy of a dishonorable 

OS cathovell ona 80 as we are advised 

is not made as a basis for any claim for pension or 

as against the Government, but merely as an act of justice to one 
and desires an honorable record. 


o 
Wiis kesieaaeens upon the matter and ing far in the direc 

e ma as e - 
we will oe that befoup the 
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Mr. LANE. I wish to raise the point of order on this bill, 
on the question of jurisdiction. This is nota bill to remove a 
charge of desertion. It is a bill to relieve this man from the 
effect of the findings of a court-martial, as | understand it. 
This man was court-martialed. We have noauthority at night 
sessions to consider a bill of this kind. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. It is to correct his military ree- 
ord. 

Mr. LANE, It is not a question of desertion, but it is a ques- 
tion of removing the findings of a court-martial. He was tried 
before the court-martial, and found guilty anddischarged. Now, 
we at this night session have no power to investigate that ques- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 


H. LOFLAND. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
854) to correct the record of H. Lofland. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be directed to amend the rec- 
ord of the War Department in the case of Lieut. H. Lofiand, late first lieu- 
tenant and regimental quartermaster of the Thirty-fifth Regiment of Iowa 
Volunteers, so as to grant him anhonorable discharge: Provided, That no 
pay or emoluments shall become due by virtue of this act. 


The report (by Mr. HULL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
854) to correct the record of H. Lofland, having examined and considered the 
same, report the same back to the House with a recommendation that it do 


pass. 

This same matter was before this committee in the Fifty-second Congress 
and was favorably reported with a suggested amendment, which is incorpo- 
rated in the present bill. The report, which we adopt, is as follows: 

“This case is certainly a peculiar one. Lofland was a lieutenant in the 
Thirty-fifth Regiment lowa Infantry and its regimental quartermaster. 
The records in the War Department show that he was present on various 
roll calls, except once absent with leave or sick under date of November 1¥, 


1864. 

“Maj. J. J. Lyon, acting assistant inspector-general of the right wing, Six- 
teenth Army Corps, addressed the ma. ae in command, saying that 
he had the honor of report that he had investigated the case of Lieut. H. 
Lofiand, quartermaster in the Thirty-fiftth Regiment Iowa Infantry, and 
that he found it the united testimony of all the officers present with the 
regiment that the quartermaster when with the regiment was continually 
under the influence of liquor, andso much so as to make him unfit to per- 
form the duties incumbent upon him, and that he sometimes became so in- 
toxicated as to disgrace himself and dishonor the command, and ended by 
recommerding his dismissal from service for habitual] drunkenness, neglect 
of duty, and general worthlessness. 

“On February 15, 1865, an order was made dismissing him for reasons 
above stated. 

“Lieut. Lofland not only denies everycharge here made, and denies that 
he ever had any knowledge of this proceeding, or that he had any hearing, 
and that the first that he ever heard of it was seeing it in print some time 
in March, 1865, just before he was dismissed, which was in April, 1885, and 
he seems to make a very complete showing of the injustice of this finding, 
— that demonstrates that no man should be condemned without a 

earing. 

‘*He makesa very full statement in regard toabsence, and claims and shows 
various details for special duties when from the regiment, but we do not 


deem it nearer to set ou‘ these in full. 
good showing as to his con- 


‘Since the ending of the war he makes a ve 
duct and habits, ha a statement to that effect from Judge N. F’. Bran- 
nan, judge of the seventh judicial district of lowa; J. B. Dougherty, a mem- 
ber of the staff of Governor Boies, of Iowa, and other neighbors and ac- 
quaintances. 

“In regard to the merits of the original charge he makes a very full show- 
ing. He has a letter from Judge J.H. Seared Stat justice of the supreme 
court of Iowa, who was lieutenant-colonel of his regiment, and who says 
that he performed his duties in a satisfactory manner, and who strongly 
recommends the removal of the charge of dismissal. He also has a state- 
ment sent to the President of the United States on October 27, 1864, from N. 
E. Duncan, inspector-general of the brigade in which he served, and in 
which he says he has known Lofiand intimately for eighteen months then 
last t, and that he was a faithful, efficient, and industrious officer, well 
wo of confidence of the War De ent, and he denies and condemns 
the statement that he was inefficient or neglectful of his duty. 

““W. R. Marshall, colonel Seventh Minnesota Volunteers, commanding 
the Third Brigade, First Division, Sixteenth Army Corps, under date of 
April 6, 1865, writes Gen. Thomas, Adjutant-General United States Army, 
that since he has had command of the brigade Lieut. Lofland has been faith: 
ful in the performance of his duties and in every way correct in deport- 
ment, and expresses himself as earnestly hoping that he may be relieved 
from the stigma of dismissal. 

‘* Under date of March 27, 1865, a communication was sent to the Adjutant- 
General United States Army, signed by W. B. Keeler, lieutenant-colonel 


comma' the Thirty-fifth lowa Regiment, in which he states that he had 
seen the no’ ublished inthe Army and Navy Journal of February 25, 1865, 
that had been dishonorably dismissed, but upon which no 


notice had been received, and requested that he be reinstated to his 
rank and i pay or honorably discharged, or reasons that he was a good and 
efficient officer of the regimentfrom September, 1862, exceptinga short time 
in the spring of 1864, when he yielded to the influence of liquor which caused 
the recommendation for his but that since that time his conduct 
had been such as to deserve the confidence of his country, and this action 
was requested asdue him in view of his past service and 
the iiiest and gonietent surgeon, Sve captains of ecanpanion t 
m and assistant surgeon, five ca of com n the reg- 
iment, and three first lieutenants cementing: companies. ° 
“After charges tn t him a communication was addressed to 
the President of the United States signed by 10 different officers of the 
Soren, pee Reaerved being officers of other ents than his own, 
iness with 


stated that they were acquainted with Lofland, had done bus- 
and said without hesitation that they knew no reason why said charges 


nt conduct and 
or of the re ent, 


as to his manner of doing and attending to his duties, 


should have been and requested that the charges be returned. 
“Under date of April 11 is01, William B. Keeler, late lieutenant-colonel 
commanding fifth infantry, and brevet colonel, certifies that in his 
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judgment Lofiand faithfully performed his duty as quartermaster, took 
good care of his trains and all Government property in his possession, was 
careful and accurate in his accounts, and he thinks a large majority of the 
officers in his regiment regretted his dismissal, and expresses the hope that 
an honorable discharge will be granted him. 

In August, 1864, Lieut. Lofland was appointed the head of a general court- 
martial to be convened at Memphis, Tenn. Thisshowing demonstrates that 
the ae of the cougt-martial, and the action taken upon it in dismissing 
Lieut. Lofiand, was entirely unjust, and ‘t is no more than justice to cor- 
rect it, and the case is in no wise founded upon any theory of wiping out 
the dishonorable record by reason of subsequent good conduct. 

‘The facts seem clearly to be that for a short time in the spring of 1884 he 
drank some and was affected by it, and that during a short space of time 
his dismissal was recommended, but that he immediately straightened up 
and was subject to no criticism. Upon this the court-martial seems to have 
acted without any further evidence or showing, and without giving Lieut. 
Lofiand a chance to be heard and even proceeding without his knowledge, 
and their statement that he was condemned generally by the officers of his 
regimentis manifestly untrue and without foundation; and it is safe to say 
that no such action would ever have been taken had Lofland had a chance 
to be heard. 

The report from War Department and letters from officers of Thirty-fifth 
Iowa Infantry and colonelcommanding the brigade are herewith submitted, 
as well as detail of Lieut. Lofland for court-martial duty. 


Case of H. Lofland, late of the Thirty-f/th Iowa Volunteers. 
RECORD AND PENSION DIVISION, March 11, 1892. 


The records show that Heiskel Lofiland was enrolled August 20, 1862, and 
mustered in as first lieutenant and regimental quartermaster of the Thirty- 
fifth lowa Volunteers September 18, 1862, to serve three years. 

The muster roll of the field and staff for January and February, 1863 (first 
on file), reports him present, and he is so reported on subsequent rolls to 
September and October, 1863, inclusive. Roll for November and December, 
1863, reports him absent with leave; rolls for January and February, 1864, 
and March and April. 1864, show him present; roll for May and June, 1864, 
reports him absent, sick; for July and August, 184, present; rolls for Sep- 
tember and October, 1864, and November and December, 1864, report him 
absent, sick; and the roll for January and February, 1865, shows him pres- 
ent, oo remark “ Dishonorabiy dismissed, Special Order 75, War Depart- 
ment, 1865." 

Under date of November 19, 1864, Maj. J. J. Lyon, acting assistant inspector- 
general of the ee wing Sixteenth Army Corps, addressed the major-gen- 
eral in command as follows: ‘I have the honor of reporting that I have in- 
vestigated the case of Lieut. Heiskell Lofiand, quartermaster Thirty-fifth 
Towa Volunteers, * * * and find that it is the united testimony of all of 
the officers now present with the first-named regiment that the quarter- 
master thereof is (when with the regiment) continually under the influence 
of liquor; so much so as to make him unfit to perform theduties incumbent 
upon him. He sometimes gets so intoxicated as to disgrace himself and dis- 
honor the command in which he holds a commission. 

“He has for a long time neglected the proper performance of his duties, 
and in being absent from the command evades them. Heis now in Mem- 
his, Tenn. I would most respectfully recommend his dismissal from serv- 
ce for habitual drunkenness, neglect of duty, and general worthlessness."’ 
This letter was forwarded, recommended, through the proper militar 
channels, and thereupon Lieut. Lofiand was dismissed in orders of whic 

the following is a copy: 
[Special Orders, No. 75.] 
WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, February 15, 1865. 
[Extract.] 
+ a * * ” . * 


50. By direction of the President, First Lieut. Heiskell Lofland, quarter- 
master Thirty-fifth lowa Volunteers, is hereby dishonorably dismissed the 
service ofthe United States, for habitual drunkenness, neglect of duty, and 
general worthlessness. 

By order of the Secretary of War. 

e E. D. TOWNSEND, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 


Since that date the status of the case has not changed. 
Respectfully submitted. 
F. C. AINSWORTH, 


Major and Surgeon, United States Army. 
The SECRETARY OF WAR. 


HEADQUARTERS THIRD BRIGADE, First DIVISION, 
SIXTEENTH ARMY CORPS, 
Before Spanish Fort, Ala., April 6, 1865. 
GENERAL: First Lieut. and Regimental Quartermaster Heiskell Lofland, 
Thirty-fifth Iowa Volunteers, makes application to be reinstated in the vol- 
unteer service (from which he learns unofficially he has been dismissed) or 
honorably dischar the service. I desire to say that since I have had 
command of this brigade Lieut. Lofiand has been faithful in the performance 
of his duties and every way correct in deportment. I believe it would be 
just to him and advantageous to the service to revoke the order of his dis- 
missal. 
I earnestly hope you may see proper to relieve Lieut. Lofland of the stigma 
that now rests on his name. : 
Very truly, your obedient servant, 
W. R. MARSHALL, 
Colonel Seventh Minnesota Volunteers, 
Commanding Third Brigade, First Division, Sixteenth Army Corps. 
Brig. Gen. L. THOMAS, 
Adjutant-General United States Army. 


I certify that this is a true copy of the original petition. 


W. B. KEELER, 
Quartermaster of Thirty-ffth Iowa. 


HEADQUARTERS THIRTY-FIFTH IOWA INFANTRY VOLUNTEERS, 

Near Mobile, Ala., March 27, 1865. 
Sir: A notice published in the Army and Navy Journal of date February 
25, 1865, states that First Lieut. Heiskell Lofiand, regimental quartermaster 
Thirty-fifth Iowa Infantry Volunteers, is dishonorably dismissed the United 
States service, etc. [no official notice has been received] I would most re- 

spectfully request that he be reinstated with his rank and pay or bonorabl 
discharged, for the following reasons, viz: He was a good and efficient of- 

ficer, serving as regimental quartermaster of this regiment from Se 
tember, 1862, to _ , 1864, an i a short time in the spring of 1864, 
during which he did yield to the uence of intoxicating drinks, whica 
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caused the recommendation for his dismissal, he served the country faith- 
fully. His conduct as an officer and a gentleman since that time has been 
entirely waemeny ional; his standing and reputation at his home fin Iowa is 
that of a man of good character; his conduct for many months past proves 
that he has reformed and deserves the confidence of his country. 

The action requested is due him in view of his past services and present 
good conduct and efficiency. 

T have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

M. B. KEBLER, 
Lieutenant-Cotonel, Commanding Thirty-fifth 
Regiment Iowa Infantry Volunteers. 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. €.: 

We cheerfully coneur in above statements, and would respectfully ask that 

Lient. Lofiand be reinstated. 


WM. DILL 
Major Thirty-ffth Iowa Infantry. 
Towa Infantry. 


TH, 

Assistant Surgeon. 
ISAAC B. SLOAN, 

on Company A. 


"Oa ain Company @. 
WM. D. . 

Captain Company I. 

W. A. CLARK, a “ 

PRANK $. KOEHLER, c 


First Lieutenant, Company C. 
A.N.SNYDE 


Captain C uF. 
C.LISTENWALTER, 
First Lieutenant, K. 

CHAS. W RN, 
First , Vommanding Company EZ. 
I certify that the above is a true copy of the original petition. 


. B. KEELER, 
Lieutenant-Colonel Thirty-Asth Iowa. 
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MEMPHIS, TENN., October 27, 1964. 


Sir: Having been informed by Capt. James Mayer, inspector-general First 
Division, Sixteenth Army Corps, that he had recommended the dismissal of 
Lieut. . Lofland, tal Thirty-fitth Lowa Infantry Vol- 
unteers, | beg ienve to state to Your Excellency that I am and have been for 
the last eighteen months intimately acquainted with Lieut. and 
heave been during that the same brigade; ° 
spector since the Mth of last June, and know of no 
land shonld have been inefficient. On the contrary, [ 
as a faithful, ettlietent, industrious officer, weli worthy of the confidence 
of wes en 


His Excellency the PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

TheCHAIRMAN, This is clearly subject to the same point 
of order. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. I make the same point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already ruled the bill out 
of order. 

MADISON A. THOMAS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1112) to correct the military record of Madison A. Thomas. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I introduced that 
bili myself, and I ask that it be passed over without prejudice 
this evening. 

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, the bill will be 
laid aside without prejudice, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. PICKLER. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN, The nutleman will state it. 

Mer. PICKLER. What mes of a bill like the Lofland 


Theo CHAIRMAN. It will go back to the House Calendar. 
Under the rule restricting the businesson Friday night sessions, 
it is not in order. 
Mr. PICKLER. It will not lose its place on the Calendar? 
The CHAIRMAN. It will not. 


AMANDA J. LANE. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3033) granting a pension to Amanda J. Lane. 
' The bill was read, as follows: - 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary 
thorized sod divested to place on the sion roll, subject to the pro 


and Hraitations of the Pension ent, the name 
sister of John M. Lane, late a member of Company 
thirty-irst Regiment Volunteer 
A. Lane, late a member of Company F’, One 
ment filinois Volunteer Infantry, in the war of the 
pension of #8 per month. 

ee en ee 
ae lows: 

Strike out the word *Cepartment,”’ in line 5, and insert in lieu thereof the 


"Strike out the work “a,” in line 6, and insert in leu thereof the words “de- 
Striis out all of the bill after the word “infantry,” in line 8. 


of the Interior 
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May 18, 

Mr. STALLINGS. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. MCDANNOLD) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 3032) 
granting a ion to Amanda J. Lane, and submit the following rt: 

The = oner is the sister of John M. Lane, and daughter of Thomas A. 
Lane, members of Company F, One hundred and thirty-first [linois 
Infantry. The father enlisted A st 13, 1862, and died in service April 10, 
1863. His widow, Matilda Lane, the stepmother of the petitioner, is pen- 
sioned at $12 per month on account of his death. It appears also that the 
brother, John M. Lane, enlisted August 13, 1862, and died in service April 1, 
18623; and two sisters and one brother. namely, the petitioner (Amanda J.) 
and Mary J. and Peter H., were, on Nevember 19, 1891, allowed pension as 
dependent brother and sisters of the soldier, commencing from the date of 
the soldier's death and ending wheneach became 16 a of age. All three 
a are of course over 30 years of age, inasmuch as they were living in 
The testimony on file in the Pension Bureau shows that Amanda J. is 
blind, and has been since she was 4 years old, andis an inmate of the Hardin 
County (Ill.) poorhouse. 


Inasmuch as this petitioner was pensioned for the period of her minority 


as the dependent sister of this soldier, and inasmuch as she, being totally 
blind since the age of 4 years, has never ceased to be helpless and even more 
dependent than is implied by the condition of minority simply, your com- 
mittee report this bill favorably to restore her name to the pension roll, by 
analogy to the provision of the act of June 27, 1890, con on the roll 
the idiotic, insane, or permanently helpless children of soldiers. 

Your ttee recommend that the bill do pass after being amended as 


follows: 

aaene out the word “department,” in line 5, and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “laws.” 

Strike out the word ‘‘a,” in line 6, and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“dependent and permanently he s.”” . 

Strike out all of the bill after the word ‘infantry,’ in line 8. 


wn STALLINGS. I would like toknow who introduced that 


Mr. LANE. = ao {[Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois}. 

Mr. STALLINGS, I hope the gentleman will make a state- 
ment concerning it, as we can not gather the facts from the 
reading of the 

The CHAIRMAN. Complaints are made that these reports 
can not be heard. It would save a good deal of time if gentle- 
men would either stop conversation or retire to the cloakroom. 
It must be done. When the next report isread gentlemen must 
cease conversation. 

Mr. LANE. The fact is, as this report shows, that this party 
is the daughter of a deceased soldier. Her father died in the 
service, and her brother died in the service. She is entitled to 
a in either case. 

. STALLINGS. ‘You do not mean to say that she is enti- 
tled to a pension under the law? 

Mr. LANE. She would be under the law of 1890 if it had not 
been for the construction put upon that law by the Department. 

set Ae ne Dp cinmtcha e n erie, Sor tate 

t t not en » bu 8 
a ht to be entitled under the act of 1890 as you construe it. 

r. LANE. She would have been entitled under the con- 
struction put upon the law of 1890 by the committee. i was on 
the committee when that bill was framed, and alsoin the House; 
and I know it was the intention of the committee in framing the 
law to meet cases of this character. 

Mr. STALLINGS. How much pension would she have been 
entitled to under the construction the committee intended it 
should bear? 

Mr. LANE. I think $12a month. I will ask the gentleman 
from Indiana. Would she not have been entitled to $12? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. This is a dependent sister. They 
are pensionable after the mother and father have died, up to the 
age of 16 yous, at $12 a month. 

Mr. LANE. That is what I understood. 

‘Mr. STALLINGS. As I understand, this bill carries $18. 

Mr. LANE. That has been amended by the committee. 

Mr. STALLINGS. And it now carries $12? 

Mr. LANE, The law fixes it. This is a good case. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 


to. 
The bill, as amended, was ordered to be laid aside with a fa- 
vorable recommendation. 


HARRIET T. VOSBURGH. 





eee ae {tho Secretary of the Interior 

be, he is hereby, 
sious and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harriet T. Vostargh, 
ee ee ee caer ees oo : eae 
aa ee 

The report (by Mr. APSLEY) was read, as follows: 
on Invalid FShens woe retenred the bent (CB. 
to . Vosburgh, examined the same, 
two sons to Union , Wiliam Jarvis 
the toe 
ee v 
six: and no means of sup- 
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She succeeded in ony. herself and f , however, with assistance 
of the two sons, George and William, up to the time of their enlistment; the 
other two sons Were no help to her, as one died when — yo and the 
other was a or Her son George was killed at the battle of Cold Har- 
bor, June 2, 1864. William was wounded and taken prisoner June5, 1864, at 
the battle of Piedmont, W. Va. He was sent to Andersonville, where he re- 
mained six months, was finally exchanged, and came home sick; as soon as 
he was able he reénlisted and went back to the Army and served until tho 
war ended, when he came home sick and was in poor health until his death 








in 1887. 

Eachof these sons_left a widow and minor children, but the widow of 
George has since remarried and subsequently died and her name has been 
dropped from the pension rolls and the minor child is also dead. The chil- 
aren of William are living, however, and have applied for pension. 

Mrs. Vosburgh was married the second time to John Vosburgh in 1863, and 
lived with him most earns: he never did anything toward her support 
during all the time she lived with him; he deserted her in 1883, and she has 
never heard from him since. 

Mrs. Vosburghis now 77 yearsold and in very r health and can live but 
afew years at the longest. She is now only able to partly support herself 
by her daily labor and is in part supported by charity. 

In consideration of the Seceere facts, and also in consideration of the 
fact that her grandfather rendered his country distinguished services in the 
war of the Revolution—her father fought in the war of 1812, and ber two 
sons in the war of the rebellion, and both lost their lives as a result of such 
service—your committee feel that this old nee saan not be allowed to 
suffer for the necessaries of life nor to be a t upon charity in her old 
age; Wherefore your committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


Mr. STALLINGS. I would like to know who introduced that 
bill. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. The bill shows by whom it was 
introduced. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. The bill was introduced by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts _— WRIGHT). 

Mr. STALLINGS. This bill, it rs, was introduced by 
the gentleman from eae r. WRIGHT], who is’ not 
here to-night; and I ask that it be laid aside without prejudice. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. May Iask my friend from Ala- 
bama what additional information he desires that induces him 
make this request. There seems to be no valid reason why this 
bill should not be considered and acted upon. 

Mr. STALLINGS. The information furnished by the report 
is all the information we can obtain. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Does not the report set forth the 
connection of this person with the service and the fact that he 
served in the war? 

Mr. STALLINGS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Certainly, the information 
therein contained should be ample to satisfy your desires. 

Mr. STALLINGS. As I understand, this widow married 
again after her husband, who was the soldier, died. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Yes; and it has been the custom 
of Congress to grant a restoration to the pension roll under cer- 
tain circumstances in cases of that kind. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I beg the ———_* pardon. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. precedent has already been 
established for os pensions of this kind. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I beg to differ with the gentleman. It 
may have been the custom of other Congresses, but it has not 
been the custom in this session of Congress. 

Mr. LOUD. She lived unhappily with her second husband, 
and perhaps that ought to be a cause! 

Mr. ST GS. Itis es that she lived unhappily 
with hersecond husband, and that would be a cause for giving her 
a pension. For that reason, I ask that the bill be laid aside. 
There was.one of the same character called up last Friday night, 
and that was reported adversely, or not reported favorably. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request that the 
bill be laid aside without prejudice? [After a. pause.] The 
Chair hears note. 

A. F. NEELY. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was a bill 
‘(H. R. 6206) granting a pension to A. F. Neely. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of A. F. Neely, la 

B, Second Kansas Militia, who was wounded in the right 


koe mae Che Bite. aaee = eee eee ee - 
tionate egree of his disability from gunshot wounds of right t : 
and disabilities resulting therefrom. 


The report (by Mr. LACEY) was read, as follows: 


A. F. Neely was a member of Company B, Second Kansas Militia. Hea 
plied for a pension vnder act of June 2, 1880, and his claim, No. 408284, wes 
—— because he was not mustered into the United States service. 
not nies one iene ae ee ouiere) pencien Se, suneiins “vee 

Was therefore cut ou ¢ limitation of time é 
He is disabled from wounds received at the battle of the Blue, Ostaber 
the thigh in said battte. 
rheumatism, and heart disease. . 
received in battle are established by 
who —_ et the 
affidavit A. J. Hun- 
Ww. 1 testi- 
of wounds in 
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His case would be clearly covered by the general law, but for ths fact that 
he did not apply until after the expiration of the limitation of 1874. 

The bill only grants a pension for said wound and its results. 

The committee think that the soldier ought to be granted a pension, and 
recommend the passage of the bill. 

Your committee recommend the amendment of the bill by inserting after 
the word ‘‘thigh,”’ in line 10, the following words, “ incurred in said engage- 
ment.” 


The amendment recommended in the last paragraph of the 
report was adopted, and the bill as amended was laid aside to 
be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 

| pass. 
JAMES L. TOWNSEND. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was a bill 
(H.R. 6570) for the relief of James L. Townsend. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to correct the military record of James L. Townsend, late 
captain of Company B, Fourteenth Connecticut Volunteers, and to grant 
him an honorable discharge as of said company and regiment. 


The report (by Mr. HULL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6570) for the relief of James L. Townsend, have had the same under consid- 
eration, respectfully recommend its passage, and adopt Senate Report No. 
985, Fifty-second Congress, first session, which is.as follows: 

[Senate Report No. 985, Fifty-second Congress, first session. | 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S, 2298) 
for the relief of James L. Townsend, have had the same under consideration 
and submit the following report: 

James L. Townsend, of Connecticut, was mustered into service as first 
lieutenant of rr Fourteenth Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, to 
serve threo years, and ame captain of said company September 3, 1863. 
The regimentsaw extraordinary service at Antietam, Fredericksburg, Chan- 
cellorsville, en Neng | Falling Waters, Auburn, Bristoe Station. Blaclc 
burn Pord, Mine Run, Wilderness, Laurel Hill, Spottsylvania, Cold Harbor, 
and many other engagements. According jto the testimony of all his com- 
rades, he was a good officer, conspicuous for bravery, although strict in dis- 
cipline, kind and considerate to his men, temperate and exemplary in bis 
habits. He was wounded at Chancellorsville, not severely. Having been in 
the Seminary Hospital at Georgetown a short time, he was discharged as 
cured on September 30, 1863. 

On the morning of October 1, he and a comrade foolishly decided to spend 
the day in Baltimore, and Townsend intended to start for his regiment in 
the evening. He dressed in citizen’s clothes, purchased a ticket for Balti 
more, when a detective (according to official report, although Townsen«! 
said that it was a private soldier) asked him if he were a soldier. Townsend 
replied that he had been. The detective asked him if he had a discharge, 
and Townsend answered that he had, meaning a discharge from the hos- 
pital. The detective told him to go with bim to the lieutenant of the guard. 
‘Townsend did so, and frankly told the officer the whole story, his rank, regi- 
ment, and what he intended todo. The officertold him to start for his regi- 
ment, Which Townsend did immediately. The regiment was then below 
Cedar Mountain upon the Rapidan, He reached it October 3. 

He was not aware that he was under arrest, for the report on the rolls of 
theregimentis, “ Returned to duty from general hospital October 4." Town- 
send continued with the regiment in severe campaigning and in the hot 
battle of Bristoe Station, October 14, 1868. On November 24 (having been 
‘‘on duty ” fifty-two days) he was summoned before a military commission 
in Washington—not a co —went up there, told his story, went 
back to duty within a day or two, and served with his regiment until Janu- 
ary 12, 1864, when he went to Washington on sick leave, and there received 
an order stating that he had been dismissed from the service on December 
2, 1863, “for absence without leave after discharge from hospital, and at- 
tempting to leave the city of Washington and go orth in citizen’s clothes, 
but denying at the time that he was an officer.’ 

‘Townsend certainly did not try to go north farther than Baltimore. He 
did attempt to be absent without leave. He was in Washington for the pur- 
pose of going to his regiment, and ought to have started immediately, and 
did start after being checked at the d t. If he were absent without leave 
it was a mere technical absence for an hour ortwo. He did mislead the de- 
tective, but frankly told the lieutenant of the guard the true story, went off 
to duty, and honorably served in battle. Morethan three andahalf months 
after his return to his regiment, during which od he was at no time 
under arrest, he was given a copy of the order the military commission 
dismissing him from the service on December 2, 1863. 

He did not intend a serious offense, and he was only technically guilty of 
any. No witnesses as to Townsend's character or reputation as an officer 
were before the commission, and the whole regiment would have borne the 
highest testimony to his good character, But, as far as the committee can 
learn from the testimony and the records in the case, Townsend was an hon- 
orable and trustworthy man, and he has borne this reputation since. 

Immediately after the dismissal of Townsend Hon. Augustus Brandgee, a 
member of the House of Representatives from Connecticut, submitted to the 
War Department a petition signed by all the commissioned officers of the 
Fourteenth Connecticut Volunteers requesting the restoration of Capt. 
Townsend to his former rank and position. 

This petition, ther with ali papers in the case, was referred te Brig. 
Gen. Joseph Holt, Judge-Advocate General of the Army, for review and re- 
port, and under date of January 23, 1864, the papers were returned by that 
officer to the Secretary of War with the following statement: 

* « * “'The case isnotcomplicated. The facts areconceded. Capt. Town- 
send, having just been discharged from the Seminary Hospital in George 
town on the 30th of September, tried to pass the guard at the depot in 
citizens clothes, inten . a8 hesays, to goto Baltimoreand return the 
same day. He was a by a detective, ordered before the board, of 
which Gen. Ricketts is president, tried, and, no satisfactory defense being 
made, dismissed by order. 

“It is proper to remark that the petition signed by his brother officers 
represents . Townsend in an exceedingly favorable light as an officer 
anda gentleman. It would not be easy to fraud a stronger terzimonta! in 
behalf of military character and services than is oa im the very flat- 
tering encomiums bestowed by the signers upon this officer. They say that 
‘he has been from the first a most faithful offcer, always on duty, conspicu- 
ous for bravery on the battlefield, for his men, temperate in his 
habits, strict in discipline, beloved by his brother officers, and almost wor- 


shiped his men.’ , again, “not one could be selected from the line 
officers of the ‘hose dismissal would prove of greater detriment 
to the service so far as the effect upon the spirit of the men and the general 


good feeling of the regiment are concerned.’ 
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“This highly complimentary testimonial is indorsed ‘earnestly recom- 
mended’ by Col. Charles J. Powers, of the One hundred and eighth New 
York Volunteers, commanding the brigade, and approved by Gen. Alex. 


Hays, commanding the division, who states that the petitioners are known 
to him to be those * whose representations are worthy of consideration.’ 

“It may be remarked that it is not charged that this officer intended to de- 
sert when he undertook to go to Baltimore. His comrades state that it was 
a boyish freak committed without serious thought. 

“It devolves upon the Secretary of War to decide whether, in view-of the 
exceedingly fair character which this officer seems to have borne, his at- 
tempted evasion of orders and reprehensible conduct in trying to leave the 
city without a pass, and in a citizen's garb, may be overlooked and his rein- 
statement ordered.”’ 

It is evident from the foregoing report that Gen. Holt, ordinarily a severe 
disciplinarian, desired that the offense of Townsend should be overlooked 
and that he should be reinstated. No action, however, was taken. 

Townsend has suffered under the discredit of the dismissal twenty-eight 
years, and is now broken in health and in the Soldiers’ Home. In the mean- 
time he has been one of the most beloved officers among the survivors of 
his gallant regiment, and those survivors continue to ask that he may be re- 
lieved from the mortification and disgrace. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. LANE, Mr.Chairman, I make the point of order on that 
bill that there is no charge of desertion in the case. This man 
was dismissed from the service, and his case ought to go to the 
House and not to this committee. The President had a right 
to pardon this man if he saw proper 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 


HARRIET T, VOSBURGH. 


Mr. STALLINGS. Mr. Chairman, I was mistaken a while 
ago in the objection that I raised to the bill (H. R.280) grenting 
a pension to HarrietT. Vosburgh. Ithoughtit washer stepchil 
who had been in the Army, but on examination of the report I 
find that it was her son. I therefore ask unanimous consent 
that the bill be taken up again and that it be laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


MARY BROWN. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was a bill 
(S. 920) to pension Mary Brown, of Berlin, Vt. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pension 
laws and regulations, the name of Mary Brown, of Beriin, Vt., dependent 
mother of William F. Brown, late a private in Company C, Fifteenth Regi- 
ment Vermont Infantry Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. APSLEY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (S. 920) to pen- 
sion Mary Brown and submit the following report: 

The beneficiary named in this bill is over 80 years old, in feeble health; and 
supported by charity. The soldier was the dependence and ores of the 
beneficiary when he entered the service, and after he left it un is death; 
but a widow survived him, which prevented his dependent mother drawing 
a pension under existing law. e soldier's widow did not and does not 
draw pension, and, as she remarried soon after soldier’s death, she never 
can be pensioned as his widow. 

be bill recently passed the Senate, and a similar bill is pending in the 
House of Representatives. The evidence on which the Senate acted is set 
out in full in the report of the committee, and is as follows, there having 
never been any claim filed in the Pension Bureau on account of this soldier's 
service, and consequently no evidence being obtainable from that source: 


RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, January 5, 1893. 

Str: In compliance with your request to be advised as to the mili rec- 
ord of William F., Brown, said to have been a member of Com y C, Fit- 
teenth Vermont Volunteers, I have the honor to furnish you with the fol- 
lowing information: 

It appears from the records of this office that William F. Brown, a private 
of Company C, Fifteenth Vermont Infantry, was enrolled September 11, 
1862, for nine months. He was mustered out with his company August 5, 
1868, at Brattleboro, Vt. 

he appears to have been rem with his command or properly accounted 
for during his entire ee of service. 

y. 


Very respectful F. 0. AINSWORTH 
Colonel, United Statee Army, Chief Record and Pension Office. 


Hon, N. M. OurtTts, 
House of Representatives. 


, Afidavit of George W. Ripley. 

I, George W. Ripley, first being duly sworn, on oath de and say; M 
name is George W. mae my age 68 years, my business that of mason, an 
my residence is Montpellier, Vt. I have known Mary Brown, dependent 
mother of William fF. Brown, late of Company CO, F nth Regiment of 
Yermont Volunteers, for thirty years, and knew her son William, this sol- 
dier, and knew he was her only child, and was her support, and she depended 
on him when he entered the service and when he returned. 

He married soon after his return from the war, but continued to support 
his mother, and soon after his marriage he died. ‘His widow then marr eda 
veteran soldier, Who now draws a pension, and she never was pensioned or 
asked for a pension. 

Soldier’s mother, the beneficiary named in this bill, managed by her rigid 
economy and very hard work to provide herself a poor living until within a 
few years, and her decline in health and advance in years have rendered her 
unable to make a living, and she is now supported by charity. She is 80 


ears old and feeble. 
? GO. W. RIPLEY, 41 College street, 
STATE OF VERMONT, Washington County, se: 
MONTPELIER, VT., December 19, 1892. 


the above-named George W. Ripley, to me known 


Then persorally appeared nto — 


éo be the person whosigned the foregoing statements, and 
that said statements are true. 
Before me. 
iSEAL.)} 


JAMES M. HUSE, Notary Pudlic, 
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Afidavit of James M. Huse. 


I, James M. Huse, of Berlin, Vt., being first duly sworn, on oath depose and 
Say that my residence isin the town of Berlin and = Washington 
and Stateof Vermont, and that I am well acquainted with Mary Brown, de- 
pentens mother of William F. Brown, late a private in Company C of the 

ifteenth Regiment of Vermont Infantry Volunteers. . 

I also depose and say that I was well acquainted with the said Wiliam F. 
Brown, both before and after his army service, and that my business is that 
of a doctor of medicine, and that I had opportunity to and did have profes- 
sional knowledge of the state of health and disease of the said Brown. I 
further depose and say that the said Brown was before and at the time he 
entered the service a well, hearty, and robust man, and that shortly after 
his return from the service he died of pulmonary consumption, brought on 
by exposure in the service, and the death cause was his exposure, accidents, 
and chills and colds experienced in service, and his death was due to his mil- 


itary service. 
JAMES M. HUSE, M. D. 
STATE OF VERMONT, Washington County, 8s: 

Subscribed and sworn to before me, a notary public in and for the State 
of Vermont, on this —— day of January, 1893; and I certify that afflant is 
well known to me to be the person he represents himself to be, and that he 
is reputable and entitled to full credit. 

JOHN G. WING, 


Notary Public. 

It is not clear to your committee that the soldier's death was due to his 
military service. If the soldier had left no widow, thus giving the mother 
status to apply in the Persion Bureau, it would have been necessary for her 
to establish, beyond doubt, the fact that death was due to the service. 

While your committee is willing to recommend that the mother be placed 
in position to apply for pension, notwithstanding the soldier left a widow, 
it does not seem proper to place her at once on a better basis with reference 
to the question of death of the soldier than she would have enjoyed under 
the ean law if there had been no obstacle to her apply ing thereunder. 

Whether death was, in any case, a result of service is one which this com- 
mittee is not in a position to readily determine. 

For the reasons indicated your committee recommend that the bill be 
amended by adding the words: ‘‘ Provided, That it be shown to the satisfac- 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior that the soldier’s death was a result of 
his military service,” and that, as so amended, the bill do pass. 


The amendment recommended in the last paragraph of the 
report was adopted. 
he bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House, 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


FREDERICK OTTSTOTTS. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was a bill 
(H. R. 1197) to remove the charge of desertion against Frederick 
Ottstotts. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

To remove the charge of desertion against Frederick Ottstotts. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Seensteny of War of the United States be, and 
he is hereby, directed to remove the charge of desertion against Frederick 
Ottstotts (or Otstotts), late of Company Fifth Regiment United States 


Cavalry, and issue to him an honorable discharge om the Army of the 
United States. 


The report (by Mr. BOWERs) is as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1197) to remove the charge of desertion nst Frederick Ottstotts, havehad 
thesame under careful consideration and report the same back with arecom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

A bill of asimilar character was favorably reported by the Committee on 
Military Affairs in the Fifty-second Congress, and it passed the House. 
From the facts presented, your committee find that the soldier rendered 
such services to tne United States as should entitle him to the relief prayed 
for in the bill, inasmuch as he is now suffering from the loss of eyesight and 
a one of his mental faculties, all occasioned from the result of his 
m service. . 

He enlisted in 1855, as his military record which is herewith submitted 
will show, and served continuously until A t 10, 1865, after the close of 
the war. His last enlistment was simply for the purpose of assisting in the 
ee of the rebellion, but as he oonnee to the regulars and not the 
volunteers, the case is not covered by general law. Your committee believe 
that after ten years of service, a on of which was rendered during the 
war, resulting in Pay ngs wrec the system of a man, the least the 
Government can do is to grant him an honorable discharge. 


Private Frederick Otstott enlisted May 15, 1855; was assigned to Troop K, 
Second Cavalry, and discharged May 15, 1860, by expiration of term of serv- 
ice; he reénlisted in the troop June 14, 1860; designation changed to Fifth 


Cavalry, and was discharged Juty 1, 1864, by reason of reénlistment; he re- 
enlisted J 1, 1864, for three years; was wos to Troop K, Fifth United 
States Ca ; deserted A t 10, 1865, at Washington, .C., and never 


returned to command. e Department has no power to remove the 
ch - Sanaa under actof March 2, 1889, the only law on the shbject 
now \. 

Mr. TALBERT of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I move 
that that bill be laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it lie on the table. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Before that motion is voted upon let us 
hear a statement of the case, so that we may be able to vote in- 
erty. ; 

Mr. TAWNEY. The man is blind. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Who reported this bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. It was introduced by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE]. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. The bill has been ae con- 
sidered by the Committee on Military Affairs and reported favor- 
ably, and I do not see why it should be unfavoralhy reported by 
this Committee of the Whole. 

A MEMBER. Who reported this bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. e gentleman from California, Mr. 
BOWERS. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that neither 
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the gentleman who introduced the bill nor the gentleman who 
reported it is present just now, I ask unanimous consent that it 
be passed over without prejudice. 

here was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


HARRIET WOODBURY. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was a bill 

(H. R. 811) to pension Harriet Woodbury, Windsor, Vt. 
Tne bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the [Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and regulations of the general pension laws, the name of Harriet Woodbury, 
late widow of Aaron G. Firman, of Company I, Seventh Regiment Vermont 
Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. APSLEY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 811) to 
pension Harriet Woodbury, and submit the following eugene: 

The petitioner was formerly the widow of Aaron G. Firman, who served 
in Company I, Seventh Vermont Volunteers, from November 26, 1863, until 
his death in the service October 2, 1864; the widow was pensioned from the 
death of the soldier to July 14, 1866, when she again married; pension was 
then paid to a minor child of soldier until October 29, 1880, when he became 
16 years of age, since which date no pension has been paid. These facts are 
shown by the records of the Pension Bureau. 

The petitioner, Harriet Woodbury, of Windsor, Vt., testifies that after 
her marriage to Samuel H. Woodbury she was compelled to go out to labor 
to su rt herself and invalid husband, and that he lingered along until 
July 26, 1886, when he died of cancer; that since his death she is left without 
any means and is now obliged to earn her subsistence by laboring at 25 cents 
per day, and that such remuneration is all the income shehas. She still re- 
mains a widow. 

Samuel H. R. Emery, of Bartonsville, Vt., corroborates the above and 
testifies that the petitioner’s husband, Woodbury, while apparently healthy 
when she married him, was afterward afflicted with cancer, and that the pe- 
titioner had to labor for theirsupport; that Mr. Woodbury died in 1886, leav- 
ing his widow without means, and that she now labors for her daily bread 
and hardly earns enough for a support. 

Your committee return the bill with the recommendation that it do pass, 
after Lay cae ve by striking out the word “regulations ”’ in line 5, and 
inserting in lieu thereof the word “ limitations.’ 


Mr. STALLINGS. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the reading of 
the minority report in that case. 
The views of the minority were read, as follows: 


The minority of the Committee on Invalid Pensions submit the following 
statement of their views in regard to the bill (H.R.811) to pension Harriet 
Woodbury. 

The purpose of this bill is to restore to the pension roll, as widow of a 
soldier who died in 1864, his former widow who remarried in 1866 and lived 
with her second husband until he died in 1886. The minority have had oc- 
casion to express their views heretofore in cases of this character, and the 
statement made in report No. 601 on the bill (H. R. 2908) to pension Martha 
E. Miller, which is ik applicable to this case, is as follows: 

“To 8 this bill is to nullify for the benefit of this one individual the sub- 
stantial limitation of the general laws that the pension of soldiers’ widows 
who have remarried shall cease. 

* The objections to be urged against such billsasthisarenumerous. In the 
first place, it makes an exception of a case which is in no wise exceptional. 
There may be varying degrees of destitution in different cases, but it may 
be fairly stated that all cases of widows who have remarried and again be- 
come husbandiess by reason of death or divorce present the same substan- 
tial conditions. 

If oy widow so situated should be restored to pension, all widows so sit- 
uated should be restored, and this by general enactment and not by individual 
- bills, whereby those who may soar to have a friend to espouse 

heir cause secure a benefit which the modest and the unknown never think 
of seeking. Special pension acts are justifiable only in cases which are es- 
sentially exceptional, and should not be used to grant to one that which is 
denied to the many, whose situation is precisely the same. But aside from 
this consideration, however, the soldier’s widow who remarries voluntarily 
relinquishes her pension because she prefers to do so. 

The Government can not become an insurer against an unfortunate ter- 
mination of this second matrimonial venture either by divorce or death. 
To restore pension in case of divorce is to encourage remarried widows to 
seek ek and, in any event, it is to give them an ostensible claim upon 
Soper eath and memory which they have long since renoun by 
preference. 

Furthermore, it is not to be assumed that legislation of this character is 
in the line of justice or of honor to the soldiers themselves, or that it is 
ae desired or favored by the soldier classes. 

A contribution from the public Treasury to the support of the widow of 
the soldier so long as she remains his widow, every soldier, perhaps, de- 
sires, and the common consent of the nation for thirty years has sanctioned 
this, but that each soldier looks forward to and desires that his services and 
his memory shall be the basis of a pension to his wife at some remote day 
beyond anintervening period of matrimonial alliance with some other hus- 
band, is by no means self-evident or fairly to be presumed. 

M. R. BALDWIN. 
Cc. J. ERDMAN, 
JOHN J. McDANNOLD. 


Mr.STALLINGS. Mr. Chairman, the minority report in this 
case seems to be conclusive against the allowance of a pension 
in cases of this character. As I understand, there are many hun- 
dreds of cases like this now pending before the Committtee on 
Invalid Pensions. That is the statement which has been made 
tome. Iwill ask the chairman of that committee [Mr. MARTIN 
of Indiana] about how many cases of this character are now 
pending before his committee? 

fe Sala of Indiana. Certainly thirty, and not to ex- 
cee y. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Of course, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Indiana can not give any idea of the number of such cascs 
that there are to day in the country. Now,I do not believe 
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this class throughout the country. We have on the statute 
book a general law providing that when the widow of a soldier 
remarries she is not entitled to apension. ‘lhat generalstatute 
covers this class of cases. Now, we are asked to take up this 
special case and give to this woman a pension which we refuse 
by general law to hundreds and thousands of other widows in 
the United States. 

I do not believe we ought to grant a pension in this kind of a 
case unless we are willing to sweep away the statute we now 
have and put upon the statute book a general provision giving 

nsions to all widowsof thisclass. There isno reason set forth 
in this report why this woman should receive a pension any 
more than hundreds of others in similar ciacumstances. The 
only claim in her behalf is that she is poor. That is no reason 
atall. At the time this woman remarried, she certainly knew 
there was a statute the provisions of which took away from her 
the right toa pension. She married knowing that fact. As 
soon as her second husband dies, she comes before Congress ask- 
ing the passage of a bill granting her a special privilege which 
is not granted to other persons of the same class. 

I ask this Committee of the Whole to consider this case in 
the light of the fact that hundreds of other applications will 
be coming to us exactly like this. If we are to grant this ap- 
plication, let us have the committee report a general bill giving 
to all women in similar circumstances the right to a pension. 
Let us not give to this one woman any special advantage which 
is withheld from others. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Is the gentleman in favor of a 
general bill such as he speaks of? 

Mr. STALLINGS. I do not say that I am. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Then the gentleman ought not 
to submit such an argument. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I will wait till such a measure is pre- 
sented before I will say what position I wiii take upon it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I think that a member who is in 
favor of general legislation such as the gentleman describes 
might make the kind of argument that he is making; but I 
think such an argumentill becomes a gentleman opposed to that 
kind of legislation. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Ido not say whether I would be in favor 
of such a general law or not. But I will ask, why did not your 
party put in the lawa general provision for the relief of this 
class of persons? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Ido not see that the failure of 
my party to do a thing which ought to have been done is any 
reason why I should hesitate to do it now. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Why did not the gentleman’s party put 
into the existing law a provision for cases of this kind? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I donotknowwhy; but I doknow 
that the provision is just, and that such action ought to be taken 
now. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Iam delighted to hear gentlemen discuss 
this question. I hope there will be full and fair discussion upon 
it. But I will say to the gentleman from Indiana that I would 
not say in advance of the introduction of such a measure as I 
have described whether I would vote for it or not. If that 
question were presented, I would hear the arguments pro and 
con, and before deciding whether I would vote for such a meas- 
ure I would want to ascertain about how many widows thereare 
in the country who would be affected by it. But I will say to 
the gentleman that if we are going to give to this woman a pen- 
sion, and if it is to be the policy of Congress to give widows thus 
situated pensions by private bills, I would rather vote for a gen- 
eral law than grant to a few persons special privileges which 
we withhold from the many. 

Mr. MADDOX. How many casesof this kind are there before 
the committee? 

Mr. STALLINGS. Iam informed by the gentleman from In- 
diana, the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, that 
there are from thirty to forty cases of this kind now pending be- 
fore his committee. The number of such cases throughout the 
country there is, of course, no way of ascertaining. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. In reply to what the gentleman 
has just said to me, I say to him that I consider it a burning 
shame that this class of persons have not been made the objects 
of the nation’s bounty long ago: and it seems to me, from my 

int of view, that I can not, with any consistency, refuse to ex- 
tend relief of this kind in an individual instance, because it has 
not been the policy heretofore to do justice in all this elass of 
cases. 

Mr. STALLINGS. In reply I would say to the gentleman 
from Indi*ua that if it is a ‘‘ burning shame” to have this kind 
of « statute on the statute books, we can easily correct it. Let 
us bring in a bill and let Congress repeal the law, and give to 








we ought to give to this woman a pension of $8 or $12 a month | all of these widows the same rights, under the law, that you 
unless we are going to give similar pensions to all persons of | propose to give to one of them here to-night. 
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Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. But the gentleman entirely mis- 
understands me. I say that it is a burning shame that there is 
no general law to pension such cases as this, without the neces- 
sity of coming to Congress for a special act in each case. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Then why not bring in a statute and let 
Congress vote on the question? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. But because there is no such 
statute, is that a valid reason why youshould refuse to do justice 
in a deserving case when you find it? 

Mr. STALLINGS. I differ with the gentleman—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiama. Then the gentleman is opposed 
to the enactment of such a law? 

Mr. STALLINGS. Waita moment. I sayI differ with the 
gentleman as to the justice of the case. It is not justice to yield 
relief in one case when you refuse it to the others. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 
justice in one case even, than to refuse it in all? 

Mr. STALLINGS. I do not think it is justice to pick out one 
cage out of forty. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. But the gentleman refuses not 
only in this case, but in the other thirty-nine as well. 

Mr. STALLINGS. I propose to refuse it so far as my vote is 
concerned. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Now, will the gentleman refuse 
to support a general bill here seeking to pension allof this class 
of cases? 

Mr. STALLINGS. I have answered the gentleman on that 
point heretofore, that I would not, in advance, commit myself 
to the bringing in and supporting of such a bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I thought I would be able to get 
at the gentleman’s position in time. 

Mr. STALLINGS. Oh, there is no concealment about my 
position. It is the identical position that I have oceupied all 
the time. I have no object in any concealment whatever. Iam 
ready at all times to exhibit my sentiments and or by my 
vote on questions of legislation that come before this body. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Ali I regret is that the gentle- 
man has not sufficiently matured his opinions and views to be 
able to give some definite statement as to his position on this 
question. 

Mr. STALLINGS. It will be definite enough when the bill 
is brought in on which we are to take action. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Yes, but I fear that it will be 
definitely matured in the wrong direction. 

Mr. STALLINGS. It may be, if the gentleman is to be the 
guide and judge. But from the standpoint that I oecupy, being 
the judge of my own action, I oe not so regard it. 

Nr. JOHNSON of Indiana. ell, the gentleman has virtu- 
ally admitted what I was trying to force from him. 

Mr. STALLINGS. If the gentleman finds any satisfaction in 
that, I am satisfied. 

Mr. MARTIN of Ind¥ana. Mr. Chairman, I have afew words 
to submit on the general subject presented in this bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield to me 
just for a moment? I wish to sug to the gentleman from 
Alabama that I am afraid after all he will have to “ flip ~ a 
eopper” to determine where he stands on the question of this 
general legislation. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I made some observations on the 

eneral subject of this class of pensions heretofore, and I now 
the earnest attention of the com nittee to what I shall say 
briefly about the present case. 

This isa matter of some importance, in view of the report 
which has been submitted by three members of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, in the minority, against the granting of pen- 
sions to this class of cases, for which we have precedents reach- 
ing back for many years. I therefore ask your very earnest at- 
tention to what I shall say, because I shall present the question 
from the standpoint that appears to me to be the fair and just 
and right one. 

Tn the first place, it is no argument whatever, Mr. Chairman, 
for gentlemen to insist that this case shall not because 
there is no general law covering all such cases. there was a 
goneral law covering such cases, special action would be un- 


necessary. 

Mr. STALLINGS. But there isa general law, if the gentle- 
man will permit me, against it. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. I understand that. 

But let me repeat: The fact that there is no general law au- 
thorizing pensions in this class of cases does not touch the ques- 
tion of right involved im the bill that is now under considera- 
tion, the facts in support of which are inserted in the report 
this question to every 
sand on that ground. 

of the 
vote for 





which has just been read. Let me put 
nileman who undertakes to make his 

f the facts in this case are right to authorize the 
general law, in cases identical with it, and if you 
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a bill to give to all persons similarly situated a pension; if you 
would, on the very same facts and on the very same reasons that 
you apply in this case, vote for a general bill, why not vote for 
a bill which presents the same facts and involves the same 
rights in a particular case? 

Now, Mr. Chairman and gentleman, I say if the general bill 
was before the House I am afraid it would never be reached for 
the purpose of a vote at all. That I can assert almost certaialy 
to be true. Why? You speak of thirty or forty bills of this 
character pending before the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
You do not know the facts and circumstances connected with a 
single one of these other bills, except the one that was discussed 
here two weeks ago to-night. I venture to say that the bills 
which have been reported favorably before the committee to- 
night, present in each case not only a just claim, but a measur- 
ably different state of facts. 

The mere fact that there are thirty or forty bills before the 
Committee on Pensions is of no use to be held before the Com- 
mittee of the Whole asa sort of scare crow, to make members 
think that there is a great flood of bills unworthy to be reported 
to this Committee of the Whole by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Mr. BRYAN. 
question? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes. 

Mr. BRYAN. Is it not true that you decide upon each case 
upon its merits, and that the fact that these cases are before you 
is not conclusive evidence that they will be reported favorably? 

Mr.MARTIN ofIndiana. The gentleman is correct about that. 
[ think there have been about nine hundred bills introduced and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Under the sys- 
tem of rules under which our committee works now, a report is 
being prepared of the facts and circumstances, as.shown by the 
evidence on file before the committee, in each particular case, 
and sent out to the different members, so they may know some- 
thing about the facts that are’ before the committee, and then 
they can push the cases or leave them alone, as they choose. 
The mere fact, though, that nine hundred of these bills are before 
thecommittee is not an argument to make the Committee of the 
Whole believe that six or eight hundred cases which are not 
meritorious will be reported from the Committee on Pensions 
to the Committee of the Whole. 

Let me say that the majority of that committee are of the 
opinion that we should be liberal in what we do in regard to 

ese private pension bills, but that weshould never reporta bill 
to the Committee of the Whole or to the House of Representza- 
tives, ef which we would be ashamed. 

Now, let me call your attention to another fact. Much stress 
has been laid, on the part of the minority, upon the fact thatthe 
widow in this case relinquished her pension because she prefer- 
red todo so. Suppose that she did that because she prefer- 
red todoso. Was it wrong? Is there a thing in that which 
she did when she remarried, that can be pointed to to-day as to 
her discredit? 

Mr. STALLINGS. Will my friend permit me? Was it not 
an election on ep to take a husband instead of a pension? 

Mr. MARTIN Indiana. I am arguing that very point. 
Now, suppose that the amount of the pension that was granted 
her at that time, which was not to exceed $8 a month, was not 
e h to support her, and following the dictates of agood law, 
which leads a good woman to marry a good man, and forced b 
her poverty, she believed she was bettering her condition. 
believe she thought that the dead husband would not have in- 
terposed his hand from the grave to stop her. 

hat more? The very general law which says that a re- 
marriage shall make the pension cease, also says that notwith- 
standing the fact that she has remarried she may even then 
apply for the arrears of pension, and draw them from the date 
of the death of her husband up until her remarriage. What 
is the reason for that? It is because the law, even when it cuts 
her off because she takes the support of the second husband, 
reeognizes the fact that marriage is honorable, and that during 
the years that she actually lived awidow the Government owed 
to her and should pay, and does pay, the arrears of pension to 


her, 

Mr. BRYAN. Isitnot true that the Department has decided 
that where a woman undertakes to marry ae. but where for 
some reason—as, for instance, the man hav a wife living— 
the marri is annulled, is it not true that she is reinstated? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, I can not answer that question. 

Mr.SWANSON. In that case there would be no legal mar- 


riage. 

= BRYAN. Iams ng of the election which she makes. 
If it turns out that, although she has chosen to take a second 
husband instead of a pention, there was some obstacle, on ac- 
count of some fact connected with the history of the man she 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
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supposed she married,and so: there was no marriage, then I un- 
derstand she is reinstated. 
Mr.SWANSON. But in that case there is no marriage. 
Mr. BRYAN. But the difference is this 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr, Chairman—— 





not wishing to beinterruptedagain. I havesome facts in addition 
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Let me say further to you, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, that 
when that committee, in the facts presented in the report, have 
fallen into error, you have seen us correct it on the floor of this 
House; and we are always ready to doit. But as to this class 


| Of. cases, we ask you to consider each particular case on its 
Mr. MARTINof Indiana. Lbeg the pardonof the gontleman for | 


which I wish to present, and 1 do not want to become confused | 


and omit them. I ask you.to take this report and pursue the 


life of this woman.after her marriage, and ask you to put your- | 


self in her place as nearly as you can, and see what her life was. 
I do not mean. to hold up before you to-night. the picture of an 
angry and cruel husband, but [ point to the fact that she sup- 
rted that husband for years.and years, and that finally he died 
in her arms. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, let me call your attention to another fact. | 


T had occasion to go to tho Pension Office the other day to ex- | 
amine the matter of a proposed reduction in the pension of a | 


soldier who had served four years and who had been wounded 
three times in. battle, twice at Missionary Ridge and once at 


Resaca, Ga., and [ found the proposition was this: to scale, to | 


pinch a miserable 32 off the $8 that. had been granted to that 
soldier. 

Some medical examiner had seemed to feel that the very thing 
for him to do was to hunt up this wounded soldier; and he rec- 
ommended thata miserable $2 be 
that’ when I carried that to the 


will be no suffering:as to that soldier. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to call your attention to this. 
You are asking this Congress, the Pifty-third Congress, to do 


just like that medical referee—to begin topinchand scale where | 


no Congress has ever done before. 


Lhave before mea carefully prepared list.of the precedents, | 
beginning with the Fiftieth Congress and running through it, | 


when Col. Matson, of Indiana, was chairman of the Committee 


on Invalid Pensions; through the Fifty-first. Congress, when | 
Maj. Morrill, of Kansas, was: chairman; and through the Fifty- | 


second Congress, im which I had the honor to be chairman. [ 
find these very cases, through the reports in the Fiftieth and 
other Congresses, refer to the fact that this had been a:prece- 
dent established even before the Fiftieth Congress. 

Here is the precedent which not only the Committee on [n- 
valid Pensions. of this House and the Senate, the Congress of 
the United States, aye, and the President of the United States, 
in: the: past have oe the Committee on Invalid Pensions.in 
this Congress in following;. and I beg this House to think well 
of what you do before you ask the Committee of the Whole 
and the Hoos of Representatives of the Fifty-third Congress to 
begin to scale down against the well-established precedents that 
have governed that committee, and this House, and Congress in 
the years that are passed. 

e are presenting cases here that are cases of human suffer- 
ing. And let me say to you, in view of the precedents:of that 
past, in view of what is stated. in this report, itseems to me that 
this Congress ought to adhere to the precedents of the past, and 
where a man dies in the service of his country, dies. in theserv- 
ice, whether by. disease, in prison, in battle, however it may be, 
and leaves a widow, this Congress shall not say to his widow, 
who, probably because of her own. necessities was obliged to re- 
marry, that when the second husband has died that she shall go 
to the poorhouse before the Congress of the United States will 
aid her. se tpianse-3 

Now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I would. not. insist so 
earnestly on this case if it were not for the facts and the equi- 
ties that are presented, the age of this old lady, and thefurther 
fact that I do not. want this Congress, the Fifty-third Congress, 
to break away from precedents well established, which have not 
resulted in much: legislation of this kind in the past. In the 
Fiftieth Congress, the first session, which is ail 1 have before 
me, there were six bills of this kind. In the Fifty-first Con- 
gress there were twenty-six. 

Mr. JOHNSON of I a. Does the gentleman mean bills 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Yes, sir; bills passed. 

In the Fifty-second Congress there were seven. Now, I also 
see from this statement that while there were twenty-six bills 
of this kind passed in the Fifty-first Congress, only seven were 

inthe Pifty-seeond Congress; and it establishes in my 
mind the fact that the mere passage of a tew bills of this char- 
acter need not be regarded by any member in this committee as 
an indieation that a flood of kind of bills is tocome. When 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions comes into this House and 
presents to you a.bill with a favorable report, it is because it is 
right, and because we have precedents in the past to justify us, 
and not as a mere matter of sentiment. 


l 


inched off.. I am glad to say | 
ommissioner of Pensions, he | 
promptly set the medical examiner's decision aside, and there | 





particular merits, and remember the precedents of the past, and 
not begin scaling down for the mere fact of alittle saving. The 
private pension bills that are passed are but a mere drop in the 
bucket—a few hundreds, possibly a few thousand dollars. 

[t seems to me that where you have precedents long estab- 
lished, followed by this House, by the Senate, by the President, 
over and over and over again, you ought to hesitate before you 
repudiate that line of precedents. 

Mr. PICKLER. Do I understand that this is the first mi- 
nority report that the members of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions have presented in cases of this kind? 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. [I have just had placed in my hand 
that which confirms my recollection that a general bill for this 
purpose wasfavorably reported in the !ifty-second Congress but 
was never reached. If we should report another bill of that 
kind | fear it would never be reached: and in the meantime 
shall thispoor old woman, in her poverty, the widow of a man 
who lost his life in the service of the Union—shall she be told to 
wait, wait, wait, until that comes to pass which probably never 
will come to pass. [Applause and cries of ‘* Vote!’’} 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, it is within a very few 
minutes of the time for the committee to rise, and [ think this 
matter will beara little further discussion before it is disposed 


of. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to bo 
unreasonable, and if gentlemen desire to discuss this matter fur- 
ther I will now move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore, 
Mr. BROOKSHIRE, having resumed the chair, Mr. Dockmry, 
from the Committee of the Whole, reported that they had had 
under consideration the Private Calendar, and had directed him 
to repert to the House sundry bills with various recommenid:- 
tions. 

Mr. MARTIN of Indiana. Mr.Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the previous question be considered as ordered on the 


; amendments, and on the engrossment, third reading, and final 


passage of the bills favorably reported tothe House this evening 
and on preceding evenings from the Committee of the Whole, 
provided always that they snall not interfere with general ap- 
propriation bills. 

Mr. STALLINGS. [ object. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The hour of half past 10 having 
arrived, the: House stands adjourned, under the order adopted 
to-day, until 12 o'clock on Monday next. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private billsand resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHBN, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: A. bill (S. 828) granting a pension to Julia E. Lock, for- 
merly widow of the lateGen. Daniel McCook. (Report No. 914.) 

By Mr. APSLEY, from the same committee: A bill (S. 16) 
granting a pension to Nettic N.Seavér. (Report No. 915.) 

Also, a bill \S. 1640) granting a pension to Otis Smith. 
port No. 916.) 

By Mr. MARTIN of Indiana, from the same committee: A bill 
(S. 876) granting a pension to Rebecca H. Chambers. (Report 
No. 919.) 

By Mr. COX, from the Committee on Claims: A bill (H.R. 
4507) for the relief of Witherby & Gaffney. (Report No. 922.) 

By Mr. HULL, from tlie Committee on Military Affairs: A bill 
(H. R. 6926) for the relief of John C. Nuss, private Company C, 
Sixth West Virginia Cavalry. (Report No. 923.) 

By Mr. HICKS, from the Committee on Patents, submitted 
the views of the minority on the bill (H. R. 1547) for the removal 
of the statute of limitation from the claim of H. Berdan, now the 
Berdan Firearms Company, against the Government. (Report 
No..600, part 2.) 


(Re- 





ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills were adversely re- 
ported and laid on the table, as follows: 

By Mr. APSLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: A 
ba (S. y to increase the pension of Alice K. Potter. (Report 
No. 917. 

Also, a. bill (S. 309) to: increase the pension of Harrison De F. 
Young. (Report No. 918.) 
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PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. COOMBS: A bill (H. R. 7133) te authorize the appoint- 
ment of a currency commission—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 7134) to provide for terms of the 
circuit and district courts of the western judicial district of the 
State of Texas to be held at the city of redo, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: A resolution to pay out of the contin- 
gent fund a sum not exceeding $200 to John W. Almarode, for 
the funeral expenses of his son, Ernest H. Almarode—to the 
Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7135) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. Mary C. Stokes, of Edmonton, Metcalfe County, 
Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CONN: A bill (H. R. 7136) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of John Swoverland—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHICKERING: A bill (H. R. 7137) granting a pension 
to Herman Caples, late of Company L, Twentieth New York 
Heavy Artillery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: A bill (H. R. 7138) for the relief of 
Thomas W. Wright—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R.7139) grant- 
ing a pension to Elias Demus, of Indiana, Pa.—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNTER: A bill (H. R. 7140) for the relief of Mrs. 
E. Taylor —to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by uest), a bill (H. R. 7141) to remove the charge of 
desertion against Jefferson Mullins—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H.R. 7142) for the relief of William 
T. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDS: A bill (H. R. 7143) for the relief of Na- 
than Finnegan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RLCHARDSON of Michigan: A bill (H. R. ee 
ing a pension to Dolly Burger—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. WHITE: A bill (H.R. 7145) granting a pension to 
Clarissa Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause lof Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Kentucky: Petition of citizens of Russell 
County, Ky., in behalf of Mrs. Mary C. Stokes, to accompany 
bill for her relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CONN: Affidavits in support of a bill to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record of John Sweverland—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CRAIN: Protest of citizens of Webb County, Tex., 
against the passage of House bill 4126, providing for abolition 
of certain customs districts—to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Treasury Department. s 

By Mr. GOODNIGHT: Petition of citizens of Bowling Green, 
Ky., for amendment to postal laws—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also; evidence to-accompany bill for the relief of Thomas W. 
Wright, Alvaton, Warren County, Ky.—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of E. D. Smith, Ireton, Iowa, 
against income tax on building and loan associations—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TERRY: Resolutions of the International Printing 
Pressmen’s Union, No. 56, of Cleveland, Ohio, protesting against 
the unjust discrimination used in employing printing pressmen 
in the United States Government printing press room, and for 
the creation of office of foreman of presswork in the Government 
Printing Office—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. WEADOCK: Petition of Robert McCall and others, of 
South Bay City, Mich., for passage of House bill 4897—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts: Petition of G. 8S. Parker 
and 29 others, of Dalton, Mass., in favor of legislation regulat- 
ing the sale of substitutes for dairy produce—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 
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SENATE. 
SATURDAY, May 19, 1894. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented a petition of sundry 
citizens of Mondovi, Wis., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to enable the States to enforce State laws regulating the 
sale of substitutes for dairy products; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Milwaukee, Wis., praying for a continuance and improvement 
of the statistical work inthe Departmentof Agriculture; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the adoption of certain proposed 
remedial amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Milwaukee, Wis., veeeereaan cones the adoption of the 
substitute for House bill No. 5653, known as the antioption bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PEFFER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Quin- 
ter, Kans., praying that the preamble tothe Constitution of the 
United States be so amended as to recognize the Deity; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WALSH eat sundry petitions of citizens of Chat- 
ham and Bibb Counties, in the State of Georgia, praying that 
in the passage of any law providing for the taxation of incomes, 
the funds of mutual life insurance companies and associations 
be exempted from taxation; which were ordered to lie on the 


ble. 

Mr. MORRILL presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Windham County, Vt., remonstrating against the enactment of 
any law taxing incomes, and praying that the funds of mutual 
life and fire insurance companies and associations be exempted 
from taxation; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a petition of 46 citizens of Charleston 
County, S. C., holders of life insurance policies, praying that in 
the —- of any law providing for the taxation of incomes, 
the funds of mutual life insurance companies and associations 
exempted from taxation; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Scipio, 
Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to restore silver 
to its ancient right as money at a ratio not to exceed 16 to 1; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Omaha, 
Nebr., praying for aretention of the present tax on proof spirits, 
and that the internal-revenue tax on beer and like intoxicating 
liquors be increased to $1 per barrel, or sufficient to provide the 
internal revenue required to be raised by the tariff bill now be- 
fore Congress; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FRYE presented a memorial of the Lasters’ Protective 
Union, of Portland, Me., remonstrating against the ratification 
oo proposed Chinese treaty; which was ordered to lie on the 

e. 


He also presented a memorial of 43 manufacturers and mer- 
chants, of Portland, Me., remonstrating against the proposed 
increase of the internal revenue tax on distilled spirits, and 
praying that such proposed increase be transferred to alcoholic 
i — used as a beverage; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Daniel C. Gilman, presi 
dent, and 25 others, —— on the academic staff of Johns 
Hopkins University, timore, Md., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to suppress the lottery trattic; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BLANCHARD, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 934) for the relief of the Chapter 
of Calvary Cathedral, Sioux Falls, S. Dak., reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment 
intended to be proposed to the Indian appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

TARIFF BULLETINS. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I report from the Committee on Finance 
Bulletins No. 9 and 10, being replies to inquiries on the subject 
of the tariff, relating to Schedule C, metals and manufactures of 
metals. I move that the bulletins be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. VOORHEES subsequently reported from the Committee 
on Finance Bulletins No. 11, 12, 13, and 14, on the subject of the 
tariff, relating to Schedule C, metals and manufactures of metals; 
which were ordered to be printed. 


EXPENSES OF SENATORIAL INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE. 


Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
following resolution submitted by Mr. GRAY on the 18th instant, 
reported it without amendment, and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the selectcommittee appointed under resolution of the Sen- 
ate of May 17, 1894, to make certain investigations, be, and it hereby is, au- 
thorized to employ a stenographer and incur such other expenses as may be 
deemed necessary; the said expenses to be paid out of the contingent fund 
upon vouchers —s by the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (S. 2033) to provide for the 
erection of a United States bonded warehouse in the town of 
Bonners Ferry, State of Idaho; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 2034) authorizing the per- 
sons herein named to accept of certain decorations and testi- 
monials from the Hawaiian Government; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FAULKNER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2035) to 
number and renumber the entire District of Columbia by 
squares; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PEFFER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2036) for the 
relief of Capitola Lawrence, George William Lawrence, Joseph 
Henry Lawrence, Lottie Lawrence, and Julia Lawrence; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2037) granting a pension 
to Christ Hahman; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. BATE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. WALSH submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
was = to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

.. AGREEMENT WITH YUMA INDIANS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S.1919) to ratify and confirm an agree- 
ment with the Yuma Indians in California, for the cession of 
their surplus lands, and for other purposes. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs with an amendment, to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the agreeinent made and entered into on the 4th day of December, A. 
D. 1893, at Fort Yuma, on what is known as the Yuma Indian Reservation, 
in the county of San Diego, State of California, by and between Washington 
J. Houston, Jolin A. Gorman, and Peter R. Brady, commissioners on the 
part of the ‘Unites States, appointed forthe , and the Yuma Indians; 
which said agreement is fully and at length set forth in Executive Docu- 
ment No. 68, second session Fifty-third Congress, be, and the same hereby 
is, accepted, ratified, and confirmed. 

Sexo. 2. That for the urpose of mans the allotments provided for in said 
agreement, includ expenses of the necess 8 
agent hereby authorized to be appointed by the Secretary 
and for the ee ere be, and hereby is, appropriated, out 
of any money in the asury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $2,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

Src. 3. That for the purpose of ae the expenses of the survey and 
sale of the lands by said ment relinquished, and to be — and 
sold — the benefi ¢. sai a eae. bgt nd oi 000, or it, _— Senene as 
may be necessary, be, an © same hereby is, appro out of any 
money in the not otherwise appro fated. the same to be reim- 
Dursed to the United S 
rected to 


he payment an 


tes out of the proc of the sale of said lands. 

Szc. 4. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and di- 
cause all the lands ceded by said agreement which may be suscep- 

tible of irrigation after said allotments have been made and approved and 
said lands have been surveyed and ——— and the appraisal approved, to 
be sold at public sale by the officers of the land district wherein said lands 
are situated, said survey, a sal, and sale to be in accordance with arti- 
cle 3 of the agreement, and money realized by said sale shall be applied 
in the manner vided in article 4 of said agreement: Pro , however, 
That none of money realized from the sale of said lands, or any of the 
interest thereon, shall be applied to the payment of any judgment that has 
been or may hereafter be rendered on claims for damages use of depre- 
ee committed by said Indians prior to the date of the agreement herein 


Src. 5. That the Sisters of St. Joseph are hereby granted the tract of 
land provided for in article 7 of the agreement, inclu the buildi 
thereon, and the land to be set aside for a school aon the Whats not to x: 
they shali use the same for re- 
Yuma Indians. 
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Sec. 6. That the Colorado River Irrigating Company. which was granted 
aright of way for an irrigating canal through the said Yuma Indian Reser- 
vation by the act of Congress er February 15, 1893, shall be required 
to begin the construction of said canal through said reservation within three 
years from the date of the passage of this act, otherwise the rights granted 
by the act aforesaid shall be forfeited. 

Sec. 7. That the Secretary of the Interior shall have authority to from 
time to time fix the rate of water rents to be paid by the said Indians, and 
that each male adult Indian of the Yuma tribe residing onthe said reserva- 
tion at the time of the approval of this act shall be granted, during ten years, 
or his natural life, water for 1 acre of the land which shall be allotted to him, 
if he utilizes the same in growing crops, free of all rent charges. 

Sec. 8 That the right of way through the said Yuma Indian Reservation 
is hereby granted to the Southern Pacific Railroad Company, for its line of 
railroad as at present constructed, of the same width, with the same rights 
and privileges, and subject to the limitations, restrictions, and conditions as 
were granted to the said company by the twenty-third section of the act ap- 
proved March 3, 1871, entitled ‘An act to incorporate the Texas Pacific Rail- 
road Company and to aid in the construction of its road, and for other pur- 

ses:’’ Provided, That said company shall, within ninety days from the 
passage of this act, file with the Secretary of the Interior a map of said right 
of wan together with the relinquishment by said company of its right of 
way through said reservation as shown by maps of definite location ap- 
proved January 31, 1878. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for athird reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee report to strike 
out the preamble. The preamble will be stricken out, in the 
absence of objection. 





THE REVENUE BILL. 

Mr. HUNTON. Iask the consent of the Senate to call up 
Senate bill 557. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 4864. 

Mr. HUNTON. Lask the Senator from Tennessee to allow 
this bill to be tested, tosee whether there will be any objection 
to it. 

Mr. HARRIS. IfI yield to the Senator from VirginiaI shall 
feel compelled to yield to every Senator on the floor who makes 
a similar request. I am notin a yielding mood. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Tennessee. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) 
to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, when I yielded the hoor 
on Thursday I had reached the period of enactment of the Mc- 
Kinley tariff law, which law the Democratic party in its last na- 
tional convention denounced as unconstitutional, declaring that 
it was ‘‘the culminating atrocity of class legislation.” Inow pro- 
pose to complete the historical analysis of tariff legislation in 
this peony It is my conviction that the pending bill, in what- 
ever form it may assume, should be defeated, sal] will gladly 
do my part to defeat it by the use of any methods at command 
under the rules of the Senate. The best interests of the country 
require that the existing tariff law shall remain undisturbed, cer- 
tainly so until such time as the Republican party (the friend of 
protection) shall again be in power in all branches of the Na- 
tional Government. : 


1890—THE M'KINLEY TARIFF. 


In the election of 1888 nothing was more definitely settled than 
this: That the protective policy, as inaugurated and maintained 
by Republicans since 1861, should be further secured and per- 
petuated by ee revision and legislation, and that such tariff 
revision should strictly in line with the principles and pur- 
poses of protection. 

Accordingly, when the Fifty-first Congress met in December, 
1889, it quickly organized with THoMAS B. REED as Speaker, 
and in due time a splendid Ways and Means Committee was ap- 
pointed, with William McKinley, of Ohio, as chairman. 

The committee met with open doors, and invited the ge 
tors of all industrial and mercantile interests in all parts of the 
country to appear before the committee; and all interests were 
given a respectful hearing. In due time a bill was reported to 
the House which sought to give adequate protection to manu- 
facturerand laborer alike. It met with the fiercest opposition 
from the free traders, Mugwumps, and Democrats; but after full 
discussion it passed by a handsome majority, and was sent to the 
Senate. Here the Democrats attempted to talk it to death, and 
it was not till October that the bill finally passed both Houses, 
was signed by the President, and became the law of the land. 
Let me call this fact to the attention of Democratic Senators who 
are now clamoring for the immediate passage of the Wilson bill; 
they did not allow the McKinley bill to pass until October, but 
now they are hysterically demanding that the Wilson bill be 
passed in May. Great is Democratic consistency. 
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DEMOCRATIC AND MUGWUMP LYING. 


The McKinley law is, without doubt, the best and completest 
tariff law ever enacted, but it is also true that there never 
been a law so maliciously and wantonly maligned and misinter- 
preted, and about which there has been such deliberate and per- 
sistent and systematic lying as about this one. From the time 
of the passage of the bill till the day of the November elections 
following, nearly every Denocratic and Mugwump newspaper 
and speaker declared from day to day, and from week to week, 
that the price of every article of food, every article of clothing, 
and every article used in our domestic economy, in short, the 
price of everything, whether imported or domestic, had been 
raised by the McKinley act; and they gave forged figures and 
statistics to prove it. These alleged statistics were absolutely 
falve, and the newspapers and orators who uttered them knew 
it; but so trifling a matter as that didnot deter them from delib- 
erately repeating those falsehoods. 

In a historical discussion these remarks may at first thought 
appear harsh and undignified, but it is the historian’s duty to 
state facts; and. the statements madeare facts, and they are his- 
tory as well, and therefore should be stated. An examination of 
the newspapersreferred to will afford ample proof that I have not 
overstated the facts. But these falseh were not all. In 
various parts of the country peddlers were furnished with carts 
and packs, loaded with tinware and many other articles. The 
peddiers were not expected to sell their wares, but were in- 
structed to ask double and triple prices; and when people ob- 
jected to their prices, they were to say that all these prices had 
toon raised on account of the MeKinley tariff, and that they 
could not sell at lower prices. The country folk did not know 
that these men were lying, and, of course, denounced the Re- 
publicans and voted against them. Merchants and traders of 
the same political faith all over the land adopted the same tac- 
tics, and with like results. Within three weeks after the elec- 
tion, the same men declared that those stories were not true, 
and oll admitted that prices had not bean raised. One of the 
ablest newspaper defamers, the day after the election, said: 


It is probable that this intentional deception about the rise of prives 
unter the McKinley bill has now appeared forthe last time, having served 
the purpose of electing a Democratic House th the next Congress. 


MR. DEPEW'S OPLNION, 


On the 6th of March, 1891, at a publie dinner in the city of 
New York, thatgenial, kindly-spirited, and conservative gentle- 
man, Chauncey M. Depew, referring to the election of 1890, boldly 
said: 

We had last fallour Bull Run. [ft was the Saaeees the liar mM American 

litics. The Mar eleeted a Congress of more two-thirds, of some 

onest ocrats and many phenomenal cranks, and when that Congress 
shall have adjourned the American peopie will understand, in re to the 
ltar, that the deeds of men live after them; and while the liar will live as 
long as the race in its present degraded condition survives, he never more 
will be a factor in our politics, 


A WOMAN'S SPIRITED REPLY 


But, strange as it may seem, this perversion of fact and of 
truth wascontinued for months by free-trade organs. Six months 
after the MeKinley bill became a law the New York Timessaid: 


When a worran pays 50 cents more a for stuff to make a dressof than 
she would have if the McK: bill had. not become a law, she should 
keep it to herself. So doing, she will confer a rons favor on President Har- 
rison, who thinks he may get another term inthe White House if people will 
quit making ‘‘malevolent” remarks about the tariff. 


This false and bitter paragraph was copied v a 
Chicago paper, and came under notice of Mrs. Bhisabot Hunt, 


of Bloomington, Lil. She wrote an indignant letter in reply 
which deserves a here, beeause it is so spicy, so full of 
facts, and se clearly proves that the women of the land now 
know the truth about this matter. After saying that she ‘is a 
Democrat’s wife, but is sick of seeing such lies in newspapers 
‘ whose editors claim not to be fools,” she adds: 


Now, don't this fool Democrat who edits the Chicago Herald know, or 
¢an’'t his wite tell him, that a woman wears costs less than i 


before the McKinley bill passed is cents yard; a sum 
mer silk costs from 26 to $6 cente a yard. used to Gost $1, ocr sili 
to $1 that used to cost from %2 to $3.50. Sugar 


can be bought for from 60cents 
costs 5 gents that used to cost 8centa, Ribbons are half the old price, stock- 
fom step and jerseys, since th: 

half as much as the imported. [TL ’ things are down. 
that Democratic husbands can lie 

women are not foois. Let the Herald 
ites, and not try to lie about women’s things. 

Democratic woman, but I don’t want any lying to keep the party up. 


SOME GOOD POINTS OF THE M*KINLEY ACT. 


It = and upholds the prineiples of protection to Amer- 
ican industries. 
It affords ample protection equally to American capital and 
American labor. 
lt forbids the United States Governmentfrom importing arti- 
-¢les for its own use free of du 


It forbids the importation of. obscene books, pictures, and lit- 
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erature, and also forbids the importation of any foreign goods 
that bear an American jeadip meant. ‘ 

It has been common for many of our wealthy citizens to go 
abroad and buy large quantities of things for personal use, and 
so bring them in free of duty. The value of such purchases to 
be free of duty is now fixed at $500, enough for all honest pur- 
poses. 

The importation of all foreign goods made by convict labor is 
strictly prohibited. 

The friends of free trade have persistently declared that if we 
would only have free raw materials fromabread for manufactur- 
ing purposes we could increase our exports many millions and 
soon take the markets of the world. The McKinley bill pro- 
vides that whenever any raw materiais shall be imported for 
manufacture and export 99 per cent of the duty shall be refunded 
when so exported; and free traders now have full permission to 
take the markets of the world. 

It restores the proteetive features of the law of 1867 on wool 
and its manufactures, so that if left undisturbed by legislation 
the sheep and wool industry will again flourish. 

It adds materially to the duties on agricultural preducts, and 
so protects our farmers from the cheap labor ef Canada and 
other countries. 

It lays.a duty on imported linen products that will encourage 
the erection of many large plants for the manufacture of linens 
in our own country, and will at the same time add a new and 
valuable product to the farmers’ list in the raising of flax. 


HOW If AFFECTS TIN PLATES. 


lt puts a duty on tin plate so high thatit threatens to transfer 
the most of that great industry to this country. Already many 
large plants are in process of erection, or have been completed, 
and are ——s we er tin plate. at Brooklyn, Pittsburg, 
Chicago, St. Louis, and other places, and others will soon go up 
if the duty is not changed. The largest mines of tin in the 
world have lately been found in the Dakotas, California, Texas, 
and Virginia; so that it is morally certain that in the near future 
we shall be able to produce at home the full supply of tin and 
tin plate that we need, and which now amounts to aver $30,000,- 
000 in value annually. 

When this is accomplished it will afford a new business that 
will annually pay to American labor not less than $23,000,000; 
it will require from iron ore miners not less than 1,000,000 tons 
of iron ore more than they now produce; from limestone quar- 
ries.300,000 tons more of liniestene; from coal mines and coke 
ovens 2,000,000:tens more ef coal and coke; from blast furnaces 
400,000 tons more of pig iron; from lead mines and smelting fur- 
ds more of lead; from slaughter and packing 
houses 13,000,060 pounds more of tallow and oil; from chemical 
factories 40,000,000 pounds more of sulphurie acid; from lumber 
yards 12,000,000 feet more of lumber; and will give constant work 
to at least 35,000 persons. Indeed, it is-al y in large part ful- 
filled, and unless the tariff on tin-plate is greatly reduced the 
industry will be a phenomenal success. 


CHARACTERISTIC ACTION OF BRITISH FREE TRADSRS. 


A glance at the history of prices of tin plate for twenty years 
past will make clear the necessity and propriety of the Mekin 

ley tariff, and at the same time illustrate the characteristic pol- 
icy of British free-trade manufacturers, 


In 1873, British importers advanced: the price of tin plate to $12 a box in 
American and at once American tin-plate factories commenced 
Bri importers within three 
per box, and our mills-had toshut down, When this was done British im- 

rs.advanced prices to $9 and $10 per box, and under this stimulus in 1879 
erican eee started up. As soomas they were well at work, Brit- 
ish rters reduced the price to $4 per box; and then made a stand- 
athreat, tosell eee 
no matter what the price of the latter might 
finished the American industry, and 
per box. 


The McKinley tariff put an end to this outrage and robbery, 
and this fact alone is sufficient justification for its enactment. 


DHE PREP LIST AND THE REASON FOR IT. 


ees the free list almost 50 per 
cent of the whole number of es imported, includin : 
while the Mills bill put only about 38 per cent on the free fist’ 


and left a me se sugar amounting to nearly $60,000,000 a year, 
and a duty of 100 per cent on rice, two articles then produced in 
The. civ ak meamaninests shine Any articles ( 

: ¥ cles (except lux- 
weber eauh ton eel by the rick) which we do notend can 
profit in this country, but which are 
dhs pus etdrerteat lina. ohne economy of the masses of 
the , such as tea, coffee, r, etc., covering over 49 per 
cent of all articles we import, melab bnhensah- Gedy ar ed mere 
nominal rates; but upon all articles we do raise or produce here, 
and in the tion of which our workingmen are obliged to 
compete. cheap foreign labor, we place a duty large enough 
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te cover the difference between the low wages of the foreign 
laborers and the much higher wages of our American laborers, 
in order that the wages of our own workmen may not be reduced. 
We also lay « heavy duty on luxuries, sueh as costly furs, cloths, 
wines, ete., which only the wealthy can afford; for the reason 
that if they will indulge in such expensive foreign productions 
they should contribute largely toward paying the expenses of 
the Government that grants them such exclusive privileges. 


M'KINLEY'’S OPINIONS. 


This bill gives freer, broader, wider trade than any bill from Washington 
to Harrison, Nearly 50 per centof all we imported last year is absolutely 
free under the law of 1890, 

Now, do you know why we put them on the free list? We did it on the 
great principle underlying protection, because we do not manufacture them 
athome. For the same reason in 1872 we put tea and coffee there. and that 
is the exact reason that we make sugar free, that we produce but a small 
percentage of what we consume.—Speech in New York, Apri 29, 1891. 


A PREE-TRADE TARIFF VS. A PROTECTIVE TARLIP. 


To clearly illustrate the marked difference between these two 
systems in their application to the laboring and middle classes 
of iingland and the United States, and especially how they affect 
the earnings of the people, let us examine the English customs 
reports for the yew L883: 

Whole amoi. ted lected from customs, $97,397,330. 

Amount collecteu trom— 


ne aa, rn nineteen e de egnn DRG bnds Shee & ben eneewaae 843, 569, 715 
is ckdchabbe dctbetion Judadive accu ecudetedwue sane ccncsee sosetvene test 23, 065, 560 
Ns inti chsbismteenionnie = axpreniine wichpishesiieiten ahtiidiacadiaiann <a 
COs certit odiein ten cis cn cee geen oweees oe 937, 810 
ire siedecenqdarne irae eso eggs mgipebe caneoeee 
BIN, cchon céticba'es wien as wepnduiskdscsbnacnse 

ST incites arabes stink cianibavatetingy atin teniieieeiiatintileaetadince Maange esi ee 


Now, none of these articles are raised or produced in England, 
but with the exception of wines they are all necessaries of life, 
and the toiling millions of England mustand will have them; and 
the greater t of the artieles enumerated above are consumed 
by thelaboring classes. Inother words, under a free-trade tariff 


ese few articles of necessity, consumed mostly by the laboring 
classes of England, pay $76,514,462 out of $97,897,: more than 


four-fifths of all the customs duties. 

The American laborer pays no duty at all on tea, coffee, cocoa, 
chicory, and dried fruits; and none on tobacco and wines pro- 
duced at home. In other words, a protective tariff saves our 
workingmen the greater part of $76,000,900 in. customs duties. 

In the United States, under fifteen yearsof the free-trade tariff 
of 1846 to 1861, our imports exceeded our exports by $432,355,721, 
and that amount of gold had to go abroad to that balance; 
in fifteen years of protection, from 1876 to 1890, our exports ex- 
ceeded our im: by $1,669,444,246, and that amount of specie 
was sent to this country to pay us that immense balance. Dur- 
ing the whole period from 1790 to 1861—seventy-one years—we 
exported 80,869,000 bushels of wheat; but in 1883, after twenty- 
two years of protective tariff we exported 150,000,000 bushels in 
a single year. 

In 1861, after fifteen years of tariff for revenue, Government 
had to borrow money for current expenses at 10 and 12 per cent. 
In 1891, after thirty years of protection, Government could bor- 
row all it wanted at 2 per cent. 


GLADSTONB VS. PACTS. 


Mr. Gladstone, the eminent leader of the free traders in Eng- 
land, admits the marvelous increase of wealth acquired by the 
United States under a protective tariff, but insists that the re- 
sults would have been even larger under free trade. He pro- 
duces no facts to sustain his views, and therefore it is simply an 

ression of opinion. 

rince Bismarck holds the 2 view, and it may be said 
that his view is also a matter of opinion. But undisputed facts 
are infinitely stronger and more isive than opinions or argu- 
ments, no matter how great or how able are their authors, and 
therefore the facts shall decide this question. 

Mr. Blaine marshaled these facts clearly and forcibly from 
the very best authorities, as follows: 


Tn 1860 the population of the United States was in round numbers 31,000,- 
000. At the same time the population of the United Kingdom was in round 
numbers 29,000,000. The wealth of the United States at that time was $14,- 

000; the wealth of the United Kingdom was 829,000,000,000. The Uniteh 
had therefore nearly the same ae but more than double 
with mac vy, for manufacturing four- 
greater than that of the United States. At the end swe 
Ser wenitht we the Ui ieingdous ta adcd oui 0000000, 5 
" e om near 000, or 

about one-half. . Ee 

During this period of twenty years the United States had ineurred the 
enormous loss of $9,000,000,000 by internal war, while the United Kingdom 
was at peace, enjoyed exceptional prosperity, and made a far greater = 
than in won, Spey ra twenty years of her history—a gain which during v 


a large to the calamity that had fallen upon the United 
Btates. The United om had added 6. 000 to her po: Bation during 
te period of twenty years, while the addition to the Untied exceeded 
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By the compound ratio of population and wealth in each country, even 
without making allowance for the creat less incurred by the civil war, it is 
plainly shown by the statistics here presented that the degree ef progress 
in the United States under protection far exceeded that of the United hing 
dom under free trade for the period named. In 1860 the average wealth, per 
capita, of the United Kingdom was #1,000, while in the United States it was 
but #450. In 1880 the United Kingdom had increased her per capita wealth 
to $1,230, while the United States had increased her per capita wealth te 
$879. The United Kingdom had in twenty years increased her per capita 
wealth 23 per cent, while the United States had increased her per capita 
weaith more than 93 percent. If allowance should be made for war losses 
the ratio of gain in the United States would far exceed 100 per cent. Upon 
these results what ground has Mr. Gladstone for his assertion.—B’aine’s 
ans:cer to Gladstone. 








RESTRICTED RECIPROCITY. 

Another of the highly beneficent provisions of the McKinley 
act is the section on restricted reciprocity. This (third) sec- 
tion— 

Provides that with a view to secure reciprocal trade with countries pro- 
ducing the following articles, and for this purpose, on and after the ist day 
of July, 1882, whenever and so often as the President shall be satisfied that 
the Gevernment of any country producing and exporting sugars, nrolasses, 
coffee, tea, and hides, raw and cured. or any of such articles, tmposes duties 
or other exactions upon the agricultural or other products of the United 
States, which in view of the free introduction of such sugars, molasses, 
coffee, tea, and hides into the United States he may deem reeiprocsally un- 
equal and unreasonable, he shall have the power and it shall be his duty to 
suspend by proclamation to that effect the provisions of this act relative to 
the free introduction of such sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, the pro 
duction of such country, for such time as he shall deem just: and in such 
ease and during such suspension duties shali be levied. collected, and pail 
thereon, as follows: Sugars from i to 2 cents per pound, according to qua! 
ity; molasses, 4 cents per gallon; coffee, 3 cents; tea, 10 cents, and hides, 1! 
cents per pound. ; 

A careful reading of this sectiow will show that it is strietly 
in line with the doctrine of a protective tariff. 

The articles named are such as can not be produced eeonomi- 
cally in this country: but they are universally regarded as nec- 
essaries by our people, and are therefore placed upon the free 
list. Our preduction of wheat and corn has become enormous 
and is rapidly increasing; and hitherto we have found a ready 
market in Europe for our surplus of these cereals. 

But India and other eastern countries are increasine their 
production of these articles much more rapidly than we are, 
and as the wages paid to Indian and Oriental laborers are but 
a small fraction of the wages paid te American laborers, they 
can and will undersell us in the European markets, and so, to 
a large extent, cut off our markets there. 

We are also producing agricultural and other machinery in 
unlimited quanties and of the highest quality, and we have, or 
easily can have, a surplus of these things. 

Now, it so happens that the countries that produce sugar, 
molasses, coffee, tea, hides, ete., donot produce their own wheat, 
corn, flour, meal, beef, pork, lard, ete., inthe quantities required 
by their people; neither do they make their own machinery to 
any great extent; but, strange as it may seem, those countries 
that need, and must have, but do not produce, these agricultural, 
mechanical, and food productions which we make, have, up to 
January 1, 1891, levied and collected on these articles a heavy 
tariff duty whenever we have exported them to those countries, 
such duties, in somecases, being almost prohibitory. It should 
be added here that we were just as unwise as to sugar, collect- 
ing therefrom duties amounting to nearly $60,000,000 a year, 
though we admitted tea, coffee, and hides free from duty. 

Under the wise leadership of Mr. Blaine, our eminent Secre- 
tary of State, supported cordially by President Harrison's Ad- 
ministration, an a Republican Congress, this section on re- 
stricted reciprocity wasinserted in the McKinley act. Therea- 
son for it was substantially this: 

These Southern countries produce sugar, coffee, hides, etc., 
cheaply and in great abundance; they want a steady and increas- 
ing market for their surplus; but donot and can not produce the 
cereals and other foods, and the machinery they want. 

We produce a large surplus of cereals, and other foods, and 
machinery, for which we want a steady and increasing market; 
and we can not ee profitably, if at all, the sugar, coffee, 
ete., that we need. 

Mr. Blaine suggested: Why not establish reciprocity with 
these countries, relative to the above-named productions of each 
country; and admit such distinetive productions above named, 
free of duty, provided they will do the same by ours? 

When thus stated it became a matter of the simplest common 
sénse.* It was most heartily approved by the country, with some 
partisan exceptions, and everybody wondered why so simple and 
desirable an arrangement had not been thought of before. 

In justice to fact and history it should be stated that nearly or 
quite every Democrat in Congress voted against it; but, thanks 
to the good sense of a Republican Congress and President, it 
was passed. 

Brazil, the British West Indies, British Guiana, Spanish West 
Indies, San Domingo, Germany, Hawaii, Guatemala, Nicaragua, 
Honduras, Austria-Hungary, Costa Rica, and Salvador have 
completed reciprocal treaties with us on the lines proposed in 
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the McKinley act; and it is not only probable but morally cer- 
tain that unless the policy of the Government is reversed, Mex- 
ico, the other Central American States, and the other South 
American States will join in similar reciprocal treaties. 

In ten years ending June 30, 1889, we imported from these 
Southern nations merchandise to the value of $1,529,791,797, and 
during the same period we exported to them goods to the value 
of only $527,282,776; leaving against us the enormous balance of 
$1,002,509,021, or over 100,000,000 a year, which had to be paid 
by us in gold or its equivalent. 

It must be apparent to the dullest intellect, the protectionists 
argue, that it is vastly better for us to retain that gold here and 

ay thet great balance, or the most of it, with our flour, meats, 

umber, machinery, etc., and thereby increase our home pro- 
ductions, maintain the wages of our workingmen, give them 
steady employment, augment our wealth, multiply our comforts, 
and add to our happiness and contentment. In order to save 
our market for her beet sugar, Germany has removed all re- 
strictions which for years have kept our pork products out of 
that country, and another market worth many millions annu- 
ally has been given us by reciprocity. 

NET GAIN UNDER RECIPROCITY FROM SUGAR, 

Claims under the McKinley act for sugar bounties filed up to 
June 30, 1891, the last day on which they could be filed for that 
year, amounted to about $9,000,000, and the bounties for the 
years since have not been largely in excess of that amount. 

The advantage which the new tariff'act gives to the country 
in the matter of sugar for one year can be seen at a glance: 


Amount of duty taken off... . 2... . 2.2... 2.0. cnnn ce wcwe cs ccc coos + 20-800, 000, 000 
AMOUNE PALA LOE DOUMUMES 2... ccc cecncc ce cccescceccecescecccccceccs = OUR, O88 

Amount saved to the people by the new reciprocity tariff on 
GRRE ALONG eon ccen even vspcceccencncetecs concsnanenasuepnedsoes ce 51, 009, 000 


The New York Democratic platform (1891) characterized this 
matter as ‘the Blaine reciprocity humbug.” What are the 
facts? In June, 1890, under the old tariff we sold to Brazil 
breadstuffs, carriages, cars, cotton, clothing, tools, hardware, 
sewing machines, engines, machinery, resin, tar, pitch, bacon, 
lard, lumber, manufactures of wood, etc., to the value of $506,000. 
On these things by the reciprocity act the duties were either 
abolished or reduced 25 per cent,and in June, 1891, we sold to 
Brazil of these articles to the value of $1,000,000. Increase the 
first year about 98 per cent. And such results, we are told, are 
“humbug!” 

WHAT RECIPROCITY MEANS. 

The New York Sun, notwithstanding the position of its party 
relative to the McKinley tariff, has the courage to express its 
own opinion, as follows: 

4 ultimate signifi f the reci it 
cor BoE ain di nae Ae disk evel theaaasioas Paes paul 
mind. Even the commercial and industrial advan derivable from such 
a policy were not instantly and clearly appreciated. Still less was the politi- 
cal significance of a scheme, the most capacious ever formed by an American 
statesman since Thomas Jefferson planned the purchase of Louisiana, at 
once distinctly recognized. Yet a little reflection must convince us that 
under the guidance of Secretary Blaine we have entered on a course whose 
fixed and by no means distant goal is the acquirement for the United States 
- mS, commercial, but political ascendency throughout the western 
e 8 5 


Upon what honorable principle can any man or any party op- 
pose such a beneficent statute? 
DANINL WEBSTER ON RECIPROCITY. 


Most free traders take great delight in sneering at Mr. Blaine 
and this reciprocity doctrine, but he is in good een will 
be seen by the ae extract from a speech by el Web- 
ster in Congress April 2, 1824: 

Commerce is not a gambling among nations for a stake, to be won b 
some and lost by others. It has not the tendency necessarily to impoverish 
one of the parties to it, while it enriches the other; all parties gain, all par- 
ties make profits, all parties grow rich by the operation of just and liberal 
commerce. If the world had but one clime and but one soil, if all men had 
thesame wants and the same means, on the spot of their existence, to gratify 
their wants, then, indeed, what one obtained from the other by exchange 
would injure one party in the same degree that it benefited the other; then, 
indeed, there would be some founcation forthe balance of trade. But Prov- 
idence has disposed our lot much more kindly. We inhabit a various earth. 


We have reciprocal wants and reciprocal means of one another's 
wants. This isthe true origin of commerce, which is n more thanan 
exchange of equivaients, and, from the rude barter of its tive state to 
the refined and complex condition in which we see it, its principle is uni- 


formly the same, its only 0 being every stage to produce that ex- 
change of commodities between individuals and between nations which 
shall conduce to the advantage and happiness of both. 

NOT AN ABANDONMENT OF PROTECTION. 


The following extract from a speech in Co by Hon. J. 
C. Burrows, of Michigan, is both eloquent and convincing: . 


Reetprocity is fair trade, not free trade. We admit free of duty into the 
American market the things we do not or can not prod like tea and cof- 
fee, or things which, like sugar, can not be produced in cuetems quantities 
to supply the whole, and in return therefor secure reciprocal advantages in 
the markets of the countries supplying these articles. 

Reciprocity strikes down no American industry, no American en- 


terprise. Reciprocity antagonistic to ra the 
home market; Feciprocity reaches out to the foreign markets. ) 
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establishes, builds up, and maintains American industries; reciprocity opens 
a new outlet for the surplus products of our farms and factories. Proiec- 
tion gives employment to American labor; reciprocity enlarges the dem7d 
for the fruits of that labor, thereby insurin uninterrupted employment. 
In a word, protection is defense, reciprocity is conquest. 

There is, therefore, no abandonment of the doctrine of protection, but 
rather an increased demand for its maintenance. 


GREAT PROSPERITY ASSURED. 

These are a few of the salient points of the McKinley act, and 
there are many others equally helpful and beneficent, but I have 
not timé to consider them now. 

_ That the act steadily grew in popular favor, and that many 
industries were revived and strengthened, and many others 
started and developed, isundeniable. This has been our invari- 
able experience under protection, and no good reason is appar- 
ent why it should not continue as long as high tariff is the rec- 
ognized principle of our Government. Under the operations of 
the McKinley law, as early as January, 1892, some twenty or 
more large plants for the manufacture of tin plate were alread 
in active operation or in process of construction and nearly com- 
leted; several large plants for manufacturing linen were also 
ing erected; many factories for the manufacture of pearl and 
other dress buttons had been revived and started; one or two 
large thread works were doubling their capacity; hundreds of 
new enterprises had been established; large numbers of articles 
used by mechanics and farmers, manufactured of iron or steel, 
were already from 10 to 25 per cent cheaper than they were be- 
fore the bill was enacted; increased wages were paid to many 
workmen; our commercial relations with Central and South 
American Republics were greatly enlarged and gave us increased 
business and profits; so that there was even then great and in- 
creasing prosperity in all lines of business under a tariff ex- 
ressly drawn to give just and ample protection to American 
ndustries, American labor, and American capital. 
The New York Press, under date of October 14, 1891, said: 


For the benefit of the whole host of free traders, we present in a nutshell 
some facts about the operation of the new tariff which they will have to meet 
squarely or confess themselves beaten. The McKinley bill has— 


Increased the duties on about.-...-. 2.2.2.2... 2. eee en ee eee ee nee 115 articles. 
Reduced the duties on about.......... 2... ..2. eee ne ewe eens sine lina 190 articles. 
And left it unchan, Pitiainhsnthint ahhh sipuedmmnaeitidbehon «edie 249 articles, 
Increased our foreign commerce (in eleven months) -...........- $74, 768, 

II AN I iin sare cnn ban enesacpiiiin pend cnmaitwenn $112, 013, 081 
Made the percentage of free imports, of all our imports......... 55. 76 
Increased free imports over the last tariff, per cent .............. 22. 48 
Reduced the duties per capita from 83.80 to 83.07. 

Reduced the total revenue (‘tariff taxes’') intwelve months... 41, 306, 425 


Increased the cost of no necessity of life and reduced the cost of many; 
stimulated business, and thereby tended to make people busier and earn- 
ings surer, if not larger. 

The figures here given for foreign commerce and free imports are for 
eleven months end September 1, the latest at hand, and the percentages 
of free imports, which are now larger than ever before in the history of our 
Government, are for six months, beginning April 1, when sugar became 


free. : 
Such is the early fruit of genuine ‘tariff reform ” by the Republicar party. 
AMAZING POLITICAL BLINDNESS. 


Notwithstanding the marvelous results in the Southern States 
as will be shown later on, we are confronted with a condition of 

litical affairs in those States so amazing as to be incompre- 

ensible. With such tremendous results, accomplished as they 
have been, not by their own efforts and capital, but chiefly b 
the business men and capital of the Northern States, one woul 
naturally think that the political South would be grateful to 
those Northern men, and favorable to a protective system that 
permits and encourages such a magnificent developmentof their 
great natural resources. 

But what are the facts? 

These Southern States constitute the ‘‘ solid South; ” and with 
here and there an exception, they are absolutely ‘‘solid” for 
free-trade Democracy. 

They were ag gy Me *for the Mills bill, which was 
avowedly drawn in the interests of free trade, and which, had it 
become a law, would have depressed or destroyed most of the 
splendid industries in their own section. Not only were they 
actually ‘‘ solid” apuaes the McKinley act, but they fought it 
with such fury and persistence as to show that they were ani- 
—_ by the intensest hate against protection and protective 
tariffs. 

And yet if the beneficent provisions of that protective tariff 
are allowed ful] exercise during the next decade, the industrial 
development of the South in the same period will be vastly 
—— and more enriching than it has been during the last de- 
cade. ; 

What is the explanation of this singular action on the part of 
the South? 

The facts are stated, and Senators must furnish the explana- 
tion if they can. 

WHAT PROTECTION HAS DONE FOR THE SOUTH. 

The wpm | of the facts contained in the subjoined table, 

shows the wonderful growth of the Southern States under pro- 
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tection, in population, wealth, capital, railroads, manufactories, 
agriculture, and education since the census of 1880 was taken. 
The totals are as follows for the year ending June 30, 1890: 
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Per 
1890. | 1880. oon’ 
Mies gerne pases ‘genee| cae 
Mi eccscnchcecoutesescnbes suit di ht aha dee ’ ’ v, ° WU. 
kee 6, 194, 924 5, 631, 749 *10 
SE WE 5S). ak cemicane ceed eenn $9, 751, 815, 635 | $6,098, 000, 000 *62.5 
State debts (net) ..................-..- $96, 460, 126 $118, 195, 252 +18. 4 
Total public indebtedness - ~--| $183,772, 353 | $189, 345, 464 +3 
Total State revenues.......-- #26, 533, 2 $13, 249, 866 #100 
Banking capital -.........-..-.- $171, 690, 670 892, 575, 000 *86. 1 
Capital invested during decade : $2, 339, gt ditndiaaice oe ae 
a no} 188, 73 86.250| *118.8 
Cost of railroad equipment, ete --....-. $1, 301, 096, 740 $612, 000, 000 *110.9 
pa of manufactories -...... no=>} wis = re ons = a att 2 
inate hrcaptinne seceapeéGeut ones ’ 5 vy, * 
ve ue of product. aendkkcnacemdaal | $742, 865, 200 8315, O24, 704 #195 2 
SN id on emma won , 
OT Ee | $54, 191, 600 $16, 353, 182 *231.4 
Cotton seed products, value .........- $27, 310, 836 $7, 690, 921 *267.1 
Pig iron produced, tons. -........-.-.-.. 1, 684, 663 290, 772 *480.9 
Steel produced, tons ...............--- 183, 625 4,380 | ™, 121 
ee 17, 536, 456 820, 550 *362. 9 
Precious metals, value .......--.------ $712, 789 $225,176 | #218 
Total minerals, value..............---- $35, 608, 615 $3, 643, 020 *877.5 
Value of lumber output ......... as $102, 122, 100 $35, 680, 151 #183. 4 
Value of forest products ...........-.. $123, 998, 800 #46, 979, 062 *163.8 
Lands under crops, acres ..........--- 75, 551, 429 54, 679, 145 *38. t 
Value of agricultural machinery, etc.| 8120, 750, 000 $67, 372, 500 *79.2 
a produced, bales.............--- e ae ~ 4 on aa = = a : 
Dh te icaknetindades sede ateéetececui 5 A : ’ a 
rer ere oe seee | $24) 620, 500 $9,084,173 |  *171 
Total value of farm products-.--.....- | $084,707, 000 $611, 679, 145 *60.9 
— PEO RUUD is nc pee cunsceceweben | 8555, > = $360, = = = ; 
i Se ; , 4 
a ene 74, 055 49,182 |  *50.5 | 
Panes GNPOTION..........c.-.-ccecscsecess] 3, 359, 173 2,018, 640 *67 
acs kn. 0955 cussysbenthdbanen or 181 . 108 1, 391, 148 me 9 


* Increase. + Decrease. | 


As said with singular pertinency to_the South by Ellis H. | 
Roberts, in his work on Government Revenue: 
The protective clauses of a tariff serve to recruit the armies of labor out 
of the listless and careless, and to make the streams which have been lazily | 
humming the melodies of drowsiness, vocal with the glad choruses of iron | 
and steel and woolen and cotton ana silk. The idle naiads are changed into 
ministers of progress and the creators of every blessing of civilization. 
IMPORTANT DIFFERENCE. 

I have now brought our ‘‘American tariff history ” down to | 
1892. Much more might have been said, but a small part of the | 
materials at hand having been used; but I believe that enough | 
has been utilized to make clear to all the great difference be- 
tween these two economic systems, and the great superiority of 
protection over free trade for our country. I have tried to be | 
careful and candid in all statements of fact; and to present them | 
with strict accuracy. I honestly believe that there is nota | 
single statement that can not be fully and historically established. 
Such being the case, these facts should be carefully and thought- | 
fully examined and considered by every patriotic American. 


If free trade, under whatever name, invariably produces the | 
results set forth, then we have no further use for free trade in | 
our nation. 

That it does invariably produce the evil results stated is a fact | 
that can not be truthfully denied nor disproved. It is only by | 
sophistical and fallacious meg om by bold assumption, or by | 
utterly ignoring all facts, that the free traders are able to make | 
converts. 

If protectionists will be as earnest and aggressive as are their | 
Fat and keep the real facts before the American people, 
they need have no fear of the final result. 


| 
OPINIONS OF VALUE. | 


It seems proper and profitable to quote the weighty opinions | 
of the two ablest statesmen produced by the nineteenth century; | 
one in America, the other in Europe, relative to the value and 
importance of a protective tariff. 


JAMES G. BLAINE’S OPINION. 


The country is now in the enjoyment of an industrial system which in a 
quarter of a century has assured a larger national growth, a more rapid 
accumulation, and a broader distribution of wealth than were ever before 
known to history. The American people will now be er and formally 
asked to decide whether this system shall be recklessly abandoned and a 
new trial be made of an old experiment which has uniformly led to national 
embarrassment and wid individual distress. On the result of such 


an issue fairly presented the ular judgment there is no room f 
doubt.—Lelter from Florence, Jontary 25, ao _ 


On another occasion Mr. Blaine said: 


The benefit of protection goes first and last to the men who earn their 
bread in the sweat of their faces. The eeapicious and momentous result is 
that never before in the history of tle world has comfort been enjoyed, ed- 
ucations acquired, and ind dence secured by so large a proportion of the 
total population as in the United States of America. 
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PRINCE BISMARCK’'S OPINION, 


The success (under protection) of the United States in material develop- 
ment is the most illustrious of modern times. The American nation has not 
only successfully borne and suppressed the most gigantic and expensive 
war of all history, but immediately afterward disbanded its army, found 
work for all its soldiers and marines, paid off most of its debt, given labor 
and homes to all the eee of Europe as fast as they could arrive 
within its territory, and has done all this by asystem of taxation so indi- 
rect as not to be perceived, much less felt. 

Because it is my deliberate judgment that the prosperity of America is 
mainly due to its system of protective laws, I urge that Germany has now 
reached that point where it is necessary to imitate the tariff system of the 
United States. 


It is fair and pertinent to add that Germany has followed this 
advice in a limited degree, and has found it very profitable and 
advantageous to her people and to her material interests. 

HORACE GREELEY’'S OPINION. 

Having given, briefly, the opinions of these two distinguished 
statesmen relative to the benefits of a protective tariff, it seems 
proper to quote another gentleman no less able, distinguished, 
or clear-headed relative to the terrible financial disturbances in 
our country which have already been examined and described, 
and which in every instance occurred under free trade or free- 
trade tariffs. In 1869 Horace Greeley, the greateditor, the pro- 
found philosopher, the intelligent political economist, wrote as 
follows: 

Our years of signal disaster and depression have been those in which our 
— were more easily flooded with foreign goods—those which intervened 

tween the recognition of our independence and the enactment of the tariff 
of 1789; those which followed the close of our last war with Great Britain, 
and were signalized by immense importations of her fabrics; those of 
1837-'42, when the compromise of 1833 began to be seriously felt in the re- 


duction of duties on imports; and those of 1854-57, when the Polk-Walker 
tariff of 1846 had had time to take full effect. 


It will be observed that these dates correspond exactly with 
the four ‘free-trade periods” already described. It is also his- 
torically true that no such financial revulsions have ever occurred 
under either of the four protective periods of our history. In- 


telligent Americans will draw their own conclusions as to the 
desirability of these respective economic systems, 


AN ENGLISHMAN’S OPINION. 
Mr. James Bryce, M. P., the author of The American Com- 
monwealth, a work of rare candor and of great merit, after trav- 


eling over the most of our country and making a careful stud 
of the people, the institutions, the industries, and the marvel- 


| ous progress of the United States, thus expressed himself: 


With one interval of trade depression it (the United States) has for twenty 
years been developing its amazing natural resources so fast as to produce 
an amount of wealth which is not only greater, but more widely diffused 
through the populations than in any other part of the world, and the peo- 
ple allow themselves luxuries such as the masses enjoy in no other country. 


That is an involuntary but invaluable tribute to protection, 
which has prevailed here during the period mentioned by Mr. 
Bryce. 

. A BRITISH VIEW OF THE AMERICAN TARIFF. 

The Sheffield (England) Telegraph said: 


The promoters of the McKinley tariff meant it to push forward the policy of 


|} America for the Americans. One method of realizing it was to keep all 


work within their own dominions. The country was to be made self-sup- 
plying: what could be produced at home was not to be bought abroad. That 
was the keynote of the McKinley scheme, and it is working out the idea of 
its designers with the precision and effectiveness of a machine. 


A SIGNIFICANT PARALLEDB. 


Let me, inasingle paragraph condensed from Henry C. Carey, 
once more place in vivid contrast the actual unvarying results 
of the two systems, in order that we may be able, safely, and in- 
telligently to decide between them—the one based entirely upon 
unsupported theory; theother founded upon impregnable facts. 

We have had protection in 1789, 1812, 1824, 1828, 1842, and from 
1861 to date. 

We have had free trade or very low tariff in 1783, 1816, 1832, 
1846, 1857. 

Now for the results. 


UNDER PROTECTION WE HAVE HAD: UNDER FREE TRADE WE HAVE HAD: 


1.—-Great demand for labor. 1.—Labor everywhere seeking em- 
ployment. 
2.—Wages high and money cheap. 2.—Wages low and money high. 
3.—Public and private revenues large. | 3.—Publicand private revenues small 
} and steadily decreasing. 

4.—Immigration great and steadily | 4.—Immigration declining. 
eens. 

5.—Public and private prosperity | 5.—Public and private bankruptcy 
great beyond all previous prec- nearly universal. 
edent. 

6.—Growing national independence. | 6.—Growing national dependence. 


Can anyone doubt which system is the better for this country? 
Will anyone say these uniform results are mere accidents or co- 
incidences? With just as much reason one might say that the 
rising aad setting of the sun or the recurrence of the tides are 
accidents or coincidences, 
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M’KIVLMY'S TESTIMONY. 


Lecause he has expressed my own thought mere a and 
strongly than I eould, { will insert here the words of William 
McKinley: 


With me protection is a conviction, not a theory. I believe in it, and 
warmly advocate it, because enveloped in it are my country's highest de- 
velopment and greatest prosperity; out of it comes the greatest gains to 
the people, the greatest comforts to the masses, the widest encouragement 
tor manly aepirations, the best and largest reward for honest efforta, and a 
dignifying and elevating citizenship, upon which the safety and purity and 
permanency of our political system de 


I will only add, in brief, my own reasons: 
WRY I AM A PROTBCTIONIST. 

First. Because, having tried free trade, or a free-trade tariff, 
four times since 1783, it (free trade) has never once failed to 
cause excessive imports and decreased exports, heavy loss of 
specie, suspension of our manufactories, low wages, and enforced 
idjeness of vur laborers, general inability to pay ourdebts, wide- 
spread bankruptcies, universal distress, and financial ruin. 

Second. Because, having also tried protection four times since 
1783, it has never once failed to cause increasing demand for 
labor, high wages for our workmen, and lower prices for their 
family and household necessities, general and growing agricul- 
tural prosperity, varied and multiplied industries, strong de- 
velopment of our educational and benevolent institutions, and 
an increase of national wealth unprecedented in the history of 
any other nation. 

ird. Because, the foregoing results in each case having been 
uniform, unfailing, and invariable, I am compelled to believe 
that the said evil results cre inherent in the free-trade system, 
and that the said good results are no less inherent in the pro- 
tective system. 

Fourth. Because, these things being so, I must prefer that 
system that brings universal prosperity rather than the one that 
causes general and unavoidable adversity. 

TARIFF HISTORY CONTINUBD FROM JANUARY, 1602. 

The history of ‘American tariffs ” brought down to January, 
182, showed the good results even then secured by the new law. 
The McKinley tariff act, sed October, 1890, had then beenin 
operation for fifteen months and had proved itself the friend and 
benefactor of ali Americans, of all American industries, and es- 
pecially of all American wage-earners; it had not shown itself 
the enemy or destroyer of any American, of any American in- 
dustry, and especially of any American wage-earner. 

MUGWUMP LYING CONTINUED. 

And yet, so infuriated were its enemies, thut, lost to all sense 
of honor and of shame, the rsistent, malignant, and atrocious 
misrepresentations heretofore mentioned and described, were 
continued by every free-trade advocate and by every Mugwum 
newspaper. And these villainous falsehoods were multiplied, 
varied, and reproduced with such fiendish art and devilish inge- 
nuity that many of the elect were deceived, and were persuaded to 
vote for Congressmen who were opposed to the MeKinleytariff act. 
And by these means it happened that, when the act had been in 
force buta month, a House of Representatives pledged to its repeal 
was elected. Fortunately the Senate was still Republican and 
Mr. Harrison was President, and all the new House could do was 
to fire off “‘ pop-gun bills,” aimed at some single protected in- 
dustry; but with a Republican Senate and President these bills 
proved utterly harmless. 

FREE-TRADE CAMPAIGN OF EDUCATION. 

A careful observer did not have to go far to find the explana- 
tion of this unusual and anomalous state of affairs. The leaven 
of the Pharisees (free traders), which is hypocrisy (deception 
and lying), had been at work at the t mass of our working- 
men, quietly and yet dangerously, and had, almost unconsc y 
tothem, fermented in them aspirit of unrest which did not cease 
till the evil cause had spent itself. For years free traders had 
maintained a eae bureau that had sent out many millions 
of pages of tariff-reform leaflets, so called, filled with false, 
specious statements about the wickedness and oppression of pro- 
tection. They spent upward of $50,000 annually in this way and 
in sending artful and unscrupulous speakers to the workingmen 
in their shops, in small halls, or schoo] houses, or wherever they 
could find one to listen to them. 

British merchants and manufacturers, represented by the 
Cobden club, could well afford to supply the funds, as it is be- 
lieved they did, with which to for such literature and 
speakers; jor if they could once more break down our _—-: 
tariff and gain possession and control of our markets, they would 
speedily recover all they had thus spent, and millions 
more. A few ists who saw the would 


protection —— 
follow this ‘‘campaign of education” on —_ free traders, 
urged similar work and action on the part of the protectionists, 
but they were told that there was not, and could not be, any se- 
rious danger when the whole nation was so prosperous; when 
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all our laborers were getting such large and increasing wages, 
and the wealth of the country was growing so great; and so the 
free traders, undisturbed and unexposed, were permitted to hide 
their leaven of falsehood and sow their seeds of fallacy and as- 
sumption, until, on the morning of November 8, 1892, the pro- 
tectionists were astounded when they learned how dangerously 
that leaven had worked, and saw the tremendous crop of igno- 
rant voters which had sprung from those evil-producing seeds. 

Deceived protectionists, foolishly and inexcusably, had per- 
suaded themselves that the unspeakable falsehoods and calumny 
of the campaign of 1890 could not be repeated. Events have 
shown the protectionists how imperfectly they had compre- 
hended the activity, the cunning, the mendacity, and the utter 
unscrupulousness of their enemies; for the campaign of 1892, in 
all that was false and dishonorable, as far exceeded the cam. 
peign of 1890 as the smallpox or typhus fever exceeds the measles- 

here they had prevaricated in 1890, in 1892 they uttered the 
lie direct. 

INCREASE IN WAGES. 

With a bold front, free traders declared that not a man in the 
United States had had his wages raised since the McKinley act 
was passed, and oe challenged the protectionists to pro- 
duce one. The latter referred. to the official report of Mr. Peck, 
a Democrat, labor commissioner of New York, which demon- 
strated that the wages of 285,0(0 laborers had been raised on 
an average $23.11 for each person; and the whole increase of 
wages for the 285,000 laborers in that State alone amounted to 
$6,377,925 in the single year of 1891 over that of 1890. Protec- 
tionists also produced the official report of the labor commis- 
sioner of Massachusetts to show that the increase in the wages 
of her laborers in 4,865 establishments amounted to $3,336,000; 
also similar reports from several other States; but the free trad- 
ers defiantly answered: ‘‘We care nothing for your figures; 
those reports are false, and their authors are liars.” 

INCREASE IN PRODUCTION. 

Free traders also denied that we had had any increase of pro- 
duction under the McKinley bill. The protectionists again pro- 
duced the official report of Commissioner Peck and proved that 
the same establishments that showed the great increase of 
laborers’ wages, also showed that there was an actual increase 
of uction, amounting to over $31,315,000. In September, 
1892, the number of our working spindles in the United States 
had increased 660,000 over those of 1891; and the increase in the 
amount of cotton used in our factories amounted to 188,000 bales. 
Who or which should be believed, the assumptions and false- 
—_ < the free traders or the indisputable official facts just 
recited: 

THE GROWTH OF THE TIN-PLATE INDUSTRY. 

Free traders took the ground in and in their news- 
papers, when the McKinley bill was under discussion, that tin 
plate could not be made in this country; but a duty of 2.2 cents 
a pound was levied on imported tin plate,and at once Amer- 
ican capitalists invested many millions in plants for turning out 
tin plate, and soon demonstrated that better tin could be made 
here than the imported. There is no protected article in the 
McKinley act about which the free traders lied so persistently 
as about tin plate. Prior to September 1, 1892, there were 42 
tin-plate plants either completed or in process of erection. 
Twenty-six of them were in actual operation and were turning 
out first-class tin plate by the millions of pounds; and yet, from 
Mr. Cleveland to the meanest ‘“ windjammer,” there was not a 
Democrat, a free trader, or a Mugwump orator or news r 
during the whole campaign of 1892, that did not most vocifer- 
ously declare that there was not a tin-plate factory in the coun- 
try, and that not a pound.of tin plate had ever been made or 
could be made here. 

MORE ABOUT RECIPROCITY. 

‘The Blaine reciprocity humbug” was the courteous name 
by which the New York Democratic State platform, in 1891, 
e ized our new system of reciprocal relations under the 
McKinley tariff act. 

Prior to September, 1892, the Harrison Administration had 
concluded about twenty reciprocal treaties, and they had been 
proved of great advantage to our country as well as to the for- 
eign countries. We were obtaining sugar, molasses, tea, coffee, 
and hides free of duty; and found new, valuable, and growing 
markets in those countries for our pork, flour, and other bread- 
stuffs, oe hardware, engines, machinery, and man 
other things; but because under the McKinley law such treat- 
ies could not be concluded with Great Britain, for the reason 
that she had nothing, according to Lord Salisbury, with 
which to reciprocate, by 
free traders in unmeasured terms, in their platforms and news- 
= by all their speakers. 

‘or twenty-one months before the reciprocity treaties went 
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into effect our export trade with those countries amounted to 
$25,283,464. In twenty-one monthsafter these conventions were 
concluded our exports to those countries were $42,866,547, an in- 
crease of $17,583,083, or about 70 per cent. This increase was 
composed largely of flour, meats, and other food products, and 
manufactures of cotton, leather, iron, glass, machinery, etc. it 
was in vain that protectionists held up these twenty treaties and 
this great enlargement thereby of the foreign markets calling 
for our productions, and the great advantage to our working 
people in getting sugar and so many other necessaries of life 
free of duty. ‘‘ Reciprocity,” said the free trader, ‘' was grossly 
unfair to Great Britain, and was unconstitutional, a fraud anda 
ahumbug.” This was iterated and reiterated, day by day, for 
many months, with what results let November, 1892, and the 
consequent present Democratic Congress make known. 
ANOTHER FALSE CHARGE. 

‘“Protection makes the rich richer and the poor poorer” 
was-another charge that was made to do constant service in the 
campaign of 1892 by the free-trade party. They pointed to the 
long list of millionaires in the nation, and charged this fearful 
wrongdoing, as the called it, to protection. They ees 
forgot the telling fact that most of those rich men had gaine 
their fortunes in enterprises in no way connected with the tariff; 
and they also forgot to say that the labor of the United States 
was paid from two to ten times as much wages as is paid for the 
same service in free-trade countries. 

Protectionists produced official figures which utterly refuted 
this false and ridiculous statement. They showed from the offi- 
cial reports that in New York and King Counties, N. Y., in 1860, 
the savings-banks deposits, nearly all of which belong to wage- 
earners, were $49,000,000, while in 1890, after thirty years of pro- 
tection, they were $421,927,000, a gain of 761 per cent; that in 
New York State, in 1860, the savings-banks deposits were $)8,- 
187,000, while in 1890 they were $582,207,000, a gain of $524,029,- 
000, or 900 percent; and that in the United States such deposits in 
1860 were $253,200,000, while in 1890 they were $1,629,000,000, a 
gain of $1,376,000,000, or 640 per cent. But these statements all 
fell on deaf ears, as did the other fact that the entire gain in 
savings-banks deposits in England, Scotland, Wales, Ireland, and 
the Channel Islands from 1860 to 1886, under the benign sway of 
free trade, was only $436,000,000, or $33,623,000 less than the 
gain in the single State of New York under protection. 


IGNORANCE OF TARIF® HISTORY. 


The workingmen of the country knew in 1892 that their wages 
had been increased after proc! ewe of the McKinley act; they 
knew that the increase in production in the same period had been 
marvelous; they knew that there had been a great increase in 
the number of mills and factories of the country; they knew that 
many tin-plate works had been erected and a new industry 
thereby established; they knew that reciprocity was not a hum- 
bug, but a great and splendid success; they knew that it was 
false that the rich were growing richer and the poor poorer 
under protection, and that the truth was that the rich and the 

r were both growing richer, and that this last statement was 
emonstrated by the report of the savings banks of the country; 
they knew that it was false that the workingman paid an extra 
25 cents for his family dinner, because they knew that he did not 
have a mouthful of food on his table that paid one cent of duty; 
but they did not know that afree-trade tariff, or even the threat 
of it, had, without exception, been death to all active industries, 
and the destruction of every business except those of the sheriff, 
the undertaker, and the charity soup houses—and so they were 
es over to believe the free-trade lies, that they might be in- 
ustrially damned. They believed the free-trade promises, they 
voted for and elected their ticket, and now they know—a good 
deal more than they did in November, 1892. 
THE CAMPAIGN OF 1892. 
1892.—The Democratic national convention of 1892 said: 


We denounce the Republican policy of protection as a fraud on the labor 
of the great majority of the American people for the benefit of thefew. We 
declare it to be a fundamental principle of the Democratic party that the 
Federal ent has noconstitutional power to impose and collect tariff 
duties, except for the purposes of revenue only. * * * We denounce the 
McKinley tariff law as the culminating atrocity of class legislation, * * * 
and we promise its repeal as one of the beneficent results that will follow 
the action of the people in intrusting power to the Democratic party. 


The a party met this issue fairly and squarely; and 
by mutual consent the tariff question became the leading issue 
in the campaign. Benjamin Harrison for the second time was 
the candidate of the [coo and protectionists, and Gro- 
ver Cleveland for the third time was the candidate of the Demo- 
crats, free traders, and Mugwumps. The character of the cam- 

has already been indicated. One party rested upon official 

ts and demonstrated results, the other baseless assum 

tions and downright misrepresentations. et trusted in 
the intelligence of the American people, the os misrepre- 
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sentation and falsehood; and it is a Cciscouraging, but now a 
demonstrated, fact that the latter were successful by a very 
large majority. Mr. Cleveland and a Democratic Congress 
were elected; the desire for a change resulted, in several States 
theretofore Republican, in electing Democratie or Populist 
Legislatures, which in turn elected Democratic or Populist 
United States Senators, and when the final count was com- 
pleted it was found that the Democrats had secured the Presi- 
dent and both Houses of Congress and were in a position to 
fulfiil all the promises of their platform. : 

The results of free-trade success in 1892 have been truly ap- 
palling; the present generation of Americans has never seen or 
lraagined anything like them. I have already pictured them, 
and can only add the statement that in some respects the present 
evils are more terrible than in the former free-trade periods. A 
few men who had studied the tariff history of our country from 
1783 to 1892, prophesied the evils that would follow Democratic 
success, and described minutely the impending disasters. As 
in 1846, when the Democrats were in full control of the Govern- 
ment, Horace Greeley and others foretold the consequences that 
would follow the enactment of a free-trade tariff, all of which 
came to pass literally, so in 1892 it was possible to predict the 
consequences of Democratic success. 

Oneof the ablest and most far-seeing statesmen that America 
has ever produced was the lateJamesG. Blaine. He thus wrote 
of a change that he saw must come: 


BLAINE’S PROPHETIC WORDS. 

flove my country and my countrymen; Iam an American, and I rejoice 
every day that Lam. LIenjoy the general prosperity of my country, and I 
know that the workingmen of this country are the best paid, the best fed, 
and the best clothed of any laborers on the face of the earth. Many of them 
have homes of their own. They are surrounded by all the comforts and 
many of the luxuries of life. I shudder, however, at the thought that the 
time must come when alli this will be changed, when the general prosperity 
of the country will be destroyed; when the great body of workingmen in 
this land who are now so prosperous will hear their wives and children cry 
for bread; that the day must come when the great factories and manufac: 
tovies of this land will shut down, and where is now life and activity there 
will be the silence of the tomb. And the reason why this must be so is this: 
The great Southern wing of the Democratic party are determined to estab- 
lish the doctrine of free trade in this land. hey will be assisted by their 
Northern allies. There is a great body of visionary, but educated men, who 
are employed day by day in writing free-trade essaysand arguments in favor 
of the doctrine, which find their way to every newspaper in the land. The 
great body of our people have never experienced themselves the sufferings 
which always result when protective principles are laid aside. 

Poisoned and excited by ths wild statements of these writers, and the 
demagogic appeals of the Democratic speakers, the result will be that in the 
very near future those forces which are now working will be strong enough 
to defeat at the polls the party pent the doctrine of protection. It 
must inevitably followthat uncertainty and doubt will ensue. The business 
men of the country, fearing the destruction of the principles of protection, 
will decline to engage in business; consequently milis will shut down, and 
the workingman will be thrown out of employment. The people will then 
see as they have never seen before, that they can not be prosperous and have 
work while this principle is threatened. In the midst of their sufferings 
they will learn that the only way they can be prosperous and happy is to vote 
for the party that has built up the industries by which they have gained a 
livelihood; because they will then see clearly that when the manufactory is 
shut down there is no demand for the only thing which they have to sell, 
and that is their labor. 


In the light of the events that have occurred since November, 
1892, we can see that every word of that remarkable statement 
has been literally fulfilled; and many will think that Mr. Blaine 
must have been inspired to foresee so correctly what would so 
speedily come to pass; but it was not inspiration at all. He 
simply applied to conditions which he knew would arise a prin- 
ciple which the history of our country for over a hundred years 
had proved to be as invariable as the law of gravitation, and as 
inexorable. That principle has already been stated, but can 
es be repeated: Whenever free trade or a tariff for rev- 
enue only has prevailed, or there has been a threat of either, 
with a probability that that threat would be executed—we have 
had widespread business depression, lack of confidence, lack of 
credit, stoppage of business, lack of employment, bankruptcy, 
disorder, and ruin, with all their attendant evil consequences. 
This rule is not a matter of opinion, nor of argument, but of 
stern, impartial, and unimpeachable history. A few facts per- 
taining to the condition of some of our industries will readily 
show whether the rule just stated is still in operation. 

STRIKING CONTRASTS. 

Some contrasts may properly be made between 1892, when the 
McKinley-tariff was in unimpeded and happy operation, and 
1893, when by the election of a free-trade President and a Con- 
gress, with nearly a hundred Democratic majority—and alt 
electefl upon a platform which ‘‘ denounced the Republican pol- 
icy of protection as a fraud upon labor,” “that the Federal 
Government has no constitutional power to impose and collect 
tariff duties except for the purpose of revenue only;” ‘‘ that de- 
nounced the McKinley tariff law as a culminating atrocity,” and 





that “‘ promised its repeal” in case of success; and denied that 
there had been ‘‘ any increase of prosperity to the country” 
under that law. Up to this time the McKinley tariff has not 
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been repealed by enactment of Congress, but has been practi- 
cally repealed since election day in November, 1892. Succeeding 
so overwhelmingly upon such aplatform, the country had a right 
to expect that they would live up to their promises and decla- 
rations. The business men of the nation in all industries pre- 
pared themselves for the change by curtailing manufactures; 
by reducing wages and discharging laborers; by buying smaller 
stocks of goods, and only what was needed for the time, and by 
stopping all proposed new industries. 

he decrease in savings-bank deposits in 1893 shows the terri- 
ble distress that afflicted our laborers in that year more vividly 
than anything else. Savings-bank deposits are held sacred by 
their owners, and nothing but dire necessity will tempt them to 
withdraw such money. On January 1, 1890, the year the Mc- 
Kinley act was passed, the deposits held in the savings banks of 
New York State were $550,066,657; on January 1, 1891, they 
amounted to $574,666,972—a gain of $24,603,315 over 1890; on 
January 1, 1892, they amounted to $588,425,420—a gain of $13,- 
755,448 over 1891; on January 1, 1893, they amounted to $625,358,- 
274—a gain of $40,932,854 over 1892. And now, on January 1, 
1894, fourteen months after the great free-trade iandslide, what 
do we find? For the first time in many years a loss, and a de- 
cided loss. The deposits were $617,089,448, a decrease of $12,- 
268,824 from January 1, 1893, and makes the startling difference 
of $53,201,678 less of the savings of laborers in 1893 than in 1892. 
In 1893 the large sum of $187,347,239 was deposited in the sav- 
ings banks of New York State, but the prodigious sum of $221,- 
865,330 was withdrawn, showing that the sum of $34,518,091 was 
withdrawn over and above the sum deposited—another telling 
‘object lesson.” These figures are for New York only; but 
there is no reason why the situation in New York should differ 
from that of other States. 

The decrease in trade in the United States for the year end- 
ing March 31, 1894, with the threat of free trade hanging over 
us, and with a party in full power able and anxious to enforce 
that threat, as compared with the year ending March 31, 1893, 
with the McKinley tariffin prosperous operation, is an unspeak- 
ably terrible ‘‘ object lesson.” 

The following figures collected by Bradstreet’s, that most 
careful and reliable authority, tell a story that carries its own 
moral, and needs no elaboration. 

Let us look at the figures sae the twelvemonth when folly 
ruled, and during the previous twelvemonth when industry ruled. 
Thus in ves American cities the volume of business was as 
follows during the two periods: 


Month. 1893. 





1892. 
ADP ..... .2020- ccececccccrewsccnsccensenceencoces 85, 066, 679, 409 
MAY 2.2200 owen cone cone cn ceen ee nnenenseenesennnne § 014, 020, 107 
FORO. cave cccocacsvctioocccccctuncescanconcnsssend , 915, 758, 398 
DE oc. vcnndovennnestacines ccenis sovdeshonesequiaed 4, 627, 501, 733 
AUZUEE ..n ccccccnccccnccccencccccesccnsensececcses 4, 513, 168, 512 
SepeemvVer ~ ...2ccce cece eee cccncreccceesccesesces 4, 779, 284, 710 
DEE cindadekdsenean sascasnbanr one ctnagienns <unmal 5, 470, 507, 243 
PRCA osc sc cdnecdnscngebsescovccesduntscoscun 5, 443, 235, 918 
MODINE |. ice cvivnsvcs soncsdcncs so<cdabeubesenaned 5, 969, 600, 520 

i 1893. 
PODUALT occas ccdsce convasscecccavccessawacduecsés 5, 920, 150, 684 
WOUGORET 5. cnideddinngcecsucntend ncoctnashh Oscihin 5, 056, 076, 352 
DERI oviciniws ddin cht pv swiss ounce duch enenpeccenpagnia 5, 391, 187, 900 
Totals 62, 167, 984, 476 








By subtracting the figures of 1893-94 from those of 1892-’93, 


" we Shall find a total loss in business transactions during the first 


year of ‘‘Cleveland and tariff reform” amounting to $13,680,- 
814,660; and if the losses of the other parts of the country had 
been added, it is estimated that the frightful total would not be 
less than $16,000,000,000, a sum equal to the entire national 
wealth of the United States in 1860, or to put it in another way, 
the losses to our national business during the first year of real, 
unimpeded ‘'Cleveland and reform” were equal to the entire 
savings and accumulations of all our people in every State and 
Territory from the landing of the Pilgrims in 1620 to 1860, a 
period of two hundred and forty years. 

Let us go a little further with our comparisons, and we shall 
find that the losses for the — ending March 31, 1894, averages 
a billion and one-third of dollars for each and oer oe of 
that time, which fact means about $250 less money distributed 
in that year to every man, woman, and child in the United States 
than was done in the preceding aoe 

The failures in business in 1893 were 15,560, or about 52 per 
cent more than in 1892; and the liabilities of 1893 were $460,000,- 
000 against liabilities of $108,000,000 in 1892. 

The shrinkage in value of stocks just nine months after the 
election of a free-trade President and Congress amounted to 
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$949,459,114. If even free-trade capitalists enjoy this shrinkage, 
they have wisely kept that fact to themselves. 

The decrease in the value of farm products, wheat, corn, oats, 
and cotton was $363,500,000 in 1893, and the farmers are not 
happy over this fact. They were promised that if they would 
vote for the free-trade ticket and elect it the price of wheat 
should be from $1.25 to $1.50 per bushel. The farmers, many of 
them, carried out their part of that agreement, but the price of 
wheat is not $1.50 a bushel, but has been selling at 25 to 40 cents 
instead to the farmer. 

THE DECREASE IN SHEEP AND WOOL. 

The report of the Commissioner of Agriculture, January, 1894, 
shows that during 1893 several million of sheep have been 
slaughtered, and that the value of American sheep fell in 1893 
from $125,000,000 to less than $90,000,000, a dead loss of over $35,- 
000,000. ‘Add to this the decline in the value of wool and of 
farms and ranches heretofore devoted to sheep and wool raising, 
which is not less than the loss in the value of sheep, and the 
farmers are permitted to “enjoy” for the benefit of the great 

rinciple of free trade an additional loss of $70,000,000. All the 
oss under this head has been caused by the threat (now incor- 
porated in the Wilson bill) to put wool on the free list; which 
will place the farmers in competition with Australia and South 
America, and render sheep and wool raising an impossibility 
here on account of the great difference between the cost of rais- 
ing them in those countries and in the United States. 
3y means of protection our sheep-raising and woolgrowing 
industries have been established, our one mill’ -n flock masters 
have invested therein $200,000,000, and they pay out in wages 
every year the sum of $24,000,000; our manufacturers of woolens 
have invested over $300,000,000 in three thousand factories, and 
paid their employés annually $76,000,000 in wages. Let woo! 
now be put on the free list, and these splendid and helpful in- 
dustries will go to the wall, their owners will be ruined, and 
their employés will lose their annual wages of $100,000,000 and 
be thrown into the street with nothing to do. 
THE DECREASE IN RAILROAD VALUES 
In 1893 is something really astonishing. In 1892 most of the 
railroads of the country had all the business they could attend 
to, and were thoroughly prosperous, the gross earnings being 
5 oe cent larger than ever before; but the unexampled falling 
off in business and freights in 1893 caused seventy-three com- 
panies to fail and go into the hands of receivers. These roads had 
a mileage of about 32,000 miles,and represented in their stocks 
and bonds the mighty sum of $1,611,284,000. This is a disagree- 
able showing for the unfortunate bond and stock holders, but it 
is =, another of the interesting ‘‘ object lessons ” which are so 
valuable in ‘‘ educating” our people to see the beauties and bless- 
ings of tariff reform for revenue only, i. e., free trade. 
HOW THE THREAT OF FREE TRADE AFFECTS WAGES AND WAGE-EARNERS. 

As we have already seen, during 1892 every artisan or laborer 
who wanted work had as much as he could do and at the very 
highest wages; thereby he was enabled to obtain for himself and 
his family without difficulty all the necessaries of life and many 
added comforts and luxuries. Atthe close of 1893, according to 
Mr. Gompers, the labor leader, fully 3,000,000 of laborers in the 
United States who were willing to work, and who had work in 
1892, were idle, or working only half time or less; the wages of 
those who had work, with very few exceptions, were reduced 
from 10 t050 per cent. Statistics collected by Bradstreet's in De- 
cember, 1893, showed that in 119 cities that reported there were 
801,000 persons in enforced idleness, and that there were de- 
pendent upon these idle employés 1,953,000 persons. As the 

reater proportion of these laborers were dependent upon their 
daily or weekly wages, when their wages disappeared they had 
to bafed by public ee 

During the winter of 1893-94 the suffering among the unem- 
pa and their families in the cities of New York and Brook- 

n was beyond the power of pen or tongue to describe. Indeed, 
there has been nothing like or approaching it since the memor- 
able winter of 1857, near the close of the Walker tariff period. 
That occurred during the ‘‘ blessed era” of the free-trade tariff 
of 1846; this under the threat of the free-trade bill of 1893. Then 
it was difficult to get work, and wages were at the lowest. Now 
carefully selected statistics show that since November 8, 1892, 
labor has decreased 61 per cent, and in the same period the 
wages of labor have decreased 694 percent. The similarity be- 
tween.these two winters and periods are very striking, and proves 
that both belong to the same free-trade system. A careful 
census in January, 1894, disclosed the startl ng fact that there 
were in New York City and = at least 140,000 unemployed 
persons who neither had nor could get work or wages, upon 
whom over 400,000 persons were dependent for their support 
and maintenance. 

To supply these persons with only two meals required over 
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800,000 meals a day from the hands of charity; and besides these 
were thousands who would not report themselves until the last 
pangs of hunger drove them to ask for relief. Soup houses and 
relief stores were opened in many places in the two cities, and 
the stories of want, hunger, distress, and acute suffering were 
heartrending—all the more so because they were true. One of 
the best-known citizens of these two cities,a gentleman who has 
devoted much time and given much money in assisting the poor 
and needy for over twenty years, stated publicly that it required 
$100,000in cash every day in private contributions to feed, clothe, 
and provide for this great crowd of the unemployed and their 
families in these twocities. In 1892, before the complete success 
of free trade in electing both Houses of Congress and the Presi- 
dent, the greater part of this mighty army had work and could 
and did support themselves; but now, with only the threat of 
free trade over us, New York and Brooklyn, in addition to the 
vast sums spent by the public authorities, are contributing $100,- 
000 a day, or $3,000,000 a month, to keep these unfortunate vic- 
tims of a British free-trade policy from death by cold and starva- 
tion. 

What then must be the tremendousaggregate required to pro- 
vide for the 3,000,000 unemployed laborers and their families! 
At 30 cents a day for each person, it would amount to $27,000,000 
every month, or over $300,000,000 a year. Many of those now 
out of work voted for the free-trade candidates; but doubtless it 
was through ignorance and deception that they did it; and the 
elections of 1893 and 1894 todate seem to prove that through Mr. 
Cleveland’s school of ‘object lessons” they have become suffi- 
ciently ‘‘ educated” to know that their interests are not im- 

roved by a system that destroys our industries and turns our 

aborers into the streets to beg or starve. 

The Wilson bill, which has passed the House and is now before 
the Senate, is an elaborate attempt to carry out the principles, 
on the subject of a tariff, that were incorporated into the Demo- 
cratic platform at Chicago in 1892. Its author, Mr. Wilson, and 
its supporters, claim thatitis er modeled after the Walker 
tariff act of 1846, which has been fully described and the evil re- 
sults of which have been pointed out. The Wilson bill as re- 
ported and as it passed the House was a thorough free-trade bill 
in effect, whatever may have been the intention of its author. 
Itstruck down ata blow all the leading industries of the country 
by putting iron ore, coal, wool, lumber, and many other leading 
articles upon the free list. It was fought earnestly and well b 
Republicans, but was made a party measure and pushed throug 
the House without answering or honestly attempting to answer 
the facts and arguments against it. As it came to the Senate it 
was inimical and dangerous to the business interests of several 
States which were represented in the Senate by Democrats. 

These Democratic Senators from those States have declared 
that they would not vote to strike down the business interests 
of their respective States by supporting the bill in that shape; 
and therefore, withoutoany regard to their professedly ‘‘sacred 
principles,” it was amended so as not to interfere with cer- 
tain interests; apparently not because they thought it right or 
honest so to do, but merely to secure the votes of a sufficient 
number of Democratic Senators to carry the bill through the 
Senete. Itis certain that the discussion onthe bill will be a very 
long one, and there is a doubt in many minds whether it will 
ever become a law. Its professed objects are to increase our 
home industries and enable us ‘‘to capture the markets of the 
world;” but should it become a law, either as it passed the House 
or in its amended form, its effects will be not to increase, 
but to destroy our home industries, and instead of capturing the 
markets of the world we shall tamely give to the world ourown 
home markets, the grandest and best ever yet created. 

ANOTHER CONTRAST: 1892 vs. 1893. 

Mr. Cleveland in the summer of 1893 intimated thatthe Amer- 
ican people needed and might get certain ‘‘ object lessons,” to 
teach them their political duties. Whether or not they needed 
them, it is quite certain that they have had them, and have had 
all they want of that kind. Look on the two pictures as pre- 
sented by the years 1892 and 1893. 

1892.—In the twelve months ending December 31, 1892, we 
had produced and consumed more than in any other former year 
of our history; and this country was enjoying the highest de- 
gree it had ever attained, economically, industrially, and finan- 
cially. Every mill and every factory was running at its fullest 
a every vehicle of transportation, whether by rail or 
water, had all and more than it could carry; our output of pig 
iron was 1,000,000 tons more than in 1891, and 200,000 tons 
greater than that of Great Britain in 1892; every blast furnace 
and every mine was running day and night, and could not then 
fill its orders; we produced 200,000 tons of steel rails in 1892 
more than in 1891; every manufacturer and builder had all and 
more than he could do; every workingman, whether the ordi- 
nary Jaborer or the skilled artisan, who wanted work, had all 
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and more than he could do, and received therefor the high- 
est wages ever paid for labor since the creation of man; our for- 
eign commeree amounted to almost $2,000,000,000, a sum un- 
precedented and never before approached in our history; our 
domestic commerce reached the astounding aggregate of $50,- 
000,000,000; our exports were over $202,000,000 greuter than our 
imports, while our imports were many millions of dollars larger 
than ever before; our national wealth increased very nearly $3,- 
000,000,000 in 1892; our national receipts were hundreds of mil- 
lions of dollars more than ourexpenditures: our credit was good 
and we had the confidence of the whole world; in short, there 
never was a nation or a people that realized such wonderful 
prosperity and advancement as we realized and enjoyed in |892. 

1893.—Now, look on this picture: How was it at the end of 
1893? Between November, 1892, when Mr. Cleveland was 
elected, and his inauguration in March, 1893,our industrial and 
financial skies had become very dark and gloomy; our magnifi- 
cent confidence had disappeared, our credit was becoming doubt- 
ful, and within afew weeks the storm burst in terrible and dev- 
astating fury all over our land. 

Taking it in all respects, 1893 was the most awful and depress- 
ing since we became a nation. More than one-half of our mills 
and factories either had closed down or were running on part 
time; freights, both by land and water, had fallen off tremen- 
dously,and alarge proportion of our railroads in the United States 
were bankrupt and in the hands of receivers, because they had 
not enough business to pay the expenses of operating them: our 
blast furnaces were mostly blown out, and our mines closed; our 
manufacturers and builders found but very little to do; our mer- 
chants were all buying only for the day or week; all business 
men were afraid of to-morrow; more than two millions (Gom- 
pers says three millions) of workers were idle, because there 
was no work; and as many more were working from one to three 
days per week. 

The twocities of New York and Brooklyn were dealing out char- 
ity to between two hundred thousand and three hundred thousand 
per day, and taxing themselves over a hundred thousand dollars 
a day in cash to house, feed, and clothe the needy, in addition to 
the amount given the public authorities, because those needy 
ones had neither work nor money; our foreign commerce had 
fallen off over $35,000,000, and our domestic commerce a much 
larger sum; our national wealth had decreased in value nearly 
$9,000,000,000, almost as much as the late rebellion cost the 
country. Upto the present time there has been no visible im- 

rovement. In March, 1894, our public debt increased over 

13,000,000, and the Secretary of the Treasury informs us that 
the fiscal year that will close June 30, 1894, will show that our 
expenditures will exceed our receipts by $78,000,000; in short, 
there never was a nation or people in all history that ever real- 
ized in one year such appalling adversity and disaster, such ma- 
terial and industrial paralysis and destruction as we suffered in 
1893, and still suffer. 


A QUESTION AND AN ANSWER. 


Let me ask why the magnificent prosperity in 1892, and why 
the unspeakable losses, distress, and destruction of 1893? There 
is, there can be, but one answer to this question, if we regard 
the striking contrast between 1892 and 1893 in the light of the na- 
tional experiences we have passed through since 1783. The 
main cause, then, the real reason for this terrible change, these 
frightful losses in wealth and in business, this utter lackof con- 
fidence which everybody has in everybody else, is the fact that 
in November, 1892, a majority of both Houses of Congress and 
an Executive were elected upon a platform that declared pro- 
tection ‘‘ a fraud, a robbery, and unconstitutional,” the Mcikin- 
ley bill a ‘‘ culminating atrocity,” and who were pledged to re- 
move and overthrow protection, and substitute therefor either 
free trade or a tariff for revenue only, which is practically the 
same thing. 

AN ODIOUS TAX. 


That threatof such a great economicchange has been strongly 
intensified by the Wilson bill, which isa crude and vain attempt 
to materialize a theory. It was conceived in economic igno- 
rance, and broughtforth in selfish sectionalism. Its income-tax 
clause is.an evident attempt to levy three-fourths of all moneys 
that shall be collected under its provisions from the Eastern 
and Middle States, while at the same time striking down all 
their leading industries. Its provisions are so obnoxious and 
repugnant that even so intense and partisan a Democrat as Sen- 
ator H1Li of New York spoke of it in the Senate on April 9, 
1894, as follows: 

An extreme reduction of tariff duties ata time when the Treasury was 
swollen with a surplus of a hundred millions of dollars, when the country 
was really prosperous, when all our industries were in motion, and all our 
workingmen employed, assumed a different aspect and presents a different 
question, when proposed now with a large and growing Treasury deficit in- 
stead of a surplus staring us in the face, with our industries paralyzed, our 
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manufactories closed, our workingmen idle, and following u the heels 
of the most disastrous financial panic in our history. * It is a nov- 
elty in American politics to make its conclusions and procedures deliber- 
ately offensive. 1t is like making religion immoral and urbanity noisy in 
order to command and propagate them. 

* * * To double the deficit of $78,000,000 by way of ending it; to discard 
$76,000,000 of annual revenue in order tocollect twice as much in other ways; 
to embody tariff reform, as the President imagines himseif to be doing in 
his scheme to substitute direct taxes for the tariff taxes which were to be 
reformed; to reconstruct all the schedules instead of amending or discard- 
ing one group at a time, the worst first, and each upon its own demerits; to 
disturb and distress as many business men as possible, and all at once, in- 
stead of a few at a time—is nota pe amme perfectly matured and suited 
to conduct the policy and principle of tariff reform unimpaired through a 
period of general business prostration, public deficit, and private bank- 
rupicy. * * * This bill proposes a suicidal policy when it seeks by its ex- 
treme provisions to discard numerous reasonable tariff! duties, and thereby 
imperil many industries. 


if this is the best that can be said in behalf of the Wilson bill 
by an intense Democrat and an earnest advocate of a tariff for 
revenue only, is it any wonder that protectionists and all busi- 
ness men are terrified? And is it not fair that all the frightful 
losses and calamities of 1893 should be charged directly to that 
Democratic threat of free trade? 

The income-tax section of the Wilson bill is strongly opposed 
by most Republicans, who will continue the most strenuous op- 
position until it is either killed or enactedintoalaw. Its chief 
advoeates are the ultra Cleveland Democrats and the Populists. 
It is meeting with fierce opposition from many conservative 
Eastern Democrats. The Brooklyn Eagle, a leading Democratic 
paper and a zealous advocate of a free-trade tariff, says it ‘‘ would 

refer the McKinley tariff without an income tax to the Wilson 

ill with an income tax.” Its leading editorial April 16 is ex- 
coodingly bitter, but is a fair expression of Democratic feeling 
in the Wast, and an encouragement to Republicans to make every 
effort to defeat it. The Hagle's article is, in part, as follows: 

An income tax is undemocratic. It is the negation of democratic prin- 
ciples. Nonagtional Democratic platform has favored it. It is a strange 
doctrine. Itisnew matter. It is a surprise on the party. It is an outrage 
on justice, equity, and fair play. It is a m: position. It is one 
which, apparentiy leveled at the rich, would really onthe poor. An 
tax on incomes of any amount would be collected by landlords in increased 
rents, and by employers from employés in decreased . It is ascheme 
of sectional revenge. The North put down the rebellion. Its surviving sol- 
dters have been liberally pensioned. That tax is intended as one of reprisal 
on the North, where the wealth is, by the South, whence comes most of the 
votes for such a tax. Such a bill is neither Republican nor Democratic. It 
is Populist. Itis socialism. It is the very next thing to communism. It 
is the reversal of what Americanism has stood for. Such a tax is abhor- 
rent, indefensible, and ought to be impossible. 


After such talk from such Democratic sources as Senator HiLL 
and the Eagle, Republicans surely should take fresh courage and 
resort to every means at command to strangle the abomination 
known as the Wilson bill. 


CONCLUSION—WHAT IS THE REMEDY? 


First, kill the Wilson bill and every similar measure that may 
be offered as a substitute for it; then let Congress declare that 
the tariff question shall not be further agitated by the presen 
Congress, nor until the country has had an opportunity to vote 
again upon the question; let such a strength of public opinion 
be aroused upon this subject that hereafter no nor Con- 
gress willeven attempt to overthrow protection and deliver our 
merchants and man rors over to the tender mercies of the 
courts in bankruptcy and to hurl the business of the nation into 
utter confusion and distress. Let us settle it soon and forever, 
that in the United States protection and not free trade is to 
the ostablished policy of the nation—and then shall b 
speedily and permanently revive; then shall the hum of indus- 
try and the music of the anvil, the spindle, and the loom be 
heard in every town and hamlet over all our broad area; then 
the manufacwrer shall no longer mourn over idle machinery, 
nor the farmer over valueless crops; then the laborer, whether 
on the farm or in the shop, whether in the mine or the — 
shall find abundance of work and the highest wagesof the world; 
then shall want and hunger no longer stalk through our streets 
and terrify our people, but prosperity and contentment shall 
soatter oni se appiness over every home and in every 
heart. ay speed the day. 

Mr. President, my task is done, and I commend its lessons to 
the intelligence and the consciences of Senators on both sides 
of the Chamber, as well as to the people of this great country, 
whose highest interests are at stake in the legislation which we 
are now considering. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLANCHARD in the chair), 
At the close of the session last evening Schedule C, metals and 
manufactures of, had been reached. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yesterday at my request certain 

aragraphs in the glass schedule were dover. I suggest 
that the Senate return to the considera of ph 6s. I 
propose an amendment, to strike out the suaneenl pusaeeah 
and insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 


oe 


f 


The SECRETARY. Strike out paragraph 88 and insert: 


Green and colored, molded or pressed, and flint and lime glass bottles, 
hold more than | quart, and demijohns and carboys (covered or un- 
eovered), whether filled or unfilled, and whether their contents be dutiable 
or free, other molded or pressed and colored and fiint or lime bottle 
glassware, not specially provided for in this act, three-fourths of 1 cent per 
pound; and vials holding not more than i quart and not less than one- 
quarter of a pint, 1} cents per pound; if holding less than one-fourth of a 
pint, 40 cents per s. All other plain green and colored, molded or 
pressed and flint ant lime and glassware, 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Do I understand that paragraphs 84, 85, 
and 86 have been passed over? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. They were passed over at the re- 
quest of the Senator from Rhode Island, who was not ready to 
take them up. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Allright. I myself desire to offer some 
amendments to those ry am we 

Mr. PLATT. Ishould be glad to know how the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Arkansas differs from the one 
printed in the text as it was read. I ask thatit be read again. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. After hearing the paragraph read I suggest 
to the Senator from Arkansas that it will probably be necessary 
to insert before the words ‘‘ and vials” the words ‘‘all of the 
above;” so that there shall be a connection between the two 
classes of glassware. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The two clauses of the paragraph 
are connected by the word “and.” ‘There can be no difficulty 
about the construction, in my judgment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Uponacasual reading of itI think there might 
be; but still I am perfectly willing to let it go for further exam- 
ination. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It can be amended, if it is subject 
to criticism. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The intention of the committee is very plain. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is, to connect the two branches 
of the raph; there is no question about that. 

The ING OFFI The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was ae to. 

The Secretary read the next paragraph which had been passed 
over, as follows: 

89. All articles of glass, cut, aved, painted, colored, ted, stained, 
decorated, silvered, or gilded, sot Latintig plate glass tea or looking- 
giass pilates, 35 per cent ad valorem. 

The Committee on Finance reported an amendment in line 
18, before the words ‘‘ per cent,” to strike out “ thirty-five ’ and 


| insert ** forty.” 


The ame t was agreed to. 
The Secretary read the next paragraph which had been passed 
over, as follows: 

90. All glass bottles, decanters, or other vesseis or articles of glass, when 
cut, ved, painted, colored, ted, stained, etched, or otherwise orna- 
notepecially provite tor fa this act, including porcelain or opal cseswars; 
5 gor cont al entemuuns Fesctael, thee tf aaek aethden on 1 be im i 
filied, the same shall pay duty, in addition to ow eable u the 
contents as if not filled, unless otherwise spe y provided for in this act. 


The Committee on Finance re an amendment in line 25, 

i words ‘‘ per cent,” to strike out ‘‘ thirty-five” and in- 
“ ‘ortv.”” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iask for the adoption of the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

Mr. PLATT. I know very little about the glass schedule, and 
I do not suppose we I may say about it will influence the 
action of the Senate at all. eee only briefly to call atten- 
tion to what I suppose the ac of the committee amounts to, 
knowing, i think, what it amounts to in this particular clause. 
For the purpose of testing the sense of the Senate, I move 
make the rate “60 per cent ad valorem ” instead of ‘‘ forty.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment are by the 
Senator from Connecticut to the ameadment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 15, line 25, before the words “ per 
cent,” it is pro to strike out “fort: ” and insert “ sixty.” 

Mr. PLATT. I know that the cut-zlass industry now can not 
compete with the foreign cut glass, except in some matters of 
oad patterns, where they are able to sell the American prod- 
uct by reason of the pattern or style of the article or as to arti- 
cles not cut by foreign manufacturers. The cutting of glass in 
this country is now practically confined to those articles which, 
by reason of their oe and patterns, are called for in the 
American market, which are not produced by foreigners. 
We have in the - where I reside a cut-glass manufactory; 
and I know that is true of that establishment. The - 

er of the establishment has also an establish 


ment in — and that the wages paid nana ae 


times what are paid in 








1894. 
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no doubt, for he has shown me the pay rolls of his factories here liquor bottlers or wholesale dealers, the public paying just the same as it 


and his factory abroad. 

Where a person in England gets $7 a week, the same class of 
labor gets $21 in this country; and heassures me—and he has as 
good reason for knowing what he is talking about as any man 
can possibly have, having an cstablishment in England and one 
in this country—that he can not compete in this country with 
the common cut glass which is imported. — 

I have not been able, not knowing that this schedule was com- 
ing up this morning, to bring to the Senate his statement about 
it. Ishould be very glad to do it. 

Cut glass isa luxury, and therefore, as it seems to me, the 
duty is not too high uponitasitstands. Cutglassis nota neces- 
sary of life; it isa luxury, for which people should pay as they 
pay for other luxuries. 

With regard to the ordinary kinds of cut glass, the fact is 
that they are imported into this country as cheaply as an hon- 
est cut-glass manufacturer can import the blanks. How itis 
done I do not undertake to say; but it isonly a short time since 
my attention was called to thissubject by the workingmen, the 
union of cut-glass workers in this establishment in my own city 
of Meriden; and they showed me then that cut-glass bottles, 
cruets, vinegar bottles, the ordinary style of cut-glass bottles, 
were sold in the markets in thiscountry as cheap as the blanks 
out of which they are made can be imported without under- 
valuation. ; 0 

I apprehend that all of this glass schedulo is open to the criti- 
cism which I now make on it. In the House this kind of cut 
— was put at 35 per cent ad valorem, and the Committee on 

inance in the Senate has, in its liberality, increased that 5 per 
cent. I suppose somebody will go away and claim that that is a 
pretty fair duty, and that we ought to becontent with it. Tomy 
mind it does not help the matter to have a duty which is abso- 
lutely destructive to that industry slightly increased, and still 
be just as destructive; and yet we are asked to take it, because 
it is an increase over the rate fixed in the Wilson bill. 

I think I know enough about the glass-cutting industry to 
know that it can not survive in this country to any considerable 
extent upon a duty of 40 per cent; that the duty under the Mc- 
Kinley law of 60 per centwas not such as to enable the industry 
to make great headway in this country, and was not enough 
to enable those engaged init to fairly compete with the forcign 
industry. 

As I said when I rose, I do not suppose that what I have said 
wi!l have any effect upon the matter or upon the action of the 
Senate; but [ do want to protest here against the idea that the 
manufacturers are receiving any fair treatment or any fair con- 
sideration, or are getting any duty which will enable them to 
maintain their industry in this country because, forsooth, there 
has been a5 per centad valorem increase from the duty in the bill 
as it came from the House of Representatives. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. President, I do not intend to follow 

ur friends on the other side of the Chamber in making attempts 

change this bill; but here is an item about which T have in- 
formation, and which I think everyone would be willing to hear. 
It comes froma laboring man whom 1 know. He is secretary of 
a labor union in Massillon, Ohio, somewhat noted now because 
of another distinguished character who came from there; but 
this is a laboring man, who tells the exact situation of the busi- 
ness in which he is engaged, that of making bottles: 

The glassworkers of this district earnestly desire your interest in their 
behalf when the tariff bill comes up for consideration. The changes in the 
glass-bottle schedule that have been adopted by the House are of sucha 
ee! and radical nature that our trade will be wrecked should it go 
into e . 

Wages of all employés in the business will be cut at least 50 per cent, and 
even then it is a problem whether with that reduction we will be able to 
exist. Already in anticipation of the passage of the bill are we asked to 
submit to a 2% per cent reduction, and we are in despair at the gloomy pros- 
or before us. For the past eight months but 61 furnaces out of a total of 

in the country have been at work, with the inevitable result of suffering 
and destitution among the unemployed workmen, and ifthe bill is passed as 
it-now is more factories will be closed, workmen turned adrift,and wages 
reduced to tically the European level, and all the prosperity of our 
trade gone forever. 

When our committee appeared before the Ways and Means Committee 
and pleaded our cause they were given to understand that they had pre- 
sented the very best showing of any that had come before them, showing 
that the present duty was not too high; yet in the face of that admitted fact 
the ame cut from what is equal to 80 per cent ad valorem to 30 cent, 
one of a cuts in the whole bill. The keen competition in egies. 
bottle trade of late rs has brought prices down so low that any further 
reduction to meet the foreign competition that will ensue on the lowering 
of the tariff must inevitably fall ou the workmen. Employers, if they Op- 
erate at all, will only do so at a fair profit; workingmen must work orstarve, 
and as need must the devil drives we may yet be compelled to labor 
for a dollar a day in order to keep below foreign competition. 

One point that adds not‘a little to our mortification is that the benefits to 
‘the general public su to ee aoe a reduced tariff are not likely 
tobe realized. Our chief product in the West is beer, wine, brandy, mine- 
ral water, and patent medicine bottles. Now, bottles are simply packages 
‘that contain more valuable contents; the price of the bottle compared to the 


‘value of the contents is often insignificant, and reduction in the price 
of the bottle will simply be retained in tho pockets of weelthy beet ana 


} 





did before, as the reduced price on asingle bottle is teo utterly insigniti- 
cant to affect the selling price of the article, be it brandy, wine, beer, mine- 
ral water, or patent medicine. We believe we are simply being robbed for 
the benefit of those who are already wealthy. 


I know this man, and I amsure all that he says is true accord- 
ing to his belief. In my judgment, therefore, any reduction of 
the duties on this class of manufactures will not only be injurious 


| to the laboring men who make these articles, but it will be of 


no benefit to the public atlarge. Glassand all materials of that 
kind are very cheap in this country, and the whole cost of them 
isin labor. The materials which enter into their composition, 
sand and other articles of that kind, are as cheap as anything 
can be. Therefore, every benefit you confer by a duty on the 
production of an article of that kind is shared by the 
men. ‘There isno doubt about that. 

The amount of capital employed in oneof these establishments 
is not very great, but we have in that part of Ohio, including 
only two or three counties, an enormous industry of this kind, 
which has been built up within the last twenty or thirty years. 
East Liverpool, on the Ohio River, [ know a few years ago was 
but an insignificant village, and now it is alarge and flourishing 
city, full of these various kinds of establishments, not only glass 
works, but porcelain works, and they make the very finest kind 
of porcelain— probably not equal to the very best made in Eu- 
rope, but soul enough for anybody—they also make crockery; 
and to reduce the duty on these articles will affect all these peo- 
ple, for they are ail in the same boat. 

I have another letter here upon this subject which I shall not 
take time to read, but in which it is stated thai nearly every 
man who is among the proprietors of these establishments was 
once a laboring man, and all of them work; even those whocon- 
duct the business still work by the side of their workmen. 

This is only an employment which is all labor, and nothing 
else; but the men who have labored in times past, when they 
have saved a little money, go into a partnership, and become 
themselves the managers and owners of this kind of property. 

This business is now in the saddest state of depression. All 
along the Ohio River and all along the line of the Fort Wayne 
road there are smokestacks now idle and establishments run- 
ning at short pay. They are all manufacturing this kind of 
work there—glassware, porcelain, pottery, or brick. They make 
all kinds of work. They are interested in almost every item 
contained in the schedule about which we are talking. I am 
glad the Senate has raised the rates of the duties somewhat, but 
it seems to me they have not gone far enough. If they choose 
to lower the rate of duty provided for in the McKinley law, let 
them do it with some relation to what has been promised the 
persons who have engaged in this manufacture. All these works 
have been built up on the fait of promises gtven in the act of 
1890. Why they should be disturbed i can not see. It does not 
do good to anybody. It only induces the competition of foreign 
labor with these men who are laboring in the most simple forms 
of industry. 

I trust that the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] will be adopted, and that similar 
amendments will be made as we go along in the whole schedule. 
I hope the Senators who have charge of this measure will give 
to these laboring men some protection. Here is good ground, 
where protection goes directly to the men who earn the money. 
If you will give them that protection which will enable them to 
earry ou their honorable business they will, no doubt, supersede 
in a short time all the foreign production that come in competi- 
tion with them. 

The remarkable result has occurred already within twenty 
years that the cost of all this grade of goods has gone down to 
less than one-half. 

Mr. ALDRICH. To about one-third. 

Mr. SHERMAN. To about one-third, and perhaps less. So 
that now an outfit for an ordinary family setting out in life, 
crockery and queensware of all kinds necessary for household 

urposes, can be procured ata cost of ten or fifteen dollars. This 
is a kind of industry in which no aristocrat or capitalist is inter- 
ested. The capitalists are the men who work at the industry. 
and they are the men who ought to be protected. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, we have been promised since the 
construction of the first tariff bill that the time would certainly 
come when there would be no longer any necessity for these 
high duties. Now, the time has certainly come when the glass 
manufacturers of the United States can do without the enormous 
duties of the McKinley act. The minority report of the Ways 
and Means Committee of the House of Representatives, written 
by a very distinguished Republican, Ex-Speaker REED ,gives 
the following accountof this industry: 


working 


The capacity to manufacture in the United States is greater than the 
American glass combined. The indus- 
to this country. Almost every material en- 


largest consumption of f 
try may be said to be natur: 
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tering into the production of glass is to be ound or can be manufactured 
here. ‘"he best and cheapest methods of manufacture have been adopted 
and are in actual use. 

Speaking of another branch of the industry, the same report 
says as to plate glass: 


We have now in operation in this country twelve competing plants, bav- 
ing a capacity of 18,000,000 square feet of glass annually. Of an actual con- 


sumption of 15,000,009 feet about 2,500,000 are imported. 
Now, if an industry in that condition still demands the enor- 
mous duties of the McKinley act, what becomes of the statement 


that at some time or other in the future these industries can 
etand without this enormous taxation? 

Something has been said here in regard to the lime bottles 
upon which there is to be an increase of duty by this amend- 
ment. I have here the statement of two of the principal manu- 
facturers of lime bottlesin the United States, in which they state 
emphatically that they need no protection at all in regard to this 
manufacture. A year and one month ago these manufacturers 
ef bottles closed their works on account of difficulties with their 
workmen in regard to wages. Some of them then published a 
card, and said that fear of a change in the tariff by the Demo- 
crats had caused them to shut down. Twoof them were can- 
did enough to state the truth, and those two were Mr. Park, 

resident of the North Wheeling (W. Va.,) Bottle Works, and 

r. G. W. Yost, of the Bellaire Bottle Works, of Bellaire, Ohio. 
Ina published statement these gentlemen say: 

As to the tar! on filat bottles, we would not find fault with its entire re- 
moval. We are in nowise affected by it one way or another. We make 
bottiss for less than they can be freighted to this country frum abroad, 
leaving out the cost of foreign production. If we had free raw material we 
could send bottles across the water and take the markets of the world. 

This is f:om two of the principal manufacturers in the United 
States, and was recently published. Yet we hear now from the 
Senator from Ohio that we ought to revise the bill and make 
the duties higher, and the argument in favor of that is the 
wonderful increase in the manufacture in the United States not 
only as to quantity but as to the quality of the goods. When is 
the time to come when there can be a reduction? In 1889 the 
cut-glass manufacturers of the United States received the high- 
estaward at the Paris Exposition. We imported last year $618,- 


000 of cut glass. 
I should like to ask the Senator from Mis- 


Mr. HIGGINS. 
souri a question. 

Mr. ST. When I finish the sentence. We imported last 

year $618,000 of cut glass. We art a large quantity of it. 

Sreny American takes a special pride in the fact that the cut- 
glass manufacturers of the United States to-day produce articles 
which not only compete, but excel in beauty of finish, in rare 
workmanship, with those that are manufactured in any part of 
the world. 

Mr. HIGGINS. If it be true, as the Senator has just told us 
(and it is true within the common knowledge of everybody), that 
the price is vastly lower than it used to be when we got our cut 

lass on the other side of the water, why should the tariff be re- 
uced? I understand the Senator's qyestion to be, Are youever 
going to reduce the tariff or are you always going to keep it up? 

Thy should it not be kept up, if those are the beneficent results 
which come from keeping it up? That is my question. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, that is ali I want. I want some 
Republican in the name of his party to state to the people of 
the United States that the time is never to come when we are 
to escape this high taxation; that itis perpetual; that no matter 
what excellence our people arrive at, these institutions are never 
to be self-supporting, but always the same cry is to come to us, 
~ Continue enormous import duties because we have arrived at 
a great degree of excellence.” 

Mr. HIGGINS. The difference, if the Senator will allow me, 
is that it is not taxation at all. It imposes no taxation upon the 
people of the United States. 

r. VEST. Oh, well, Mr. President-—— 

Mr. HIGGINS. It gives the ple of the United States the 
benefit of this great market and the cheap product that comes 
from it, as is shown by the very fact which the Senator himself 
has just given; and why does he say it is taxation or a burden 
that is Being put upon us. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I shall not go into a discussion 
with anyone who says that what the Senator from Rhode Island 
admitted here in 1890 to be the fact is not true, namely, that the 
tariff increases prices. If it does not increase prices it isa 
fraud, a naked piece of robbery, without purpose whatever. 
If the tariff is not imposed in order to enable the manufacwrer 
for some one te exact more from the consumer, then what 
is it? What is it put therefor? We know that that is the ob- 
ject of it. In one section of the country it is said that this tariff 

put on to enable the manufacturer to pay more wages to his 
operatives. In another part of the country it is said the tariff 
is put on in order to cheapen products to the consumer. But 
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now I understand from the Senator from Delaware that it has 
no object at all; that it isnot even taxation. Then, in Heaven's 
name, wipe it out; it is a mere pretense and a mockery. 

Mr. HIGGINS. The Senator does not understand from me 
that it is nothing at all. 

Mr. VEST. What is it for? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Itisaduty which by restricting production 
to this country so increases the production as to reduce the 
price. That is the beneficent result, and it will not do, I re- 
spectfully submit, for the Senator from Missouri to fly from his 
own figures as to glass and take refuge under some admission 
made by the Senator from Rhode Island about other facts and 
other articles of produce in a debate here two or three years 

go. 

Mr. VEST. Now, what an extraordinary question that is, 
when the Senator from Delaware says this duty is put on to re- 
strict production, when Mr. Park and the president of the works 
at Bellaire, Ohio, say the reason the works were closed down 
was because there was overproduction. Yet the Senator from 
Delaware says now the duty is put on to restrict production. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I ask the Senator whether those wurks in 
Ohio will be opened by the reduction of the tariff. He says they 
have been closed by reason of overproduction in this country. 

Mr. VEST. That is the statement of these gentlemen. 

Mr. HIGGINS. We have brought down the prices here lower 
than they have ever been sold abroad before. Never was cut 

lass to bs had either in Europe or America as cheap as it is to 

had since American methods have been developed. 

Mr. VEST. How does the tariff put down prices in protected 
Americaand put them down lower in free-trade England? Does 
it work both ways with the ocean between us? 

Mr. HIGGINS. In free-trade England they have to meet our 
competition; that is, in selling in this market. 

Mr. VEST. We are protecting ourselves, according to the 
theory of the Senator, against this competition, and shut it out. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Of course; and in order to meet us with our 
improved methods and with the tariff added, they have to come 
here and sell at the very lowest price at which they can afford 
to produce. 

Mr. VEST. We put up the wall to keep them out and in- 
crease the price to our own consumers for that purpose. But I 
do not care about going intothat discussion; I have simply to say 
that any pretense that the glass manufacturers of the United 
States inany department need protection is absolutely unfounded 
on the facts and on their own statement, 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, a protective duty has always 
been levied in this ccuntry upon the supposition that there was 
some reason why we could not manufacture as cheaply as in 
other sections of the world. In the early days there were two 
reasons given. One was that we did not have the capital, or at 
least that we could not afford to put in capital for the same re- 
turn that could be realized in Europe. The other reason was 
that American labor demanded and received more wages than 
were paid abroad. 

The Senator from Missouri inquired whether we are ever com- 
ing to a time when we can take off import duties. I answer for 
one that I hope the time will never come in this country when 
there is not an import duty levied. We have reached a period 
now when we can take off an import duty for the first reason I 
have mentioned; that is to say, capital is as cheap to-day in this 
country practically as it is anywhere else. You can get money 
to-day for investment in any manufacture if you can be assured 
that the manufacturer will not be disturbed or interfered with 
and shall have a fair protection, which will cover the difference 
between labor in Europe and labor in this country. 

Now, all that is left of the American tariff is that the Ameri- 
can labor shall be protected; that is, that the American manu- 
facturer shall be able to pay an increased price to his labor to 
manufacture with the same profit that the manufacturer of Eu- 
se makes who pays a less price for his labor. Any tariff is a 
fair and an honest tariff that recognizes that distinction and 
levies duties accordingly. Any tariff that does not do thatisa 
dishonest and unfair tariff. 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], who I see does me the 
honor to listen to what Iam saying, stated the other day sub- 
stantially that this proposed tariff does that; that it recognizes 
the distinction between the prices of labor in Europe and the 
prices of labor in thiscountry. I thought he approved of that 
principle when he made the statement, but some subsequent 
statements have induced me to think that he does not approve it. 

Mr. President, does the particular item under discussion pre- 
serve to the American manufacturer absolute equality when 
you consider the price he pays for labor and the price the for- 
eign manufacturer pays? As stated by the Senator from Mis- 
souri, there is not any rs of materials. When you manu- 
facture glass you manufacture it more nearly out of raw material 
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than anything else that can be made. There is nothing else I 
can think of upon which so little labor is employed upon the raw 
material as upon glass material. So it becomes a bare simple 
question: Does the duty proposed equalize conditions, the Ameri- 
can labor getting $2 a day and the European labor getting $1. I 
only state that as an illustration. Now, if it does equalize con- 
ditions it isa fair duty. If it does not equalize conditions it is 
not a fair duty. I say to the Senator from Missouri that there 
never will a time come, in my judgment, when the American 
people, after due deliberation and thought and the trial of a 
tariff, will be willing to say that that distinction shall not be 
kept up, and there shall not be levied an importduty which shall 
equalize conditions between the labor of the foreign country 
and the labor of this country. 

' Mr. President, I have no concern for the manufacturer as a 
capitalist. I believe we have to-day reached a point where the 
American manufacturer can manufacture, so far as capital is con- 
cerned, on an equality with any other gps in theworld. But 
I do have concern for the men who labor. I do have concern 
for the men who have been getting American prices, living at 
American rates, and supporting their children and their families 
upon an American plane, that they shall aot be put down toa 
European plane. If the Senator from Missouri is anxious that 
we shall reach a point in oui history when taere shall be no 
tariff, if he understands what that means it is that he is anxious 
to see the time when the American laborer will receive for his 
day’s wages exactly what the European laborer receives, I do 
not believe he is prepared to admit here or anywhere else that 
that is his position, nor do I believe that the Democrats ef this 
body are willing to admit that that is their position. 

That is the defense for a tariff. There is no other now. I 
do not myself believe that this duty gives to the American man- 
ufacturer equality with the European. I think for that reason 
it ought to be increased. I realize that the conditions now ex- 
isting in this country will justify a reduction of the duties under 
the McKinley act. I realize the fact that wise administration 
not only justifies but requires a reduction of the import duty on 
very many things in that law, from the simple fact of the low 
prices and the changed financial condition of the world in four 
years. That change of condition, which has been more rapidin 
this country than anywhere else in four years, requires and de- 
mands a revision of the tariff law. 

But, Mr. President, my cor aint of this bill (I do not mean 
to say it offensively) is that .ue tariff does not seem to me to 
have b2en intelligently revised. On some things to me it is en- 
tirely satisfactory, and on another thing entitled to equal protec- 
tion it is entirely unsatisfactory. If there could be any way by 
which there could be a revision of the tariff upon principle I 
am in favor of such a revision and ready to vote for it; but so 
far as this revision is concerned it does not proceed upon intelli- 
gent lines so as to justify any man who believes in protection in 
voting jor it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, it is difficult to understand 
the argument of the Senator from Missouri[Mr. Vest]. It cer- 
tainly has neither logic nor pertinence in its application to the 
paragraph now under consideration. The Senator from Mis- 
souri read a number of statements and amplified them in regard 
to bottle glass, window glass, and plate glass. The rates upon 
none of those articles are included in the paragraph now under 
consideration. This paragraph imposes duties upon cut, en- 
graved, painted, stained, and decorated glassware. This is one 
of the items to which I alluded yesterday, in which the proposi- 
tion was to reduce duties. They aro all articles of re luxury, 
and from any standpoint a high revenue duty should be imposed 
upon them. 

Aside from that question, there is another argument, and an 
unanswerable one to my mind, why thess rates should be in- 
creased to the extent of the amendment of the Senator from 
Connecticut. The Senate bya vote has just fixed specific duties 
nee Ss bottles. Weare soon to be called upon to fix spe- 
cific duties upon common window glass. We have already 
agreed practically to fix specific duties upon plate glass. ‘The 
equivalent ad valorem in all these cases is higher than the rate 
suggested by the Senator from Connecticut upon cut and en- 
graved glass. 

Can any Senator upon the other side of the Chamber tell me 
why, if a duty of more than 60 per cent ad valorem is necessary 
(as I believe it is necessary upon plain bottle and upon common 
window glass), cut, engraved, and decorated glassware should 
have any less rate of duty? Thatis the problem which is pre- 
sented to the Senate at this time. It is not whether the rates 
upon window glass which have been agreed upon in the commit- 
tee, or the rates upon plain bottles which have been agreed upon 
in the committee, are too high. I think they are too low. 

The Senator from Missouri — we can make glassware as 
cheaply as anybody anywhere in the world. That may possibly 
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be true to a very limited extent upon certain articles of pressed 
glassware, but when you take window glass, bottle-glass, plate 
glass, or cut glass, it is not true to any extent whatever. Tho 
difference in the cost of labor between this country and Belgium 
and other competing countries abroad is so great that a high 
specific duty is absolutely necessary to preserve the industries 
in this country. Even now, with the comparatively high rates 
imposed by the act of 1890, the importations of all these classes 
of glassware are very large, and not only very large but in some 
of the articles constantly increasing in amount. 

I appeal to the members of the committee upon the other side 
that if the duties which they have fixed are reasonable on the 
other articles of glassware, the rate upon these articles of pure 
luxury, which are certainly more costly to produce than plain 
glass, should surely be as high. There can be no reason why 
the amendment of the Senator from Connecticut should not be 
adopted. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri asks 
substantially if the time will never come when protection may 
be removed from American industries. I will say to the Sena- 
tor that in my judgment the time never will come until the con- 
dition of the laboring men to-day throughout the world is greatly 
improved. Under free trade, with the removal of protection 
from any industry in this country, the laborers employed in this 
industry are brought in competition not only with the cheaper 
labor of Great Britain, Germany, Belgium,and other European 
countries, but the cheap labor of India, China, and Japan. If 
the condition of our laboring men in the United States is to re- 
main what it is to-day, if they are to receive fair wages, and be 
independent and self-supporting, then the industries which give 
employment to labor in this country must be protected from 
cheap labor abroad. 

In this country the laboring men control public affairs. This 
Government is what they have made it and its future destiny 
will be what they make it. I can not conceive that any person 
admitting the fact that there is a difference in wages between 
the United States and foreign countries, would for a moment 
be willing to remove the protection which is afforded by the pro- 
tective policy to American laborers and place them in competi- 
tion with the whole world. 

The Senator from Missouri ridicules the idea that when we 
haye protection the price of an article is reduced. I will state 
how far the price of an article is reduced by protection. Pro- 
tect an American industry from the cheap labor of other coun- 
tries so that American enterprise is stimulated and American 
capital isemployed. Industries are started and multiplied; and 
the sharp competition of sixty-five or seventy million of the most 
intelligent and enterprising people in the world, with an abun- 
dance of capital waiting to be invested in any remunerative enter- 

rise, will force the prices of the article manufactured down to the 

owest point at which fair wages can be paid to the American 
workmen; and that is as low as I want the prices of articles re- 
duced in this country. 

That is the difference between competition at home, Ameri- 
can competition, andcompetition with foreign countries. When 
we have free competition with the labor of other countries, the 
price of articles is forced down to the lowest price possible with 
the cheap wages of other countries, of Great Gritain, for in- 
stance, where every fifth person is a pauper and receives pub- 
lic charitable aid, or with the cheap labor of China and Japan, 
where the large majority of the population are virtually pau- 
pers and live in a manner that no American laborer would live. 
But when we are protected from this cheap labor from abroad 
then we have home competition. When the American is as- 
sured that an industry will not be destroyed by the importation 
of cheap labor products from abroad, his enterprise causes him 
to enter into the business of manufacturing. If the one who 
enters into the business makes money, a thousand citizens are 
ready to enter the field and compete with him for the profit 
there may be in the industry, and in the end the price of the 
American product is reduced, as I said, to the very lowest pos- 
sible priceat which it can be manufactured, Saving living wages 
to the American laborer. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I regret to have this paragraph 
mixed up with a discussion about the duty on glass general y: 
We are acting on cut glass, and immediately Senators go to talk- 
ing about the duty on glass generally, window giass and glass 
bottles, and the Senator from Missouri says those classes of 
glass can be made very cheaply in this country. It has been 
thought necessary by the committee toimpose a duty upon those 
articies as high as the duty which they put upon cut glass. 
do not say whether it is higher or not, but manifestly the duty 
which has just been agreed to in paragraph 88, which includes 
the material used by cut-glass manufacturers, is as high as the 
duty which the committee propose to put on cut glass. Thatis 
what I insist is not fair. 
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I very much regret that I am unable to lay my hands upon the 
statistics which were furnished me by a manufacturer whom I 
know very well and who lives within a ow of a mile of my 
own door. Of course, I can get no consideration with reference 
to this matter, but I am pleading for consideration for the men 
who are engaged in the cutting of glass. It is anoccupation re- 
quiring the highest skill and commanding in this country the 
highest price. I think I may safely say, without having statis- 
tics before me, that the skilled glass-cutter in this ee 
from three to four dollars a day, and the price of the article is 
vastly increased by his labor. The labor which he putsupon the 
giass, which has had a duty laid upon it of at least 40 per cent 
in the preceding paragraph, is, I believe, more costly than the 
entire labor which has been put upon the glass up to the point 
when he takes it. 

Is it right? Can it be defended upon any principle whatever 
that cut glass shall have no higher duty than the glass which 
the glass-cutter takes upon which to expend his labor? I can 
not believe butthat the committee have failed to understand the 
necessity of having a larger duty upon cut glass than upon the 
glass before it is cut. Ican not understand on what principle 
ro should put 40 per cent duty ona flint-glass bottle, and when 

t goes into the hands of the glass-cutter, and he puts more labor 
on it than had been put upon it up to the time when the 40 per 
cent is levied, you put a duty of 40 per cent on the finer work. 

I know I have been laboring under some disadvantages in re- 
lation to this matter. I turn to the hearings on the subject of 
glass before the Committee on Ways and Means of the Fifty-first 
Congress and I find that the interest seemed to have centered 
around the general manufacture of glass, the making of glass 
articles, not the cutting of glass, or the engraving or staining 
of it. But the people who have come here and have been heard 
are those who are engaged in making window glass and glass 
bottles and plate glass, and they get some advantages in the 
pending bill. 

The cut-glass industry is a small industry. It is carried on 
not by great capitalists, but by men of limited means, as a gen- 
eral rule, in thiscounitry. Many of the cut-glass establishments 
are cobperative, made up of the workmen, who, as I have said, 
are perhaps equal in skill to any workmen in this country. 
There are no great capitalized glass-cutting establishments in 
the United States to the extent that such establishments are 
found in the manufacture of window glass, glass bottles, plate 
gluss, ete. It does not fall within the objection that these men 
are getting wealthy. They are men of small means; either as- 
sociuted workmen or some workman who has been more thrifty 
or is more skillful than the rest has taken up the business him- 
self. The general condition of glass-cutting establishments is 
that a man who commenced at the bench finally took up the 
business in a small way himself, and is endeavoring to carry it 
on in this country. I see Mr. Ripley, of Pittsburg, alluded to it 
in the testimony to which I refe - He said: 

Here is a tumbler [indicating] made in Belgium that cost4icents. Itsells 
at 50 cents a dezen here. It costs in the neighborhood of 50 cents todo the 
cutting on it alone in this country. Here isa plain whisky glass padienting) 
that sells at #5 cents here. The importer's price is 34 cents a dozen. Our 
labor on it would cost us 47 cents. 

Mr. MCKENNA. What is the retail price’ 

Mr. GILLANDER. The importer’s price is 50 cents. Our price to manufac- 
ture that would be about 50 cents. 

Mr. McKenna. Where are those made? 

Mr. RIPLEY. In Belgium. The cost of cutting many articles in this coun- 
try alone would be more than it would cost us to buy them in Bel- 


money 
jum and lay them down duty added. We think on this class of goods our 
fabor should be protected. 


The Senator from Missouri goes into a general discussion on 
the subject of the manufacture of glass. He says that we export 
largely, and I understood him to apply that remark also to cut 
giass. He also said that we took the prize at the Paris Exposi- 
‘ion. That is true. But, as I said in the first instance, we can 
only compete in this manufacture as to very fine articles. We 
doe as tine work here and finer, where the styles attract the 
American taste and are not made abroad. I k the finest 
glass-cutting work done in the world is done in my town, and 

et as to the great bulk of cut glassware the American manu- 
L hupersenn not touch it to-day under a tariff of 60percent. We 


= not export very much glassware. I am pretty certain of that. 
t 


I have taken up the volume entitled hy Commerce and 
Navigation of the United States for 1892-93, but it has been so 
changed in style that it is very difficult to find any . How- 
ever, when we come to glass and glassware we find that of win- 
dow glass 210,000 in value was exported, and we find that of al! 
other glass $963,598 was exported. I understand the exports of 
glassware consist mostly of the lassware which we are 
able to producs ata very cheap rate. L undertake to say that 
we export no g from this country of the very fine pat- 
terns which we make here to meet the American tasteand make 
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them finer than they are made anywhere else in the world, by 
reason of the skill and intelligence of our workmen, excepta few 
patterns which have been drawn abroad to be bought by the rich 
in foreign countries. 

Mr. President, I do not know why we have two paragraphs on 
this subject. Paragraph 89, which we have just passed, pro- 
vides that ‘‘ all articles of glass, cut, engraved, painted, colored, 
printed, stained, decorated, silvered, or*gilded, not including 
plate glass silvered, or looking-glass plates,” shall be dutiable 
at 40 per cent ad valorem, as we adoptedtheamendment. That 
is, all articles of glass, cut, engraved, etc. But paragraph 90 
provides that “‘all glass bottles, decanters, or other vessels or 
articles of glass, when cut, engraved, painted, colored, printed, 
stained, etched, or otherwise ornamented or decorated, except 
such as have ground necks and stoppers only, not specially pro- 
vided for in this act, including porcelain or opal glassware,” 
shall be dutiable at 35 per cent ad valorem, and the proposition 
of the committee is to make the rate 40 per cent ad valorem. I 
do not see why paragraph 89, ‘‘all articles,” does not cover 
everything that is provided for in paragraph 90. 

There is another matter I wish to state. Cut glass is more 
expensive than all the processes, when engraved, painted, col- 
ored, printed, decorated, silvered, or gilded. Perhaps it is not 
more expensive than the highestartistic forms of stained pas. 
But here cut glass is lumped with glass on which the labor is 
not at all equal to the labor which is expended on cut glass. [ 
insist that in the construction of a tariff bill it is inconsistent 
to put on the articles upon which the great bulk of the labor 
has been expended only the same duty that you put on an article 
before any labor has been expended upon it at all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] to the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

Mr. PLATT. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GORDON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Dixon], with 
the privilege of voting if my vote be necessary to make a quo- 
rum. For the present I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hiaarins]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘ nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREY]. 

r. PALMER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH], and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], and announce it now once 
for all for the day. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Linquire if the Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. MCMILLAN] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Michigan has 
not voted. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. 1 am paired with that Senator. [f he 
were present, I should vote ‘“‘ nay ” and he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. FRYE. The senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gor- 
weal detained from the Senate by ill health. I am paired 
wit m, 

Mr. RANSOM. I am paired with the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. Hae 

Mr. LODGE. Iam with the senior Senator from New 
York [Mr. HiLu]. I transfer that pair to tlte Senator from Ne- 
vada [Mr. Jonxs], and vote ‘‘ yea.” , 

Mr. GRAY. I wish to announce my pair with the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. By agreement my pair with the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] is transferred. The junior 
Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], who is paired with the senior 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], and I have arranged to 
transfer our pairs; so that the Senator from Maryland will stand 
onto with Senator from Nebraska, and the Senator from 

and I will be at liberty to vote. I vote “nay.” 
Mr. FRYE. I vote “ yea.’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the senior Senator from 
Iowa . Auuison]. I observe that he is not in his seat. 
Dou he has been unavoidably called out of the Senate 
Chamber. I have reserved the right to vote if my vote be nec- 
essary to make a quorum, but I shall not vote now, there being 
a quorum. 
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Mr.CALL. Iam paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
PRocToR], but I transfer that pair to the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. KYL&], and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. DANIEL. lam paired with the Senator from Washing- 
ton {[Mr. SQuTRE]; otherwise I should vote “ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 31; as follows: 


YEAS—22. ~ 
Aldrich, Frye, Morrill, Quay, 
Cameron, Gallinger, Patton, Sherman, 
Chan iler, Hawley, Perkins, Shoup, 
Davis, Higgins, Pettigrew, Telier. 
Dolph, Hoar, Platt, 
Dubois, Lodge, Power, 

NAYS—31. 
Allen, Coke, Jones, Ark. Peffer, 
‘Bate, Faulkner, Lindsay, Pugh, 
Berry. George, McPherson, Smith, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Martin, Turpie, 
Brice Harris, Milts, Voorhees, 
Butler, Hunton, Morvan, Walsh, 
Cali, Irby, Murphy, White. 
Camden, Jarvis, Paseo, 

NOT VOTING—32. 

Allison, Gordon, McLaurin, Roach, 
Blanchard, Gorman, MeMillan, Squire, 
Caffery, Gray, Manderson, Stewart, 
Carey. . Hale, Mitchell, Oregon Vest, 
Cockrell, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 
Cullom, Hil, Palmer, Washburn, 
Daniel, Jones, Nev. Proctor, Wilson, 
Dixon, Kyle, Ransom, Wolcott. 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I do not know that I understood 
whether that amendment was proposed to paragraph 89 or para- 


graph 90. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment was to paragraph 
90 


Mr. PLATT. And paragraph 90 has been passed over by the 
adoption of the rate of 40 cent? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has been passed over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask consent—TI shall not ask for the yeas 
and nays upon it—that we take a viva voce vote upon increasing 
the rate in paragraph 89 from 40 to 60 per cent. 

Mr. PLATT. Both paragraphs are alike. I do not wish to 
detain the Senate, but I should like to have a vote upon the 
proposition to amend paragraph 89 by making the rate 60 per 
cent. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. There is no objection to doing that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the ques- 
tion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Con- 
necticut, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 15, line 18, paragraph 89, before 
the words “ per cent,” it is proposed to strilce out ‘‘ 40” and in- 
ser't ‘‘ 60;” so as to read: 


89. Allarticles of glass, cut, engraved, painted, colored, printed, stained, 


decorated, silvered, or gilded, not including plate glass silvered, or looking- 


glass plates, 69 per cent ad valorem. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment 
of the Senator from Connecticut to the amendment reported by 
the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I want to say now that when 
the bill gets into the Senate [ shall ask for a separate vote upon 
this paragraph. If there is anything upon which Senators on 
the other side and the committee can be convinced, I think 1 
shall be able toshow that this duty ought to be raised to at least 
60 per cent. 

ee The reading of the bill will be re- 
sumed. ; 

The Secretary read as follows: 


91. Unpolished cylinder, crown, and common window glass, not exceeding 
soon 63 Square, | cent per pound; above that, and not exceeding 24 
inches square, 1} cents per pound; above that, and not exceeding 24 by 
inches square, 1j cents per pound; all above that, 1} cents per pound. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I move to strike out all of the par- 
agraph just read and insert in lieu of it what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 91 
and in lieu thereof to insert: 


common window glass, not exceeding 


91 pce cylinder, and 
6 square, 1 cent per pound; above that, and not exceeding 10 by 
square, per : %, and not exceeding 24 by 30 
Sees oss ove ; above that, and not exceeding 24 by 36 
inches square, 2 cents und; all above that, 2} cents per pound: /’ro- 
vided, That unpolished cy er, crown, and common window glass, im- 
ported in boxes, shall be 50 feet per box as mearly as sizes 


square 
will permit, and the dut 1 be computed thereon according to the actual 
Weight of the glass. . ” = 


Mr. PEFFER. I wish to inquire of the Senator from Arkan- 
sas whether the average rate of the different kindsof glass enu- 


| merated in the proposed amendment will be less or more than 


the average rate set forthin the bill. Doesitreduce or increase 
the average rate of duty? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The rates are about 33 per cent be- 
low the present rates of duty. Theyare a little above in oneor 
two cases, and somewhat above the rates proposed in the amend- 
ment which has been heretofore presented to the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be re- 
sumed. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think that concludes the schedule, 
except the paragraphs relating to chinaware, which were passed 
over by consent until Monday. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Tennessee 
that the bulletins in answer to the inquiries in regard to the 
metal schedule have not yet been received from the Printer, and 
they contain several statements which I desire to use in the 
course of the discussion. I therefore suggest that in the con- 
sideration of the metal schedule debate will be facilitated by 
having those papers here; and, if agreeable to the Senator, [ 
should be very glad if the Senate might go into executive ses- 
sion or take an adjournment. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator can not proceed satisfactorily 
without the bulletins? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir. In the very first item there are 
some statements contained in the bulletin which I desire to use 
in the discussion. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will state, for the information of both 
Senators, that the bulletins on that subject have gone to the 
Printing Office to-day, and will doubtless be here ready for use 
on Monday. 

Mr. HARRIS. In view of thatstatement as to the importance 
to the Senator from Rhode Island and other Senators of having 
the bulletins, I move that the Senate proceed to the consideri- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Tennessee yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. HARRIS. I yield to the Senator from California. 


COLLISIONS AT SEA. 


Mr. WHITE. There isa bill on the Calendar of the Senate, 
House bill 6977, to amend an act approved August 19, 1890, en- 
titled “‘An act to adopt regulations prevonting collisicns at 
sea;”’ which is exactly a similar bill to one reported to the Sen- 
ate by the unanimous report of the Committee on Commerce. 
I hope unanimous consent will be given to take up the bill and 
pass it at this time. 

I desire to state for the information of the Senate that at an 
international marine conference held in this city in the year 
1889, at which were represented twenty-seven principal mari- 
time nations of the earth, there was prepared a system of signals, 
which it was desired should be adopted by the various nation- 
alities interested. Congress passed an act in 1890, which was to 
become effectual upon the issuance of a proclamation by the 
President of the United States. The.other powers interested 
failed, however, to yield acquiescence to the regulations adopted 
by the convention here; but after a great deal of negotiating our 
Government, as well as the other governments interested, have 
finally agreed upon carrying into effect the regulations as em- 
bodied in the act of 1890, with certain modifications, which are 
made in the bill to which I refer. 

The bill has the approval not only of the Commissioner of 
Navigation, but of all our delegates and of every one who is au- 
thorized by law to have any connection or concern in our official 
matters regarding navigation. It has also the manimous ap- 
proval of the Committee on Commerce of this body; and I hope 
the Senate will consent to pass it, so that the President may 
make the necessary proclamation and the benefits desired to ac- 
crue from this legislation be enjoyed by the powers concerned. 
I therefore ask that the bill be taken up and considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from California? 

Mr. CAMERON. I object. 

Mr. FRYE. Itis very important indeed that this bill shall 


pass. 

Mr. PERKINS. It is very important that the bill should 
pass, and it will take but a few minutes. 

Mr. FRYE. It isa very short bill. 

Mr. CAMERON. [I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

re WHITE. I move that the bill be taken up for considera- 

tion. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from California. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the motion of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 6977) to amend an act approved August 19, 
1890, entitled ‘‘ An act to adopt regulations for preventing col- 
lisions atsea.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. There can be no doubt about the extreme 
importance of a complete code of international signals for the 
prevention of collisions at sea, and it must be of course of the 
very first importance that all the commercial nations shall agree 
to thecode. I remember well the passage of the act of 1890, 
which had had very careful consideration by the committees of 
the two Houses of Congress, and I had supposed that the signals 
then agreed upon were acceptable to all the maritime powers. 
It seems that here are additions or changes of the code as then 
agreed upon, and I should like to hear a statement from some 
Senator familiar with the details of the proposed code and of 
the legislation which has taken place as to these changes, 
whether they are material or not, what governments have agreed 
to the international code, and whether or not all the maritime 
nations have agreed to-the code as it is now proposed to estab- 
lish it by regulation? 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator will allow me, the House re- 
port, which accompanies the bill, contains all the information 
for which he asks. . 

There is only one provision of any importance whatever that 
was embodied in the act of 1890, which is not repeated here, and 
that is the provision concerning fishing vessels. On the other 
hand the regulation to which we were unable to obtain the assent 
of the other powers in 1889, and which is not incorporated in the 
act of 1890, has since been agreed to by them, and is incorporated 
in this bill. All the powers taking part in the conference of 
1889 have agreed to the presentcode. The act of 1890 never be- 
came operative because the President of the United States was 
unable to issue the proclamation, for it would have been useless 
to do so since the concurrence of the other powers had not been 
received, 

All the members of the conference appointed by the United 
States have in writing—and the letters are together with the 
report of the House committee—suggested the poomee of the 

ending bill. The Treasury Department has approved of it; in- 
deed, its eee emanates from the gentlemen who were 
concerned in the interest of the United States at that confer- 
ence. The matter was examined by the Senate Commerce Com- 
mittee very carefully, and I think the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE], who sits near me, will agree that it is in all respects a 
bill that should be passed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I remember very well when the act of 
1890 was reported by the Senator from Maine. I had the im- 
pression at that time that a complete system had been agreed 
upon by all the maritime nations, and had supposed that that 
code had gone into existence. Now I find this bill which 
comes from the House of Representatives and has been placed on 
the Calendar, and I do not notice any reference to the report of 
the committee of the Senate, although I suppose it has undoubt- 
edly been before the committee of the Senate. 

vr. WHITE. It is identical with the bill reported by the 
Senate Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Which is on the Calendar? 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir; Senate bill 1990. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And this House bill was. substituted for 
the bill which the Senate committee previously reported? 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRYE, Mr. President, the Committee on Commerce be- 
lieved it to be their duty as soon as the maritime congress ad- 
journed to take up the various recommendations they had made, 
and I think the first recommendations taken up were those 
touching collisions at sea. The committee considered them 
carefully and reported the bill of 1890, which ed both Houses 
of Congress, but the bill itself provided that it should not take 
effect until proclamation of the President. That was an abso- 
lute necessity, because all the other maritime countries who 
were represented in the congress must also agree to the same 
articles which had been reported by this congress, or else the 
whole thing would fall to the round. Negotiations have been 


going on from that time to this. 
Objection was made, I think, by the Portuguese fishermen and 
by the Eshermenof some of the other European countries to the 
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rules which were prescribed for fishermen. Then England en- 
tered objections to certain small vessels, and indicated that she 
could notconsent toeverything which the congress had reported 
touching what small vessels should be required todo to prevent 
collisions at sea. Finally, now a month ago, it was understood 
that suggestions had been made that all that would be required 
would be the repeal of one article. I had thehonor of reporting 
from the Committee on Commerce a bill repealing that article, 
which passed the Senate; but immediately notice was received 
by the British minister, I think, that there was still a disagree- 
ment about small boats and about some other matters. further 
consultation was had. I am informed bythe Secretary of State 
that finally there is an essential agreement by all the maritime 
nations in the world to these propositions and as embodied in 
this bill the agreement is represented. 

As a matter of course, it is necessary to pass the bill to have 
the proclamation issued and to have the rules proclaimed, so 
that all the nations shall proclaim them in order that people at 
sea may understand them. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I have examined the two 
reports. One is House Report No. 895, from the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries, which contains a full statement 
of the changes and the reasons for making them, and the im- 
— of the passage of this bill, so that there may be nolonger 

elay in proclaiming the ratification of theseagreements. There 
is also Report No. 417, made by the Committee on Commerce of 
the Senate, by the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE], to ac- 
company Senate bill 1990, which also fully states the reasons for 
the passage of the bill. 

I was induced to call the attention of Senators to the subject 
from the fact that as the House bill which has just been taken 
up stands on the Calendar it does not appear to be accompanied 
by any report, and I had not then seen the report of the Senator 
from California. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the bill (S. 1990) to amend an act 
approved August 19, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act to adopt regula- 
tions for preventing collisions at sea,” be indefinitely postponed, 
the House bill having passed in its place. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ADMINISTRATOR OF WILLIAM B. THAYER. 


Mr. HUNTON. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 557) for the relief of 
George F’. Roberts, administrator of the estate of William B. 
Thayer, deceased, surviving partner of Thayer Brothers, and 
others. 

The bill was unanimously reported from the Committee on 
Claims, and a similar bill has passed the Senate two or three 
times. 

Mr.SHERMAN, This is a claim thirty years old and for 
very large amounts, Such bills always excite suspicion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it had better lie over until Monday. 

Mr. HUNTON. If the Senator from Ohio will allow me a 
moment, I think he will not object to the bill. In this case 
these three parties were charged an internal-revenue tax on 
whisky upon the amount put in the warehouse, whereas the rule 
adopted and acted upon was to pay for the whisky taken out, and 
thus to relieve the ey from tax upon the evaporation. This 
rule, which was adopted and acted upon in all the cases except 
these three, was approved by the Senator from Ohio when he 
was the distinguished head of the Treasury Department of the 
United States in these words: 


There can be no doubt that the assessments for leakage were erroneous 
and improper. 


The sums proposed to be appropriated cover the assessments 
for leakage in these three cases. It has been refunded in every 
other case except these three. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Why is it that this great lapse of time has 
occurred? 

Mr. HUNTON. The matter has been before Congress ever so 
long. It has been brought up before successive Secretaries of 
the Treasury, but it was decided once against the parties, and 
the Department would not reopenit. If the Department had 
reopened it there would not have been any trouble in getting 
the refund. The bill is unquestionably correct. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Committee on Claims has passed 
upon the bill I do not wish to interfere, but I have always been 
suspicious about rebates of duties on taxes paid thirty years 


0. 2 
anh HUNTON. The Senator from Ohio can got have much 
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difficulty about it when he himself, in the language I have read, 
said it was right. 7 : 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; which was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay out of any money inthe Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to the following-named persons, or their legal repre- 
sentatives, respectively, such amounts as shall be shown to the satisfaction 
of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to have been paid by them, or by 
the firms they respectively represent, as tax on distilled spirits in excess of 


the quantity withdrawn by them from warehouse: Provided, That the 
amount paid to each shall not exceed the sums hereinafter stated, that is 


to say: 

To George F. Roberts, administrator of the estate of William B. Thayer, 
deceased, surviving partner of Thayer Brothers, the sum of $10,790.32; to 
bo ye Q. Howe, surviving partner of William T. Pate & Co., the sum of 
$19,662.19; to Henry W. Smith, surviving partner of T. and J. W. Gaff & Co., 
the sum of $14,062.50, the said payments being a refund of taxes exacted and 

d on distilled spirits in excess of the quantity withdrawn by them from 

e United States bonded warehouse between July 1 and December 31, 1864. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. , 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. QUAY. I suggest that there is notaquorum of the Sen- 
ate present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The lack of a quorum being sug- 
gested, the Secretary will call the roll. ; 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Bate, Gallinger, Martin, Roach, 
Berry George, Mills, Sherman, 
Blanchard, Gray, Mitchell, Wis. Shoup, 
Butler, Harris, Morgan, Smith, 
Caffery, Hawley, Morrill, Stewart, 
Call, Higgins, Palmer, Teller, 
Chandler, Hoar, Pasco, Turpie, 
Cockrell, Hunton, Patton, Vilas, 
Coke, Irby, Peffer, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Jarvis, Perkins, White. 
Dolph, Jones, Ark. Platt, 

Dubois, McLaurin, Pugh, 

Frye, McPherson, Ransom, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-nine Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. 


ENTRY OF STEAMSHIPS. 


Mr. FRYE. I ask unanimous consent to call up for consider- 
ation the bill (S. 1886) to facilitate the entry of steamships. 

. By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Subsequently I reported from the Committee on 
Commerce an amendment to the bill, which I ask to have 
adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 1, line 4, after the words ‘‘ United 
States,” insert: 

And running in a regularly established steamship line, which line shall 
have been in existence and running steamers in the forei trade for not 
a = one year previous to the application of the privilege extended by 

So as to read: 


That the master of any steamship trading between foreign ports and ports 
in the United States and running in a regularly established steamship line, 
which line shall have been in existence and running steamers in the foreign 
trade for not less than one year previous to the application of the pea 
extended by this act, arriving in a port of entry may make preliminary en- 
try of the vessel by making oath or affirmation to the truth of the state- 
ments contained in his manifest and delivering said manifest to the customs 
officer who shall board said vessel, whereupon the unlading of such vessel 
may proceed upon arrival at the wharf, under such regulations as the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall prescribe. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine 
wherein the bill proposes to change the present law? 

Mr. FRYE. By the present law the collector must give the 
certificate which is required before delivering from a steamer 
can begin; and, therefore, if a steamer gets in after half past 3 
o’clock in the afternoon, it is obliged to lie over until 9 or 10 
o'clock the next morning when the collector’s office is opened; 
and if the steamer gets in Saturday might it isobliged to wait un- 
til Monday morning. With regularly established sailing and 
steamship lines it is a very great annoyance, where they are 
obliged to sail at a particular time. The Treasury Department 
recommend the bill. 

The bill wasreported tothe Senate asamended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


NAVAL OBSERVATORY GROUNDS. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. ! ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 32) 
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declaring Massachusetts avenue through the grounds of the 
Naval Observatory a public street. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution, which had 
been reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs with an 
a to strike out all after the resolving clause and in- 
sert: 


That no street, avenue, or public thoroughfare in the neighborhood of the 
buildings erected upon the United States Naval Observatory grounds, 
Georgetown Heights, District of Columbia, shall extend within the area of 
a circle described with a radius of 1,000 feet from the center of the building 
known as the clock room of the said Observatory. 

SEC. 2. That the Secretary of the Navy be, and is hereby, authorized to 
grant the right of way for the extension of Massachusetts avenue through 
the limits of the said Observatory grounds exterior to said circle in aceord- 
ance with the foregoing proviso, and that Massachusetts avenue, as laid 
down in conformity with that proviso upon jthe maps of the engineer de- 

artment of the District of Columbia, through the grounds of the United 
States Naval Observatory be, and the same hereby is, declared to be a pub- 
a street in all respects as the other public streets of the District of Colum- 

a. 
SEc. 3. That the Secretary of the Navy be, and is hereby, authorized to 
sell and convey two plats of ground contiguous to the said Massachusetts 
avenue extended, and situated without the hereinbefore described circle, 
but within the limits of the said Observatory site, the ground in said plats 
amounting to 14.31 acres, more or less, on the north and east, and 1.18 acres, 
oe less, on the south and west of the said Massachusetts avenue ex- 

nded. 

Sec. 4, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and is hereby, authorized to 
sell the aforesaid described plats by advertisement or, at his discretion 
in such manner as will best serve the interests of the Government. 

Sec. 5. That the Secretary of the Navy be, and hereby is, authorized to 
acquire, by meen legal title to the several plats of ground, not now be- 
longing to the United States, that are situated within the hereinbefore de- 
scribed circle, amounting to 19.27 acres, more or less, being parts of lands 
adjoining the present said Observatory site, and comprised in the followin 
portions of land as generally known, namely: Plat east, Normanstone, 1. 
acres, more or less; plat west, Robert Weaver, 8.25 acres, more or less; plat 
west, Barnes, .38 acre, more or less; plat west, Young, .67 acre, more or 
less; plat west, Barbour, .32 acre, more or less; plats north and west, Dun- 
barton, 7.87 acres, more or less. 

Sec. 6. That said plats of land, when acquired by purchase, hereinbefore 
described, shall form a part of the said Naval Observatory grounds. 

Src. 7. That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to appoint a 
board of three appraisers to determine and fix the price at which the said 
public land, or any part thereof, shall be soid, and to determine the valueof 
the parcels of private property to be purchased. 

SEc. 8. That within sixty days from their appointment the said appraisers, or 
a majority thereof, shall report in writing tothe Secretary of the Navy, first 
the estimated value agreed upon by them of thetwo plats of land hereinbefore 
described for sale and conveyance; second, they shall cause a careful map to 
be made of the said Observatory circle, showing the location, quantity, and 
character of each parcel of hereinbefore described property to be taken to 
complete the said circle, with the names of the respective owners inscribed 
thereon; and the said map shall be filed and recorded in the public records 
of the District of Columbia, and from and after that date the several tracts 
and parcels of land, not hereinbefore public property and embraced in said 
Observatory circle, shall be held as condemned for public uses, subject to 
payment of just compensation, to be determined by said appraisers and ap- 
proved by the Secretary of the Navy: Provided, That such compensation be 
accepted by the owner or owners of the several parcels of land. 

Src. 9. That if the Secretary of the Navy shall be unable to purchase any 
portion of the land so condemned within thirty days after such condemna- 
tion, by agreement with the respective owners, at the price determined by 
the said ——, and approved as before mentioned, the said aporeteers 
shall, at the expiration of such period of thirty days, make application to 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia, by a at a general or 
special term, for an assessmentof value of such land, and such petition shall 
contain a particular description of the property condemned, with the name 
of the owner or owners thereof, and his, her, or their residence, as far as the 
same may be ascertained, together with a copy of the recorded map of the 
said Observatory circle, and the said courtis hereby authorized and required, 
upon such application, without delay, to notify the owners and occupants 
of the land, and to ascertain and assess the value of the land so condemned, 
by appointing three commissioners to appraise the value or values thereof, 
and to return the appraisement to the court; and when the values of the 
land are thus ascertained and the Secretary of the Navy shall deem the same 
reasonable, said values shall be paid tothe owner or owners, and the United 
States shall be deemed to have a valid title to said lands. 

Sec. 10. That the said appraisers are hereby authorized to call upon the 
Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey to make such surveys as 
may be necess to carry into effect the provisions of this act, and the said 
Superintendent is authorized and required tomake such surveys under the 
directlon of the said commissioners. 

Sec. 11. That the Secretary of the Navy, after deducting the expenses of 
appraisal and condemnation, shail pay into the Treasury of the United 
States the net amount received from the sale of any portion of the United 
States Naval Observatory site, the sameto remain there, subject to the draft 
of the Secretary of the Navy, for purchasing the additional lands within 
the hereinbefore described circle and for improvements to the said Naval 
Observatory grounds. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the joint 
resolution to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 

A joint resolution to establish an Observatory circle as a provision for 

arding the delicate astronomical instruments at the United States Naval 

bservatory against smoke or currents of heated air in their neighborhood 


and undue vibrations from traffic upon the extension of public thoroughfares 
in the vicinity, and for other purposes. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Committee on Naval Affairs 
report a preamble, which will be read. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 


Whereas, in order to insure within practicable limits the success of astro- 
nomical observations, it is of the highest importance that the delicate instru- 
ments employed in that work be guarded against smoke or currents of 
heated air in their neighborhcod, and also against undue vibrations from 
traffic upon public thoroughfares, all of which can only be attained by con- 
trolling a reasonable area of ground in the immediate vicinity of the bulld- 
ings wherein the said instrumsnts are mounted; and 

hereas from experiments it has been ascertained that a circle described 
with a radius of 1,000 feet from a central point of the said buildings is the 
least inclosure that will accomplish such desired protection: Therefore. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the preamble be disagreed to. 

Mr. McPHERSON. It is unnecessary, but at the same time 
I should like to have it adopted. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Very well; it will go into conference. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate request a confer- 
ence with the House of Representatives on the joint resolution 
and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Gis- 
SON, Mr. BLACKBURN, and Mr. PERKINS were appointed. 


SUPPRESSION OF LOTTERY TRAFFIC. 


Mr. HOAR. Lask unanimous consent to take up the bill (S. 
1620) for the suppression of lottery traffic through national and 
interstate commerce and the postal service, subject to the juris- 
diction and laws of the United States. The bill has been read, 
and I propose to amend it so that it will receive the assent of all 
Senators who have criticised it so far as I am aware. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill, the pending question being on the amendment of Mr. 
Hoar to strike out section 2 of the substitute reported from the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, HOAR. I now move in section 1, line 3, after the words 
“that any person,” to strike out all down to and including the 
word “or,” in line 13. That proposes to strike out all the pro- 
visions for pasishing paraten who set up lotteries within the ex- 
elusive jurisdiction of the United States. I am satisfied that 
the existing law in to the District of Columbia is entirely 
sufficient. The bill if it were enacted would not change and 
would not help it inany way. I have not looked into the matter 
as relating to the Territories, but I suppose they will have their 
own legislation on the subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Scaator from Massachusetts will be stated. 

The StcreraRy. After the word “ person,” in section 1, line 
3, strike out the following words: 
tein ; — pA a saeene see 8 > Se laws of the 

"nited States, 9 contrive, propose, set up, or draw a lottery 

gift concert, or similar en yr » ee de } 
chance, or assists in such oes 

any pixce within the exclusive Ju: iction 
Unit:d States, or who, from any place whatever, whether within or without 


such jurisdiction, shall cause to be sol, tr , or delivered wit any 
piace subject to the exclusive jurisdiction and laws of the United States, or, 


So as to read: 


Thal any person who shall cause to be brought within the United States 
from u>broad, ete. 


The amendment was agreed to. ; 
Mr. HOAR. In seetion 1, line 19, before the word “lottery,” 
I move to strike out such” and insert “a,” so as to read: 


Upon the event of a lottery, so-called gift concert, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PEFFER. I move to amend by inserting in section 1, 
line 25, after the word ‘‘same,” the words: 


: a or through any private agency as express matter, freight, or other- 
Wise. 


Mr. HOAR. ~ will agree to the amendment, if the Senator 
from Kansas insists upon it, but he will allow me to call his at- 
tention to the fact that the statute as it now reads ts the 
bringing in of lottery tickets and advertisements in any wa 
whatever. Therefore, if the Senator's amendment be ad 
enumerating this particular way, it excludes all others from the 
penalty; so the person who brings in such matter by public in- 
strumentalities or by a nonenumerated instrumen escapes. 

Mr. PEFFER. The idea I have about it is that inasmuch as 
the provisions of the bill relate —— to mail matter—— 

Mr. HOAR. The first section does not relate solely to mail 
matter. It relates to all ible matter. 
ate PEPPER. —_ be the ee that 

proposed to pro t matter lotteries from pass- 
ing through the mails. I understand well the cee 
the Senater from Massachusetts makes. seems 
to me thai in order to make the provision more and 
specific and to avoid all possible chances of smuggling lottery 
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ma<cer through freight trains and by express, etc., these words 
— I suggest should be inserted. They would cover the en- 


ground. 
Mr. HOAR. Willthe Senator from Kansas pardonme? The 
proposed statute now provides: 


That any person who shall cause to be brought within any place subject to 
the jurisdiction and laws of the United Siates from abroad— 


That is every possible way. Next— 
or deposited in or carried by the maiis of the United States— 

That is another way. 
or— 

Third— 
carried from one State to another in the United States. k 

That includes every possible way in which such matter can 
be carried. It includes express; it includes all private means 
of transportation, and it also includes public methods of trans- 
portation. If the words the Senator from Kansas suggests are 
put in the bill, which are in effect, by any private instrumen- 
tality whatever, then he has not provided for punishing the 
offender if he violates the statute through a public instrumen- 
tality. So the Senator’s amendment would narrow and not ex- 
tend the provisions of the bili which now comprehend every 
possible method. The bill only enumerates the mail where it 
declares the mere depositing of such matter in the mails to be 
a felony; but the transportation clause is full and clear. I hope 
the Senator from Kansas will not press his amendment. 

Mr. PEFFER. If the Senator from Massachusetts, as a law- 
yer, having oxamined the phraseology of the bill, is of opinion 
that its provisions are broad enough to cover the point I make, 
I shall not insist upon my amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. I certainly am of that opinion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas is withdrawn. 

Mr. PASCO. I understand the second section remains in the 
bill unchanged. It seems to me,if thatis so, itfully protects the 
matter in the way the Senator from Massachusetts states. 
Therefore the amendment which the Senator from Kansas pro- 
posed is unneces ,and all the essential features desired are 
retained in the bill. I hope the bill will pass without further 
amendment. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PANNY M. NORMAN. 

Mr. MORGAN. 1 ask that the Senate preceed to the consid- 
eration of Senate bill 2020. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask the Senator from Alabama to yield to 
me fora moment. I wish to ask the Senate to consider at this 
time a House bill to give an old lady in my State, who is about 
80 years of age, I think it is an pension. If it takes two 
minutes I will withdraw my request. 

Mr. MORGAN. V well. The Senator from Tennessee has 
the right of wa; span eat proposition. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senate to consider the bill (H. R. 
2020) granting a pension to Mrs. Fannie M. Norman. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

» proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 

on roll the name of Fannie M. Norman, of Rutherford 

County, Tenn., widow of the late Lieut. E. A. C. Norman, de- 

ceased, who served in the volunteers in the Florida Indian war, 
and to allow her a of $3 per month. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire why in this case appli- 
cation is not made under the general pension law? 

Mr. HARRIS. The only reason is that the soldier served 
twenty-nine days and a fraction, and not thirty days. <A pen- 
sion would have been granted under the general law, but the 
general law requires ty days’ service. The House of Rep- 
resentatives has consen to waive the-part of a day, and the 
Senate Committee on Pensions has consented to waive it, as I 
= a the Senator from Massachusetts and every other Senator 

0. 

Mr. BATE. If the Senator from Massachusetts will read the 
report, which is a short one, accompanying the bill, he will see 
the merit of the bill and the necessity for action by Congress 


inted out. 

Mr. HOAR. I can not resist the persuasiveness of my hon- 
orable friend the senior Senator from Tennessee. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, ee 


PROTECTION OF FUR SEALS. 


Mr. MORGAN. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 2020) su tary to an act ved April 6, 1894, for the 
execution award rendered at August 15, 1893, by the 
Tribunal of Arbitration constituted under the treaty between 
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the United States and Great Britain, concluded at Washington 
February 29, 1892, in relation to the preservation of the fur seal. 

By unanimous consent,.the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations with an amendment, 
in line 16, after the words “ purpose of,” to strike out ‘‘ securing 
the adhesion of such power to the regulations aforesaid” and in- 
sert ‘‘ protecting fur seals or other marine fur-bearing animals; 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the procedure and penalties provided by said act, 
in ease of the violation of the f ‘ 
made applicable to and shall be enforced against any citizen of the United 
States, or person owing the duty of obedience to the laws or the treaties of 
the United States, or person belonging to or on board of a vessel of the 
United States who shall kill, capture, or pursue, at any time or in any man- 
ner whatever, as well as to and against any vessel of the United States used 


or employed in killing, capturing, or pursuing, at any time, or in any man- 
ner whatever, any fur seal or other marine fur-bearing animal, in violation 


of the provisions of any treaty or convention into which the United States | 


may have entered or may hereafter enter with any other power for the pur- 

se of protecting fur seals or other marine fur-bearing animals, or in vio- 

ation of any regulations which the President may make for the due execu- 
tion of such treaty or cDnvention. 


Tho amendment was agreed to. 

Tho bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

'Phe bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
The preamble was agreed to. 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. VEST. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of House bill 6610, a bridge bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H.R. 6610) to authorize 


the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at some 
point within 1 mile below and 1 mile above the present limits of 
the city of Jefferson, Mo. 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike out all after the enacting clause 
of the bill, and substitute what I send to the desk, which is Sen- 
ate bill 1742, on the same subject as reported.by the Committee 
on Commerce. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out all after the enacting clause of 
the bill, and insert: 


That the Jefferson City Bridge and Transit Company, a corporation duly 
organized and existing under the laws of the State of Missouri, its succes- 
sors and assigns, successors, grantees, mortgagees, and successors in inter- 
est, be. and are hereby, authorized to construct and maintain a bridge and 

oaches thereto across the Missouri River at Jefferson City, Mo., be- 
tween the counties of Cole and Callaway, at some point at least one-third of 
amiie from any other bridge, to be selected consistent with the interests of 
navigation, within 1 mile above and 1 mile below the present limits of the 
city of Jefferson, Mo. Said bridge shall be constructed to provide for the 
passage of wagons and vehicles of all kinds, street railway cars, motor cars, 
animals, foot patsongare, and for all road travel, for such reasonable rates 
of toll and under such reasonable rulesand regulations as may be prescribed 
by such corporation, its successors Sa and to be approved from 
time to time by the Secretary of War: . That such dge may be 
a combination railroad and wagon-road bridge, so constructed as to provide 
for the passage of railway trains, engines and cars, wagons, and vehicles of 
all kinds, foot and other passengers, animals and live stock, at the option of 
the corporation by which it may be built, 

Sec. 2. That said bridge shall not be built or commenced until the plans 
and specifications for its construction have been submitted to the Secretary 
of War for ee nor until he shall aa the plan and location of 
said bridge; fany change be made in the plan or construction of said 
bridge at any time such change shall be subject to the approval of the Sec- 
retary of War; and any change in the construction or any alteration of said 
bridge that may be directed at any time by Congress or the Secretary of 
War shall be made at the expense and cost of the owners thereof; that the 
said bridge shall be constructed without interference with the security 
and convenience of navigation of said river beyond what is necessary to 
carry out effectively the rights and privileges See Eames, and in or- 
der to secure that object, the said corporation shall su tto the Secretary 
of War, for his examination and approval, a design of and drawings for 
said bri and a map of the-proposed 1 location giving for the space of! mile 
above and 1 mile below such propcsed location to’ phy of the banks 
of the river with shore lines and soundings, and such o information as 
may be required -_ stn understanding arte ue an and —_ wr = 
plan and location of the are appro the Secretary ar the 

said telaen abate not be commenced. 

Sec. 3. That said swe pe be made with unbroken and continuous 

spans thereof not be less than 400feet in iength in the clear, 

Spans shall be over the main channel of the river. The lowest 
the superstructure of said bridge shall be at least 55 feet in the clear 
above the established standard high-water grade line, and the bridge shall 
be at right angles to, and its piers parallel with, the current of the river: 
Provi That said company or corporation shall maintain at its own ex- 
bre Ta AT de ts or other signals on said bridge as 


prescribe. 

of War is hereby authorized and directed, upon 
information and upon being satisfied that a 

the req of this act, to notify the 

company or corporation to build the same that he approves of the 

—, and upon receiving such notification the said company or 


y 

1 to erect said conforming to the approved 
pinn and location, and should any change be made in the plan of the 

shalt be subject likewise 19 the ~ aon ane 
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| over the same of the mails, the troops, and the munitions of war of the 
United States than the rate per mile paid for the transportation over the 
railroad or public highways leading to the said bridge, and it shall enjoy 
the rights and privileges of other post roads in the United States; and equal 
privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to al) telegraph and tel- 
ephone companies, and the United States shall have the right of way across 
said bridge and its approaches for postal telegraph purposes. 

Sec. 6. That all strect-railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge 
shall have and be eutitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the 
passage of street-railroad trains or cars over the same and over the ap- 
proaches thereto upon the payment of a reasonable compensation for such 
use, and in case the owner or owners of said bridge and the several street- 
railway companies, or any one of them, desiring such use fail to agree upoa 
the sum or sums to be paid, and upon the rules and conditions to which each 
shall conform in using said bridge, all matters at issue between them shal! 
be decided by the Secretary of War, upon a hearing of the allegations and 
proofs of the parties: Provided, That should said bridge be built for the 
—— of railroad trains, wagons, and foot passengers, street cars shall not 

¢ allowed to cross thereonexcept atthe option of the bridgecompany. Al 
railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge, should the bridge so bui 
be a combination railroad and wagon-road bridge, shall have and be enti 
tled to equal rights and privileges relative to the passage of railway train 
or cars over the same and over the approaches thereto upon payment of a 
| reasonable compensation for such use; and in case the owner or owners of 
said bridge and the several railroad companies, or any one of them, desiring 
such passage should fail to agree upon the sum or sums to be paid, and 
upon the rules and conditions to which each shall conform in using such 
bridge, all matters at issue between them shall be decided by the Secretary 
of War, upon a hearing of the allegations and proof of the parties: Pre 
vided further, That nothing in this act in regard to charges for passencers 
and freight across said bridge shall govern the Secretary of War in deter 
—s any question arising as to the sum or sums to be paid tothe owners 
of said bridge by said companies for the use of said bridge. 

Sec.7. That Congress shall have the power at any time to alter, amend, 
or repeal this act, and the Secretary of War, whenever he shall deem it 
necessary, may cause the owners of said bridge to remove all material and 
substantial obstructions to the navigation of said river by the construction 
of said bridge and its accessory works, or to prevent snch obstruction; and 
the expense of altering said bridge or removing such obstruction shall be at 
the expense of the owners of the bridge. 

SEc. 8. That this act shall be null and void if construction of said bridge 
shall not be commenced within one year and finished within three years 
from its passage. 

Sgc. 9. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act by Congress at 
any time is hereby expressly reserved. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate request a conference with 
the House of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. VgsT, 
Mr. WHITE, and Mr. FRYE were appointed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the bill (S. 1742) to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at some 
point within 1 mile below and 1 mile above the present limit of 
the city of Jefferson, Mo., be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SEAMEN OF NETHERLANDS STEAMER AMSTERDAM. 


Mr. FRYE. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1645) for the relief of the dependent rela- 
tives of the seamen of the Netherlands steamer Amsterdam, who 
lost their lives in the effort to save the crew of the American 
schooner Maggie E. Wells, and also for the relief of the sole 
survivor of the rescuing party. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appro- 

riate $5,750 to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay the 
iening sums of money to the persons herein named, being de- 
pendent relatives of the five seamen of the Netherlands steamer 
Amsterdam who recently lost their lives in a heroic effort to 
save the master and crew of the shipwrecked American fish- 
ing schooner Maggie E. Wells, of Gloucester, Mass., and the 
sole survivor of the rescuing party: To the widow of First Offi- 
cer J. Meyer, $500; to each of her two children, $250; to the 
widow of Boatswain E. Regnard, $500; to the mother of A. J. 
Oudyn, $500; to each of the two children of F. Eichhorn, $250; 
to the widow of A. Bos, $500; to each of her two children, $250; 
to the widow of A. Van Vliet, $500; to each of her five chil- 
dren, $250; to A. Van der Wilt, survivor, $500. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam very much gratified at the report of 
the bill by the Committee on Commerce. I should like to ask 
the Senator in charge of it whether the committee have made 
careful inquiry before determining whether these various sums 
would be an adequate recognition of the gallantry of these men 
and of those who were lost. 

Mr. FRYE. I will simply say that the bill which was pre- 
sented to the committee for consideration contained very much 
smaller sums than these. I read to the committee the account 
of the heroic attempt of these men to save our sailors, and it 
was very difficult to restrain the committee from giving more 
than ought tobe given. Ido notknow that more could be given, 
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or ought to be given. We undertook to restrain eachother. I 
am satisfied that these people will regard this as a very reason- 
able recognition of the services of their dead husbands and 
fathers. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, there was 
no bill presented, but there was a resolution directing the com- 
mittee to make inquiry, and the amounts of which the Senator 
speaks were handed to the committee as memoranda. The com- 
mittee then, I understand, after due consideration of these facts, 
deemed these sums as reasonable and suitable amounts. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


ISSUANCE OF LAND SCRIP TO ACTUAL SETTLERS, 


Mr. DOLPH. The bill (H. R. 73) supplementary to the act of 
Congress per January 28, 1879, entitled ‘‘ An act defining 
the manner in which certain land scrip may be assigned and lo- 
cated or applied by actual settlers, and providing for the issue 
of patents in the name of the locator or his legal representa- 
tives,” has been considered, read twice, and is a very short and 
simple bill. On January 20, 1879, Congress passed an act author- 
izing patents to be issued for certain lands which had been le- 
gally located on certificates. By some omission it did not apply 
to locations which had been oa made, as held by the De- 
partment, and this bill issimply to authorize patents to be issued 
to previous legal locations. It does not affect others. 

lask unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 


bill. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa- 


tion. 

Mr. HARRIS. Before the reading, I will inquire of the Sen- 
ator if the report of the Committee on Public Lands in that case 
is unanimous? 

Mr. DOLPH. Oh, yes; there is a unanimous report. 

Mr. HARRIS. The reason for my asking is that I think the 
chairman of the committee has absented himself from the Sen- 
ate, stating that he was not well. 

r. DOLPH. It is a unanimous report of the committee. 

The bill was read; and, by unanimous consent, the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider it. 

Mr. CALL. Lask the Senator from Oregon if there is any re- 
port accompanying that bill? 

Mr.DOLPH. There is a unanimous report. 

Mr. CALL. I should like to hear it. 

Mr. DOLPH. There is no possible objection to the bill. It 
is recommended by the Interior Department. 

Mr. CALL. How much land does it affect? 

Mr. DOLPH. Itdoes notaffect a footofland. It only applies 
to lecations which were made previous to the passage of the act 
of 1879 authorizing legal locations. 

Mr. CALL. How much of that kind of land is there? 

Mr. DOLPH. Idonot know. The land is already located, 
and has passed out of the Government. 

Mr. CALL. How much of it has passed away from the Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not know. 

Mr. CALL. I should like to hear the report read, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

Mr. DOLPH. There is no written report from the Senate 
committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor — Florida that there is no written report accompanying 
the : 

Mr.CALL. Then [should like to hear the House report read. 
L think the Senator from Oregon ought to be a pte to give 
us some idea about the amount and quantity of land which fs to 
be aifected by the bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. If the Senator will listen to me, I will state that 
this bill does not affect the title to a square foot of land. There 
was certain scrip that was authorized,I think, under a decision 
of the Supreme Court to be located on certain lands. In 1879 
Congress provided that where these locations were made patents 
should be issued for them as better evidence of title than the 
preceding locations; but by some inadvertence the General Land 
Office hold that the act only applies to locations made after 1879 
and not to locations prior to 1879; and at their tion it is 
now proposed to amend the law, as will be seen by the bill, so 
that where locations have been le ally made and the Govern- 
ment has oa with the title and the individuals who made the 
locations have got the title, they ma, receive patents the same 
as if their location had been made after 1879. 

The bill does not affect the title to a foot of land. It is onl 
to put those who located prior to the passage of the act anak 
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on an equality with those who located afterwards, so far as the 
patents are concerned— 

Mr.CALL. According tothe explanation of the Senator from 
Oregon, I do not see of what use to anyone the bill will be; but 
I observe the bill provides— 

That it shall be lawful for the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
to cause patents to be issued, as evidence of title, for all valid locations 


made with land scripissued pursuant to decrees of the Supreme Court o 
the United States. . , - ; 


I can not see that it will do any other harm than this, that 
the General Land Office is in the habit of deciding anything to 
be valid that is in the interest of particular parties, but inas- 
much as the parties may carry their case before the court if 
they have money enough to litigate their rights under it, I 
shall not make any objection to the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MOSES PENDERGRASS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 209) for the relief of Moses Pender- 
grass, of Missouri, which was favorably reported by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and has already passed the Senate 
three times. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to settle and audit the accounts and claim of 
Moses Pendergrass, a contractor in carrying the mails in the 
State of Missouri, from July 1, 1887, to May 6, 1888, upon the 
basis and amount of $317 per annumas his bid for such service, un- 
der the advertisement of Rstambar 15, 1886, ard of the orders of 
the Post-Office Department increasing the service thereon, and 
to pa him for service an amount not exceeding $379.56 in full 
satisfaction thereof. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


ST. PAUL, MINNEAPOLIS AND MANITOBA RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 1694) granting to the St. Paul, Min- 
neapolis and Manitoba Railway Company the right of, way 
through the White Earth, Leech Lake, Chippewa, and Fond du 
Lac Indian Reservations, in the State of Minnesota. 

Mr. HARRIS. I shall not object to the consideration of the 
Senator’s bill, but in view of the fact that the Senate is very 
thin, if I can get the floor thereafter I think I shall suggest the 
propriety of an adjournment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the consid- 
eration of the bill indicated by the Senator from South Dakota? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs 
with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 10, after the word 
railroad,” to strike out: 

Except in places where, for engineering reasons, additional width shall be 
needed, and in such places to the extent of such necessity. Said company 
shall also have the right to take from the lands adjacent to the line of said 
— material, stones, and earth necessary for the construction of said rail- 
r le 

And insert: 


With the right to use such additional ground where there are heavy cuts 
or fills as may be sory for the construction and maintenance of the 
roadbed, not exceeding 100 feetin width on each side of saidright of way, or 
as much thereof as may be included in said cut or fill. 


So as to read: 

That there is hereby granted to the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba 
Railway Com; » & corporation organized and existing under the laws of 
the State of Minnesota, and its assigns, the right of way for the extension 
of its railroad through the White Earth, Leech e, Chippewa, and Fond 
du Lac Indian Reservations insaid State. Such right of way shall be 50 feet 
in width on each side of the central line of said railroad, with the right to use 
such additional ground where there are heavy cuts or fills as may be neces- 
sary for the construction and tenance of the roadbed, not exceeding 
100 feet in width on each side of said right of way, or as much thereof as may 
be included in said cut or fill. 


_ The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, inline 22, after the word ‘‘amount,” 
to strike out “‘ three” and insert ‘‘two;” so as to read: 


Also, grounds adjacent to such right of way for station buildings, depots, 
machine shops, side turnouts, and water stations, not to exceed in 
amount 200 feet in width and 3,000 feet in length for each station, to the ex- 
tentof not exceeding two stations within the limits of each reservation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘ reservation,” in 
line 25, at the end of section 1, to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, Thatno part of such lands herein granted shall be used except in 
such manner and for such purposes only as are necessary for the construc- 
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tion and convenient operation of said railroad line, and when any portion 
thereof shall cease to be used such portion shall revert to the tribe or band 
of Indians from which the same shall have been taken. 

The amendment was agreed to. _ 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 4, after the word 
‘*compensation,” to insert ‘‘ subject to the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior;” so as to read: 

That before said railroad shall be constructed through any land, claim, 
or improvement held by individual occupants, according to any treaties or 
laws of the United States, compensation, subject to the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, shall be made to such occupant or claimant for all 
oeey to be taken or damage done by reason of the construction of said 
railroad. 

The amendment was agreed to. | ; 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 24, after the word 
‘‘naid,” to strike out ‘and the consent of the Indians on said 
reservation as to the amount of said compensation shall have 
been first obtained in a manner satisfactory to the President of 
the United States.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to insert as an additional section: 

Src. 3. That the right herein granted shall be forfeited by said company 


unless the road shall be constructed through said reservations within three 
years after the passage of this act. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move to amend the amendment by add- 
ing the following proviso: 


Provided, That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this 
act. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


EPISCOPAL CHURCH AT ST. AUGUSTINE, FLA. 


Mr. PASCO. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1076) to release a certain limitation ex- 
isting in an act of Congress touching the Episcopal Church at 
St. Augustine, Fla. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ishall not call for the reading of the re- 

rt in this case, but I should like to ask the Senator from 

lorida to state briefly what is the object of the bill? 

Mr. PASCO. As the preamble sets forth, there was an 
amount of land granted to the Episcopal Church in St. Augus- 
tine, Fla., with the condition that it should not be alienated 
without the consent of Congress, but the growth of the city of 
St. Augustine and other conditions have rendered the land un- 
suitable to be used for church purposes, and this bill is to give 
the privilege to the church to sell the lot and invest the pro- 
ceeds of the salein another part of the city. 

I will ask that the report, without the amendments to the bill 
suggested at the end of it, be inserted in the RECORD, so that the 
— matter may be set forth without having it now read at 
length. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

The report referred to is as follows: 


The Committee on Private Land Claims have had referred to them a bill 
to release a certain limitation existing in an act of Congress touching the 
Episcopal Church at St. Augustine, Fla., and having carefully considered 
the same, submit the following report thereon: 

By the act referred to ‘the old a church lot’’ was relinquished 
and confirmed to the Incorporated Episcopal Church of St. Augustine, with 
a proviso that the grant should forever inure to the purposes for which it 
was confirmed and thatit shofild not be alienated without the consent of 
Con - (Vide 4 United States Statutes at Large, page 202, chapter 9, 
section 3. 

This Episcopal Church mentioned in the act of Congress referred to had 
been incorporated by the Legislature of the Territory of Florida in 1823 as 
Trinity Church, and has received and enjoyed the benefit of the aforemen- 
tioned — since the passage of the act. The lot was a surveyed, 
and its description appears in the surveyor-general’s office at Tallahassee. 

The different Protestant-Episcopal Church organizations in Florida, in- 
clud Trinity, were su uently incorporated under the name of the 
Protes rcs Church in the Diocese of Florida, and Trinity Church, 
as a member of c 
the members of the sh have made themselves parties to the memorial 
asking for the legislation pro in the bill before the committee. 

They call attention to the c situation in St. Augustine, and allege 
that the lot is too small to permit the erection of new church buildings suit- 
able to the larger wants of the present Semereanie. They have not the 
means to add tothe size of the present lot, as lands in the immediate locality 
are too high in price and beyond their means. If confined to their present 
locality they may be surrounded by buildings objectionable in character to 
a place of religious worship. 

nder these circumstances the memorialists ask that the restriction upon 
the right to alienate the lot be removed so that it may be disposed of, and a 
new and location be purchased in another t of the at where land 
can be 0 upon more reasonable terms. m this new lot it is pro- 
posed to erect a new church edifice and other dings devoted to the pur- 
poses for which the present church edifice has been used and to which it was 


ioe is in possession of the old church lot, and ! 


devoted. And it is represented that this change in the law will best enable 
the original es of the act to be carried out with reference to this 
church organization. 

The purpose of the grant was to continue to the Episccpal Church of St. 
Augustine the use of a place of worship enjoyed under the Spanish occupa- 
tion of Florida, and the proposed leg!siation affords them a continuation of 
this privilege in another location under more favorable conditions. The 
petition of the memorialists is deemed reasonable, and the committee favor 
the passage of the bill. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Private Land 
Claims with amendments, line 4, before the word ‘“ Protestant,” 
to strike out ‘‘ the” and insert ‘‘ The;” in line 5, after the word 
** Episcopal,” to strike out ‘‘church” and insert ‘*Church:” in 
the same line, after the word ‘‘ the,” to strike out “ diocese ’ and 
insert ‘‘ Diocese;” in line 10, after the word “ said,” to insert 
*'The;” in line 11, after the word ‘‘ Episcopal,” to strike out 
‘‘church” and insert ‘‘Church:” in the same line, after the 
word ‘‘ the,” to strike out ‘‘ diocese ’ and insert ‘‘ Diocese:”’ and 
in line 12, after the word ‘‘in,” to strike out ‘‘ such new proceed- 
ings as they may deem fit for the benefit of the said church in St. 
Augustine,” and insert ‘‘ purchasing another lot in the city of 
St. Augustine and erecting a church edifice thereon for the use 
and benefit of the church organization to which the old Epis- 
copal Church lot was relinquished and confirmed by the act of 

| Congress hereinbefore mentioned;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby given to the said 
church at St. Augustine, and to the corporation of the Protestant Episcopal 
Church in the Diocese of Florida, and to all other officers and authorities 
having charge over, or interest in, the said land, to sell and convey the same 
to the purchaser thereof free and discharged from the condition stated in 
the provisions of the statute referred to in the preamble of thisact. And 
the proper authorities of the said The Protestant Episcopal Church in the 
Diocese of Florida may use the proceeds of said sale in purchasing another 
lot in the city of St. Augustine and erecting a church edifice thereon for the 
use and benetit of the church organization to which the old Episcopai Church 
lot was relinquished and confirmed by the act of Congress hereinbefore 
mentioned. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The committee reported an amendment to the first line of the 
preamble, after the word ‘‘ Whereas,” to strike out ‘‘ as" and in- 
sert ‘‘in;’’ so as to read: 

Whereas in the provisions of section 3 of the act of Congress entitled ‘An 
act to provide for the confirmation and settlement of private land claims in 
east Florida, and for other purposes,’ approved February 8, A. D. 1827, it was 
declared that the lands in St. Augustine, Fla., relinquished and confirmed 
to the incorporated Episcopal Church of St. Augustine should forever inure 
to the purposes for which they were contirmed, and should not be alienated 
without the consent of Congress, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The preamble as amended was agreed to. 


COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5860) to amend sections 
4,6, and 10 of the act of February 9, 1893, entitled ‘‘An act to 
establish a court of appeals for the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes.” 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I consented to this bill in committee, but the 
question has occurred to me since it was reported whether these 
salaries are not now paid monthly as a practice; and this pro- 
vides for quarterly payments. I should like to ask the Senator 
from Missouri if the salaries of judges and clerks are not paid 
quarterly? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I was under that impression. I do not 
think there is any doubt aboutit. I think all the officers, with 
scarcely an exception, are paid monthly. 

Mr. HOAR. think that system has been adopted in regard 
to the judiciary. I suggest that the word ‘‘ monthly ” be inserted 
instead of ‘‘ quarterly.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think all salaries are paid monthly, and 
in many of the Departments the employés are paid semi- 
monthly. 

Mr. HOAR. Therefore, I suggest that the word ‘“‘ monthly ” 
be inserted instead of ‘‘ quarterly.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I move, then, that the word 
‘*quarterly,” wherever it occurs, be stricken out and the word 
‘*monthly ” substituted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 1, line 12, after the word ‘ pay- 
able,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘quarterly” and insert 
**monthly.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The same amendment should be 
made in line 21. 
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The SecreTaRy. In line 21, after the word “payable,” it is— 
proposed to strike out *‘ quarterly ” and insert “monthly.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments reported by the 
cominittee will be stated. 

. The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judici 
with amendments, in section jl, line 33, after the words “ al- 
lowance for,” to strike out ‘' clerical assistance and;” and in line’ 
35, after the words ‘‘sum of,” to strike out ‘*2,000” and insert 
“500; so as to read: 

The court shall regulate from time to time the fees to be charged by the 
said clerk, Whica shall be accounted for at least oncein each quarter, and 
paid into the Treasury of the United States, and said clerk shall receive such 
allowance for necessary expenditures in the conductof his office as the court 
may determine by special or general order in the premises, but not to ex- 
ceed the sum of 8500 in any one year, payable as aforesaid at the Treasury 
of the United States. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

Theo bill was read the third time. 

Mr. HARRIS. Before the passage of the bill—for I do not 
wish to interfere with other recognitions—I want to give notice 
that, so soon as two or three other Senators who have elready 
asked for recognition have been ized, I shall object, thin 
as the Senate is, to the further consideration of bills this even- 


ing. 
|, tite VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the passage of 
bill. ’ 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I move that the Senate request 
a conference with the House of Representatives on the bill and 
amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Mrrcn- 
ELL of Oregon, Mr. CoKE, and Mr. VILAS were appointed. 


HEIRE OF MRS. COURTNEY ANN CLALBORNE. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. [ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 2857) to confirm to the heirs of 


Mrs. Courtney Ann Claiborne the title to a certain tract of land | 


in the State of Louisiana. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to corsider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


COLLECTION DISTRICT OF HARTFORD, CONN. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1835) toamend an act approved m- 
ber 25, 1890, extending the limits of the collection d t of 
Hartford, Conn. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr, HAWLEY. If there is any explanation required, I will 
say, as there is no written report accompanying the bill, I hold 
in my hand a letter from the Secre of the a ew. 
ing its passage, which is based upon the report of Spec gent 
Cummings, of the Treasury Department. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it be printed in the Racorp. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am not going to read the letter. The 
Treasury Department recommend the passage of the bill, and it 
will effect a saving of $2,500 annually. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 


_ dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
MRS. LEVENIA D. ATHON. 


Mr. TURPIE. I ask unanimous consent to call up for present 
consideration the bill (S. 1391) granting a pension to Mrs. Le- 
venia D. Athon. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It Tee to place on 
the pension roll the name of Levenia D. Athon, widow of Dr. 
James S. Athon, deceased, of Ind lis, Ind., late a volun- 
teer surgeon in the service of the United States during the war 
of 1861, and to pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
— gg engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate ad " 

The motion was agreed to; and (at4o0 ae 
m) - Senate adjourned until Monday, May 21, 1894, at 10° 
o'clock a. m. 


SENATE, 
MonNDAY, May 21, 1894. 


The Senate met at 10 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Minpurn, D. D. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Iournal of Saturday's pro- 
ceedings will be read by the Secretary. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I sug vest that less than one-fifth of the 
Senate is ee Theve is no quorum here. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Frve, Mitchell, Oregon Roach, 


Bate, Gallinger, Mitchell, Wis. Sherman, 
‘ George, Murphy, Vest, 

Butler, Hale, Pasco, Voorhees, 

Call, Harris, Pefter, Walsh, 

Chandler Jones, Ark Perkins, White. 

Cockrell, Kyle, Platt, 

Daniel, Manderson, Pugh, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thirty Senators have answered to 
their names. There is not a quorum present. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Letthe names of the absentees be called. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The names of the absent Senators 
will be called. 

The Secretary called the names of the absent Senators, and 
Mr. PALMER and Mr. TELLER answered to their names. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Mr. LopGs#, Mr. ALLISON, Mr. POWER, and 
Mr. DuBo!s entered the Chamber, and answered to their names. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thirty-seven Senators have an- 
swered to their names. There is ne quorum present. 

Mr. HARRIS. There is but one thing to do, and that is to 
direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to request the attendance of absent 
Senators. I move that he be so requested. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms will execute 
the order of the Senate. 

Mr. Vu.as, Mr. McLAURIN, Mr. HUNTON, Mr. 'GoRDON, Mr. 
LANDSAY, Mr. Davis,and Mr. GRAY entered the Chamber, and 
answered to their names. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 10 o'clock and 10 minutes a.m.). 
Forty-four Senators have answered to their names. A quorum 
is present. 

r. HARRIS. I move to dispense with further proceedings 
under the call. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The Journal will be read. 

The Secretary ed to read the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of Saturday when,on motion of Mr. TELLER, and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


s PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mc. SHERMAN presented a petition of Queen City Lodge, 
No. 162, International Association of Machinists, of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, praying for the governmental control of the telegraph 
service; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also ——— petitions of 123 holders of life insurance 
policies, of Ross County; of 132 holders of life insurance policies 
of Summit County, and of 82 holders of life insurance policies, of 
Belmont County, all in the State of Ohio, praying that mutual 
life insurance companies and associations be exempted from the 
proposed income-tax provision of the pending tariff bill; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PASOO presented the petition of J.J. Finley and 43 other 
citizens of Florida, holders of life rance policies, praying 
that in the of any law pro for the taxation of in- 
comes, the funds of mutual life insurance companies and asso- 
ciations be exempted taxation; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of sundry citizens of Volun- 
town and Sterling, in the State of Confiecticut, praying for the 
ee a 
laws a e of substitu ry products; w 
was ed co we Committee on Interstate erce. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas presented petitions of sundry citizens 
of Brinkley, Wynne, and Forest City, all in the Stateof Arkansas, 
ee ee be so amended as to exempt 
the Be in lob eer ett ciieeneak tenes beck bn 
the State in w rom paying 
nae ken tieed dukes bik Gees ecdunt to lie on 


Mr. BUTLER presenteda petition of the city council of Green- 
ville, sy ing ae ppre be 2 mem ame 
exhibit a the Botton tates Exposition to 
held at in thefall of 1895; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 








1894. 





Mr. VOORHEES presented additional papers to accompany 
the petition of Edward Lautenschlage~, late private Company 
H, Seventh United States Infantry, praying to be compensated 
for imprisonment in the Kansas State penitentiary for a period 
of five days during the month of November, 1887; which were re- 
ferred to the Committees on Military Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R.6123) authorizing the construction of a 
bridges over the Monongahela River, at the foot of Dickson 
strect, in the borough of Homestead, in the State of Pennsylva- 
nia, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 5645) authorizing the construction of a bridge over 
the Mississippi River to the city of St. Louis, in the State of 
Missouri, from some suitable point between thenorth line of St. 
Clair County, ILL, and the southwest line of said county, reported 
it with amendments. 

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Organization, Conduct, 
and !{xpenditures of the Executive Departments, to whom was 
referred an amendment submitted by himself on the 11th in- 
stant, relative to the dutiesof the joint commission to inquire 
into and examine the status of the laws organizing the Execu- 
tive Departments, submitted a favorable report thereon, and 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and be printed; which was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. COCKRELL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 20338) for 
the relief of Oklahoma settlers; which was read twice by its 
title, und referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 2039) granting increase 
of pension to Stephen C. Monroe; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 2040) granting a pen- 
sion to John B. Lowther; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


Mr. DOLPH introiuced a bill (S. 2041) for the relief of De! 


Witt Putnam; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


AMENDMENTS TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin submitted sundry amendments 
intended to be proposed by him to the river and harbor appro- 
priation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to ba printed. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be rec 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; whie was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 


JUDGMENTS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed, 
and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 

The bill (S. 1096) making a judgment a lien on all real estate 
or interest therein of the debtor in the District of Columbia 
was announced as first in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not believe in that bill at all; and cer- 
tainly it ought not to be considered in the morning hour. The 
bill p to make a judgment a lien on every title to land, 
and aiso provides that the right shall attach to subsequently ac- 
quired property long after the debt has accrued. Ido not think 
such a provision is contained in any statute in the United States. 
I hope the bill will go to the other Calendar under Rule IX. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘There being objection, the bill will 
go over under the rule. 


PEARSON C. MONTGOMERY. 


The bill (S.61) for the relief of Pearson C. Montgomery, of 
, Tenn., was i as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to pay to Pearson C. Montgomery, of Memphis, Tenn., 
$3,200, in full compensation for all claims connected with the 
steamer New National, and its use, while in the United States, 
upon the Mississippi River and its tributaries, prior to the 21st 
=> March, 1863. 
r. PLATT. Let the report be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
Pacso from the Committee on Claims, January 26, 1894. 

Mr. PASCO. I think some time would be saved by reading 
short extracts from the re which will present the whole case. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the Senator from Florida make an expla- 
nation of the bill so that we can understand it. 
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Mr. PASCO. The bill has passed the Senatein each Congress 
since I have been here, and it is now unanimously reported by 
theCommittee onClaims. Pearson C. Montgomery, of Memphis, 
Tenn., was the owner of this vessel, the New National, men- 
tioned in the bill. She was impressed by the Confederates in 
the early part of the war and continued in their servico up to 
June 6, 1862. 


She was at Memphis on that day under orders from the Confederate au- 
thorities to proceed down the river. Said orders were not obeyed, but after 
the fight Chief Clerk Nicholas M. Johnson, under the direction of said Mont 
gomery, as he alleges, went on board the monitor Benton and delivered the 
New National to Admiral Davis, and Capt. Alexander Grant, of the Navy, 
was immediate) placed in command of her, and she entered upon the serv 
= of the United States with the full consent of said Montgomery, as he al 
eges. 

She continued in said service from June 6, 1862, to March 20, 1863, a spact 
of two hundred and eighty-eight days, at the expiration of which time sh 
Was turned over to said Montgomery by the order of the Secretary of th« 
Treasury, and thereupon he chartered her for one year to Admiral Porter 
at the rate of $0 a day, and for a second year at the rate of $65 a day. 

The said Montgomery now asks that he be paid at the rate of 850 a day 
for the two hundred and eighty-eight days the New National was in th< 
service of the United States, under the command of Capt. Grant, amount 
ing to the sum of $14,400. 





The vessel was proceeded against by the United States author- 
itics and a judgment of condemnation taken against her. The 
matter was appealed to the Treasury Department, and the letter 
from Secretary of the Treasury Chase to the Solicitor of the 
Treasury gives a history of the case. Itis dated January 14, 
1863, and is as follows: 

Capt. Pearson Montgomery, master and owner of the steamer New Na 
tional, seized and.recently condemned in the United States district court 
for the southern district of Dlinois, under the act of July 13, 1861, has mad: 
his petition before me for the remission of said seizure and release of th 
boat. The complete record in the case, together with a statement of United 
States District Judge Treat, and the evidence, are presented. From these 
it appears to my satisfaction that Capt. Montgomery was not of his own 
will in the rebel service with his boat, and that, so soon as he could, he es 
caped therefrom and voluntarily turned her over tothe Federal author 
ities. * * * J conceive that the discretionary power conferred on the 
Secretary of the Treasury of mitigating or remitting forfeitures in cases o 
this nature should be used to extead re:ief to loyal persons and to lighten 
the hardships of the war so far as consists with the public interest. 

Inthis view of the case, and for the reasons above stated, I feel justified in 
extending such relief as lies in my power to the petitioner upon the usua 
terms. You will accordingly please instruct the proper district attorney to 
dismiss said suit and further proceedings against said steamer upon these 
conditions, viz, that the claimant shall pay all costs of whatsoever char 
acter incurred by the seizure and judicial proceedings, tegether with a fee 
of $100 to the United States district attorney. and agree that a certificate of 
probable cause o seizure shall issue from the court for the protection of 
the seizing officer. 


That was done. Mr. Montgomery then put ina claim for the 
services of the vessel during all this time she had been in tho 
hands of the court while the condemnation proceedings were 

sanding. She continued in the possession and service of the 

nited States Government for sometime afterthat. Still later, 
by order of Admiral Porter, a contract was made with her owner 
under which he received compensation for her further use. 
The committee have refused to grant relief for the time the ves- 
sel was in the service of the United States while the proceed- 
ings of condemnation were pending, but for the time after that, 
from her release until the formal entering into of the contract, 
they have thought that he should receive compensation. The 
judgment of condemnation had been set aside by Mr. Chase, 
Secretary of the Treasury, the proceedings had been dismissed, 
and the vessel was in the use of the United States officers on the 
Mississippi River and its tributaries, but without any agree- 
ment with her owner until after the contract made by order of 
Admiral Porter. 

Mr. PLATT. And he obtained pay under his contract? 

Mr. PASCO. He obtained pay under his contract, which was 
made later, but during the intervening time after the remission 
of the penalty and the release of the boatand before the contract 
the committee have thought he ought to receive compensation. 
During the Fiftieth Congress the claim was cut down to the 
present figure by refusing compensation for her use while the 
vessel was under seizure. As to the loyalty 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is the amount involved? 

Mr. PLATT. Three thousand two hundred dollars. I think 
the loyalty appearsfrom the letter of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. 

Mr. PASCO. The report states: 


As to the loyalty of Capt. Montgomery the testimony is somewhat con- 
fiicting. but the committee are inclined to adopt the view of the Secretary 
ofthe Treasury, Hon. Salmon P. Chase, that Capt. Montgomery was loyal 
to the United States Government, and that his acts inconsistent with that 
were not of his own free will. It appears that as soon as the coercive acts 
of the Confederates were removed he voluntarily surrendered the New Na- 
tional to the United States. 

It can not be supposed that the Secretary of the Treasury intended at the 
time he remitted to Capt. Montgomery the forfeiture, and requiring him to 
pay costs and $100, that he was to have aclaim against the Government up 
to that time for the use of it during the time it was in possession of the Gov- 
ernment, and while it was in fact the property of the Government. Sucha 
supposition is simply absurd. 
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That was the conclusion of the committee and they do not 
propose to give him compensation for that period. 








The remission of the forfeiture can not have the effect of giving the right 
claimed in this case, 

The statute of March 3, 1797, gives power to the Secretary to stay the pros- 
ecution and remit the penalty, if one has been imposed, but it goes no fur- 
ther. It does not confer the power to set aside or reverse the judgment. 
Its effect is to remit the penalty and restore the property, but the judgment 
and allits attendant disabilities, except those so remitted, stand, and the 
claimant is affected thereby. 

But itappears from this case that this remission of the forfeiture was on 
the 16th day of January, 1863, but that the vessel remained in the use of the 
Government and was not surrendered to the claimant till the 20th day of 
March following, a period of sixty-two aaye. It does not distinctly appear 
where the boat was duriny this time. It does not appear but that the Gov- 
ernment had the use of it during this time. The claimant alleges that it 
had, and the evidence tends strongly to show it. This point does not seem 
to have been considered at all by either the Third Auditor or the Comp- 
trolier of the Treasury. 

The committee think it would be just that the claimant should be paid 
for the use of the boat during this time. After the 20th of March, when the 
boat came into the possession of ry Montgomery, the Government paid 
him 850 a day for the first year, and per day for its use thereafter. 

With reference to the use of the boat by the Government during the time 
covered by this report the committee finds the evidence stronger than the 
former Eepers suggests. A letter from Admiral Porter, dated March 14, 1884, 
which is in the record, settles this question upon an authority which may 
a. be accepted as conclusive. The following extract is taken from this 
etier: 

“J certify that when I assumed command of the Mississippi Squadron, in 
September, 1862, I found the New National and several other steamers of a 
similar class running on the Mississippi River and its tributaries in the em- 
ploy of the Government 

“Owing to the fact thatI was called upon to assume active operations 
against Vicksburg, and had to proceed in person to that point, I was unable 
to ascertain under what circumstances these vessels were employed, and 
did not know until March, 1863, that they were not chartered by the Govern- 
ment. 

“The New National was, I understood, entitled by an arrangement with 
Flag Officer Davis to a compensation of $50 per day, which the ownersclaim 
they never ieceived. As this seemed a reasonable compensation, and the 
employment of the vessel without a charter an irregularity which I thought 
should not exist, I entered into a charter with the owner on the 2ist of 
March, 1863, agreeing to pay him $50 a day for the vessel for the period of 
one year.’’ 

The period covered by Admiral Porter's letter from September, 1862, to 
March 21, 1863, includes the time that the committee’s report allows the 
claimant compensation for the use of his vessel. 


I think there can be no doubt that for this period, sixty-two 
days, he is entitled to compensation. That was the conclusion 
of the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The most important part of the report is 
on page 4, where Admiral Porter says he chartered the vessel 
at $50 a day, which is what the committee allowed. 

Mr. PASCO. That was at a later period. 

Mr. PLATT. He got pay for that. 

Mr.PASCO. That date was the 20th of March, 1863. The ves- 
sel was surrendered to Montgomery, or at least the order of sur- 
render was made, on the 16th of January, 1863, and she remained 
in the service of the Government until the 20th of March, when 
the contract was made. 

Mr. PLATT. I donot make any objection to thisclaim. The 
Secretary of the Treasury seems to have considered the question 
cf the loyalty of the claimant, and afterwards the Government 
chartered the vessel. It is only proposed to pay for the time 
the vesse! was in the Government service before the charter. 

Mr. PASCO. Prior to the time when the formal charter was 
given. 

Mr. BATE. Admiral Porter regarded him &s a loyal citizen. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


FLORIDA JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 


The bill (H. R. 51) to change the boundaries of the judicial dis- 
tricts of the State of Florida was announced as next in order on 


the Calendar. 

-Mr. CHANDLER. If that bill is to be proceeded with it will 
call for a — deal of discussion. I therefore ask that it may 
go over without oa. 

Mr. PASCO. Lask that the attention of my colleague [Mr. 
| may be called to the bill. He may have some request to 
make in re to it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. [It has been objected to. 

Mr. CALL. I understand we are proceeding under the rule 
which uires unobjected cases to be considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is correct. The Senate is 
proceeding with the Calendar under Rule VIII. 

Mr. CALL. Otherwise! should move thatthe Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. PASCO. One objection is sufficient to ony it over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. One objection takes it over. 

Mr. PASCO. It is a mere local matter and ought to be dis- 


posed of. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. 
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INDIAN LANDS IN NEBRASKA AND KANSAS. 


The bill (S. 1467) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide 
for the sale of the remainder of the reservation of the confed- 
erated Otoe and Missouria Indians inthe States of Nebraska and 
Kansas, and for other pee approved March 3, 1881, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That if any member of the said confederated tribes re- 
siding at the date of the aforesaid act of March 3, 1881,and whose names 
appear upon the schedule of appraisement made by the commissioners 
appointed under the provisions of the act aforesaid, and approved by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior April 17, 1883, upon any of the lands authorized to be 
sold by said act shall make application for allotments of land the Secretary 
of the Interior shall cause a patent to issue to such person or his or her heirs 
who may be residing upon Said lands at the date hereof, for the subdivi- 
sional tract or tracts of land (not exceeding 160 acres of land to any one per- 
son) a on the commissioners’ schedule aforesaid as having been im- 
proved by such person: Provided, That the lands acquired by any Indian 
under the provisions of this act shall not be subject to alienation, lease, or 
incumbrance, either by voluntary conveyance by the grantee or his heirs, or 
by the judgment, order, or decree of any court, or subject to taxation of any 
character, but shall remain inalienable and not subject to taxation, lien, or 
incumbrance for the period of ten years, which restriction shall be incorpo- 
rated in the patent. 


Mr. COCKRELL. ' What is the necessity for this measure? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Itis recommended by the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs in order to reach the case of Indians who were 
not allotted under the former law, but who were living upon the 
lands and had been living on them for about twenty years and 
had improved them. It is to correct a very manifest injustice 
to some eight or ten Indians, some of them half bloods, some of 
them full bloods, that occurred under the former act. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They did not apply for allotments? 

Mr. MANDERSON. They did notapply. The Indian Office 
has been making this effort for a number of years. <A similar 
bill passed the Senate at a former Congress. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. [ask to have printed in the REcorD in 
connection with the bill which has just been passed a letter from 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to the Secretary of the In- 
terior, showing the necessity for the passage of the bill, so that 
when the bill goes elsewhere it may be accessible. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it will 
be so ordered. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, Aprit 19, 1892, 


Str: I am in receipt of a letter, dated March 21, 1892, from Mary J. Barnes, 
Barneston, Nebr., stating that she is a duly recognized member of the Otoe 
and Missouria tribe of Indians, and that she applies for allotments of land 
for herself and each of three sons, under the act of Congress providing for 
the allotment of lands in severalty to the members of the different tribes of 
Indians in the United States; that the land for which application is made 
is embraced within the original reservation of the Otoe and Missouria tribe 
of Indians, situated in Nebraska and Kansas, and is described as follows: 

For herself, Mary J. Barnes, the east half of the northeast quarter of sec. 
36, T. 1 N., R. 7 E., and the west half of the northwest quarter of sec. 31, T. 1 
N., R. 8 E.; for her son, F. H. Barnes, the northeast quarter of sec. 24, T. 1 
N., R. 7 E.; for her son, William D. Barnes, the southeast quarter of sec. 19, 
T. 1 N., R.8 W.; and to her son, Emmett F. Barnes, the east half of the 
—, oa of sec. 2 and the west half of the northwest quarter of sec. 
1,7. 15., R. 

Mrs. Barnes further states that the land somes for herself has been 
her home residence for twenty-five years and is ina high state’ of cultiva- 
tion, having valuable improvements; that the several tracts requested for 
her sons have been the permanent homes of themselves and families for a 
number of years, and are each in a good state of cultivation and well im- 

ved; that the above-described tracts were all withheld by order of the 

re of the Interior from the sale of the Otoe and Missouria Reserva- 
tion lands sold under the act of 1881; that none of tracts of land heretofore 
mentioned have ever, since said general sale nor before, been sold, and they 
have al been in applicant's ssion by occupation. 

B telephonic of the 2d instant Senator Paddock stated that these 
applicants are his neighbors and friends and asked immediate action in the 
matter. In view of the fact that the hts or claims of other Indians of 
this class may be affected by the action hereinafter recommended, a brief 
history of the case is submitted for your information, as follows: 

By the treaty of March 15, 1854, the confedera’ tribes of Otoe and Mis- 
souria Indians ceded to the United States all their country west of the Mis- 
souri River, excepting a strip of land on the waters of the Big Blue River, 
10 miles in width ana bounded as described in Article I of said treaty; in 
consideration of which the United States agreed to pay said Indians certain 
sums of money as set forth in Article IV thereof. , 

Article VI of said treaty provided that— 

“The President may, from timeto time, * * * cause the whole of the 
lands herein reserved or appropriated west of the Big Blue River to bo sur- 
veyed off into lots, and to such Indian or Indians of such confederated 
t as are willing to a of the privilege, and who will locate on the 

eas apermanent home. If a single person over 21 years of age, one- 
hth of asection; to each family of two, one-quarter section; to each fam» 
ily of three and not exceeding five, one-half section; to each family of six 
and not exceeding ten, one section, and to each family exceeding ten in 
number, Bnet meripne ion for every additional five members. * * * 
And the tmay, * * * after such person or f. has made a 
location on the land we fora anent home, issue a patent to such 
person or family for such assigned land, under the restrictions specified in 
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By office letter to the Department dated December 9, 1875, upon the coe. 
cation of Mary J. Barnes, received on the same date, it was recommended 
for reasons stated that, without reference to Article VI of the treaty afore- 
said, this office be authorized, under the general relation existing between 
the Department and the Indians as wards of the Government, to direct the 
agent of the Otoes to assign to each Indian family prepared to enter upon 
agricultural life a tract of land not exceeding 80 acres, to be included in each 
case Within the established lines of survey, except in cases where individual 
heads of families have already improved a quantity of land exceeding 40 
acres, such family may be allotted 160 acres. 

By Department letter of December 15, 1875, the foregoing recommenda- 
tion was approved and authority granted to carry the same into effect. 

By office letter dated December 23, 1875, United States Indian Agent J. W. 
Griest, Otoe Agency, was instructed to assign to each head of a family or 
single person over the age of 21 years, belonging to the Otoe and Missouria 
tribes, who shall manifest a desire to enter upon and pursue an agricultural 
life, a quantity of land within the limits of their reservation setapart by the 
treaty of i854 aforesaid equal to 80 acres in extent, to be governed in each in- 
stance by the established lines of the public surveys. In cases, however, 
where the head of the family has already given evidence of industry and 
thrift by having in cultivation more than 40 acres, such head of a family will 
be assigned a quantity of land eaual in extent to 160 acres. 

By letter dated August 23, 1876, United States Indian Agent J. W. Griest 
requested a certificate of allotment to Mary J. Barnes, a member of the 
tribe with five minor children, for the west half of the northwest quarter of 
section 36, township 1, range 7 east, containing 160 acres, the same being 
— -_ improved with gocd dwelling house and 85 acres broken and in 
cultivation. 

The act of August 15, 1876 (19 Stats., 208), provides that, with the consent of 
the Otoe and Missouria tribes of Indians, the Secretary of the Interior is au- 
thorized to cause to be surveyed and appraised the reservation of said In- 
dians lying in the States of Kansas and Nebraska, and to offer 120,000 acres 
from the western side of the same for sale, through the United States land 
office at Beatrice, Nebr., for cash to actual settlers only, in tracts not ex- 
ceeding 160 acres to each purchaser, the proceeds of said sale to be placed to 
the credit of said Indians inthe Treasury of the United States. 

The consent of said Indians was given December 23, 1876. , 

The act of March 3, 1881 (21jStats., 380), provided that, with the consent of 
the Otoe and Missouria tribes of Indians, the Secretary of the Interior is 
authorized to cause to besurveyed and sold the remainder of the reserva- 
tion of said Indians lying in the States of Kansas and Nebraska; that the 
proceeds of the sale of said lands shall be placed to the credit of said In- 
dians in the Treasury of the United States and bear interest at the rate of 
5 per cent per annum; and that the Secretary of the Interior may, with the 
consent of the Indians, secure other reservation lands upon which to locate 
said Indians, cause their removal thereto, and expend such sum as may be 
necessary for their comfort and advancement in civilization. 

The consent of said Indians was given May 4, 1881. 

It will be observed that by the acts of 1886 and 1881 aforesaid the Otoe and 
Missouria tribes of Indians agreed to the sale of all their lands and made no 


provisions for allotments to those members of the tribe who had elected to | 


remain under the provisions of the treaty of 1854. 

By office letter dated December 20, 1881, attention was invited to the fact 
that the act of March 3, 1881, failed to provide any protection for those mem- 
bers of the tribe who had, in good faith, made selection and location of lands 
on their reservation, placed valuable improvements thereon, and desired to 
remainin the enjoyment ofthem. With said letter a draft of a bill provid- 
ing for such amendment of said act as the necessities of the case seemed to 
demand was submitted. 

A bill intended to meet the foregoing passed the Senate March 21, 1882, but 
failed to become a law. 

By letter dated April 14, 1883, this office transmitted the report of the com- 
missioners appointed to appraise the Otoe and Missouria lands in Nebraska 
and Kansas, under the act approved March 3, 1881, entitled ‘An act to pro- 
vide for the saleof the remainder of the reseryation of the confederated Otoe 
and Missouria tribes of Indians in the States of Nebraska and Kansas, and 
for other purposes,” (21 Stats., 380), and the act (sundry clvil) approved 
a 7, 1882 (22 Stats., 328), submitting schedules of appraisement, separ- 
ately describing the tracts appraised, and the valuation of each tract as de- 
termined by them. It was recommended in said letter that said a oy 
ment be approved and that the Commissioner of the General Land ce be 
directed to provese with the sale in accordance with the provisions of exist- 
ing law withholding, however, from entry and sale the subdivisional tracts 
upon which improvements are found belonging to Indians as reported by 
the appraisers in their schedule of appraisement. 

By letter dated April 17, 1883, the partment returned to this office the 
original appraisement of the commissioners and also transmitted copy of 
letter of same date to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, ap- 
proving said appraisement and directing that the subdivisional tracts upon 
which improvements are found belonging to Indians, as reported by the ap- 
praisers in their schedule of appraisement, be reserved from sale and that 
the other lands be sold in accordance with the law. 

— schedule of appraisement shows improvements by said Indians 
as follows: 

*Hdward Devoin.—The SE. } of the NE.}of sec.31,T.2.N., R. 8, contain- 
ing 36.10 acres, 3.90 acres being deducted for right of way of the Republican 
Valley Railway. 

Pe William M. Barnes.—The S. } of the SE. } of sec. 19, T.1 N., R.8, containing 
acres. 

“Oloe Sam.—The NW. } of the SW.jof sec. 20,T.1N.,K. 8, containing 40 


acres. 
own A, Dripps.—The S.} of the NE. } of sec. 21,T.1N., R.8, containing 
acres. 

* Mary J. Barnes —The W.} of the NW } of sec. 31, T.1N., R. 8, 79.62 acres. 

a Barnes.—The NE. } of the NE. } of sec. 24, T. 1 N., R.7, containing 34°37 
acres, 5 63 acres being deducted for right of way for Oregon and Republican 
Valley Railway. 

** John Mus-ka-ga-ha.—Tho SE. } of the SE. } of sec. 24, T. 1 N., R.7, contain- 
me? 63 acres, 3 37 acres being deducted for right of way for Oregon and Re- 

ublican Valley Railway. 

“ Batiste Devorin.—The NE. } of the NE. } of sec. 25,T.1 N., R.7, containing 
37.44 acres, 2.56 acres being deducted for right of way for Oregon and Repub- 
lican Valley Railway. 
wid = J. Barnes.—The E, 4 of NE. } of sec. 36, T. 1 N., R. 7, containing 80 

* mnmett j Barnes.—The NW. } of the NW. } of sec. 1, T.1S., R.7, contain- 

pon this showing it would appear that good faith and justice entitles 
Mrs. Mary J. Barnes, the applicant in this case, to a formal allotment of 
the land applied for by her, and which said land is the same as that reported 
ent for tis land under the existing law relating to the Otoe aad Missoutia 
ws re e an ssouria 

Indians nor under the general allotment act. 
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oe — amendment of the act of 1881 as the necessities of the case seem to 
emand., 

Attention is invited to the fact that the ggtents for these allotments 
have apparently been in possession of the lands applied for since the date of 
the act authorizing their sale (1881), and as they are public lands the ovcu- 
pants have been presumably exempt from taxation ioatee this period. I 
therefore doubt the wisdom of recommending that these lands be allotted, 
with the usual restrictions as to alienation and taxation, for twenty-five 
years, and have accordingly left blank in said draft of bill the period of time 
for which such restriction should be incorporated in the patent. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
T. J. MORGAN, Commissioner. 

The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President: : 

A bill (S. 448) to provide for the sale of new tickets by the 
street railway companies of the District of Columbia; and~ 

A bill (H. R. 6770) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to exchange, in behalf of the United States, deeds of land with 
the Pemaquid Land Company, of Maine, in settlement of a dis- 
puted boundary of the Pemaquid Point (Maine) light station. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of House bill 4864. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Under the order of the Senate that bill 
will be laid before the Senate without any motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. in the opinion of the Chair a mo- 
tion is necessary. The question is on the motion of the Senator 
from Tennessee. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4864) 
to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and 
for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be re- 
| sumed. 

The Secretary read paragraph 84 as amended, as follows: 
84. China, porcelain, parian, bisque, earthen, stone, and crockery ware, in- 


cluding placq ues, ornaments, toys, charms, vases, and statuettes, plain white, 
and not decorated in any manner, 40 per cent ad valorem. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to have these paragraphs passed 
| over this morning as the information which [ desire in regard 
to these items has not yet been received from the printer, and 
I suggest that we go on with the metal schedule. 
| Mr. VEST. If itis asource of any serious inconvenience to 
the Senator, as a matter of course, we have no objection to pass- 
ing the paragraphs over; but he can very well understand—for 
he has had considerable experience in the preparation and man 
agementof tariff bills—that that is not exactly the way in which 
we should like to proceed with the bill. Weshould like to finish 
one schedule, if we can, before taking upanother. This matter 
has passed over now for two days. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It has been passed over quite as much for 
| the convenience of Senators upon the other side of the Cham- 
ber as for my convenience. They had notagreed upon the rates 
in the glass schedule until a very late hour on Saturday after- 
| noon, so that I can not be charged with having delayed that part 


I have, therefore, the honor to submit herewith a draft of a bill providing 
| 
| 
} 





of the schedule. It would be a matter of inconvenience for me 
to go on with this subject this morning because the bulletins I 
want have not yet been received from the printér. We were as- 
| sured on Saturday that they would be here this morning, but 
they have not cgme yet. 
| Mr.VEST. Verygood. Ifthe request of the Senator is placed 
| on that ground, let the paragraphs which have been heretofore 
passed over be passed over again for the present. 
|; The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the bill will be re- 
sumed. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


SCHEDULE C.—METALS AND MANUFACTURES OF—IRON AND STEEL. 


The Committee on Finance reported an amendment under the 
above heading, on page 21, after line 2, to insert: 


103}. Iron ore, including manganiferous iron ore, also the dross or re- 
siduum from burnt pyrites, 40 cents per ton. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the political campaigns for 
the last six years in Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, 
and the other New England States have been carried on by 
tariff reformers in behalf of the doctrine of free raw material. 
The people there have been assured, not only by the leading 
tariff reformers, orators, and newspapers of New England that 
Democratic success meant the removal of the duties from all 
materials used by manufacturers, but leading Democratic ora- 
tors from outside of New England have visited that section of 
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the country whenever an election was pending and haye taken 
great pains to assure our people thatif the Democratic party 
should succeed the enormous rates which had been imposed 
upon iren and steel for the benefit of the ironmasters of Penn- 
syivania would be removed and that New England would be able 
to buy pig iron and the various other products of iron at a very 
much less rate, owing to the removal of these duties. 

The distinguished junior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILxs}, 
who is not now in his seat, visited New England three yearsago 
and made an extended campaign, taking for the text of all his 
speeches ‘‘free raw material.” He said to the people there, 
** Wait until the Demoeratic party gets into power, and we will 
give you free coal, free iron ore, free pig iron, free wool, and all 
the materials which enter into your manufactures, and you will 
enter at once upon a new era of prosperity.” He said in express 
terms, “ We keep our pledges, and whenever we are restored to 
»ower, if we ever shall be, we will give you free coal and free 
iron ore and free pig iron.” The distinguished Senator from 
Texas went a great deal further than that, and said, “I favor 
free bar iron;” and he also said he favored the placing of other 
things upon the free list which I do not now reeall. 

If any Congressional district in New England has been carried, 
if the electoral vote of any State of New England has been cast 
forthe Democratic party or for their nominees, it has been upon 
the distinct idea and theory that that party was in favor of feep 
raw material, and especially in favor of free coal and free iron 
ore. 

The Democratic partyin New England have no Democratic 
Senator or memberof this body; there is no one here to spéak in 
their behalf upon thisside of the Chamber from a political stand- 
point, and there seems to be not a single man upon the other side 
to speak in their interests, their behalf, when this question of 
free raw materials is under discussion, and the distinguished 
Senator from Texas is not in his seat when the question of free 
iron ore is under discussion. What has become of the promises 
of the Senator from Texas to the people of New England in re- 
gard to free iron ore, made repeatedly from every stump in the 
various States of New England? 

fam not commissioned by the Democrats of New England to 
speak in their behalf, but I know that the people of that section 
of the country have been deluded, some of them, into voting the 
Democratic ticket under these promises, and [ feel bound to 

resent to the Senate at least the view which these gentlemen 
Save upon these questions. 

{ hold in my hand a communication of the Young Men’s Demo- 
cratic Club of Massachusetts, the leading Democratic aniza- 
tion of that State. I regret that neither of the Massachusetts 
Senators is now present, as [ should be very glad to inquire as to 
the organization of thisclub. I know, however, it is the con- 
trolling Democratic organization in the State of Massachusetts, 
and that the men in it control the policy and suggest the nomi- 
nees of the party. This is a communication sent to the Commit- 
tee on Finance within the last two or three weeks, and it shows 
that atleast the Democratic party in Massachusetts, through 
its representatives, has not abandoned the policy of the platform 
upon which it has been conducting itscampaigns. This organi- 
zation says: 

We ce ap ba earnestly call your attention to the unfortunate po- 
sition in which the enactment of the proposed iron schedule of the Wilson 
bill will leave the Democratic party in New EB A leading reason for 


supporting the Democratic party urged by all Democratic spsakers in New 
Engiand throughout the campaigns of the last five a was, that by itsre- 
turn to power there would be secured a the prohibitory duties 
=e pig iron, serap iron, and coal; which duties had com) the people 
of New England (after along and costly struggle under the tyrannical law 
to surrender to Pennsylvania the right of manufacturing the goods whic’ 
eee een cone eens yrominently prominently, forced 

o other issue Was more pro ntly, or even as. ° in 
the attention of the voters in all those cam ; and there was no other 
nen og considered by the whole Democratic party to. be more fully war- 


ran . 
The duty imposed in the Wilson bill upon iron is a prohibitory duty, 
and it is also an excessive duty as com with the duties imposed upon 


the manufactured products of iron. 6 14 imposed scrap iron, 
Which js a waste material, is also too high, and is, as we us 2. 
If these duties are retained, the Democratic can not to have 


redeemed their plodase to the of New 
out the principles 1 down in their plattormas: 
to claim that they have bettered in 

by the McKinley act, and must.expect results injurious to their party here 
and in the whole country. 

We inclose herewith a statement pre 
isin full sympathy with the Democratic: 
Wwe ocr invite a attention ar = 
EBngiand,” con statisties collected Aubrey apes, 

of the Tre De forwarded to the = 
Sat teen. but not ted by the Public Printer in. 
consideration by that committee. Mr. aeuideun kan clerk 
raittee, has the papers in charge, and will, hand 


Here follows a statement to which I shail be glad to have the 
attention ef Democratic Senators: 


wens ae ee and almost with dismay, intimations in 
of the possibility of the continuance of a duty, greater or less, on coal and 
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iron ore. While we hope that the reports may be based upon the imagin- 
ings of ne r reporters, and not upon facts, we feel it incumbent upon 
us to protest earnestly against any such action. If there is any such tn 

as raw material, certainly coal stands at the head of the list of these ar- 
ticles, and there is no article on which a duty is less defensible. If a duty 
is put upon it, how can faith or credence for a Demorratic platform ever be 
secured again? 

I repeat that sentence, that Senators on the other side may 
have its full force and effect. Here is what the leading Demo- 
cratic organization in the State of Massachusetts, speaking to 
their fellow-Democrats forming the majority of the Committee 
on Finance of the Senate, says: 


If aduty is put upon it [coal] how can faith or credence for a Democratic 
platform ever be secured again? 


The paper continues: 


Not only because the Democratic platforms and Pieters to the people call 
for it, but because honesty and justice also demand it. 

Mr. PLATT. From what is the Senator reading? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Lam reading from a communication of the 
Young Men’s Democratic Club of Massachusetts, directed to the 
Committee on Finance of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Is it found in any of these bulletins? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is foundin a bulletin which ought to have 
been on our tables this morning, but it is not here. I hope it 
will be here before night. 

oa PLATT. The Senator, then, is reading from the proof 
sheets? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam reading from the printed proof sheets, 
which I succeeded in getting this morning in advance. 
and because the future success of the movement toward lower duties de- 
pends upon the satisfactory operation of the tariff which shall now be en- 
acted we earnestly urge that the Committes on Finance shall report a bill 
in which coal and iron ore shall befree, scrap iron (carefully defined, as it 
is not in the present law) shall befree, and pig iron shall be subject toa duty 
not exceeding 5per cent, which is the highest duty upon pig iron that can be 
imposed forthe purpose of revenue; for any higher duty is for the most 
Eart a duty for prohibition-and not for revenue. 

I have had frequent. oceasion in the last few days to call at- 
tention to the inequalities and anomalies of this bill and to the 
fact that in its preparation every theory and every doctrine 
which the Democratic party has advocated in the past has been 
abandoned. Can there be a more striking illustration than the 
statement which I read from the leading Democratic authority 
in the Stete of Massachusetts. Not only in the State of Massa- 
chusetts, but wherever there was an intelligent tariff reformer 
in the United States, from the President of the United States 
down to the most humble member of the party, this doctrine of 
free raw material has been not only advocated, but has been 
made the basis of the whole structure of tariff reform; yet upon 
the first occasion thatthe Democratic party has had an oppor- 
tunity to prepare a tariff bill, this doctrine and all that it im- 
plies is deliberately abandoned. 

The iron ple of New land have been told by Demo- 
crats that, if they sueceeded, this duty should be removed. A 
large number of the iron manufacturers in Massachusetts and 
Rhode Island signed a petition, which was presented to Con- 
gress three years ago, asking for this remo upon the ground 
that it would give to them and their employés greater prosper- 
ity. How do you, gentlemen, propose to answer that appeal? 
How do you epee to carry out the panies made in your be- 
half by the distinguished Senator from Texas and by all the 
other Democraticlorators and tariff reformers? The great tariff- 
reform newspaper of New England, the Boston Herald, has filled 
its columns for i with appeals to the peopleof New England 
that their real interests lay with the Democratic party and with 
the policy which they had deliberately ted as their policy 
in regard to the duties levied n materials of manufacture. 

As [ have already said, if a Democratic member of Congress 
had been elected in New England for the past ten years, if a 
Democratic governor had been elected in any of those States, 
if any of those States have cast their electoral votes for the 
Democratic ticket it has been upon the distinct idea and promise 
that these materials were to be made free. 

The statement appended to this rather remarkable appeal of 
this leading Democratic organization of Massachusetts is so in- 
telligent and so pertinent and has such application to this and 
the next paragraph that I feel justified in asking the attention 
of the Senate to itsreading. I shall be ee however, if 
the courtesy of my friends upon the other side will permit it, to 
have it by the Secretary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT: Secretary will read as re- 
quested, if there be no objection. 
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Of great importance to the ironworkers is the pponeast removal of duty 
from an article—coal—not included In the schedule. 

The effect of this removal is not a matter for long remark. It will, unde- 
niably, be a benefit to every man in New England who uses light, heat, or 
powor; and this benefit will accrue, us soon as the gocds are put upon the 
market, in proper supply and cost. 

The removal of the duty upon iron ore will cheapen the cost of Bessemer 
fron in New England, but it will not cause iron ore to be smelted in New 
England, nor will it materially assist the iron manufacturers of New Eng- 
land in their efforts to supply the consumers of New England with the man- 
ufactures ofiron and stee!. This fact was distinctly outlined in the petition 
of the 600 iron manufacturers to the Fifty-first Congress. 

In Nova Scotia and, measurably, in Great Britain, coal, iron ore, and lime 
stone lie almost cont ly to each other. They should be smelted where 
they are already collected together by nature. 

To build a $390,000 furnace in order to bring to it 4tons of crude material 
for the manufacture of each ton of iron, involving a freight cost more than 
twice as great as the whole labor cost of each ton of product from the col- 
lected material, is not an operation likely to commend itself to the capi- 
talist. 

' “Tf iron ore is made free it is only the Bessemer ores that will be imported. 
By this importation into Eastern Pennsylvania Bessemer pig iron (but not 
forge or foundry pig iron) will there be more cheaply made than it is now, 
and, as a consequence, Bessemer pis iron, thence transported into New 
England, will be cheaper than now in New England. But in consequence of 
the cost of freight and haulimg, pig iron of all kinds will, under the pro- 

osed continuance of a prohibitory tariff, be kept more costly in New Eng- 
cok than it will be in Pennsylvania, and the steel works, mills, foundries, 
and forges of Pennsylvania will be continued in unjust possession of the 
privilege of doing the steel-making and iron and steel manufacturing per- 
taing to articles consumed in New England. 

Nothing but substantially free iron and scrap iron will restore to New 
Engiand the right and power of doing her own steel-making andiron manu- 
facturing. And it is in this respect that the Wilson bill tallsfar short of the 
just demands of the New England people; for it imposes.a duty of per 
cent upon these basic articles, and it thus continues the o of the 
old tariffs. While it removes about two-thirds ef the former mountainous 
duty, it still retains a duty which is prohibitory under the t, and prob- 
able future conditions of the market. It should be stated, in partial expla- 
nation of this provision of the schedule, that it more than meets the petition 
of the iron manufacturers of New England, as literally read; for that peti- 
tion asked for free coal, free iron ore, and a24 per cent duty on pig and scrap; 
and the bill gives free coal and iron ore, and a 224 per cent duty on pig and 
scrap. 

But the petition was madein 1839, and was adapted to conditions then 
prevailing; and annexed to ogee was a statement providing for future 
contingencies, and running as follows: 

“The laws should not degrade one section of our common country in or- 
Ger to exalt another. They should not forbid New England the enjoyment 
of all the rights which her location on the coast gives; they should be so 
amended that crude iron may be as cheap in her as it is in Pennsy!- 
vania or Alabama; and that coal and iron ore may be as cheap as the world 
will furnish them to her.” 

And again, page 10: 

“We claim that the tariff should allow crude iron to be as cheap on the 
coast as it is in the interior, in order that New England men may manufac- 
ture and finish the iron that New Engiand uses; and that she may not beset 
back in ee by the impediments arising from the lack of cheap iron 

steel. 
—— market values were then, the reduction then asked for would have thus 
equalized values. As they are now, not even a full release of the duty will 
do this; for, as shown by See American Manufacturer of December Bes- 
semer fron is selling in Pittsburg at $11 per ton, and at the same in 

Great Britain; while gray forge, mine in a a Ala., for 87, is sell- 
ing in Great Britain at $8.50; and No. 1 foundry, se at $8.50 at Birming- 
ham, Ala., is selling at $12 in Great Britain. 

There is no other place on the face of the earth where iron is made so 
cheaply as in our Southern States. Surely their prosperity does not depend 
= keeping crude iron artificially high in New England and California. 
'They have water courses to the sea, and if the boundless West and South- 
west of this country do not give them room to bustle in, they have but to 
reach out their hands and take the markets of the world. The six hundred 
iron manufacturers of New England further said, in their statement to Con- 


The petition annexed to this statement is based upon the supposition 
that the present duties upon manufactured iron and steel will remain as 
they are. If, however, these duties shall be reduced, an equivalent reduc- 


tion in the duty upon crude iron (pig and scrap), asked for (24 per cent), 
should be made.” 


The defect in the Wilson bill (iron schedule) that most concerns the iron 
and steel workers of the coast is this: First, that the duty which it places 
upon and ere prohibitory; secondly, if it were not prohibi , still 
muck iron could not be mace in this country, under the proposed duties, 
from British pig to compete with imported British muck bar iron, nor could 
merchant bars be madein this country from British pig to compete with 

British merchant bars, and still less could the manufactured iron 
==. articles classed under the 25 percent duty be made from imported 

The British pig can not be imported, because under the proposed duty it 
costs more than American pig, and so also of British scrap. And if they 
could, ee eee not be further manufactured, for at the put upon 
the manufactures every article just named would be undersold, if made in 
the United States from British pig, by similar articles made in Great Brit- 
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The proposed duty on 1.1 tons of gray ferge pig iron at $8.52 per ton nee 
essary to make 1 ton of muck bar iron, is#.11, and the proposed duty (25 
_ cent) on one ton of muck bar iron (817) is 6.25, or $2.14 more than the 
uty on the pig iron. Col. Wright (page 119) showsthe cost of making a ton 
of muck bar iron to be, exclusive of iron, 8.06 more in America than in 
Great Britain. A ton of imported British muck bar iron would therefore 
undersell a ton of muck bar iron made in America from British pig tron by 


$1.92 per ton. Of course, puddling would be impossible in New England un- 
der such conditions. 

The cost of a ton of Welsh bars is given in American Manufacturer, Dee- 
cember 28, as $23.28. The duty on them, as proposed in the bill, is 20 per cent 
or $6.98. The duty on 1} tons of pig iron necessary to make them wou 0 
$2.40, the difference being $4.58. Adding to the increased cost of makins 
muck bar iron in America, as shown by Col. Wright, 84.08, the further in 
creased American cost $2.18 (see pages 132 and 133) of putting the muck bars 


into merchant iron, we have 36.24 as the cost above English cost of making 
themerchant bars in America, while the increased duty on the bars is, as 
shown, only $4.58. 

It is quite clear, therefore, that by Col. Wright's estimates the British 
bars, under the proposed duty, would undersell the American bars made 
from British iron. In such a case, the making of merchant bars from Brit- 
ish pig iron would become impossible upon the Atlantic coast. It is not 
necessary to go farther, in order to show that the British bars, imported at 
30 per cent duty, can not be further manufactured, with high-priced Ameri 


ean labor, and then sold in competition with similar articles, imported 
under a 25 per cent duty; this is self-evident, and we may therefore cross 
also from the list of New England m.uufactures all the articlesin the 25 per 
cent class, and doubtless the greater part of those in the 30 per cent class 
also, if we are to depend upon British iron, at a 22) per cent duty, for 
material. i 


‘ _ exact workings of the proposed schedule, as it now stands, will be as 
ollows: 

So long as American pig iron remains at the present low prices, British 
crude iron can not be imported into New England under the proposed duty, 


and consequently the manufacturing for New England will continue to be 
done, as of late years ‘t hos been done, in the mills, forges, and foundries of 
Pennsylvania. This simply continues the oppression of the present tariff 
If American pigiron shall advance to such a point that British pig iron can bo 
imported under the proposed duty, the British pig ironcan not be here worked 
into manufactures upon which the duties have been put at 25 per cent and 
30 per cent, because the articles can be imported from Great Britain more 
cheaply than they cam be made from British iron ia New England; and. in 
this case, it will be the mills, forges, and foundries of Great Britain that 
will do the manufacturing for the consumption of New England. 

Right and justice call for the complete removal of the duty upon pig and 
scrap iron and scrapsteel. Butif thenecessities of the Government require 
a revenue from these articles, whatever duty may be put upon them should 
be accompanied by an internal-revenue duty of the same amount upon pig 
iron made in this country. By this expedient the burden of the tax would 
be fairly distributed, and not be put upon the coast alone, and the tax upon 
crude tron would no longer be used as an instrument for uprooting the in- 
dustries of New England. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I have not had these articles 
read with a view of expressing any sympathy whatever with 
the arguments and the statements which they contain, but they 
are the arguments and statements upon which the tariff reform 
movement has been defended in New England for the past half 
dozen years. The Senators from New England who differ from 
these gentlemen in their views upon this question have been 
denounced as false to the great interests of the people they rep- 
resent on this floor. This denunciation has been heaped upon 
us with no limitation. 

I simply desire to call the attention of the Senate to the fact 
that in the pending bill, and in almost every one of its provi- 
sions, the promises which the party responsible for it have 
made in the past have been forgotten, to use a very mild phrase. 
I am glad to see that the distinguished Senator from Texas [Mr. 
MILLS]is nowinhisseat. During his absence from the Chamber 
I have stated that in the campaign in Massachusettsand the other 
New England States three or four years ago the Senator from 
Texas had distinetly stated thatif the Democratic party were en- 
trusted with power they would keep their pledges and place 
upon the free list the materials used in the manufactures of 

ew land. especially coal and iron ore. The distinguished 
Senator from Texas said in the course of that campaign that he 


was in favor of free iron ore, free coal, free pig iron, and free 
bar iron. 


I know how helpless the Senator from Texas finds himself in in- 
fluencing toany extent whatever the provisions of the various par- 
agraphsof the bill, but do expect him, as the representative of 
the gentlemen whose petition I have just had read from the 
Clerk's desk, tostand upand try at least to keep the pledges which 
he made to the Democrats of Massachusetts, and which Mr. 
Cleveland and the other tariff reformers of the country have 
made to the people of the country, to put these materials, es- 
pecially coal and iron ore, upon the free list. Certainly he can 
speak in this forum in behalf of the doetrines and the principles 
which he has advocated for a quarter of a century. He may be 
eutvoted by a vote of asolid Sranscentie party, pledged in ad- 
vanee by a caucus, but he can certainly show the people of the 
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New England towns, whose halls have resounded with his elo- 
quence, that he at least stands true to the pledges and promises 
he has made tothem. [It can not be possible that every man in 
the Democratic party hasdeserted its flag and deserted the prin- 
ciples which they have held in the past. 

How dothecommittee propose to answer these strong and earn- 
est appeals made by the leading Democrats of New England? In 
the petition which has been read the Young Men’s Democratic 
Club denounce and protest against the imposition of a duty of 
22: per cent upon pig iron, which lies at the basis of all the iron 
and steel industry of the United States. What answer do the 
majority members of the committee make to that protest by ac- 
tion taken since it was received? They have increased the duty 
from 22} per cent ad valorem to $4 a ton, or 50 per cent ad va- 
lorem upon the foreign cost of pig iron. 

Mr. VEST. May | ask the Senator from Rhode Island a ques- 
tion without breaking the thread of his argument? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. Ishonld like to know from the Senator, whilst 
he is going into the question of consistency and principle, etc., 
whether he is prepared to vote for free coal and free iron ore? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ina protective tariff bill I am for the pro- 
tection of every article which because of the increased labor 
cost here can not be produced in the United States on equal terms 
with the same article in any other country in the world; but in 
a nondescript measure like the pending one, which I believe 
should be defeatedgand the defeat of which is demanded by the 
highest interest of the country, I should not hesitate to give any 
vote which I thought would contribute to that result. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Rhode Island will pardon 
me, I do not yet understand exactly what he means. He would 
vote, then, for free coal and free iron ore if it would defeat the 
bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I certainly would. 

Mr. VEST. What would he do if it would not defeat it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not know what I would do under those 
circumstances. My impression is that I should vote according 
to the tight and judgment which I had upon the amendments 
as they were presented. I am in favor ofa protective duty upon 
coal and upon iron ore, and [ have so voted; and, as I stated, I 
have been denounced by every Democratic paper in New Eng- 
land for so voting. 

Mr. WHITE. Then the Senator has not been converted? 

Mr. BUTLER. The duty under the McKinley law is 75 cents 
a ton on coal and on iron ore. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Seventy-five cents a ton on coal and iron 
ore, under the conditions that existed in 1890, were not as high 
rates as are proposed in the pending bill upon the iron products 
of the United States under existing conditions to the continu- 
ance of which I do not intend to contribute. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Rhode Island yield for 
a question? 

ir. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. Dol understand that the Senator from Rhode 
fsland is in favor of a duty upon iron ore, or that he is not in 
favor of a sf 7 iron ore? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have stated that I am in favor of a duty 
upon iron ore. 

Mr. WHITE. The McKinley law provides a tariff of 75 cents, 
I believe, and the proposed measure reduces it to 40 cents. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It does. 

Mr. WHITE. Is the Senator from Rhode Island opposed to 
that reduction? Does he think that reduction is too small? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That depends entirely upon the rates which 
the Senate shall decide to fix upon the articles which follow. 
The whole iron and steel industry of the United States is based 
first upon iron ore and then upon pig iron. I will give the Sen- 
ator an illustration of exactly what I mean. The bill eee 
to impose a duty equal to 50 per cent ad valorem upon pig iron, 
while it proposes to impose a duty of 30 per centad valorem upon 
the finest products of iron and steel. I do not propose by any 
vote of mine to consent to that arrangement. I can not get 
the 30 per cent advance I am willing to vote to put down the 
duty on iron from 75 to 40 cents, or even lower if necessary. 

Mr. WHITE. I understand the Senator states that the Dem- 
ocratic party of New England is clamorous for free jron ore and 
free coal. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have had their own statement read to that 
effect. 

Mr. WHITE. Is the Senatorcriticising this side of the Cham- 
ber because it puts some duties upon those materials, while he 
himself voted for tle McKinley bill, which places a duty of 75 
cents a ton upon each of those articles? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am finding fault with the other side of the 
Chamber, if it can be called finding fault, for having forgotten, 
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to use a mild phrase, the deliberate promises and pledges which 
they have made to the people of New England in regard to duties 
upon coal and iron ore. 

Mr. WHITE. DolI understand the Senator to say that the 
Democracy of this Chamber a criminality as it ap- 
— toward the Republican rates? That I understand to 

the Senator’s position. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have not made any such suggestion. The 
Senator from California himself is making the application. 

Mr. WHITE. That is the logic of the Senator's position. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from California is himself 
making the application. I am not making any application; I 
am only stating the facts. 

Mr. WHITE. Iam disposed to think it is always subject to 
criticism if it nears the Republican view. If the Senator from 
Rhode Island will permit another interruption, the Republican 
tariff being 75 cents and the proposed tariit 40 cents, there is a 
manifest reduction. I presume the Senator from Rhode Island 
will not dispute that fact. Now, the Senator from Rhode Island 
is not pps I understand, to vote with the Democratic party 
or any of its members for free coal or free iron ore. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have not said that yet. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator say it? Does he know? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not now discussing my own position; 
that will ap arlateron. Istated that my vote upon these prop- 
ositions will depend entirely upon the rates fixed in the.subse- 
quent pores of the bill. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator does not know how he Would vote? 

Mr.CHANDLER. WilltheSenator from Rhode Island allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam in doubt how to vote on this item. I 
suppose we are to get some light from the discussion, but Sen- 
ators on the other side of the Chamber do not seem inclined to 
participate. I welcome the Senator from California to the field 
of discussion. I have no doubt we shall get from him enlight- 
enment and good advice on this subject, and I hope he will help 
us to solve a problem which troubles my mind, as I have no 
doubt it troubles the mind of the Senatorfrom Texas[Mr. MILLs], 
who was in favor of free iron ore and has promised that great 
boon to New England, and who now sits here calmly in his seat 
and sees it taken away from us. 

We are all mixed up on this question; there is no doubt about 
that; and we are seeking light on the waxioe. I wish to ask 
the Senator from Rhode Island whether, with reference to the 
schedule of manufactures of iron, the bill as it came from the 
House of Representatives, with free iron ore in the bill, the 
duties were ~ - enough with free iron ore, and if they were 
not, whether they are high enough now with a duty of 40 cents 
aton oniron ore? The question | wish to get at in determining 
how I shall vote upon this question is, as the Senator from Rhode 
Island has stated, how do the rates between iron ore and manu- 
factures of iron compare? 

If we are to be treated in accordance with the promises which 
the Senator from Texas made to us in New England, if, as the 
great apostle of the coming tariff law promised to New England, 
we are to get free coal and free iron, and his pledges are to be 
fulfilled, then I understand we must accept the inevitable, be- 
cause there is a Democratic majority, and then we must take 
such duties upon manufactures of iron as will correspond to free 
ore and free coal, and there could safely be some reduction upon 
manufactures of iron. But until we know into whose hands we 
have fallen,and whether it is to be free coal and free iron, or 75 
cents a ton iron ore or 40 cents a ton iron ore, we can not tell 
what duties we must have upon manufactures of iron, and until 
we know what duties we are going to have upon manufactures 
of iron we can not tell what duties we can stand upon iron ore. 

Mr. President, I am entirely at sea upon the subject, and I 
do not wonder that the Senator from Rhode Island is in doubt 
as to what he shall do upon this item. It seems to me that the 
first question to be discussed is why do we not have here free 
iron and free coal for New England, whether we want it or not, 
forced upon us as it was to be = the Republicans of New Eng 
land, ng to the young Democracy of New England as it 
was hen that question is settled and the other side of the 
Chamber has determined that we are not to have it and fix the 
rate of duty that is to be put upon the raw material, then we 
can form some notion as to what kind of duties we want upon 
the manufactures of iron. [ hope the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land will not be discouraged by the Senator from California 
[Mr. WHITE] in his attempt to bring some order out of this 
chaos and to work out some principle, if he can find one, and 
that the Senator from California will contribute to find it, by 
which we can find out how we are going to vote on coal and iron 
for New England which the Senator from Texas (whom our 
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people supposed had been living and laboring for years in order 
to destroy our industries) assured us in 1892 we should have 
protected not by duties but by free raw materials. 

I hope that question may be settled first, that we may find out 
where we stand and in whose hands we are, whether the Senator 
from Texas is running this thing or whether the Senator from 
California is running it, or whether itis to be conducted by the 
Senator from Missouri and the Senator from Arkansas. Iho 
the Senators, before they ask us to vote on those questions, will 
enlighten us as to how we are tovote when we consider the free 
raw materials which were promised us but which we are not to 
getin connection with the proper duties upon manufactured 
articles. 

Mr. PLATT. 
‘the committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. PLATT. In line 4, I move to strike out ‘‘ 40” and insert 
‘*60,” so as to make the rate 60 cents a ton. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Rhode Island pardon 
me for a moment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly; but I have promised to yield to 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from New Hampshire has just 
stated that he is laboring under some embarrassment, and that 
he does not know whether the bill is in charge of the Senator 
from Texas or the Senator from Missouri or the Senator from 
Arkansas. This side is getting a little embarrassed just now. 
The Senator from Rhode Islands gets up and insists upon free 
iron ore and free coal, and his associate from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLATT] gets up and insists upon raising the duties. In the 
classic language of a gentleman in another body I should like to 
know ‘“‘where we are at?” [Laughter.] There is some little 
inconsistency on the other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The illustration may be a good one, but the 
facts are not good. I have not stated that I am in favor of free 
iron ore or free coal. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then the argument of the Senator from 
Rhode Island has certainly been lost. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am trying in my feeble way to represent 
for the time being the Democrats of New England, not in mak- 
ing an argument, but in making a statement of the position 
which they have taken and which has been taken in behalf of the 
pee ee party by the junior Senator from Texas for New 
England. 

r. BUTLER. If the Democrats of New England must be 
represented by the Senator from Rhode Island they are in a 
very bad wa y; 
Mr. ALDRICH. Unfortunately they have no other repre- 
sentative sitting upon this side of the Chamber. There seems 
to be no one on the other side of the Chamber who is willing to 
represent their views. 

r. BUTLER. Yes; we are willing to do so if you will allow 


s to vote. 
Mr. ALDRICH. You will vote against their wishes, I am 
sorry to say. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest to the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land that by unanimous consent we allow the Senator from 
Texas to represent them. He went up there and whooped u 
the boysin 1892 for Cleveland with promises of free coal an 
free iron ore, and he now calls upon us, when he has got the bill 
through the other House with free iron and free coal, thisgreat 
boon, to say whether we will take 40 centsa ton on iron ore and 
40 cents atononcoal. I think the Senator from Rhode Island 
perhaps is infringing upon what is the appropriate province of 
the junior Senator from Texas. 

Mr. MILLS. The Senator from New Hampshire is calling 
on me to enlighten his understanding, to help him comprehend 
this question fully and thoroughly, that he may be enabled to 
discharge his duty to the American people. r. President, I 

ive over the task. I have labored here along time toconvince 

ublican Senators and Republican members of the other House 

of their duty to the people. I have finally made up my mind to 

give them over to hardness of heart, and stiffness of neck and 

reprobacy of mind, that they may believe a lie and be damned; 

I mean politically, of course, I see no hope for their conversion. 
I have given them “‘line on line, and precept on precept.” 

Mr. HOAR. May Iask the Senator from Texas a question? 

Mr. MILLS. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Texas 
whether he sees any hope for the conversion of his Democratic 
associates on this er question? 

Mr.MILLS. I have been yoy, scare headway allalong, but 
I have struck a hard rock on the Republican side on the ques- 
tion. ee is too much behind them that will not let them be 
converted. 


I propose an amendment to the amendment of 
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Mr. President, the two Senators who have spoken for New 
England have stated correctly, not that I made promises, I sup- 
pose, but that I have advocated free raw material, and [ have 

romised, as far as my vote is concerned, that I would give them 
ree wool from Texas. We have no coal and not much iron ore, 
but as far as I was able I was in favor of giVing them not only 
free wool, free coal, free iron ore, and free pig iron, but free ma- 
terial of all kinds that require to be manufactured before going 
into ultimate consumption. I may go further than that, Sena- 
tors, and tell you that if I had the making of the bill to be passed 
by the Congress of the United States and approved by the Pres- 
ident I would convert every custom-house in this country into 
a schoolhouse to teach the truth to the people. That is what 
I would do. But I speak jor myself when | say thet. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Texas allow me to 
interrupt him? 
Mr. MILLS. Certainly. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I made a statement before the Senator from 
Texas came in which I am not sure I have repeated since. The 
people of New England, especially the Democrats of New Eng- 
gland, look upon the Senator from Texas notonly as the apostle, 
but as the very high priest, of tariff reform. 

Mr. MILLS. [am very much obliged to them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Texas, in a speech which 
he made at Webster, Mass. 

Mr. MILLS. Yes; I know what it was. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Said, ‘‘ We keep our pledges; and when the 
Democratic party is returned to power coal andiron ore and pig 
iron will go upon the free list.” Now, it is notso much the par- 
ticular individual sentiment, but the pledges and the promises 
that he made for his party with which I find fault, and [ do not 
like the way the Senator keeps them. 

Mr. MILLS. Iam reminded of a great substantial fact that 
the Senator must keep before his mind, that in going into ac- 
tion, as I once heard Admiral Porter say before the Naval Com- 
mittee, it is necessary that the fastest vessel shall regulate its 
— by the speed of the slowest vessel, hecause if you do not, 
the fastest vessel will run away from your fleet and the enemy 
will attack you when you are scattered on the seas and cut you 
to pieces. ‘That is precisely what the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land wants me to do now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is the Senator from Texas clear in his mind 
whether the Democratic fleet is behind or ahead of the Repub- 
licans at this time? 

Mr. MILLS. Some of itis behind and some ahead. I amon 
the front ship. Whenever New England shall see her interest 
to take the taxes off the materials of her manufacture, which is 
her chief industrial occupation, in order that she may give em- 
ployment to all her people during all the months and days of the 

year and bring prosperity to her people and her section, and 

eed the words of admonition I gave her, andsend Democrats here 
instead of twelve Republicans to prevent us from doing it, then 
I will redeem the whole of the promise whichI made. Thus far 
we are giving her free wool, which is one part of free raw ma- 
terials, and perhaps the one of the largest consequence to her 
in her manufactures. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Texas allow me a 
further question? 

Mr. MILLS. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If we will give you 12 Republican votes for 
free coal and free iron ore wi! you keep your promises then? 

Mr. MILLS. If you will give us ‘hose votes to go on and pass 
the bill IT will. Now stand up sud tell me whether you will do 
it or not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No. 

Mr. MILLS. You say you will not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That amount of sugar coating is not thick 
enough. 

Mr. MILLS. Iam too old a coon to be caught in such a trap 
as you are now setting. 

Now, then, the problem is this, and I can not be fooled about 
this question even by so shrewd and adroit a diplomat as my 
friend from Rhode Island. If I vote for fres coal and free iron 
ore and such other things as [I want free or tlie bill and then 
cause the bill to be defeated, your people will have to pay 75 
cents a ton on coal and 75 cents a ton on iron ore. Had I not 
better give them a reduction of 35 cents and secure it than to 
vote for free coal and free iron ore and at last compel them to 
pay 75 centsaton? Iam again between the devil an) the deep 
sea, and I am going to seaagain. I will take 40 cents instead of 
75 cents. That is all there is about it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I suppose the Senator from 
Texas thinks it-makes a fascinating temptation to the manufac- 
turers of New England when he offers them free ore. I know 
that free ore and free coal were the favorite topics with the so- 
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ealled tariff reformers up in Massachusetts. They began to 
think ‘‘If we could get bituminous coal for a half cent less, or if 
we could get iron ore free, we would abandon the whole protect- 
ive policy.” 

I have here an elaborate argument upon our side of the question 
from a concern which uses 20 tons of pig iron aday. The up- 
shot of it is, among other things, an argument against free coal. 
I hold in my hand a book which has about one thousand little 
pictures of articles that this concern makes. I want to ask the 
Senator now what difference in any one of these articles or in 
any dozen would the 75 cents a ton on coal make? That isa 
magnificent bribe on the 20 tons of $15 a day, even suppose they 
got the whole benefit of it. 

Now, the Senator hasan extraordinary misunderstanding of the 
proper gradations of industry. What difference is it to a man 
who moines a watch spring whether iron ore has a duty upon it? 
The duty has vanished—it is absolutely invisible long before it 
reaches the condition of fine steel. 

The Senator from Texas says he wishes all our people to have 
rew materials as cheap as possible; that we should take the duty 
off all raw materials. The ore in the hill is perhaps worth 20 
cents a ton. Some Senator can tell me what you can buy a 
mountain of it for, perhaps 20 or 30 cents u ton in Gogebic for 
example; something like that. When that ore gets down to 
Cleveland it is worth, say, $3 a ton, and the $2.80 is all labor. 
It is just as much a conversion of labor into a visible product as 
is the conversion of labor into a visible produet when a man 
makes a watch spring. 

Every successive step from the ore at Gegebic up to the watch 
apring is a step in which the raw material changes itself into 
the finished product. Now, the gentleman must begin and 
make it free all the way up to the man who makes the watch 
spring, until he can get a bar of the best possible refined steel 
into his hands to make a wateh spring. 

No, sir; we are not to be bribed, and we are not to be misled. 
Iam against free coal and against free ore; but I am willing to 
take anything I can get, even a cent, because [ am for the inter- 
ests of my region and the industries of the whole country. The 
Senator, among others, makes a terrible mistake in sors 
that any one section of the country can be hurt without hurting 
the whole of it. He wiil as sure as he lives drive out of busi- 
ness many large establishments in New England, I do not say 
by his tisory, but by the bill as it now stands. 

Take the concern whose book I hold before me. He bribes 
them with free ore, but when he gets upto the finished product 
in paragraph 177 of the bill, where they are classed, he reduces 
the duty from 45 per cent ad valorem to 30 percent. The other 
Mouse reduced it to 35, and that was bad enough; and the bill as it 
stands now reduces it to 30 per cent. I appeal to the Senator 
from Arkansas and the Senator from Missouri to take this into 
serious consideration. I ask them to take this very book if they 
choose to see whether it is fair to make that reduction in the 
duty. 

Every one kuows that these ad valorem duties are not what 
they appear to be. [I have heard many manufacturers in esti- 
mating their values say really a duty of 40 per centad valorem was 
not as a matter of fact more than a duty of about 30 per cent, be- 
cause it is absolutely impossible to keep the appraiser up to the 
true.market valve of the goods as they come here from abroad. 
Now the duty of 30 per cent on that article, 5 per cent lower than is 
proposed by the other House, issimply ruinous, and my constitu- 
ents do not care whether it is ruin at 50 or ruin at 100 per cent 
on any particular article, or ruin with freecoalor with iron 
ore. It is ruin to them anyhow. 

I beg the Senator from Texas to study the different gradations 
betweea raw material and the finished products from the red 
dirt ia the mountain up to the beautiful polished watch sp : 
and then if he will make a conscientious endeavor to so g 
the different products as to apply an old-fashioned Democratic 
principle of counterbalancing the ems pn of mm, labor, 
Wwe may perhaps ge a bill which. we will vote for. e do not 
say that we insist upon the precise figures of the McKinley law 
in every respect, but we do want the ——— We do want 
common sense in the gradation of these articles according to 
the cost of the raw material in each case and according to the 
difference between labor in Europe and in this country. I am 
sorry the Senator was not better received in New Kung _ 

Mr. MILLS. I was never better received anywhere in my 


life. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I was thinking of a little incident that it is 
hardly fair to mention. It wasjocular. The Senator got off his 
balancefora moment. A Yankee mechanic in New Haven asked 
a question, and the Senator advised him to goand soak his head. 
The Yankee meehanic has carried that to this day rather as a 
trophy. He thought he had bothered the Senator from Texas. 


Mr. MILLS. That shows how far a man can be driven when 
he has no legitimate argument. The Senator and one of his 
colleagues have repeated this incident on the floor. Such a 
thing as that ought not to be done among gentlemen in discus- 
sion on the floorof the Senate. Ispoke in New Haven. I never 
was more cordially received in my life, and I should be cordially 
received there if 1 went again. [am very much attached tothe 
= of New England. A man got up in the audience after I 

ad finished and came down to the railing. Everybody was go- 
ing out of the house, people were shouting, and I could not hear 
what he said. His ds were waving wildly in the air. I 
thought the fellow wasdrunk; he seemed to be excited; his head 
was hot, and I did say to him that I thought he had better go 
and stick his head in water and cool off. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I did not charge the Senator with any great 
crime in what I said. The Yankee mechanic thought he had 
asked the Senator a question which bothered him, and the Sen- 
ator made the most convenient reply. 

Mr. MILLS. Inever heard hisquesiio. I did not know what 
it was. I do not know to-day what ‘he question was. If you 
will ask the question now I will answer it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. AsI remember the question, in the story 
as it was narrated (and I certainly do not think it ought to be 
brought in here if it was not true) the Senator was making this 
favorite argument of his, that to make New land the most 
prosperous manufacturing region on the face of the globe all we 
needed was free raw material. It was the device by which he 
attempted to make, and I do not know but that he did make, a 
great many votes with his ene manner and fervid eloguence 
for Cleveland in New England. When he had finished his ar- 
gument this citizen of Connecticut asked him why, if free raw 
material made aduty unnecessary, we needed any duty whatever 
on cotton manufactures where we had free raw material. That 
was the question. 

Mr. MILLS. Now,I will answer the question, and you can 
carry the answer back to your constituents. Cotton is free, and 
the machinery that makes the cotton product pays $45 on every 
$100. Thatisone thing. All your dyes that enter into your cot- 
ton goodsare taxed 25, 30, 40, 50,75, and 100 percent. Theleather 
that turns the wheels of your machinery is taxed. The coal 
which generates the steam is taxed. That isenough to make 
the differenee in the cost of the finished product. That keeps 
the cotton goods of New England out of the markets of the 
world. I mentioned that the other day tomy friend, Mr. Thorn- 
ley, a gentlemansentover here from Old England. He was sent 
from Lancaster to the United States, and he brought his books 
with him, Iam told. I mentioned this very fact in Providence, 
where [ was invited to dine with a club of two or three hundred 
—— as excellent gentlemen as I ever saw, and nearly all 

publicans. They treated me very kindly. Mr. Thornley 
brought his books and showed every item in the cost of making 
a yard of calico, I believe. 
r. ALDRICH. Print cloths. 

Mr. MILLS. Print cloths. He had every item of cost, labor 
and every other, and followed it clear up. In every single in- 
stance he gave, the labor cost was lower in the United States (I 
have got the book and will read the figures)—at Providence, 
Lowell, Fall River, at ney Foe a in the United States—than 
it was at every place in Old England. Whenhe had carried out 
the entire cost of a yard of calico or print, the finished product, 
it cost more in the United States it did in England, and 
that additional cost keptit out of the markets of the world. 

Now, that is the legitimate _— for me to make to those 
gentlemen of New England. Takeoff these taxes, eachof which 
adds a little, notwithstanding the Senator from Connecticut tells 
us that the tax on coal does not add anything. If the tax on coal 
adds nothing and the tax on the ore adds nothing, why do you 
follow it up and put a tax on bar iron and steel made out of p 
iron? Yoursystem is that through the whole of your protecte 
manufactures each successive a of form compensates for 
the tax paid on the one that preceded it. ff that system is right, 
and I say it is if protection is right, then it must be that there 
is a tax paid on each one of those items as itisassessed. That is 
all I have to say. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mz. President, I regard this item of iron 
ore as something in the nature of a test on this bill. Thareare 
two theories in wee to protection which are very different. 
One is thatit should be largely confined to manufacture and that 
raw materials, the result of American labor, should not have the 
benefit of the protection that is given to manufactures in an ad- 
vanced stage. ~ I have always regarded that position as totally 
indefensible and untenable. We donot wish re to support 
and encourage manufactures at this stage of our industrial de- 
velopment. Our manufactures have been already developed by 
a hundred years of protection. What we want to do as the 
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foundation stone of our national policy is to protect our labor 
from undue competition with the cheap labor of Europe. 

Therefore, when I heard the petition of Democrats of Massa- 
chusetts read [ thought it was the meanest specimen of selfish- 
ness that I ever had heard in my life. What they desire is free 
raw material, although it is the result of American labor com- 
peting with European labor, and to have the highest possible 

rotective duties on their own production. Iwas about to say 

thank God that no man with such aselfish idea, one that would 
protect his particular interest and refuse protection to other in- 
terests of the people of the United States, belongs to the Repub- 
lican party. I think it is the proudest meritof the Republicans 
of New England that they have resisted this form of tempta- 
tion, which is the very eloment and gist of selfishness, and that 
they have been willing by their votes and in their debate in the 
Senate and the other House to give to all forms of labor which 
come into competition with foreign labor the same fair rule of 
protection. 

Mr. President, this iron ore industry is one of the most re- 
markable developments not only in our country, but probably 
in any country in the world. I do not know of any other devel- 
opment,excert probably the new developments of gas and oil 
and other natural products, that is at allto be compared with 
the development of the iron-ore industry of the country. For- 
tunately iron ore is found in all parts and all sections of “the 
country. But the greatest development has been in the Lake 
Superior region. There it isphenomenal. [I have here a docu- 
ment signed by all of the leading manufacturing establishments, 
mining establishments, iron companies, etc., along the whole 
Northern coast, including many men of high prominence who 
have invested all they have in the development of the iron-ore 
industry. The result has been perhaps the most remarkable, as 
I said before, of any in dustry now extant. OR 

By reference to the report of the Commissioner of Navigation 
ending June 30, 1893, the number of vessels employed upon the 
lakes is 3,761. Of these 1,731 are steamers. The gross tonnage 
of the lake fleets is 432,000 tons. The estimated value of the 
steam vessels is $59,000,000, and of sailing and unrigged vessels 
$9,000,000, or a total valuation of $68,000,000. Hon. Mr. Ely 
estimates the amount expended within a short time for piers 
and docks and their equipments at $10,885,000. The capital em- 
ployed in the railroad transportation from the mines to the ship- 

ing ports on Lake Superior and Lake Michigan amounts to 

2,000,000. The capital employed in the Lake Superior mining 
districts, as per census report, is $71,000,000. The capital in 
docks and their equipments at Lake Erie ports is $12,000,000. 
The capital employed exclusively in the railroad transportation 
of ores from Lake Erie ports and mills and furnaces is $26,000,- 
000. In all, the amount of capital invested and employed in 
this industry alone is $200,000,000. I see also that the total 
product of iron ore in the United States for 1892 was estimated 
at 16,000,000 tons. Of this amount about 9,000,000 tons came 
from the Lake Superior and Lake Michigan districts. 

Now, sir, there is eres not in the history of the country 
ap y industry that has more largely grown and been more bene- 
ficially developed than this; and yet, by a change of Adminis- 
tration and the resulting change in the policy of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, this industry is suddenly paralyzed. 
The fear and threat that the duty of 75 cents which had been 
a= them to protect their industry in its development would 

probably repealed suspended the demand for this iron ore, 
and brought them into close competition with iron ores pro- 
duced in Cuba, Spain, and Africa and in other countries. To 
meet this competition and to cover the difference in wages 
here and abr the duty of 75 cents per ton was put upon do- 
mestic ores. The result of this protection has been that 9,000,- 
000 tons, a quantity so vast thot we can hardly conceive it, has 
been produced from the La’... Superior mines. An immense 
commerce has been built up within a very few yearsof develop- 
ment. It is fortunate, too, that in some of the Southern States, 
especially in Alabama and Tennessee, the same productive 
forces have been at work and have there developed and built 
up by the reasonable protection of 75 cents per ton. 

What was that duty for? It was merely to enable our people 
here to give reasonable wages that would tempt miners to go 
into these new parts of the country and develop the hard and 
severe toil of mining iron ore. Nothing in the world has built 
up that industry except the duty of 75 cents a ton. They could 
not compete on equal terms, especially with iron ore utilized on 
the Atlantic coast, with the countries near by, in Cuba, and in 
one rang of the world. This vast developmentin which $200,- 
000, fects now used has been built up solely and alone by this 
smal u . 

Mr. President, when it is pro 


to strike down that duty 
and make iron ore free, what 


as been the result? The very 
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moment that it was known this policy was to be entered intg 
here is the result: 


Nearly all ths mines are closed, the value of Lake Superior iron stocks have 
fallen in market value from 100 to 500 per cent, ant tens of thousands of 
workmen have been thrown out of employment and now swarm in idleness 
in every great city of thelakes. * * * Weadd thatcontracts for shipbuild 
ing at Cleveland have practically ceased, althouch this city has heretofore 
been the second largest shipbuilding port in the world. * * * It must be 
remembered— 


So they state— 


that we carry our ores to market about 1,200 miles by water, as great a dis- 
tance as from Cuba to New York. Tn 1889 and 1890 the average cost of labor 


per ton of ore inthe Lake Superior region ranged from 8} cents to $1.33 
he average total cost of the ore per ton at the mines was about $2.32. The 
average Wages paid was 8.10 per day. Of course all that is now changed. 


Here again it is said: 


The closing of mills, furnaces, and factories at Cleveland, caused by t 
fear of unfavorabie tariff legislation, has already thrown out of employ ove: 
5,000 workmen, and it ts estimated that over 12,000 workingmen in this city 
are out of work. Of these, over 4,000 families are dependent entirely on the 
Bethel charitable organization for support; andthe public square holds at 
this writing over 2,000 men having a public meeting to demand labor or 
bread. No such alarming, painful spectacle was ever known in Ohio. 


Now, Mr. President, under these circumstances the propo- 
sition to entirely repeal this duty, and to deny this form of labor 
any protection it seems to me would be unjust and cruel. I 
would not myself, with my knowledge of the circumstances of 
this industry, have signed that Democratic document for all the 
mines of the world. When people come to us demanding pro- 
tection in every grade for their industry and refuse to give a 
very moderate degree of protection to other forms of industry 
of a more crude nature, [look upon it as the meanest selfishness 
that could be possibly devised by mortal man. 

There are more people interested in the development of this 
mining industry than in any branch of iron manufactures, be- 
cause here is the foundation of the iron trade, and the industry 
is spread over every part of our country. It has so happened 
that more than three-fourths of the Territories and States of 
the Union contain iron ore in greater or less degree, and prob- 
ably no finer mines are developed of this kind than can be found 
on Lake Superior. 

I say, therefore, that while the Democratic propagandists may 
have talked about free trade and raw material, it was only a 
kind of a popular talk, probably for votes. I do not believe that 
the Democrats of Ohio, or any portion of them, would favor such 
a proposition. I believe if that question was left to the Demo- 
crats of Ohio more than two-thirds of them would vote for a rea- 
sonable tariff on raw material. They donot ask much. The 
capitalists do not ask anything. All they want is the means to 
supply their laborers fair pay, such as is consistent with Amer- 
ican citizenship; and it is the demand of labor thut is the most 
pressing upon them. 

Mr. President, I am not willing to stand in the position of 
growling at what has been done by our Democratic friends on 
this question. They have put themselves in a wrong position 
in taking ground against a duty on raw material. Raw mate- 
rials ought to be protected just like the finished article whea 
they can be developed in our country. Iam in favor of protec- 
tion to all forms of industry; not of a particular form. [amin 
favor of protecting the crude industry employed in mining as 
well as the industry that is employed in the highest works of 
mechanical art. There is no other foundation for the systemof 

rotection except as a system of protection of labor; and if that 
is broken down and if reasonable protection is denied where the 
labor of the miner and the labor of the persons who mine coal 
and iron and all the rude forms of industry are concerned, then 
I am in favor of denying it to all. I say free trade forall or free 
trade for none. The same rule should be applied to one form of 
industry as to another. 

Iam glad to see that the Republican party, so far as [ know, 
in every part of our country, has always stood by that position 
and given to the miners a reasonable protection on their raw 
industry, and that also the miners in the Western States have 
received the protection necessary to maintain their industries. 
T say, therefore, while I do not think the rate reported by the 
committee is high enough, I will support the rate that has 
been proposed. I believe it would have been better to have left 
it at 75 centsa ton. I will vote for 60 cents, and I will vote for 
40 cents if we can get no more. 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] has offered an 
amendment making the rate 60 centsa ton. I do not think that 
is at all too high when we consider the nature of the labor. It 
must be remembered that the cost is not only in digging out 
this ore from the earth, but it must be transported for a short 
distance to the water on the lakes, and it must there be con- 
veyed by vessels. The vessels have been devised and invented 
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for that particular purpose. Great ‘“‘whalebacks,” as they call 
them, have been devised in order to carry this heavy transporta- 
tion. As a matter of course, a d2nial to them of a protective 
duty would destroy these vessels, costing, as was stated here, 
some twenty or thirty million dollars, built within a few years 
and recently devised. There is now more tonnage of this kind 
passing through the Straits of the Sault Ste. Maric than all the 
rest of the commerce of the United States. Over 10,000,000 tons 
pass back and forth through those straits, and it is increasing 
every year, until now we have to enlarge the locks and the ca- 
nals. This commerce is not asmall matter. It is a commerce 
of such vast extent that it might be compared to any form of pro- 
, duction or any form of industry. 

I say to deny to this industry its fair rate of duty should de- 
feat this or any other bill. This might just as well be under- 
stood now as ever. If there can not be justice and fair play and 
an equal and just distribution of the benefits of the system of 

rotection, then the whole system will be swept away. It is 
oe uded only upon the idea of protecting our labor and prevent- 

ing our laborers from falling to the condition of European labor. 
That is its foundation. If that is stricken out, then it all falls. 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS] may very well feel easy 
about this matter, because Texas does not produce anything that 
needs protection except wool. Informer times the South had 
nomanufactures and no productions needing protection. They 
did not mine the ore and the coal that was under their soil. 
Now they have developed these raw productions. I thank the 
Senators from Alabama in differing, if you please, with a por- 
tion of their fellow Senators and insisting that this new industry 
of their State must be protected to a reasonable extent. If they 
have aided in giving us a duty of 40 cents a ton I thank them for 
it, and I shall vote for it if we can not get any more. 

Thatis the position I occupy in regard to this matter, and 
with these remarks, Mr. President, I will leave the question, 
stating that I wish to see the rule of protection as understood 
by the Republican partyappliedto all. I donot believe that the 
intense selfishness manifested by the writers of that petition 
will have any serious representation on this floor. I look upon 
the demand by these advanced workers in manufacture that they 
shall be fully protected in all their industries and yet deny to 
the miner who gives them the raw material of their industry 
the benefit of this little pittance of 40 cents a ton on their ore, 
as supreme folly or shameless selfishness. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The papers which I caused to be read were 
not statements from manufacturers at all, but from a young 
men’s Democratic club of the State of Massachusetts. 

Mr. SHERMAN. A political club. I think these young men 
in Democratic clubs had better study a little the lessons of ex- 
perience. Most of them I have no doubt are well educated in the 
science of school; many of them are, I know, in the city of Boston. 
If they are not manufacturers of some experience and do not rep- 
resent any sort of interest, I do not think we need care much for 
their opinions. The truth is that that idea of free trade has been 
recently taught in some of the colleges. It is founded upon an 
erroneous basis, upon English ideas, can upon the commercial 
wants of a purely commercial and manufacturing country. Itis 
taught in the schools, adopted in the colleges, taken up by the 
young men as a scholastic theory. They are for free trade, free 
ships, free anything, without experience or knowledge of the 
results of free trade. That idea has been adopted by the class 
of men whose voices ought not to be heard here against the cry 
of laborers coming to us with piteous laments from all parts of 
the country lest their industries shall be crippled by the pro- 
posed tariff law. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, as I believe the debate has 
grown out of a petition which has been read from the desk from 
the Young Men's Democratic Club, of Boston, I desire to say a 
few words in regard to the views which they have been present- 
ing for some years past to the people of Massachusetts, and on 
which they have been seeking votes. I wish to show from the 
events now onaponina, and from the bill now before us, the ab- 
solute dishonesty of the arguments which have been addressed 
by the recent Democratic orators to the people of my State and 
to the people of the New England States generally. 

——— the last ten years there has been a number of young 
men, and of some persons not so young who like to call them- 
selves young men, who have come very actively into politics on 
the Democratic, or, as they choose to call it, the reform side. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Mugwump side. 

Mr. LODGE. They seem to have the idea, in the first place, 
that history began when they entered politics; that there had 
never been any tariff discussion before, and that they were rep- 
resenting a new and beautiful theory. They also seem to be- 
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lieve, and they are encouraged to think so by one of their news- 
papers, that they represent a great moral movement; that 
they are like the Abolitionists, who took their lives in their 
hands in defense of human liberty. On that basis they proceeded 
to preach a reform campaign, and their idea of a reform cam- 
paign was not to preach the doctrine of free trade—with one 
exception they all shrank from it—but to preach what they called 
the doctrine of free raw material. 

Anyone who has given the subject any careful consideration 
knows that the free-raw-material cry is rubbish, merely as a 
statement. The only raw material that exists is that which lies 
in the earth or grows upon its surface, untouched by labor. The 
moment that you touch anything with the hand of labor it ceases 
to be a raw material. The iron ore of the miner is his finished 
material, and the cloth, which represents the highest product 
of the loom, is the raw material of the tailor, who makes it into 
clothing. It was the most utter piece of rubbish ever put for- 
ward in an economic debate, and they put it forward because it 
was a taking device, nothing else. They did not dare to attack 
the doctrine of protection with the mills of New England about 
them on every hand; and so they went to one manufacturer of 
iron and another manufacturer of woolen goods and to the peo- 

le who worked in their industries, and said: ‘‘All you want is 
reg raw material; in other words, we are in favor of having 
everything which comes into the mill come in free of duty, and 
everything which goes out of the mill have a high protection.” 

The utter selfishness of such a proposition isonly equaled by 
its utter and impracticable folly. Everyone knew there was no 
possibility of maintaining any such doctrine as that, and yet 
that was preached up and down the length and breadth of my 
State by these virtuous reformers to the workmen in our indus- 
tries, that the Republican party was cutting their throats be- 
cause they would not give them free coal and free iron. Now 
the Democratic party have got control of every branch of the 
Government, and they bring in a bill with a duty of 40 cents on 
iron ore, to start with. 

[ believe that that duty is right, except that, in my judg- 
ment, it isnot high enough. There is no possibility of carry- 
ing on a system of protection unless you give proper protection 
to every industry and toevery product; and there is no possi- 
bility of -having sensible or intelligent or honest tariff reform 
unless you make it free trade for everybody. Of all the people 
concerned in this business, the manufacturer—of whom there 
are very few, but of whom there are some in New England— 
the manufacturer who wants to bring free wool into his mill and 
turn out of ita highly protected carpet occupies the most ab- 
solutely mean and indefensible position of which it is possible to 
conceive. 

I wish now tocallattention to some utterances which were made 
during these campaigns, utterances which misled some of the 
people of my State and some of the people of the New England 
States, people whose eyes are now being opened wide to the hum- 
bug which was then yee ane tothem. The Democratic party 
was so impressed with the fact that ays 8 had elected a governor 
of Massachusetts that they seemed to think a governor of Mas- 
sachusetts was such a very rare thing that a man who held that 
office ought to have his speeches in book form. They have col- 
lected, therofore, ina large volume the — of Hon. Wil- 
liara E. Russell, lately governor of Massachusetts, and I want to 
call attention to some of the things which he says, and on which 
he —_ votes for himself and his party, and contrast them 
= the Democratic performance in the bill which is now be- 
ore us. 

In a speech on the tariff at Tremont Temple, in Boston, on the 

ith of October, 1888, he said: 


I went to the little town of Bridgewater, and whatdid I findthere? The 
Bridgewater Iron Works with their fires out, their industry killed, How? 


s of men out of 

employment in that little town can testify to the crushing effect of high 

taxation. I went to the little town of Sandwich, and what did I find? 

Its glass industries, thriving under alow tariff, declining under a high tariff, 

dead to-day. Why? Because of high tariff taxatiom on coaland on the raw 
material that enters into glassmaking. 


I suppose by raw material for glass he refers to sand. [Laugh- 
r. 


By a high tariff tax on its pig iron and its coal, and hundr 


I went to Gloucester, and what could I show to those fishermen of Glou- 
cester?. That high tariff taxation had diminished the fore a of 
this nation from 2,500,000 to less than 1,000,000 of tonnage since 1860. It is 
dying. Why? Because of the burden, the restrictive burden, of high tariff 
legislation. Then I went to Fitchburg, to the iron industry,and what could 
Ishow there? One-third of the rolling mills of husetts killed since 
ears dead; half of the rolling mills of New England killed; 

assachusetts reduced from over 100,000 tons to less than 50,- 
000, and now about one-fifth of what we once produced. What is the reason? 
h tariff legislation. Their life has been taken by law to satisfy the State 
Ivania, And who has been benefited? La lvania? 

There is not a State in the Union, th 
where iabor is more downtrodden and depressed, where wages are lower and 
men more often out of employment, than in the highly protected industries 

of the State of Pennsylvania. 


1880—in seven 
the product of 
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It was on such sectional cries as that that they tried then and 
failed to carry the State of Massachusetts. 

Ata later time, speaking before the Bay State Club—a Dem- 
ocratic club—on the 12th of October, 1889, Governor Russell, 
who was elected governor the following year, said: 


Now, contrast that evasive platform— 
referring to the Republican platform— 


with the declaration of Democracy upon the question. We do not hesitate 
to say, inanswer to the demands of business interests and of the whole peo- 
ple, that we stand for free wool, for free coal to make more cheerful the fire- 
side of the humblest home, and to give our industries greater prosperity. 
Free iron we demand; free raw materials we demand; and cheaper neces- 
saries of life. There is no evasion in the platform of the Democratic party, 


And this bill, with a duty on coal and a duty on iron, is the 
answer to that stuff about there being no evasion in the Demo- 
cratic platform, which was put forward year after year to the 
people of Massachusetts. All that remains of that promise is 
the slaughtered sheep industry, picked out for destruction be- 
cause the Democratic party feel that they can not let this bill 
go to thecountry without murdering at leastone industry. Here 
again he spoke of one-half of the iron furnaces of New England, 
which have gone out in the last ten years, and many dependent 
fron industries, like nails and shovels and foundries, have been 
suffering and died. He drewa dismal picture of calamity all 
over New England at a time when employment was plenty, when 
capital was used, when labor was employed; and the fanciful 
picture he drew when the Republicans were in power is a mis- 
erable truth to-day, when the Democratic party has had control 
for a year. 

Again, he said later, in a speech at Music Hall, in Boston, on 
the sth of October, 1891: 


Let me now refer to another, the iron and steel industry. 


And he quotes from the petition of the industry itself, which 
was circulated in February, 1889, asking for free iron and free 
coal. He repeats this over and over again. I shall not weary 
the Senate by reading these attacks. He says in his speech at 
Fitchburg, October 31, 1892, in speaking of the duties on iron 
ore—the precise point we are now engaged upon—- 

The urgent demand of a single Republican Senator, to which the Repub- 
lican party yielded, gave usthisinfliction. Yielded! It was bound to yield. 
Is not its whole tariff policy founded on the principle and pledge that all 
protected interests must stand united for the tariff taxation each demands, 


and that it is not safe tolower a single duty, however exorbitant or unjust, 
for fear that their coalition may break, and their system be endangered— 


This is the duty on iron ore— 


New England may thank this coalition and this unjust policy for the put- 
ting out of the fires in her great industry, for the throwing out of employ- 
ment of thousands of her workingmen, and for the closing up of the great 
concerns which I have mentioned. 


Then he continues: 


Now, who would be injured by reducing or removing these duties? I as- 
sert that no one who has a right to complain or who is supplying a market 
which rightly belongs to him. 


Then he makes another attack on Pennsylvania. Thatdemand 
for free raw material, as they call it, that promise, that pledge 
of free coal and free iron is met in this bill by a duty on both 
articles, and the people of New England and the people of Mas- 
sachusetts understand to-day the absolute falsity of the argu- 
ments, the devices, and the tricks by which for years the Demo- 
cratic party has sought to get votes for their ticket in my State. 

I think, now that this schedule has been reached, it is well to 
call attention to the absolute failure to fulfill those pledges. 
The men who made those pledges.knew, if they knew anything, 
that it was absolutely out of the question to destroy the duties 
on those great industries of iron and coal. They ought to have 
known, if they know anything—which I sometimes a little doubt— 
that the States of Alabama, of West Virginia, and of Virginia 
were quite as eager and quite as anxious for duties on iron ore 
and on coal as ever the State of Pennsylvania or the State of 
Ohio was; yet they preached this doctrine over and over, and 
it has remained for the action of the Democratic Senate to open 
their eyes to the bitter truth that it has been a deception from 
the beginning to the end. Instead of free coal and free iron we 
have duties on both with ruinous cuts in the duties which pro- 
tect New England’s diversified industries. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I simply wish to put inevidence, 
in reply to the paper which was re the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. SHERMAN], a document which I hold in my hand, and which 
was filed before the subcommittee of the Finance Committee of 
the Senate in reply to that petition. It comes from Mr. S. J. 
Ritchie, of Akron, Ohio, a gentleman of high character and 

reat intelligence, who answers seriatim the statements made 
n the paper which the Senator from Ohio produced and read 
bere. 
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Mr. Ritchie declares that this paper was prepared by two 
editors in the city of Cleveland, Mr. Covert, the editor of the 
Cleveland Leader, which is a Republican paper, and Mr. Holden, 
the editor of the Cleveland Plain Dealer, a Democratic paper. 
He exposes so succinctly and distinctly the manifest absurdities 
contained in that paper, that I shall ask that the whole of it be 
put in the RECORD as a portion of my remarks, although | shall 
only read a part of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the paper be read. We are on 
this item now, and if it is an important paper I want it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Wuirein thechair). The 
Senator from Iowa desires that the paper be read. 

Mr. VEST. In the interest of economy of time I did not pro- 
pose to read it all. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will see manifestly that, if this 
is an important paper, as certainly the statement made by the 
Senator from Ohio was important, we should know the effect of 
these two papers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The document will be read, if 
there be no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 





AKRON, OH10, February 22, 1894. 

GENTLEMEN: IntheCleveland Leader of Saturday the i7th, there is printed 
a copy of a petition addressed to the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States. This petition is signed by John C. Covert and L. E. 
Holden as a committee ae the Western Iron Ore Association. 
Mr. Covert is the editor of the Cleveland Leader, a strong Republican 
paper, and Mr. Holden is the editor of the Cleveland Plaindealer, a Demo- 
cratic-paper. In this petition the magnitude of the iron ore business and 
of other interests closely identified with it, such as the lake marine and 
railway transportation companies, dock companies, and the capital repre- 
senting the several corporations operating them, are set forth in a most 
bewildering array of figures. 

This petition states that it contains the signatures of 25,000 of the good 
people of the city of Cleveland, Ohio. The petition isquite as significant for 
what it fails to state as for what it purports to state. Ittells youthat inthe 
mines, in the docks upon the upper and lower lakes, in the lake marine, in 
the railways connecting the lower lake ports with the several points at which 
the ores are smelted there is an aggregate of $197,224,000 of capital invested, 
and that the whole of this vast sum is atonce going to ruin unless Congress 
imposes a tariff of 50 cents per ton on iron ore. 

In the first place the committee will see the utter absurdity of charging 
the whole investmentin the lake carrying tradeto aninvestment in the 
iron-ore business. It willalso see the utter absurdity of charging all the 
investment in the docks upon Lakes Superior, Michigan, and Erie, over 
which iron ore is handled, to the iron-ore business, for, with the exception 
of the pocket docks at two orthree places upon Lakes Superior and Mich- 
igan, these docksare all usedfor the handlingof every other kind of freight. 
Still more absurdis it to charge all the capital invested in the numerous 
lines of railwaysconnecting the lake ports of delivery of this ore, with the 
points at which it is smelted, to the iron-ore business. Every one can see 
at a glance how ee misleading such an arrangement of these figures is. 

This petition also tells you that there is now a cash investment in these 
Lake Superior iron mines of of $71,325,000, and that 816,500,000 of this has been 
added during the last four years. If this means that stock has been issued 
upon these mines aggregating this amount, no doubt these figures are cor- 
rect, but if it means that acash capital outsideof that takenoutof the mines 
themselves has been invested in them, then the statement is wholly wrong. 
The fact is that a great number of these mines were purchased from the State 
at a mere nominal price, and that a large number are still owned by the 
State and are worked upon royalties and leaseholds. Companies are organ- 
ized upon these leaseholds with a large paper capital. A small amount of 
this capital stock is sold for working capital, and the ore taken out soon pays 
all the additional expense; and this money taken first out of the groundana 
a part of i: afterwards put backinto it in the way of improvements and de- 
velopments constitutes the capital represented by these enormous figures 
in the petition. 

Noindustry in the United States has been so enormously profitable as these 
very Lake Superior mines, and many of the signers of this petition, which 
is so fullof wailing and prophecy of evil, are to-day in possession of great 
fortunes made out of them as a return for a very smallinvestment; and 
what is still worse, there are others in whose interest this —_ is pre- 
sented and urged, who are and have been actively engaged in gathering in 
these vast properties to themselves. Taking advantage of the financial dis- 
aster of those who have been operating these properties, they have been us- 
ing the machinery of the courts or of such contracts as rendered the opera- 
tion of the courts unnecessary, to clean out the great number of people in 
whose interest this petition professes to speak. Many millions of dollars 
of these properties have thus been gathered in and now these petitioners 
and their 25,000 signers ask the Government to reach out its oe arm 
to aid them, after the great number of unfortunate owners have been com- 
pletely ruined. 

In the Cleveland Leader of Monday, the 19th, isa long report of the man- 
ner in which this gobbling-up process is at this moment going on. Mines, 
railway and transportation companies, according to this report, are all be- 
ing gathered into the big netof John D. Rockefeller. This transaction is re- 

rted in Mr. Covert’s paper in large head-lines in these words: ‘ His dealin 
ron. John D. Rockefelleron the Mesaba Range. Goteverythingin sight.”’ 
Others who are signers of this petition are imitating Mr. Rockefeller’s 
methods on a less gigantic scale. Thedepressionis being used by these men 
for the scooping in of these properties, and Congress is being asked to pro- 
tect these very same men after the scooping has been completed, and those 
in whose interest the petition professes to speak have been cleaned out. 
The same cry was made at the time of the passage of the tariff of 1883. 
The whole iron-ore business was at once going to ruin unless a high tariff 
was imposed, and this cry was successful to the extent of having the duty 
changed in the conference committee of the two Houses from 50 to 75 cents 
perton. These ores were at that time selling at from % to $8 per ton, and 
still they wanted protection. Now they are selling at Cleveland at $2.75 per 
ton and still they want protection. 

In the Cleveland Leader of the 17th, the same number containing this pe- 
tition to Congress, is the report of avery large sale at $2.75, and this issome 
of the very best ore in the market. In the article reporting this sale the 
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following figures are given as the estimate cost of deli the ores from 
the great Mesaba Range, just acquired by Mr. J. D. Rockefelier: 
Cost of mining by steam shovel. -. -... 2.4 .n00..2- cnccanccaccecece--oe-cee 00.6 
COND CEE cintmmiinbcdoretunenotupeainiieneiteaiieibtiniegiiiintnes aan 
ST OIPEIIIIELD ince nes ccutcrtnainintvbecenebinintantonttinintnintingetimbaantead iiciihiasiinin -80 
EGE TI, ick cidrtcith po wseo cand adsamgilraaiebédaiinnd satatiteiaagibentnsnulman . 8% 
Interest on bonds, salaries, and commissions........................-... -% 
2. 45 


Lam informed by a man thoroughly reilable and familiar with all of these 
iron flelds that this ore can be laid down at any of the Lake Erie ports at $2 
per ton and at the furnaces at Pittsburg for $3 per ton. 

There is not asingle iron or steel works in the wholeof Eur whichcan 
get so many units of iron in their ore for so small a price as the Cleveland 
furnaces can get their ore for, and this is equally true of their coke with re- 
fard to Pittsburg; the raw material to make a ton of iron costs 
the great establishment of Krupp, in Germany, more than it does in either 
Cleveland or Pittsburg. 

In the Cleveland Leader of February 20 is printed what is called “the 
Cleveland vessel owners’ protest to .”’ These “vessel owners” 
who signed this ‘‘ pretest’ are of the same number who signed the petition 
presented on the 16th, and unfortunately some of them are of the number 
who are engaged in the business of gobbling up these iron mines which they 
are telling Congress are going to ruin unless protected by a high tariff. 

This ‘‘ protest" states that these Lake Superior tron stocks have fallen 
from 100 to 500 per cent. The parties who are raking them in through fore- 
closure and other legal proceedings at these vaiues are the 
ee parties to be stretching out their hands in appealing to Congress 
against all competition. In none of these “ petitions,” “ protests,” or * ap- 

Is" is the fact disclosed that all the great “investments,”’ socalled, were 
he profits of the properties themselves, and hundreds of private fortunes 
aside from these represented here pave been made so as to enable their 
ewverstoretire from business. The fact is that thesoso-called investments, so 
far as these iron properties are concerned, are Little more than the bountiful 
gifts of nature capitslized, and it would seem as if there ht to be some 
point or place wheres legislation should cease to interpose artificial barriers 
solely in the interes: of a few individuals or a few corporations against the 
natural operations of the law of supply and demand. 

The United States has a oaew and a eet apy betes than any 
other country in the world. She can and does produce it per than any 
other country in the world. Any claim for protection on the part of the 
Lake Superior mines aguas. any other peer, either in thiscountry or 
any other country, is absolutely withoutany merit, and if granted is solely 
im the interest a@ very few individuals or some gigantic trust whose ac- 
| eet map im many cases are of a very questionable character. All these 

mands upon Congress are made in the name of labor, but the !aborer is 
Without protection; and, save China, he must compete in the open market of 
the whole world. Any legislation which leaves labor free to the competition 
of the world and at the same time taxes the of that labor so as to 
bring this product under the control and mani tion of a few individuals, 
corporations, or trusts, Will soon present, as it is even now presenting, in 
close proximity and alar contrast the extremes of 1 and the ex- 
tremes of penury. Itis not cult for a few influential ‘uals to se- 
cure thousands of names to almost any kind of a petition, and with these to 
; and to secure not class legislation, but in- 
dividual, cerporate, and trust lL 


Iron ore is not a manufactured article. No man ever made aton or a 
and of it. The only labor there is in its production is the labor of the 
cater of the universe, and that labor needs no 
set of men, be they individuals, or 


demand ( or any other la pro or 
special privileged legislation such as will give to the sole benefit and 
roaonopoly of work of its Creator, this ore out of the 
ground dees not change its form or nor its constituent eloe- 
gente, ee — is done ng Me = of man — manufact —- 
The tion of t committee Congress, asking for a protective du 

upon iron ore in the interest of its signers, is nothing more nor less than 

ecurageous demand that shall ws them a premium upon the 
handiwork and bounty of the Almighty. demand for a protective duty 


eS ee 
Very respectf . 


S. J. RITCHIE. 
To the SUBCOMMITTES OF SENATE Cee o 
Mr. SHERMAN. Whois the r? 


Mr. VEST. Mr. Ritchie, of Akron, Ohio. 

Mr. FRYE. His nt is against this bill, is it not? 

Mr. SHERMAN. ith the leave of the Senator from Mis- 
souri, I should like to say that I know Mr. Ritchie v 
Chandar be iv engupeh bs tecaithan tune, aimee 

; he is en em " © repre- 
sentative of a corporation which is said to have acapital of five or 
six million dollars, located at Sudbury, inCanada. I have been 
there and I know about it. It is one of the greatest nickel mines 
tn the world. The same ore contains a greatdeal of coppers and 
is very valuable. All around that ng along the north Supe- 
rior country there is an iron forma as well as on the south 
side. I have no doubt the corporation he represents will 
make more than double its capital if the duty is removed. We 
all know Myr. Ritchie. He is a a who has been about 
the Committee on Finance, over and over again, representing 
his interests in a Canadian 

Tt is said in this letter, which I do not believe is true, that, 


Mr. Rockefeller is buying up all the iron mines in the Lake Be 


perior region. Undoubtedly it is true that 
greatly depreciated in value. No doubt its price was high, 
cuniek by speculation; butnow ithasgonedown. The proposed 


re of the duty on foreign ores compelled the owners to stop 
ree rupinaseg they could not sell their ore, and now all along the 
borders of Lake Erie and Lake there is an immense 
store of iron ore from the Lake S mines with no sale, be- 
nause of the fear of the duty being removed. They can not go 


on and mine the ore, and the who's work is suspended; but [ 
do not believe there has been any attempt to create a trust. 

If there is, Mr. Ritchie, who is an acute man, an able man, 
will doubtless seize the opportunity to take advantage of the 
depression caused by the threat of the reduction of the duty 
or the repeal of the duty to make a great fortune out of his 
mines in Canada. With free iron ore he could land his iron, 
nickel, and copper ore at Cleveland and Buffalo, and undersell 
the American miner. 

I am not in favor of a trust of any kind. I think our legisla- 
tion ought not to favor trusts, and yet the threatened legislation 
has favored and will favor trusts. The removal of the duty on 
iron ore would, by acombination of American and Candian com- 
panies, create a greater trust than any that exists in this voun- 
oa " 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the personality of Mr. Ritchie has 
very little whatever to do with thisargument. He makesstate- 
ments in the paper which has been read which are absolutely 
true in regard to the cost of taking out these ores from the 
Mesaba district, and he states that there is no iron industry in 
Europe which can produce iron as cheaply or put it upon the 
market as cheaply as can the Lake Superior mines. That is the 
salient point in this whole argument; and that determines the 
question as to whether they ought to have what they call pro- 
tection or not. 

The Senator from Ohio speaks of trusts—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me say'to the Senator that the whole 
of the cost of this ore is labor, except the 10 or 20 cents per ton 
royalty, whatever may be the charge—I think it is from 10 to 25 
cents royalty, according to the character of the ore. That is 
the capital represented by the men who own this land. All the 
balance is labor. The ore is transported on short lines of rail- 
road to Lake Superior, and there put upon vessels, all of which 
are built for this particular trade, and are good for nothing else, 
except to carry wheat, ore, or some article in bulk. The whole 
cost, as I have said, is labor from beginning to end. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, if theore is put upon the market 
lower than foreign ore can be brought here in competition with 
it, that is all that we are concerned with now. 

As to the question of labor, I do not care to go into the old 
argument in regard to it. It is enough for me to point to the 
testimony which was taken in regard to the Homestead riots. 
When one of the leaders of the riots was asked by Col. OATES, 
recently nominated by the Democrats as their candidate for gov- 
ernor of Alabama, how much his wages were a day, he said $14 
and something. ‘‘Why,” said Col, OATES, “ that is good wages 
is it not, for asingle maa who only pays two helpers, one $1.75 
a day and the other $1.50?” ‘* Yes,” he said, “Col. OaTsEs, that 
is good wages; but you gentlemen at Washington gave Mr. Car- 
negie in the McKinley act $1,500,000 profit on steel beams, and 
we want to Know what has become of our part of it.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to say to my honorable friend from 
Missouri that he has fallen into the same error into which the 
Senator from Indiana/[Mr. VOORHEES] fellin hisopeningspeech. 
The McKinley law reduced the rates on every article of iron and 
steel, and I expect at some time in the course of this discussion 
to show the reductions and the reasons for them. 

Mr. ALLISON. The McKinley act reduced the duty on steel 


beams. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, yes; and on every other item in this 
schedule. 

Mr. VEST. At the proper time we can discuss what the Mc- 
Kinley act did or did not.do. I did not say it had reduced the 
rates of duty or z them up. I gave you the reply of this work- 
man inorder toillustrate the position of the labor in the United 
States, which the Senator from Ohio himself stated in a public 
interview caused more than anything else the defeat of the Re- 
publican in 1892. 

I have the Senator’s own interview in which he stated that the 
ratives in the United States came to the conclusion that the 
not get their just proportion of the benefits of the tariff, an 

that that opera’ against his party in 1892. I quoted simpl 
the argument made by that operative when he answered to Col. 
OATES that he did not get his part of the plunder that you gavo 
over to Mr. Carnegie. Whether you did itor not, is not the 
uestion now. That was the man’s statement, and his belief was 
that because the laborers did not get their part of it, the riot 


came on, which, above anything else in the earl t of that 
campaign inncehueeltnn iieeadiieas seni upon 
“~ tes. 


rates. 








1894. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Would it interrupt the Senator if I should It has no other effect, and canhave none other. Itis astruggle 
ask him a question? | between Pittsburgand Lake Superior as to the domestic market. 
Mr. ALDRICH. 


Mr. VEST. Certainly not. 


Mr: ALDRICH. I ask why the Senator put a duty of 40 cents 
a ton upon iron ore in this bill? 

Mr. VEST. Iwill answer the Senator with a great deal of 

leasure. I was about te come to that. 


| 
' 
| 


It is entirely legitimate | 


or our friends upon the other side to taunt us with having put | 


this 40 cents a ton on iron ore. 


IT believe in free iron and free coal and free lead and free zinc | 


and free lumber and free hides and free cotton and free wool. 
Now, you ask me why these rates are put in this bill, and [ an- 
swer because we-could not help ourselves with the meager ma- 


| allin this duty. 


jority we had in this Chamber, and because there were Demo- | 
cratic Senators upon this floor who disagreed with us, who 
were unwilling to support any bill with free iron ore and free | 


coal. I have no hesitation in making the statement that an 
immense majority of the Democratic party hold the opposite 
opinion. 

Why did not the Senator put a duty upon cotton and upon 
hides in the McKinley act? 


Why does not the Senator from | 


Massachusetts[Mr. LODGE], who attacks Governor Russell here | 


to-day, go before his people and urge the putting of a en 


upon cotton and upon hides? Because he knows very well that 
the cotton manufacturersof New England and the leather manu- 
facturers of New England would rise against the Republican 
party if they dared to do any such thing. He knows very well 
that-while the woolen manufacturers of New England were de- 
pressed and closing down, the cotton manufacturers were en- 
abled, by reason of their free raw material, to stand much better 
the financial difficulties which were before them. He knows 
now that the Republican party do not dare to advocate a duty 
upon hides, because the leather interests in the ey eee sy 
of New England would immediately rise against the Republican 
party if they dared to do it. 

The Senator from Ohio {Mr. SHERMAN] thanks the Senator 
from Alabama for advocating or bringing about this duty of 40 
cents atononironore. I have nothing to say about who brought 
it about; I do not propose to indulge in any personalities here. 
Ihave simply to say that [am responsible for my opinion and 
responsible for my action in voting for this bill as the best we 
can get, and I propose to go before the people of Missouri and 
tell them what my private opinions are and that I am in favor 
of froo raw materials, although the Senator from Massachusetts, 
who spoke the other day, said there is no such thing as raw ma- 
terial. I propose to say to my people that I did the best I could 
under the circumstances to pass a tariff bill with which I did 
not agree. 

The Senator from Ohio says the State of Texas has little in- 
terest in this matter. Mr. President, every Senator is inter- 
ested in it whether his State has manufactures or not, and the 
argument is not a fairone. But for myself I say that I repre- 
sent a State, the seventh in manufacturing in the Union, with 
large iron interests, and yet I will go before the people to-day 
or to-morrow and say to them that I am in favor of free iron ore, 
and that I was obliged to vote to put this 40 cents a ton duty 
upon it by the exigencies which arose in the Senate in our own 

rty. 

"De. returning to the thanks the Senator gave to the Senators 
from Alabama, if the peopleof Alabamaor their representatives 
urge a duty upon iron ore they make a great mistake. They 
have no interest in that duty, and I hold in my hand an article 
from the Engineering and Mining Journal, which goes on to 
state in a carefully prepared article the cost of coal and iron in 
Alabama, as follows: 


Coal is now loaded on the cars in Alabama at a cost of 60 cents per ton, 
and coke is produced at a cost of $1.16 per ton. The amount of coke re- 
quired for l[ton of pig iron is 1} tons. Theentire cost of making a ton of 

metal, according to the Journal (which gives the items in detail), is 

, average, but there are some establishments which produce it as low as 
#6 per ton of 2.240 pounds, and yet further economies are expected. As the 
lowest of Cleveland pig in England is $3, the Journal reaches the 
conc that “The day not distant when Alabama will capture the 
South American markets now pens by England and Germany, and will 
even become a formidable rival some of the European markets.” We 
commonted the other day on the fact attested by the American Manufacturer 
that there had been a sale of Alabama iron in Pittsburg at % on the cars at 
the place of production. This was, of course, an exceptional sale. The 
pares ii its issue of January 26, says that sales of Alabama iron in 
large lots are now making at 3.90 to 87 per ton cash at the works. 


Mr. ALDRICH. What is the date of the article? 

Mr. VEST. I read from the Engineering and Mining Journal 
of about a month ago, I think. 

This shows that the Alabama iron ore can compete success- 
fully with any in the world, and that there is no necessity for 
the people of Alabama to ask for any protection on iron ore. 


The effect of putting a duty of any sort upon iron ore is simpl 
to handicap iron manulastaress upon the Atlantic seaboard. 





Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isuppose the Senator from Missouri {s as 
well aware as I am that the Alabama ores do not compete with 
the Lake Superior ores at all? 

Mr. VEST. Of course I know you can not make Bessemer 
out of it, and therefore the Alabama people have no interest at 
As the article says, from which I read, they 
will soon command the foreign markets, because with their 
limestone, their ore, their coal, and their cheap labor, alto- 
gether, they will be enabled, to produce this article cheaper 
than any people in the world. 

Mr. President, as far back as the testimony before the Taritf 
Commission, an Alabama miner, the owner of one of the largest 
mines there, testified that they needed no protection, and the 
Senator from Rhode Island knows that the freight upon iron 
ore from abroad gives tc us the advantage upon the Atlantic 
seaboard and everywhere else, as against the foreign ores. 

There are certain sorts of foreign ore which are necessary to 
be mixed with the domestic ore. They are brought generally 
from Cuba and Spain; but the effect of this duty being a prohib- 
itory one, is simply to keep out those ores, and to that extent it 
is a burden upon the iron manufacturers of the East. As to my 
own State, it has very little interest in the matter, because the 
transportation gives to us the domestic market in our immedi- 
ate vicinity, and that is all we can claim. 

I repeat, in conclusion, that the only effect of imposing the 
duty which is now proposed by the Senator from Connecticut, to 
increase it to 60 cents a ton, is to handicap the iron and steel 
manufacturers of the Eastern seaboard. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, the State which Lin part 
represent is probably more interested in this matter than any 
other State in the United States, and I have just a few words to 
say on this question in addition to what has been said by the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] in relation to the wonderful 
increase of the products of the iron ore industry in Michigan. 

Thirty years ago or thereabouts 1,000 tons, I think, was abdut 
the total product of iron ore that was produced and shipped in 
the State of Michigan. To show the wonderful incresse, in 
1884, 2,417,113 tons were shipped from Michigan alone—Iam not 
speaking now about all of the Lake Superior district. That 
production has gone onsteadily year by year until in 1892, 7,628,- 


| 098 tons of iron ore were shipped from the iron regions of the 


State of Michigan. 

Just as soon as the Democratic party came into power, when 
a tariff bill was talked about, the iron business collapsed com- 
letely. There were no sales, no demand for the ores, and the 
ron mines were practically closed during last fall and winter,a 
very unusual thing. 

One of the gentlemen who own these mines, in answer to the 
inquiries made by the Finance Committee, writes as follows: 


Our output— 


This is the reply of the Columbia Iron Mining Company, of 
Crystal Falls, Mich.— 

Our output since commencing has amounted to 340,000 tons of non-Besse- 
mer iron ore. 

In 1893 we closed down eight months because of threatened tinkering with 
the tariff. 

A duty of 75 cents per ton is necessary to place us on anequal footing with 
foreign miners, because we pay our laborers more than 100 per cent over 
foreign competitors. 

If the duty were reduced one-third a reduction of about 40 per cent in cost 
of production would be necessary. 


Speaking of the prices of ore, a subject which has been talked 
about considerably here, they say: 

The prices of ore have been as follows: 
1893, or present time, $1.90 per ton. 

That is non-Bessemer ore— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Are those the prices at the mines? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes, those are the prices at the mines. 
The reply proceeds: 


There has been an increase in foreign and domestic competition, princi- 
pally domestic. 


It is true there has been much competition during the last 
few years, owing to the duty upon ores, and we have received 
Cuban ores, which are brought as far west as Pittsburg, but 
not to any greatextent as yet, however. 

This firm further say: 

Wepreferaspecificduty. Anad valorem rate gives the foreignersa chance 
to doctor prices to suit themselves. 


We areentirely shut down at present; all our mines are fullof water. In 
1892 we had fifteen mines working. employing about 1,000 men. Now every- 


1884, $4.75; 1890, $3.75; 1892, $2.75; 
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thing is idle and scores of people starving on account of no work, the result 
of monkeying with the tariff. 

Tiaere has been a reduction of over 60 per cent in wages during the past 
tiveive months, 

We have no difficulty in construing the existing tariff. 

Price of living remains in stat:: quo. 

Keep the 75 per cent per ton duty on iron ore to remedy the trouble. 

Our product is among the necessities. 


Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator state from whom that com- 
munication comes? 

Mr. MCMILLAN. It is from Crystal Falls, Mich. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Isit not from the Columbia Iron Mining 
Company, of Crystal Falls, Mich.? 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Yes, and these are answers given to ques- 
tions propounded by the Committee on Finance. 


From 8 to 10 per cent is the rate of interest. 

Immigration has had no effect on our business. 

Sixty per cent of our labor is skilled. 

We propose to meet a reduction of the ~~ by reducing labor. 

If working full force we would employ men, and under our present 
tariff system. would pay ordinary laborers $1.50 to $1.75. 


As to the number of people employed in our State in the pro- 
duction of iron ores we have what are called the Marquette range, 
the Menominee range, and the Gogebic range, and the number 
of people employed in 1892 was 17,272. Thereisa very large num- 
ber of people employed in that one industry. In 1893 the num- 
ber empivyed was reduced to 3,673, and the condition of the iron 
country during the last winter was pitiful; in fact, the condition 
there at the present time is very threatening. It is only twoor 
three weeks since that riots took place there lnvelving very seri- 
ous trouble among the men who are outof work and who are in- 
clined to make trouble. 

I will state, Mr. President, that I hold in my hand the 
eleventh annual report of the commissioner of labor of the 
State of Michigan, giving the latest information on the subject. 
He gives the amount of the production in the State; and I ask 
permission to have this statement printed in the RECORD with- 
ot reading. It contains a great deal of important informa- 
tion. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator will have it read if it is 
not too long. 

Mr. MCMILLAN, It is pretty long. 

Mr. CHANDLER. On what page of the bulletin is it found? 

Mr. MCMILLAN. It is not to be found in the bulletin; it is 
the report of the commissioner of labor of the State of Michi- 
gan. 

Mr. HOAR. How many pages of the document the Senator 
holds in his hands does it cover altogether? 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Ido not know exactly, but quitea number 
of figures are given in the report, and, as it is quite lengthy, if 
there be no objection, I will ask that it be inserted in the REc- 
ORD without reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair), In 
the absence of objection, it will be so ordered. 

The extract from the report referred to is as follows: 


MICHIGAN IRON MINES AND MINERS. 


In this connection it is believed that the following history of Michigan 
iron mines and miners, from the discovery of iron ore in 1884 to the present 
time, covering the developmentof the mines, tons of ore pre<luced, the cost 
and prices received each year, together with the paid men in different 
years will be not only interesting, but instructive, especially at this time 
when the gréat industry is almost at a standstill. 

While the Upper Peninsula of this State is celebrated forits mines of iron 
ore, and while they have been continuously wrought since the year 1848, 
there are many of the inhabitants of Michigan and especially among those 
living south of the Straits of Mackinac, who do not possess enyening like a 
correct conception of their magnitude, or the amount of ca labor 
empioyed in their development and operation. Contribut as they do 
so much to the support of the labor of Mich , & brief outline describing 
them in a general way may not be amiss at this time and place. 

The wonderful growth of our ore-mining industry is somet: Michigan 
people, who pride themselves upon the many successful ente of their 
State, can point to with no inconsiderable degree of satisfaction. Begin- 
ning with the discovery point, the Jackson mine, Marquette County, in the 
year 1844, Michigan now stands at the head of all States in the Union in the 
number oi tons of iron ore mined each year, and has made it ble for 
the United States to gain the position it now holds as first in the list of all 
countries of the world producing iron ore and iron. 

For many years after the find of the orig’ ore sepens. development 
was necessarily slow, due to the lack of pro facilities for shipping of 
product and securing of supplies, and to the absence of suitable machin 
and correct knowledge of the incl rock formations and how they coul 
be best taken care of. It was not until the 1873 that a uct of 1,000,- 
000 tons per annum was achieved, arecord t was heralded far and near as 
one the State might never agaiu equal, and while the wonder was that so 
much had been produced, a greater problem was ted in how was it all 
to be consumed. The latter was an:wered by the building of new furnaces 
and mills in Ohio and Pennsylvania, to which markets the ore was freighted 
by boat from Marquette, the then only outlet a 

As the demand for iron grew there was incentive offered for the discovery 
of new mines, and this led to search in other fields than the then single one 
which had made such The work of the prospector was re 
and in 1877 was added the Menominee r. with its natural i port at 
Escanaba, Mich. The contribution from district was u and th 
year 1885 witnessed the addition of the Gogebic —— lake ports at 
Asbiand, Wis., and Escanaba, Mich. no win ae the ore from these 
three great ranges Was marketed, and ata that allowed liberal profits 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 











to those who placed money in the enterprise, and gave fair wages to the 
labor employed in and about the mines. - 

No region was more prosperous or contented, and the almost entire ab- 
sence of strikes or labor dissensions is conclusive proof that the relation be- 
tween employer and employé was eeable even untocordiality. No other 
region in the country employing a like amount of labor can show a better 
record in this respect. Contributing to this end we find a population of in- 
telligent laboring men. The miners are Englishmen from the mining dis- 
tricts of Cornwall; Scandinavians, from Norway and Sweaen; a small per- 
centage of Irish nativity, and a few Italians and Finns. The laborers who 
are given place on the surface doing ordinary work, and who tram the cars 
of ore underground in the mine, are made y - from the different nationali- 
ties with a larger percentage of Finns than isfoundamongtheminers. Al- 
together they comprise a very thrifty population. Many possess their own 
homes, which are well provided with comforts, and all are well dressed. 
The number of children enrolled in the different districts as attending school 
show that particular attention is given to educational affairs, speaking vol- 
umes for the thrift and patriotism of the people. i 

The success attending the business of mining has built up many substan- 
tial towns that derive their support from the labor here given place. In the 
Marquette district is Ishpeming, the largest = in point of population in the 
upper peninsula, it possessing about 12,000souls. Negaunee, 3 miles distant, 
has 6,000, and besides these are the villages of Republic and Champion, with 
3,600 people. Marquette, the lake port for a portion of the product, has over 
8,000 people who are ge: agen upon the railway and lake shipping interests 
directly associated with the mines in the transportation of their product. 
Escanaba, that takes a portion of the ore of the Marquette and Gogebic, and 
the entire amount sent from the Menominee range, has 6,000 people who are 
directly associated with the ore shipping industry. The Menominee range 
has the active city of Iron Mountain, the location of the principal mines, 
while Norway, Crystal Falls, and other towns are important. In Gogebic 
County is Ironwood, with 8,000 inhabitants; Bessemer, the county seat, and 
other places of importance, and all of them entirely dependent upon the 
mining of iron ore for existence. 

When it is said that $80,000,000 are actually invested ip the iron mines of 
Lake Superior, so called, and that $180,000,000 have been placed in the mines 
and in the equipment of docks, railways, and boat lines necessary to the 
conducting of the business, the place that capital holds is apparent. And 
when to this is added the fact that of the entire cost of the finished forms of 
iron and steel 85 per cent can be charged to labor—figuring from the time 
the miner breaks the ore from the vein until the sheet of steel comes from 
the rolls—the importance of the industry to the laboring men of this State, 
and to other States to which the ore is sent upon its journey of transforma- 
tion, can be realized. 

Nature has contributed her full share in the giving of ores of different va- 
rieties and grades that are especially desirable for the manufacture of both 
iron and steel, They are the richest in iron of any produced in America, 
giving to the finished product the greatest tensile strength and toughness 
which has made their use so one and afforded so ready a market for 
many years ata fair price. In this feature of excellent qualities is found 
one reason for the oe development of the mines as compared to those of 
lower grades situated at nearer proximity to the great iron and steel man- 
ufacturing centers, and whose operation can be carried on at less cost, owing 
to climatic advantages over the e Superior flelds, where winters are long 
—_ payee and where labor needs greater aids in the way of clothing, food, 
and fuel. 

We find many nee in the methods of working the mines as compared 
to those in vogue earlier in their history, these being to the advantage of 

the men employed as well as to the shareholders. As the mines grow older 
they increase in depth. Where the lowest levels were working at 200 feet 
below surface ten years ago they are now down to 600 and 1,000 feet Inthe 
majority of mines the men are raised and lowered in cages that are sub- 
stantiaily constructed of iron and steel. This does —ay with the fatiguing 
exertion of climb: slippery ladders, the old method of going up and down. 
We find that special signals are given the engineers handling the hoisting 
engines whenever there are men in the cage, and at such times a lower rate 
of speed is observed in raising or lowering the cage, or skip. 

There is a State law requiring that every mine shail have at least two 
shafts, so that in case of accident to one, which might close it, there may be 
another avenue —— which the men underground could escape to tha 
surface. We find this law universally lived upto. AStatelaw creating the 
office of mine inspector in each county where mining was extensively car- 
ried on went into effect in 1886. In case dangerous places exist in the mines 
the inspector can be called in at the request of a certain number of men and 
he may order such changes as he may think necessary to their nen. 
We find upon inquiry among the miners that the office is acceptable to them 
and that it is being well attended toin thedifferentranges. We find, too, that 
each mining a gives its mining captain and shift bosses particu- 
lar directions with reference to the care of ground that may —— defec- 
tive, so that accident to life may not occur. After each blast is fired men as 
“barrers " take down such loose pieces of rock or ore as may not have been 
thrown completely out by the force of the explosion. There are nogasesin 
the mines ana the ventilation is generally , the older mines having many 
shafts, affording an abundance of pure air. 

In years gone by no little sickness was caused by the nitroglycerin used 
as an explosive, the fumes of the burn. acid causing severe headaches, 
from which the men suffered considerably. This is now almost entirely 
overcome by the introduction of dynamite in which the nitroglycerin is 
taken by an absorbent, the chemical properties of which dispense with 
former sickening fumes. Of importance, too, is the greater safety in han- 
dling the modern explosive, ent from premature explosion now being 
rare, whereas in times gone by death from such causes was htfully com- 
mon by reason of the oe nature of the pure nitroglycerin. 

At all of the larger es We find considerable ‘‘dry”’ or change houses, 
where the miners wash themselves and ch their clothing after coming 
out of the mine. There are baths vided with hot and cold water, closets 
for the keeping of the clothing of the men while they are at work, and a man 
is employed to take ch of the building and its contents. Heating isdone 
by steam. For this service each miner pays 50 cents per month. 

Nine hospitals are found inthe principal towns, these being in charge of 

sicians of excellent skill who provide medical attendance, medicines, 
‘ood, and place for men injured in the mines, and besides treat their fami- 
lies. The married men each pay from $1.50 to $2 for this service, and the 
unmarried men 50 cents less per month. The eral health of the ore dis- 
Se aeeeel the —— towns having excellent sewerage systems and 
pa; ar attention to sanitary affairs. 
epidemic of typhoid fever at Ironwood the past summer was an un- 
usual ex: on. At each mine thereis a benefit fund to which every miner 
belongs. case of accident rend him unable to work, the benefit club 
takes care of him, and in case of <i his widow or family receives from 
and besides this the fumeral expenses are paid. Each miner 
suscribes 50 cents month, and the mining company puts as much into 
the fund each month asdothe miners. Someof the clubs have accumulated 
considerable property in this way from which they have derived important 
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benefits, and have rendered substantial aid to those of their number who 
have been unfortunate in the mines. 

Of much interest to the miners of Michigan and other ore-producing fields 
of the country is the fact that the eight-hour day has been adopted at three 
of the mines of the Marquette range. It was first inaugurated at the Pitts- 
burg and Lake Angeline Mine, Ishpeming City, October, 1892. The company, 
unsolicited by the employés, offered to make a three-months’ trial of the 
plan, which, if it gave as largea pe aes per man as under the ten-hour day, 
would result in the adoption of theshortercay. Notonlyhas the trial given 
as large a product, but has been increased by aconsiderable percentage over 
the old day of ten hours, and the system is now employed throughout the 
entire property of this company. 

In November of 1892 the Winthrop Iron Company, in the Marquette dis- 
trict, followed the plan of the Lake Angeline, and has been working satis- 
factoriiy upon that system eversince. ‘hese mines work three ‘‘shifts’’ or 
parties of men. They relieve each other ‘in ee as they term it, one 

arty taking the tools from the hands of the retiring one, so that no time is 
fost. Two shifts of signs hours each are eee worked at the Salisbury 
mine of the Cieveland-Cliffs Company, Ishpheming, Marquette range, with 
about the same result as shown under the ten-hour day. The addition of the 
third shift would undoubtedly show a gain over results now accomplished, 
and would be tried but for the fact that the company does not wish to make 
a larger output of ore until the market for it is more satisfactory than now. 
The eight-hour day is not as yet observed A any other mines of the Lake 
euper or districts than those here mentioned. 

é amount of ore produced since the time the mines were first opened is 
enormous. Up to and including the year 1893 the three Michigan fields have 
— 73,936,827 gross tons. Contributing to this the Marquette range has 
credit for 40,971,000 tons; the Menominee 18,032,311 tons, and the Gogebic 
14,933,516 tons. Including the entire Lake Superior region, which embraces 
the mines of Minnesota, the grand tctal tonnage is 80,390,352. 

Showing the rapid and steady gain in production, the following figures 
giving the number of tons annually sent out for each of the past ten years 
will prove interesting: 








. Michigan | Entire lake 
Year. mines. region. 
Tons. Tons. 

2, 417, 113 2, 506, 814 

’ 285, 249 2’ 516, 201 

3, 126, 517 3. 558, 571 

4,170, 4, 748, 276 

4, 283" 926 5, 046, 503 

6, 054, 249 7, 282) 644 

7, 878, 637 9, 003, 701 

6, 063, 814 7,091, 981 

7, 628, 598 9° 069, 556 

4, 300, 000 5, 933, 196 








The great falling off in shipments from Michigan mines for the year 1893 
as compared to 1892 and previous years is noticeable. In 1892 all fomer rec- 
ords were eclipsed with the exception of 1890, but it will be seen that the 
entire Lake Superior output was in excess of any previous year. In 1892 
Michigan produced 46.29 per cent of the ore mined in the United States, an 
achievement of which her people may justly feel proud. 

With the falling off in oe for 1893 there was still greater reduction of 
labor. As early as April several mines of the Gogebic range shut down, 
while a number materially reduced their forces of men. At Bessemer, the 
Colby mine, the principal one at that place, ceased operations, throwing 700 
men out of employment. AtIronwood the Norrie mine, employing when 
active 1,600 men, was ee closed in June, at which time the Ashland, the 
second largest mine in the city, also a. letting out650. The Menominee 
range was affected at about the same time; the Chapin, the largest mine on 
the range, suspended, as did every property employing labor in the Crystal 
Falls section of that range. 

The mines of the Marquette range held on generally until July, when 
they, too, succumbed to the same causes that had silenced their neighbors— 
inability to secure agg oe to carry on the business and lack of a market at 
bidding prices. The following table, showing the number of men given 
place on the different ranges at the ist of November in each of the years 
mentioned, suggest the seriousness of present conditions: 





” Marquette | Menominee! Gogebic 
Year. range. range. range. Total. 
6, 585 2, 752 3, 279 12, 616 
7,484 4,012 3, 962 15, 458 
7, 230 4, 208 3, 843 15, 281 
7,986 4, 665 4, 621 17,272 
1, 895 1, 365 413 3, 673 








The year 1893 has certainly been a great congpenen to the labor and 
capital of the ore fields of this State. Personal visitation of many of the 
principal mines of the different fields reveals the fact that much was ex- 
pec of the year. In almost every instance the representatives of the 
mining companies informed us that they had anticipated and arranged for 
a large output. Their forces of men had been kept up throughout the win- 
ter of 1892-'93 (the usual custom, as the ore is stocked upon surface at the 
mines at this season, when navigation on jthe lakes can not be carried on), 
— = had been made ready for a still larger output than the one achieved 


The thousands of men who were forced into idleness sought employment 
in other fields, but other mining fields were experiencing similar troubles 
as those of Mich A few bundred were engaged by coal-mining compa- 
nies at S Valley, Ill., the larger ponte of Italians emigrated to 
their native country, and many of the English miners returned to Cornwall, 
but there were thousands who remained at home, hoping that each succeed- 
ing day would =v of the opening of the home properties. A few of 
the mines contin in ea giving place to the number of men indi- 


cated in the pepdhement 
Some of these a: to rr the men with ere until such time 
as they could raise the money pay them, this depending upon the condi- 
tion of the market and Sc of buyers to meet maturing paper. But 
there was a severe cut former wage rates of those who continued in em- 
ployment, this being due to the fact that ore had fallen in price at least #1 
per ton, and there was no other way of meeting the reduction than by less- 
ening the wages of the menemployedinthe mining. Showing the severity 





of this, [append the following table of wages paid at one of the principal 
mines for the last thirty-six years: 


Wages | wages ] 


| + | 
Wages | Wages 
> i 
Years. oes. paid Years. | a e-| _ pala 
men. | Miners. | men, miners. 
| | 

SE diinip eisai ioe 80. 75 #0. 81.35 $1.50 

eS 7% ; 1.35 | 1.50 

i ieikiinnlaiiretabanieta 7 : 1.35 1.50 

1.25 1. 1.35 | 1.50 

BE Dicsinndmemecth 1.00 1. 1.55 1.75 

Ss ticedsidanimenall . 90 1. 1.50 1.70 

Rains died as tined ade 1.75 2. 1.50 1. 85 

rei 2.50 3. 1. 65 1.90 

oil 2.00 2. 1. 65 1.95 

Re cite a 2.00 2. 155 1.90 

1867 2.00 2. 1. 65 1.90 

1.89 2. 1. 65 2. 05 

1.80 2. 1.55 00 

1.75 2. 1.50 1.75 

1.75 2. 1.50 1.75 

1.75 2. 1. 55 1.75 

% 2. 00 2, 1.50 1.70 

SEL: svibwaumnnes 1.35 1. 1.00 1.50 
Se 1.35 1. 





*Since July. 


The above wages were upon what is known in the mining region as the 
“company-account”’ plan. Thisis for a stipulated wage per day. By far 
the largest portion of the mining is done upon the contract system, the 
miner receiving so much per ton of ore broken and placed in skips, or else 
so much per foot of ground drifted, or sunk, as the case may be. The wages 
earned by the contractors will average much better than those of the com- 
pany-account men. At the minefrom which the figures above were obtained 
about one thousand men are employed when full force is on, and fully seven- 
eighths of this number were working on the contract plan. 

At another mine, whose full complement of men is over 800, we were shown 
the books of the company —— it, which contained arecord of the earn- 
ings of the contract labor, this including miners and skip-tenders. Figures 
representing the net earnings per day (the cost of oil, candles, and explo- 
sives having been deducted) were as follows: 





PN nies Uiihedlnniadnebadindineseen #2. 58 
a tit ici aba “oi 2.51 
Se as 2.48 
1893, first nine months -...... << ma 
1893, October and November.... 1.54 





The mine from which these figures were taken is located inthe Marquette 
range, where we found wages higher than those paid in the Menominee or 
Gogebic districts, the latter paying miners 31.25 per day on contract plan. 

In the Vermillion district of the Lake Superior region miners were being 

aid $1 oy day, andsurfacemens80cents. The latter district requires skilled 

abor, the mines being producers of hard and soft ores much like those of 
the Marquette district of the Michigan field. Mining is conducted on the 
underground plan, where experienced miners are necessary to successful 
operation. 

In the above table of figures, showing the earnings of contract miners 
where the highest wages are now paidin the Lake Superior mines, it will 
be noticed that the months of October and November, 1893, show a reduc- 
tion of 36} per cent as compared to the average daily wages of the nine 
it previous, and of 38 per cent for the nine years preceding 1893. This 

owered wage has resulted in general dissatisfaction on the part of the 
laborers who find they can barely exist upon it, and in cases where the sur- 
face laborers have large families, which we find to be often the condition, 
they are forced to suffer for lack of much that the severe climate demands. 
Cold weather comes with the first of October. Snow generally comes with 
the first week of November and frequently lasts until the first of May. In 

ast years the miners and laborers were abundantly able to make provision 
‘or the cold weather part of the year, having asurplus of money that was 
devoted to such use. or is the forced change acceptable to the mining com- 
panies, who appreciate the fact that low wages beget trouble as well as cause 
physical suffering. 

The great shrinkage in the selling priceof ore gives reason for the lowered 
wage. Bessemer ores containing 67 per cent metallic iron and .02 per centin 
phosphorus dropped from $4.50, the price received in 1892, to 83.25 per ton; 
this for deliveries at Lake Erie ports. An average of 81.60 of the selling price 
must be paid for transporting each ton from the mines, this including in- 
surance and commission, which amounts to 15 cents per ton. A majority 
of the Lake Superior mines are wrought by those who lease them from the 
owners of the fee of the lands holding the ore deposits, a royalty being paid 
the fee owners of so much per ton, this varying with the quality and char- 
acter of the product from 25 to 60 cents. 

With this added to the cost of freighting there is little left for mining, 
local taxes, and the many other items entering into the cost of raising the 
ore. The companies are a the best machinery known to the in- 
dustry for rapid and cheap winning of the mineral stores, and lessened cost 
is now yes el at the expense oflabor. We find magnificent plants of hoist- 
ing machinery, modern pumping engines, rock drills operated by com- 
pressed air that have taken the place of the old style drill that cut the 
ground slowly, and with much effort on the part of the miner who wielded 
the hammer to force its pass into the ore or rock. 

There is machinery that fashions the sets of timber that go into the mine 
to support the hanging walls; steam and electrically propelled tram cars 
take the ore from the stope to the shaft. Instead of being wheeled by hand 
in barrows, the ore of stock-piles is now placed in the shipping cars by 
means of the steam shovel, saving time and severe effort on the part of 
labor. All that the ingenuity of man can devise to assist in the obtaining 
of ore at the lowest possible cost had been adopted. 

In interviews with many of the miners of the different fields they com- 

lain that lowered wages had not been accompanied by lessened cost of liv- 

ng. Rents were lower than before the cut, but aside from this single item 
— were paying as much for the necessaries of life. 
any of the representatives of the le mines of the different ranges 
were seen and questioned with reference to their opinions as to the cause of 
the change in their condition as contrasted to former years. They were as 
a unit in replying, all having substantially the same statement to make. 
They claimed that the furnaces anc mills had generally suspended work be- 
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fore the closures at the mines, and as consumption had 





ped, production 


could not be continued. Changes in duty on pig iron, rails, and other 
manufactures of iron ore had been promised; free iron ore had been advo- 
Cated, and this with such apparent — by those who held the reins of 
government that capital had decided toawait such promised changes before 
making further iron ore or iron purchases. 


Changes in tariffs might be reflected by changes in values of fron prod- 
ucts, and it had been decided by the manufacturers tohold aloof until Con- 
gress gave final decision upon the question. The consumers of ore had given 
the producers this reason, too, and the mining companies as well as their 
empicyés are agreed upon this as the cause of their troubles. 

At one mine producing hard specular and m etic iron ore and which 
was idie, we were told that the Cuban ores had already taken the place of 
theirs in Pittsburg, Pa., furnaces. Inquiry as to whether home production 
might not have been too largely in excess of the demand we were answered 
that there had been no evidence in support of such point. The amount of 
iron ore in stock at Lake Erie ports at the close of navigation for the past 
five years is shown as follows: 

Gross tons. 


i saeicmpart twioiaijass tent eteg bel tat Oa STs 
AiG RRR ROA Et A RENEE EE NDRM AB HARDIE EH 5 3. 893, 487 
1894 divniikeidr 

1882 nateriniaians ae 
1893 osuniinee e 


It is from this stock that the furnaces aresupplied during the season when 
lake navigation is closed, or from about November 15 to May 20 of the fol- 
lowing year. In addition to home product of iron ore there had been sent 
in from foreign countries the following tonnage, the ores coming directly 
into competition with those of Michigan: 

Tons imported 


I a a ie eee ee Te 853, 573 
1890 . .. 1,246, 830 
SOU o> sceneries snrsitea lites wiiaustn tapestries 
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A statement that natural labor no longer was entitled to consideration in 
figuring upon the cost of miningore, for reason thatthe inn )vation of the 
steam shovel had shown that it was to do the miining In future, was bitterly 
resented by the mining men and the miners of the Michigan fields. They 
claimed this tobe unfair, because it was untrue. Of the 16,036,043 tons of 
iron ore mined in the United States in 1892 none had been raised with the 
steam shovel, and of the twenty-four States producing ore in 1893 but one 
~ yy the shovel in the stead ofthe miner, and that at but three mines 
of the many 


it yosseased, The total tonnage of ore so secured would 
amount but to ,000 tons. 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Iowa pardon mea mo- 
ment? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I want to call the attention of the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] and the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to some testimony given before a 
select committee of which I happened to bea member, of which, 
by the bye, the Senator from lowa |Mr. ALLISON] was a mem- 
ber, on our relations with Canada. I remember the statement 
of a very intelligent man by thename of Horace P. Tobey, given 
in Boston in 1889, September 12. I suppose the Senator from 
New Hampshire and the Senator from Rhode Island would 
re the statute of limitations upen that testimony. 
Mr. Tobey was the treasurer of the Tremont Nail Company, at 
Wareham, N. H.—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. It should be Massachusetis. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is printed here “‘New Hampshire” and 
not “‘ Massachusetts.” 

Mr. HOAR. That is not the only thing wrong in the report. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is no. such town our State, I 
a say to the Senator, and it evidently should be Wareham, 

ass. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well. After giving a long statement as 
to the effectof the duty oncoal and iron andone thing or another, 
he sums up in this way: 

While foreign pig fron has fallen to about 
the specific duty hag not been reduced at all. 
fron has ne peerly three times the duty, value 


The case has been nearly the samie as regards serap iron; 
sence of exact statistics, we do not tabulate the prices of this 


This duty t tical hibitory. Tmporta 
entirely to certain high grades of pig iron, m the use of which quality is 
ynore considered than p . 

Then he gives the result of this system of taxation, and I 
should like to eall the attention of the Senator from Ohio to one 


one-third of its value of 1872, 
In other words, for the last 
for value, 


eeecer See he oan that the manufacturers of this country 
did not req protection t, 
of labor, and I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Ohio and also of the Senator from Rhode Island to the 
tions of this gentleman upon that subject: 
The result has been that fa rolling mills and foundries have 
lied to 


for their materials the price ruling at distant 
fasunnen te Bixces, us a freight rate of several dollars per ton to 
their works. As the rolitag mills, foundries, and machine shops located 
near such furnaces can transmit their finished tothe New England 
consumer as as the New mill, foundry, or machine 
shop can bring in its the been to throw all the manu- 
facturing, mani and finishing of and steel, as as the 
wipe out the tr ‘industries, large and saanil, of ew ” 
Wipe out the tron and steel industries, large and 
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This is the remark which struck me with a good deal of sur- 
prise at that time, and to which I should be glad to invite the 
attention of Senators upon the other side of the Chamber: 

The surviving mills owe their continued existence, in a small part, to the 
fact that they have been able to pick up and rework a little old material 
(serap-iron, castings, and turnings) in their own territory; but chiefly to 
the fact that they have, through the compulsion of circumstances, been 
systematically din the degradation of American labor in New Eng- 
land. A skilled operative in a New England rolling mill does not, on an 
average, receive one-half the pay that a man similarly employed in a Pitts- 
burg mill receives for the same work. 


So much for that. Then he goes on to give the price in New 
England rolling mills and what other manufacturers are com- 
pelled to pay for iron ore, iron, and coal. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him 
at this point? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The statement whieh was read this morn- 
ing by the Secretary, on my suggestion, appended to the peti- 
tion of the Massachusetts Democratic Reform Club, was the 
statement of an iron manufacturer who isa Democrat. There 
is no name given on that paper at all, but I have no doubt what- 
ever that the same Mr. Tobey, who made the staterhent from 


; which the Senator is now reading, also made the statement 


which I have submitted. Mr. Tobey is the treasurer or the 

resident, as the case may be, of the Tremont Coal Company, of 
Wershan, Mass., and he is the leader in the Democratic party 
of the free raw material movement in that State. He is the man 
above all others who puts this question to the front, and there 
is no sympathy, so far as I know, anywhere in any State of New 
England with the statement made by Mr. Tobey and quoted by 
the Senator from South Carolina, that there has been any deg- 
radation of labor in New England. The Senator from South 
Carolina has read this same statement to the Senate two or 
three times before. 

Mr. BUTLER. I believe I have only read it once, but.it will 
bear reading several times, and [ will give the Senator enough 
of it before we get through with this discussion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator will show his sympathy 
for Mr. Tobey by voting for his proposition, and not by empty 
words. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ifthe Senator will possess his soul in patience 
I will convince him, as I will the Senate, that this isnot a Dem- 
ocratie movement by any means. I do not know Mr. Tobey, and 
never met him except on that occasion. He appeared to be a 
very intelligent man, and I was informed he was avery reliable 
man. I do not know whether he told the truth or a falsehood. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May [ask the Senator a question there? 

Mr. BUTLER. I weal rather be permitted to get through 
with this statement, and then I will allow the Senator from New 
Hampshire to interrupt me, and also the Senator from Rhode 
Island. ss 

Upon that point I desire to read from the testimony in answer 
to the statement that this demand for free raw material came 
alone from the Democrats of New Englaad, as I understood the 


Senator. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Entirely so, without the slightest exception, 
so far as I know. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will just bear with me a mo- 
ment, I think I shall convince him that in that he is mistaken. 

Mr. Tobey then goes on and summarizes the result of hisstate- 
ments and his experience, which I shall read. He says: 

, and 

nds fase tnststp Gc Mes sy Tats cominated by wale af was Wr HS 

2. The ee duty = bituminous coal prohibits to New England the 
exercise of the right which she enjoyed and largely used before the war, of 
importing coai, and, without prod any revenue for the Gov- 
ernment, puts an extra and unnecessary cost of $1.50 per ton upon all bitu- 
minous coal used in England. 


lam a New England side of it now, mind you. 
Mr. PLATT. What amount does he state? 
Mr. BUTLER. One dollar and a half per ton. : 
Mr. HOAR. Will the Senatorpardonme? Hes of that 
as the New land side of the question, when New England 
entirely repudiates that argument and takes the opposite side 
of it. 
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. ay | is a 
, I shall the Senator f 


use this 
with me a little while I think I shall convince them. 
. oe ‘ortable for them, but still they must submit to this 
sort a 


Mr. Will the Senator allow me to repudiate 
Mr. BUTLER. No, air; I will not. 
. CHANDLER. I must repudiate that idea. 
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Mr. BUTLER. 
becruse I intend the Senator shall indorse it before I get 
through. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
could say would make us uncomfortable. 


I will not permit the Senator to repudiate it, 


Nothing the Senator from South Carolina 


Mr. BUTLER. I amreally sorry to see the Senators so rest- 
less in their chairs, which gives them the appearance of being 
very uncomfortable. I do not know whether the statement is 
correct or not, but ] beg the Senators to remain quiet, and not 
to manifest so much anxiety and uneasiness about what I am 
reading. 

Mr. Tobey continues: 


3. The combined duties upon coal and iron ore prohibit the smelting of 
tron in New England, and the duty upon pig and scrap iron and coal is clos- 
ing her iron and steel mills and workshops. 

4. Under the pressure of these duties statistics indicate that the iron and 
steel working industries of New England have during the last ten years 
shrunken 40 per cent, while those of the country at large have during the 
same period increased about 57 per cent. 

5. No natural disadvantages have caused this large loss to New England. 
The obstacles interposed by the tariff are solely responsible for it. 

mi These obstacles have caused a degradation of American labor in New 
England. 

7. In the manufacture,manipulation, and finishing of the iron and steel 
consumed in New England there would be support for 750,000 of her people 
if the prohibitory tariff duties upon crude iron, coal, coke, and iron ore 
Were removed or properly reduced. 

8. Crude iron is, in whole or in part, raw material in thirty-two of the 
States and in all the Territortes. 

9. The prohibition of cheap iron and steel to New England (through the 
heavy duty upon the crude materials used in their manufacture) is an ob- 
stacie to her progress in arts, sciences, manufactures, and civilization, and 
tends to her degradation in rank among the States. 

10. National economy calls for the removal or large modification of the re- 
strictions upon the importation of coal, coke, iron ore, and crude iron, since 
more men would thereby be given employment in the New England States 
that would be thrown out of work in other States, and the labor done would 
be of a higher grade. 

11. The importation of crude iron under a 7 reduced tariff into the 
seaboard States will not prevent the American furnaces from making iron 
for «ll the interior States, and through the fluctuations of the market com- 
peting for and securing a large part of the trade of the seacoast. 

12. While this argument has been closely confined to the interests of the 
New England States it applies with nearly equal force to all the seaboard 
districts of the United States. 

13. The rate of — imposed upon the erude materials used in iron and 
steel manufacturing is at least six times as large as the average duties im- 
posed by the existing tariff upon all other crude materials used in the arts 
and manufactures. It finds its parallel only in the heavy duty still im- 
posed upon lead. 


I want the attention of the Senator from Rhode Island, the 
Senator from Massachusetts, and the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire to what this gentleman says. 

Now, gentlemen— 

He says, speaking to the committee— 


I should be sorry to leave this subject without having you understand that 
this argument which I have read is not a partisan document originating in 
the minds of any fanatics or extremists. it is a deliberate statement of the 
Wants and desires of the iron manufacturers of this district; and in proof of 
that [ wish to call your attention to the annexed petition: 


PETITION. 
To the Senators and Representatives in Congress of the New England States: 


Not Democrats or Republicans, but to Senators and Represent- 
atives in Congress from the New England States. 


The undersigned, proprietors or managers of iron-working establishments 
in New England, being members of all political , and believing that 
in the adjustment of the tariff a careful regard should be had to the rights 
and interests of all sections and of all the ple; that the local interests 
of each section should be carefully watched by its delegates in Congress; 
and that in order to be fully informed, such delegates must necessarily de- 
pend largely upon information furnished by their constituents, do hereby 
respectfully unite in calling your attention to the condition of the fron and 
steel working interests in New England, and to the effect of this conditon 
upon the eral interests of this section of our common country, as fully 
set forth in a statement prefixed hereto. 


The statement from which I have just read. 
And, in view of the ere sien of the tariff? laws, we further 
unite in the request that you will t upon the incorporation of the fol- 


lowing provisions in any revised tariff law that shall be enacted: 
First. at iron ore, coal, and coke shall be put upon the free list, as they 


were before the war. 
Pig iron and scrap fron and steel which 


Second. That the duty u sera’ 
prevailed immediately before the war be restored, to wit, a duty of 24 per 
m. 


cent ad 
The Senator from Rhode Island says this demand for free raw 
material comes alone from the Democracy of that section. This 
gentleman says: 
I have selected hastily from among the signatures to this petition a few 


signatures of gentlemen who are so weil known as being distinctively Re- 
publicans that I thought it would be well to give their names to the gentle. 


men of this committee, with a few words as to who they in order that 
Cee eg eee Coser cr ten enenmee tanh thie ts 8 document 
ot manufacturers of New land generally. 

name is the name of a Republican prominent in New land circles; 

Mr. John Sylvester, of the Sylvester Works; Thomas Cunningham, of the 
Cunningham Iron Works; Mr. Dart, treasurer of the Rhode Island Tool Com- 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Dart is not a Republican. I do not 


know anything about the other gentleman, but Mr. Dart is not 
a Repu _ He was asupporter of Mr. Cleveland. 


Mr. BUTLER. Very well. 

Peleg McFarlin, a Republican senator—— 

Mr. HOAR. Peleg McFarlin has gone over to the Democrats. 

Mr. ALDRICH. He isa Demcerat now. 

Mr. BUTLER. Thusshowing that he is coming to his senses, 

Mr. HOAR. Will my friend from South Carlonia allow me 
to ask him if that is a sound, fair answer. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then, evidently, there is hope for the country. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from South 
Carolina a question. He is reading a document which he says 
issigned by Republicans. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not say so. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood the Senator to say 

Mr. BUTLER. I have said Mr. Tobey says so. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator is reading a statement of Mr. To- 
bey, and he would not, of course, desire to permit Mr. Tobey to 
mislead anyone. When two of those names in succession are 
read to Senators who know them and they rise and say ‘* Those 
persons are not Republicans; it isa mistake,” he turns around 
and says, ‘‘Well, he is glad they are coming to their senses.” 

Mr. BUTLER. Why should I not say that? 

Mr. HOAR. [do not think that is a fair answer. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam glad, and I do not see any reason why | 
should not express my gratification. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will take his own course. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Massachusetts is sorry, and 
of course I take it for granted that I am glad. I do not 
anything unparliamentary in that. 

Mr. RANSOM. Nothing unconstitutional. 

Mr. BUTLER. There is nothing unconstitutional nor unpar- 
liamentary. I was simply expressing my pleasure at the fact 
that these gentlemen had seen the light, and I trust more of 
them will see it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
document? 

Mr. BUTLER. Eighteen hundred and eighty-nine. I im- 
plore the Senator from New Hampshire not to plead the statute 
of limitations on it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Oh, no; we do not. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then it goes on— 

Peleg McFarlin, a Republican senator in the State Lecislature; Z. Talbot, 
a peg manufacturer; Bartlett & Perkins; Clark & Dow; Smiley Bros.; E 
Phillips & Sons, arepresentative concern which is more than half a century 
old; James C. Warr, proprietor of iron and steel works and a gentleman 
who has been engaged in the manufacture of iron and steel ever since he 
was 10 years old, and therefore he may be supposed to understand the wants 
of this section of the country; William A. Nye, a prominent Republican pol- 
itician from Cape Cod, and a representative in the house; Arthur Ames, 
governor of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, and one of the owners of 
the Ames Shovel Factory; Albert T. Parlin, treasurer of the McKee Fur- 
nace Company, the largest foundry in New England and one of the largest 
in the United States; William P. Hunt, treasurer of the South Boston Lron 
Works, one of the largest iron works in Boston, a concern more than half a 
century oid, I do not know how much older, but at least that old; Thomas 
Gogin, who has been for twenty years, I should say—perhaps I overestimate 
that—the manager of the Norway Iron and Steel Works of Boston; John H. 
Reed, manager of the Bay State [ron Works, more than half a century old, 
and who wasin fact, I believe, during the entire war, quartermaster-general 
on the staff of Governor John A.Andrew; William E. Coffin, one of those iron 
manufacturers of New England who formerly operated the Franconia [ron 
Works, and the last name is that of Mr. A. M. Stetson, for nearly fifty years 
a most prominent manufacturer of iron in Boston, and who was formerly, 
I think. connected with the Bridgewater [ron Company, treasurer of the 
Barker Mills, treasurer of the Preston Iron Works, and also connected with 
the Somerset Iron Works and the Weymouth Iren Company, each of which 
concerns had a capital of from $100,000 to $500,000, and he was also largely 
interested in other works. Every gentleman whose name I read here was 
constantly, from the breaking out of the war down to the present day,and 
still is, a Republican, and this expression I have read must be understood 


to represent the deliberate opinions of the iron manufacturers of New 
England. 


=O. 


see 


Will the Senator give us the date of that 


Mr. Tobey speaks for himself, Mr. President. I do not know 
whether he is reliable or not. [simply give his statement and 
what he said subsequently to a question propounded by one of 
my colleagues on thecommittee, the Senator from Alabama[ Mr. 
PuGH], indicating pretty clearly the status of the average New 
England manufacturer in regard to the tariff, asI think. The 
Senator from Alabama asked him this question: 


Q. That is to say, the manufacture of the products of iron and steel here 
has tended to decrease the price of those articles very largely? 
A, Undoubtedly— 


Said Mr. Tobey. 
Q. DoI understand you to advocate the removal of duties upon articles 
manufactured from iron and steel? 
A. Not at all. 
‘*Not at all.” Bring it down on the raw material and keep it 
the manufactured article. 
Mr. ALLISON. This is Tobey now? 
Mr. BUTLER. That is Mr. Tobey, andI think it would be 
almost anybody else who was engaged in iron manufacturing in 
New England. 
Mr. ALLISON. 
ment it is. 


u 


I simply wanted to understand whose state- 
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Mr. BUTLER. That is Mr. Tobey answering the question. 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator allow me one moment? 

Mr. BUTLER, Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE, Mr. Tobey takes that view,and has taken it 
publicly in the newspapers a great many times. He is a very 
active and earnest Democrat, and believes in tariff reform on the 
free raw material which comes into his mill and a high duty on 
what comes out of it. He has asked for 35 per cent on the prod- 
uct that comes out of his mill. 

Mr. HOAR, Will mycolleague state how it is with McFarlin? 

Mr. LODGE. McFarlin left the Republican party in 1884, I 
think, and has been active in the free-trade movement. 

Mr. HOAR. How about Governor Ames? 

Mr. LODGE, Governor Ames isa Republican, and has always 
remained such, and has taken the same view. As I said this 
morning, the position there taken, which is taken by only a very 
small minorityof New England manufacturers, is absolutely in- 
defensible and impossible. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator must settle that with his con- 
stituents. [am simply reading from the testimony of a gentle- 
man who gave his evidence before a select committee of which 
I happened to be a member. 

Mr. LODGE. Iam not questioning it in the least; they have 
taken that ground publicly over and over again. 

Mr. BUTLER. We have had two or three biographical 
sketches of Mr. Tobey and these other gentlemen, and we are 
very glad to get them. I know nothing about them of my own 
knowledge. [ am simply reading from the REcoRD, hen 
Mr. Tobey, with all of his earnestness and zeal for free coal and 
free iron ore and free raw material generally and free pig iron, 
was brought to book on the manufactured articles, ‘‘Oh, no,” 
he says, ‘‘ we do not want the duty on those reduced; we can not 
have it reduced.” That would injure the New England manu- 
facturers, but the introduction of free coal and free iron ore and 
free pig iron would help the New England manufacturers, what- 
ever effect it might have upon the rest of the world. 

It is of that that I complain. I suppose the New England 
manufacturers are like everybody else. They are selfish (and 
doubtless I would be too under such circumstances) when they 
insist upon bringing incoalandironorefree. When the question 
is put, as it was put to the Senator from Rhode Island and other 
Senators this morning: Will you consent to a proportionate re- 
duction on the manufactured article?—the answer is: ‘‘Oh no; 
of course not.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
analogous to it. 

Mr. BUTLER. That was the inference at least, from what 
the Senator said. Thatis what Mr. Tobey says and what, I take 
it, every New England manufacturer would say. Then, Mr. Tobey 
goes on to say: 


Q. Do I understand you to advocate the removal of duties upon articles 
manufactured from iron and steel? 

A. Not at all, sir. 

Q. ,Who would get the benefit of the reduction of duty upon pig iron and 
coal? 

The Witness. Who would get the benefit so far as the sale of crude iron 
is concerned, do you mean? I donot iully understand your question. 

Q. Who would get the benefit of the removal of duty, ifany accrued, to 
any portion of the community’ 
i Z think the population of New England would ultimately receive the 

nefit. 


lf this Congress is called upon to legislate in that way and 
we are asked to bring in those crude articles simply that New 
England may be benefited when New England herself is un- 
willing to make any concessions, it seems to me it is stetching 
the liberality of people entirely beyond the point where we ought 
to be expected to go. : 

I say frankly that I suppose we have not a pound of coal in my 
State, and very little iron ore, and yet I shall vote to put a duty 
of 40 cents a ton on coaland iron without any hesitation. Ihave 
no apologies to make for it. I shall vote for it for the reason 





I have made no such statement, and nothing 


that I think every article of that kind ought to be made to con- |_ 


tribute rexsonably to the revenues of the Government, and if 
protection results from it I see no reason why there should be 
“" complaint. 
do not hesitate tosay that in my view the aoe way to frame 

a tariff bill is, as I have said, to put all articles that ought rea- 
sonably to be expected to contribute to the necessary revenues 
of the Government upon the dutiable list; and if incidental pro- 
tection results from it I shall not complain. 

Mr. POWER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. POWER. Would the Senator include wool? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes; I am perfectly —s to vote for a duty 
on wool. I think everything ought to contribute to the reven- 
ues of the Government. at is my idea in framing a tariff 
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bill; but lam utterly and entirely opposed to giving the entire 
benefit to one section of the country when they are not willing 
to make concessions and give the benefit of the reduction of duty 
on the manufactured articles to other sections. This is all that 
I complain of. I have no desire whatever to impair or destroy 
or affect injuriously in the slightest degree any manufactures in 
New England or any other part of thiscountry. I have noprej- 
udice or feeling against them, but when they come and demand 
that these articles shall be put upon the free list I think we have 
a right to demandin reply that they must consent to areduction 
all along the line; and if that can be done I shall be quite will- 
ing to put iron ore on the free list. 

This gentleman in the course of his testimony indulged ina 
great many reflections of not a very complimentary character to 
the Pennsylvania Railroad and to Pennsylvania, Maryland, and 
other sections of the country. I remember there was another 
gentleman who came before that committee, whose name I do 
not now recollect, but he seers the glass industry. He 
sent up a wail and lamentation that the glass industry of New 
England was languishing and perishing from the face of the 
earth. When I asked the gentleman where it had gone he said 
it had gons to Pennsylvania and Maryland and the South. 

—% HOAR. It had gone where natural gas had been discov- 
ered. 

Mr. BUTLER. I asked him the question and he said, as I now 
remember, there were but two glass manufactories left in New 
England; that they had all gone except two. I do not remem- 
ber whether he said they were sustained or maintained by the 
degradation of American labor, but his statement before that 
committee was that they had gone to Maryland, Pennsylvania, 
Alabama, West Virginia, and Virginia, and I suppose they will 
all go there, where the raw material is. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not exactly know what line 
of argument to take in reply to the Senator from South Caro- 
lina, for I do not exactly understand his own position, although 
he generally has a gift of pretty clear statement. Iam glad to 
say in regard to that Senator that while manifesting a very ear- 
nest and almostexcitable nature in regard to matters upon which 
he has a deep conviction, during the time I have served with 
him in the Senate he has exhibited a great nationality of senti- 
ment in many particulars. He has been an pan not only to 
his own party, but to all parties in this matter. I do not know 
that I have personally ever had occasion to appeal to the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina for an act of liberal expenditure for the 
Navy or for the glory of the country, or its prosperity, or dig- 
nity, or = act of personal justice, without finding a response to 
the appeal. 

I a net understand that the Senator has read what he has 
read from these gentlemen (who are pretty much all of them 
what we call Mugwumps, at any rate who have gone over from 
the Republicans to the Democrats within the last ten years in 
New England because they like the Democratic position on the 
tariff question better than ours), as sympathizing with them in 
the least. But the fault I have to find with the honorable Sen- 
ator’s argument is that he has persisted in ascribing to New 
England sentiments which the Republican people of that sec- 
tion of the country have buried, not only their votes but under 
their scorn whenever they could get an opportunity. We have 
had this talk about protection for our manufactories and free- 
dom for our materials in New England. 

My colleague, in the speech which he made alittle while ago, 
read it from a late Democratic candidate for governor; and that 

entleman, who had been urging free raw material protection 
he manufactures inregard to the matter we buy and the matter 
we sell, and urging the election for local offices of men without 
re to their opinions, has recently, in an interview, de- 
manded that this tariff bill should be put through as it comes 
from the Senate committee, and says it is a case for the applica- 
tion of Democratic party discipline. 

Mr. President, whenever the sug 
factures and give us freedom for what we buy has been put be- 
fore the people of Massachusetts, or New Hampshire, or Maine, 
or Vermont, or Rhode Island, it has received the answer, ‘‘Get 
thee behind me, Satan; thou art an offense unto me.” 

a BUTLER. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt 
him 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understood the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN] to say this morning that the American manufactur- 
ers do not need protection; that it is only the labor that needs 
protection. 

- Mr. HOAR. I do not care about being interrupted. Iam 
stating the opinion of the people of Massachusetts in respect to 
a gross attack on their public honor. The Senator from South 
Carolina got up and read a document from Mr. Tobey, announc- 
ing principles which that Senator scorns as I do; and he stated 


tion to protect our manu- 
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that that was the general opinion of the manufacturers of New 
England. That is what he said. 

Mr. BUTLER. I read the statement. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from South Carolina read a paper 
by Mr. Tobey expressing sentiments which he scorns as | do, 
and then he added that that was, in his judgment, the average 
opinion of the manufacturers of New England. Now, I do not 
think when Iam replying to that that I care about entering 
upon the question concerning the general argument by which 
the honorable Senator from Ohio defends his own tariff policies. 

That utterance made by Mr. Tobey, concurred in by the Dem- 
ocratic leader of Massachusetts, the late Democratic governor, 
has been rejected and repudiated by every New England Re- 
publican vote on the floor of this or the other House and by the 
overwhelming majorities of our people at the polls whenever 
they had an opportunity. It is the very essence of selfishness 
and sectionalism. 

I have no doubt that in regard to the heavy iron industry, 
where freight of the ironand freight of the coal and freight of the 
lime enter largely into the product, if we could strike down the 
iron production of this country by adopting the policy of free 
trade, if we could strike down the production of steel blooms in 
Pennsylvania, the coarser forms of either iron or steel, and 
could strike down the American coal producers by free trade, 
we could get from our proximity to the seacoast in Wareham, 
where Mr. Tobey dwells, in South Boston,which is on Boston 
harbor, and any other coast places a monoply of all the iron pro- 
duction of this country. 

If this were a sectional and notan American question, it might 
bedone. Isupposethe same thing might possibly be true to alim- 
ited extent in regard to wool. But the people of Massachusetts 
repudiate that doctrine. If under a protective tariff America 
has become and can hereafter remain the great iron producer of 
the world for mankind, as it is now, if such astory, rivaling almost 
the creation of oriental imagination, which the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN] read from the census of his State, 
can go on, let the mauufacture of iron to be consumed in Ala- 
bama be transferred from Massachusetts to Alabama; let the 
manufacture of iron or of wire or,of steel rails to be consumed 
west of the Alleghanies be transferred west of the Alleghanies. 
It is an American question. I know, andI mean to know so far 
as my votes are cast upon this floor, no distinction between the 
interest of the man west of the Alleghanies or the man south of 
Mason and Dixon's line and the man whom I immediately repre- 
sent. 

Mr. President, when anillustrious representative of New Eng- 
land was taunted upon this floor with his vote for some distant 
local improvement benefiting at once and directly the commu- 
nity of a distant State, he replied that if a public work begin- 
ning in South Carolina and ending in South Carolina were of 
importance enough to be a national benefit and he failed to sup- 
port it he should not dare to go home and face his constituents; 
that these narrow-minded men of New England would tell him 
that the patriotism which was not broad enough and large 
enough to comprehend the interest of the whole was not fit to 
be trusted with the interest of any part. Thatis the spirit of 
the Republican and the protectionist opinion of Massachusetts 
to-day. 

Undoubtedly you may find occasionally that a few dozen manu- 
facturers finding that some particular form of their industry 
was being transferred to another part of the country, a glass 
manufacturer who found that the discovery of natural gas had 
transferred that manufacture to Pittsburg or an iron manufac- 
turer who found that Birmingham and Atlanta were becoming his 
rivals and that he must turn his attention tosomething else, may 
have wanted to strike down American manufactures and get the 
advantage of his proximity to the seaboard to get his material 
by employing the pauper labor of other climes; but the doctrine 
never has found any support there. 

I understand the Senator from South Carolina to say that he 
is willing to have all these industries treated alike. That is all 
that we ask. If you put the tax upon our material give us a com- 
pensatory duty and protection upon the product which we make 
rom that material. 

I should like (and perhaps this is a good time) to ask for an 
explanation—I hope there is one—why it is that if the doctrine 
of tariff for revenue only is to be maintained and the doctrine 
of an ad valorem, not a specific, duty is to be maintained in this 
new bill, there is 90 per cent protection on the product of rice? 

Mr. BUTLER. I did not put it there. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I did not put it there. 

Mr. HOAR. That is what we get when we ask a reason for 
these things. These gentlemen get up and tell us, ‘‘Oh, it is 
contrary to my principle, but we can not get anything through 
unless we consent to it. We give up our views for the sake of 
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our meager majority,” as the Senator from Louisiana said. If 
the Senator from South Carolina will get up and say with his 
Democratic associates from the other rice-producing States, 
‘*We want you tostrike this out, it is contrary to our principles; 
we have been denouncing specific duties and we have been de- 
nouncing protective duties "——- 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator has not heard me denounce them. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘ And now you are putting upon a chief neces- 
sary of life a specific duty amounting to 90 per cent ad valorem; 
we beg you ineharity to our principles to strike it out; has the 
Senator any doubt that there would be any diifliculty in getting 
that done? That is what we say when we apply our principle 
of tariff. We say, ‘‘Put in your duty on coal, though it bear 
hard on some Massachusetts industries.” Put in your duty on 
the American product of iron. Protect your steel and your 
wool. And we will stand by it. We will apply our doctrine to 
the rest of the country which we ask you to apply to us. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator do that, Mr. President? 

Mr. HOAR. What will the Senator from South Carolina do 
in regard to rice? 

Mr. BUTLER. What will the Senatorfrom Massachusetts do 
in regard to very many of the manufactures of New England? 
Will he consent to a large reduction on thearticles thatthe rice 
planter uses? If he will, I will meet him more than half way. 

Mr. HOAR. I will consent to take the principle on which I 
stand and carry it through. I will vote for 75 cents a ton on 
coal, for 75 cents or even a dollar a ton on iron, with a proper 
account. 

Mr. BUTLER. Would the Senator consent—— 

Mr. HOAR. But there are two things I will notdo. I will 
not consent to put these things on the dutiable list and put on 
the free list many of the things that any American makes of 
them, whether it is in Massachusetts or in South Carolina or in 
Alabama, and thereby throw all the manufacture into the hands 
of our foreign competitor; and I will not consent to take an ade- 
quate and moderate protective duty and split it in two for the 
sake of saving a few Democratic Senators their seats in the Sen- 
ate. If you put on proper protection I will go with you. If you 
put on a pretense of protection, that presents a very different 
question. 

Mr. BUTLER. Now, see where the Senator finds himself. 
He gets up and asks me if [ will consent tostrike off the duty on 
rice; and when [tell him if he will consent to reduce the duties 
on the articles the rice producer uses Iwill meet him more than 
halfway, he says he will not consent to it. 

Mr. HOAR. I have not said any such thing. Idenyit. That 
is what the Senator said. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then | have entirely misunderstood the Sena- 


tor. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly, my honorable friend seems to me to 
have entirely misunderstood pretty much everything he has 
been talking about all the morning. That is adifference in the 
point of view. 

Mr. BUTLER. I certainly misunderstood everything the 
Senator has been saying, forI do not think he understands it him- 
self. 

Mr. HOAR. We will see about it. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator can not very well make other 
people comprehend what he does not understand. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not think it is Worth while to yield to an 
interruption for such criticism. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him 
to make a correction? He was referring a while ago to the de- 
nunciation of specific duties. He has never heard me denounce 
specific duties. I think there are cases where specific duties 
might with great propriety be imposed. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator agree to the Democratic plat- 
form of 1892 on this subject? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes; [suppose just about as muchas the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts agrees to the Republican platform. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator then agree that specific duties 
are a fraud, a delusion, and a snare? 

Mr. BUTLER. I think there are many articles upon which 
specific duties must be laidand a great many upon which ad va- 
lorem duties must be laid. I do not think there is any-—— 

Mr. HOAR. How is it about rice? 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator will understand me. I think 
if an ad valorem duty can be properly imposed it ought to be im- 


sed. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator inform me why a specific duty 
is put upon rice? 

Mr. BUTLER. I presume because it was thought that was 
the best way to collect the revenue from it. 

Mr. HOAR. What does the Senator think? 

Mr. BUTLER. I would be quite willing to have an ad valo- 
rem duty on rice. 
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rem duty on rice? 

Mr. BUTLER. It is perfectly immaterial to me. 

Mr. HOAR. Entirely immaterial? 

Mr. BUTLER. It is immaterial. 

Mr. HOAR. Is the Senator willing to reduce the duty on rice 
from 90 per cent down to 40 or 35 per cent, which is the highest 
protection he is willing to give New land? 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will reduce duties on articles 
which the rice planter uses I say to him, yes. 

Mr. HOAR. I will reduce them tothat percentage with great 
pleasure. We do not ask anything more. 

Mr. BUTLER. lf the Senator will agree to reduce them in 
the same proportion, he and I will meet on common greund. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam glad to have the Senator's practical testi- 
mony to the gross and outrageous injustice of the bill which we 
have before us. 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, no, Mr. President. 

Mr. HOAR. I say, oh, yes. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is a matter of argument. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator who represents rice is compelled to 
admit, as its representative, that, in his judgment, it ought to 
be reduced to a duty not above that which is accorded to the 
manufacturing industries of New England and to an ad valorem 
instead of a specific duty. Now, this bill does exactly the con- 
trary, and therefore when the Senator admits that he has got 
twice as much for this Southern industry-—— 

Mr. BUTLER. No, I do not admit it. 

Mr. HOAR. As he is claiming as reasonable, because he ad- 
mits his willingness to reduce it from 90 per cent to 35 per cent 
ad valorem——— 

Mr. BUTLER. I admitted that, with a qualified statement. 

Mr. HOAR. That is the substance of the Senator's admis- 
§10n 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will just consent to reduce 
everything else in the same proportioa I will agree to it. 

Mr. HOAR. Everything else is reduced in the bill in the 
same proportion I suggest as to rice 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, no. 

Mr. HOAR. And more, too. 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, no, Mr. President. 

Mr. HOAR. What New England industry has the Senator in 
mind? 

Mr. BUTLER. I can not—— 

Mr. HOAR. What industry has received —— 

Mr, BUTLER. I can not—— 

Mr. HOAR. Let me finish my statement. Rice is produced 
directly from the soil by the rudest form of agricultural labor, 
and the lowest paid class of agricultural labor in this country, 
sc far asI know. Now, can the Senator name a single manufac- 
ture of New England, requiring the highest manufacturing skill, 
paid for at a wage of from two to three dollars or four dollars a 
day, on which this bill proposes half the rate of duty ad valorem 
which it proposes on rice? I pause for a reply. 

Mr. BUTLER. I can not at this moment-— 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator says he can not at this moment, 
and I say he can not at any other moment if he lived a thousand 
years. 

Mr. President, wWhatsort of an attack is it upon the selfishness 
of the New England protective principle when they are willin 
(and show their willingness by their votes not by their silence 
to give ths rest of the country adequate protection, although it 
istheir material that is protected, and to give the rest of the 
country adequate protection though it be that it shut up their 
factories, so an American competitor gets them, and they do not 
oabroad. I sayit is very strange when the Senatorfrom South 
rolina makes that charge and still stands here admitting that 
his own party associates have got a a the cheaply raised 
rice of South Carolina, a necessary of life, the common food of 
the poor throughout the whole country, of more than double, 
indeed, of more than treble the average protection we ask or 


get for ourselves. 


Mr. SUTLER. The Senator has put upa man of straw, it 
seems to me, for the privilege of knocking it down. 

Mr. HOAR. The tor represents South Carolina—— 

Mr. BUTLER. I have nobatieaiend New England industries, 
bat the Senator is extremely sensitive when I read a state ment 
froma New eo men, who [ understand is a very respect- 
able man, and he makes that the ground of a savage attack 
upon me. I have said nothing—— 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, let me ask him 
if he did not say what I shall state? If he did not I will take it 
back. After the Senator had read that doctrine of Mr. Tobey, 
which he denounced as selfishness and sectionalism, did he not 
add that that re nted —— 

Mr, BUTLER. That it appeared to represent. 
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New England? 

Mr. BUTLER. That it appeared to represent the opinion of 
the average manufacturer of New England, because-— 

Mr. HOAR. That is what I am stating. 

Mr. BUTLER. Because a manufacturer of New England had 
said it, I had no right to say that the man had stated what was 
true. Now, the Senator gets into a frenzy on this subject and 
attacks Mr. Tobey, and indirectly me, because I read what Mr. 
Tobey stated. He must settle that with Mr. Tobey, not with 


e. 

The little question of rice down in South Carolina seems to dis- 
turb him very much. Iamafraid it will interfere with his slum- 
bers, but if it will be any sort ef gratification to the Senator to 
strike rice off of the dutiable list and put it on the free list I do 
not know that I should complain so much. It does not disturb 
me now. The Senator must not imagine for an instant that I 
have made any great to do about the rate of duty on rice. It is 
& very small industry in my State at best. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The bill makes a 25 per cent reduction on it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Lam told by my friend who sits on my left 
[Mr. LINDSAY] that there is quite a reduction on it from the 
rate in the McKinley law. If the Senator will consent to that 
reduction all along [ tell him that I would be quite willing to 
consent toit. I have not made any to do about rice, but it is a 
sort of béte noir. Every time I say anything about the tariff, the 
Senator from Massachusetts and the Senator from Rhode Island 
= other Senators get up and raise a great hullabaloo about 
rice. 

Now, strike rice off if that will be any gratification to you. 
It does not disturb me in the slightest. I think the duty on rice 
is perhaps pretty high. I am frank to say so. There is no 
doubt about that, but it is a very limited agricultural industry 
in my part of the world, and really it is about the only thing in 
the bill where a farmer does get protection. Simply because 
the agricultural people are engaged in it, the Senator from 
— 2 husetts wants to destroy it. That is about the English 
of it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator disclaims caring anything 
about the duty on rice. I suppose he has done so ever since he 
has been in the Senate, and he thinks he or his State escapes 
from criticism in connection with the high rate of duty on rice 
because he says he does not care anything about it. ow does 
it happen that if the Senator does notcare anything about it and 
his State does not care anything about it, year after year when 
tariffs are revised there is a hundred per cent ad valorem rate of 
duty oncleanedrice? Ifthe selfishnessof the Senatoris not chal- 
lenged and he is indifferent about it, is not the selfishness of the 
Seaator’s State challenged when it is engaged through its Sen- 
ators and Representatives in destroying New England in- 
dustries and for gets a hundred per cent duty on rice? 

Mr. BUTL In the first place, the Senator makes an en- 
tire misstatement when hesays the State is making a to do about 
it. I have not heard any representation from the State here at 
all on the subject. I havereceived two or three telegrams from 
rice planters, and I take it they are like the Senator from New 
Ham and the Senator from Massachusetts; they are selfish, 
and if the pork is being divided out, I take it they want their 
share of it. That is the ot amen I can see. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But ars and cuffs get only 55, and most 
of the other articles get only 30 cr 40. y does the Senator 
want 100 on rice? 

Mr. BUTLER. The rice interest does not get 100 per cent. 
There is a reduction of 20 or 25 per cent on it. 

Mr. FRYE. Eighty-three. 

Mr. HOAR. Eighty-nine and a fraction. 

Mr. BUTLER. ell, call it 100 inorder to sz.tisfy our friends 
on the other side. If the Senator will consent to a reduction of 
tthe tariff on woolen goods I shall be glad to meet him halfway. 
But that he does not do. 

Mr. HOAR. How does my cousent have anything to do with 
it? I have got to submit to what the Democrats do. 

Mr. BUTLER. What has my consent to do with it? Iam 


one—— 
r. HOAR. Because the majority are making the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. 1 am only one of 44 Senators. The other 
side made the McKinl+y bill, and they made the McKinley bill 
after compromising and swapping with each other here for 
weeks; and now they complain that we are ser eg ey 
suppose the Senator ku ows perfectly well there never has been 
a tariff bill that has not been the result of compromise. The 
cals of acougeomios, abd se i Will be, I supposs, sich every 

tof a so it suppose, every 
tariff bill ever made here. 
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The Senator from New Hampshire says that I will not escape 
criticism. I am not desiring to avoid criticism. He can criti- 
cise me until the end of the session, so far as I am concerned; it 
is not going to provoke me into doing what is not right about 
rice or any other schedule inthe bill. If theSenator from Mas- 
sachusetts and the Senator from New Hampshire can have any 
comfort whatever in making war on rice, they are entirely wel- 
come to it. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to add what I meant to say before I sat 
down, that when any manufacturer in New England has been 
led to utter any such sentiment as that which the Senator from 
South Carolina has criticised in Mr. Tobey’s communication he 
either leaves the Republican party and goes over to the Demo- 
crats, as most of the gentlemen whose names he has read as far 
as I know them, or he very soon changes his mind. 

‘Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Massachusetts a little 
while ago complimented the Senator from South Carolina upon 
his enlarged nationality; that he is a man of broad national 
views, and his readiness to act in this body on broad national 
considerations. 

Mr. BUTLER. Can not the Senator confirm that? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I was about to say that I would not injure 
the Senator from Massachusetts by adding my testimony to that 
effect, but I would take occasion to compliment the Senator from 
South Carolina upon the possession of one quality, and that is, 
extreme adroitness. He is certainly the most adroit Senator 
who has sat upon this floorduring the last twenty years, because 
here he is caring nothing about rice; he is perfectly indifferent 
about it; he is never arguing in favor of it; he is doing nothing 
about it, and getting up whenever it is discussed and saying, ‘‘I 
do not care anything about it at all,” and yet somebody some- 
where keeps the duty on rice up to 100 per cent. 

[I think, Mr. President, the Senator from South Carolina is the 
most valuxble Senator to his constituents that there is on this 
floor, because when the rest of us want anything done ae have 
to beg for it, and plead for it, and demand it, and then we do not 
always get it; but here is the Senator from South Carolina dis- 
claiming all interest in this highly protected product of his own 
State, and yet somebody gets it away up to 100 per cent while 
he is disclaiming it. If that is the rate of duty on a product of 
South Carolina that the Senator from South Carolina does not 
care anything about, I should like to know whether a rate of 
duty would not be about 150 per cent upon some productof South 
Carolina if he were really to get up and earnestly insist upon it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. r. President, an observation which just 
fell from the lips of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. But- 
LER] attracted my attention. In his colloquy with the Senator 
from Massachusetts he suggested that if he [Mr. HoaR| were 
willing to allow a reduction on the manufactures of wool as 
great relatively as was made on rice, we might come to some 
understanding. 

A reference to the bill now under discussion shows that while 
there is under the existing law a tariff duty of 98.53 per cent on 
the manufactures of wool, it is proposed to reduce it to 35.09, or 
65 per cent. 

Mr. BUTLER. We propoze to put wool on the free list. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I refer to manufactures of wool. The 
proposition is to reduce the duty on manufactures of wool 65 per 
cent, so that the reduction is to be very much greater than is 

roposed on rice. 

r. BUTLER. Will the Senator from New Hampshire vote 
for that reduction? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say frankly to the Senator that I 


do not — to do so if I can get a higher rate. 
Mr. BU ER. Then we are not likely to get on common 
groun 


Mr. GALLINGER. No. Neither do I believe the Senator 
will vote to put rice on the free list, which a moment ago he sug- 
gested he was willing to do. 

Mr. President, there is no question as to the fact that a few 
New England manufacturers have advocated what they are 
pleased to call free raw material. I think it is safe for me to 

that not one single manufacturer in the State of New Hamp- 
shire, which is quite a manufacturing State for its size, has ever 

ined in such ademand. I certainly know of no such man. I 

ink it is safe for me to say that very few in the States of Con- 
oe Rhode Island, Maine, and Vermont have joined in that 

emand. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. GALLINGER. With pleasure. 

Mr. FRYE. There was one man in Maine, and since the new 
schedule has been exposed to the public he is no longer in favor 
of free raw material. 

Mr.GALLINGER. I am glad to have this corroboration of 
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my statement. The fact is that the men who have made this 
demand and who have advertised themselves to the world as 
desiring this change in our tariff rates are a comparatively 
few of the manufacturers of Massachusetts, a large proportion 
of whom are now in the Democratic party, where they properly 
belong. They are not consistent protectionists, but proceed 
upon purely selfish grounds, advocating doctrines that would 
destroy the industry of mining in this country and transfer it to 
foreign lands. 

The answer to this proposition for free raw materials is made 
by the Republican Senators from New England, every one of 
whom is against it and will vote against it whenever an oppor- 
tunity is presented tothem. We have no sympathy with that 
demand. It is contrary to our conviction of what is right and 
proper under existing economic conditions in this country, and 
I think the Senators can claim to represent more definitely and 
correctiy the opinions of the people of New England than the 
few interested manufacturers, who, in advocating free raw ma- 
terials, were building a bridge over which they proposed to walk 
into the Democratic camp, where they are mostly all to-day. 

Mr. President, there is no doubt but that certain New Eng- 
land industries have suffered under the existing tariff laws. I 
wish it were not so, but it is so, and I see no way to help it. 
The Senator from Massachusetts[Mr. HOAR] has very truthfully 
said that the glass manufacture had gone from New England to 
Pennsylvania and other States where natural gas had been dis- 
covered. Itwasa question of fuel and nothing else, and that 
soived the question so far as.the manufacture of glassware in 
New England wasconcerned. The same is true of the manufac- 
ture ofifon. We can not compete to-day with Pennsylvania, 
Virginia, and Alabama in that great industry, and we have got 
to surrender it to those States and direct our attention to other 
lines of industry to give support and employment toour people. 

| believe, as every New England Republican Senator does, in 
adequately protecting not only manufactured goods, but also the 
so-called raw materials, such as wool, lumber, ironore, coal, ete. 

It has always been rather interesting and somewhat amusing 
to me to hear this talk about raw materials. A fewdaysago we 
discussed the question of granite. Our Democratic friends rose 
upand said, ‘‘ Why, that is raw material and it ought not to be 
protected.” Now, some of the most extensive granite quarries 
in the world are situated 3 miles from the State capitol in the 
city of Concord, N. H., and yet when that granite is taken 
from those quarries, transported by wagon to the railroad 
cars, put upon the cars, and carried 3 miles to the sheds where 
the blocks that are going into our beautiful Library Building 
here are worked out by human labor, the granite is then worth 
five times as much as itis when itis in the quarries 3 miles away. 

Four-fifths of the value of those granite blocks, before a drill 
or a chisel or a hammer touches them in those sheds, is placed 
there by human labor and nothing else, and the talk of it being 
raw material is utter and unmitigated nonsense. I donot know 
but that I might say truthfully that nine-tenths of the value of 
those blocks is labor and notraw material. And yetintelligent 
Senators stand here and tell us that granite is a raw material, 
and that wool, and iron ore, and coal are raw materials. I al- 
ways had a great deal of sympathy with the definition that the 
distinguished Congressman from Maine [Mr. REED] gave of raw 
materials when he said the only thing he knew of that is raw 
material is a hole in the ground. [Laughter.] That comes 
pretty nearly being true. 

The question as to whether the Democratic party is consist- 
ent in sending their cloquent advocates into New England as 
they have done—and they have been in my own little State more 
than once saying to our people that if the Democrats were put 
in power they would give to the New England manufacturers 
this socalled free raw material which would enable them again 
to engage profitably in the manfacture of iron, of glass, and of 
certain other things that have been on the wane of late years in 
our section of the country—lI say the question as towhether the 
Democratic party after such representations is consistent or not 
in putting a dutyon coal and ironore I am willing to leave to the 
Democratic conscience to settle for itself. That sort of gospel 
has carried out of the Republican ranks a good miny menin the 
New Eggland States. That kind of gospel has organized the 
so-called Tariff Reform League in Boston, and the Young Men’s 
Democratic Club of that city is largely composed of men who, 
formerly Republicans, left our ranks on the issue of free raw 
materials promised them by the Democratic party. But they 
are wiser to-day than they were a few years ago, and in due 
tinre will utterly repudiate their new political allies. ; 

Mr. President, I can not refrain from calling the attention of 
our Democratic friends to a gathering of tariff reformers that 
was held in Boston three or four days ago. It was the last din- 
ner for the season of the Tariff Reform Club, composed mostly 
of gentlemen who were formerly Republicans, but who of late 
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years have shouted and voted for *‘Cleveland and reform.” 
They discussed the bill that we are now considering. The 
meeting was presided over by Hon. Henry L. Pierce, a former 
member of the Republican party, but a gentleman who, notwith- 
standing his tariff reform proclivities, has been wise and thrifty 
enough to see that chocolate and cocoa have a duty upon them 
in this bill quite as large as the McKinley tariff law gave to 
those products. He is a manufacturer of thosearticles. So Mr. 
Pierce, while pean as tariff reform in Boston, is very careful 
to exert his influence here and to see that the products in which 
he is interested have been put on the dutiable Vist at avery high 
rate, 

Mr. Pierce presided over that meeting of the tariff reformers 
in the city of Boston. The first gentleman whom he introduced 
to the audience wasa Mr. McBeth, of Pittsburg, who is a glass 
manufacturer, and who calls himself an out-and-out free trader, 
and with what Mr. McBeth said I have no controversy. The 
next gentleman was Mr. Henry W. Lamb, a distinguished citi- 
zen of Boston, who has taken a great deal of interest in the sub- 
ject of so-called tariff reform during the last few years. Mr. 

mb delivered himself as follows: 


Iam one of those free traders who have for along time thoroughly be- 
lieved in the moderate policy called tariff reform as a wise means to a great 
end. That policy was based on increasing and overwhelming evidence that 
excessive tariff burdens upon consumers were owing to the taxes upon the 
matefials that lie at the foundation of our manufacturingindustries. Tariff 
reform struck at the root of the evil. It was honest if honestly applied. 
It was also just. It wasasfair a way as possible of undoing the great wrong 
andinjustice of our protective system without sacrificing great interests 
that had become accustomed to protection by more than thirty years of it. 

Now this Gorman bill— ui 


You will observe that Mr. Lamb calls the presert tariff bill not 
the Wilson bill, not the Jones bill as we have called it here some- 
times,not the Voorhees bill, as some of us think it ought to be 
called, but ‘‘ this Gorman bill.” 


Now, this Gorman bill ts not tariff reform. On the contrary, its present 
rates are often prohibitory, and were either dictated by protected interests 
through treacherous Democrats, or were hastily patched up without proper 
investigation in committee. The bill has its merits. It does give us the 
great, the very great boon of free wool. But it doesnot pursue the policy 
of free materials, and its favors and concessions break faith with the people. 


When Mr. Lamb got through Mr. William Lloyd Garrison 
was introduced. Mr. Garrison is the son of the late great anti- 
slavery agitator of New England. He was formerly, I believe, 
a Republican. On the issue between the two parties in which 
the question of tariff reform is involved Mr. Garrison left the 
Republican party and allied himself first with the Mugwumps 
and then with the Democratic party of Massachusetts. He isa 
very prominent member of the so-called Tariff Reform League 
of that great State. I want to read what Mr. Garrison said, not- 
withstanding there are some allusions to Democratic Senators 
that propriety might have dictated should have been left out of 
his speech. He said: 


I desire merely to record my dissent to the current reasons given by tariff 
reformers for welcoming the passage of the Gorman-Brice corruption bill. 


You will observe that Mr. Garrison has a new title for this 
remarkable bill. _ It is not now the Wilson bill, it is not the 
Voorhees bill, it is not the Jones bill, it is not the Gorman bill, 
but it is the Gorman-Brice hyphenated ‘‘ corruption bill.” He 
continues: 


To my thinking, its defeat would far better serve our cause than its suc- 
cess. if l were a member of the House when the measure is returned for 
conference, my vote would be unyieldingly against it. Its betrayal of princi- 
ples by professed friends, its shameless surrender to robber trusts, its per- 
sonal and sectional preferences make it a satire upon reform and treason to 
the people who, trusting to party pledges once more admitted the Democratic 
party to power. ; 

With the vigorously opposing parties, it goes without saying that legisla- 
tion can only be reac on the line of agreement, one gaining what is pos- 
sible and the other conceding what it must. But the compromise we are 
asked to accept is not between the Republican and Democratic pees but 
the abject surrender of the Democratic majority to the base and unscrupu- 
lous Democratic minority. 

The present pitiful ary of the dominant party comes from this same 
compromising spirit. No President ever entered the White House more un- 
trammeled than did Mr. Cleveland at the beginning of hissecond term. He 
owed nothing to the spoilsmen. It was because he forgot expediency and 
adhered strictly to principle that the people exalted him. » How does it hap- 
pen that a single year reverses the picture and that the rotten and rejected 
stone of Hillism has become the head of the co:ner? History will answer 
that it came about simply because principle wag exchanged for expediency 
by the new Administration. 

The civil-service prefessions and manifestations of Mr. Cleveland were ad- 
mirable. Ifsu uently adhered to with that inspired stubbornness that 
led him to risk reélection rather than weaken his testimony, he would not 
occupy the humiliating position of a President who has not only lost his 

asp on his ty, but on the people. The former might have deserted him, 
Bat e pie never. In order to comply with ‘practical’ advice, to ac- 
com ons reform by the sacrifice of another, he with his clear- 
ness of vision and lost his way. To br about the repeal of the silver in - 
iquity he used the spoils of office, sw: by the politician's and the devil's 
maxim, ‘To do a great good it is justifiable to do a little evil.” The sacri- 
fice of civil service was not atoned for by the repsal of the Sherman law. 
Better a thousand times to have been true to the first, regardless of conse- 
quences, and appealed to the nation for support, never yet withheld when 
be asked it for a principle. 
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That sop to Cerberus gave the scepter to hisenemies. The waning spoils- 
men waxed again and grew imperious. They are in the saddle and that un- 
shaken popular confidence in the President’sclear-sightedness and firmness 
has vanished. So marked is the change that low comedians upon the stage 
who wish to raise a ribald laugh have but to mention Mr. Cleveland with 
disparagement. How short a time ago his name was greeted with irrepres- 
sible applause. 

We come to the poring of the ways again. The question to be decided is, 
“Shall the boon of a small reduction of duties in the Senate tariff bill be ac- 
cepted rather than no bill?” The temporizers say “ Yes.’’ Itseems to me 
— ~~ whocares for his party or his country will best serve both by a thuder- 
ous ‘“‘No.”’ 

To answer in the affirmative is to seat the Hills and Gormans and Brices 
more firmly in power, with added ability to scotch the Administration and 
enthroneTammany atWashington. Moreover, nothing substantial is gained. 
Gentlemen, there is a day after to-day, and to settle the present difficulty by 
a sacrifice of principle to the Senatorial highwayman is to breed difficulties 
like bacilli. Makeshifts beget makeshifts. It is safe and prudent to meet 
issues at the outset and settle them then and there. Here the tariff is tran- 
scended by that of legislative decency and honor. 

Some victories are dear. Some defeats are glorious. With honor all is 
safe, whatever may be done, Grant that the next election will show an 
overwhelming Republican triumph. Resisting present temptation, strik- 
ing down the poisoned chalice the enemies of self-government are putting 
to your lips, standing upright for the integrity of the principles you profess, 
how easy it will be to guffer the temporary reverse! Through it strength 
will flow into your veins. But, conscious of your lapse, apologetic, perpet- 
ually on the defensive, bereft of self-respect, which makes adversity envi- 
able, what comfort is there left? 

If we believe what we profess, that McKinleyism is costly and destructive, 
inimical to trade and foster-mother of strikes and tramps, can we not trust 
it to work for us with the same effectiveness that slavery ever contributed 
toabolition? The burden of hard times willthen rest where it belongs, upon 
Republican shoulders. Pass the Gorman bill and the Democratic gk! as- 
sumes the fatal load and all thatit implies. It will not only inherit McKin- 
leyism, but will have sought the curse. Can folly go further? 





The report of this great one by this son of a great man 
says that some of the members applauded Mr. Garrison’s re- 
marks while others sat silent in their chairs. They were evi- 
dently divided on the question, just as Democratic Senators are 
divided on the same issue. 

Mr. President, I have only to add that, acting in conjunction 
with my colleagues from New England in the Senate, in this 
hour so fraught with the highest possible consequences to the 
people of this country, I shall be glad whenever ety 
offers to vote to place adequate tariif duties upon all the produc- 
tions and commodities of the country of which we are citizens. 
For this reason [ shall vote for the amendment offered to the 

resent paragraph by the Senator from Connecticut|Mr. PLATT]; 
but that failing, I shall reserve the right, if I conclude so to do, 
to vote against the proposition of the committee to place a duty 
of 40 cents a ton on iron ore, which to my mind is utterly inad- 
equate protection. 

Mr. President, I am bound to say, as other Senators have said, 
and as these gentlemen of the Tariff Reform Club of Massachu- 
setts have 30 pointedly said, that theattitude of the Democratic 

rty to-day in view of its declarations on the stump in New 

‘ngland and elsewhere, and in viewof its declaration in its iast 
national platform that high protective rates were unconstitu- 
tional and the McKinley act was ‘‘ the culminating atrocity of 
class legislation,” is utterly inconsistentandabsurd. It willcer- 
tainly require a great deal of political sagacity on the. part to 
prove to the people that they areeither honest or consistent. I 
sympathize with them in their efforts to do this thing, but see 
no escape for them from utter overthrow as soon as the people 
get an opportunity to record their opinion of the legislation that 
we are now considering. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I propose to modify anamendment 
submitted by me some time since to the cotton schedule of the 
bill, and I ask that the modified amendment be printed. 

Mr. HALE. What isthe paper submitted by the Senator? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Some time since I gave notice of a 
number of amendments which I propose to offer to the bill, one 
of which was an amendment to the cotton schedule. This isa 
modification of the amendment, which I give notice to the Sen- 
ate it is my intention to offer. I ask that the modification be 
printed so that Senators may have notice of it. 

Mr. HALE. Asa pending amendment? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. As an amendment to be offered 
when that schedule is reached. 

Mr. HALE. It will of course be printed so that we may have 
an opportunity to see what it is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed. 

Mr. DOLPAH. Mr. President, in discussing the pending bill 
on a previous occasion I endeavored to find out from Senators 
in charge of the pending measure upon what principle the bill 
was constructed. I was unable todoso. Itisnotarevenue bill, 
because if passed it will not provide sufficient revenue from du- 
ties upon imports to maintain the Government. It is nota pro- 
tective bill, use many of the products of important indus- 
tries of this country are Placed upon the free list. Even where 
protective duties are im by the bill they are mainly upon 
the products of the South. It does not appear to be satisfactory 
to anyone. 
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The Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], who has. been under- 
stood for many years to be an exponent of the doctrine of 
the Democratic party on the tariff, is so dissatisfied with the 
bill as it is proposed now to be amended that he refuses to 
vote for every amendmeut o‘fered by the committee. We 
have the extraordinary spectacle of the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. VEST], while he discusses the amendments offered by the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] and supports them, saying 
emphatically over and over again that the bill is not satisfactory 
to him; that he believes in free raw materials, but ‘‘ that the bill 
is the best we could get and we have done the best we could.” 
This morning I understood him to state substantially that he 
should go back to the people of Missouri, give them his views 
in regard to duties upon imports, and inform them that he is in 
favor of free raw materials, and had done the best he could to 
embody his views in legislation and throw himself upon the 
tender mercies of his constituents. 

The Senator's position, and that of the majority in the Senate 
and the Democratic party, is illustrated by a story which was 
told me once by an eminent member of this body. He said that 
away out in one of the Northwestern Territories, where the pop- 
ulation was sparse and was composed mostly of miners and herd- 
ers, the citizens of a town got up an impromptu entertainment. 
The best music they could provide was an old cracked piano, 
and the best musician they could obtain was a young girl 10 or 
12 years of age who had not had muchinstruction. Fearing that 
the miners and cowboys, all of whom carried revolvers, would 
not be pleased with the mucic, the management put up over the 

iano a sign, ‘Don’t shoot at the girl; she does the best she 

nows how.” [Laughter.] 

This is the plea of the Senator from Missouri and every other 
Senator who has spoken on the other side of the Chamber who 
state that the bill is not satisfactory to them. ‘It is not a bill 
to carry out the Democratic platform, bat it is the best we 
could do.” Mr. President, when the people of this country 
next fall come to use that weapon which is better than bullets, 
the ballot, no sign of that kind placed over the Democratic 
party, or over the Administration, or over the majority in the 
Senate will save it from the righteous indignation of the people 
of the United States. 

The Senator from South Carolina[Mr. BUTLER] has read elab- 
orately from the statement of a Mr. Tobey, a witness who was 
examined before the Senate Select Committee on Relations with 
Canada, of which the honorable Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. HOAR| was chairman and of which Iam a member. I re- 
member Mr. Tobey’s testimony. The committee heard the tes- 
timony of everyone who offered himself upon the question of 
our trade relations and our political relations with Canada. We 
heard Republicans and protectionists; we took the testimony of 


n ee traders, and of people who had hobbies. | ; ; ; ee hee 
Democrats San 5 : — | ness is a good witness upon this proposition, that the admission 


| of imported goods free would destroy our American industries, 


Mr. Tobey impressed me if not as a crank as a man who has a 
hobby. He had written an article which he hid read before 
some association or had published, and he came before our com- 
mittee to read it. 
favored free coal and free iron ore for the iron manufacturers of 
Massachusetts. 

The trouble appeared to be, as nearly as I coulda certain from 
him, that manufactories of iron which were flourishing in early 


times before the great development of the iron industry in | 


Pennsylvania and other Western States of the Union, had be- 


come depressed, and that the iron industries of Massachusetts | 


could not compete with the iron industries of Pennsylvania. | yo. cited here as an authority upon the question of free ironore, 


What Mr. Tobey desired to do was to open our ports to the free 


admission of iron and coal from abroad, hoping thereby to main- | 


tain the iron manufactvring industries of Massachusetts, not- 
withstanding the sharp competition of the iron industries of 
Pennsylvania. By a fewquestions which I put to him on cross- 
examination, I drew out of him his exact. position on this ques- 
tion. I first showed by his own testimony that the changed 
conditions in the United States, the great development of the 
iron and steel industries, had greatly reduced the price of all 
the manufactures of iron and steel. I said to him: 

Q. You have given us a very interesting paper upon this subject, and are 
perhaps informed. I would like to have you tell us how the prices of the 
products of iron and steel manufactures correspond to-day with the prices 
at the breaking out of the war. Take tacks, steel rails, engines, and ma- 
chinery of all kinds. What has been the effect, on the prices of those arti- 
cles, of the tariff legislation and other forces operating together? 

A. I think that throughout the world the prices of iron goods are lower 


now than they were before the war; not only in the United States, but 
throughout the world. 


Then the tariff had done some good. 


Q. How does the amount of the product in the United States correspond 
with the amount of the product in 1860? 
A. It is immeasurably greater. 


According to this witness, not only has the price of.all the 
manufactures of iron and steel been reduced, but our product 
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has increased from 1860 until it is immeasurably greater than 
then. I asked him: 


Q. The United States has become a very formidable competitor with all 

the world in the manufacture of iron and steel 
He answered: 

A. I think so, undoubtedly. 

Q. Has that been a factor in reducing the prices? 

A. I should say unquestionably that the deprivation of their American 
markets has reduced the price of iron in foreign countries, in England more 
particularly; that the loss uf their American markets has tended to reduce 
the price of iron in Great Britain 

Q. That is to say, the manufacture of the products 
has tended to decrease the price of those articles ver 

A. Undoubtedly. 

Q. Do I understand you to advocate the removal 
manufactured from iron and steel’ 

A. Not at all, sir. 


While asking to have the duties removed from iron ore and 
coal, the witness did not desire any reduction of duties upon the 
products of iron and steel. 

Q. Who would get the benefit of the reduction of duty upon pig 
coal? 

‘The WITNESS. Who would get the benefit so far as the sale of crude iron 
is concerned, do you mean? I do not fully unders ani your question 

Q. Who would get the benefit of the removal of duty, if any accrued to 
any portion of the communitry. 

He says: 

I think the population of New England would ultimately receive 
efit. 

_ Q. Your comptaintnow is that under existing duties you can not maintain 
iron or steel manufactures in New England’ 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Your object in removing the duty would be 
tures? 

A. Undoubtedly. 

Q. Do youthink that would reduce the price of m 
the United States materially? 

A, I thinkit would in New England, but that is sosmalla corner of the 
Vnited States that perhaps it would not have a great influence on prices 
throughout the country. 


The witness substantially admits that with free iron and coal 
there would be noconsiderable reduction in the products of iron 
throughout the country. Then I asked him: 


Q. Why should you not extend your argument further, at least to those 
who have to pay for small articles, and admit the articles manufactured 
from iron and steel free of duty in order that the consumers might obtain 
them as cheaply as possible; why should you not look beyond the manufac- 
turers to the consumers? 

A. If 1 were looking only for the methods in which fron and steel goods 
should be made as cheap as possible to the consumer I think I should not 
advocate the importation of goods free for the reason that I think the clos- 
ing of our immense manufacturing industries here would create such a de 
mand abroad for manufactured goods that the prices upon them would be 
enormously advanced and that our people would have to pay for that ad- 
vance, 


[ wonder if the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Bu7TLER], 
who read the testimony of this witness as an authority upon the 
question of free iron ore and free coal, will admit that the wit- 


of iron and steel here 


‘ry largely 


of duties upon articles 


iron and 


the ben- 


to build up those manufac- 


wnufactured articles in 


and that prices would be higher in the end than they are now? 


Q. Then you do not believe that the removal of duties upon manufactured 
goods would reduce the price; you think wh n foreign countries obtain the 
monopoly of manufactures the prices would be increased? 


A. If the removal of duties close | our establishments here [ think the 


| prices would advance, and I think the immediate effect of the removal of 
| duties would be toclose our manufacturing establishments here, 


; and that 
they would remain closed until the rate of wages in America became equal 
to the rate of wages in foreign cou itries. 


Mr. FRYE, 


Is that Mr, Tobey’s testimony? 
Mr. DOLPH. 


I read from the testimony of Mr. Tobey, who 


in answer to questions propounded by myself. 


Q. In considering this question I presume you will agree that the interests 
of consumers of manufactured products, as well as the interests of the peo- 
ple who are engaged in manufacturing articles made from iron and steel, 
ought to be considered? 

A. Certainly. 

Q. What proportion of the manufactures in the United States do you sup- 
pose are produced in New England? 

A. I think, sir, that New England has no advantages for producing cotton 
goods that are not free to all other States in the Union; that by the industry 
and enterprise of her people they have succeeded in establishing large cotton 
industries in Massachusetts, and make to-day—I am not infurmed as to the 
exact percentage, but a very large proportion of the cotton goods that are 
used inthe United States. 

Q. Nevertheless, the fact is that New England is manufacturing a very 
largé amount of the cotton goods that are used by other portions of the 
United States? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. They are consumed in the United States? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What would be the effect of the removal of duty from cotton fabrics 
upon your cotton manufactures here in New England? 

A. I think thé effect would be to hasten the movement which is already 
going on in the manufacture of cotton in the Southern States instead of 
New Engiand. I think the removal of duties upon cotton goods would 
hasten the development of cotton manufacturing in the Southern States, 
where the cotton is produced. 

Q. Would ithave any further effect upon the business of New England? 

A. Yes; I think it would ve largely have the effect, if an absolute re- 
= of duties were made, of closing all the cotton factories in New Eng- 

and. 





inne” ak le ee ey ak eee 





2a ERS oN 


o014 


Q, So that the great industry of New England really exists and thrives, if 
atall, by reason of the duty upon cotton manufactures? 

A. Yes; 1 do not think thatthe New England cotton manufacturers could 
at present make goods to compete with the English manufacturers, with- 
Gul retucter the price of labor, if the duty were removed. 

I asked him further: 

Q. How far do your free-trade opinions extend—to raw materials only? 

A. I think articles which are raw materials in amy large number of States 
of the Union should be admitted without duty. 

&. How about wool? 

e A. [should be very strongly in favor of the admission of wool without any 
noy. 

Q. So you speak in this elaborate and able paper which you have pre- 
sented for the interests of the manufacturers? 

A. Lspoke for the interests of iron manufacturers. I didn’t touch that 





question purely and simply in that connection; 1 spoke, of course, of the in- 
terests of the poople who buy their goods from there. I mean the ironman- 
ufacturers are the only ones whom I[ speak for in that paper, not that they 
are the only people whose interests I have considered. 


Soit will be seen that Mr. Tobey, who claims to be a protec 
tionist, admits that all the great industries of New England 
would be destroyed by free trade. He does not want the duties 
reduced upon the products of iron and steel, but he has his 
hobby, and that is that iron ore and coal shall be admitted free of 
duty, so that the manufacturers of New England can be main- 
tained and can manufacture in spite of the competition of Penn- 
sylvania, 

The truth is that present conditions, the development of the 
iron industry in Pennsylvania and other Western States, and 
the great development of the coal-mining industry in connec- 
tion with the iron industry, so that fuel and the raw material 
are brought in close connection, have removed the great, manu- 
facturing establishments of iron and steel to Pennsylvania and 
other Western States, and it is idle for New England to expect 
to contend in the manufacture of iron and steel with those 
Western States. 

Mr. President, I said a moment ago that I am unable to ung 
derstand the principle upon which the bill has been made. One 
principle I can very well understand. I reiterate what I said 
on a previous occasion upon this floor, that this is a sectional 
bili. Iam glad that the Senator from South Carolina has found 
some crumb of comfort in the testimony of Mr. Tobey, who rep- 
resents, or claims to represent, New England manufacturers. 

Mr. CHANDLER. ill the Senator from Oregon yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. ‘ 

Mr. CHANDLER. Several times while the Senator from 
Oregon was making his speech heretofore, I asked him if he was 
not going to seek to find the principle, if there was one, upon 
which the bill was being constructed. Heseemed to me toevade 
or put off that duty, and he is now approaching the topic which 
f thought he ought to have taken up long ago. Under those 
circumstances, as the Senate is very thin and the Senator is 
reaching a very important point in his argument, I suggest the 
want of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The want of a quorum is sug- 
gested. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the fellowing Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Dubois, McLaurin, Power, 
Bate, Faulkner, McMillan, Pugh, 
Berry, Frye. Martin, ay, 
Biackburn, Gallinger, Mills, h, 
Bianchard, George, Morrill, Sherman, 
Brice, Gordon, Murphy, Teller, 
Call, Gorman, Palmer, Turpie, 
Camden, Hale, Pasco, Vest, 
Cameron, Harris, Patton, Voorhees, 
Chandler, iawley, Peffer, White. 
Cockrell, doar, rkins, 

Coke, Hunton, ttigrew, 

Dolph, Jones, Ark. Piatt, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-nine Senators have 
answered to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. DOLPH. When the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER] appealed to me, when I was addressing the Senate 
on a previous occasion, to state upon what principle the bill was 
eonstructed, I wasunable to do so; but I k Ihave discovered 
it in part at least. One principle upon which the bill is con- 
structed, is to protect everything that concerns the South and 
to desiroy pretty much everything that concerns the North. 
So under the bill we find that rice receives a very large pro- 
tection, and itis a very remarkable spectacle for the Senator 
from South Carolina to stand here and say we can take the duty 
from rice, that he is willing, and to try to make it appear that 
the eee of the Senate are ae protective duty upon a 
— of his State. The Senator knows very well t the 

uty on rice will not be taken off or modified. 
en, underthe bill asitisnow made, there is a ve duty 
upon sugar, a product of Louisiana. I am told the duties 
that are provided in the bill under the amendments upon the 
class of cottons that are manufactured in the South are almost. 
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or quite prohibitory, while the reduction of duties upon cotton 
fabrics is to be upon a class of cotton goods that are manufac- 
tured in New a and the Northern States. 

Mr.PLATT. Thecommittee have changed the cotton sched- 
ule in some way to-day. 

Mr. DOLPH. [am reminded by the Senator from Connecti- 
cut that the duties are to be still further changed, and while the 
amendment has not been read I shall be curious, until it is read, 
to know whether it is not an increase of duties upon cotton goods 
manufactured in the South and a reduction upon those manufac- 
tured in New England. 

Then there is another principle upon which the bill seems to 
be made up. Itis to be a bill in the interest of foreigners in- 
stead of Americans, in the interest of foreign industries, for- 
eign capital, and foreign labor. Who is complaining about the 
duties under the McKinley law? Who is it that is complaining 
about protective duties? It is not the manufacturers of this 
country; it is not the laboring men of this country; it is not the 
producers of raw material; but there have come up from every 
foreign country having any foreign trade with the United States 
a united demand for the repeal of the McKinley law. I have 
here a little pamphlet which was sent to me by some person, 
probably the author. It contains a - ae by Léon Chotteau, a 
member of the London Cobden Club, delegate of the French 
committee to the United States, delivered at a public meeting 
organized by the Chamber of Commerce of St. Etienne (Loire), 
= 4, 1893. In his speech at this meeting this gentleman 
said: 

The great Republic of the West possesses elements of vitality that insure 
to it a place which grows more and more brilliant in the world. 

You can not fail to realize that the doings of such a nation have great 
weight. If the Congress at Washington adopts a wise law, practical in its 
effects, at once its influence extends far and wide, a refreshing and fer- 
tilizing dew. On the contrary, if the House of Representatives and the Sen- 
ate of the United States unite in at tof hatred, and inflict on their 
contemporaries a dark McKinley bill, which on that account is the more 
fierce and threatening, at once fright seizes on every soul, labor loses that 


security which is its strength, and produetion soon experiences the first 
effects of a crisis. 


Not labor in the United States, not production in the United 
States, but production in othercountries. Itis France that this 
speaker is now talking about: 


To show that the United States is by no means refractory to an accord 
with France, Europe, and the industrial world, I may here remind you that, 
by reélecting Mr. Grover Cleveland to the Presidency on the 4th of March 
last, and thecoasequent return to power of the Democrats in the two Houses, 
the Americans have accomplished a real economical evolution. 


Proceeding, he says: 

The spoliated citizens cast their eyes on Mr.Grover Cleveland, and Mr. 
Cleveland was elected President of the great Republic. 
Concerning the abolition of the tariff now in force, he declared in January 
last: 
“We Lave not been returned for any other purpose.” 
A short time after, on the 4th of March, the new President emphatically 


said: 

“The people of the United States have to-day decreed that, so far as the ex- 
ecutive and the legislative powers were concerned, the control of this Gov- 
ernment should pass into the hands of the political party which so it- 
self, in the most absolute manner, to bring about the reform in the tariffs."’ 


Again, he says: 

The better to convince ourselves of the necessity there is to get the bill 
abolished, let us seek together what influence this measure, which includes 
entrance dues at times ex 60 per cent ad valorem, has exerted on for- 
eign produce entering the Am frontier. 

‘rom statistics furnished by the a. Department at Washington, 
the exports from all countries to the United States amounted to $789,000,000 
in 1890 (June 30), and to $827,000,000 in 1892. 

We have here, therefore, an increase of #33,000,000in 1892 as compared with 


1890, 

It would seem in consequence, since those who sell to the United States 
have sold more, that the McKinley bill has proved beneficial to the com- 
merce of the whole world. 

We should wish to be able to say that such is the case; but alas, a closer 


mas reveals the following fact: 
In 1890 the taxed products exported to the United States amounted to the 
sum of $507,000,000. In 1892 they had fallen to $369,000,000. Henceareal dimi- 
nution in the a, of all countries tothe United States amounting in 1892, 
as compared With 1890, to $138,000,000. 

Then he goes on tostate where these losses have occurred. He 
says: 

If we examine Europe seperately, we notice that the taxed products from 
Baem exported to the United States were subjected in 1892, as compared 
with 1890, to a depreciation of $74,300,000, Their value, effectively, fell from 
$376, 700,000 in 1890 to $302,400,000 in 1892. + 


Mr. HARRIS. From what does the Senator from Oregon 
? 


read: 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam ae from a speech of Léon Chotteau, 
member of the London Cobden Club, delegate of the French 
committee to the United States, delivered at a a meetin 
mn : » the geo of ee of St. Etienne (Loire, 

r 4, ; will become interesting pretty soon, w 
Iread some correspondence between this 5 re and Chair- 
man ae the House Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. Of course it will. 
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Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator from Oregon will permit 
me, [ simply desire to put in the RECORD the fact that Monsieur 
Chotteau was in this country asa representative of the French 
com mittee, of which Monsieur Petit was chairman; that he was 
here, as the chairman says, to— 

Attend the legislative debates, give us an account— 


That is, the people of France— * 
of the proceedings. and endeavor to get the desires and wishes which we 
have imparted to him incorporated Mn the new law. 

He was here in an official capacity, representing the pedple of 
France, to guide us to a certain extent in framing the tariff law 
in their interest rather than the interest of the people of the 
United States. 

Mr. DOLPH. That is the point I am making, thatitis the 
people of foreign countries who are complaining about high du- 
ties in the United States and the loss of trade with the United 
States in consequence. The bill seems to have been made up so 
as to remedy this wrong inflicted upon foreigners, and in the in- 
terest of foreigners and foreign countries instead of in the in- 
terest of the United States. He continues: 

In applying the distinction of taxed and untaxed products, and of taxed 


roducts only, as regards the exports from the principal countries of Europe 
othe United States in the years 1890 and 1992, we find: 


Taxed and 
Countries. untaxed prod- a 
ucts together. | : : 
alicia xin uquidllvsimwaernteihensamineinahdieiaiatadill —$9, 100,000 | —86, 300,000 
EE ike auldad in pad diane nahh dpaned seeenkend te 37,000 | — 484,000 
nisin nanecewodecccedskaemithivbaatnecceound —30, 000,000 | —34, 800, 000 
SEELEY «ene cn csncceccuuends tewe dbase esd — 1,600,000 | — 5,900,000 
I used sm wkigihb atin tak s'est ieee erlalaeheneaiiel — 10,600; — 54,000 
Germany -....-- capaho siitisatiaalnigiten teins Melee —15, 930,000 | —22,771, 000 
SIS datraitsiaisdi tiie egenc ain noe earache nliietainlabilitel + 175,000} — 1,085,800 
SINE Th inte wc ccidia intra daicheeteenies teed iann Aetna + 1,800,000 | + 1,200, 000 
IID «. ccrenitn nb othd diene -eatennnduaseiigai bauniesennde — 6,200,000 | ++ 6,300,000 
I iirna:o'etrnid attibitvinsetinheatnn eae alrite -+- 482,000 T 149, 000 
I ERE RAL LOE ORE + 921,000 +- 1, 067, 000 
Spain __.... igshinicis diet aseh ninth delgcoead oadieatietaamatiaatinnceliereedil — 81,000; — 677,000 
NN + 220,000; + 168,000 
IIE a. arin neg guinnsisieectimiiniiies dnigptinineherd ~~] — 1,245,000 | — 1,733, 000 
I Bie SOI oc icon cnnas cuneonesinendeeendbt -+- 602,000 ot 42, 000. 








| 


Thus, you see that France, instead of incurring a loss of 29,100,000, shows a 
deficit of only $6,300,000, which is still a high figure. 

You further remark that our friends, the Belgians, instead of gaining 
$937,000, lose in reatity $484,000. 

What part does St. Etienne play in the movement brought on by tue 
McKinley bill? Your chief industry is the manufacture of ribbon. 


That is the principal industry of the town where this meet- 
ing was held. 


From 1890 to 1892 the silks of the different countries exporting tc the 
United States fell from $38,685,374 to $31,173,894, showing a decrease of $7,5(2,- 
480. France fi in this decrease for $1,112,037. 

The ribbons, which you have so long manufactured with so much prac- 
tical knowledge and taste, and ind wherein you excel, as is only fair, 

icularly claim your attention. You inquire whether the McKinley bill 
been useful or baneful to your industry. 

In order to enlighten you, I find the followirg figures: 


SILK RIBBONS. 
Exports from different countries to the United States. 











19900 =| = 1992 Differ- 
Countries. (June 30).| (Jume 20). | ence 

| 
I TEIGTED oncc teicicniniteewatine cwree shi 4, 250 $1, 293 — $2,917 
St iid sshtniipnnseihinabindiiilietidne alle teeaa < ee _ 553 
Cl tad lintettntie a lattinins dh dmemanciatine went 1, 197, 755 741, 388 —456, 367 
NT SN ds On dnteepdsatinwatinhowia 148, 355 142,864) — 5,471 
_ ORR OER EE : 12, 502 — 15,788 
iis tninnasscajaqunpninnesinmmnsatnuketnninnnne degrin 22 27 -- 197 
I <ncnpapsatennt enepectedinedase sumeut 16 10 _ 6 
Sahin: inh nations deteni nadine bmcladlingiop ed... ate - DP Pisin atin =_ 2 
I i eal on ached 589, 101 746,260 | +157, 1590 
BEE dhivavtiremadu anes ¢nbumbguTtiguéevd weoméeuimefowse stvoowos 99 ote 99 
td inte citiniieinneieniiamaindilinttsdipetnninve aaetigeanaithigtyeini 326 + 826 
ls, ciandibinscdiitmady ncmienen 1, 968, 486 1,644,769 | —323,717 

i 
France, be the chief exporting country, has therefore sold less to the 

Americans by , thanks to the McKinley bill. 


¢ In his remarkable work, ‘The Chamber of Commerce of St. Etienne and 
the industries of its circumscription,’’ M. Lucien Thiollier, the learned sec- 
retary of your Chamber of Commerce, states: 

“The worst blow given to theindustry of St. Etienne came from the United 
States. After the war of secession, and protected by exaggerated rates, 
numerous factories were established at Paterson, and they are to-day well 

hsufficient for the American sw 

e United States, which since Was the great and chief customer of 

the St. Etienne manufacture, which took from it the third of its production, 
now asks of it — articles oa. From 30,000,000, which was the yearly 
for a exports of all kinds of goods manufactured at St. Etienne 


to francs in 1884. They have since somewhat risen, and reached 
$1,802,190 tn. 1800; but rib :. ‘ 


y so called, figures in this sum for only 

frances. The rest, 8,537; francs, fs made up of velvet ribbons re- 

quired bythe fashions. In — of this vexatious competition, and of the 
heavy custom-house it to pay, the production at St. Etienne has 
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It was 50,000,000 of francs in 1838; it was set down at 





103,000,000 in 1889. 
Again he says: 


I should accomplish only a portion of my task if I falled to call your atten 
tion to the administrative McKinley bill. 

There are, then, two McKinley bills: the custom-house bill, of which I have 
a and the administrative bill, about which I will now say a few 
words. 

This latter is dated June 10, 1890. 

It should have come after the custom-house bill, of October 1, 1800, since 
its object was to insure the execution of the said custom-house bill. 

It came out first, however. 

How was this? 

Because the authors of that iniquitous law wished to replace, as regards 
the importer, the judicial power by the administrative authority. 

Such an exclusion from the ordinary courts was plotted by the political 
party then at the head of affairs, in order to increase still more the yearly 
average of entrance dues. Congress would soon have reached prohibition 
if the Democrats had not interfered on the 4th of March last. 


Then they passed resolutions at the meeting : 


Whereas the Democratic party, whose platform is to afford the United 
States a truly liberal economic system, has come to power: 

And whereas the McKinley bill of October 1, 1890, has considerably in- 
creased the old tariffs which might have been already considered as exag- 
gerated and well-nigh prohibitive; 

And further whereas a new general tariff can not be applied in the United 
States before the year 1895, 

Have resolved: 

That friendly and courteous entreaties be urgently made to the Congress 
and Government at Washington with the object of obtaining at an early 
date a more liberal law which shall considerably reduce the present rates, 
until the day when a new tariff shall have been passed. 


I will quote from a letter from Mr. Léon Chotteau to Hon. 
WILLIAM L. WILSON, chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means of the House of Representatives. 

He says: 

Mr. PRESIDENT: You have just accepted the high mission of preparing a 
new projectof American custom-house tariff. 

“There ean be no doubt that you will be able to compass this dificult task 


in the well ordered interest of the United States, France, and the whole of 
Europe. 
t * * s 3 o 
In the fiscal year 1892 the United States saw their foreign trade assume 
proportions such as they had never expected since the war of Independence 
Consider that your imports and exports combined reached #$1,857,000,000 
(2827,000,000 for imports and $1,030,000,000 for exports). 


Hence, a sum of #202,000,000, showing the increment of your foreign sales 
over and above your purchases abroad. 


That is the kind of argument that this foreigner addresses to 
the chairman of the Committee on Waysand Means of the House 
of Representatives to show why the McKinley act, under which 
the balance of trade was in our favor $202,000,000 in a single 
year, should be repealed. Not reading connectedly, [ proceed 
to quote: 

Europe exported to your shores in 1890 449,000,000 worth of goods, and 


394,000,000 worth im 1892. The result is a decrease of 958,000,000 lost by the 
Eurpopean exporters. 


That is another argument addressed to the Hon. WILLIAM 
L. WILSON as to why the eye law should be repealed, be- 
cause in the year 1892 there were lost $58,000,000 to European 
e rters. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Oregon allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is nothing I know of in the laws of 
the United States or those of France which prevents a foreigner 
entering into a correspondence of this kind with and making 
suggestions to the chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means. I presume there is nothing in the paper which the 
Senator has before him to lead one to suppose that Mr. WILSON 
appreciates or has any sympathy with any movement of this 
kind, or that he would take any notice of an impertinent letter 
like that from a foreigner. 

Mr. DOLPH. We will come to that directly. 


That sum shows the influence exerted by the McKinley bill on this side of 
the Atlantic. 


What is that sum? The sum of $58,000,000 lost by European 
exporters. 


That'sum shows the influence exerted by the McKinley bill on this side of 
the Atlantic. Of these 958,000,000, 236,060,000 were wrested from England. 


Wrested! Thatisastrong word. I suppose he means wrong- 
fully taken by foree, taken under the McKinley law in opposition 
at least to the wishes and desires of European exporters: 


Of these $58,000,000, thirty-six were wrested from England, fifteen from 
Germany, nine and a half from France, six from the Netherlands, one from 
Switzerland, and one from Austria-Hungary. 

These $58,000,000 would have exceeded sixty-four millions, if other Eu- 
ropean countries had not exhibited a slight increase in the amount of their 

to your countrymen: italy, Belgium, Sweden and Norway, and Rus- 
sia in Europe. 
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Then he proceeds: 


If the misfortunes of others should ever cause us to be unmindful of our 
own troubles, France might be readily comforted; for England, which al- 
ready suffers by you a prejudice of $30,000,000, is, moreover, bound to an ad- 
ditional purchase of American goods amounting to nearly $50,000,000. 


He takes some degree of comfort in the losses to France from 
the fact that England has lost %30,000,000 in exports to this 
country and has purchased $50,000,000 more of our exports. 

There is aiso printed here au answer from Hon. WILLIAM L. 
WILSON, of which I will read a single extract: 

I trust that the results of our labors toreform and reduce the existing 4 oe 
tem of tariff duties may lead to such larger commercial intercourse be- 


tween our respective countries as will result in great and permanent benefit 
to both of them. 


Mr. ALDRICH. There must be something preceding that 
sentence. The honorable chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means would nothave used the words ‘‘our labors” with ref- 
erence to France. 

oF DOLPH. I did not read the whole of the letter. I will 
read it: 

COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., October 4, 1893. 


DeAR Sirk: I am indebted to you for a copy .f your interesting work, Mes 
Campagnes aux Etats-Unis et en France, which reached me several days 


since, and for which I beg you to accept my sincere thanks. 
| have also received several documents, in which I find published a letter 
edressed tomyself. Ihave read it with much pleasure, and am glad to learn 


that you take so close and intelligent an interest in the prospective tariff 
legis!ation on this side of the sea, 


Rather commendatory of this letter from which I have read 
an extract: 

{ trust that the results of our labors to reform and reduce the existing sys- 
tem of tariff duties may lead to such larger commercial intercourse 
tween our respective countries as will result in great and permanent benefit 
to both of them. 

Very sincerely, yours, 
W. L. WLLSON. 

Monsieur LEON CHOTTEAU. 


Mr. President, I repeat that it is mainly foreign countries and 
the citizens of foreign countries who have objected to the McKin- 
leyact. It isthe importers into this country, the manufacturers 
of products abroad whocomplain of the high ratesof duty. The 
bill by the removal of duties upon several articles that are 
called raw inaterials by the majority in this Chamber, the Dem- 
ocratic party, by the reduction of duties upon manufactured 
articles in this country, by the provision for reciprocity with 
Canada in agricultural products, seems to be a bill more in the 
interests of foreign producers, foreign labor, foreign invest- 
ments, and foreign countries than it is in the interest of the 
United States. 

Then, I do not know but that 1 may add a further principle 
upon which the bill, as it is now proposed to be amended, seems 
to be framed. We have heard from time to time from the other 
side of the Chamber denunciation of the manufacturers of this 
country. There is scarcely an epithet that has been too severe 
to be applied to them, but when the Democratic party comes 
into power, committed to a revision of the tariff, it is such arti- 
cles as lumber and wool that are placed upon the free list, and 
such articles as iron ore and coal upon which duties are to be 
reduced, articles in the production of which unskilled labor is 
employed, and thousands and hundreds of thousands of laborers 
in this country are employed, and out of which they earn a 
living. 

But the increases proposed to be made in the rates of duty 
provided in the Wilson bill as it came from the other House, 
and the only cases in which protective duties are provided, are 
upon the products of manufactures. There is to bea reasonable 
duty upon manufactures of cotton; there are still protective 
duties upon woolen manufactures taken in connection with free 
wool; several eee industries, and especially those of 
the South, are to receive full protection, and the free-trade prin- 
ciple, the tariff-for-reform principle, is to be applied only to prod- 
usts the production which gives employment to agricultural and 
unskilled labor. The products of iron and steel are still to receive 
a considerable degree of protection, but business of the men who 
delve in the mines for the iron ore, and the farmers in the great 
West who raise their flocks of sheep, and the industry of the men 
who fell the trees in the forests and cut them into lumber are to 
be crippled or destroyed by placing their products upon the free 
list or b reatly reducing duties. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Oregon permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. Does not the Senator from Oregon think that 
he and others on the other side of the Chamber, who, for the 
sole purpose of delaying the passage of the bill, are making long 
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speeches, to which nobody listens and which nobody reads, and 
whoare using filibustering tactics, continuing them day by day, 
are inflicting really more damage on the business interests of the 
country by the delay and the uncertainty than the passage of 
the tariff bill could possibly inflict even from his standpoint? 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, although the Senator from Ar- 
kansas seeks every occasion, no matter whatis the subject under 
discussion and no matter what I have said upon it, to oppose the 
measures which I advocate and to speak slightingly of my ef- 
forts in the Senate, whenever he puts to me a respectful ques- 
tion I will answer him; but the statement of the Senator, if 
he calls that a question, is beneath my notice, and I will not an- 
swer it. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me a moment? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Observing the interruption and the in- 
terrogatory of the Senator from Arkansas, I desire simply to 
call attention to one or two facts, which I think perhaps the 
Senator omitted in his discussion of this pamphlét or address by 
that noted Frenchman, Leon Chotteau. 

Leon Chotteau is a member of a French committee of France 
and the United States for the repeal of the McKinley bill. This 
is the title of the committee: ‘France and the United States 
French committee for the repeal of the McKinley bill.” ; 

The president of the association in writing concerning their 
organization says: 

IT have the honor to inform you that the French committee for furthering 


the abolitionof the McKinley bill was completed November 16, in the sitting 
held at the Grand Hotel. 


Then he gives the organization of that committee. 

Mr. MORRILL. Where was that? 

Mr. GALLINGER. At Paris. The president is M. Henry 
Petit, manufacturer, in the firm of Gros, Roman & Co.; the vice- 

resident is M. Louis Tabourier, manufacturer; the delegate in 

‘rance and in the United States is M. Leon Chotteau, barrister, 

publicist, and member of the Cobden Club, London; the treas- 
urers are Messrs. Gros, Roman & Co., manufacturers; the as- 
sistant treasurer is M. Prosper Staehle, cashier of the firm of 
Gros, Roman & Co.; the secretary is M. Leon Guiallaumet, man- 
ufacturer. 

So that here is a club composed of five manufacturers and one 
barrister, who is a member of the Cobden Club of London, and 
codperating with the Democratic party, addressing letters to 
the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee of the House 
of Representatives, and having a representative in this country 
to influence this legislation,and yet when the Senator from Ore- 
gon calls attention to that matter in a very respectful way the 
Senator from Arkansas inquires if it is not about time to stop 
killing time in the discussion of this bill. 

Mr. President, if we are here legislating for France, it is time— 
if we are here legislating for Great Britain, with a representa- 
tive of the Cobden Clubin Washington, it is time to stop talking 
about this bill; but if we are here to legislate in the interest of 
the industries of the United States as against the industries of 
Great Britain and France, it is just time for us to commence to 
talk; and I am glad the Senator from Oregon is occupying the 
attention of the Senate to-day as interestingly and effectively as 
he has, and the interest and effectiveness of his speech is demon- 
strated by the pain it is evidently giving the Senator from Ar- 

sas 


ansas. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I have my own convictions on 
this question of the tariff. I take no advice from anyone as 
to what course I shall pursue in regard to the pending bill. 
I stated recently in a very few words that this bill, if it should 
become a law, would be destructive of every great industry in 
my State. In fact, the threat of the legislation proposed by this 
bill and by the success of the Democratic party has had the ef- 
fect to demoralize every industry in the State. To-day, while 
the manufacturing industries in Oregon are not great, there are 
not one-half so many people employed in Oregon in the great in- 
dustries of that State as there were two yearsago. The wool of 
eastern Oregon remains in the warehouses without buyers, the 
wheat raised in eastern Oregon can not be sold at a price which 
would justify its transportation to the seaboard, and every in- 
dustry in the State is paralyzed. I believe that if this bill should 
become a law—— 

Mr. DANIEL. Did I understand the Senator from Oregon to 
say that this condition had existed for two years? 

Mr. DOLPH. I did not say that it hud been going on for two 

ears. 

Mr. DANIEL. I understood the Senator to say so. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think I said that there were not one-half so 
many people employed in the industries in the State to-day as 
there were two years ago. 

As I was about to say, if this bill should become a law, no 
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doubt there would be a temporary revival of business. When- 
ever manufacturers know what they can depend upon the wages 
of labor will have to be adjusted to existing conditions, and the 
wages of labor will be reduced and some of the manufacturers 
will start; but if this bill becomesa law there will never be again 
the prosperity which thiscountry has enjoyed; there will never be 
more than a lame and a halting prosperity until the party which 
believes in the protection of American industries comes into 
the control of the administration of this Government and both 
branches of Congress, so that the law may be repealed and a pro- 
tective law enacted. 

I do not take any advice from the Senator from Arkansas. I 
do not fear the verdict of the people upon the course I may 
take in regard to this bill. So far as I am concerned, if I could 

revent the passage of the bill I should do it, whether it should 

by talking upon it until the 4th of March next or by beating 
it on a direct vote, but I do not speak for anyone else. I do 
deny, however, that I have been talking for the purpose of con- 
suming time. 

The question of the duty upon iron ore, which is under con- 
sideration, is an important question. Almost within sight of 
the metropolis of Oregon there are iron works where iron is 
produced and manufactured into various useful products. My 
State and the adjoining State of Washington are full of iron 
ore, and there is no reason why we should not produce there all 
the iron which is used on the North Pacific coast and should 
not manufacture there all the products of iron and steel. 

Iam told that the bulletins which should have been printed 
and been on the desks of Senators in order that they might in- 
telligently discuss the pending question have not even been 
printed, or at least have not been received from the printer; 
and because I seek to occupy a few moments of the time of the 
Senate to talk about this great industry of the production of 
iron ore, I am accused by the Senator from Arkansas of consum- 
ing time. It is immaterial to me whether anybody listens or 
not. It seems the Senator from Arkansas was listening at that 
time. It is immaterial to me whether anybody reads what I say 
or not. I generally discharge my duty according to my own con- 
victions, without asking any question or any advice from any- 
body,and then I am satisfied with the consciousness of duty per- 
formed. 

Mr. President, I said that this bill was a sectional bill, and I 
want tosay that there are strong protests against it which come 
up from the South. I quoted ona former occasion the statement 
of ons W. A. McCorkle, the Democratic governor of West Vir- 

inia—and I will read but a sentence from it now—before the 

ays and Means Committee of the House of Representatives. 
He said to the committee: 

Another thing I do know, and that is that politics to-day plays a part in 
that portion of the State. I mean to say that we were raised up ws a buffer 
for armies to march against, when men pursued each other with cannon. 


We are to-day in that same border warfare in the great politics of this coun- 
try; therefore I say, meaning no threat, “ Don’t do it.” 


Do not put coal on the free list. The statement that it is not 
meant as a threat does not change the character of it. Itisa 
threat substantially, taken in connection with his other state- 
ments; it isa threat that if their industries are to be stricken 
dow, West Virginia will not be found in line with the Demo- 
cratic column. 

I also hold in my hand a statement by Mr. W. T. Smith, pres- 
ident of the W. T. Smith Lumber Company, of Chapman, Ala., 
concerning the lumber question, in which he says: 


Our lumber manufacturers in the South were in a fairly prosperous con- 
dition up to the time the tariff was lowered on Canadian lumber in 1890 and 
reduced to $81 per M feet, soon after which we began to feel the effects, and 
our prices as Well as our demand for Western stock began to decrease, and 
so continued until the panic came on last summer, and yet our prices for 
home consumption are about the same as heretofore, And these low prices 
caused by Canadian competition are not only hurting the manufacturers, 
but are yo a wonene affecting the poor man and his family; for with them it is a 
matter of bread, as the wages of the men have been cut from &1 to 80 cents 
per day, and with this reduction the mills running are not paying expenses, 
while many have been closed. The very men whom the Democratic party 


pan ns ef trying to aid are really being chastised with the Canadian 
rod. 


Further on he says: 


Ten years ago I was engaged in the lumber business at Bozeman, Ala., and 
we received per 1,000 feet for first and second boards. Now we get only 
812 per 1,000 feet for the same. We got $24 for first and second flooring; now 
we get only $12. We got $13.50 for common flooring, for which we now get 
only #8, and have but little demand for it at these low figures. Stiff compe- 
tition has brought lumber to what it now is. 


Again, he says: 


Iam of the opinion that if this tariff on lumber is not restored, the Cana- 
dians will advance the price of their lumber to a ye at least sufficient to 
balance the tariff after they have run us out of the western trade. They 
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would then keep an eye on us, and in case we started up again would lower 
their prices at will, thus keeping us out, and from time to time advancing 
prices. I have often seen the stronger work the weaker out, and then put 
up prices to pay for the fight. 


Then he says—and this is a sort of a threat: 


Only one side of the tariff has been debated in the South, but our business 
men and our suffering laboring classes willin the future be compelled to 
turn the rays of the political sun on the other side of the question, that the 
people may see bot): sides thereof. 

The average mill has a monthly pay roll of not less that $3,000: then for the 

.781 mills we have 1 onthly pay rolls amounting in aggregate to $11,341,000, or 

@/ 35,082,000 per annum, 75 per cent of which is paid out for actual labor, and 
"S$ used by our poor people. 
i The mere sight of the Wilson bill caused wages to be cut from 81 to 80cents 
per day, and has already thrown thousands out of employment, many of 
whose families are now in destitute circumstances, being half clad and hav- 
ing only corn bread to eat, and some not enough of that. If the above-de- 
scribed situation is caused by the blossom of the Wiison tariff bill, what may 
we expect to reap as the fruit thereof? 


So, Mr. President, after all, there are some industries which 
are to be injuriously affected, even in the South. I pity my 
friend from Texas [Mr. MILs]. In accordance with his theory 
of a tariff for revenue, he has been willing to report a bill which 
would put wool on the free list, and strike a blow at a great in- 
dustry of his own State, and he has the supreme mortification 
of finding the bill changed, so that while it leaves wool on the 
free list, it has been made protective to many other great in- 
dustries where he would apply the principle of tariff for revenue 
only. 

Mr. President, the industry of 1ron and steel is an industry, I 
think, in twenty-eight States of the Union. It employs 450,000 
laborers. There are dependent upon it two millions and a half 
persons, including the families of the laborers. This does not 
include the men who are engaged in mining iron ore and pre- 
paring the raw material. By this bill these great industries are 
to be jeopardized and destroyed, and a large portion of the la- 
borers employed on them are either to be turned out of employ- 
ment or are to be compelled to work for wages which will not 
support them in independence and comfort. 

I hope the amendment offered by the Senator from Connecti- 
cut will be adopted. 

Mr. DOLPH subsequently said: In my remarks in regard to 
the sectional character of the bill, I wish to submit a table 
showing the number of manufacturing establishments, their ag- 
gregate value, the average number of hands employed, and the ag- 
gregate wages paid in California, Colorado, Montana, Nevada, 
Oregon, Washington, and Wyoming, with the total, showing 
thatthese States have only three and seven-tenths of the estab- 
lishments, three and eight-tenths of the value, three and one- 
tenth the number of hands employed, and 4 per cent of the wages 

aid. 

. 1 also submit a table showing the same thing with regard to 
the other States of the Union, except the Southern States, and 
showing that they have 80 per cent of the establishments, 85 
per cent of the value, 85 per cent of the hands employed, and 
86 per cent of wages. I also submit a table of the thirteen 
Southern States, showing that they have but 16 per cent of the 
establishments, 10 per centof the value, 12 per cent of the hands 
employed, and 10 per cent of wages paid. 

I submit these tables as showing by inference the reason why 
the industries of the country are dealt.with as they are in the 
pending bill. I wish them to go in in connection with my re- 
marks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The tables referred to are as follows: 


The Chair 


Factory system in the Pacifie States compared with the Southern and all other 
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Then he proceeds: 





If the misfortunes of others should ever cause us to be unmindful of our 
own troubles, France might be readily comforted; for England, which al- 
ready suffers by you a prejudice of $30,000,000, is, moreover, bound to an ad- 
ditional purchase of American goods amounting to nearly $50,000,000. 


He takes some degree of comfort in the losses to France from 
the fact that England has lost $30,000,000 in exports to this 
country and has purchased $50,000,000 more of our exports. 

There is also printed here an answer from Hon. WILLIAM L. 
WILSON, of which I will read a single extract: 

I trust that the results of our labors toreform and reduce the existing sys- 
tem of tariff duties may lead to such larger commercial intercourse be- 


tween our respective countries as will result in great and permanent benefit 
to both of them. 


Mr. ALDRICH. There must be something preceding that 
sentence. The honorable chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means would nothave used the words ‘‘our labors” with ref- 
eronce to France. 

Mr. DOLPH. I did not read the whole of the letter. I will 
read it: 

COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., October 4, 1893. 


DAR Sirk: Iam indebted to you for a copy of your interesting work, Mes 
Campagnes aux Etats-Unis et en France, which reached me several days 
since, dnd for which I beg you to accept my sincere thanks. 

I have also received several documents, in which I find published a letter 
addressed tomyself. Ihave read it with much pleasure, and am glad to learn 
that you take so close and intelligent an interest in the prospective tariff 
legisiation on this side of the sea, 


Rather commendatory of this letter from which I have read 
an extract: 

i trust that the results of our labors to reform and reduce the existing sys- 
tem of tariff duties may lead to such larger commercial intercourse cS 
tween our respective countries as will result ingreat and permanent benefit 
to both of them. 

Very sincerely, yours, 
W. L. WILSON. 

Monsieur L&ON CHOTTEAU. 


Mr. President,I repeat that it is mainly foreign countries and 
the citizens of foreign countries who have objected to the McKin- 
leyact. It isthe importers into this country, the manufacturers 
of products abroad whocomplain of the high ratesof duty. The 
bill by the removal of duties upon several articles that are 
called raw materials by the majority in this Chamber, the Dem- 
ocratic party, by the reduction of duties upon manufactured 
articles in this country, by the provision for reciprocity with 
Canada in agricultural products, seems to be a bill more in the 
interests of foreign producers, foreign labor, foreign invest- 
ments, and foreign countries than it is in the interest of the 
United States. 

Then, I do not know but that 1 may add a further principle 
upon which the bill, as it is now proposed to be amended, seems 
to be framed. We have heard from time to time from the other 
side of the Chamber denunciation of the manufacturers of this 
country. There is scarcely an epithet that has been too severe 
to be applied to them, but when the Democratic party comes 
into power, committed to a revision of the tariff, it is such arti- 
cles as lumber and wool that are placed upon the free list, and 
such articles as iron ore and coal upon which duties are to be 
reduced, articles in the production of which unskilled labor is 
employed, and thousands and hundreds of thousands of laborers 
in this country are employed, and out of which they earn a 
living. 

But the increases proposed to be made in the rates of duty 
provided in the Wilson bill as it came from the other House, 
and the only cases in which protective duties are provided, are 
upon the products of manufactures. There is to bea reasonable 
duty upon manufactures of cotton; there are still protective 
duties upon woolen manufactures taken in connection with free 
wool; several eee industries, and especially those of 
the South, are to receive full protection, and the free-trade prin- 
ciple, the tariff-for-reform principle, is to be applied only to prod- 
ucts the production which gives employment to agricultural and 
unskilled labor. The products of iron and steel are still to receive 
a considerable degree of protection, but business of the men who 
delve in the mines for the iron ore, and the farmers in the great 
West who raise their flocks of sheep, and the industry of the men 
who fell the trees in the forests and cut them into lumber are to 
be crippled or destroyed by placing their products upon the free 
list or by greatly reducing duties. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Oregon permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. Does not the Senator from Oregon think that 
he and others on the other side of the Chamber, who, for the 
sole purpose of delaying the passage of the bill, are making long 
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| speeches, to which nobody listens and which nobody reads, and 
whoare using filibustering tactics, continuing them day by day, 
are inflicting really more damage on the business interests of the 
country by the delay and the uncertainty than the passage of 
the tariff bill could possibly inflict even from his standpoint? 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, although the Senator from Ar- 
kansas seeks every occasion, no matter what is the subject under 
discussion and no matter what I have said upon it, to oppose the 
measures which I advocate and to speak slightingly of my ef- 
forts in the Senate, whenever he puts to me a respectful ques- 
tion I will answer him; but the statement of the Senator, if 
he calls that a question, is beneath my notice, and I will not an- 
swer it. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me a moment? 

Mr. DOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Observing the interruption and the in- 
terrogatory of the Senator from Arkansas, I desire simply to 
call attention to one or two facts, which I think perhaps the 
Senator omitted in his discussion of this pamphlét or address by 
that noted Frenchman, Leon Chotteau. 

Leon Chotteau is a member of a French committee of France 
and the United States for the repeal of the McKinley bill. This 
is the title of the committee: ‘France and the United States 
French committee for the repeal of the McKinley bill.” : 

The president of the association in writing concerning their 
organization says: 

Ihave the honor to inform you that the French committee for furthering 


the abolitionof the McKinley bill was completed November 16, in the sitting 
held at the Grand Hotel. 


Then he gives the organization of that committee, 

Mr. MORRILL. Where was that? 

Mr.GALLINGER. At Paris. The president is M. Henry 
Petit, manufacturer, in the firm of Gros, Roman & Co.; the vice- 

resident is M. Louis Tabourier, manufacturer; the delegate in 

‘rance and in the United States is M. Leon Chotteau, barrister, 

publicist, and member of the Cobden Club, London; the treas- 
urers are Messrs. Gros, Roman & Co., manufacturers; the as- 
sistant treasurer is M. Prosper Staehle, cashier of the firm of 
Gros, Roman & Co.; the secretary is M. Leon Guiallaumet, man- 
ufacturer. 

So that here is a club composed of five manufacturers and one 
barrister, who is a member of the Cobden Club of London, and 
codperating with the Democraiic party, addressing letters to 
the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee of the House 
of Representatives, and having a representative in this country 
to influence this legislation,and yet when the Senator from Ore- 
gon calls attention to that matter in a very respectful way the 
Senator from Arkansas inquires if it is not about time to stop 
killing time in the discussion of this bill. 

Mr. President, if weare here legislating for France, it is time— 
if we are here legislating for Great Britain, with a representa- 
tive of the Cobden Clubin Washington, it is time to stop talking 
about this bill; but if we are here to legislate in the interest of 
the industries of the United States as against the industries of 
Great Britain and France, it is just time for us to commence to 
talk; and I am glad the Senator from Oregon is occupying the 
attention of the Senate to-day as interestingly and effectively as 
he has, and the interest and effectiveness of his speech is demon- 
strated by the pain it is evidently giving the Senator from Ar- 


ansas. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I have my own convictions on 
this question of the tariff. I take no advice from anyone as 
to what course I shall pursue in regard to the pending bill. 
I stated recently in a very few words that this bill, if it should 
become a law, would be destructive of every great industry in 
my State. In fact, the threat of the legislation proposed by this 
bit and by the success of the Democratic party has had the ef- 
fect to demoralize every industry in the State. To-day, while 
the manufacturing industries in Oregon are not great, there are 
not one-half so many people employed in Oregon in the great in- 
dustries of that State as there were two yearsago. The wool of 
eastern Oregon remains in the warehouses without buyers, the 
wheat raised in eastern Oregon can not be sold at a price which 
would justify its transportation to the seaboard, and every in- 
dustry in the State is paralyzed. I believe that if this bill should 
become a law—— 

Mr. DANIEL. Did I understand the Senator from Oregon to 
say that this condition had existed for two years? 


Mr. DOLPH. I did not say that it had been going on for two 


ears. 

. Mr. DANIEL. I understood the Senator to say so. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think I said that there were not one-half so 
many people employed in the industries in the State to-day as 
there were two years ago. 

As I was about to say, if this bill should become a law, no 
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doubt there would be a temporary revival of business. When- 
ever manufacturers know what they can depend upon the wages 
of labor will have to be adjusted to existing conditions, and the 
wages of labor will be reduced and some of the manufacturers 
will start; but if this bill becomes a law there will never be again 
the prosperity which thiscountry has enjoyed; there will never be 
more than a lame and a halting prosperity until the party which 
believes in the protection of American industries comes into 
the control of the administration of this Government and both 
branches of Congress, so that the law may be repealed and a pro- 
tective law enacted. 

I do not take any advice from the Senator from Arkansas. I 
do not fear the verdict of the people upon the course I may 
take in regard to this bill. So far as I am concerned, if I could 

revent the passage of the bill I should do it, whether it should 
be by talking upon it until the 4th of March next or by beating 
it on a direct vote, but I do not speak for anyone else. I do 
deny, however, that I have been talking for the purpose of con- 
suming time. 

The question of the duty upon iron ore, which is under con- 
sideration, is an important question. Almost within sight of 
the metropolis of Oregon there are iron works where iron is 
produced and manufactured into various useful products. My 
State and the adjoining State of Washington are full of iron 
ore, and there is no reason why we should not produce there all 
the iron which is used on the North Pacific coast and should 
not manufacture there all the products of iron and steel. 

Iam told that the bulletins which should have been printed 
and been on the desks of Senators in order that they might in- 
telligently discuss the pending question have not even been 
printed, or at least have not been received from the printer; 
and because I seek to occupy a few moments of the time of the 
Senate to talk about this great industry of the production of 
iron ore, I am accused by the Senator from Arkansas of consum- 
ing time. It is immaterial to me whether anybody listens or 
not. It seems the Senator from Arkansas was listening at that 
time. It is immaterial to me whether anybody reads what I say 
er not. I generally discharge my duty according to my own con- 
victions, without asking any question or any advice from any- 
body, and then I am satisfied with the consciousness of duty per- 
formed. 

Mr. President, I said that this bill was a sectional bill, and I 
want tosay that there are strong protests against it which come 
up from the South. I quoted ona former occasion the statement 
of one W. A. McCorkle, the Democratic governor of West Vir- 
ginia—and I will read but a sentence from it now—before the 
Ways and Means Committee of the House of Representatives. 
He said to the committee: 


Another thing I do know, and that is that politics to-day plays a part in 
that portion of the State. I mean to say that we were raised up ws a buffer 
for armies to march against, when men pursued each other with cannon. 
We are to-day in that same border warfare in the great politics of this coun- 
try; therefore I say, meaning no threat, ‘ Don’t do it.” 


Do not put coal on the free list. The statement that it is not 
meant as a threat does not change the character of it. Itisa 
threat substantially, taken in connection with his other state- 
ments; it isa threat that if their industries are to be stricken 
down, West Virginia will not be found in line with the Demo- 
cratic column. 

I also hold in my hand a statement by Mr. W. T. Smith, pres- 
ident of the W. T. Smith Lumber Company, of Chapman, Ala., 
concerning the lumber question, in which he says: 


Our lumber manufacturers in the South were in a fairly prosperous con- 
dition up to the time the tariff was lowered on Canadian lumber in 1890 and 
reduced to $1 per M feet, soon after which we began to feel the effects, and 
our prices as Wellas our demand for Western stock began to decrease, and 
so continued until the panic came on last summer, and yet our prices for 
home consumption are about the same as heretofore, And these low prices 
caused by Canadian competition are not only hurting the manufacturers, 
but are —/ affecting the poor man and his family; for with them it isa 
matter of bread, as the wages of the men have been cut from &1 to 80 cents 
per day, and with this reduction the mills running are not paying expenses, 
While many have been closed. The very men whom the Democratic party 
are eee trying to aid are really being chastised with the Canadian 
tariff rod. 


Further on he says: 


‘o I was engaged in the lumber business at Bozeman, Ala., and 
we received $24 per 1,000 feet for first and second boards. Now we get only 
$12 per 1,000 feet for the same. We got $24 for first and second flooring; now 
we get only $12. We got $13.50 for common flooring, for which we now get 
only #8, and have but little demand for it at these low figures. Stiff compe- 
tition has brought lumbev to what it now is. 


Again, he says: 
Iam of the opinion that if this tariff on lumber is not restored, the Cana- 
dians will advan t 


ladvance the price of their lumber to a point at least sufficient to 
balance the tariff after they have run us out of the western trade. They 
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would then keep an eye on us, and in case we started up again would lower 
their prices at will, thus keeping us out, and from time to time advancing 
prices. I have often seen the stronger work the weaker out, and then put 
up prices to pay for the fight. 





Then he says—and this is a sort of a threat: 


Only one side of the tariff has been debated in the South, but our business 
men and our suffering laboring classes will in the future be compelled to 
turn the rays of the political sun on the other side of the question, that the 
people may see both sides thereof. 

The average mill has a monthly pay roll of not less that 23,000; then for the 

781 mills we have monthly pay rolls amounting in aggregate to $11,341,000, or 
@/ 35,082,000 per annum, 75 per cent of which is paid out for actual labor, and 
'S used by our poor people. 

i The mere sight of the Wilson bill caused wages to be cut from &l to 80centa 
per day, and has already thrown thousands out of employment, many of 
whose families are now in destitute circumstances, being half clad and hav- 
ing only corn bread to eat, and some not enough of that. If the above-de- 
scribed situation is caused by the blossom of the Wiison tariff bill, what may 
we expect to reap as the fruit thereof? 


So, Mr. President, after all, there are some industries which 
are to be injuriously affected, even in the South. I pity my 
friend from Texas [Mr. MILLs]. In accordance with his theory 
of a tariff for revenue, he has been willing to report a bill which 
would put wool on the free list, and strike a blow ata great in- 
dustry of his own State, and he has the supreme mortification 
of finding the bill changed, so that while it leaves wool on the 
free list, it has been made protective to many other great in- 
dustries where he would apply the principle of tariff forrevenue 
only. 

Mr. President, the industry of tron and steel is an industry, I 
think, in twenty-eight States of the Union. It employs 450,000 
laborers. There are dependent upon it two millions and a half 
»ersons, including the families of the laborers. This does not 
include the men who are engaged in mining iron ore and pre- 
paring the raw material. By this bill these great industries are 
to be jeopardized and destroyed, and a large portion of the la- 
borers employed on them are either to be turned out of employ- 
ment or are to be compelled to work for wages which will not 
support them in independence and comfort. 

hope the amendment offered by the Senator from Connecti- 
cut will be adopted. 

Mr. DOLPH subsequently said: In my remarks in regard to 
the sectional character of the bill, I wish to submit a table 
showing the number of manufacturing establishments, their ag- 
gregate value, the average number of handsemployed, and the ag- 
gregate wages paid in California, Colorado, Montana, Nevada, 
Oregon, Washington, and Wyoming, with the total, showing 
thatthese States have only three and seven-tenths of the estab- 
lishments, three and eight-tenths of the value, three and one- 
tenth the number of hands employed, and 4 per cent of the wages 
paid. 

L also submit a table showing the same thing with regard to 
the other States of the Union, except the Southern States, and 
showing that they have 80 per cent of the establishments, 85 
per cent of the value, 85 per cent of the hands employed, and 
86 per cent of wages. I also submit a table of the thirteen 
Southern States, showing that they have but 16 per cent of the 
establishments, 10 per centof the value, 12 per cent of the hands 
employed, and 10 per cent of wages paid. 

I submit these tables as showing by inference the reason why 
the industries of the country are dealt with as they are in the 
pending bill. I wish them to go in in connection with my re- 
marks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The tables referred to are as follows: 


The Chair 


Factory systemin the Pacific States compared with the Southern and all other 
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Mr. PLATT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PEFFER. I will ask the Senator from Connecticut to 
yield to me fora moment. [ desire to pro an amendment, 
which I think oe to be disposed of before the amendment 

roposed by him is acted upon, and I rise for the purpose of ask- 
ee him to withdraw his amendment until I may submit one. 

Mr. PLATT. I understand from what the Senator from Kan- 
sas has said to me that he desires first to test the sense of the 
Senate upon whether iron ore shall be placed upon the free list? 

Mr. PEFFER. That is my object. 

Mr. PLATT. And as that is naturally the first question to 
be decided, although I hope and pray that iron ore will not be 
put upon the free list, I am wiliing to withdraw my amendment 
temporarily in order that the Senator may propose his amend- 


ment. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then, Mr. President, I move to amend the 
amendment of the committee, after the word “ pyrites,” in line 
4, by striking out “ forty cents per ton” and inserting ‘‘ shall be 


. xamitted free of duty.” 


The VICH-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kansas will be stated. 

The SecreTaRy. After the word “pyrites,” in line 4, on 

ge 21, it is proposed to strike out the words ‘forty cents per 
m4 * and insert “shall be admitted free of duty;” so as to make 
the paragraph read: 


Tron ore, including manganiferous iron ore, also the dross or residuum 
from burnt pyrites, shall be admitted free of duty. 


Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, the doctrine that raw mate- 
rials, as they are termed, ought to be free from duty, is either 
sound or it is unsound. If it is sound, reasoning from analogy, 
all manufactured articles ought to be equally free from duty; or, 


from the standpoint on which I view the subject, if duties are 
levied for any other purpose than for revenue only, they ought 
to be levied with a view to protection, and then everything 
which is produced by labor ought to receive its share of the pro- 
teetive duties. 

Iron ore comes as near being a raw material as anything that 
I can conceive of, unless it be coal, of which I shail take occasion 
to speak when we come to that schedule. Iron ore is found in 
every State in the Union in greater or less quantities. It is 
probably more widely diffused in the arts and sciences than any 
other one substance. The articles made from iron ore are num- 
berless; they are like the sands of the sea; they can not be 
counted. It is unquestionably the most useful of all the miner- 
als. That being truo, if any article ought to be admitted free 
of duty, iron ore should be. 

It is one of the tenets of the Democratic party, Mr. President, 
that iron ore, coal, lead, wool, cotton, and a number of other 
articles, which I might go on to enumerate, all classified as raw 
materials, should be exemptedfrom duty. If that is true, I now 
come to the question why it is that the Democratic members of 
this body insist upon putting a duty upon ii, and I want an answer 
to that question, and I want it from the Democratic side of the 
Senate, not from the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], 
nor from the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. iexaoult 
nor from any other Republican Senator, because I understand 
their doctrine. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] stated it this morning 
very clearly, as he always states everything which he under- 
takes to state. ‘‘Free trade-all around,” said the venerable 
Senator, “‘or protection all around.” The Democratic theory 
has been—and I am not saying that it was wrong—that iron ore 
ought to be free. I ask any member of the Senate on the Dem- 
ocratic side of the Chamber, why this duty is placed upon it, 
and I ask it with so much seriousness, so much earnestness, for 
the sake of eliciting a true and correct answer, thatI pause that 
any Senator may answer the question. The question is: In 
view of the course of the Democratic party and their doctrine 
upon this subject, why it is proposed to put adutyof anyamount 
upon ironore? [ask ananswer. I seetwo,four, seven, eleven, 
thirteen, fifteen Democratic Senators upon the floor. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, there isno pretense ofany attempt 
to evade any question at all, and I will answer the Senator from 
Kansas from my standpoint, and answer him very frankly. It 
is not at all a secret, not even an open one, that a great differ- 
ence of opinion exists inside the Democratic party in regard to 
the imposition of tariff duties. It is hardly necessary for me to 
give the reasons for this difference. There are certain Demo- 
cratic Senators who represent large manufacturing States and 
States in which there are large interests of the manufacturing 
interest who honestly believe—and I have no disposition to 
criticise the integrity of their opinions—that there should be 
some tariff taxation u these articles; but a very large major- 
ity of the Democratic Senators believe that iron ore should be on 
the free list. 

Mr. ALLISON. A majority of Democratic Senators? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. I meant what I said; and the Senator 
from I I think, understood it. 

Mr. SON. I was not certain that I did. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I suppose the Senator from Iowa 
was troubled, as the rest of us are, with the Senator's answer. 
If the statement of the Senator is true, that a majority of the 
Democratic Senators are in favor of iron ore being upon the free 
list, how does it happen that the Committee on Finance, which 
is simply the organ of the Senate and the representative of a 

- — the party on the other side, who are responsible for 
legislation, report herea duty? Was not that the trouble with 
the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. ALLISON. That was my trouble. 

Mr. HALE. That is the trouble with all of us. 

Mr. PEFFER. I[ h the Senator on my left will not inter- 
fere with the answer of the Senator from ri to my ques- 
tion, because I am not as a Republican. - 

Mr. VEST. I am undertaking to answer the Senator from 
Kansas, but, however humane my impulses might be,I could not 
undertake in any reasonable time to remove all the pangs which 
afflict the Senators upon the other side upon the question of the 
tariff. I know their earnest solicitude, their Christian charity 
toward us in the present contin , but I can not undertake 
— the sfternoon in sallasing tho solicitude they feel to- 

us. 


As 1 was going on to say, a large majority of the Democratic 
Senators favor placing iron ore upon the free list; but with the 
existing conditions in the Senate and the absolute necessity, as 
we , of passing some tariff legislation, it was necessary 
to make concessions to that small portion of Democratic Sen- 
ators who believe in some duty upon iron ore, and we had pre- 
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sented to us the contingency either to pass the bill with an im- 

t duty upon iron ore and other articles, or to not pass any 
bill atall. That is the whole of it; and there is no disposition 
* to conceal the fact. I myself am in favor of free iron ore; but 
if I can not get free iron ore, and can get passed a bill imposing 
a duty of 40 cents a ton upon iron ore, [ am willing to take that 
40 cents a ton, instead of 75 cents a ton upon iron ore, which is 
pow the duty under the McKinley law. I am willing to make 
that concession. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then, Mr. President, I have an answer very 
frankly given, that goes at least partially to the core of this mat- 
ter. l understand the Senator from Missouri to assert that a 
large majority of the Democratic members of the Senate are in 
favor of free iron ore; but that, in order to secure the support 
of a small minority of the Democratic members of the Senate, 
the large majority yielded their convictions of duty to the small 
minority, so that a party measure might pass this body. 

Then, I put this further question: Is it not true—and I ask it 
of the Senator from Missouri, who knows, if anybody does—is 
it not true, plainly stated, that the object of this 40 cents a ton 
duty on iron ore isa protective duty, and yielded at the request 
of persons who favor it for protection, and protection alone? 

Mr. VEST, Mr. President, as a matter of course, it would be 
impertinent for me to undertake to give the motives of Sena- 
tors who have favored this tax of 40 centsa tononironore. I 
can answer the Senator very distinctly for myself. As to 
whether I think it isa protective duty or not, that depends en- 
tirely upon the amount of revenue which must be raised for the 
support of the Government. I have my views in regard to the 
amont. I am willing to give the largest possible liberality in 
the way of revenue in view of the fact that large exports of gold 
are consiinily being made to Europe, and I desire, above all 
things, to avoid the necessity for issuing any more interest- 
beariny bonds by the Treasury. Itseems to me that under pres- 
ent contingencies we should make a liberal estimate in regard 
to the revenue necessary for the support of the Government. I 
should not. vote for any protective duty over and above the ne- 
cessities of the Government, and,in my judgment, this is, under 
present contingencies, a revenue duty, because [ think the first 
necessity of the Government is toraiseenough money from tariff 
taxation ard internal revenue to prevent any possibility of in- 
creasitig the interest-bearing debt of the United States. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, the Senate will understand 
when we come to discuss the wool schedule, at least tosome ex- 
tent, why Lam anxious about the position of the Democratic 
members of this body; for, if this duty upon iron ore is a pro- 
tective duty—and [ have made up my mind that that is what it 
is for, but t wanted it to be put in the RECORD in that form— 
when we come to ask why it is that they propose to put wool on 
the free list we may understand what has caused that change. 

T am inclined to believe that I am very nearly in fullsympathy 
with that Democratic majority which favors free raw materials. 
Indeed, I believe that I am quite as radical upon this question as 
the most radical upon that side of the Chamber, not excepting 
even theintrepid junior Senator from Texas[Mr. MILLS]. Iam 
ready to close every custom-house in the country and to estab- 
lish absolute free trade. If American laborers are compelled to 
contend against. the laborers of Europe not only there but here, 
I do not see why our manufacturers can not do the same thing. 

It is said, I know, and it is eloquently said, that protection is 
asked in the interest of the working people. There lies the 


dividing line between my old Republican friends and myself. 
All of this protection ery is said to be in the interest of the 
laborer, that we may maintain a high standard of wages, so that 


our laborers shall be able to take care of themselves and their 
families in proper style. Mr. President, with due respect to the 
—— who = that argument and who urge it, I do not 

ieve that it is a correct one. I do not believe that those 
Senators and speakers and writers who advocate that doctrine 
have thought this —— all over carefully. It has cost the 
work en of the United States a hundred million dollars to 
main their present position. 

There has been no increase in the rate of wages at any time 
or under any circumstances by reason of an increase of tariff 
duties; and that has not been the intention at any time when 
tariff duties were raised. On the other hand, it has been 
necessary for the American laborer to fighthis way. Thestrikes 
that are going on now and the strikes that have been going on 
during the last dozen or more years—and they are multiplying 
from year to year—show what a hard time the American work- 

~~ gag Ape saa in this country. 
a was and approved, and it was presented 
in this ae one, otpeeaiek by the distinguished Satinhoe from 
Ohio [Mr. sRMAN], whose footprints we see so frequently in 


the legislation of the last quarter of a century, authorizing 
American manufacturers, malisend builders, and other persons 


to go into foreign countries and contract for labor and to bring 
workmen here under contracts made in foreign countries, pay- 
ing their transportation here, holding a lien upon their wages 
for a year, having a lien upon any real estate they might pur- 
chase during that year, and exempting them from military duty. 
From that hour until the present foreign workmen have been 
coming into our mines, into our factories, into our shops, into 
our hotels, into our stores, until to-day three-quarters of the 
men and women in our manufacturing establishments are for- 
eigners, and most of them unnaturalized. 

So it is with our mines. I heard a mine operator within the 
last two years say that Americans would not work in the mines. 
That is not true, Mr. President. If there is any truth in it at 
all, it is to this extent, that they will not work for the wages 
for which they willhave to work. I remember hearing of one 
case where some 600 citizens of the United States were marched 
out and 600 aliens marched into one mining establishment with 
a high board fence between them extending from the establish- 
ment to the railway track, in order to keep the two classes 
apart. I need not go into the particulars, but I call attention 
to the fact in order that our Republican friends as well as our 
Democratic friends may get at some day or other on middle 
ground on this question. 

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN] this morning 
spoke of the enormous development of the mines in the region 
of country which he so ably and so honestly and so sincerely 
represents upon this floor. If I were to ask that Senator to tell 
me how many Canadians work in those mines, how many for- 
eigners of different nationalities, I doubt very much whether 
he would be able to answer that question. If [ were to ask him 
how much higher the wages there are than they are across on 
the other side of the lake for the same kind of work, I doubt 
very much whether the Senator would be able to answer that 
question. 

Mr. President, it is well for us to face this whole proposition. 
I want to give my free iron ore friends an opportunity to put 
themselves upon record, because, I say in all candor, I intend 
to hold you Senators from the South responsible before your 
constituents as well as mine for the votes that you give upon 
this question. Iam interested in your people; I am interested 
in you just as much as I am interested in my own people, for I 
believe that I am atleast tall enough, if not broad enough, to 
take in this whole country. I intend tomake answer to my peo- 
ple and to your people out of your own meuths what your an- 
swer is to this question, and if alarge majority of the Demo- 
cratic members are in favor of free iron ore now you shall have 
an opportunity to say “aye” when the vote comes, and we shall 
see how many of you are willing to vote with me and with the 
Populists. 

before concluding, I wish tosay that this amendment was pro- 
my in a somewhat different form by my political colleague 

rom Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], who is necessarily absent from the 
Chamber, being detained on committee work. That Senator's 
proposition was of a dual character, to strike out the section 
which we are now debating, and to insert in the free list sub- 
stantially what I have asked to have inserted here; but, upon 
consultation with friends, and from my own knowledge of par- 
liamentary proceedings, it occurred to mo that the proper way 
was to move to strike out the proposition to levy a duty of 40 
cents per ton, and to insert the words which the Secretary read 
a few minutes ago. 

Mr. President, 1 have nothing further to say, except that [ un- 
derstand—and if I am wrong I want to be corrected before being 
seated, for [ shall use the answer which I have already received 
during the remainder of this discussion and in future, unless I 
have misunderstood it--I understand that this duty of 40 cents 
a ton upon iron ore is levied as a protective duty in order to 
protect the American ore miners against the competition of 
foreign miners; and if I am notcorrect in that statement [ hope 
the correction will be made. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, as Lhad a colloquy with the Sen- 
ator from Kansas in regard to the subject, lonly answer for my- 
self that I do not propose to vote for the duty as a protective 
duty at all. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PEFFER] by his proposition and his question has penetrated the 
fundamental weakness under which the other side is laboring, 
and nobody recognized that more clearly and plainly, if he had 
confessed as freely when he rose in his seat as he thought in 
his mind, than the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. There 


is not one Senator upon the other side who has been counted 
up by the Senator from Kansas who does not have a deep sense 
of mortification when the present condition and situation is 
pointed out, as it has been upon this side of the Chamber this 
morning, and ——— with epigrammatic force by the Senator 

here is not one happy Senator upon that side, 


from Kansas. 
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unless it may be the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], whose 
principles and beliefs have all been discarded and who has, to 
appearances, abandoned all interest in the bill. 

The Senator from Missouri, who was not as candid in the lat- 
ter part of his remarks as in the first, was obliged to confess 
what is the situation, that the majority of his party, standing 
before the country upon a plain, clear, radical proposition that 
a tariff levied for anything but revenue only is bad policy and 
unconstitutional, has at last been driven to protective duties 
upon every schedule in this bill, and it is only a question of the 
degree and amount of protection. 

I do not know of any great party which has ever gone to the 
country and made a campaign and carried an election upon a 


more distinctive, plain, unmistakable proposition than that con- 
tained in the Democratic platform of 1892. 
We denounce Republican protection as a fraud, a robbery of the great 


majority of the American people for the benetit of the few. We declare it 
to be a fundamental principle of the Democratic party that the Federal 
Government has no constitutional power to impose and collect tariff duties, 
except for the purposes of revenue only. 

Mr. President, that was adopted not sub silentio, not because a 
few men smuggled it into the platform and carried it through 
and notice was not attracted to it until afterwards, but it was 
carried excluding the reverse proposition that a tariff under the 
policy of the Democratic party might be laid as incidental pro- 
tection, and to compensate for the Tidesence between labor upon 
this side of the water and the other, which proposition was voted 
down. 

Something can be said for the manhood and the bravery of a 
convention, that, on a distinct contest, embodied its propositions 
in the form of resolutions, voted them into the platform, and 
went to the country upon it. There was not in Chicago when 
that plank was adopted any such policy as the Senator from 
Missouri has outlined, that he and his associates are pursuing, 
where the majority yielded to the minority. The majority be- 
lieved inone thing, and that was this thing; and they said ‘‘ the 
majority will rule, and the line of policy of the Democratic party 
is to maintain its principles, and to say so, and to take its course.” 
The minority did not come in and overcome the majority, as they 
have done here, and have their way. 

No wonder, Mr. President, that a distinguished member of 
the Democratic party in the Senate a few days ago, when he was 
asked what was the condition of this tariff bill, replied, ‘‘ We 
are at the mercy of the minority, who have put a pistol at our 
heads, who have taken first our purses, next our watches, and 
they are now hunting around to®eeif they can not rob us of some 
rings we have got in our waistcoat pockets.” [Laughter.] Ido 
not wonder that that is the feeling on the other side of the Cham- 
ber. 

The Senator from Missouri shall not escape by declaring that 
a duty of 49 cents a ton upon iron ores may be a revenue duty. 
The Senator knows that by the bill he has presented here, or 
that be and his associates have put before this body, that all 
the amendments that have been put upon us, without reckoning 
the income tax and the tax that they lay upon sugar, the two 
thus increasing the House bill over $80,000,000, there will not 
be a deficit obliging them to resort to protective duties in order 
to raise a revenue, but there will be a surplus. Nobody knows 
that better than the Senator from Missouri. 

They have got on these two propositions—one of which taxes 
the breakfast tables of the American people, and the other of 
which makes it next to a felony for any man to dare accumulate 
property—to increase that amount to more than $80,000,000, 
which wiil give them asurplus; and the Senator shall not escape 
by declaring, when he is confronted with a duty upon ironore, al- 
though his people were promised free iron ore, that that is 
needed as a revenue duty. He knows better than that; there 
is not one member of the Finance Committee who does not know 
better than that; there is not a Senator upon the other side who 
does not know better than that. It is Cosames the pistol has 
been put at the head of the Senator from Missouri, and he has 
yielded rather than to risk the fate of his bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does not the Senator remember the pistol 
Mr. Edmunds, a former Senator from Vermont, put at the head 
of the Finance Committee when the McKinley bill was under 
discussion, and said that if they did not put maple sugar on the 
dutiable list he would vote against the bill? 

Mr. HALE. No; I donot. I have never associated the Sen- 
ator from Vermont with the presentation ef a pistol at anybody. 

Mr. BUTLER. That was stated on the floor of the Senate by 
the late Senator from Kansas, Mr. Plumb; and the Senator from 
Vermont, Mr. Edmunds, said if they did not put re sugar on 
me dutiable list he would vote t the bill; and they. put it 


n. 
Mr. HALE. Maple sugar was put not upon the dutiable list 
The Republican party had a policy—— 
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Mr. BUTLER. It was a bounty, I believe. 

Mr. HALE. The Republican party has a policy that, as the 
years go by, will be sanctioned, and our people will be grateful 
for the building up in this country of industry in every form and 
of the production of sugar that, in the end, will relieve us from 
the tribute that we pay to other nations. 

There is no more beneficent thing, Mr. President, that the 
Republican party has been engaged in for years, in all its mis- 
sion since it has taken into consideration the great financial and 
fiscal questions of this country, than the two things which were 
embodied in that proposition upon sugar, that was, free sugar 
for the breakfast table, and a system of bounties which would 
encourage and build up in this country an industry by which 
within twelve years we should raise all the sugar consumed by 
the American people. 

Iam willing in the future to stand upon that proposition; I 
am willing to contrast that with the attitude that the Demo- 
cratic party is in, either the other House or in the Senate, as 
will be shown by future votes in that body and by votes in this 
body upon the sugar question. 

Mr. BUTLER. I shall notdiscuss the wisdom or the unwisdom 
of it; I shall simply discuss the fact that when the McKinley 
bill was under discussion, what I have stated is correct, or at 
least it was so understood; and when the Senator talks about 
compromises, he —_— to remember some of the compromises 
on the McKinley bill. 

Mr.HALE. There were nocompromises. The one thing about 
the McKinley bill—true there may have been things in it, as 
there will be in the line of action of any clear, honest, positive, 
man, that may be at times extreme—was that it was honest, and 
direct, and meant one thing from beginning toend. From the 
time it was reported in the House of Representatives until it 
finally passed and received the approval of the President, every- 
body knew what it meant, and from the time the Democratic party 
laid the keel of this tariff bill in the expiring four months of 
the year 1893, there has not been one twenty-four hours when 
any man could tell from all the documents, all the bills, and all 
the amendments, what the other side did mean. Ido not know 
to-day—and our New England community is greatly interested 
in the cotton schedule—what is the plan of the cotton schedule 
in this bill, I have read all the reports and bills and amend- 
ments up to this time, but to-day the Senator from Arkansas 
{Mr. JONES] reported and had sent to the desk a bulk of mat- 
ter that is to be printed, and not until that is completed will 
anybody know what is intended in that great schedule. The 
McKinley bill all through meant one thing. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, the Senator will allow me to 
ask him what was that one thing—an increase of taxation? 

Mr. HALE. No, sir; protection. 

Mr. BUTLER. It meant an increase of taxation, and this 
bill means a Gecrease of taxation. That is the object of it. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator is wrong, and I am sorry that he is 
very apt to be so when he goes into the domain of figures and 
statements. That bill reduced taxation; that bill cut off every- 
where; that bill did not raise prices either. Given a fair op- 
portunity of proving itself as it is now, it accomplished two 
things—relief from the burdens of taxation and the reduction of 
prices: and the Senator can not point out in this bill anywhere 
that either of those .hings have been done. 

Mr. BUTLER. The reduction of taxation? 

Mr. HALE. A reduction of taxation and an increase of arti- 
cles upon the free list. All of the things that go to make up 
rofoundly wise tariff legislation were found in the McKinley 
ill. I do not say that in every item and in every schedule there 
were not duties that were not raised, and that, perhaps, some 
were not too high—that is human fallibility—but the general 
poreems and scope of that bill wasas clearly understood by every- 
y when it passed as the light of day is disclosed when it 

shining through our windows in the morning. 

, There is the differenceand there is the trouble, Mr. President, 
as the Senator from Kansas has probed it, and he has brought 
the Senator from Missouri to the confessional, and that Senator 
has been obl to declare that the ew has yielded to the 
minority for the sake of putting the bill through. 

Mr. President, of what account is it to get the bill through? 
It is of some account to have a deep and sincere and honest and 
pervading principle, so that whatever bill embodies all of these 
things shall be presented to the American .people and put on 
trial, and that the American people shall say “ yes” or “ no” in 
approval or dissent; but the mere being driven to the shift of 

a bill, the giving away at all stages in order that some- 

ing shall be saved out of the wreck, is not a proud position for 

a tparty to be in. There is not, as I said,a man on the 

other side of the Chamber who is comfortable under these con- 
ditions. I do not blame them. 

You have sat here, Mr. President, during this discussion and 
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have seen that when this side of the Chamber is engaged in 


criticism, when it is asking questions, when it is pointing out 
inconsistencies, when it is lamenting the results that will follow, 
we can not, with the exception of two or three instances, get one 
word out of the other side. First they desert their seats, they 
refuse to answer questions, they refuse to defend the bill, they 
refuse to disclose the policy upon which it is created, and then 
the junior Senator from Arbenene [Mr. BERRY] gets up here, and 
in clamorous fashion, because the talk on this side does not suit 
him and his associates and makes them wriggle, whether he does 
or not, and declares that this side is consuming time. 

This side will simply consume all the time that is necessary 
to disclose the imperfections, the weaknesses, and the wicked- 
nesses of this bill; and it will go further than that if it sees 
proper. The junior Senator from Arkansas can escape from 
that, if he chooses, by leaving the Chamber; but no declaration 
that this side is simply delaying for the sake of consuming time, 
will prevent during this session just such things as have Qc- 
curred to-day. 

This side has been much more comfortable under this discus- 
sion to-day than the other side has been, Mr. President; and 
when we strike a great schedule like the metal schedule, it 
would be a very strange thing if Senators upon this side did not 
take it upon themselves to point out the weakness of the prop- 
osition that is presented to us by the other side. 

When we have disclosed this and have come to the provisions 
of the bill, we are ready to vote; we are ready to vote item by 
item, and if the other side votes them down, we will go to the 
people; and if the minority on the other side puts the pistol to 
the head of the majority and compels amendments that are in 
our direction, we shall be very glad to see them, but we should 
like to know, a3 has been inquired, on what principle it is done. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, a stranger in the galleries here, 
after listening to the liquid eloquence of the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. HALE], would come to the conclusion that not a wave of 


trouble, not a ripple of discontent, had ever passed across that 


side of the Chamber in regard to tariff questions or anything 
else. While the Senator was speaking, in a reminiscent mood 
I went back to 1833. I remember very well that midnight scene 
when a tariff bill by | majority was forced upon the people of 
the United States, many of whose provisions had been voted 
down deliberately in both Houses of Congress. 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who was one 
of the conferees, has been in the habit of denying that fact; but, 
Mr. President, it has passed into history, and from the lips of 
the Republican Senators themselves, of the highest character, 


and I have the record from a report made by a dead Senator who | 


lives yetin our heartsand memory, James B. Beck, of Kentucky. 
That report gives this unique history of that transaction; and 
the record will bear out every word of it. The bill went into 
conference and came back to the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives with provisions, as I have stated, which had been voted 
down in both bodies. Here is what Mr. Beck said: 


Much light was thrown upon this subject by a controversy that sprung 

up between Senator SHERMAN and Senator MORRILL. Mr. SHERMAN had 
ublished an elaborate interview in the Commercial Gazette, of Cincinnati, 
ated March 14, 1883, in which, among other things, he said: 

‘The truth is, there was a grave fault in constituting the committee on 
the part of the Senate. The two members of the Finance Committee from 
New England were put on the conference committee, when, by custom and 
precedents, Mr. JONES of Nevada, should have been a member, or, if he de- 
clined, Mr. ALLISON. The result was that these two New England Senators 
controlled the conference, and they were known to be opposed to the duty 
on wool and in favor of an increase on woolen and cotton goods.”’ 

During the debate in the Senate Mr. SHERMAN insisted that therates upon 
woolen goods especially were too high, even as they passed the Senate, and 
of course he re ed the increase made in the conference, which, as I said 
before, the Sen knew nothing about until after Congress had adjourned, 
as an outrage; his la age in the debate 7: 

“That about one-half of the cost of these woolen goods is inthe cost of the 
raw material, the wool, and the other half isthe costof manufacture. Take 
therefore, a lot of these goods; suppose that the value of the goods imported 
is $1,000, and one-half of that is the cost of the wool, and the other half is the 
cost of manufacture. The duty on 8500, the cost of the wool, has already 
beeh fully compensated for and more than compensated for by the specific 
duty. en, as to the duty as levied, not as 40 per cent of the %5v0, the cost of 
manufacture, which is all the manufacturer puts upon it, but the duty is 
levied at 40 per cent on the thousand, thus giving him a protection of #400, or 
#0 per cent on the cost of manufacture. It seems to me that is too large, 
that the relative duties upon wool and woolen goods are unequal and unfair. 
The duty ought to be in bee agers a to the manufactures.” 

And in the interview above referred to he repeated his charges of improper 
conduct against his coconferees from New England, sa - 

“The protective duty of 35 per cent ad valorem in favor of the manufac- 
turer remains unchanged, and in important branches is changed to 40 per 
cent; and the classification is so changed that none but an expert can un- 
derstand it. Even in the conference committee additional duties were put 
on both cotton and woolen goods of certain grades, far in advance of exist- 


law.’ 

. MORRILL wi Mr. SHERMAN in a labored article, dated April 28, 
and published in the New York Tribune. He confesses and avoids the truth 
of the ¢ His main defense is that Mr. SHERMAN was as deep in the 
mud as he was in the mire. Both did their best to show their want of due 
1espect for the expressed will of the Senate, although neither of them had 
ben Ain to undertake the task of sustaining the action of the body that ap- 
Re ted them, unless they were determined to maintain and upholdits action 

y every honorable means, whether they approved it or not. It is painfully 
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apparent from their own statements that neither of them either did so or 
attempted to do so. Mr. MORRILL says: 

“ The distinguished Senator is a remarkably cool and sagacious man, but he 
was evidently in a pet, and by this time he will regret some of his rather 
exaggerated and hasty statements. Hecriticises the fact that two members 
of the conference committee were from New England, and would ‘seem to 
indicate that this brought to bear a malign sectional influence, forgetting 
that two of the members of the conference committee were from the State 
of Ohio alone, and perhaps, too, sensitively remembering that the large in- 
crease of duties on plain white crockery ware had never been insisted upon 
in the Senate by New England.” 

Again, he says: 

“But the Senator complains that the duties on woolens were raised in the 
conference committee; so they were on pig and bar iron.” 

These interviews show that the conferees, socalled, paid no sort of respect 
tothe wishes of the two Houses. They made the tariff which we are now 
cursed with to suit themselves. One accuses the other of increasing the 
burdens vn cotton and woolen goods, and the other retaliates by charging 
his accuser with having increased the taxes on earthenware, pig and bar 
iron, and other things in the iron schedule which the Senate had over and 
over again defeated him in when he attempted to impose them upon the 
country on this floor. 

Mr. MORRILL adds: 

“A restoration of these rates, even in a committee of conference, was an 
unpromising risk. If anyone was more responsible than Senator SHER- 
MAN for making the ‘harmony and symmetry of the plan’ of the commis- 
sion’s iron schedule ‘as rough as a saw’ I do not remember it,”’ 





So, Mr. President, it appears that in 1883 the Senators who 
are now taunting the Democratic party with a disagreement 
amongst themselves, rushed into the public prints of the coun- 
try after Congress had adjourned to charge malign and sectional 
and improper conduct upon their colleagues on that committee. 

We have heard that the Wilson bill and the present bill has 
been made for sectional purposes; that the rebel brigadiers were 
again in the saddle attacking New England; but here it seems 
that these grave and reverend Senators at the head of the Re- 
publican party deliberately charged each other with sectional 
purposes and with improper conduct as Senators and conferees. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Maine has made a bitter and 
malignant speech; but I know him, and [ am willing to ascribe 
it to a temporary fit of indigestion, that the Senator has eaten 
something in the lunch room that has disagreed with his usual 
cool and frigid tsmperament. 

Mr. HALE. But he has not swallowed these amendments, as 
the Senator from Missouri has done. 

Mr. VEST. No, Mr. President, he has not swallowed these 
amendments, nor would the Senator swallow any other legisla- 
tion in favor of the consumers of this country; but give him a 
tax on fish, give him a tax on eggs, on butter, on stone, or any- 
thing in which New England is interested, and he would gulp 
it down with the avidity of a black bass when he swallows a 
minnow. [Laughter.] 

Mr. President, if I used the word ‘“ malice,” I acquit the Sen- 
ator of any such intention; but I can not imagine that the Sena- 
tor, if upon his ordinary diet, would have made any such speech. 
It is simply incredible that so much unadulterated snake juice 
could have come from his ordinary New England diet of cod- 
fish and Boston baked beans. |Laughter.]-. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I have had a great many contro- 
versies with the Senator from Missouriinthe years he and [ have 
been members of this body, and i-have always discovered what 
has been seen to-day, that when he is hard pushed and the facts 
are presented and he is driven to the wall, he always resorts to 
some little by-play, or some phrase, or something that might be 
the next thing to personal taunt in order to get out of the con- 
troversy. My comments upon the conditions bere were not 
leveled at the Senator from Missouri. I did not set him up as 
the representative of the condition of the other side. I was ar- 
raigning all of his fellows upon that side of the Chamber, and 
had no controversy with him. I did not in any way descend to 
any phrase or allusion or taunting speech, because I was not ob- 
liged to, Mr. President; I had plenty of facts, but the situation 
upon the other side is such that [ was entitled to make th» ar- 
raignment I made, not in a bitter personal way or in any way 
transgressing the limits ofordinary parliamentary courtesy. 

I tell the Senator from Missouri that I shall take the liberty 
during this controversy, whenever we come to these provisions, 
that neither he nor his associates can read without the m nt- 
ling blush of shame upon their faces as abandonments of every- 
thing that they have proclaimed to the American people during 
their political lives, to so arraign that side of the Chamber upon 
all of these propositions. Because retort is made aftera fashion 
that has been gone out of the Senate for thirty years and has 
only been introduced lately when the new majority has come in, 
I shall not be deterred from arraigning that side as severely, 
Mr. President, as, in my judgment, seems proper under the oe- 
casion. 

Mr. VEST. Nobody complains of that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I can not understand the 
relevancy a discussion of the action taken in regard to the tariff 
act of 1883 has to the present situation, but as the Senator from 
Missouri has gone into that matter and has read certain state- 
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ments in regard to it, I think it is important for the truth of 
history that the facts should be stated. 

Tn the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress the House 
of Representatives a bill reducing internal-revenue taxes, 
which was sent to the Senate, but no action was taken upon that 
here. Between the firstand second sessions of the Forty-seventh 
Congress the tariff commission, which had been appointed the 
year preceding, made their rec pe to Congress. 

The bill which they reported was introduced in the House of 
Representatives and in the Senate, and sent to the appropriate 
committees of the respective Houses. The Senate Finance Com- 
mittee reported to the Senate a bill, not precisely the tariff com- 
mission bill, but a bill substantially like that measure, as an 
amendment, one single amendment to the internal-revenue bill, 
which had passed the House at the preceding session. The la- 
mented Judge Kelley, chairman of the Committe on Ways and 
Means of the House of Representatives, introduced the commis- 
sion biil in the House. Sometime after he reported it back 
from the Ways and Means Committes, withslight amendments, 
and the House commenced the discussion of the measure. They 
pro-eeded, as I recollect now, halfway through the metal sched- 
ule, but were not able to go any further for want of time. 

The amendment reported by the Senate Finance Committee 
was acted upon in the Senate, which, by the way, was not Re- 
publican, as the Senator from Missouri seems to think, but was 
then egualiy divided between the two parties, the late Senator 
from Tllinows, Hon. David Davis, having the casting vote and 
balance of power, he being classed by himself and his friends as 
an Independent. 

That bill was taken up in the Senate, considered paregrepe 
by paragraph, and finally adopted as an amendment to the in- 
ternal-revenue bill—a single amendment, I repeat. The bill 
wentto the House of Representatives, which nonconcurred in the 
amendment of the Senate and ap ted a conference commit- 
tee. The conference committee, therefore, had before them 
os single paragraph of the measure, free to act upon them as 
they saw fit. 

Mr. McGPHERSON. May I ask the Senator a question as he 
goes along? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Did the House of Representatives con- 
sider the bill at all? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The House of Representatives considered a 
bill which was reported from their committee, and afterwards 
abandoned. They did not consider even this bill, exee tin Com- 
mittee of the Whole. There was no action upon this Bill in the 
House at all. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. They considered the bill, then, which 
had been reported to them by the tariff commission. The Sen- 
ate hill, unlike the billof the tariff commission, was much higher 
in all its schedule rates. That bill went to the House from the 
Senate; it was notr in the House at all; but a new rule was 
passed there to enable the House to nonconcur in the Senate 
amendment without a two-thirds vote in order to send it to con- 
ference; and the tariff law of 1883 was made in conference with- 
out having ever been read in the presence of the House of Rep- 
resentatives or ever having been voted on by the House of Rep- 
resentatives at all, except simply to nonconcur in the Senate 
amendment, but the rule that was provided did not enable a vote 
to be taken to concur in the Senate amendments. So it was a 
plan to getthe bill into conference without the action of the House 
of Representatives at all—I speak now of the rules. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is a mistaken in one 

t of his statement. The rates in the bill which passed the 
Senate were lower in nearly every instance than the report of 
the tariff commission, and lower than the rates which had been 
adopted by the House of Re tatives, in such consideration 
as they had given their own bill up to the t in the metal 
schedule that had been reached when their bill was abandoned. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The average rateof duty,as the Senator 
will not fail to remember, of the law existing in 1882 was about 
47 por cent. The Tariff Commission recommended a reduction 
of 20 per cent all sare line, or at least what was — valent 
to a 20 per cent reduc . The next year, in 1883 or 1834, under 
the bill passed on the reecmmendation of the Senator from Rhode 
Island and the Senator from lowa, which was the bill known as 
= Allison bill and not the bill reported by the Tariff Commis- 
slon—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is a little mixed in his history. 
He is speaking of the tariff of 1888. 

Mr. McCPHERSON. No, Il am speaking of the tariff of 1883, 

The result of the whole thing was that one year subsequentto 
the passage of that law the average rate of duty was 47 per cent. 
Where, then, do you got our 20 per cent reduction? 

Mr. ALD ‘ e 


RI tor is di ‘me more or less 
from the course of statement which pee He makes a. 
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—- of five years inhis history; but still we should not mind 
at. 
As to whether the rates in the Senate bill were below the bill 
recommended by the Tariff Commission, there can be no ques- 
tion. I think the Senator will agree that I was more or less 
familiar with that bill; and I know that the bill reported to the 
Senate committee contained rates which were in every schedule 
less than those reported by the Tariff Commission. The Tariff 
Commission did not undertake to decide as to what the effect of 
their rates would be upon the revenue or upon an average ad 
valorem of the duties im d. They did say, and they were 
undoubtedly correct in that statement, that the rates which they 
suggested were 20 per cent below existing rates. 

utI will goon with my statement where I was interrupted by 
the Senator from New Jersey. The Senate passed that bill and 
sent it to the House of Representatives. The House nonconcur- 
redin the amendment. It is not material to the question which 
Lam now discussing how they did it. They adopted a rule,a 
course which is likely, I presume, to be followed in the House 
again if this bill the Senate. Does the Senator from New 
Jersey expect that all the amendments which we are now mak- 
ing to pending bill will be voted on separately in the House and 
and considered there? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iexpect the House of Representatives 
will be able to take up the bill under the present rules of the 
— and consider it by paragraphs, if the House should so 
elect. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator think the House is likely 
to so elect? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. At that time, astheSenator remembers, 
it required a two-thirds vote to take up a bill for consideration, 
and a new rule was introduced and which enabled the 
House to take up the bill by a simple majority vote for the pur- 
pose of nonconcurring in the Senate amendments, and not for 
the purpose of concurring. Hence the object of the rule was to 
drive the bill into conference, without any action having been 
taken by the House at all upon its different paragraphs. When 
it came back from the conference committee, it was a bill con- 
fessedly made in conference. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam getting to the point, ifthe Senator does 
not interrupt me too much. 

The Senator should remember one thing, which he may pos- 
sibly have forgotten, that at that time we were in the second 
session of a Congress. The bill did not finally pass the Senate, 
asI remember, until after the 20th of February, and that Con- 
gress expired by limitation on the 4th of March. If any bill was 
to be passed, and there was a general disposition on the part of 
all that some bill should be passed, it was necessary that action 
should be taken at once, thatis, if it were to become a law before 
the 4th of March. Therefore, the rule which was adopted in 
the House seemed to have been justified by existing conditions. 

The House did not concur in the Senate amendment, and a 
couference committee wasappointed. There had been no action 
in the House upon any portion of this one amendment which the 
Senate sent them; not a single vote had ever been taken which 
bound the House in any respectas to the ratesin the bill. When 
the members of the conference on the part of the two Houses 
met in the Finance Committee room t were entirely free by 
every parliamentary rule to recommend such changes in the 
Senate amendment as they thought proper to make. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, that is an interesting statement, 
and, if the Senator will permit me, I should like to ask him one 


question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator hold that where neither House 
of Co has voted for a duty, a conference committee has 
the right to put it in their — and orate it in the bill? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Do I rstand the Senator to say where 
neither House has acted? 

Mr. VEST. Where neither House has voted upon a duty, 
when the matter has not beon considered, can a conference 
committee make a new bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly not. I have notclaimed anything 
of that sort. 

Mr. VEST. I want toask the Senator if it is not absolutely 
true that a duty of 75 cents a ton upon iron ore was put in the 
aot of when neither the Senate nor the House of Repre- 
sentatives voted for such rate of duty? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Cer iron ore was in the bill as it went 
from the Senate. 

Mr. McPHERSON. If the Senator wili yield to me a mo- 
ment, I wish to say that the tariff commission reported in favor 
of a duty of 50 cents.a ton.on iron ore, and the House of Repre- 
sentatives had voted for a duty of 50 cents a ton—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. The House of Representatives had never 
voted upon any item of the bill which we sent to them. 





1894. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator has already admitted in 
the statement he made a few minutes ago that the House of 
Representatives had reached to about the middle of the metal 
schedule. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The bill from the Senate was never before 
the House of Representatives at all for consideration by items. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If the Senator will permit me, I desire 
to finish my statement, which is this: I say the tariff commis- 
sion recommended a duty of 50 cents a ton on iron ore; the House 
of Representatives, when it voted upon the bill of the tariff 
commission, fixed the rate of duty at 50 cents a ton: and the 
Senate in that bill fixed the rate of duty at 50 cents a ton; and 
you gentlemen of the conference committee reconciled the dis- 
agreeing votes, or you made a disagreementrather, between the 
tarifi commission, the House of Representatives, and the Sen- 
ate, by fixing the duty at 75 cents a ton. 

Now, I want to know how any conference committee can go to 
work and putin a tariff bill a rate of duty which has not been 
agreed to by either House, and which is in excess of any rate 
voted upon by either House? 

Mr. PLATT. Then, the position of the Senator is that the 
conference committee could not change any item of the bill as 
it left the Senate because the House had not acted upon it? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. They could have changed it anywhere 
between the limits flxed by the two Houses, but they could not 
raise the rate of duty from 50 cents a ton, agreed upon by both 
any to 75 cents, which had never been voted by either 

ouse, 

Mr. PLATT. But, as I understand, the other House had 
taken no action upon the tariff bill, and, therefore, had notacted 
upon any single item in the bill which leftthe Senate; had not 
come to any action. If the Senator’s position is right, then it 
follows that the conference committee: could not change by either 

utting up or down any item which was in the bill as it left the 
mate. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. But the Senator is not exactly correct 
as to his understanding of the action of the House of Represent- 
atives. It will beremembered thatwhen the tariff commission's 
— was reported to Congress of course it was sent to the other 

ouse. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was sent to both Houses. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator from Rhode Island is quite 
correct in saying that they took up the bill and got nearly 
through the m schedule before they came to a point where 
they could proceed no further. But in reaching that pointthey 
covered iron ore, and fixed the rate of duty at 50 cents per ton. 


The tariff commission had recommened 50 centsper ton. The 
Senate bill carried with it a duty of 50 centsa ton. The con- 


ference committee, when they got the bill in conference, fixed 
the duty at 75 cents per ton. Does the Senator from Connecti- 
cut claim for a single moment that it is within the competency 
of a conference committee to take such action? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly, [think so. If the other House had 
acted finally a bill, agreeing with the Senate wpon anitem, 
that could not be changed, but the House did not act upon any 
single item of the tariff bill. It considered a bill and in consid- 
ering that bill it put the duty on iron ore at 50 cents. The bill 
never came to final action in the House and, therefore, so far as 
the conference committee were concerned there was no diffi- 
culty about making the duty whatever they chose. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The action of the House was upon a bill 
which never reached the Senate at all. It had no more influ- 
ence with the action of the conference committee upon the Sen- 
ate bill than the vote which they had taken on the act of 1870, 
or any other tariff act that had been passed from the formation 
of the Government down to the present time. You might as 
well say that because the act of 1789 fixed the rate of duty upon 
something, therefore this conference committee were bound by 
that action. The bill, which was introduced in the House by 
the member from Pennsylvania, which was ered partly in 
Committee of the Whole, was abandoned by the House, and the 
action which they had taken on the abandoned bill had no 
more to do with the action of the Senate and of the House which 
was considered by the conference committee than any action 
taken in a previous generation. 

Mr. McPHERSON. It is very strange the Senator should 
make such argument as that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam stating the fact; that is all. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The conference committee usually con- 
sists of 5 members of this body. Inasmuch as that conference 
report, when it comes back into the Senate can not be taken up 
by )phs and sections but must be agreed to practically as 
a whole, does the Senator argue for a single moment that it 
would be competent for that conference committee to so change 
the bill that its friends would not know it? I donot think the 
Senator will argue anything of that kind. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. The conference committee could certainly 
do that, under the circumstances stated, and ifthe Senate and 
House concur in the action of the conference, the bill becomes 
alaw. Take this bill. Iron ore, for instance, is put on the free 
list in the House, and 40 cents a ton is put on in the Senate. 
The conference committee can agree upon any rate between 40 
cents and the free list on ecitherextreme. There can not be any 
question about that, I suppose. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Truly, nobody questions that it may do 
it between 40 cents and nothing, but as to going above 40 cents 
per ton 

Mr. ALDRICH. They can not do it, because there is a dis- 
agreement between the two Houses from nothing to 40 cents a 
ton. Thatis the only question which goes into conference. In 
the case to which I alluded all questions affecting every item ol 
that bill went into conference free from any such limitation, 
and there was absolutely no line of rates that the conference 
committee were bound to follow. There was no action which 
bound the conference committee on the part of the House or the 
Senate as to any particular rates. Now, what happened in the 
Senate? The usual conference was appointed, consisting of five 
members. The Senator from Lowa [Mr. ALLISON], who was en- 
titled by seniority on the committee to be a member of the con- 
ference, was also chairman of the Appropriations Committee 
then, and he was not abie to serve upon the conference, and I 
was put upon the committee in his stead. 

The Senator from Vermont |Mr. MORRILL], the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], and myself represented the nominai mu- 
jority, or the friends of the bill. Mr. Bayard and Mr. Beck, 
as I remember, possibly the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voor- 
HEES], were appointed to represent the Democrats—Mr. Bay- 
ard and Mr. Beck, I think, as they had had most to do with 
the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. In what year was that? 

Mr. ALDRICH. In 1883. 

Mr. VEST and Mr. VOORHEES. That is right. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Bayard and Mr. Beck the next day after 
they were appointed declined to serve. Then the Presiding 
Officer of the Senate tried to appoint in turn other Democrats 
as members of the conference, but they all declined one after 
another to serve. Then two Republicans were put on the con- 
ference, the Senator from Virginia, Gen. Mahone, and the Sen- 
ator from Iowa, Mr. McDill,I believe. We met, and after three 
or four days of conference agreed upon a report. That report 
was adopted by a majority vote in both Houses, and one mem- 
ber of that majority was the distinguished Senator from New 
Jersey who has so recently been addressing the Senate. 

Mr. MGPHERSON. I freely admit I voted for the bill, and J 
thought I had good and sufficient reason for it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. [I have no doubt the Senator did. 

Mr. McPHERSON. We had been for two long years-engaged 
in an agitation of the tariff question. -We had tried to enact 
legislation in Congress. We were unable todo it. We then de- 
cided to appoint a tariff commission, and they spent an entire 

ear in trying to get ready to make some report to Congress. 

he country had been practically convulsed; factories were do- 
ing nothing: fires were drawn out. Time was needed between 
the purchase of raw material and the time to manufacture and 
market the goods. 

Of course unless some tariff bill was passed it would be abso- 
lutely destructive to the industries. Thereupon the Legislature 
of my State, I think almost unanimously, both the Democratic 
and Republican side of the house and senate and the governor 
or my State, instructed me by resolution to vote for the passage 
of the bill, and I obeyed their instruction. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was commending the Senator from New 
Jersey for his action on that occasion. I did not mean to criti- 
cise him at all. 

The point I was about to make was that no question was ever 
made in either House or in the conference, as to the entire and 
absolute right of the conference committee under the circum- 
stance to recommend in their report rates such as they chose. 
No criticism was made in the Senate at the time by any member 
on the other side of the Chamber as to our action on that occasion. 
The statement that the duties upon cotton and woolen goods 
were raised higher than those imposed by either House or by 
existing law I have shown time and time again in the Senate to 
be absolutely untrue. There is not a particle of truth in the 
statement that the conference committee raised the rates upon 
cotton goods above the existing law or above the law as it ex- 
isted prior to that time. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. You put iron ore upon a higher rate of 
duty than either the House or the Senate recommended. You 
put steel rails upon the dutiable list at a higher rate of duty 
than either the House or the Senate had recommended. You put 
certain qualities of iron—— 
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Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator persists in saying that rates 
were fixed higher than either the Senate or the House had 
adopted, in the face of my explanation, Ido not know of any 
process by which I can make him understand the situation. 

As to the action in regard to cotton and woolen goods, it is 
true that in two particulars, and only two, the rates on cotton 
and woolen goods were changed from the bill as it passed the 
Senate, A proviso was putin inthe cotton schedule the effect of 
which was to réduce the rates more than 20 per cent below ex- 
isting rates. 

Now, as to the statement which the Senator from Missouri 
has read in the presence of the Senate to.day, that statement 
was contained in a report made by the late distinguished Sena- 
tor from Kentucky [Mr. Beck], for whom no man in this Cham- 
ber had a higher respect than myself. 

It was madein astatement prepared for adoption as a minority 
report on the act of 1888, the Mills bill, socalled. That state- 
ment was prepared when the Senatorfrom Kentucky was ill and 
away from the Senate. It was sent here and submitted to the 
minority members of the Committee on Finance. It was not 
agreed to by his associates. They chose to make a report for 
themselves. But it went into the public records and stands to- 
day uncontradicted as it appears in the report. That itwas not 
contradicted at the time was owing to the fact I have juststated 
that the distinguished Senator from Kentucky was in the last 
hours of his life, broken in health, broken in spirit, and await- 
ing for the final summons to come, 

There was no man on this side of the Chamber who would 
have had the heart to have pointed out the inaccuracies of the 
statements which he made in regard to the report of that con- 
ference committee, but there was no man upon it who does not 
know that every act taken by that committee was in strict ac- 
cordance with the rules of the two bodies and in strict accord- 
ance with the rules of parliamentary law which govern confer- 
ence committees. 

1 regret that the Senator from Missouri should have felt 
obliged to bring this matter in here, because, as I said betore, I 
believe it has no relevancy whatever to the consideration of the 
question now before the Senate, and no relevancy whatever in 
its application to the attitude of Senators upon the other side 
in regard to this question. There may have been some differ- 
ences as to the rates to be imposed in that bill, but there were 
no differences on the part of the majority of the conference 
committee or upon the part of Senators sitting on this side of 
the Chamber as to the prinoiples which should govern their 
action. 

The Senator from Missouri has alluded to the fact that the 
Senator from Vermont, Mr. Edmunds, our late associate, took 
some position in regard to the duty on maple sugar. The posi- 
tion which the Senator from Vermont took was along the line of 
the policy which had been deliberately adopted by the Repub- 
lican ery 

Now, what is this case? You are proposing to put into the 
bill by this amendment a rate which is in direct opposition to 
the declared policy of your own party. Youare admitting your- 
selves that these rates are put in the bill against the wishes of 
« large majority of your own party associates. 

Mr. BRiCE. Will the Senator from Rhode Island allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. BRICE. What item is the Senator now speaking of? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Tron ore. 

Mr. BRICE. Does the Senator understand that this duty of 
40 per cent isa ne 


Mr. ALDRIC I was simply saying, if the Senator will par- 
don me—— 

Mr. BRICE. Will the Senater allow me one more remark on 
that point? 


Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will let me finish. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode Island 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iwillyieldafter I have finished my sentence. 
I was alluding toa statement made by the Senator from Mis- 
souri thatalarge majority of the Senators sitting upon the other 
side of the Chamber were in favor of free iron ore, but that he 
had been obliged by somebody to put a duty of 40 cents a ton 
upon iron ore, in order thatthe bill might pass this body. Now, 
I will listen to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. BRICE. I did not understand the Senator from Missouri 
to admit or state that the duty of 40 cents proposed was a pro- 
tective duty. As I understand it, it is purely a revenue duty. 
I call the attention of the Senator from Rhode Island to the sta- 
ae found in this prepared copy of the bill bearing upon that 

uestion. 
’ The importation of iron ore for the three fiscal years 1890, 1891, 
and 1892averaged more than 1,000,000 tons of iron ore, with aduty 
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of 75 cents per ton. In other words, more than one-tenth of all 
the iron ore consumed in the United States was imported at the 
high protective duty, if you please, of 75 cents per ton, which 
amounted, calculated upon this value, to about 33 per cent ad 
valorem in the average of those years. 

As I understand, the effect of levying duties upon imported 
products, if you reduce the duty one-half you will then be likely 
to arrive at ey a revenue basis. I believe that in this case 
you do come purely upon the revenue basis when you reduce the 
rate to 40 cents per ton. The calculation will be still more in 
favor of that theory if you act upon the importations of 1893, 
when the duties, owing to the lower value of iron ore, averaged 
42.26 per eent. 

If the duties upon iron ore at 40 cents a ton are calculated 
upon the same average valuation, you will find that the duty 
now proposed in this bill is only about 18 per cent ad valorem. 
I contend that a reduction of an average duty of 33 per cent to 
an average duty of 18 per cent is strictly in the line of the Dem- 
ocratic platform of 1892, and is purely a revenue duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator answer me a question? 
He states that the importations in 1892 were a million tons. 
What does he think they would have been at 40 cents a ton 

uty? 

Mr. BRICE. I am unable to state what the increase would 
be owing to the differing rates of transportation—the different 
railway and ship rates—but I should think 3,000,000 tons of ore 
would bave been imported instead of 1,000,000 at a duty of 40 
cents per ton. 

Mr. HALE. I should like toask, by permission of the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island, the Senator from Ohio a question. He 
does not often come into the debate, but when he does, as now, 
he shows a clear line of thought. He has brought out very 
clearly why it is that he believes upon one of these great prod- 
ucts a certain rate of duty will just strike the medium ground 
where it will be revenue in its effect, where more or less would 
be the reverse, and he fixes the basis, ranging from 18 or 20 to 
30 per cent. ° 

That being so, he favors this duty, not high, as a revenue duty. 
Not as a member of the Finance Committee, but as high in the 
councils of his party and supposed to be largely influential in its 
deliberation, I wish he would tell me under what process of 
reasoning the duty upon lumber, which is about 23 or 24 per 
cent nearer to what is called a revenue duty than anything else, 
was taken off and the whole great body and product put upon 
the free list. I have been exercised upon that point and shall 
not only now, but elsewhere, if the basis here of excuse for 
a certain duty is as indicated, first by the Senator from Mis- 
souri, followed by the Senator from Ohio, that this lower rate 
of duiy is revenue, and will bring money into the Government, 
I shall want somebody to explain to me why it was that a rate 
nearer to the revenue point on the great article of lumber was 
ruthlessly taken from the dutiable list and the money collected 
given up, and the whole thing placed upon the free list. 

Of course I might go into wool, but I have lumber in my mind 
now, as distinctively an illustration in opposition to what the 
Senator has said. Iwish he could tell me why it is that the rule 
has not been followed with lumber. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. BRICE. In answer to the question of the Senator from 
Maine, I will state that when the lumber schedule is under con- 
sideration wili be the proper time todiscuss that question. We 
are now discussing iron ore and the metal schedule, and the at- 
tempt has been made to discuss all other portions of the bill ex- 
~ the Sox gig under immediate consideration. 

r. HALE. I know; but the Senator understands that ifa 
discussion on the tariff bill and upon the items in the schedules 
only related to the distinct eee his rule might be a 

ood one, but we are all the time told that certain things are 
Sens because a rule applies. We have just been told by the 
Senator that a rule applies to 40 per cent upon iron ore, and it 
is perfectly legitimate for me to ask him why that rule does not 
apply to lumber, which is less than half that amount. 

r. CHANDLER. The Senator from Maine seems to be try- 
ing in his anxiety to get a duty upon lumber, even if it is called 
a revenue duty by the other side of the Chamber. It cccurs to 
me that the same rule ought to be ene to wool. Idid not 
know whether the Senator from Maine was discriminating be- 
tween lumber and wool because lumber is a product of Maine 
and wool isa productof Ohio. I donotthink the Senator meant 
that. 

I concur with the Senator from Maine in his anxiety to get a 
duty on lumber, and I do not care what the other side call it 
provided it protects the industry. They may call it,as the Sen- 
ator from Ohio does call it upon iron, a revenue duty. What I 
think might settle the whole controversy now before the Senate 
would be to put an adequate duty upon lumber and wool and 
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then we would have nearly everything protected that this coun- 
try produces. We will call them protective duties on this side 
of the Chamber. The Senators upon the other side of the Cham- 
ber, including the Senator from Ohio, will call them revenue 
duties, and then we areapproaching one step nearer getting this 
economic question out of politics. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have already alluded to the disposition on 
the part of Senators on the other side of the Chamber to call a 
duty which was put upon an article in which their own State 
was interested a revenue duty. The Senator from Ohio has fol- 
lowed that illustrious example with reference to the duty to be 
placed uponiron ore. The Senator makes another statement 
which is a very important one in the consideration of this bill. 
He states as his opinion (and I think his opinion is a very val- 
uable one, especially in this connection), that the importations 
of iron ore by this reduction in duty will be trebled in amount. 
In other words, that instead of 1,000,000 tons importations we 
shall have 3,000,000 tons and the resulting revenue at 40 cents a 
ton of $1,200,000 in place of $750,000 collected under the law as 
it now stands. We have this result, then, an increase of reve- 
nue from $750,000 to $1,200,000, and an increase of importations 
from 1,000,000 tons to 3,000,000 tons. 

Now, I think the people of Ohio interested in iron ore w.ll be 
a little troubled about this statement of the distinguished Sena- 
tor from that State, that the increase of importations is to be 
2,000,000 tons per annum if this bill becomes a law, with a rate 
of duty of 40 centsaton. Three million tonsof foreign ore would 
amount to, I think, more than half of this year’s production of 
iron ore. In other words, you propose to surrender one-half of 
the American market for this revenue duty of 40 cents per ton. 

I should be glad to know if it is as trueas has sometimes been 
intimated—I think it has been intimated several times in papers 
read in the Senate to-day—that the Senator from Ohio is re- 
sponsible for the construction of this bill. We have been look- 
ing for a man who had an opinion as to the effect of the bill upon 
the revenue and what principles had been followed in its prep- 
aration. lf the Senator from Ohio is at last willing, as the Sen- 
ator from Texas said the other day, to come out into the broad 
sunlight and announce his responsibility for this measure, I de- 
sire to ask him what is the rule that has been applied in fixing 
revenue rates upon the various articles provided for in the bill. 

Is 40 per cent ad valorem the correct revenue rate? Is it 50 
per centad valorem? [I hold in my hand a letter, which I ask 
the Secretary to read, bearing upon the equivalent rate upon 
the article which we have now under consideration. The au- 
thor is an authority, which I think the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. GORMAN], whom I do not now see in his seat, will recog- 
nize at once on hearing the name read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


[Office of the Juragua Iron Company, Limited, 208 South Fourth street. ] 
PHILADELPHIA, March 9, 1894. 


Sir: Isee by the published reports of the tariff bill as reported to the Fi- 
nance Committee of the Senate that it proposes a specific duty of 40 cents 
per ton on iron ore. 

The Juragua Iron Company Limited, a Pennsylvania corporation, of 
which company I am chairman, have invested in Cuba some $3,000,000 of 
Sa cash to secure for Eastern blast furnaces a supply of cheap raw 
material. 

The cost of our ore free on board _ at Santiago de Cuba was 1.14 per 
ton for the year ending December 31, 1893. 

Forty cents = ton specific duty on #1.14 per ton is over 35 per cent ad va- 
lorem, while the proposed duty on pig iron and steelrails (of which this iron 
ore is the raw material) is only 22 og cent ad valorem, thus making the 

roposed duty on the raw material 12} per cent higher than it is on the fin- 
shed manufacture. 

On behalf of my semnpeny I have to ask your help and assistance in having 
this anomaly corrected. 

Respectfully, 


L. S. BENT, Chairman. 
Hon. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
Member of Finance Committee, United States Senate. 


Mr. ALDRICH. LutherS. Bent isa gentleman whose author- 
ity has been frequently quoted in this Chamber in previous tar- 
iff discussions by the Senator from Maryland and other Senators. 
He told us that if we would putironore on the free list he would 
make steel rails and sell them in London and Liverpool in com- 
petition with English makers. Before this debate closes I in- 
tend to have read his statement in that regard, which was put 
in the RECORD two years ago by the Senator from Maryland. 

As shown by Mr. Bent, the duty of 40 cents a ton on Cuban 
ores is equivalent to 35 per cent ad valorem. On Spanish ores 
it is over 40 per cent ad valorem. Now, if this is to be levied 
as a revenue duty, I hope that the Senator from Ohio will tell 
us whether 40 per cent is the ideal rate that ought to be im- 
posed in all cases. 

If so, I shall have frequent occasion in the course of the discus- 
sion which is to follow to ask why 20 per cent, 25 per cent, and 
30 per cent have been levied upon finished articles of iron and 
steel by this bill, when it is proposed to levy a duty of 40 per 
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cent ad valorem upon the article which lies at the base of the 
whole industry. Ido not know thatI shall secure categorical 
answers to my questions; but I hope that the Senator from Ohio, 
who has at last emerged, I will not say from obscurity, but who 
has stepped into the bright sunlight and into the view of the 
Senate to defend this bill, will not again desert his post. 

I fear, however, that this is but a sporadic effort on his part, 
arising from the necessity of defending a duty which had been 
assailed by every Senator who had addressed the Senate from 
his own side of the Chamber. I presume that the condition of 
the iron-ore industry of Ohio made it necessary thatthe Senator 
should say that he is in favor of a revenue duty upon iron ore, 
andI hope that the other interests of the country that need his 
protecting arm, and have received it toa considerable extent, 
will have the benefit of his powerful advocacy. 

If we are finally to have the principle upon which this bill is 
constructed brought to light by ono of its responsible authors, 
Iam thankful. I hope the Senator from Ohio is ready to take 
the field and defend all the provisions of the measure from 
the attacks of the Senator from Missouri and all comers as val- 
iantly as he has defended the duty which it is proposed to levy 
upon iron ore. 

Mr. HALE. I do not want to interfere with the management 
of the bill upon the other side or to make any suggestion that 
would cut off debate, but I think I may say that we are ready to 
take a vote on the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 
There is a distinctive proposition, and I for one hope, owing to 
the pressure of business, as it is a late hour, that on this dis- 
tinctive matter, which is a test in one degree, we may get the 
expression of the Senate. Then we can goon with the schedule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas[Mr. PEF FER] to the amend- 
mentof the committee. The amendment to theamendment will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 4, page 21, strike out the words 
‘**40 cents per ton” and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ shall be admitted 
free of duty,” so as to read: 

Iron ore, including manganiferous iron ore, also the dross or residuum 
from burnt pyrites, shall be admitted free of duty. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the yeas and nays on the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. PEFFER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmirH]. I do not see 
him in his seat, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from Wyoming[Mr. CAREy]. If he 
were present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota |Mr. HANSBROUGH], and with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. PATTON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. G1Bson]. 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name wascalled). Lam paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], and withhold my vote. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. If he were present 
I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CAFFERY. [am paired with theSenator from Montana 
[Mr. POWER]. 

Mr. BATE. Has the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. BATE. Iam paired with him, and will not vote. Other- 
wise I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. | am paired with the junior Senator from 
New York [Mr. MurRPHyY]. Not knowing how he would vote, I 
withhold my vote. If he were present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. MORGAN. I am paired with the junior Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAyY]. I do not know how he would vote if 
he were present. I should vote ‘‘nay” if I were at liberty to 
vote. 

Mr. GRAY. lam paired with the senior Senator from Ili- 
nois [Mr. CULLOM]. 

The result was announced—yeas 4, nays 46; as follows: 


YEAS—4. 

Allen, Hill, Kyle, Peffer. 
NAYS—46. 

Aldrich, Butler, Faulkner, Hawley, 

Allison, Cockrell, Frye, Hoar, 

Berry, Coke. George, Hunton, 

Blackburn, Daniel, Gorman, Irby, 

Blanchard, Davis, Hale, Jarvis, 

Brice, Dolph, Harris, Jones, Ark, 
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Lindsay, Mitchell, Oregon Roach, Vilas, 
Lodge, Pasco, Sherman, Voorhees, 
MeMiilian, Perkins, Shoup, alsh, 
Manderson, Platt, Squire, White. 
Martin, Pugh, Teller, 
Mills, Ransom, Turpie 

NOT VOTING—=35. 
Bate, Dubols, McPherson, Proctor, 
Caffery, Gallinger, Mitcheli, Wis. Quay, 
Call, Gibson, Morgan, Smith, 
Camden, Gordon, Morriil, Stewart, 
Cameron, Gray, Murphy, Vest, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Paimer, Washburn, 
Chandler, Higgins. Patton, Wilson, 
Culiom, Jones, Nev. Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
Dixon. McLaurin, Power, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLATT. I now renew my amendment. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from Connacticut will allow me, 
as it has become settled that there is no chance for free ironore 
so long as there isa Democratic Senate, I hope we will go on 
now and consider the schedules of the bill under the amend- 
ments to be offered. 

Mr. PLATT. In line 4, before the word ‘‘cents,” I move to 
strike out ‘ forty” and insert ‘‘sixty.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment | anges by the 
Senator from Connecticut to the amendment of the committee 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Before the word ‘‘ cents” in line 4, page 21, 
strike out “ forty ” and insert ‘‘ sixty;” so as to read: 

Sixty cents per ton. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I move this amendment because 
{am a protectionist, and because I wish to vote for protective 
duties for all industries. As a New En man, since there 
has been so much said in this discussion about our desiring in 
New Engiand to secure protective duties for ourselves with al- 
leged indifference to the other industries of the country, I do 
not wish to let that suggestion pass without notice. We mine 
no iron ore to speak of in New England. There isalittle mined 
in one county in my State, a little in Berkshire County, Mass., 
and a very little in Maine, but the productionof iron ore in New 
England is so small that it cuts no figurein the greatproduction 
of iron ore in this country. 

We have been told that New England is for free eoal, free iron 
ore, and free wool. If I know the sentiment of New England, 
the New England manufacturers, the New England working- 
men, and the New England merchants do not desire or ask for 
free raw materials, as they are called in this respect. We do 
not want free iron ore; we do not want free coal, and we do not 
want free wool, for the reason that we are protectionists, and 
we desire that there shall be extended to every industry in the 
United States, whether it be mining, farming, or manufacturing, 
the same protection which we believe to be good for our own in- 
dustries in New England. 

We believe in protection as a system; we believe that every 
industry in the United States carried on by American labor 
needs such protection as will enable it to fairly compete with the 
industries carried on by the laborers of other countries, and we 

ropose to stand by it no matter what its immediate effect may 

upen the particular industries in our section. Wedo not be- 
lieve that protection is bad for any section of thiscountry. We 
believe it is good for every section of the nie: There is not 
a State in the Union which did not prosper in all its industries 
under the McKinley act as it never prospered before in the his- 
tory of this nation. There is not a man in the United States, 
unless he is an importer, who did not prosper more under the 
MeKinley act than he ever poscenent under any other tariff leg- 
islation in this country. This talk about protection being for 
the benefit of the manufacturers and against the interests of the 
consnenare is, to speak as respectfully as I can, an umitigated 
iuotbug. 
I ne to say a few more words about New Exgland in connec- 
tion with the tariff. New England can stand the bill 
as well as any other section of this country. New land can 
endure the oe destruction or the general crippling of the 
business of this country as well as any other group of States; 
and my own State, the State of Connecticut, can stand it just as 
well as the State of Missouri or the State of Texas. 

I am happy tofeel that, ruinous as the bill will be when passed, 
and great as will be the suffering and the hardshipof the people 
of my State as well as the people of all the Statesof the Unionif 
the bill is passed, the very first persons who willemerge from the 
ruin and begin again to travel the road of prosperity will be the 
poe of the State of Connecticut. I do notstand here to plead 
or New England or Connecticut. I stand here to plead for the 
whole country and for every industry in the eet: 

Senators the other side of the Chamber talk with open 
charges or admissions that the bill is leveled at New . 
the rich people of New England, and the manufactures of New 
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England, who are making and have made sueh “ immense 
profits.” I do not know why they desire to pull them down, 
even if they are wealthy. I have never yet arrived in my con- 
sideration of economic questions to that condition of mind where 
T can eee that this country will be any better off when all 
the wealth of the country is destroyed. I have never arrived at 
that condition of mind in considering economic questions where 
I have supposed that all the people of thiscountry can have full 
employment at good wages when there is nobody to employ 
them, when there is nobody to carry on business, and when 
there is no or invest in business. I am astonished at the 
idea that the laboring man, the workingman, is in some myste- 
rious way to be benefited and to be put on the high road to be- 
come a capitalist himself by a scheme which is openly avowed 
to have for its object the pulling down of capital that em- 
ploys labor. 

New England is not particularly interested in this matter as 
a manufacturing section of the country. The time was, indeed, 
in the early historyof our country when the New England States 
took advantage of the established policy of the Government to 
posters manufactures, but any other section of the country could 

ave taken advantage of it. The State of North Carolina or the 
State of South Carolina could have taken the same advantage of 
the established system of the Government to protect the manu- 
factures and the industries of this country as Connecticut did, 
and they would then have been manufacturing States. 

They would have had their inventors and their skilled me- 
chanies; they would have been looking out in advance of the 
times to see what the wants of the people were going to be in the 
future and trying to antedate those wants and to supply themas 
they should arise. Weare not to be taken to task because we 
availed ourselves of the policy of this country, of this American 
policy, to protect manufactures, and have built up manufactories 
and developed skilled workmen and skilled inventors: nor are 
we alone in having taken possession of this field. The years 
have gone by when those who would wage a war of extermina- 
tion upon all the protected industries can level their shafts at 
New England alone. 

Thad the curiousity to see what proportion of the manufactur- 
ing industries of the country were carried on in New England, 
and | have to-day taken the census returns and made some cal- 
culations. I find that the whole capital invested in manufac- 
posing in the United States is 86,581,475,300, of which the six 
New land States have $1,176,078,498, if I have made.a cor- 
rect footing, and the restof the United States has $5,348,396,807. 
About one-sixth of the manufacturing capital of the United 
States is to be found within the six New England States, while 
the other States have about five-sixths. 

This is a very jaterenting subject, and I should like to pursue 
it a little more in detail. I will first give the capital in the New 
England States.~ Massachusetts has 3630,032,341; Connecticut, 
$227,004,496; Maine, $80,419,809; New Hampshire, $79,375,160; 
Rhode Island, $126,483,401; Vermont, $32,763,291; in all, as I 
have said, $1,176,078,498. Now, let us see as to the rest of the 
country. Alabama has $46,122,571, more than Vermont; Cali- 
fornia has $146,797,102, more than either Maine, New Hampshire, 
Rhode Island, or Vermont.. Yet Senators talk about New Eng- 
land manufacturing. 

Colorado has nearly as much as Vermont, $26,651,840; Dela- 
ware has more than Vermont, $33,695,400; the District of Co- 
lumbia, this little ten-mile square, has $28,865,089; Georgia has 
$56,921,580. Georgia is more interested in this matter than is 
the State of Vermont. Illinois has $502,004,512, more than twice 
as much as Connecticut. I has $132,405,366, more than 
Rhode Island. Iowa has $77,513,097. Iowa has practically the 
same amount of manufacturing capital as New Hampshire. Kan- 
sas has $43,926,002. I think I heard some Senator—the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] aoc oe that Kansas is not in- 
terested in the protection of American interests. 

It has more manufac capital than has the State of Ver- 
mont. Kentucky has $79,811,980, almost identically the same 
manufacturing — as: has the State of New pshire. 
Louisiana has 64,121, a little more than Vermont. Mary- 
land has $119,667,316, ote oe much as the State of Rhode Is- 
land. Michigan has $262,412,240, more than the State of Con- 
necticut; Minnesota has $127,686,6‘8, more than Rhode Island. 
Missouri has $189,236,422, more than Rhode Island and Vermont 
combined. Nebraskahasmore than Vermont, $37,569,508. New 
Jersey has more than Connecticut, 428. New York has 
$1,130;161,195, twiee as much as the te of Massachusetts. 
North Carolina has $32, » practically the same as Vermont. 
Ohio has $102,793,019, much more than the State of Connecticut 
and alittle less than the State of Massachusetts. [ now cometo 

m. Ithink the Senator from {Mr. DoLPH] said 


there was little manufacturing in his State, and yet the 
engaged in manufacturing in Oregon is equal to that of Ver- 
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mont, one of these New England States against which all the 
shaits of invective and ridicule are launched by the persons who 
are defending the bill. 

Oregon has $32,122,051; Pennsylvania has $990,999,375, as 
much as Massachusetts and half as much more; and here comes 
South Carolina, almost up to Vermont in manufacturing capi- 
tal, $29,276,261; Tennessee has $51,475,092; Texas has $46,815,- 
181; Virginis has $63,456,799, twice as much as theState of Ver- 
mont; and Washington has more manufacturing capital than 
the State of Vermont. Washington has $34,369,735; West Vir- 
ginia has a little less than Vermont, $28,118,030, while Wiscon- 
sin has $246,515,404, exceeding Connecticut. 

Mr. President, after this array of figures let no man talk about 
the protective system being sectional and for the benefit of New 
England. The manufactures which we established fifty, sev- 
enty-five, and one hundred years ago under the protective sys- 
tem adopted in the first year of our national existence under the 
Constitution grew and developed there, and then as the sons of 
New England went West and South the manufactures went 
West and South until they went beyond the Alleghany Mount- 
ains and below Mason and Dixon’s line, and to day we manulac- 
ture but a very small proportion of the manufactured goods. 
Yet. because there is some prejudice against New England, the 

rotective system is omainet because, forsooth, it is supposed it 
will inure particularly to the benefit of New England. 

Mr. HOAR. Maylask the Senator from Connecticut a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I propose to ask the Senator if the table which 
he has read shows also the percentage or proportion of increase 
of manufactures within the last ten years in the States outside 
of New England. 

Mr. PLATT. It does not. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to know whether the manufactures in 
other parts of the United States form not only avery large com- 
parative percentage of the manufactures of the country, but a 
constantly increasing one. 

Mr. PLATT. The table does not show. 
Census Office whether the census statistics showed the center 
of manufacturing in the United States as they show the center 
of population. It will be observed by those who have been fa- 
miliar with the census in decades gone by that the ceater of 
population has been moving steadily southwest, until ten years 
ago, if I am not mistaken, it was in the neighborhood of Cincin- 
nati. When the statistics are tabulated and ascertained for the 
Eleventh Census it will be found that it has still been moving 
southwest. We might also apply to manufactures the verse of 
Bishop Berkeley— 


Westward the course of empire takes its way. 


This is the history of manufacturing in this country. When 
you strike down New England, Senators of the Westand South, 
you are striking down your own people. Do not delude your- 
selves with the that this blow which youare aiming aé the 
protective system will fa!l heaviest or with deadliest effect upon 
the people cf New England. We shall suffer with you, but we 
denlkencs suffer as much as the States to-day represented by the 
Senators who are launching these blows because they think they 
will strike deepest inte New England society. 

Mr. MITCH of Oregon. Will the Senator from Con- 
necticut tell me, as 1 do not know what the fact is, how much 


money if any is invested in the State of Connecticut in the manu- 
facture of pig iron and pipe? 
Mr. PLATT. There is very little pig iron manufactured in | 


Litchfield County, in the town of Salisbury. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I wish it understood that I quite 
agree with everything the Senator from Connecticut has said in 
the last ten or fifteen minutes. I donot think that the question 
of protection is one in which New England alone is especially in- 
terested. One company in Oregon, within 6 miles of the city of 
Portland, has $1,500,000 invested in the manufacture of pig iron 


and pipe. 

Mr. FRYE. That is more money than the whole of New Eng- 
land has invested in that industry. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Perhaps that is more money 
than all New has invested in the business. For this 
reason I am edly in favor of theamendment of the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], but I should be in favor of it, if 
I do not disturb the Senator from Connecticut, whether there 
was a pound of iron ore in the State of Oregon or not, because, 
as the Senator has very well stated, there must be some princi- 
ple about the matter, and it must be general and not sectional. 

Mr.PLATT. Lhave referred somewhat to the supposition 
that there are in New England certain men who desire free raw 
materials in order that they may manufacture more cheaply and 
by retaining protective duties upon their products make more 


I inquired at the. 


money. That has been the motive at the bottom of every New 

England argument for free raw materials, but the true protec- 
| tionist and Republican disavows and scouts any such argument. 
The doctrine of free raw material is, as was intimated, perhaps 
said, by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGs] this morn- 
ing, concentrated selfishness. 

The man who thinks that by destroying the industry of min- 
ing ore in this country and transferring it to Spain, Africa, and 
Cuba he can make a little more on his product has an idea of 
business, of morals, and of ethics which [ can not entertain and 
which I can not understand. Protection is based upon that old 
motto which ought to be dear to every American, ‘‘ Live and 
let live.” The manufacturers of New England and the working- 
men of New England, though they suffer many disadvantages as 
compared with other sections of the country, are quite content 
that other persons, other manufacturers, and other working- 
men in other sections of the country, and all persons engaged 
in any industry, in any occupation, shall have the same rights, 
the same protection from the Government, the same opportu- 
nity for advancement which they desire for themselves in New 
England. 

If it be true that a duty of 40 cents a ton is such a revenue 
duty as will triple the importations of iron ore, as has been sug- 
gested here, and practically give away a half or a third of our 
industry, then it simply means that a half or a third of the men 
engaged in mining occupations in this country are to be turned 
out upon the cold charities of the heartless world. It does not 
mean that they are to take lower wages. When you reduce by 
one-half or one-third the mining of iron ore in the United States, 
you thrust out of employment, and the opportunity of employ- 
ment, one-half or one-third of the men engaged in that oceupa- 
tion. 

it is no longer a question with the miner whether he can get 
remunerative wages or higher wages; it is this result, that the 
work which he has been — is transferred to Spain or Africa 
or Cuba, and is done there. I believe that is to be just the re- 
sult of a duty of 40 cents a ton onironore. That is why I am 
opposed to it. I do not know what the rest of the Senators upon 
this side of the Chamber may do. I do not know how far I may 
conform my will to their judgment if they should decide to do 
otherwise than what I think is right and just in this matter, 
but for myself I do not want to vote for a duty of 40 cents a ton 
on ore any more than I want to vote for free iron ore. 

The reason why I do not wish to so vote is because it is possi- 
ble that under a duty of 40 cents a ton the industry may strug- 
gie along in some way in this country, but it will be at the 
expense of turning out of employment from a third to a half 
of the miners who are engaged in it and the reduction of the 
wages of the rest of them to a basis which will enable the mine- 
owner to compete with the industry in Cuba and elsewhere. 

A letter was read here showing how our people are investing 
their capital and have invested their copied in foreign coun- 
tries in the mining of iron ore. Let a duty of only 40 cents a 
ton be put on iron ore, and you transfer not only labor, business, 
and industry but capital from this country to countries where 
iron ore may be more easily and cheaply mined. 

For that reason, unless I should find a disagreement between 
myself and the other Senators upen this side of the Chamber, 
I propose, if the amendment fixing the duty at 60 cents a ton 
which I propose shall not be adopted, to vote against the duty 
of 40 centsaton. It isarovenue duty; it isarevenue duty at 
theexpense of American industries, American capital, and Amer- 
ican labor. The pending bill is constructed just along the lines 
I have indicated by reference to thisduty. Iam out of patience 
with the talk that the bill is a protective bill. 

The bill proceeds upon two lines searcely denied, really con- 
fessed, and that is that where aggrerated capital has been able 
to make itself felt in Democratic councils, it has obtained in 
some instances protective duties and in other instances duties 
with which the industries can struggle along; but where aggre- 
gated capital has not been able to make its voice felt, the in- 
dustries are to be slaughtered and the workingmen are to be 
ruined. 

In a paper which was read,here this morning something was 
said to the effect that Mr. Rockafeller is behind the duty of 40 
cents per ton on iron ore. He is a man of great wealth, I un- 
derstand, but he does not seem to have had the success with the 
committee that the greater wealth represented by the sugar 
trust has hau. They have got practically what they wanted. 

If Mr. Rockafeller is back of the iron industry, he has got 
far less than he needs in order to carry on the business in suc- 
cessful competition with the business of other countries. I 
could not help recurring to the old story in the school books of 
Lord Chief Justice Hale in England, to whose information and 
understanding it came that down in a remote town in the east- 
ern part of England justice was not properly administered, and 
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a younger son, destroying his father’s will, had seized upon the 
estate of the elder brother, and had so worked upon the court 
aud the judge, and corruption and bribery were so prevalent 
that it was quite probable that he was going ietenceed | and thus 
oust his brother out of his rights. Phe attorney in the case 
complained to Lord Chief Justice Hale, and the lord chief 
justice went down there and putting on a complete suit of the 
miller’s best, disguised himself asa miller I think I will read 
this account of his actions. It is very interesting. 


Armed witha miller’s hat and shoes and stick, away he marches to Chelme- 
ford, and procured good lodging, suitable for the assizes that should come 
on nextday. When the trials came on, he walked, like an ignorant country 


fellow, backwards and forwards —— county hall. He had a thousand 
eyes within him, and when the court began to fill, he found out the poor fel- 
low who was plaintiff, 

As #oon as he came into the hall the miller drew up to him. “Honest 


friend,” said he, “‘how is your cause likely to go or " “Why,” replied 
the plaintiff, **my cause is in a very precarious situation, and if I lose it I 
am ruined for life.” ‘“ Weil, honest friend,"’ replied the miller, “if you will 


take my advice I will let you into a secret, which perhaps you do not know. 
Every Englishman has the right and privilege to except against any one 
juryman through the whole twelve. ow, do you insist upon your privilege, 
without giving a reason why. and, if possible, get me chosen in his room, 
and I will do you all the service in my power.”’ 

Accordingly, when the clerk had called over the names of the jurymen, 
the plaintiff excepted to one of them. The judge on the bench was highly 
offended with this liberty. ‘‘ What do you mean,” said he, ‘‘ by excepting 
against that gentlemen’”. I mean, my lord, to assert my privilege as an 
Englishman, without giving a reason why.”’ 

The judge, who had n highly bribed, inorder toconceal it by a show of 
candor, and having a confidence in the a of his party, said, “Well, 
sir, as you claim your a in one instance I will grant it. Whom 
would you wish to have in the room of that man excepted?”’ After a short 
time, taken in consideration, ‘My lord,” says he, “I wish to have an honest 
man chosen in, and looking round the court. ‘‘ My Lord, there is that miller 
= the court; we will have him, if you please.” Accordingly, the miller was 
chosen. 

As soon as the clerk of the court had giventhem all their oaths, a little 
dexverous fellow came into the apartment and slip’ 10 guineas into the 
hands of eleven Jurymen, and gave the miller but five, e observed that 
they were all bribed as well as himself, and said to his next neighbor, in a 
whisper, ‘‘ How much have you got * “Ten pieces,” said he. But he con- 
cealed what he had got himself. The cause was opened by the plaintiff's 
sreped, and all the scraps of evidence they could pick up were adduced in 

8 favor. 

The younger brother was provided with a great number of witnesses and 
pleaders, all plentifully bribed as well as the judge. The evidence deposed 
that they were in the self-same country when the brother died and saw him 
buried. The counselors pleaded upon this accumulated evidence and 
everything went with a fuli tidein favor of the yo brother. Thejudge 
summed up the evidence with great gravity and deliberation: ‘And now, 
gentlemen of the jury,” said he, “ lay your heads together and bring in your 
verdict as you shall deem most just.”’ 

They waited but afew minutes before they determined in favor of the 
younger brother. The judge said, ‘‘Gentlemen, are you agree, and who 
shall speak for you?’’ ‘ We are all agreed, my lord,” replied one, “ our 
foreman shall speak for us.”’ “Hold, my lord,” re the miller, “‘ we are 
not all agreed.”” “ Tt, said the judge ip a surly manner, ‘‘ what's 
the matter with you? hat reasons have you for disagreeing?’’ 

“T have several reasons, my lord,” replied the miller; “the first is, the 
have given to all these gentlemen of the jury ten broad pieces of gold an: 
to me but five; which, you know, is not fair. Besides, I have many objec- 
tions to make to the false reasonings of the pleaders and the contradicto: 
evidence of the witness.es"’ Upon this, the miller began to discourse, whic 
discovered such penetration of judgment, such extensive knowledge of law, 
and was expressed with such enegetic and manly eloquence, that aston- 
ished the judge and the whole court. 

As he was going on with his powerful demonstrations the judge, in a sur- 
prise of soul, stopped him. ‘Where eres come from, and who are you?” 

‘I came from Westminster Hall," replied the miller; ‘my name is Matthew 
Hale. Iam Lord Chief Justice of the King’s Bench. I have observed the 
iniquity of your proceedings this oer’ therefore, come down from a seat 
which you are no Ways worthy to hold. You are one of the corrupt parties 
in this iniquitous business. 1 will come up this moment and try the cause 
all over again.” 


If Mr. Rockefeller is really interested in this matter he is in 
the position of the miller on the jury. He has received only 
five pieces of gold while the sugar trust has received its ten 
pieces of gold, and he ought to remonstrate. 

Mr. President, I wish to say one word about this matter of ag- 
gregated capital. We who desire that the protective system 
established in this country, under which the country has grown 
up and been developed, shall be continued have been told that 
we were trying to favor the trusts; that protection was con- 
trolled by trusts; that it had no reference to and no care for the 
people: that itwas building up the few, the great robber barons, 
with their concentrated capital and their combinations; and the 
Democrats carried the election of 1892 because they made some 
people believe that their charges were true, when they were 
untrue. 

I believe in protecting every industry. I would not discrimi- 
nate against capital engaged in industry, nor would I discrimi- 
nate forit. That has been the position of the Republican party, 
but the things which the Democrats have charged nst us 
have come true in the preparation of the pending bill. Itisa 
bill to protect and foster accumulated capital and concentrated 
business, and to destroy capital which has not greatly accumu- 
lated or combined. It is a bill to protect and enable the great 
corporations and the great industries, with their great accumu- 
lations of capital, to go on making money rapidiy or in some 


instances to go on by the reduction of labor; but when it comes 
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to these small industries, which are the stay of our business so- 
—_ as of our social order, they have no consideration in the 

The greater the concentration of capital, the stronger the cap- 
italistic influence, the more perfect is the protection proposed 
by the bill. It can be graduated by the extent of the capitai 
invested. Capital has been able to make itself heard here. 
When you come to a man with $10,000 capital or $100,000 capi- 
tal, he has no consideration whatever in the bill. 

Mr. President, the great aggregation of capital in business 
and the dwindling opportunity, as it appears, for a man to 
emerge from the ranks of the workingmen and by commencing 
in a small way build up a business which shall be profitable and 
bring him a reasonable accumulation of capital, is one of the 
things in this country that may well engage the profoundest 
thought of the political economist. 

That thing has been changing, not only here, but all over the 
world. The time used to be when the manufacturer employed 
a few hands, met the man who wanted tocome and labor for him, 
met him personally, sat down and talked to him, went, perhaps, 
outside of the door and sat down on a log, and, like the Yankees, 
whittled a little, and came to a conclusion and made a contract; 
their minds met. There was the aggregatio mentium of the con- 
tract, and a certain social relation was established between the 
employer and the employed. The employer felt an interest in 
his employé, saw him every day, took an interest in his family. 
The oe took an interest in the welfare of his employer; 
and so there grew up between them that mutual understanding 
derived from mutual acquaintance and personal contact which, 
as it seems to me, was the best foundation of civil order. 

But in these later a that is all changed. Manufacturing 
and all other business has been concentrating more and more 
into the hands of the few. Immense capital has taken up all 
kinds of business, whether it be manufacturing, or mining, or 
transportation, or merchandise, orevenfarming. The capitalist 
no longer meets the man who desires to be employed. There is 
no longer any mutual relations between the two. The capital 
perhaps is furnished by many men. The establishment is di- 
rected by an agent, and a man is employed by a foreman. He 
never sees the man who is carrying on the business, and so 
there arises friction. The interests of the two are not supposed 
to be identical. 

The employé thinks that his interest and the interest of his 
employer are diverse. The employer does not stop to see 
whether his interest and the interest of the man whom he em- 
ploys are the same. Sothere springs up disturbance between 
them. And the Demcratic party that has been out of power has 
been seeking to ferment that disturbance by appealing to the 
prejudice of the man who is employed. 

It is unfortunate to my mind that this condition of things be- 
came necessary. Aggregated capital carrying on business of 
any sort is not the result of protection. There is no protection 
in silver mining or gold mining; there is no protection in whole- 
sale er retail merchandise; there is no protection in transpor- 
tation; there is no protection in telegraphs; there is no pro- 
tection in a large portion of the business which is carried on in 
this country. Yet capital combines. England is the home of 
combinations and trusts—free-trade England. That is the di- 
rection of the age. It has many advantages, but it has this one 
thing to be dreaded and feared, and that is that the workingmen 
will not respect the interests or the rights of the capitalists. 

Now, the Democratic party, which has been trying to foment 
disturbance between the workingman and the capitalists and 
has been promising the workingmen that if he will put the 
Democratic party in power and elect its President and give it 
both Houses of Congress it would regard him rather than the 
capitalist, has prepared a bill here the inevitable tendency of 
which must be still further to blot out the minor industries and 
still further to augment the great capitalistic enterprises of the 
country still further to concentrate capital, still further, if we 
were to use the language which we hear so often, to enslave 
the workingman. 

Is not that true? A duty of 40 cents a ton on coal is but an 
illustration of this whole bill, an illustration which will drive 
out the small mines, which will concentrate the business into a 
fewhands. There have beena few free raw material men in New 
England; there are so still. They are Democrats and Mug- 
wumps, but they are men who believe that with free wool they 
can crush out all the smaller woolen mills and practically con- 
trol in one combined capital the woolen ae business 
of the United States. at is just what this bill is framed to 
bring about. 

I repel the charge that protection has been to enable com- 
bined capital and trusts to make money, with the assertion that 
this bill if it passes will compel the smaller industries to com- 
bine in order for self-preservation; and it will be lucky if by 
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further combinations of capital among the small and struggling 
establishments of the country they keep from bankruptcy. But 
this great aggregation of capital will go on under the bill with 
increased rapidity and with constantly increasing deleterious 
effects upon our social order. e 

How the Democratic party have come to this, how they have 
abandoned the professions of their lives, we may not inquire, 
but we may take the confessions made on this floor and we have 
the astonishing condition of things, the admitted condition of 
things, that here is the Democratic party, with a majority of 
Democratic Senators on this floor who desire free iron ore, sur- 
rendering to the few who will not have it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As the Senator from Connecticut has been 
speaking for some time and is not quite through, and as the hour 
of 6 o’clock has arrived, I hope the Senator from Tennessee will 
make a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS. I beg to inquire of the Senator from Connec- 
ticut if it will be convenient for him to conclude his remarks 
this evening? 

Mr. PLATT. It would be more convenient perhaps for me, 
and better for the Senate to conclude to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think the Senate will stay with the Senator 
if itis convenient for him to goon. If not, for one I should be 
glad to adjourn. 

Mr. PLATT. 
quite through. 

Mr. HARRIS. 

The motion was agreed to: and (at 6 o’cloc 
adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, May 22, 
a.m. 


I prefer to go on in the morning. Iam not 
I move that the Senate a. 

p. m.) the Senate 
1894, at 10 o'clock 
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Monpbay, May 21, 1894. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday was read and ap- 
proved. 
CORRECTION. 


Mr. HUTCHESON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a correc- 
tionof the RECORD. On P @ 4952, ina colloquy between the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvan a{Mr. MAHON] and myself, it appears 
from the RECORD that he asked me whether I had not been ab- 
sent a month, and that I answered in the affirmative. I did not 
understand the gentleman to say ‘‘a month,” and I wish to cor- 
rect my answer by stating that I was absent thirteen days of the 
month of February. 

On page 5956 of the RECORD, in some remarks made by me in 
relation to section 40 of the Revised Statutes, occurs this sen- 
tence: 

It m'ght, perhaps, buy more members of Congress [laughter], but with 
the exception of members of Congress (if the newspapers are to be credited) 
a dollar would not buy as much then as it will buy to-day. 

The phrase in parenthesis ‘‘if the newspapers are to be cred- 
ited,” ought to be transposed so as to make the sentence read: 

It ee buy more members of Congress, if the newspapers are to 
be credited. 

In this connection, Mr. Speaker, I may say that of course the 
gentleman who heard me understood that that remark was not 
made with any serious purpose, or as expressing my real opin- 
ion of members of Congress; it was a mere passing humorous al- 
lusion to the reports in the newspapers about certain matters 
concerning which an investigation is now going on at the other 
end of the Capitol. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if it be proper, I should like to rise to a 
question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman rose to correct the RECORD. 
The corrections he has indicated will be made. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I would like now to rise to a question of 
rivilege in connection with what occurred between myself and 
e 9 from Pennsylvania|Mr. MAHON]|—— [Confusion 

in the Hall.] 

Mr. REED. I hope we shall have order, Mr. Speaker. 
is very important. It concerns the views of a member as to his 
salary, than which there is nomoresacredsubject. [{Laughter.] 

Mr. HUTCHESON. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
MAHON] asked me a question upon which, of course, I can but 
put one interpretation. When I make my statement I willgive 
the gentleman an opportunity to say whether or not I am to re- 
tain that interpretation. 

As I understand the gentleman’s language, his object was to 
= me in the attitude of insincerity in my utterance by show- 

g that I was contending that the law was in force when in 


This 


February I had acted in contravention of that opinion by accept- 
ing my salary for time whenI was absent. 

do not see the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] in the 
House, but I take the liberty of referring to him ia the state- 
ment I am now about to make. About an hour before that dis- 
cussion came up, I was approached by the gentleman from Iowa 
and asked what my position was in regard to this question. I 
replied that I had never examined the law, had never seen the 
report of the minority, and did not know how the law ought to 
be interpreted. In his presence I sent for the report of the mi- 
nority, and after getting it Il retired to the library and exam- 
ined the question, and, with the books before me from the li- 
brary, I presented what I had to say to this House. Every gen- 
tleman here knows that in February last this qvestion—certainly 
to new members of the House—had never been presented. I had 
never examined the law, and in fact did not know its precise 
provisions. 

Now, with this explanation, I ask the gentleman trom Penn- 
sylvania if he intended to convey, or would desire now tocreate 
the impression that in my expressions on this question | was in- 
sincere in what I said? Lask the gentleman the question be- 
cause I may wish to say something in connection with his reply. 
I do not do this (I wish the gentleman to understand) with any 
purpose except to give him a fair opportunity, as one gentleman 
does another, of putting himself right and putting me right. 

Mr. MAHON rose. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Did not the gentleman hear me? 

Mr. MAHON. No, sir. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I ask the gentleman, did he hear my ex- 
planation about what transpired between the gentleman from 
Towa and myself as to the time when my attention was called 
to the law on the subject and when my opinion was formed? If 
the gentleman did not hear, I will repeat what I said. I asked 
the gentleman whether his purpose was to impress upon the 
House the idea that I was insincere in what I was saying— 
whether after my statement as to the manner in which I came 
to my conclusion and the time at which it was done, the gentle- 
man insists that there was any inconsistency between my act in 
February last and my act on the floor the other day. 

Mr. MAHON. I will answer the question. [listened to the 
gentleman’s speech in which he was condemning members for 
receiving salary for time when they had been absent from other 
causes than sickness of themselves or family. 1 found he had 
discovered that section 40 of the Revised Statutes was still in 
force, and should be enforced against members of the House. I 
then called his attention to the fact that he had been absent 
during the month of February—that is the month as stated by 
the gentleman, I did not state the month—that he had been ab- 
sent some thirteen or fourteen days for some cause other than 
sickness; and as he had since discovered that it was a violation 
of the law to take pay under such circumstances, I asked him 


| whether he would not put himself into more complete harmony 


with the position he took last Friday by returning that money 
to the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Then I understand the purpose of the 
gentleman; he simply wanted to know what my then position 
was in regard to the propriety of the returnof thatmoney. His 
purpose was not to reflect upon the sincerity of my position. 

r. MAHON. No, sir. 

Mr. HUTCHESON,. Mr. Speaker, I did intend to say to the 
gentleman—if his answer had been different from what it is (of 
course it would not apply to him now)—I did intend to state 
what Goldsmith was once told by Sam Johnson. He had been 
engaged ina controversy with a gentleman who, without any 
provocation (just as my language was free from provocation), in 
turn reflected upon the character of Goldsmith, whoasked John- 
son whether the man was a bad-tempered man. .-unson re- 
plied, ‘‘Oh, no; he is not a bad-tempered man atall; but when- 
ever you touch his pocket he would assail Christ himself asa 
thief, if that was the occasion of the controversy.” The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania has disclaimed any purpose to impugn 
my motives; and I knowthe remark does notapply tohim. And 
as he does not impugn my sincerity, the incident will be dis- 
missed with the above statement. 


ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 

rted that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill and 
joint resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed 
the same: : 

A bill (H.R. 6770) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasnsy 
to exchange in behalf of the United States, deeds of land with 
the Pemaquid Land Company, of Maine, in settlement of a dis- 
puted boundary of the Pemaquid Point( Maine) light station; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 443) to provide for the sale of new tickets 
by the street railway compauies of the District of Columbia. 
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SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I present the credentials of Hon. Paul 
J. Sorg, representative-elect from the Third Congressional dis- 
trict of Ohio, for the unexpired term of my latecolleague Judge 
Houk:. 

The credentials having been read, Mr. Sorg was escorted to 
the Clerk’s desk by Mr. OUTHWAITE, and a with ap- 
plause from the Democratic side. The oath of office was then 
aiministered by the Speaker, and there was renewed applause 
as Mr. Sorg retired to his seat. 


CHANDELEUR LIGHT STATION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Treasury, recommending an amendment to 
the sundry civil a propriation bill, providing for the reéstab- 
lishment upon a safer site near by, the Chandeleur (Louisiana) 
light station, which was wrecked October 18, 1893; which was 
a to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ROBERT CALDWELL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting of the findings 
of thateourt in the case of Robert. Caldwell vs. The United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. SICKLES, for one week, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. Hrrr, for two days, on account of sickness. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. CAMINETTI 
te print certain remarks in the RECORD on that portion ef the 
agricultural bill concerning experiments im the manufacture of 
sugar. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I will not call for the regular 
order until there has been one ition on either side of the 
House, after which I will insist upon it. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, FORT WORTH, TEX. 


Mr. BELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 1950) to authorize 
the construction of an additional story to the public building in 
Port Worth, Tex. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to construct an additional or third story to the 
— building being erected in the city of Fort Worth, Tex., not to exceed 

n cost the sum of $59,090. 

Mr. BELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the report. be 
read, which will fully explain the necessity for this action 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the report will 
be read. 

The report (by Mr. ABBOTT) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. . 1950) for the construetion of an addition to the public build- 
ing in Fort Worth, Tex., beg leave to report: 

The committee finds that the city of Forth Worth had in 1883 a population 
of about 8,000, which hati increased in 1993 to about 35,000. 

The post-office receipts in 1883 were $15,000; for 1893, $54,654. In 1883 there 
Were six empioyés in the post-office department; in a ee eee At 
present there are 4,000 square feet occupiad for Reo Rerneees. and 
— Ag in. the next few years, be required from 8,000 to 10, square feet 
€ ie I. 

The city has eleven outlets by rai\,‘and is gro very ra) , and it is 
the Soadiemntene of the eleventh division of the way Mail Bervine. It 
the growth of the -~ should be in the future anything like as great as it 
has deen inthe pastthe building now provided for will be utterly inadequate 
to the demand. At present the tirst and second stories have been completed. 
An additional story can be added at a cost of $50,000, whereas it would re- 
quire a much greater amount than that to make the additions which will 
soon be necessary to the building unless the third story is 

In. view of these facts the committee recommends the passage of the bill 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the bill? 

Mr. COOMBS. I wish to reserve the right of objection until 
I can hear from the gentleman and ask one or two questions in 
connection with the matter. A 

Mr. BELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I would like to makea little 
explanation about this, after which I feel assured that there will 
be no objection to it. 

Some years ago a bill was passed providing for the erection 
of a public building at Fort Worth. This work has been pro- 
gressing very slowly, and the building has now reached that 
stage in its construction where they can add a third story with- 
out incurring very great amount of additional expense. 

If this bill, increases the limit of the cost but does not 


make an appropriation, is passed, with the money that has been 
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already srpenaeentes and unexpended they can add to the build- 
ing a third story, and next year, or whenever it. becomes neces- 
sary to do so, the additional appropriation can be made for the 
completion of the work. This addition to the building now pro- 
pgsed is necessary, as shown by the report of the Postmaster- 
General und others, and can be added at a cost of about $50,000; 
whereas, if this work is not done now it will cost perhaps a 
hundred thousand dollars or $150,000 to make the necessary ad- 
dition after the building shall have been completed. 

Mr. BURROWS. What was the original amount appropri- 
ated for this pu e 
> ns BELL of Texas. One hundred and seventy-five thousand 

ollars. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is there a United States court held there? 

Mr. BELL of Texas. No, sir. 

Mr. BURROWS. No court? 

Mr. BELL of Texas. No; but 1 will state to the gentleman 
= —_ is the headquarters of the eleventh railway mail 

vision. 

Mr. BURROWS. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that an ap- 
Ss of $175,000 just for a post-office ought to be sufficient. 

. BELL of Texas. It is not alone for a post-office, but for 


these additional ——_ As I have stated. this is the head- 
‘quacters of the e 


eventh division of the Railway Mail Service, 
which aes forty-odd men. That division embraces the 
States of Louisiana, Texas, part of Arkansas, the Indian Terri- 
tory and New Mexico. It takes up a great deal of space to ac- 
commodate the employés who have their headquarters and do 
their work there. 

Mr. COOMBS. Have you a communication from the Post- 
master-General recommending this? 

Mr. BELLof Texas. There is acommunication from the Post- 
master-General; but the facts are all embodied in the report. 
We also took proof, which was submitted before the committee, 
in oer of the increase asked, and this extension is unani- 
mously recommended by the committee. 

Mr. WILSON of Was ton. Will the gentleman aliow me 
a question? 

r. BELL of Texas. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSONof Washington. What are the gross receipts of 
the post-office there? 

Mr. BELL of Texas. In 1893, $54,654. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, itis with the ut- 
most reluctance that I interrupt the gentleman in a matter that 


‘is mo doubt very close to him and his locality. But after six 


years of constant effort—for I have steadily endeavored to get 
some appro on or some recognition for a public building in 
my State where we have over $100,000 of postal receipts, in one 
city where we have customs officers, a United States court, 
collector of internal revenue, etc.—I do not think it fair that 
we should yield to the demands of other parts of the country 
when ours are so much more ing. We have been unable as 
~~ to get a report from the committee as far as the Northwest 

interested, and yet here is a gentleman coming up here, who 
is already supplied with a public building, and where they have 
no United States court, seeking an additional appropriation in 
order to put another story on the building in these times when 
nobody else can get recognition for a site. 

Mr. BELL of Texas. I think the gentleman is mistaken—— 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Now, if we are going to have 
any public buildings authorized by this Congress, if we are go- 
ing to get any reports from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, I think it will only be fair—it will only be just 
and right—to give some recognition to my State with its 70,000 
square miles of territory, with four United States courts, but 
no public building whatever in the geographic boundaries of the 
whole State. [Applause.] 

Now, sir, we have some rights as well as the gentleman from 
Texas, and if this committee is willing to go forward and report 
the bills before it and brimg them here and ask for a day where 
we can all come in and stand on our re ve merits and have 
the same consideration, I am willing that the gentleman should 
have whatever his ability, his industry, or his zeal will get for 
him. But I am not willing that Texas shall have a public build- 
ing and that the State of Washington shall have none. [Applause 
on the blican side.} I want that distinctly understood. 

Mr. B of Texas. Let me ask the gentleman to allow me 
to make a little te Let us see if the cases are 
at all parallel. This ing is in the course of construction. 
It has already reached the point where it is necessary to add the 
third story, if it is to be added at all, and it has been proven be- 
fore the committee to be necessary. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I have not even gotthe founda- 
tion laid for a public building in Washington. 

Mr. B of Texas, Let me explain that we have now got to 
that point where it is neeessary to add this story, if it is to be 


1894. 





added atall. Weare not asking for an additional appropriation, 
but simply to get the privilege to extend the building, for which 
an appropriation was made several years ago. 

Mr. COOMBS. It will require an appropriation later to pro- 
vide for this extra story? 

Mr. BELL of Texas. Of course it will. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will my colleague allow me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. BELL of Texas. Certainly. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand you to say this enlargement 
is necessary toaccommodate the force employed there in operat- 
ing the headquarters of the eleventh division of the Railway 
Mai! Service? 

Mr. BELL of Texas. For that and other purposes. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is already located there? 

Mr. BELL of Texas. Yes, and it was proved to the satisfac- 
tion of the committee that in less than the time that will be 
consumed in completing the building, this enlargement will be 
absolutely necessary. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
there? 

\ Mr. BELL of Texas. We have eleven outlets by rail. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I have eight railroads in my 
town. 

Mr. BELL of Texas. You see this bill does not provide for 
the construction of a new building, but only for the extension of 
one now in course of construction. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Oneword. Lnever object. I 
want every member upon this floor to obtain for himself and for 
his constituents anything that will advance their prosperity or 
their happiness; but I contend, sir, that after battling for six 
long years for only one public building in my State, it is not 
right that I should be turned downsession after session, and that 
here in these times, when gentlemen on the other side are 
preaching economy, the first recognition for a public building 
should be to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. BELL of Texas. I wish to repeat that this bill does not 
provide for a new building. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I hope we will soon have re- 

rts out of the committee. I have no doubt they are working 

ard and arduously, and in a short time bills will be reported 
from the committee. In the Fifty-second Congress no one re- 
ceived recognition for a public building, and therefore no one 
had justcause for complaint. This is the firstin the Fifty-third 
Congress, and I should like to know if this is to be the last of the 
Mohicans? Is anybody else to be recognized’ Are there any 
other reports to come? Are we to have any other public build- 
ing except a third story upon a public building in Fort Worth, 
Tex.? 


Mr. BELL of Texas. I hope it will not be limited to that. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. i hope not. 

Mr. BELL of Texas. I will help you get yours. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the requestof the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. BELL]? 

Mr. BURROWS. In the interest of the gentleman from 
Washington, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan objects. 

Mr.BURROWS. I shall be glad to have thisconsidered when 
other public-buildings bills are considered. 

ADDITIONAL JUDGE, NORTHERN DISTRICT ILLINOIS. 

Mr. CHILDS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5649) providing an addi- 
tional district judge in the northern district of Illinois. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of this bill? 

Mr-STALLINGS. Iam trying to get another judge for my 
State, and I desire that they all come in together. I object. 
LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

And then, on motion of Mr. DOCKERY, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 7097) 
making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judi- 
cial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1895, and for other purposes, with Mr. RICHARDSON of Ten- 
nessee in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House, general debate 
on this bill is closed, and the Clerk will read it by paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the een, sees be, and the same are hereby, 
Sn fulfcompensation for the service of the fiscal year ending ene, 1906, 
for the objects hereinafter expressed, namely: od 

Mr. REED. I move tostrike out the last word. I should like 
to inquire of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] if the 
provision in the firstseven lines, which have just been read, does 
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not change the law in accordance with which the rest of the per- 
manent appropriations have been made? 

Mr. DOCKERY. It does not. 

Mr. REED. Thatis, lunderstand that there aresome change 
made in salaries in this appropriation bill, and this clause will 
have the effect of not only changing the appropriations for this 
year, but of changing the law so as to conform to this? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Itdoes not. This paragraph only provides 
that the amount carried in this bill shall be in full compensa 
tion. [tis the usual phraseology carried in all appropriation 
bills in all Congresses. 

Mr. REED. Why, no: this full-compensation clause 
carried in all the bills. 

Mr. DOCKERY. O, yes. 

Mr. REED. It has been for some time, but it has not always 
been so, and the effect of it is—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will say to the gentleman from Maine that 
it has been in the law since 1887. 

Mr. REED. I think that must be an error. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman will permit me, 
it went out ona point of order in the Forty-eighth Congress, 
made by Col. Morrison. It went out of all the bills, on the 
ground that the words were legislative, taken in connection 
with subsequent provisions; and I recollect very well Col. Mor- 
rison making the point of order. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman from Illinois is not quite 
accurate in his statement. I think he will find on examination 
that the point of order was made in the Forty-ninth Congress, 
and was sustained, because the Holman provision, what is now 
known as clause 2 of Rule X XI, was not then a part of the rule. 
I think the gentleman will find that to be the case. 

Mr. REED. But this necessarily changes—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. The Senate restored it, and the conferees 
of the House agreed to the restoration. 

Mr. REED. But this changes the compensation and changes 
the law. For instance, when a salary that is stated here for 
$1,000 is for $1,200, having 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I ask for order. 
ply impossible for me to hear the gentle man. 

Mr. REED. This is one of the results of your fining people; 
we get so many of them here that we can not transact business. 
{[Laughter.] If a portion of the gentlemen on the other side 
would go away there would be no trouble about transacting busi- 
ness; but now we can not hear each other talk. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ido not think [I have anything further to 
say, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. REED. Is it nota fact that this changes existing law so 
far as this bill is concerned? For instance, if a man getting a 
salary reduced from $1,200 to $1,000, he can not get the salary 
that belongs to him, and he can not bring suit for the balance in 
the Court of Claims. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is the effect; that is exactly what is 
intended. 

Mr. REED. That is precisely what it is intended for, and 
must be contrary to existing law. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And that is authorized by a fair construc- 
tion of clause 2 of Rule XXTI. 

Mr. REED. And if it increases the salary it fixes it. Well, 
that is what I wanted to call attention to. Do you want to fix 
the salaries that are higher? 

Mr. DOCKERY. To fix them lower. 

Mr. REED. You fix them either way you do it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ido not want to fix them so as to increase 
salaries. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment will be con- 
sidered as withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For compensation of the officers, clerks, messengers, and othersin th 
ice of the Senate, $417,258.90, namely: 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out the words: 

“For the compensation of the officers, clerks, messengers, and others in 
the service of the Senate, $417,258.90,"’ being lines 2, 3, and 4, of page 2, and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“Far compensation of the officers, clerks, messengers, and others in the 
service of the Senate, $250,000. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Does my colleague intend to follow that up 
with amendments reducing all the items? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Yes, sir; I intend to follow it up by 
amendments on all. 

Mr. Chairman, it will be noticed in looking over the report 
that the Senate, consisting at present of 85 members, I believe, 
and when full of 88 members, requires the services of 303 em- 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will suspend. Gentle- 
men will please cease conversation or retire to the cloakroom. 
Gentlemen do not pay any attention whatever to the gavel. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, it will be observed by 
looking at the report and the bill that the Senate, with 88 mem- 
bers, would seem to require the services of 303 employés, while 
the House, consisting of 356 Members and 4 Delegates, man- 
ages to get along with 300 employés. Now, i understand per- 
fectly, Mr. Chairman, that the committee reporting this bill 
have followed the estimates made by the Senate itself, upon the 
theory, often stated here, that the Senate insists upon control- 
ling the expenditures of that body. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will my colleague allow me to interrupt 
him? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Certainly. 

Mr. DOCKERY. They have followed the estimates of the 
Senate so far as the current law isconcerned. The Senate asked 
for a very decided increase, which the House committee declined 
to give, 

Mr. REED. Is it not probable that the committee, in giving 
the same number of employés to 88 Senators that it does to 356 
members is because the Senators are more ponderous, and that 
it will require more persons to handle them. I hope the gentle- 
man will addyess himself to that view of the case. 

Mr. DEARMOND. It might appear that way, Mr. Chair- 
man, in certain views of it, but for the fact that the Senate is 
not so remarkably well handled at the present time. But it 
would seem that seven persons are required in these subordinate 
employments for every two Senators, while in the House the 
employés are not 80 numerous as the members. 

N ow, I have no doubt that the trueexplanation of all this is to 
be found in the fact that the Senate carries upon its pay rolls, 
and pays out of the public funds, numerous gentlemen whose 
services could well be dispensed with without detriment to the 
country and perhaps without serious inconvenience to indi- 
vidual Senators. This expenditure for the Senate, while it is 
such as the House can not perhaps control or correct, is un- 
reasonable. The House itself is not suffering from lack of em- 
ployés, nor, on the other hand, do I believe that the House has 
abused the power toemployassistants. But themere statement 
of the proposition, three hundred and three subordinate em- 
ployés in a Senate consisting of eighty-eight members, carries 
evidence of its own unreasonableness. It is hardly possible to 
conceive of any object that can require the employment of this 
number so largely in excess of the proportion in the House, un- 
less it be that most of them are devoted in some way, directly or 
indirectly, to the maintenance of that strange, anomalous thing 
kuown as Senatorial courtesy. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. If I may interrupt the gentleman 
a moment, I will suggest that his colleague in charge of the bill 
{Mr. DOCKERY] can perhaps explain to the committee why it is 
that so large an appropriation as this has been put in the bill 
for the Senate. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. It is no doubt on the theory that has 
already been stated. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I would like to have your col- 
league, who is in charge of the bill, make the explanation. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. No doubt he will do it later if he thinks 
it necessary cr appropriate. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iask that the time of my colleague be ex- 
tended five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that 
whatever may be the final result with reference to this item, the 
House ought at least to express its condemnation of what I think 
can not be regarded as anything else than extraordinary and 
wasteful expenditure on the part of the Senate. There would 
seem to be no reason why seven persons are needed in that bod 
to minister to the supposed official wants of two Senators. If 
the excess—the very large excess—be devoted to assisting in the 
maintenance of that hoary relic, of that worm-eaten, moldy, 
worthless, worn-out thing called Senatorial courtesy [laughter], 
which in all its long history has credited to it but one solitary 

ood act, the defeat of the force bill, and which is responsible 
or a vast amountof misappropriation, useless appropriation, ex- 
travagapnt ns | Sy cheer f these extraemployés are keptin the 
Senate for the purpose of seeking to maintain that relic, that 
memory, that reminiscence, that useless obstruction [laughter], 
‘Senatorial courtesy,” the House might here and now express 
an opinion upon the subject. Itseems to me that now, when the 
question is before us, the House ought to express its opinion by 
reducing this seo he Seana 

Tf $250,000 ins of over $417,000 be appropriated, the > 
propriation for the Senate will still be vas y greater, when the 
need fur it is considered, than the appropriation for the House. 
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There is no reason why the Senate should have almost unlimited 
command of the purse strings of the Government when the 
original intention evidently was that the controlling power in 
expenditures should be the House. I hope the amendment will 
be adopted, whatever may be its fate in the body at the other 
end of the Capitol. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Perhaps it ought tobe said, in justice to the 
Senate, that the figures which are given in this report of 325 
employés for the House and 303 for the Senate hardly state the 
facts fully with regard tothe House. Inthe figures for the House 
the 325 clerks to members are not included, so that the correct 
— would be 625 for the House and about 300 for the Sen- 
ate. 
This whole question of the amounts that shall be paid to em- 
ployés of the Senate and to employés of the House has been ofter 
gone over in previous Congresses with one uniform result, that 
each House has been left to determine for itself, on its own re- 
sponsibility, the number and the compensation of its employés, 

hat has always been the ultimate result, and therefore any 
amendment that might be adopted at this time would simply lead 
to the usual delay and controversy, and to the final result which 
has always ensued, leaving each House to determine for itself 
on its own responsibility the number and the compensation of 
its employés. 

Mr. REED. According to my recollection, the usual course 
has been that the House has voted against the Senate at about 
4 o’clock p. m., and at about 10 o’clock the next morning it has 
yielded. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think my colleague states pretty accu- 
rately the usual order. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have a vote, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman will withdraw 
the amendment I will renew it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. vo well. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. [If the gentleman from Illinois will give 
me just a moment, I wish to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Georgia[Mr. TURNER] to the fact that the dignity of the 
Senate is being encroached upon on his side of the House, and 
I think we ought to give some attention tothe subject. [Laugh- 


ter. ] 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. For many years, Mr. Chairman, 
we have had lectures in the House and out of the House upon the 
extravagance of the Senate, of the House, and of the Adminis- 
tration. I know thatat times within the lasttwenty years, under 
the eloquence of gentlemen upon the other side, my heart has 
a y gone out in longing fora restoration of the days of the 

athers. 

I recollect very well when, under the lead of such gentlemen 
as Judge HOLMAN of Indiana, I could almost see Thomas Jeffer- 
son riding with his breeches in his boots, — up from Vir- 
~~ on the 4th day of March to be inaugurated as President, 

itching his horse to a sapling, and mounting the steps to the 
Capitol with his whip in his hand, all spattered with mud, say- 
ing, ‘‘Mr. Chief Justice, administer to me the oath of office.” 

But the Republican party being in power for many years wa 
were assured by those a that we were getting away 
from the ‘‘fathers,” and they pledged themselves that when 
they came back into power we would again have ‘‘ the days of 
the fathers.” At last they are in full power—with President, 
and Senate, and House. I rarely go to the White House, but I 
am told by some of my Democratic friends that when they go 
the Chief Executive is not quite so easy of access as in former 
Administrations. If the reports coming to me are correct, if 
takes about three days, through the instrumentality of a private 
secretary, to even get audience with the Chief Magistrate. I 
am not here to criticise anything of that sort; I merely speak 
of it on report as a condition—not a theory. 

Never in the history of this country have the expenditures 
for the Senate—or for the House either—been as great as they 
are at the present time. With the Maltby Building, with tha 
Senate stables, with the Senate employés, who it seems to me 
must sometimes get in each other’s way, we find expenses still 
increasing, and under a Democratic régime. In the House, 
where we criticise the Senate and where we originate the bills 
that unlock the vaults of the Treasury, there never was a time 
when the expenditures of the House were runningat sucha rate 
as they are running now. Annual committee clerks—clerks to 
committees, many of which do not meet once a month—and al- 
most day by day—at least week by week—we have further grants 
of annual clerks and assistant clerks. 

Well, now, gentlemen [addressing the Democratic side], you 
are responsible; you have the power; you can run matters here 
as you please, and you will. Iam not here in good faith to pro- 

amendments to this bill, because, with your hundred ma- 
rity, I am powerless in the premises. But I am here to “ stir 
up your pure minds by way of remembrance,” and to refer to the 
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multitude of promises you made when we were in power, and 
when oo appeal was that you mightachieve power so that you 
could bring the administration of the fiscal affairs of the Govern- 
ment back to the simplicity of the earlier and better days of the 
Republic. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I do not intend at the open- 
ing of the consideration of this bill by paragraphs to be betrayed 
by the gentleman from Illinois into a political discussion. I 
will only venture this prediction, that when we reach the close 
of this session it will be found that so far as the representatives 
of the people in this body are concerned we have kept the faith, 
and have redeemed the pledges made to the people in the matter 
of economic expenditure. 

I could not and would not intrude political matters at this 
point, for the reason that this bill comes here indorsed, at least 
as to this part of it, by the unanimous action of the subcommit- 
tee who prepared it—three Democrats and two Republicans. 
It has the indorsement of all these gentlemen; and I take it, 
that with such aa indorsement it is probably about correct. 

Mr. REED. I have had occasion from past experience to 
doubt somewhat the prophetic instinct of the other side in mat- 
ters of economy. It seems to me, I remember that in the Fifty- 
second Congress gentlemen started out with considerable pro- 
fuseness of promise, which resulted in a hundred millions more 
of appropriation than adorned the annals of the predecessor of 
that Congress. But having heard very often since that time 
that this increase was on accountof legislation which had taken 
place in the Fifty-first Congress, I wish to ask how much of. the 
appropriation in this bill is caused by the Fifty-first Congress? 

Mr. DOCKERY. In reply to the gentleman from Maine, I 
want to say that a good dealof thelegislationof the Fifty-second 
Congress did not meet my approval. I think the record will 
bear me witness that I stood here consistently opposed to all 
contracts for river and harbor works. The record of that Con- 
gress was not as economic as I could have desired. 

Mr. REED. The average of virtue was not up to your stand- 
ard? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Hardly. That is true. But in this bill 
there is very little of the liabilities entailed by the legislation 
of the Fifty-first Congress. 

Mr. REED. I would like the gentleman to refer to the fig- 
ures. 

Mr. DOCKERY. One hundred and ninety thousand dollars 
for clerical force for the collection of the sugar bounty has been 
eliminated by the action of the committee, so that it does not 
appear in this bill. But if that $190,000 had appeared in the 
bill, it would have been due to the legislation of the Fifty-first 
Congress. 

Mr. REED. I submit that that suggestion is liable to be mis- 
leading, because we really get no benefit from what would have 
been in the billif thathad been there. Not being in the bill, it 
naturally is not there. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DOCKERY. Itisnotthere; thatistrue. But there are 
some things in the bill for which the legislation of the Fifty- 
first Congress is responsible. For instance, the increase of the 
salaries of United States district judges to $5,000 each, under 
the act of February 24, 1891. That increase is carried in this 


ll. 

Mr. REED. How much is the difference? 

Mr. DOCKERY. About $88,000. 

Mr. REED. That is the difference? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes, sir; that is carried in here as the re- 
sult of the legislation of that Congress. 

Mr. REED. This bill is increased to that extent on account 
of the action of the Fifty-first Congress? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes, sir. 

Then there isanother item. The actof June 27, 1890, involves 
about $695,000 additional for clerical foree—— 

Mr. REED. What is that item? 

Mr. DOCKERY. In the act granting pensions in certain 
cases—the extension of the pension laws—of June 27, 1890, about 
$595,000, if I remember accurately, was carried for clerical force 
in the Pension Office. That increase is due to that legislation. 
Iam corrected by the official records; the amount is $486,008. 

Mr. REED. So that with the other amount, about $30,000, 
the total, according to your estimate, would be $560,000? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that, I think, covers the inquiry of the 
gentleman from Maine, who asked me what amount in this bill 
was due to the legislation of the "ifty-first Congress. 

Mr. REED. Then we may take it, I suppose, for granted as 
correct that about $560,000 is the whole amount that is attribu- 
table or chargeable to our ancestors, so to speak, in this bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. About $576,000. 

Mr. REED. To be charged to our unfortunate ancestors? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes, on this particular bill. 


Mr. REED. I have had various members of the Committee 
on Appropriations to furnish me with the items, because | was 
anxious to know how the hundred millions came to be added on 
to the billion-dollar appropriations. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think the gentleman is in error about the 
hundred millions. 

Mr. REED. In what respect? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Because it was about one hundred and fifty- 
four millions to which the gentleman is referring, I think, that 
is due to the legislation of the Fifty-first Congress. 

Mr. REED. I was eee of the increase of one hundred 
millions over the ‘‘ wicked expenditures” of the Fifty-first Con- 
gress. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What increase of one hundred millions? I 
do not understand the gentleman. 

Mr. REED. Why, the one we proved so often,and which you 
have so often undertaken vainly to deny. [Laughter.] 

Mr, DOCKERY. Ido not catch the gentleman's point. 

Mr. REED. Why, do you not remember, the same hundred 
millions that you have so vainly undertaken to deny when we 
have submitted the facts before the people and the country. 
Do you not remember? [Laughter.] 

Mr. DOCKERY. I am unable to identify the item by the 
statement the gentleman makes. 

Mr. REED. Why, do you not remember the juggling up of 
figures that was resorted to in order to disprove the statement 
that the “billion-dollar Congress” had been exceeded by its 
immediate predecessor, if that word is not offensive all over 
Missouri? |Laughter.| 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ihavenorecollection of it. 
tleman will be a little more specific. 

Mr. REED. Well,suppose I say maneuvering of figures, and 
have that understood to be perfectly parliamentary and abso- 
lutely respectful. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. But what has that to do with it? 

Mr. REED. I will endeavor to be more specific for the gen- 
tleman’s information. I refer to the hundred million increase 
that you yourself discussed so frequently on the floor. [Laugh- 
ter.] Do you not remember during the session of Congress, im- 
mediataly following the Fifty-first Congress all of the talk which 
was made by irresponsible persons occupying responsible po- 
sitions about the ‘ wasteful extravagance ” of the Fifty-first 
Congress? [Laughter.] Do you not remember the fact that 
their appropriation of a thousand millions of dollars was re- 
garded as a terrible outrage, and an extraordinary exhibition of 
the wickedness of the Republican party? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think there was considerable wickedness 
there. [Laughter.] 

Mr. REED. And do you not remember that we had, immedi- 
ately following that, a Democratic Congress, and a number of 
gentlemen commenced business at that time with a resolution 
somewhat in the nature of an invocation; a resolution that my 
colleague [Mr. BOUTELLE] has so well described; and we all 
voted, or at least those of us did who were not too wicked to 
adopt such a proposition, saying that we would be self-denying, 
virtuous, and economical in the future? [Laughter]. And yet 
when we caine to foot up the figures at the end of that Congress 
it appeared that this virtuous body had increased the ee 
ations of its immediate predecessor about a hundred millions of 
dollars. Do you not remember also that the Democratic party, 
explicitly, from that time until now, has been endeavoring in 
vain to explain how it was that they succeeded in making so 
much larger appropriations? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ido not. 

Mr. REED. I think I have indicated the matter with such 
explicitness that the gentleman will be able to recall it. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to be led 
into any extended discussion of the comparative expenditures 
of the Fifty-firstor Fifty-second Congresses. The factsare, and 
the country recognizes them, that the expenditures of both of 
the Congresses exceeded the amount required for an econom- 
ical administration of theGovernment. That I admit to be true. 
The expenditures of the Fifty-first Congress amounted to about 
$1,035,000,000. The expenditures of the Fifty-second to about 
$1,026,000,000. There was but little difference between the two 
totals; only about $9,000,000 in favor of the Fifty-second Con- 
gress, and I have no boast to make of the record of economy in 
that Congress. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will my colleague pardon me? He has evi- 
dently forgotten his campaign speech. The appropriations of 
the Fifty-first Congress were, as was accustomed to be stated, 
$1,007,000,000, and not $1,035,000,000. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, no; theses are the exact figures I used. 
I have the printed table here. It is alittle ancient, it is true, 
but still these are the figures. 
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Mr. DINGLEY. Are those the figures prepared by the clerks 
of the committees which the gentleman holds in his hand? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Why, certainly not, because those figures 
did not include the indefinite appropriations. Now, it is just as 
wel! for the gentleman from Maine and myself to be a 
frank about this matter, because he is entirely conversant wi 
it, and knows all about the situation. He knows that the table 
he quotes, which figures out, as I remember, $988,000,000, do not 
include the indefinite appropriations. I know the gentleman 
will admit that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the gentleman—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. Does not the gentleman admit that? 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman does not undertake to pre- 
tend for a moment that the appropriations of the Pifty-second 
Congress were less than the appropriations of the Fifty-first 
Congress? 

Mr. DOCKERY. ak do; certainl — 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think if I could eail upon the clerk of the 
committee, which of course I can not doin this body, I would 
get a differentanswer. 

Mr, DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I think this is an — 
able discussion. The appropriations of the rope 

283 were about $9,000,000 less than the ap 
‘ifty-first Congress. I think the records 
were not entirely creditable. 

Mr. DINGLE However that may be, the sgge tions 
made by the Fifty-second Congress exceeded those of Fifty- 
first. Thatisa fact of history that Ido not care to have the 
ea. get away from. 

Mr. . When you take inte account the indefinite 
comer riations of the Fifty-first Congress and a indefinite - 
propristions of the Fifty-second the 
$. the ee were less than those of the y-first ~ 

000,000-——— 

Mr. COOMBS. Including the indefinite appropriations? 

Mr. DOCKERY. That statement inalatlas the indefinite —- 
em iations, end I shall be Se 

RxecoORD without it, because [ do not want to get 
into a political discussion here, which can not possibly influence 
a vote. I want to proceed with this bill. I shall be glad to in- 
elude in the RecoRD the table upon which I make thestatement, 
and thenif the gentleman from Maine desires to reply to it, he 
can do so hereafter. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Missouri is entirely 


wrong—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri[Mr. DocKERY] has expired. 

Mr. REED. I desire to address the committee. The gentile- 
man from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] is quite wrong in supposing 
this discussion to be unprofitable. You see it is absolutely es- 
sential for the progress of the world that the Democratic ym 
should be brought up to the truth of four years ago. 
years ayo, when the Democratic party were declaiming alae 
the extravagance of the Fifty-first , we on this side 
knew that it was not so, because we had taken toascertain 
the fact, and because we oo every confidence in the thenchair- 
man of the Committee on A ropriations [Mr. CANNON}. 

Now, we have been gradually at work upon the Democracy of 
that period, and in some respects we have got them up very 
nearly to date, and we expect a do - in time, with respect to 
this matter of appropriations. ee YY iteration and 
reiteration ef the truth, we wiih ae manage 1 the lies that 

were told four years ago; and so it is not + net wagrodtable at all, be- 
cause I have no doubt that Providence rejoices in the conver- 
sion of a Democrat tothe truth as much as does in the stead- 
{astness of a Republican who isalwaysthere. (Lau hter on the 
Republican side.] So that this is ee, — e, and itis 
protitable to the gentleman from Missouri [ mt 
ean see him gradually ameliorating under this treatment. 
[Laughter.] Heis gradually becoming softer. He has reached 
the stage where he does not want to discuss it any more, because 
the subject has become painful to him. 

I can recollect when it was tripping. on his tongue, ty 0 he 
was glib with it, when he was anxious for an to say 
over something about it; but he has gotten b Nepetne. He 
has gui to the stage where, looking a very little way in the 
future, hecan see he — to repentof things he has said. So 
the first he dees is to out of it and propose to put it in the 
RECORD, thereby showing that he has come to that reasonable 
fear of the truth which is the beginningof wisdom. ore when 
we get the whole Democratic party up to the Me oes about this, 
and get that thing reduced to ali com ae jen8 
body has arreed to it, why then the publican party will be 
acondition to take anot one and casement 
and then we will have to wait and bring up Sopalliocs Sasi 
and so on forever and ever. Langheneen tee Republican 


mies = 


Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to print in the Recorpb, without 
occupying the attention of the committee further, a table which 
establishes the accuracy of every statement I have made with 
respect to the appropriations of the Fifty-first and Fifty-second 
Congresses; and then gentlemen can reply to it if they desire. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentle- 
man if that is a statement from the Treasury? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. - Who establishes the accuracy of 
the table? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent to print in the Rec :p a table. Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.| The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Now, I desire—— 

Mr. REED. What is it? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I addressed the Chair. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chairrecognized the gentlemanfrom 
ae but ere are speaking at the same time. 

Seeetinnamal desire to ask if the compilation 
of ares ia a Trosury comlation by the clerks of th 
r. t is pre part the clerks of the 
Committees on Appropriations of the Senate and House, and 
— additions are made they are based on official statements 
in that statement. 

ane UTELLE. Additions by whom? 

Mr. . By the gentlemen connected with the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations; and if the gentleman objects to the 
al table, I will withdraw the request. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Not at all; [simply wanted to know where 
-_ anne emanates from, and how official it is in its com- 
P 

Mr. REED. Well, I will have to object, if it is going in with- 
out suitable ventilation and review. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair asked if there was objection to 
prin the table in the RECORD, and there was no objection. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the gentleman from Maine objects, I 
withdraw the request. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, if I understood the gentleman from [Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON] corrsctly in some remarks that he made, I desire 
very respectfuily to dissent from the purport and effect of his 

I understood him to use some language which pos- 
sibly ht ba distorted by some censorious persons to mean that 
he criticises the man tof the Administration of the White 
House in the matter of interposing the obstacle of a private sec- 
retary between Representatives of the — and the head of 
the Demoeratic party. I have some views upon that subject 
which 1 desire to submit. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. i will say that what I stated was 
from reports being made to me by Democratic Representatives 
and not from an experience I have had myself. 

Mr, GROSVE Assuming, Mr. Chairman, that the re- 
ports are correct, and I will call upon the distinguished gentle- 
man in charge of this bill, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
DocKERY], to verify if these reports are correct, it isa great 
step forward in the administration of the Executive Department 
of the Government made by a Democratic Administration im- 
bued with Jeffersonian simplicity. These are days of training 
and education, and of fitness. The operation of the civil-service 
law has led the American citizen toa higher development; it 
has led tosecuring trained men to come between the Representa- 
tives of this country and their assaults u —— the Executive of 
the Government. It is a great thing that you can hire for 
$5,000 a year an individual ee to be trained in the art of 
diplomacy and statesmanshi P and can station him in an ante- 
a and none it dey sarengn that the pes oe ¢ > 

presentatives a eee colated through the 
wisdom of that trained sta ag 

It is a great se npdiaamanmmant te of the coarse and vulgar processes 
by which heretofore gentlemen newly ordained to the walks of 
statesmanship have been permitted toa h face foremost 
the Executive of the Government and to retire from the room 
with their backs to the President—think of that. We have in this 
condition of things, therefore, adouble rd against democracy. 
We have first the general purposes of the Administration it- 
self, and then the representative of the people is compelled. to 
make known his wants and to state them fully, distinctly. and 
nd in nie je a ee and skilled purveyor of political wisdom; 

that becomes a sort of a a —- 
ination, wnt ees ican necessity for it going beyord 
liminary examination, if this trained statesman i is wid oe 
and judgment decides that the matter is one that cught not to 
}| be presented to the Executive head of the Government, if he 





1894. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 9035 





decides that. matter, the representative of the common people pockets and taking out $6 apiece for a gift, a $500 testimonial, to 


of the country is to be content and he ought togo away without 
any complaint. 7 

What is he but an ignorant and assumed representative of 
the common people of the country; what knowledge has he of 
statesmanship; what knowledge has he of the real questions of 
this time, this grand and awful time; and if you can hire some 
person, no matter where he comes from or who is the sponsor 
for his greatness, if you can produce for a pittance of $5,000 a 
year, one man who knows as much, or is assumed to be a check 
upon the knowledge of 356 men, you have brought abouta large 
result with a — small amount of capital. se 

It is a step in the direction of establishing the conditions of 
European authority and European administration. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The question was takenon the amendment of Mr. DE ARMOND, 
and it was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Office of Sergeant-at-Arms and Doorkeeper: For tat-Arms and 
Doorixeeper, $4,500; horse and wagon for his use, 20, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary; for clerk to Sergeant-at-Arms, 82,009; assistant door- 
keeper, $2,592; and #500 additional while the office of asststant doorkeeper is 
held by Isaac Bassett, the present incumbent; acting assistant doorkeeper, 
$2,582; three messengers, acting as assistant doorkeepers, at $1,800 each. 
thirty-five messengors, at $1,440 each; assistant messenger on the floor of 
the + enate, #1,440, messenger to Official Reporter’s room, $1,440; messenger 
im charge of storeroom, $1,200; wpholsterer and locksmith, $1,440; two ear- 

ers to assist him, at 1960 each; eleven skilled laborers, at $1,000 each; 

we janitors, at. $900 each; laborer in charge ofthe private e, $840; two 

female attendantsin charge of the ladfes’ retiring room, at 8720 each; tele- 

cperator, 9720; telephone page, ; twenty-five laborers at each; 

sixteen pages for the Senate Chamber, at the rate of 82.50 per day each dur- 
img the session, 34,840; im all, $115,084 


Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend by striking out the words, “and five hundred dollars additional 
while the office of assistant doorkeeper is held by Isaac Bassett, the present 
incumbent,"’ being lines 15 and 16, on page 5 of the bill. 


Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, an item the exact coun- 
terpart of this, I believe, appeared in the appropriation bill in 
the last Congress. An amendment was offered in this body and 
that provision was stricken out. Later on the conference com- 
mittee, I believe, restored ‘t. 

Tt is agreeable to us all, Mr. Chairman, to be advised in an 
official way that that excellent old gentleman, Mr. Isaac Bas- 
sett, is still spared to the world and to the Senate. I have not 
@ particle of doubt that he is a most estimable gentleman. I 
have not the slightest disposition to say a single word in dis- 
paragement of him or of his services. He is, indeed, a kindly 
appearing, venerable, dignified old gentleman. 

e are, however, dealing now with the question whether the 
people of the United States, after paying him a handsome sal- 
ary, shall make him a donation of $500 perannum. Ithink, Mr. 
Chairman, that possibly this custom which has prevailed inthe 
Senate for a good while—and for following it in this bill I donot 
find fault with the Committee on Appropriations, because they 
have had abundant warning that the Senate will insist upon it— 
I think, I say, that possibly this custom, apparently generous, 
seemingly praiseworthy at first blush, has grown up in the Sen- 
ate in blissful moments of forgetfulness. These gentlemen, the 
Senators, by contributing, say, $6 apiece, could give to Isaac 
Bassett a little over $500; and the gift, made in that way, would 
be a graceful testimonial from the men whom he now servesand 
to whom he appearsas a link with past eventsand with Senators 
of a past age. 

I have not a doubt that it would be worth to each one of the 
Senators at least $6 per year—it would be very cheap at $6 per 
year—-to have with them this venerable man, who has come 
down from a former and perhaps a more glorious age of the 
Senate; this man who served in the days of Webster, and Clay, 
and Calhoun. It would be worth, I say, much more than $6 a 
year to each one of the Senators, as he looks into the kind and 
— countenance of Isaac Bassett, to fancy that he sees reflected 
there something of the majesty and grandeur that belonged to 
Webster, something of the grace and eloquence that distin- 

_ ed Clay, something of the superb logician that resided in 

oun, 

New, it would be ungracious for us to deprive the Senators of 
the cones pecvenege that would be held out to them by the 
adoption of this amendment. It would be wrong to compel the 
— of the United States to donate $500 to Isaac Bassett, after 
paying him well for his services, instead of eo the gen- 
erosity, the patriotism, the veneration for past things (inelud- 
ing “Bonatorial courtesy”) on the part of individual Senators 
to make up this contribution. Let us strike the item from the 
bill, and let us soon read in the ne pers that these Senators 
have introduced aslight variation in ‘‘ Senatorialcourtesy,” have 
made ta it a trifling amendment by going down into their own 


this old gentleman, instead of calling upon the United States, 
upon the overtaxed people of this country, to make the donation. 

Let us hold out to these great, lofty, wise men, to these gen- 
erous and munificent men, this grand opportunity, and cer- 
tainly they will not allow it to pass unimproved. In no unkind- 
ness to Isaac Bassett, in no hostility to lsaac Bassett, but with 
a view of protecting the taxpayers agaiust the injustice of a 
civil pension list and of giving to the Senators, individually and 
collectively, an opportunity to exemplify a practical phase and 
feature of *‘ Senatorial courtesy” residing in Senatorial gener- 
osity, let us strike out this appropriation and turn over Isaac 
Bassett, with his $2,500 of regular pay. to the generosity, the 
magnanimity, the splendor, and the glory of these dignified 
Senators. [{Laughter.] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let us have a vote. 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. DE Ak- 
MOND was agreed to; there being—ayes 45, noes 39. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, this bill originated with the 
committee of this House, and that committee is responsible for 
the present condition of the bill at least. The item of appro- 
priation for the Senate alone—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa does not offer 
any amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move pro forma to strike out the last 
word. I was about to remark, Mr. Chairman, that the item of 
appropriatious in this bill for the Senate alone aggregates $1,- 
456,541. If this sum be divided by 88, the number of Senators 
possible, the present number being three less, we have $16,482 
as the cost of each Senator to the country. Theappropriations 
made in this bill for the expenses of the House of Representa- 
tives aggregate $2,790,627. If this sum is divided by 356, the 
total number of Representatives, we find that the cost of each 
Representative is $8,074. In other words, a United States Sena- 
tor costs the people of this country something more than twice 
as much as a Member of the House of Representatives. Cer- 
tainly it is not the purpose of our general legislation that this 
should be so, for thesalary of the two positions is the same, the 
mileage is the same, and the functions, powers, and duties with 
regard to legislation, are precisely the same. 

Now, the House committee is responsible for this bill as it now 
stands. It can not be said that the Senate is responsible; it can 
not be said that they control their own expenditures. They 
have had no voice up to this time in the preparation of this bill. 
These large and extravagant expenditures are by the grace of 
our own committee up to this time. I do not know what might 
happen in a conference committee where the weight of Sena- 
torial dignity and Senatorial courtesy and all that sort of thing 
was brought to bear upon the conferees of the House; but up to 
this time this matter is solely within the volition of an organ 
of this House. And I would be gladif the gentleman in charge 
of this bill would explain why it is that he volunteers, or his 
committee volunteers, these extraordinary and extravagant ex- 
penditures for the Senate. 

Why is it that as to employés more than four are required to 
care for the personal wants of a Senator? Why is it that, tak- 
ing into account the clerks and various other employés, there 
is this number of officers for each Senator and so much smaller 
number for a Member of this House—less than one for each 
Representative, more than four for each Senator—$16,000 and 
more of expenditure for a Senator; less than half that for a 
Member of the House? Putting it in another way, more than 
$11,000 outside of salary is the cost of each Senator, while each 
Member of the House of Representatives costs less than $3,000 
outside of salary. 

I would like the chairman of the committee or the gentleman 
who has charge of this bill to give us some light on this ques- 
tion. Later on, he might say that the Senate would insist upon 
its amendments; but there are no amendments yet; there is no 
question of conference now. This bill is voluntary and initia- 
tory upon the part of the committee that has it in charge; and 
L want to know what excuse the gentleman has to offer for this 
feature of it. 

{Here the hammer fell.| 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, my good friend from Iowa 
[Mr. HEPBURN} is somewhat in error in his totals. The entire 
expenses of the House amount to $2,504,579.54, or less than 
$7,000 per member. The entire expenses of the Senate aggre- 
gate $1,038,078.90—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; he is in er- 
ror there. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
he has given? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I get them from the bill. I have taken 
item by item, the aggregate at the end of each paragraph. 


Where does the gentleman get the figures 
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Mr. DOCKERY. I think the gentleman will find (bocmuee I 
am using the figures of a gentleman who does not often make 
mistakes) that he is in error. The figures before me—which 
have been proved—show that the Senate expenses aggregate 
$1 038,078.90, or a 

Mr. HEPBURN. Permit me to say that there are four 
items—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me to complete 
this statement?—nearly $12,000 per Senator. But conceding, as 
I do, the extravagance of another body which the rules of the 
House do not permit me to name, yet the comparison made b 
the gentieman from Iowa is hardly fair, andI am sure that he wiil 
concede this if he reflectsa moment. The total which the gen- 
tleman makes includes mileage and includessalaries. Now, the 
Senate has but 88 members, the House 356. In order to get at 
a fair comparison (which is certainly adverse to the other body) 
the gentleman should include the expenses of the Senate ex- 
clusive of salaries and mileage, which are fixed by law. I think 
in that way he would get a fair comparison. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman will permit me, I wish to 
say that the gentleman’s last statement makes the matter still 
stronger in the lightin which I present it. There are fouritems 
in this appropriation bill whic gregate considerably more 
than a million dollars—$440,000, $417,000, $19,000, and $115,000. 
Then there are other items—one of $64,000 and one of $35,000. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That statement shows the gentleman has 
not carefully considered or examined the figures. The $417,000 
is the total of the items which follow. Therefore you have dupli- 
cated these items. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No; I think not. 
items as | have found them in the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iwill show that the gentleman is mistaken. 
The $417,258 includes all the items which follow, down to the 
heading ‘‘ Contingent fund.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say this, for so far as I am con- 
cerned I do not care to detain the committee further. This is 
the old, old story. It is the old, old contest between the Sen- 
ate and the Houseas to the control of their own internal affairs. 
I have stated on this floor, over and over again, that in my 
humble judgment the expenditures of the internal administra- 
tion of another body are extravagant. But the other body isa 
co'rdinate branch of thisGovernment. The Senate insists on 
the right to determine theirown expenditures. That fight has 
been made between the two bodies for nearly a century, and the 
other body always wins. 

On last Friday a gentleman asked me on this floor why it 
was that the Representatives of the people should in every in- 
stance yield these contests or differences of opinion with the 
Senate. I said that ‘‘I gave it up.” Ido not now know how to 
make any appropriate or suitable explanation of it. The fact 
remains, however—the naked and stubborn fact—that such is the 
case, and has been since the organization of Congress. It is no 
use to discuss it, for in every one of these contests the Senate 
always insists upon its right to control its internal affairs, and 
the House, under every administration, has ultimately yielded 
the contest. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If ny eee will permit me, I will sug- 
gest in this connection, if it is any more true that on all ques- 
tions of the internal management of the Senate and as to what 
the salaries of their officers shall be, the Senate insists upon its 
right to control than it is that the House, when wecome to the 
question of our own internal management here and what the 
salaries of our officials shall be and their duties, always insists 
upon our right to determine that for ourselves? Is it not true 
that each House defers to the other in thatregard; and can we 


get along in a other way? 

Mr. DOCK Y. The gentlemanisundoubtedly correct. He 
has stated the matter clearly. They claim the right to 
their own affairs, and the House has also always done the same 
thing. 

Mr. GROUT. If my colleague will allow me a moment, if I 
understood him correctly he said that it was fair to compare the 
expenses of the Senate with those of the House after deductin 
the salaries and mileage. Now,I think if my colleague w 
reflect for a moment he will admit that that is nota fair com- 
parison. While it is a fact that the Senate is a body much less 
in membership than the House, yet it isalso true that they have 
practically the same number of committees as the House with 
clerks and messeagers; they have the same number of doors, 
nearly,as we have at this hall, and require an equal number of 
officials to guard them. In fact the Senate has practically the 
same list of employés throughout, although it is a smaller organ- 
ization than the House; so I ask if it is altogether just to com- 
pare the expenses of the House with its 356 members, with those 
of the Senate with but 88 members, unless it be also understood 
— the Senate has practically the same organization as the 

ouse? 


I have simply taken the 


Mr. DOCKERY. Undoubtedly that would be a fairer com- 
parison than the other. 

Mr. GROUT. But is that even a fair comparison? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do not know as to that, but I think the 
gentleman’s point is a strong one. The Senate, as the gentle- 
man says, has practically the same organization that we have. 

But what I wish to say my friend is this, that in my judgment 
the expenditures of the other body are in excess of the require- 
ments of an economical administration. But who is to control 
this matter? This bill embodies the estimates made by the 
Senate, except that we have stricken out all increases in their 
estimates. 

Mr. GROUT. LIonly made reference to the matter, not for 
the purpose of entering into any defense of the expenditures of 
the Senate, because I have not looked into the subject specifi- 
cally, but simply to show what I regarded as an unfair compari- 
son against the Senate. It is unfair, I think, to compare the 
expenditures of the two bodies on the basis of per capita mem- 
bership, and I have not heard any gentleman on the floor sug- 
gest anything to the contrary. It is manifestly absurd, though, 
in re judgment to make such comparison for the reasons I have 
stated. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Mis- 
souria question. The gentleman from Iowa (Mr. HEPBURN] 
recites a condition of things which shows a great disproportion 
between the cost of a Senator and a Member of the House to the 
country. Now,I wish to ask if this is an unusual condition, 
embodied in this bill, or if it is simply a continuation of what 
has existed for along time? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, it has existed for a hundred years, and 
will most likely continue for a hundred years to come. 

Mr. KILGORE. How was it in the Fifty-first Congress? 

Mr. DOCKERY. The same disparity existed then. A Sen- 
ator’s worth was in the same proportion in the Fifty-first Con- 
gress as now. 


Mr. KILGORE. I thought that was probably the case. 
ome ee. I ask the Clerk to proceed with the reading 
of the 


The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read as follows: 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

For compensation of members of the House of Representatives and Dele- 
gates from Territories, $1,800,000. 

Mr.HAYES. I desire to offer an amendment at this point. 

Mr. BOATNER. I desire now to have read the amendment 
which I had read on Saturday, and which I wish to offer at this 

int. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ou page 10, amend by adding in line 4, after the word ‘‘salary,”’ the follow- 


oS Provided, That the Secretary of the Senate and Sergeant-at-Arms of the 

House shall respectively deduct from the monthly payments of each Mem- 
ber or Delegate the amount of his salary for wash aay that he has been ab- 
sent without leave of the Senate or House, as the case may be, unless he as- 
signs as the reason therefor sickness of himself or a member of his family 
ers his attention; and if any leave of absence be revoked the Member 
or Delegate shall, on receiving notice thereof, forthwith return by the ordi- 
a. of travel under penalty of the deduction from his salary as above 
provided. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I wish to make a point of order on that 
nmendment. 

Mr. KILGORE. I wish to submit a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order has already been made 
by the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mypoint of order is that this will change 
existing law, and that it does not reduce expenditures. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman fully 
on the point of order. 

Mr. BOATNER. Would it be in order for me to temporarily 
withdraw the amendment in order to permit the amendment of 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAYEs] to be offered? 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the amendment 
can be withdrawn temporarily, and the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAYEs] will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend as follows: At the end of line 4, page 10, insert the following: 
“And it is hereby declared that section 6 of the act approved August 16, 1856, 
and section 40 of the Revised Statutes have been heretofore repealed.” 


Mr. DE ARMOND. I make the point of order on that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HAYES. That is clearly not subject tothe point of order, 
as held repeatedly by the present Chairman, as well as others. 
If the Chair desires any argument upon it, he can simply refer 
to his own ruling. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, some time ago there was 
introduced by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] a reso- 
lution declarative of the effect of section 40 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, and directing the Sergeant-at-Arms to enforce the law. 
That resolution was referred by the House to the Committee on 
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the Judiciary. In due course of time a report was submitted by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WOLVERTON], who, I re- 
gret to see, is not now present in the Hall. 

That report gave to the House the judgment of the committee 
that section 40 is inforce. Later on a minority report was made 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE], 
concurred in by two of his associates [Mr. UPDEGRAFF and Mr. 
CHILDS]. Still later came another minority report, by the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Ray], concurred in by the gentle- 
man from Kansas|Mr. BRODERICK]. Later still a supplemental 
report was made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania |[Mr. WOL- 
VERTON]. Owing to some delay that report has not yet reached 
the document room. 

The CHAIRMAN. When was that report submitted? 

‘Mr. DE ARMOND. It was submitted on Friday, but owing 
to some delay, the cause of which it is unnecessary now to dis- 
cuss, and which is foreign to the question before the House, it 
has not yet reached the document room, unless it has been re- 
ceived within a very few minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. What did the gentleman state was the 
substance of that report? 

Mr. DE-ARMOND. It isasupplemental report by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, submitted by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. WOLVERTON], and I think, when fairly considered, 
will hardly leave doubt in the mind of any man that section 40 
of the Revised Statutes is in full force and vigor. 

Mr. HAYES. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Certainly. 

Mr. HAYES. If that is true, can not the same argument be 
made now? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wishes to say that he can not 
hear what is being said. The Chair would like to hear what is 
being said on the point of order. 

Mr. HAYES. I suggest to my friend from Missouri that if 
the argument made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WOLVERTON] was conclusive, the same argument could be made 
here now, just as well as to take it from the report. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask gentlemen who seem 
to be informed of this matter if this was a unanimous report 
from the Committee on the Judiciary? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. No, there are two minority reports, one 
signed by three members of the committee and another signed 
by two; and to these five may be added the gentleman a 
Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER] who expressed his views last Satur- 
day upon the question. Now, the proposition from the gentle- 
man from Louisiana, submitted by way of an amendment, and 
against which a point of order has been made, is to change ex- 
isting law, if section 40 of the Revised Statutes is in effect. It 
does not reduce expenditures, and therefore can not be enter- 
tained under our rules. 

As tothe contention of the gentleman from Iowa, that it is the 
proper thing for this committee to declare that a particular 

rovision upon the statute books is not the law, to make that 
egislative declaration, without any legislation dependent upon 
or connected with it, he is asserting that which I think he can 
not successfully maintain. I now address myself to the under- 
lying question of whether section 40 of the Revised Statutes is 
now a = and parcel of the law of the land. Laffirm that it is. 

Mr. HAYES. I desire to say to the gentleman, if he will 
permit me, that at present we are only discussing the point of 
order. aoe not limit the discussion to that, and let the argu- 
ment upon the merits come up in its order? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I have not touched the merits of the 


ag sg rs 

r. HAYES. You are asking whether it is the law or not, 
and that is the very question; but we can not discuss that upon 
a point of order. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Why, of course, the gentleman simply 
en 6 ota or misunderstands what I say. I say the in- 
quir fore this House is directly and pointedly as to whether 
section 40 of the Revised Statutes of the United States is or is 
not a part of the law of the land. That is the exact inquiry. 

Mr. HAYES. ‘Not upon a point of order. 

Mr.DE ARMOND. Oh, yes. If section 40 isnot the law, the 
point of order which I made against the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER] is not good; and 
80, too, in that case, one objection to the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAyEs| would fail. 

Mr. RAY. I desire toask,in order that I may understand you 
clearly, whether you regard the point at issue to be whether 
section 40 of the Revised Statutes is in force or whether section 
6 of the act of 1856 is in force? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Oh, well, that is a distinction without a 
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iana, willbechanged. That isa broad question. If so, thenthe 
amendment of the gentleman from Louisiana is a proposition to 
change existing law. 

Mr. RAY. Ifthe gentleman will allow me. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I do not wish to be diverted upon the 
point. I can not yield to the gentleman upon that triviality, for 
Iam trying to address myself to the question we have before 
this committee, and as to the learned distinction which the gen- 
tleman makes, learned according to his standard of learning, he 
can eludicates and elaborate that when he gets.the floor, and I do 
not care at this time to address myself to it. If there is any ex- 
isting law (I do not care whether you call it section 6 of the 
act of 1856 or section 40 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States) that contains a provision contrary to that expressed in 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Louisiana, then 
that amendment, if adopted, would change existing law. 

It is apparent also that it would not lessen expenditures: and, 
therefore, if my contention be true, the point of order made 
against the amendment is a goodone. Now, my first inquiry is, 
whether or not the majority of the Committee on the Judiciary 
are correct in declaring that there isa provision of law under 
which a deduction shall be made for a member's absence other- 
wise than on account of sickness of himself or family. This 
provision first appears in an act passed in August, 1856. It will 
not be contended by anybody, I presume, that there has since 
been passed any act which purports to repeal it. 

Then, if this provision of the law of i856 is no more, it has 
been repealed by implication. Now, let me state, as a funda- 
mental proposition, that repeals by implication are never fa- 
vored. That is a very natural, a very reasonable, a very sound 
declaration of the courts and of the law. Why? Whenever 
anything has been made law, it is only common sense as well as 
law that it shall continue to be law unless absolutely repealed, 
or necessarily displaced by some other legislation which can not 
have itsfull force and effect if the former statute be allowed to 
stand. 

In other words, when you have a provision of law it continues, 
in whole or in part, to be the law until it is expressly repealed, 
or until the passage of some other act which can not have force 
and effect except by the destruction of the former statute. 

Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOATNER. I want tocall the gentleman's attention to 
the language of the act of 1856. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Will the gentleman wait a moment for 
that? I am discussing now a fundamental legal proposition. 

Mr. BOATNER. lLask the gentleman's pardon. [ will try to 
take the floor when he gets through. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. [have no objection to yielding to the 
gentleman later, but just now Iam on a proposition which I 
think the gentleman does not dispute. When I come to the 
other point I will yield to the gentleman. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, to resume, I say that there is no express 
repeal of section 6 of the act of 1856. If it has been repealed 
and is no longer the law. wholly or partially, it must be because 
other laws have been passed which can not have force and effect 
with that section 6 or its equivalent, section 40, still operative. 
If that result has come, then section 6 of the act of 1856 was 
repealed by implication, by necessary inconsistency with, by 
necessary repugnance to, a subsequent enactment. If that con- 
dition has not come about then section 6 of the act of 1556 sur- 
vives, in substance as section 40 of the Revised Statutes. Let 
us now look into this act of August 16, 1856. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wishes to ask the gentleman 
a question with a view to getting at the salient point. The lan- 
guage of this amendment is that section 6 of the act of 1856, or 
section 40of the Revised Statutes, has been heretofore repealed. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, the difficulty in the mind of the 
Chair, to which he wishes the gentleman to address his remarks, 
is this: Can it be held that thisamendment is a repealing amend- 
ment if the Chair should be of opinion that section 40 of the Re- 
vised Statutes has not been heretofore repealed? 

If, as a fact, section 40 of the Revised Statutes, has not been 
heretofore repealed, does the gentleman insist that this amend- 
ment is a repealing act which would repeal that section if it had 
not been heretofore repealed? The answer to that might make 
a wide difference in deciding the question whether the amend- 
ment is parliamentary, apart from the question whether it is 

roper or not. In other words, the amendment might be par- 

iamentary and still be one which in the opinion of the Chair 
ought not to be adopted. Might not this amendment be parlia- 
mentary in the viewof the case which the Chair has suggested? 

Mr.DEARMOND. Iwasendeavoring to address myself more 





difference. The question before txs House is whether there is | particularly to the point of order on the amendment offered by 
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that it was temporarily withdrawn in order that the other might 
be offered 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Louisiana is not now pending. The question is on tle amend- 
iment of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hayes}, and the Chair 
understood the gentleman | Mr. DE ARMOND] to make the point 
of order against that amendment. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Certainly. Thepoint of order I madeon 
that amendment and the point of order against the amendment 
of the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER], being in part 
the same, and since both will come before the Chair to be 
upon, | thought it might be well to consider the question with 
reference to both; but I shall of course conform to the wish of 
the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not object to that at all. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. The broader question is the one raised 
by the gentleman from Louisiana. His amendment is a p 





provision of law, referred to sometimes as section 6 of the act 
of 1856 and at other times as section 40 of the Revised Statutes, 
is or is not repealed. I submit, however, that the amendment 
of the gentleman from Iowa comes within the objection all the 
same, although it presents a narrower question. That amend- 
ment recites that these provisions are no longer the law. 

Now, it is not germane to anything in this bill to declare 
what is or what is not the law. It is nota nt inquiry 
to submit to the House; for if it is, then it ts proper for any 
gentleman, upon the same theory and philosophy, to offer a dec- 
laration that any particular provision of the statutes which he 
chooses to pick out or refer to, or anything which he chooses 
to imagine or assert is or might be, or is thought by some- 
body to be, a part of the statutes, is no longer law, and to have 
a declaration of the House upon that subject. 

The question of the pending vorngmer as to how much money 
shall be appropriated for the salaries of members of the House 
has nothing whatever to do with the question whether section 40 
of the Revised Statutes or section 6 of the act of 1856 has been 
repealed or still survives. 

‘The amendment would be equally com t upon an appro- 
priation for contingent expenses of the House or for the office 
of the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House, or for the payment of the 
Speaker's salary. Anywhere along in this bill it would be ad- 
missible, if admissible at all. 

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Certainly. 

Mr. DALZELL. Does not this bill appropriate money to pay 
the salaries of members? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DALZELL. And is itnot perfectly germane that the bill 
a a provision saying how that appropriation shall 
be made? . 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Certainly that would be germane; but 
this does not do that. It asserts that a certain provision, al- 
leged to be the law—and which, plain as the nose on a man’s 
face, is the law according to the reading of the Revised Stat- 
utes—is not the law. 

Mr. DALZELL. Butifthe proposition that is contended for on 
one side is valid, then this money will be in a cer- 
tain way. ILf,on the other hand, this iaw isnot in force, and this 
House has the right to say so, then the money will be appro- 
priated in another way. . 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I do notso understand it. This amend- 
ment has nothing at all to do with the duties of the Sergeant- 
at-Arms; it has no relation to the duties of the Speaker of the 
House. Here is a bald, naked declaration, according to the 
proposition of the gentleman from Iowa, that a certain section 
appearing in the statutes as law-is not law—has been repealed. 

Si: Sox Wri ae gett alow me astglo geen 

r. ; © gentleman allow me a ' 

Mr, DE ARMOND. — sir. , 

Mr. COX. Here is a declaration that section 6 of a certain 
law and section 40 of the Revised Statutes have been repealed. 

Mr. DEARMOND, Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX. Now, the question on which I would like to hear 
the gentleman, while he is on the floor, is this: What authority 
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Mr. DE ARMOND. They might give any reason, or might 
give no reason. T is a mere matter of phraseology. ny 
gentleman on the same philosophy may pick out of the statutes 
any provision con in them and stuff into an appropriation 
bill wherever he pleases the proposition that such provision of 
law has ceased to be law. You can go further and assert that a 
certain thing is law, although the courts may have decided fifty 
times over that itis not law. Theaffirmative declaration is just 
as good as the negative. It is just as competent to assert the 
one thing as the other. 

Mr. McCALL. Would not a declatory act, concurred in by 
the House and the Senate and the President, declaring a certain 
thing to be the law, have the effect of repealing any law which 
might be in conflict with it? 

r. DE ARMOND. I think that is probable. 

Mr. McCALL. Butit would not be within our power to amend 
the Constitution in that way; we have not that authority. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Ofcourse not. I think the suggestion of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCaALu] is a correct 
one; and, Mr. Chairman, :it bears upon an inquiry which the 
Chair submitted to me just before I was turned aside by yield- 
ing for questions. 

he CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not hear the suggestion of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, and would be glad if the gen- 
tleman from Missouri would repeat it. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. The tion of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts is, that if the House should adopt as part of this 
bill the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa, and the Sen- 
ate andthe President should concur, so that it would be incor- 
porated in the bill, the effect would be to repeal section 6 and 
section 40, if not heretofore repealed. 

I think that is true. The repeal would come in an indirect 
way, by declaring in an act of Congress that those sections had 
been a Such athing,I take it, has never before been at- 
tempted from the foundation of the Government until thisday. [ 
imagine that never before did it oceur to the ingenuity of a legis- 
lator to evade a rule against the of a statute by an amend- 
ment to an a priation bill, by giving to the repealing act 
the form of a declaration that the statute aimed at had been re- 


pealed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, if the gentleman will indulge the 
Chair. Assume that to be so, the question is, would this 
amendment then be obnoxious to the objection that it is not per- 
missible under the liamentary law—— 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I think so, and for the reason that it 
would be a change of existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN (continuing). Notas to whether theamend- 
ment is a wise or a proper one for Congress to enact, but is it 
obnoxious to the rule? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Obnoxious to Rule XXI; that is the fair 

uestion. - 
’ Mr. DE ARMOND. I think se, and a discussion of that is in- 
volved also in the discussion of the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Louisiana. 

Now, if asa matter of fact you assume that these provisions 
of law have been actually repealed, I submit still that this dec- 
laration embodied the amendment of the gentleman from 
Iowa would be open to the parliamentary objection of not being 
germane to the pa consideration. So that in 
either event, ve the law ee eee the eeematon of 
the tleman is incorrect, or whether passed as- 
pamaaben: correct, the amendment is clearly amenable to that 
objection. . 

ther , if the law is repeuled or if it is not repealed, the 
Peon sbi the gentleman from Iowa must fall. If the law 
exists, it is an indirect attempt to repeal it and is obnoxious to 
the provisions of the rule; and if the law is re ed it is a 


declaration that is not germane to the bill and no connec- 
tion with it. 

Icome now to the main proposition involved in the 
amendment of gentleman from Louisiana, and also in the 


position of the gentleman from Iowa. Can a provision simi- 
lar to enction 40. of the Hevies! Statutes, or 6 of the act 
of 1856, exist side by side and as t of the law, with a pro- 
vision ee the members of the House 
and of the te receive, as now provided by law? 


has this committee to declare that a law has foree 

when the construction of the law depends upon statute it-| That they could exist under the act of 1856, is clear beyond 

self? room or argument, clear beyond the ility of doubt, clear 
Mr. DE ARMOND. Well, I have been maintaining, Mr. | beyond question. act of 1856, in its first section, provides 

Chairman, that this is a matter which has in the world | for the com of and members of the House 

to do with this bill; that this declaration is as to the | as clearly, as distinctly, as completely as any su uent act 
urpeses and objects and effect of this bill as could | changing the amountof com . The amount w was 

be. Gentlemen might just as well undertake to declare by an | prescribed and fixed by the first section of that act was $6,000 for 

amendment that a certain provision in the Constitution as orig- | each Senator and Member for each Congress. 

inally written is no h a It determined how it should be and when. I chal 


Mr. COX, 


constitutional 
Because it has been repeaied. 


any man to say that the act of 1 the act of 1867, the act of 








1894. 
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1873, or of 1874, or any or all of the subsequent acts did or do | law (and there is no question of expediency) a day’s pay from 


more than to determine how much salary a Senator or Repre- 
sentative should get, and when and how that salary should be 
paid to him. Under the act of 1806 it was perfectly consistent 
with the declaration of section 1 that Senators and Members of 
the House should each receive $6,000 for a Congress, to be paid 
in a specified manner; to declare also by section 6 that the ab- 
sence of either, except when occasioned by the sickness of him- 
self or his family, would subject the absentee toa corresponding 
deduction of pay. . é 

Section 1 fixed the salary of members of Congress in 1856. 
Section 6 provides for a deduction, in proportion to the amount 
paid, for absence not occasioned by the sickness of the member 
himself or some member of his immediate family. 

Mr: VAN VOORHIS of New York. That is in the same sec- 
tion? 

Mr. DEARMOND. No, sir; different sections. Now, the 
fact that the two provisions can stand together is not challenged. 
I defy any man to challenge it. He must challenge the act it- 
self, for in that act, now here before me, they do stand together, 
the one no more the law than the other. 

Mr. VAN VOORGIS of New York. 
to. the salaries referred to in section 1? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I will come to that later. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, I will read this section 1 of the act of August 16, 1856. 

The CHAIRMAN. What isthe gentleman proposing to read? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. The first section of the act of 1856, fix- 
ing the compensation of members of Congress. It is as follows: 

That the compensation of each Senator, Representative, and Delegate in 
Congress shall be $6,000 for each Co: Ss, and mileage as now provided by 
law, for two sessions only, to be paid in manner following, to wit: On the 
firstday of each regular sessioneach Senator, Representative, and Delegate 
shall receive his mileage for the first session, and on the first day of each 
month thereafter during such session at the rate of $3,000 per annum during 
the continuance of such session, and at the end of such session he shall re- 
ceive the residue of his salary due tohim at such time at the rate aforesaid 
still unpaid; and at the mning of the second regular session of the 
Congress each Senator, Representative, and Delegate shall receive his mile- 
age for such second session, and monthly during such session compensa- 
tion at the rate of $3,000 per annum, until the 4th of March terminating the 
Congress, and on that day each Senator, sentative, and Delegate shall 


be entitled to raceive the balance of the $6,000 not theretofore paid in the 
monthly installments above directed. 


That issection 1. Now, Ichallenge contradiction of the state- 
ment that all subsequent legislation in regard to this matter has 
been legislation upon the subjects embraced in this section 1. 
The changes that have been made have been changes in the pro- 
visions of lawas created by this section 1. This section 1 would 
to-day be the law but for those changes. Now, could there stand 
with this section J] the provision of law which I say, and which 
the majority of the Committee on the Judiciary say, is still ex- 
isting law? It could exist with this section 1, because it did. 
Now, let us read section 6. 

Mr. VAN VOORHISof New York. You concede thatsection 
1 was repealed? 

Mr.DEARMOND. The provision fixing thesalary, of course. 
Instead of $6,000 a Congress, we have now $5,000 a year, and in- 
stead of payment at the times therein specified, we have pay- 
ments at other times as well, as for instance, beginning a month 
after our term begins instead of not until after our service has 
begun. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. It was repealed by pass- 
ing an independent act. 

"iy. DE ARMOND. Certainly, sir, asto amount of compensa- 
tion. Now, let me read section 6: 

And be it further enacted, That it shall be the duty of the Sergeant-at-Arms 
of the House and Secretary of the Senate, vely, to deduct from the 
monthly payments of members as herein provided for, the amount of his 
compensation for each day that such member shall be absent from the 


House or Senate, respectively, unless such Representative, Senator, or Dele- 
gate shall assign as the reason for such absence the sickness of himself 


Is not section 6 limited 


oTrsome member of his 

Mr. VAN VOORGIS of New York. What force do you give 
the words ‘‘as herein providea?” 

Mr. REED. Substitute the words ‘ therein provided.” 

Mr. CRAIN. Will the gentleman address himself to the 
question how far this statute may have been repealed by the 
construction placed upon it forso tong a period of years by both 
Houses and by the accounting officers of the Government? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I will come to that later. 

If a salary of $6,000 to a member of Congress for a termcan be 
fixed in h: with a provision of law, such asis contained in 
section 6, that for certain absences deductions shall be made, 
then a law fi the salary at $5,000 per annum, or $10,000 per 
annum, or $20,000 a Congress, at any sum, will stand also in har- 
in 1856 a member got 90,000 for the Congress 

a member got $6,000 for , or 33,000a year, 
or at the rate of $250a month. In 1866 there was a ehenge in 
the law, giving $10,000 for the Congress, 95,000 for the year, or 
at the rate of $416.66% per month. If you could deduct under the 


the $3,000 per annum, why can not youdeducta day’s pay, under 
specified conditions, from the compensation to be paid at the 
rate of $5,000 per annum? 

Mr. REED. Would the gentleman like an answer? 

Mr. DEARMOND. Yes. 

Mr. REED. Because it said, ‘‘Shall be paid at the rate 
herein provided for,” and that ‘‘ herein provided for” having 
been repealed, there is nothing for it to operate upon. If the 
law had stated that there was to be substituted for the earlier 
provision of the law of 1856 the provision of the law of 1866, 
why,then, that would carry, by implication, a retention of sec- 
tion 6; but it did not so provide; and this section 6, having 
nothing to operate upon, falls of course. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Will the gentleman allow me to say 
the words “ herein provided for” are just the equivalent of the 
words ‘‘as provided by law.” 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I will address myself to the inquiry sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Maine. I am not surprised that 
this construction has been put upon the words of the statute 
by others; but I am surprised that it has been put upon the 
statute by the very able gentleman from Maine. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair can not hear a word. Gentle- 
men must cease conversation or retire to the cloakroom. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I am addressing myself 
tothe suggestion made by the gentlemanfrom Maine. [ am not 
surprised at the construction which he suggests has been given 
to this provision of the law by some gentlemen, though I con- 
fess I am surprised that it is given to it by him. 

Mr. REED. And given by all the gentlemen of the House 
and of the Senate for the last twenty-eight years; so that I am 
in very good company and very numeroug company, too. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Iam surprised that the gentleman from 
Maine, who is a lawyer and a man of very great ability, as we 
all know he is,commits himself to that construction, and [ think 
that when [ get through with section 6 he will also besurprised. 
Section 6 contains the words upon which the gentleman hinges 
his argument as to the repeal of the section. 

And beit further enacted, That it shall be the duty of the Sergeant-at-Arms 
of the House and the Secretary of the Senate, respectively, to deduct from 
the monthly payment of members as herein provided for. 

I understand the gentleman hinges his argument for the re- 
peal, by implication, of section 6 upon these words: ‘‘As herein 
provided for.” The gentleman from Maine, perhaps quite in- 
cautiously, undertook to support his construction by the interpo- 
lation of, ‘‘ at the rate herein provided for.” There is the dis- 
tinction. ‘‘At the rate herein provided for ” is not specified, is 
not in the section atall. ‘‘As herein provided for ” means what? 
Does it mean a fixed, specific amount? It does not. It has 
reference to the monthly payment provided for, rather than its 
amount. 

Mr. BOATNER. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BOATNER. My point of order is that the gentleman is 
notaddressing himself to the point of order, but is addressing 
himself to the merits of the proposition. 

Mr. DEARMOND. Notatall. I am addressing myself to 
the question of order. 

Mr. BOATNER. I understand that the question before the 
committee now is a pointof order; and the gentleman is not ad- 
dressing himself to the point of order, but to the merits of the 

uestion. I have not heard the gentleman refer to any rule of 
the House which the proposition violates or make any argument 
in support of that ition. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I think, Mr. Chairman, that the Chair- 
man and the members of the committee in general will agree 
with me that, whether clearly or otherwise, I have been talking 
strictly and directly upon the point of order. 

Mr. BOATNER. My inquiry is, what is the point of order 
and the rule of the House that the amendment violates? 

Mr. DEARMOND. That it changes existing law and does 
not reduce expenditures. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Louisiana objects 
that I am talking about the merits of this proposition instead of 
addressing myself to the point of order. I have been discussing 
the question whether this is the law or not, which is the very 
point of order involved. 

If I were to say that, after the attempt upon the other side of 
the House, by what they claimed to be a privileged resolution, 
te nullify this act, to render it nugatory, to set it aside; after 
this side. of the House had decided upon its enforcement; after 
the Speaker from his chair had declared he would sign no cer- 
tificate except in conformity with this law; if I were to direct 
myself to the question of propriety involved in these amend- 
ments, and say that from our standpoint upon this side, who as- 
serted that the law existed and then demanded its observance, 
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from the standpoint of the Speaker, who has clearly and boldly 
declared in favor of its enforcement, the proposed legislation 
would be bad legislation, which would naturally be proposed 
and supported on the other side, and as naturally should be op- 
posed upon this side, then I think I would be speaking to the 
merits, and not upon the point of order. 

If I were addressing myself to the question of the merits, I 
would talk about the peculiar merit and the peculiar judgment 
and the extraordinary philosophy, politicaland otherwise,which 
would impel a gentleman on this side to beat downa law which 
has met with the approval ofthe country, with the sanction of 
his party, with the approval of the Speaker, and under which 
the House is now operating in a lawful, regular, honest, decent 
way. But Il address myself to the point of order, and I trust the 
gentleman will now see the distinction between the point of or- 
der and the so-called merits of a proposition utterly without 
merit. 

I was speaking, Mr. Chairman, to the suggestion made by the 
gentleman from Maine—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be glad to hear the gen- 
tleman’s construction of the words quoted by the gentleman 
from Maine. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Certainly. I ought, perhaps, to beg par- 
don of the Chair for having diverged, but having been speak- 
ing entirely to the point of order, and that not being apparent, 
for some reason unknown to me, to the gentleman from Tioutel- 
ana and to other gentlemen near me, I thought that by way of a 
momentary diversion I would throw out a few suggestions as to 
what might be said upon the merits of a meritless proposition. 
{Laughter. ] 

Mr. BOATNER. If the gentleman will permit me, I did not 
intend to cast any reflection whatever upon the strength of the 
argument he was making; but being convinced that if this law 
is still upon the statute book the pending amendment would not 
repeal it,and thatif itisalready repealed the amendment would 
add nothing to the force of that repeal, it appeared to me that 
the question which the gentleman was discussing related en- 
tirely to the merits of the law and not to the question whether 
the amendment was germane to the bill and did not reduce ex- 
penditures, and therefore was not in order. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York (to Mr. DE ARMOND). Do 
you claim that the act of 1866 fixing the salary of members of 
Congress at $5,000 a year is not an independentact, but isa mere 
amendment of the first section of the act of 1856? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I say it had the effect to displace all the 
inconsistent, contradictory, and repugnant provisions of the act 
of 1856; that it went so far as to fix anew the compensation of 
members, but it had nothing todo with the question of deduc- 
tions for absence. 

Mr. VAN VOORGIS of New York. You do not, then, claim 
that the act of 1856 was merely an amendmentof the former act. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. No; it was not din that form. 

Mr. VAN VOORGIS of New York. Do not you think it sur- 
perseded that act and the whole of it? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. No; that isexactly what I do not think. 
In answer to the gentleman from New York, Mr. Chairman, I 
repeat what I have already said, that an act providing that a 
member shall be paid $5,000 per annum is as completely consist- 
ent with a provision of law that there shall be a deduction made 
for his absence as another provision of law that he shall be paid 
$6,000, or $3,000, or any other sum. That is my contention; and 
as any provision fixing the salary at any amount cap stand with 
this section 6 or section 40 just as well as any other provision 
fixing it at any other amount,I say there is nosuch repugnancy 
or inconsistency as can work a repeal by implication hat is 
what I contend. . 

Coming now again to these words “‘ as herein provided for,” I 
say gentlemen ba them a ——- which I submit is not the 
correct one. Upon reflection any lawyer must hesitate to con- 
cur in theirconstruction. The words ‘as herein provided for” 
gentlemen make read “in that amount which would come to 
one rs day at the rate hereinbefore specified.” Now, the words 
‘tas herein provided for” have reference to the payments. 

Every month after Congress be payment was made to the 
member of one-twelfth of his yearly salary under section 1, les- 
sened under section 6 bya proportionate deduction for each 
day's absence during the month unless that absence was of the 


kind or for the reason specified in section 6. As suggested by | 


the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CoBB] these w giving 
them their true legal significance, their proper construction 
as they are used in statute, mean nothing more than ‘‘as pro- 
vided by law.” 

Now, to show that this construction is the correct one, I go 
further and say that if you leave these words out of the section 
entirely, precisely the same result follows as if they are 
porated in it. The section is not changed in its effect; it is not 


changed in its substance. It’ has precisely the same bearing 
with those words left out as with them in, and when the section 
was incorporated in the Revised Statutes those words were left 
out by the codifier and by the Congress which adopted the Re- 
vised Statutes. 

Mr. VAN VOORGHIS of New York. But leaving them in con- 
fines their force to that particular act. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. It confines it to the monthly payment. 
But suppose the construction for which the gentleman contends 
were true, let us testit. If that were correct, Mr. Chairman, 
what would be the result? Somebody has figured out that the 
ae per day, the one-thirtieth part of $250 a month, 
would be $8.33+, and that would be the amount to be deducted un- 
der that law; not because it says ‘‘ as herein provided for,” but 
because it says, in effect, thata day’s pay shall be deducted for a 
day’s absence, and as a matter of arithmetic each day’s absence 
would cause a lessening of the total amount of compensation by 
$8.334, the one-thirtieth part of $250, the compensation for the 
entire month. 

But to show the absurdity of the construction that gentlemen 
contend for, suppose that, instead of it being provided by the 
law that there shall be monthly payments, such provision had 
been entirely left out, the effect would not be changed a parti- 
cle. Suppose you give it a strained, unreasonable, unnatural, 
unauthorized meaning, so as to read that ‘‘ there shall be a de- 
duction made at the rate of $8.33} for each day’s absence?” Sup- 
pose that were the reading; what would follow? 

Mr. Chairman, just as inevitably as anything upon earth, the 
result would be that under existing law there would still be the 
deduction of $8.33+a day. If there is a provision that a man 
shall be paid a certain sum—I do not care what—and that a cer- 
tain sum shall be deducted per day, all the changes made in the 
gross amount that shall be paid, all the changes made in the an- 
nual compensation of members or their compensation per Con- 

ress, can have nothing to do with the amount of the deduction 
or daily absence. 

If you give that effect to the provision, then you must make 
the section read as though it said, ‘‘and for each day’s absence 
except on account of sickness of himself or some member of his 
family, there shall be deducted $8.334.” That must be the read- 
ing,in effect, if the contention of the gentleman from Maine and 
other gentlemen who ageen with him be correct. If that is the 
meaning that would be the law to-day. If you provide that there 
shall be deducted $8.33+ for a day’s absence and then leave that 
law absolutely untouched—from that time on it is perfectly con- 
sistent to deduct $8.33t, whether you give as compensation $3,000, 
or $1,000, or $50,000 or $500. 

Mr. MAHON. How wouid you apply that in another view of 
the case? The act of 1866did not provide for monthly payments 
at all, but —— that there should be paid to each Congress- 
man a salary of $5,000 per annum. Would you have the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms make the deduction under that law? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I will tell you exactly what I would do. 
Under the act of 1866, which made no provision for monthly pay- 
ments, monty payments were made—— 

Mr. MAHON. I do not care what the Sergeant-at-Arms may 
have done. I want to hold the gentleman to the law. Ifthe 
act of 1866 provided that each member of Congress should re- 
ceive a salary of $5,000 perannum, what right has the Sergeant- 
at-Arms under that act to deduct any part of the salary for daily 
absence? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I will answer the gentleman frankly; 
and I think he will be content with the answer when he gets it. 
Before 1866 the law provided that a certain amount should be 
the compensation or — of the member of Congress, and that 
such salary should be paid in a certain way. 

Mr. MAHON. Monthly. 

Mr.DE ARMOND. Monthly. Then the law of 1866 provided 
that the salary of a member of Congress, instead of being $6,000 
a Congress or $3,000 a year, should be $5,000 a year; but it left 
the law precisely as it was with reference to monthly payments. 

Mr. MAHON. Would not any court, construing such an act 
as the act of 1866, declare that the member was not entitled to 
his until he had served a full year in Congress? 

r. DE ARMOND. That is just precisely what no court 
would decide. 

Mr. MAHON. How do you reach the authority for monthly 

ments? There is aathion in the law to that effect. 

r. DE ARMOND. That is very easily reached. If the gen- 
tleman will wait a moment I will answer him. He may not be 
content with my answer, but upon reflection I am inclined to 
think he will be. Section 1 of the act of 1856 provided, we will 
say, two things upon this point; it provided how much a member 
of Congress should receive, and it provided when eo 
should be made to him. That is conceded, of course, by every- 


body. 








